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in the Forty-ninth Congress, which give the circumstances of incurrence of 


eae vi cathe net bill a. 
service, and Rewmeee r 
Ber icted by adding “at the rate of $12 per mon » 
on In to whom was refe the bill (H. R. 
7748) granting a pension to John H. Stucker, submit the semowns 30 rt: 
Theceidenze eabmitted in this case shows that claimant e n Com- 
pany Eighteenth Missouri State S ety September, 1862, and was dis- 
April 23, 1864. On July 19, 1875, application for pension, 
wound of left hand, received at Alpha. Mo., while disarming 
. The was rejected November 18, 1875, on the 
that he was not —— under existing law. The following evi- 
was submitted in case: 
lieutenant of Company B, Thirtieth Missouri Militia, tes- 
tifies he has claimant since 1861, and that while in the line of 
duty as sergeant of said company, in the northeast part of Saree County, 
Mo., claimant received a ganshot wound of left hand, from which wound he 
was disabled from military duty, and from the use of said hand ever 
since. t says he knows the facts of which he testifies from personal 


Jonathan T. Wilson testifies that he was a member of the same company, 

while rebels, they at- 

ed rebel and bushwhacker, 

when said Wilson fired upon and shot said Stucker in the hand tearing it all 

to pieces; that affiant was the first to pick up said Stucker after his being 
shot. 

Newton Buckner testifies that he was with claimant when he was shot; 
that they were detailed to disarm rebels and bushwhackers, and while in the 
line of ed Stucker was shot in the hand, badly mangling it. Affiant took 
of t until he was able to be around again. 

. 8. W. Elmore testifies that he treated him pectoencnally for the wound 
after he received it, and as long as he needed medical attendance. 
The surgeon at Jameson, Mo., reports, August 12, 1875, that-— 

“The left hand is useless from gunshot wound; aperture of entrance at 
middle of second me us, destroying that and metacarpus, shot 
scattering and making exit at different points on outside of hand, several 
shots remaining on palm or surface of hand; hand very much 
deformed; bones of carpus e and wrist anchylosed; fingers drawn 

to palm and useless; very painful at wrist and elbow joint.” 

s t was — and samees ry asavise —— a qeueeet 
order commanding officer, ent of Missouri, and was under the 
command of United States Army ao 


care 
Dr 


Claimant did not file his applica- 
tion for until after the expiration of the limitation provided for in 
one Revised Statutes, and therefore the claim cannot be allowed in 

ce. 
Claims of this character have invariably been recommended by the com- 


mittee and allowed by Congress, and your committee therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 
aa ee Is there objection to the present consideration 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman from Missouri 

a question. : 
. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. LOUD. Whyis an attempt e to fix the rate of pension 
in the bill? aoe let her be pensioned according to law? 

. DOCKERY. The committee fixed that. I do not know 
what 1 reason there was for it. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course, Mr. Speaker, the committee almost in- 
variably fix the rate of pension of a widow who is not entitled to 
a pension under the law at a greater sum than she would receive 
if she were entitled to a pension under the law. I have repeatedly 
upon this floor stated my objections to that mode of procedure. 
ve any widow who is not entitled to a pension under 
w should receive a greater rate of pension than a 
widow who is entitled to a pension under the law. This bill, I 
think, seeks to give this widow more than the law would give her. 
If not, why insert the words ‘$12 per month”? 

Y. Ithink the rate is not greater than she would 


Mr. 
be entitled to. 
Me DINGLEY, Is it not $12? 


Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

A RY. I think that is the law. 

Mr. PICKLER. The evidence clearly shows that the husband 
of this woman was wounded in the Army. A witness testifies 
that ae went when his hand was shot to pieces by bush- 
whackers, that he died from diseases con in the service. 


so, his widow would be entitled to $12 under the law 


fs 
g 
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had he been eee ers tole Le but being in the Missouri 
State he was not ly in the United States service, 
and so his must come to Congress for relief. 

Mr. Speaker, the committee have recommended exactly what 
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her husband been in the United 
not get it under the general law for the 
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Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman from California must under- 


stand that the Pension Office will not consider this case and have 
rejected it because the man was not in the service of the United 


States. 

Mr. LOUD. But ze remove that bar by this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is shown that this man was wounded in the 
Army. And this woman is equitably and legally entitled to this 


pension. 


Mr. LOUD. Oh, I know he was shot in the hand, but he did 


not die as the result of that wound. There is no use in talking 
about that. 


Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman seems to think that a shot in 
the hand would not be very much of a wound. 
Mr. LOUD. Permit me to say that he did not die in 1894 as 


the result of that gunshot wound in his hand, received thirty 


years ago. 

Mr. PICKLER. He did not have to do that. I think this isa 
very meritorious case, and the ordinary amount. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to-the present considera- 


tion of the bill? 


There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


REPORTS OF OFFICERS, WORLD'S COLUMBIAN COMMISSION, 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a memorial of 
the board of reference and control of the W orld’s Columbian Com- 
mission in reference to reports of officers, and to have it printed 
in the REcoRD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to have a memorial read and printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. CORLISS. I do not care to occupy the time of the House 
by having it read. It can be printed in the Recorp for the infor- 
mation of members. It is with reference to the publication of 
the proceedings of the World's Fair Commission. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to printing the same inthe 
RECORD? : 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask what pro- 
priety there is in printing such a paper in the Recorp? 

Mr. CORLISS. The acts of the officers have been authorized 
to be printed by a prior act of Congress. This is a report of their 
proceedings and of the publications that are being made. It is 
information to Congress as to what they are doing. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is this a continuous board? 

Mr. CORLISS. A continuous board until 1898. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And are we to have these 
reports every year? 

r. CORLISS. The publications are being made, and this is 
with reference to the work. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Why not give the memorial to 
the newspapers? 

Mr. CORLISS. Why, because this is the proper body to which 
such memorials should be presented. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

Mr. CORLISS. coelene. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. hose report is this? 

Mr. CORLISS. Itisthe report of Senator Palmer, the president 
of the World’s Fair Commission. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Hasthisreport passed through the hands 
of any committee of the Commission? 

Mr. CORLISS. It certainly has, and it is simply a statement 
of what they are doing. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Why should it go in the Recorp? 

Mr. CORLISS. Simply to furnish information to the country 
of the acts of that Commission. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question, if he will permit. 

Mr. CORLISS. Certainiy. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is this also to be spread on the 
minutes of the Senate? 

Mr. CORLISS. I understand that is to be done. 

Mr. McMILLIN. ,It will make about a columnof the Recorp, 
That is about the extent of it. 

Mr. CORLISS. It will hardly make that. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I understand the gentleman 
says this is also to be spread op the minutes of the Senate? 

. CORLISS. I am not at liberty to say that it will be. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will state that it is not done where the 
documents are presented the same day. If they were presented 
to the House and the Senate on the same day it would only be 
printed once. 


<7 sees one 
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Mr. BARTLETT of ee ca Has it already been printed as 


@ part of the Senate proceedings 
r. CORLISS. I can not sa) say positively as tothat. I only know 
te, but whether it was printed 


that | it has been presented to the 
there I do not know. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If it should be ordered to be printed to- 
day in both bodies it will only be printed once. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the law require this Commission to re- 
port to Congress? 

Mr. CORLISS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Is there any objection to printing it in the 
form of a document instead of printing it in the Recorn? 

Mr. CORLISS. Iam simply asking what the president of the 
Commission asks to have done by this House, for the information 


of the coun 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. SHAFROTH. It is already in the Recorp. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. LIobject. It is already in the 


REcorD, 


RELIEF OF OFFICERS AND CREWS OF THE GUNBOATS KINEO. AND 
CHOCURA, 


Mr. FISCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3294) for the relief of offi- 
cers and crews of the United States gunboats Kineo and Chocura. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $12,474.72 he, ang the same is hereb: 


appropriated, out of any monzey in the otherwise appropria’ 
+o pan te the officers and gore << bl United States gunboats Kineo and 


Chocura ae were met = hereon in the year #1864 their 
shares thereof, . being or sal 


ey, their d 
‘ning up 49 bales of cotton, R omonss having been reali 


cotton and the same converted into the United States ry. 

Mr. ere of New York. I should like to ask if this bill 
has been repo neeae committee? 

Mr. TISCone has been reported favorably by the Com- 
mittee on Claims. Iam oe? willing to make an explanation 
of the bill. The report covers pages 

= BARTLETT of New York. [should like to have the report 
read, 

Mr. FISCHER. All the 88 ? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. It is a serious thing, passing 
these bills for claims arising during the war. 

Mr. FISCHER. Will thegentleman permit me to make a short 
eee of the bill, the facts concerning which are detailed in 

report? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I would ask the gentleman to include in 
his statement the reason why this bill was not considered on some 
Friday. Every Friday is set apart under the rules for the consid- 
eration of just such bills as this. 

Mr. FISCHER. Will the gentleman point to me any Friday 
when such bills have been considered? 

_ Mr. RICHARDSON. Every Friday is set apart for the consid- 
eration of private bills. 
SHER. If the a wil show me some way to 
reach the consideration of this bili on a Friday I will be very 


Mr. RICHARDSON. It can be done by enforci e rules of 
the House. The rules of the House set apart every ‘day for the 
consideration of these bills. 

Mr. FISCHER. I trust that the gentleman will not insist upon 
* that objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I ask the gentleman to show why the bill 
was not considered on one of these Fridays. 

Mr. FISCHER. Simply because it was ible to have it 
considered. The reason for this bill is this: matter has al- 
ready been in the United States courts, as the report shows. 


Twenty-seven 
of of New York. What court? 


me on account of sx 


Mr. BAR 
Mr. FISCHER. The United States court for the eastern dis- 
oe. of Louisiana. Judgment was awa-ded in favor of these 
Bie The amount was fixed by that judgment, but before 
judgment of the court was =e vas 
be covered into the United States Treasury, and the judge 
of the court at that time was not aware of the fact that Gontonae 
twenty-seven days prior to the award of this es had passed 
a law permitting aa direct to the aoa ane he so cer- 
tifies, and that is part of this TRnetirte ving that he had no 
wer to order the money ‘to the claimant, he or- 
pred th to be coverad Suen’ e Treasury. I have here an extract 
from the books of the Department ( Book No. 
2, page 19) showing that this money had been ved by the 
Department under very judgment, and that it was laid aside 
— action of Congress divesting § 


me BARTLETT of New York. There areabout hundred 
thousand or a million claims in the same ail 

Mr. FISCHER. I think the gentleman mus be mistaken about 
that. This isa peculiar case, This isa case a 
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of a court, where the mone hen hoon cpteed to: be 
le and has been cov: into the Treasury @ 
As I have said, the judge was not aware 
ae avightaeeeamal him to order 
the money paid directly to and that is the reason 
why it was a a ae 
. BARTLETT of New York. hae Sees Win some 


and sold 


to these 
action by 


an en- 


the House would not sanction its 
Mr. BARTLETT 


t. 
New York. Does colleague 
Sinema Eoedin Gane Gah he tee Gained te toteee: 


Mr, FISCHER. The gentleman’s peculiar ability in construing 
's 
law will euable him to patany construction upon it that ho pleas 


{Laughter 
WILLIAM Tock 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
t consideration of the bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of 


pee 


reatined from the unle and 
Treasw 


otherwise appropriated. 
ao. Is there objection to the present consideration 
0 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask for a 
brief explanation of this bill. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, the amount involved in this 
bill is one hundred and seventy-four dollarsand somecents. The 
report shows that it is in payment for a horse and ments, 
the horse having been killed and the in one 
of the engagements of the Army of the claimant 
vate soldier in a New York cavalry the mem- 
which owned their own horses and eq I think 

ent was under the command of General Slocum. In 
was at ae. and pre- 
was 
ee drawn in 
one hundred and seventy-four do!- 
warrant was mailed to him as directe«, 
but it never reached him. 


was @ 
bers 0 


States courts and sued for it, but as the amount was only $174 he 
could not do that, and it is to pay him this amount that this bill 
has been introduced 


m.. LOUD. Does not the gentleman fear that tie claimant's 


Oth CONNOLLY. “No, si 
OLLY. a The Treasury official:: who inves- 


had of ¥. b 
mnt Yo hasnt ing ray ln 
indorsing the draft is hore in 
Government Poon S Soap ppd edema 
era sr oeemeemnneemnan se tee Soreery’ 
ee a ey 
gnature with the other signatures on 


of Texas. There has never been any investiga- 
sir; the was made in the 
ihe” Department report 
Sena meres ane Gowernment 


its payment to the rightful | can 


Cc against the 
indorser, is there anything to prevent t himself from 
for money received to his use? é 
Mr. CONNOLLY, i coud Uae UhMNeE fac wncy bolt on 
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received. He would be compelled to proceed on the draft, and 
he can not the draft from the Department, where it is on file. 
Another which prevents him from taking that course is 
that the amount is only $174, and he isa man living in cen- 
tral Illinois, so that it would be impossible for him to come here 
and insti ee en an enannas. 

Mr. McMILLIN. t that would not prevent him from pro- | 


the individual who got his check. 
conding SNNOLLY. He does not know who that individual is. 
One of the banks that indorsed this draft is the First National 


re? 
: 
i 
[ 
i 
: 


a right of if it chooses to exercise it. The fact is, how- 
, that this man never was paid. _ 

. RICHARDSON. What committee reported this bill? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. TheVommittee on Claims. It was reported 


wi 


by the from Indiana [Mr. Hanty}. 
Mr. IN. The Committee on Claims or the Com- 
mittee on War ? 


Claims 
Mr. CONNOLLY. The Committee on Claims. This is not a 
laim. 
WM. PITNEY. Was this claim ever reported before? 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir; in the ing Congress it was 
and it passed the House, but neglect it failed to get 
through the Senate. sane . 
Mr. RICHARDSON, This is a bill to pay a private claim, re- 
ported Wy. the Committee on Claims? 
Mr. Y. Yes, sir. 
Mr IN. The gentleman understands, I suppose, 


that this bill would be in order for consideration on Friday under 
the rules of the House? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I understand that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, if the gentleman gets this claim 
through now, will that abate his ardor in helping us to get Fri- 
days for the consideration of other private claims? [Laughter. | 

r. CONNOLLY. I do not know about that. I have been 
here every Friday attending to the business of the House as it has 
come a IT expect to be present every Friday while the ses- 
sion ; 


an RICHARDSON. Weare very anxious to get those claims 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, this will be one bill out of the way. 
Mr. } of Tennessee. I wish to ask the gentleman a 
question. I understand him to say that this claim has been paid 


by the Government once? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes; it has been paid on a forged indorse- 


ment, , 
Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Whatis to prevent the beneficiary 
from the indorsers? 

Mr. OLLY. For such a sum as $174 this man could 
yt be expected to sue a bank in New York City or in the city 


Mr. L of Tennessee. Do you think the Government 
should ae amount twice? 
OLLY. No, sir; the Government can recover it. 


Mr. LL 
It is the fault of the Government that the money was paid by it 
on a indorsement. 

Mr. LLof Tennessee. Do I understand the gentleman to 
say that the Government drafts with forged mdorsements 
to be paid at the nt? 

Mr. Y. y, sir, I can say from my own expe- 
rience that in at least forty different cases [ have secured recov- 
eries for the Government on warrants the indorsements 
on which had been forged. 

Mr. HULICK. Allow me to say that in a case which I had 
occasion to examine within a few days a claim of an engineer for 
SUMEEDiney, Ths eee who eencntiiied othe money nee 
power . man who was en money never 
received a dollar. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The Government in these cases can always 
recover, because no statute of limitations ever bars it. 

‘Mr. McMILLIN. Was this draft or warrant when issued trans- 

the Government to the person to whom the claimant 


should be sent? 
. CONNOLLY. Oh, yes. 
JIN. as the Government took the course 


| by the claimant, the gentleman think the liability of 
Se etme 
. Y. Beyond any question it does, as a matter 


. When the Government had delivered the 
manner which directed 
Y. Yes, sir. In this respect 


. f 
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The SPEAKER. Is there cbjection? 
Mr. COX. I should like to ask a question. 

A Memper. Oh, let this claim for $170 go. . 

Mr. COX. Ido not raise any question as to the amount of the 
claim; but there are hundreds of claims as meritorious as this 
coming from the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have no doubt of it. 

Mr. COX. Why should one claim be privileged over another? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I know no reason— 

Mr. COX. Then I object. 

FRENCH W. THORNHILL. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

e A bill (BH. R. 3006) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to:place upon the pension roll the name of Dr. French 
W. Thorrhill, of Spring Valley, Minn., at the rate of $0 per month, and who 


shall be entitled to receive such amount from and after the approval of this 
act, subject to the rules and limitations prescribed by law. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 
report. 
e report (by Mr. Tromas) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3606) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill, submit the following re- 


ort: 

A bill identical with the one under consideration was passed by both Houses 
of the Fifty-third Congress, but reached the President so late that it did not 
reeeive Executive approval. The same bill was passed by the House in the 
Fifty-second Congress. In addition to the evidence laid before previous 
Congresses, the claimant has filed with your committee a number of affidavits 
of a medical character showing that he is at present totally incapacitated 
from the practice cf his profession and almost totally incapacitated from 
the performance of labor of any kind by reason of the increasing disability 
directly attributable to the wound he received during the war : 

Your committee believe this to be a very meritorious measure and recom- 
mend its passage, incorporating as part of our report the statement of facts 
contained in the report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions of the Fifty- 
third Congress, as follows: 

“Dr. French W. Thornhill, of Spring Valley, Minn.. is the son of Maj. S. P. 
Thornhill, deceased, a surgeon of the Eighth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry. 

“ The said Dr. French W. Thornhill was in the years 1861 and 1862 present 
with said regiment, although not mustered into the United States military 
service, and assisted and rendered valuable and efficient service, acting as 
assistant to his father in caring for the sick and wounded 

“He was with said regiment in the following engagements: Iron Mountain 
Bridge, Missouri; Frederickstown, Mo.; Fort Henry, Fort Donelson, Ne 
Madrid, Island No. 10, Pittsburg Landing or Shiloh, Farmington, and Inka 
Springs. After the battle of Inka Springs the said Dr. French W. Thornhill, 
by or er of General Rosecrans, was sent back to take charge of a neutral hos- 
pital, where he remained until the battle of Corinth, where he received 
while in the discharge of his said duty as acting assistant surgeon of said 
regiment a gunshot wound in his right hip from a rifle ball, whereby he was 
disabled. 

“The evidence also shows that the said Dr. French W. Thornhill, at tho 
battle of Farmington, from exposure and overexertion in rendering aid and 
caring for the sick and wounded, received and sustained a sunstroke and 
contracted dysentery and chronic diarrhea, and is now greatly disabled.” 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. As I understand, this man was 
not a commissioned surgeon? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Hewas not. He was never mustered into the 
service. That is the reason this billis here. Otherwise his pen- 
sion would have been granted and paid long ago under the gen- 
eral law. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What amount of money is 
asked? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Thirty dollars a month—the same amount 
authorized by the bill for his relief which was passed in the last 
Congress and also in the Fifty-second Congress. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. This bill is to pension hiia as 
an assistant surgeon? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I thought the gentleman asked me what 
—— the bill carried. The rate of pension proposed is $30 a 
month, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. But why should he receive so 
much as that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Because he is almost totally incapacitated for 
the performance of labor of any kind. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Disabled by reason of the gun- 
shot wound? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Why has not this bill been con- 
sidered at a Friday night session? . 

Mr. TAWNEY. For the reason that it has not been reached. 
It was considered at a Friday night session in the Fifty-third Con- 

, and also in the Fifty-second Congress. This is the third 
Stes in which the bill has been reported favorably, In the 
Fifty-second Congress the bill was passed too late to receive 
favorable consideration in the Senate. It passed both Houses in 
the Fifty-third Congress, but too late to receive the approval of 
the President. As it is getting late in the present session, and as 
Ido not wish the bill to fail again as it has failed heretofore, I 
have asked unanimous consent for its consideration and passage 
at this time. 

Mr. oo - of New York. Why was not Dr. Thornhill 

a " 


Mr. TAWNEY. Because he was under age. He went out with 


| 
| 
| 








A004 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Aprin 15, 





his father, a mere boy. He was too young to be commissioned or 
to be mustered into the service. 

Mr. McMILLIN, What is the usual pension for an assistant 
surgeon? 

r. TAWNEY. Ido not know. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will the chairman of the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions kindly inform us? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Seventeen dollars a month. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then I suggest that the pension here be fixed 
at the usual amount for an assistant surgeon. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is a case of almost total disability. The 
man is almost wholly incapacitated for manual labor. Under 
these circumstances he would receive under the general law $72 
amonth. It is not proposed in this case to pension him upon his 
rank, but upon his physical disability. 

Mr. PICKLER. A private gets $30 a month if totally incapaci- 
tated for the performance of manual labor. The amount in this 
case was fixed upon the ground of total incapacity, and not on 
account of the applicant’s rank. 

Mr. LOUD. I wish to ask the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
TAWNEY]| whether, according to his knowledge and belief, the to- 
tal disability which this man is stated to be suffering is the result 
of wounds received in the service? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I can answer that question in the affirmative. 
Last November, before I came to Washington, this gentleman 
called upon me and exhibited to me his wound. I know from my 
own observation and knowledge that he is to-day suffering from 
that wound and that it is the cause of his present disability. 

Mr. LOUD. You could only have seen the scar, permit me to 


say, I judget 

Mr. AWNEY. No, sir; I saw the effect of the wound very 
plainly. It is visible to any man who will examine it. 
Mr. L . Is it open to-day? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is open to-day. 

Mr. LOUD. Why did not he apply in 1864 or 1865? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He has applied to the Pension Department. 
The claim was —_— there for a long time—— 

Mr. LOUD. hat date? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not now recall the exact date; but until 
the Department decided that on account of the fact that he was 
not mustered into the service he could not receive a pension his 
claim was pending, and when rejected on that ground he came to 
Congress for relief. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman states that this disability arises 
from the wound received in the service? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iam entirely satisfied that that is the case. 

Mr. LOUD. Ishall interpose no objection under the circum- 
stances stated oT the gentleman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I could satisfy the gentleman in a moment if 
I could describe to him the condition of this man’s wound. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam satisfied. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Is he practicing medicine now? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; except in his office. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to be a and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TAWNEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. 58S er, I demand the regular order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I desire first, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me, to make a request for unanimous consent with reference 
to some printing—— 

The SPEAK R. That can not be done unless the demand for 
the regular order is withdrawn. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina will allow me to ask unanimous consent with reference to a 


bill alread da. 
BERT. I withdraw the demand for the regular order 


Mr. TA 
Zor that pesrese. 

The SPEAKER. It must be withdrawn absolutely, the Chair 
would suggest. The Chair can not accept a conditional with- 


drawal. 
Mr. TALBERT. I withdraw the demand. 
LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Speaker, I desire to make this 
statement: That at the close of the debate on what is known as 
the “ filled-cheese” bill on Saturday I promised one or two gen- 
tlemen to ask unanimous consent to e the privilege given 
to print on the subject of that bill. I overlooked the fact at the 
time, and now ask unanimous consent that gentlemen may print 
remarks on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman froin Ohio? 

Mr, RICHARDSON, Is there a limit to the time? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, we can fix a reasonable limit. 

Mr. ee It has been usual to fix a limit to these 
reques 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Say, for ten days. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, That would be satisfactory, and is about 
the usual limit. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Ohio whether it is proposed to print books, pamphlets, 
and political documents under this leave? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. In the first place, Mr. Speaker, I will say, 
in response to the gentleman from New York, that he has been 
already —_ liberty by consent of the House, and other gen- 
tlemen desire the same liberty to extend their remarks or to print 
remarks in the RecorpD upon the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York.’ I do not desire any liberty in 
that direction. I do not believe in it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. These are gentlemen who represent dairy 
districts, who want to publish some remarks legitimate to the bill. 
I think there will be no abuse of the privilege. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again submit the request of 
the gentleman from Ohio. The gentleman asks consent that 
members may be permitted to print in the RecorD remarks on 
what is known as the “ filled-cheese ” bill within the next ten days, 
Is there objection? 

Mr. PERKINS. Remarks of their own? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly; their own remarks. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be very glad to incorporate 
that a - request. Is there objection, with the modification 
su, 1 

ere was no objection. 
THOMAS M. ELLIOT. 

Mr. HULICK. I desire to present for consideration the bill 
(EI. R. 989) to amend the military record of Capt. Thomas M. 
Elliot, and ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 
report in that case. 

he SPEAKER. The will be read. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order, 
AMENDMENT OF JOINT RESOLUTION. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to submit, before the regu- 
lar order is es with, the following resolution of the Senate, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled of the two Houses be auth to correct 
enrolled joint resolution 8. R. 116 by striking out the word “eight,” in the 
one line of said enrolled joint resolution, and inserting the word “seven” 


The resolution was considered and agreed to. 
REASSESSMENT OF TAXES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R.3281) to 
authorize reassessment for Se Seti and eral taxes in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes, with a Senate amend- 
ment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read and concurred in. 


MANAGERS OF THE NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER 
SOLDIERS. 


The SPEAKER. The call of committees rests with the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. HULL. . Speaker, I desire to call up the joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 160) to a t four members of Board of Man- 
agers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. a parliamen inquiry. How long 
com this call rest with the Ooceitees ox : 
have had one 


tary Affairs? They 


da . 
Mr. HULL. We had only one day, and did not get through. 
Mr. LOUD. _ Unless it is in continuation of a bill, I think they 
have exhausted their time. 
Mr. HULL. I will state that we did not, but yielded some time 


for the of allowing the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries to come in with a matter that they wanted to 
resent. 

, They are allowed two days. 


the matter 


e considerati 
the second day and occupies that day, the time then would be 


exhausted. 


Mr. LOUD. Are entitled to two days an 
SPEAKER. They are entitled to two a A 


I call up the + resolution which 
te the Clerks Geak. 


© morning 


and which T send 
joint resolution was read, as follows: 














L. Beal to succeed Francis Fessenden, his 


April 21, 1896. 

April 1896. Geo W. Steele tosucceed himself, 
rho fs April 21, 1896. ‘All to take effect April 21, 1896. 
Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker—— 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker—— 


a 
his term 


So 
Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] desires 
be heard on this resolution. I do not want to relinquish the 
oor. If we can come to an agreement as to time, I should be 
lad to do it before we enter on the consideration of the resolution. 
will ask the gentleman from Kansas if an hour’s time will be 
that he will want? 
Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
Tracey] also desires time, and several of my colleagues from 
Kansas and perhaps some others wish to s upon this subject. 
I should like two hours; and I wish to say in that connection that 
a less time than that will not be sufficient to discuss this matter 
as it should be discussed. It is a matter of such consequence and 
importance to ee inmate of the Soldiers’ Homes of this nation 
that the time should be granted. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman will consent, I am 
to have two hours’ debate. I have no idea that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs will want anywhere near an hour, but 
I want to have the right to control one hour, and let the gentle- 


The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutt] is 


eE-2 as 


man from control the other hour. It seems to me that 
with the amount of business that we have, which we are anxious 
to get through the House to-day, that is all the time we should 
devote to this. This day will exhaust our call, until all the com- 
mittees have been again called. 

Mr. BLUE. Permit me to say that I hold in my hand affidavits 

W. B. Franklin and General Smith, for whom he is re- 

—_ with crue! and brutal treatment of the inmates of the 

at Leavenworth, Kans. I hold also here a report made by 

the r-General. This Soldier’s Home is a corporation, 

standing above the Government of the United States, ageerenty, 

and it is time that the people of this country should know how 

theinmates of these Homesare treated. Two hours is avery small 
time in which to tell the. 

Mr. CROWTHER.  ,.2 should have three hours. 

Mr. BLUE. The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CrowTHER] 
insists that we should havethreehours. About 2,000 soldiers from 
Kansas and Missouri areincarcerated in that semiprison at Leaven- 
= and they are entitled to a hearing here. At the sugges- 
tion of the gentleman from Missouri, I ask three hours, so that 
this matter wy hay fully discussed before this House, and so that 
the people of this nation may know what kind of treatment is 
being accorded to the soldiers there. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, if we can make no agreement as to 
time, I will reserve my time and let the gentleman from Kansas 
f The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas is recognized. 

Mr. HULL (to Mr. BLUE). Youarerecognized for an hour. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. myo with that understanding I will pro- 
ceed. I am satisfied the House will give ample time to hear what 


I have to say, and for the p of this discussion I move as an 
amendment that the name of W. B. Franklin be stricken out and 
the name of that gallant soldier and Christian man, Gen. O. O. 
Howard, be substituted in his place. I desire to have that amend- 


ment pending now. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will reduce his amendment 
to writing. 


Mr. BLUE. 1 will have it put in writing. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman frenp Ecnnene {[Mr. Buus] is 


Mr. BLUE. Mr. 8 er, to begin with, I desire the Clerk to 
read the remarks of the late Senator Plumb, made six years ago, 
this subject, and found in volume 110, on page 7456 of the 
RD. I desire to have order, if I can, while that is being read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. Pius. That is true, but that phraseology was intended to embrace 
nD 


the selections of persons not then agreed upon. 
I know none of them y. = ares ee Sagrentaionce with any of th 


e 
named in the ition except Mr. Morrill, of Kansas, an n. 
ok that I aA doubt sienna one : 

= og Be sa. 

to be members of but I want to say t I shall not hereafter vote 

80 


r 
to give to one person longer than six years’ service u this Board. 
I believe that thts Board ought to be very frequent] renovated. While the 
receive no pay, they disburse a very amount of money, 
in regard to a about which the public mind is so sensitive 
disposition is to refrain from criticism. e wishes that 
’ Homes may be of the utmost capaci 

be done for the comfort and convenience persons 
years of their lives, and who gave their services to their country in 


of its peril. 
‘ve a much better reason for tatipetng tins the management fp not 
me, a8 as and as mye ee Ce ee 
be to infor — W 
man is General presiden 
ee Bases oie nee. 
and from the time which he gave 


i 
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manager of the American branch of the Paris Exposition, has taken sucha 
fragment as he thought was necessary in order that the two million and odd 
dollars appropriated for the maintenance of these Homes might be properly 
disbursed. 

The theory is that each one of these members looks after some one Home. 
The result is that the Board itself as a Board practically gives no attention to 
them. I have in mind one of these Hoines at which there has been appointed 
a governor who has been an officer for a number of yearsand who is con 
spicuously unfit for the place; whose presence in his position is an affront to 
the inmates of the Home: who by reason of his habits and of his arbitrary 


and rough and brutal methods has caused no end of trouble: and by reason 


of some other things also has contributed to a scandal which, while it has not 
| yet obtained very much vent, at the same time has left everything in an ex- 
ceedingly Naheopy condition, that could not have been if the visitation 


which this Board ought to give to these Homes had been ofa proper char- 


acter. 

The Board makes once a year a trip throughout the country visiting these 
Homes. It is dined and wined by the governors of the Homes while on its 
round. It,of course, gives a certain superficial examination to the Homes, 


but opportunity is never presented to the inmates of the Homes to make 
complaint. 

I do not say how much trouble exists at any of these Homes or how much 
room there is for criticism, but I do know that at one of them a condition of 
things exists which, if it had not been sheltered under the honored name of 
General Franklin and the other members of this Board, would have been the 
subject of open comment for years since. 

I believe, as I stated in the beginning, that there ought to be a constant 
change of members, and in consenting now to vote to put in General Frank- 
lin [ do it with the understanding, not that I have any complaint about him 
as an individual, but for the reasons which I have stated, that in consenting 
to him I do it under protest, because there is no time now to make any sng- 
— of a better arrangement, but with the distinct understanding that if 

should be in this place when his term expires I shall insist that some other 
person shall take his place, and similarly in regard to all the other persons who 
are in the Board when their terms, respectively, expire, provided always they 
have had the benefit of afull term. Six years is long enough in one of these 
places, in an administrative place, especially where the circumstances are 
such that the Board is practically removed from criticism 


Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Speaker, that declaration comes to us 
as from the grave. It is an enunciation of the belief and under- 
standing of the greatest public man that Kansas ever sent to Con- 
gress; one of the ablest in detail and understanding that ever 
came from the Western portion of this nation; a comrade of un- 
questioned courage, of great power, and an earnest and devoted 
friend of his comrades. You will observe that he said six years 


| ago that this Board was practically one man, and that man was 


W.B. Franklin. That condition has been intensified, and to-day, 
more than then, he is the spirit that dictates and controls and 
rules this Board. 

It has been charged by his friends and the friends of Smith that 
I have a personal reason for the prosecution of the claims of my 
comrades at this time. I denounce that statement as untruthful 
and false. I have but one purpose in this, and that is to free these 
poor old men, who are without homes and without the means of 
support; feeble, indigent, wretched, from the oppression of the 
drunken and brutal man, who is kept there in control as governor 
of that Home. I have no other purpose to serve; and when that 


| is accomplished I shall be satisfied; and I assure both Mr. Frank- 


lin and his friends that I propose to lay the truth bare as far as I 
know it, fearless of the consequences, and in justice to these men 
to see that they may be treated as men who defended the flag 
deserve to be treated. And now, to show you that I am not 
unsustained in this matter, I desire to read to this House, as a 
part of my remarks, a letter received from an ex-governor of 
Kansas, a gallant officer in the Union Army, a man who served 
under the immediate eye of that illustrious chieftain, General 
Grant; who has not only been the governor of the State of Kan- 
sas, but was commissioner at the Centennial at Philadelphia, was 
commissioner of internal revenue for the State of Kansas for a 
period, has since that been an honored railroad commissioner of 
the State, and is now commissioner of insurance of the State of 
Kansas. This comes from no feeble, oppressed old soldier of that 
Home, but from a man of standing and character, and I desire to 
read it to this body. 

Mr. STEELE. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BLUE. Certainly. 

Mr. STEELE. Do you believe that General Smith has taken a 
single drink of liquor of any kind for the last three years? 

Mr. BLUE, I think he has been drunk a hundred times in that 
time. I have the proof here that will condemn him. He has not 
oy been drunk, but vomiting drunk, crawling drunk. 

r. STEELE. My understanding is that he is the head of the 
Keeley League. 

Mr. BLUE. For profit. 

Mr. STEELE (continuing). Elected at Harrisburg during the 
last summer as the head of the league. 

Mr. BLUE. He is the head of the Keeley League, at $1,200 a 
year; and that is not all he is getting. 

Mr. STEELE. If he is a drunkard I do not know it. 

Mr. BLUE. If he is a drunkard you ought to know it. 

Mr. STEELE. I know I ought to knowit if he is; but I do not 
believe it. : 

Mr. BLUE. If what the gentleman does not know about these 
Homes was put in a book it would make alargevolume. He stood 
in his place here a few days ago and asserted that the general 
treasurer of this Home was required to give bond to a guaranty 
company, and when I challenged the statement in regard to that 
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he still insisted, as I understood it, until my colleague, Mr. WiL- 
tam A, Stone, drew the law on him, and he then said he did not 


so understand it. The next day he arose under a question of privi- 
lege and stated that the Secretary of War approved these bonds 
and that he was misiaken about it—— ; 

Mr. STEELE. The Recorp will show what I said about that. 

Mr. BLUE. And the Recorp will show that out of seven or 
eight statements you made only one of them was correct, The 
gentleman is gorged with misunderstanding. 

Mr. STEELE. It will show that the gentleman made a state- 
ment that he did not back up in the Recorp, and was not true. 

Mr, BLUE. I will back it up if there is any question about it. 
This is the letter: " 

STATE OF KansAs, INSURANCE DEPARTMENT, 
Topeka, March 29, 1896. 

My Dear Srn: I am constrained by a sense of duty to congratulate and 
encourage you in your reported struggle to free the United States Soldiers’ 
Home of Kansas from the disgrace and dishonesty which has scandalized the 
acts and administration of Governor Smith from the day he was placed in 
charge down to the present time. . 

it has seemed impossible that he should be able to stifle investigation and 
come out from every contest unscathed and without trial, or attempt to re- 
fute charges of the most ve character, backed by cial evidence that 
would convict in any court of law in the land. But the mysterious secret of 
that peapert has long been felt to be General Franklin's power and influence, 
and I felt great hope that he would be left off the Board on expiration of pres- 
entterm, In fact, I felt itim ible for Governor Smith to be held to account 
for any crime or qisgrace with him at the head of the management for his 


tection. 

cles this, I addressed a letter to my friend, Gen. Newron M. Curtts, of 
your House, in which a candid and truthful statement was made of the facts 
as unders by me. Of that letter I now hand you a carbon for your infor- 
mation. My respect and regard for General Franklin made it very hard to 
write such a letter, and has kept me from any active in the troubles 
there, a in the one appeal to the General, as related in letter to CuRTis. 

t me j add that you never put forth labor in a more worthy cause, and 
our full delegation will join you, and never let up until i get the 


exact truth uncovered, when you have earned and all will surely ro- 
evive the gretetel thanks of comrades and people of our State. 
Very traly, yours, 


GEO. T. ANTHONY. 

To Hon. R. W. Bun, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

Now, I am informed that my colleague from New York [Mr. 
Curtis} after having received this letter, which Governor An- 
thony tells me was written for the express a of being used 
here, so that these men might be relieved from the oppression of 
Smith and Franklin—I am informed, I say, that my 
from New York never read a word of this letter in committee, 
and, so far as I know, he never suggested to any member of the 
committee that the letter had been written to If he did, I 
shall be glad to be corrected now. 

Mr. RTIS of New York, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
Kansas refers to me and asks for an lanation of a matter 
which affects his side of this discussion. I do not wish to inter- 
rupt the gentleman now in the line of his ment. I do, how- 
ever, desire an opportunity to reply to the gentleman’s statement, 
I will in due time make proper reference to Governor Anthony 
whom I knew when he was under my command, in command o 
a battery. I shall give due credit to him and to everybody else 
concerned, and if there is any attempt to show that which is not 
creditable to other people, I shall to do my share in having 
the House informed as to the actual facts. 

Mr. BLUE. Did you ever exhibit this letter to the committee, 
or say to the committee or to any member of it anything that was 
in the letter? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I will answer those questions when 
I occupy the floor in my own right, 

Mr. BLUE. Very well. Then I will read the letter for the 
information of the House: 

ToPpEKA, March 19, 1896. 
in this communivation in obedience to 
ve, and it shall be unfolded to you in the 
rst assuring you that I have no end 
nor friends to reward as an inspiration or 


My Dear Genera: I come to 
a duty at once painful and im 
utmost candor and brevity. 
to serve, no en 
purpose of t 


in this State. From the incep- 
tion of ti seven tted to have its location 
with Gen. W. t of the 
Sa ton Se cil cement steeds lh the aati enemas 
gery: an came as 

peta De ee Ny gg ae a idol. 
Was entnbiined. ond Sy goema® Bovernss almost 
SN re Oe ith was for the po- 
sition as a mili d rigid disciplinarian, equal to the task of gov- 
erning, except as . He was low in manneh, in private - 

e 
of 





: in view of 
ea a BM gin, Aluguey an outs stranger. Ewin to commend youn 


me that the then pending trial between Governor Smith and Dr. Weaver, 
which involved the and disgraceful acts of the governor, should 
right then and us best solution of the con 

question of veracity the parties should be 

Instead of this the case was opened, the laws of e 
unimpeached testimony shoved aside with Cook will 
undoubtedly tell you—the governor vindicated, one of the purest, best 
men in this State or country ; 

‘This action by General Franklin it was his action—was and is an enigma 
to me; so utterly inconsistent with the characteristics of honor and justice 
ieee ae ee eon aie 

me erncr some 
mysterious and une aaa ee of this T know . You 
well that the weakness of many a great man lies in inability to 
see a fault ina friend. This element of character put the only cloud that 
darkens the name and fame He could not distrust 


of the illustrious Grant, 
Babcock in the presence of evidence that would convict in any legal tribunal 
upon the earth. 


fam now advised blic inf 
eee of 


hat 
express his that Franklin be not continued in his present 
, but that some brave and true man, of which our country sO Many, 


1 
Relieve th 
t to be the only solution of a matter which k the Home in 
a turmoil, brings humiliation to its veteran occupants, eat dishonors the 
Government it should honorably represent. 
Very truly, your friend, 

Hon. Newron M. Curtis, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

Senator Plumb, in the remarks which I have had read, called 
attention to the fact that when there was a ded investiga- 
tion there some years ago the comrades are occupants of 
that Home had no voice init. Isay to c ty ar ang to- 
day that Home at Leavenworth is ina of from 
the governor down, and that no man dares to testify before the 
Board of pomaane or before anybody else man who 
occupies the office of governor by virtue of Franklin's 
power, without kn that he must take the road as soon as the 
investigation isover. I have in my pos a number of letters 
written eee feeble old men, , in substance: “* Por God's 
sake, don’t use my name. If you doT shall have to take to the 
road. I have no home; I have no way of maintaining ,and 
if it were known to the governor that I had written letter 
I should be driven from the Home immediately.” 

That is the condition not of the comrades there but of 


every Officer from the governor to the humblest occupant 
of that ,and when my friend Indiana [Mr. Stree] 
stands in the presence of House and asks me if the governor 


unworthiness to fill the 
No man who looked upon him could avoid seeing it and 
owing it. 
I have also here a telegram which I desire to read: 
TopEeRA, Kans., Mafch 27, 1396. 
Hon. R. W. BLUE. 


House of Representatives, Washington, D.C.: 
Letters guing to you-and Canguesp team oli pasta of West. te Saht Prenk- 
PP panne hn Smith of Boldie 


depose governor "sHome. Sixty 
Ss of Kanaas demand it and stand behind you in the fight to 
T. J. ANDERSON 
2. . COULTER. 
GEO. 


most humane and worthy of all the men in Kansas who followed 
the flag. Many gentlemen here may know him. He is a man of 
character of and truthfulness 


of trial. O, A. Bassett is an honored and worthy comrade 
George W Voce han aha emt and in. 

, Bo, 8, ans eee worthy soldier, having 
risen to the rank of colonel. has many times a member 
of the Kansas legislature, and has of trust 
pales toms. io abiiien x ik Tae. telegram from 

sent to me. a om 
Capt. K. Spencer, a man of 





I have other letters a few of which I 
Shoe bs oon Ree an ceneanaiiaies teen temo. 


AprLenz, Kans., March 31, 156 


will read. 



















hing to save their coantry. It is 
the worst is this whole cou sory to-da ,and msn. whois 


their pemtonn jest death. If you 
could hear men, do, who have nm there sa y as soon 
under Wirtz, at Raderscnville, you would forgive me for taking your time 


C. H. PATTISON. 





' Bere letter which was written to Maj. Tom Anderson by 
an ema repute at Leavenworth, Kans., which has been 


LEAVENWORTH, KANs., March 28, 1896, 
Dear Sm: I note by the inclosed clipping from the Topeka Capital that 
pam Sum, | Teoeation of Governor Ay. Smith here at the Home. As at- 
{oeney for “the boys” here Iam iu a position to know and do know, and 
have evidence enough to hens Smith if his offense were capital. I am ready 


anywhere (even to Washington if necessary) to give evidence of the 
es that i come under my waarvenen you can be instrumen- 
in giving the men here a governor, I assure you that you will merit 
and receive their heartfelt thanks, 
Very respectfully, JESSE GEORGE. 
. MAS ANDERSON, 
a. te Topeka, Kans. 


{TO FIGHT AGAINST GOVERNOR SMITH—HIS REMOVAL SOUGHT THROUGH 
THE RETIREMENT OF GENERAL FRANKLIN. 


. " WASHINGTON, March 27.—(Special.) 
Maj. Tom Andersonand G. W. Veale, of Topeka, wired Colonel BLUE to-day 
urging him to the a tment of General Franklin as a member of 
Board of of Soldiers’ Homes, and to secure the dismissal of 
Boone Smith, governor of the Leavenworth Home. The message stated 
(ont 60,000 old eoldhers would su rthim inthat position. Mr. CALDERHEAD 
likecharacter. Colonel BLUE stated that he 


also received a to-da 
omy with t — hn For some time he had been convinced that 
Genera of the impression that th Weuth bp well 80 digponss wits the eoveteen of 
F wou wel nse W services o 
Governor Smi He said he would join in the effort to defeat the selection 


of Franklin to succeed himself on the Board. The claim is made 
that Franklin has for years prevented the dismissal of Governor 
Smith. It hat the main object of some of the Kansans is to get rid 


t 
of Governor. th,and that a not now advise fighting General 
Franklin if he had not prevented removal of Governor Smith. 

The House Committee on Military Affairs, at its first effort over the Frank- 
lintrouble, decided 5 to 4 not to name General Franklin to succeed himself, 
but at the sume time they did not name a man to take his place. The next 
dayone member of the committee c his vote and his name was inserted 
tosucesed himself by a vote of 5 to 4. . TRacgEY of Missouri, a member of 
the committee, has been in the t General Franklin. As now 
eee ke casas of Gen. Pinman Tecdiorecn, of Iitinols, will be offered in 
place of that of General Franklin. Inthe event the fight on Franklin does 
not-result in his defeat, it Soe that a Congressional investigation 


T wish next to read a letter of my friend Captain Coney, who, 


by tlie way, is a son of Erin, with all the warm blood of an Irish- 
man. His letter is in these words: 
TorpgexKa, KAns., March 31, 1896. 


Pn pete weer ages FRIEND: aye Gat eget rine war eiivrts 

secure the removal of that old era AS. Sen th, of 
the Soldiers’ Home. I know and we know that the of Kansas.and Mis- 
souri want this, and that at their e t will ask it. You are 


ncampmen 
more convinced of it than anyone, for yow have prol&bly received 


p 


that he has been with. This will enlighten you on this point, and 
you if it reaches in time of service to you. 
*"Tiake powers felt in this fight, and it will be appréciated, you may rest 
Yours in F., C., and L., P. H. CONEY. 
Hon. W. R. Biv, 
Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
These are some of the letters that I have in my om in 
reference to this matter. But in order that m friend from 


Indiana [Mr. STEELB]} ap atepaEae, Ihave here some affidavits 


which I wish to read and to I trust he will give attention: 
Taw STaTE or Kansas, Leavenworth County, ss: 


cae Sep ga etree poy ween ar and say: 
am a member and inmate of the National Soldinns Plows D. vs, 
Kans., and have been an inmate of said Home since Sep- 


1894. 
strict] en dboiplived in any Wa any kind of intoxicating liquor; 
have never boen di ’ ina war inanid Home, nor up beforethe 
for spinal 


at 


in the of said Hi 
. hospital 
thereabout, 
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escapes punishment unless the offender takes the Keeley cure, and I have 
noticed that to be a fact while a member of the force 

That while in the said hospital a second time I noticed that the majority of 
the attendants and men who had positions in the hospital were Keeley men, 
though some of them were then drinking men and drunk while on duty; that 
notably one Thomas Kennedy, who was one of the nurses at the said hospital, 
was in the habit of hiding bottles of whisky in the linen room in said hos 
pital and was frequently drunk while on duty, and while in that « 
abused the patients shamefully. 

That I left the hospital on or about the 17th of November, 18%, and went 
on the police force of said Home again, of which force I am still a member. 

Now, I hope the gentleman will listen to this: 

That while on duty on the night of the 7th of February, 1896, ont ont 


mn the post 
by the governor's house—I having been assigned to that post for the night— 
about 1 o'clock at night— 


That is late enough, I should think— 


ondition 


Isaw Governor Smith driven home “ plain drunk"; that when he (the said 
A. J. Smith) got out of his buggy he had to support himself by catching hold 
of the wheei, and that he staggered to the door, and it touk him sor 

find the doorknob; that I was close to him and know that I was no 
taken im his being drunk, and had he been an old veteran I would have 


sidered it my duty to have arrested him. 
MIERS POWELL. 

Suliscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned, a notary public in 
and for the county and State aforesaid, this lith day of February, A. D. 1896. 

My commission expires March 29, 1898. 

[SEAL] HARRY PLANTER, Notary Pubdlic. 

Later on, it seems, a further statement is made by this same 
man, to which I challenge the attention of the gentleman from In- 
diana: 

Tue State ov Kansas, Leavenworth County, ss: 

I, Miers Powell, of lawful age, being duly sworn, on oath depose and say 
that on the occasion of my seeing Governor A. J. Smith drunk, as set forth in 
my affidavit made February 11, 1806 (to give amore full and definite descrip 
tion of thematter), it was about twenty minutes past 1 o'clock at night of the 
day mentioned in my former affidavit, th.t the said A.J. Smith came home. 
I had been on the north beat out by the governor’s house for about an hour, 
as I wenton at midnight that night; that a few minutes past 12 o'clock I no- 
ticed some woman, whom I took to be the governor's wife or daughter, come 
out of the governor's house and look anxiously out toward the north gate 
of the Home as though looking for some one; that the woman stood looking 
for only a moment and then went into the house again; that in ten or fifteen 
minutes the woman came out again and looked out anxiously toward the 
north gate, and, seeing no one, went back into the house. That about 1.20 
o'clock I heard a noise as of an approaching vehicle in the direction of the 
north gate, and, looking in that direction, I saw by the glare of the electric light 
the governor’s horse and buggy being driven very rapidly toward his house, 
the horse being very warm and a fog of smoke aseending from him; that I 
was walking my beat and not over 30 feet from the governor's house when they 

mulled up at thedoor, and could plainly hearall they said and see everything 

te ig that when they drew rein it took some little time for the gov- 
ernor (said A. J. Smith) to pull bimself up and out of the buggy; that when he 
landed on ea he caught the wheel of the buggy with both 
hands and threw himself against the buggy with such force as to rock it pretty 
badly and the driver said, ** Good Lord, don’t turn the buggy over;" that the 
governor muttered some unintelligible reply, and then balancing himself he 
started for the steps leading to the door; that in going up the steps he went 
up on all four limbs, throwing his hands to the steps in front of him to assist 
his ascent; that when he got to the top he straightened up as well as he 
could and made an effort to to the door, but struck the wrong side of it; 
that he then fumbled around for some time and finally fownd the doorknob, 
and went in; that the driver stood waiting tosee Smith safely inside and 
then drove on down by where! was standing, and as he passed me he took 
me, evidently, for Robert Scotland, one of the governor's Keeley men, who 
at that time was my relief on the beat; and as he passed he said to me, “* Bob, 
Bol, the old: man is ‘ Jesusly’ full to-night;” that I had my cape over my 
head and moved on without replying to him; that after Smith had gone up- 
stairs some lady came down and put the light out, and I saw nothing more of 
him. 

MIERS POWELL. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned, a notary public in and 
for the county and State aforesaid, this 2Ist day of March, 1896. 

My commission expires the 8th day of July, 1806. 

[SBAL.] JESSE GEORGE, Notary Public. 


THe STATE OF KANSAS, Leavenworth County, ss: 

I, John C. Mathews, of lawful age, being first duly sworn, on oath dep Se 
and say: That on or about the 4th of February, 1406, I was dishonorably dis- 
charged from the Western Branch, National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers. on charge of repeated absenee without leave, repeated drunkenness, 
and bringing whisky into the Home: that at the time of my discharge I asked 
the governor of said Home for an honorable discharge, and he (the governor) 
sent me tothe captain withan order for him to make me out an honorable 
discharge; that the captain, McDowell, told me that he would make out 
said discharge, whereupon this affiant, thinking that he was at liberty, left 
said Home, as he had been accustomed to do while in the Iowa Home; and 
that this affiantcame to the city of Leavenworth and rented a shop and re- 
mained in business for a few da 8, thinking that he would return for h 
papers when the captain had sufficient time to make them out; that after 
such time this affiant did return, whereupon he was arrested by officers 
Weist, Smith, and Redman and was brought to the head of the stairs in the 

rtment, where the above-named officers subjected him to torture 
his arms; that after being subjected to this severe pain this 
was then dragged down the said stairs head first, and that while 
being so dragged this affiant was struck in the head with great force one 
or more times; that after being dragged to the bottom of the stairs this 
affiant was d by two of the above-named officers, or one of ‘them and 
Officer Scotland, who then was present, into the turnkey’s room; that when 
in the turnkey’s room the arms of this affiant were again twisted so hard 
as to cause great and suffering, after which some of the aforesaid offi- 
cers seized this t by the throat and choked him into insensility; that 
one of the above- officers gouged my right eye so severely that the 
mark of his violence is on my face yet. 

Affiant further alleges that one of the aforesaid officers kicked or struck 
him a heavy blow while laying almost unconscious after being choked as 
above stated, from the effects of which this affiant is still suffering. 

Thisaffiant also states that after he had ed sufficient consciousness 
and strength to stand up he was put in the straight jacket and thrown into 
the cell on the hard concrete flocr, where he remained for five hours or 
thereabout. 


That.after the above and foregoing this affant was taken before Governor 
Smith the next morning, charged, as stated before, with repeated absence 


a 
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without leave, repeated drunkenness, and bringing whisky into the Home. 
As to the first charge, this affiant has stated his reason for being absent; as 
tothe second, this affiant admits having been drunk; but in answer to the third 
and last, affiant says that he was way eA accused, and that the charge was 
brought u the a of an empty bottle on affiant’s person by the above- 
named officers at the police station. 
JOHN C. MATHEWS. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned, a notes publi in 
and for the said county and State, this 2lst day of March, A. D. . 
My commission expires July 8, 1896. 
(SBAL.] JESSE GEORGE, Notary Public. 
STratre oF Kansas, Leavenworth County, ss; 
I, Miers Powell, of lawful age, being duly sworn, on oath depose and say: 
That I was a police officer at the Home named in the above and foregoing 
affidavit and witnessed the acts of the said officers as stated in the foregoin 
affidavit, and that the facts stated do not include all the acts of injury tha’ 
the said officers committed to the said John C. Mathews, but are true as to 
what he may have remembered. 
MIERS POWELL. 


Eubscribed and sworn to before me, the undersigned, a nota: ublic in 
and for the county and State aforesaid, this 2lst day of March, ‘A. D. 1896. 


My commission expires July 8, 1896. 
[SEAL.] JESSE GEORGE, Notary Public. 


Now, I do not know whether that isa “plain drunk” or not. 
It looks to me as though there might be some “‘ trimmings” to it. 

Mr. MARSH. Is that man still a member of the police? 

Mr. BLUE. I judge not. If he were he would not be there 
 ? after that statement, no matter how truthful it may be. 

ow, Mr. 8 er, this Board has a remarkable way of doing 

things. Until the law took hold of them they appointed their 
own inspector, who, of course, found everything correct; because 
if he did not he would fare like this policeman—he would not remain 
there long. But there had been scandal after scandal connected 
with this institution, as Governor Anthony says; and General 
Averill was sent there as an inspector to make an inspection and 
report the result of his observations. I hold in my hand a state- 
pry one of the parties who was called before General Averill 
as a witness. 


STATE OF KANSAS, Leavenworth County, ss: 


James F. te, of lawful age, being first duly sworn accor 
u his oath de and says: When General Averell and Local r 
k were investigating some charges preferred against Col. A. J. 8 
governor of the So , Iwas called before them an 
asked if I knew an about soldiers at the Home having trouble about 
obtaining money on t pension checks, in reply to which I stated that a 
soldier from the Home came to my office and asked me to cash a twenty-four 
nsioncheck. I said to him, ‘Go to the bank and get itcashed.” He 
replied, ‘I have been to the bank and they want to charge me s per cent dis- 
count. They told me = to send my check to New York and pay for 
ex e money back, and it would cost that much to get the money.” 
Finally I took the check and went with the man to the Munufacturers’ Na- 
tional Bank, turned the check in as a personal deposit, and gave the soldier 
the money. The question was asked what bank the soldier alluded to, but 
1 could not tell, for he only said “* The bank:” 
I was then asked if I had any knowledge of Governor Smith’s being intox- 
icated within the last year or so. I answered that I met Governor Smith 
at the landing of the elevator in the Ryan Building in this ci 
month when he had every ap ce of being drunk; his walk 
very u , his face bloated, and he had a verystrong scent of whisky. I 
knew him well when sober and have seen many times when drunk, and 
from his actions, with the strong scent of whisky added, I felt sure he was 
drunk. I added that my personal relations with Governor Smith were 
friendly, as well as with all parties at the Home, and I regretted being called 
upon to make any statement de to any of them. General Averell 
asked what reasons I had for thinking vernor Smith was drunk. I said, 
“ He acted like a drunk man, he walked like a drunk man, and he smgit like 
a drunk man, and I felt positive he was drunk.” And each statement was 
true according to my best judgment. General Averell then said (directing 
his to the reporter), ‘On account of the relations of this gentleman 
Sr oe you need not put down anything relating to this last matter.” 
And e 


r affiant saith not. 
JAMES F. LEGATE. 
pmeermee in my presence and sworn to before me this 26th day of Novem- 
r, E 
My commission expires November 27, 1897. 
[SBAL.] N. E. VAN TUYL, Notary Public. 
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vernor of the Soldiers’ Home of Leavenworth, 
cated at Leavenworth City within the last four 


AMOS McLOUTH 
Of McLouth, Jefferson County, Kans. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what the gentleman from In- 
diana considers being drunk; but to a plain, common man from 
the Western country like Kansas these affidavits, I take it, would 
be some evidence of aman’s drunkenness. I could multiply state- 
ments of this kind over and over again. 

Mr. STEELE. Have not those men been discharged from the 
Home for insubordination? 

Mr. BLUE. 1 do not know whether they have or not. But 
Mr. Legate has not been discharged from the Home. He never 
was connected with it. Neither was Mr. McLouth discharged 
from the Home. Neither was Governor Anthony, Pann 


I saw Col. A. J. Smith, 
Kans., disgracefully into: 
months. 


Anderson, nor P, H. Coney, nor O, H. Coulter, nor O. A. 
nor G. W. Veale, nor Jesse ; 
Mr. TALBERT. I thought I heard it stated that Kansas 
was a ibition State. 
Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir; outside of the Government reservation. 
ughter.} And i want to say in this connection that Governor 
th runs the biggest saloon in Kansas, under the shadow of the 


Aprin 15, 


flag that these men fought to sustain. The tor-General, on 


Inspec 
page 38 of his report, says in regard to this saloon which the 
governor runs: 


The basements of two buil are occupied for fund one as 
store and restaurant and Sy te as beer hall. oo ye the store and 
restaurant amounted to $14,601.99 ae year. and the ex for stock 
to $11,581.75, and for other items out of its to $777.77. profits at the 

to be about 30 per cent. ged are fe dg db hall wero 
close of the fiscal the ue of the merchandise on 
at $3,468.11 975.80 a year previous, and the cash 


on hand was re as $6,948. 771. The number of employees 


under this fund ave 
compensation of 

Milwaukee Home is used for the beer 

. ter at the store was not in use, as it was reported 

outof order. Possibly t facilities could be improved. The brew- 

ing tion from which the heer has been purchased donated a handsome 

fountain to the Home, and has built an ice house for the storage of beer, and 

keeps it in repair. 


While the same reports, 63, show the following recapit:ta- 


tion for all the Homes, as follows: 

TABLE 15.—Statement showing vate beer hall and employees under pot 
mt ‘und. 

seine ected ceaitiiatietiaimmrmmnacaneagees 


' |Athountof beer sold.| p, ‘ofits 
of 
Barrels.| Value. beer hall 


What, profits! And the man who runs that saloon at the West- 
ern Branch is the president of the Keeley League! 

And the then out of whom these profits are made are the poor, 
helpless, homeless defenders of the nation’s honor and the pre- 
servers of our liberties, and on the same grounds, under the same 
flag, is operated a Keeley-cure establishment at a cost of $22.30 
to each one taking the cure. The saloon keeper deals out his 
poison at Se ea on the grounds to make drunkards, at an 
annual profit of $13,886.23, while at another place he rakes in the 
shekels at a per capita profit of about $15 per victim. 

Mr. TALBERT. That is pretty good for a prohibition State. 

Mr. BLUE. This land is from the territory of the 
State of Kansas, and is o the great Government of the 
United States. It is entirely its control. In one room is 
run the beer saloon, to make of these old men; and in 
another rocm the governor of the Home is t of the Keeley 
cure which is run in connection with the , and indorsed by 
General Franklin. 

Mr. HULL (from his seat). That is not unusual. All of the 
Homes have them. f 

Mr. BLUE. The gentleman from Iowa says that isthe practice 
in all of the Homes. If that is so, then for God’s sake let us have 
some one appointed on that Board like eral Howard, who 
ee ee ee ene, ; 

Mr. STEELE. If the gentleman will permit me, there is a mis- 
take in his information. At the Marion Home there is no saloon 

? 
that, on the contrary, 
tietiy, onl 
rapidly, unti 
there are ow ll These men sell 
liquor to the soldiers, and in soldiers are robbed 


Me BLUE Gat 

Mr, UE ee And yet you, in violation of the 
law, cout of the funds in your hands support @ civil force on the 
outside—a police force to protect these the State of 
Indians saould sw 

Mr. STEELE. no. 

Mr. BLUE. Then the Inspector-General does not know, or you 
do not. I do not believe the gentleman from Indiana does know, 


many 








1896. 


as I said before. The Inspector-General in his report, at page 20, 





Government should fully for the light and heat of thi 

Branch - but this fund, which i raised Lmong 2 oe. themselves. pays 
15 per cent of all bids for fuel and oil purchased by the Home, that being the 
estimated cost to heat the post fund build This fund has also been taxed 
quite a large sum for the services of men hired by the civil authorities of the 
surround county for pers duty in connection with the law relating to 
pnp of liquor thin 1; miles of the Home. It would seem as though this 
expense for enforcement of a civil law should not be borne by the Home, 
nor the additional expense of feeing lawyers to prosecute the violators. But 
the authorities of the Home speak with t gratification of the results, and 
as if successful prosecution was impracticable otherwise. 

Mr. RAY. If the gentleman from Kansas will permit me, I 
would like to ask him two or three questions. 

Mr. BLUE. 

Mr. 


charge of the Home? 

Mr. BLUE. Well, eleven, I think, individual members, 

Mr. RAY. Eleven on this Board of Managers? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. And General Franklin is one of them? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. You are making your drive directly at General 
Franklin as one of the eleven? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. And he is a member of the Board? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. You do not charge him with drunkenness, as I un- 
derstand? 


Mr. BLUE. No, sir. 

Mr. RAY. These affidavits to ae ye are referring, and 
some of which you have read, are directed to the governor of the 
Home, General Smith. Is that true? That they are all directed 
to the governor? 

Mr. BLUE. That is correct. 

Mr. RAY. These charges of drunkenness are all directed at 
the governor of the Home? 

. BLUE. Yes, sir. 

Mr.RAY. Then why do you make an attack on General Frank- 
lin, any more than upon the other directors or managers? 

Mr. BLUE. These remarks of Senator Plumb, which furnish 
the te to the situation, if the gentleman had listened, 

then and there, six years ago, that he was the man who 
ran the Home. 

Mr. RAY. Then the substance of your charge is this: First, 
that the governor of the Home becomes y intoxicated at 
times, and is therefore unfitted for the position he holds; second, 
that the other gentlemen composing the Board of Directors, or 

the Home, are greatly Guntict in their duty to permit 


eral to run and control the Homes in the manner 
that the | av oan has suggested. 
Now, it seems to me that the criticism is aimed indirectly, and 


I may say directly, at every member of the Board of Managers, 
and therefore that every one of them ought to be removed if one 
of them is removed. For you can not single out one man and say 
that he is to blame; because the other men must know and permit 
and on the disorders to which the gentleman refers, 

. BLUE. Is that all you wish to ask? 

Mr. RAY. Is that statement of your position correct? 


‘ 


BLUE. No, sir. 

RAY. .Why? 

Mr. BLUE. For the reason that Mr. Black’s place is offered to 
be supplied by a former member of this House, Thomas J. Hender- 
son, and the place of another member, General Fessenden, to be 
supplied by Genera Beal, of Maine, and we have not yet reached 
the gentleman from Indiana—— 


Mr. HILL. Will the gentleman t me to ask this question, 
you propose to continue this raid on all of the members, or do 
you intend to limit it to General Franklin? 


. BLUE. Well, I will say in response to the gentleman that 
“= t unto the day is the evil thereof.” 


gee 


* Then, another question. Have you an ate or 
not to make the character of General Franklin, 
or are your entirely confined to the superintendent or 


governor of the Home? 


Mr. BLUE. If the gentleman had = attention he would not 
have misunderstood me. I charged that the 


the document of the House numbered 288, which any member 
can get by sending over to the document room for it—that that 
report shows that either General Franklin is grossly negligent or 
incompetent or that he is not honest. Now, me 
not. in its detail speaks for itself. 
i. On what of the report is that? 
BLUE. It runs all it. I will give you the pages 
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Certainly. 
RAY. How many persons compose the Board that has | 
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he ought, umder the law, by the plain intendment of it, to turn 

over to the general treasurer. I charge that General Franklin 
| was for mamy years both president and treasurer of that Home, 
| and that when Congress passed a law that the treasurer should 
| not be one of the Board, he took a man Friday, a clerk, an assist- 

ant inspecter-general whem he had picked up at one of these 
Homes as a sergeant, and he put him in there through his infiu- 
ence as the general treasurer, and from that hour to this he has 
practically controlled and now controls the fund, as he did before. 

Mr. HI May I ask the gentleman one more question? 

Mr. BLUE. Wait one minute. I will call your attention toa 
matter, that you may be studying on it after you sit down. I will 
first call the attention of the gentleman to page 8. This is not 
| the matter which [ had in mind, but what I do charge is that 

this report shows that balances in their accounts are forced; that 
on a page which I will pomey find it is shown that their account 
in one instance lacked $5,000 of balancing. Is that good book- 
keeping? It is on page 22, and is as follows: 

Supplies when issued to the shops are charged off the property records, 
and thus thestock on hand in the several shops (and in some considerable 
quantities were found) do not appear as on hand, though not expended ex- 
cept gn paper. To have the property accounts rival the money accounts in 
accuracy and have them both set forth only the exact facts up to the date 
fixed in the record does not seem an impossibility, nor even very difficult, 
wherever it is earnestly undertaken. It merely requires enough constant 
attention to keep the balance accurate without either surplus or shortage. 


In the knitting shop the value of stock on hand July 1, 1894, was re- 


tha tdiidkcnpbeidaninhnteebectibtenstidcwarnesenceeiseecee $5, 350. 30 
2 Ol en nieingdeknngnatedameneresibennetisinens 7,981.48 
“M4, 331.78 

From this there was expended during the year in making 78,144 
pairs socks, at $0.1047 per pair, for material.......................... 8,181.68 
a I na nner accarstinscccsescoenccesccse ~ 6,150. 10 
| Balance of steek on hand as reported in shop account................ 745. 61 
ee III SNIP 6 ee mnncnc concha coccetectnce wnsesese "7 404.49 


except $2.50 for 12 stump socks. The explanation of this may be very simple 
and easy, but perhaps it may be equally easy to keep shop and property 
accounts 80 they balance. 

Mr. HILL. The gentleman mistakes the meaning of my ques- 
tion entirely. The point I want to get at is whether there is any 
difference between the gentleman’s estimate of General Frank- 
lin’s services or neglect or incompetence or dishonesty—if it is 
proper to speak of General Franklin as a dishonest man—if there 
is any difference between the way the gentleman looks upon him 
and the way he looks upon General SEWELL, General Black, Gen- 
eral McMahon, Colonel Mitchell, General Fessenden, General 
STEELE, Major Barrett, General Pearson, General Anderson, and 
Colonel Cooke? Or does the gentleman include them all? 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, there is all the difference in the world. 

Mr. HILL. Do you include them all in the same category? 

Mr. BLUE. By nomeans. I know General Cooke has found 
out how villainous this management is, and I know he has no 
heart in it. 

Mr. HILL. And he is the only one you except? 

Mr. BLUE. I do not say that. I have not found out about 
them. Iwant to sayin all candor and in all charity that I am not 
here to condemn our good friend from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] ex- 
cept for one reason, and that is his lack of knowledge of this Sol- 
diers’ Home. I said awhile ago that what he did not know about 
it would fill a considerable volume, and I repeat again that the 
gentleman from Indiana—judging from what I have heard of him 
on this floor—is gorged with misinformation in regard tothem. I 
do not at this time attack anybody in the management of these 
Homes except General Franklin, because I am not conversant 
enough to know about the rest, only thus far, I say that good busi- 
ness men — not to have permitted this thing to continue with- 
out a more thorough investigation. 

Mr. RAY. May 1 ask the gentleman a question right there? 

Mr. BLUE. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. How long has General Franklin been the president 
of that Board of Managers? 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, I do not remember. He has been sixteen 
years on this Board. He has been there a long time—too long. 

Mr. RAY. Is he elected by the Managers? 

Mr. BLUE. Iso understand it. The gentleman will save me 
time and himself trouble if he will do a little differently than I 
apprehend the Committee on Military Affairs did—if he will look 
at this volume, Document No. 288, andin order that he may have 
ample opportunity to look at it and be fully informed on it in as 
little time as possible, I will furnish him with an index. 

Mr. RAY. I should not understand an index if you gave it to 
me, but 1 should like to have the facts appear in your remarks, 
because it has seemed to me that yourattack is as much upon one 
member of this Board as upon another, and that you can not sin- 
gle out one—— 

Mr. BLUE. Ifthe ques had paid attention to my remarks 
he would have found out his mistake. One war at a time is 
enough, I am going at the fountain head of this business, and 
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when the fountain head is changed the source will become pure. 
These men who are now treated so inhumanly in these Homes will 
then have an opportunity for decent and fair treatment. I do not 
care whom you put in General Franklin's place; I do not care 
whom you put in General Smith’s place, so they are honest men 
that will do their duty and do it fearlessly and uprigh y. 

Mr. SPERRY. I would ask you if this trouble of which you 
complain has been brought to the attention of General Franklin? 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, yes, my good friend from Connecticut; no- 
body knows it better than he does. I would like, to tell some 
things on this floor which I would not tell here; but this much I 
will say: As is said in Governor Anthony’s letters, there have 
been continuous scandals ever since Mr. Smith was a mted, 
and General Franklin from time to time has had these whitewash- 
ing investigations to cover over and smooth down and conceal 
— view the brutalities and the drunkenness of this Keeley-cure 

nate. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I would like toaskmy colleague a question. 
aon ee has this ecandal been known to the president of the 
Board of 


Mr. BLUE. I think from the beginning. 

Mr. CROWTHER. How many years? 

Mr. BLUE. Some ten or twelve — I do not know how long 
the Home has been in operation. [ have been informed—— 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman's time has expired. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that my colleague’s time be extended. 

Mr. HULL. How long? 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. For one hour. 

Mr. HULL. I will object te an hour. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. For half an hour. 

Mr. HULL. How long does the gentleman want? 

Mr. BLUE. I want to get oe 

Mr. HULL, How long will it take you? 

Mr. BLUB. I do not know until I get through. 

The SPEAKER. The es from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent that the time of his colleague be extended half an hour. 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BL Now, Mr. Speaker, 

phase of this matter, and I trust now that the House 
give attention to this affidavit, because it shows something of 
the conditions that exist there and how the law is abused: 


' Dee Stare or Kansas, Leavenworth County, ss: 


Jesse of lawful being dul oath depose 
ee cer Ore et ee Oe an ern ad the Western 
Branch National Soldiers’ Home, Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. That the first 

I ber to have met Smith was in of 

eae Saati 
some some 

keepers out near said Home. He was going to begin prosecutions and 
wanted some 


legal advice. 
About all I remember of him then is that he indulged in 
ss cursed the saloon keepers very freely, and I he 
that he had given two of the “old boys,” he called them, thirty days on 
the dump because they had not knocked one of the keepers down when he had 
hem “sons of ” I manifested some mirth the statement 
on to say that it habit to sentence 
ay 


some time in 


pee 
eesti 
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appointed commissioner at the Home. Colonel is a soldier of 
roorbent te eee met 


a ‘ates ° 
missioner here yet, and says hundreds of complaints have come in to him fom 
rs of of ith's ow’ ° 


mt; that he is too ol 
it his duty to doit in the interes 
he Home, but if he is called upon to 
an that from what he knows of 


ve testimony before any impartial 
he is totally un- 
= : 
in which this man Whee process to 
ed f« 
the month 


it he was 
Lb officer 
4 Wanted was to 


se 
t him back might here say 
that they were at the time send him his pension so that 
he could draw his money, and also were withho his discharge at the 
e; that Walsh refused to ‘ore Wheeler; said 
the ily consented to 
t Wheeler did not want, 
ners before the 
‘akightitigesven, aehavenermpinn i 
even complained 
the matter. When it was found that they 
could not get the old man into the Home in any way they then sent his 
pension papers and him. I saw both the discharge and the war- 
rant and know that the charges on each were the sameoffense. Walsh was 

who take Keeley 


treatment. 

In June, 1894, one William F. came of distre 
and complaint about his treatment at the 
oned in the Home for some weeks; had re 
and it had been denied him; and he was 
but it had become unbearable, and he had walked out 
get his discharge. The old man on his u 
would not write to them nor in in his 
thing to the Home that belonged toit; he said he dared 
would lock him up again if he did. At that time,I 
as bein ——— reasonable and just, 


© the district attorney abou 
back 


The , however, and would not 
go. He said, however, that he would change his clothes and go with me if I 
would see that he was protected. 
I finally went with him to the Home and direct to Governor eee hen. 
Was there, anc 


give me no infor- 
aoe as his attorney. 


te 








: 
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‘ 
i 
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him a note telling him that I felt that I 
if I had 


him, in which he imperiously de- 

an absolute falsehood in order 
case above referredto. The letter 
id promised to expose and ruin me if J 


in offering any apology to such a man, even 
I wrote told so; told him he was at 
if he could, and that [ had no retraction nor 
not make any in the honor of truth. I never 
but in the face of these facts and others 
a moment to threaten y 
if he dared. I have his letter yet and the 


so soon as any charge is made against Smith he 
——" aa seatter evidence against him,and get 


of some pension investigations by a special 
Lochren here last winter, there was one 
name was unfortunately published in connec- 
the Home. Smith the uext ane sent for this 
and made him deny everything. I have the affi- 
the who happened to be present. 
, he sent for the old man and, as I am told, got 
oraffidavit that his former affidavit was not 
the statement of Thomas Wilkins to the effect 


' 
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rule 
i 
it 
ha 


y 
5 
1 
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that Governor means in his case. 
In relation to the matters at the Home, I would call attention to the 
fact that Governor is president of the National Keeley League, at, as 


oa I am also told by one who saw the con- 
that for ore — w takes the ee 
. Leslie E. Kee! They charge the ent at 
and for certain dues, ete., $2.30 more. 
and $6 is to be accounted for, and what goes 
to my knowledge been satisfactorily answered. Governor 
abestute control of the fund for some months—yes, years 


above referred to was signed by Governor E. N. Morrill for 


Governor Smith gets a out of the matter or not, he 
ve is the situation, and the 






bt AEST 

HE ile 

ae 
a 


a CA 
n 

Under these : : ee of requiring from 
man who takes pension money in pay- 
his regardless of his 
wish. to take the treatment 
or the gate. this to me, 
and United e story. Ido not 
betieve say that Gov- 
ernor hat only held 
that so soon as 


ment 
eit twice, 


Fe% 
ay 





of cards; so while a re- 
seen an affidavit to the effect 
intoxzicatio 


n at 


pretty 
up some- 





There is oneadditional statement in this affidavit which impli- 
cates a few of the leading men of Kansas, whose names I do not 
Propose to use ‘unless they are used by the opposition. I will not 
now use them, but I inform you that in the event they are used 
by Franklin's friends I will use them. 

Now, Mr. Clerk, in order to rest myself, I wish you would read. 
I exhibit to the’House the photograph of these signatures, and I 
wish the Clerk’ to read the heading, stating the officers of the 
Keeley League; and also to read the receipts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
THE KEELEY LEAGUE OFFICERS. 

President, Col. Andrew J. Smith, governor Western Branch National Mili- 
tary Home, D. V. S., Leaveuaworth County, Kans. 

Vice-presidents, J. M. 8. Parry, Aspen, Colo.; G. E. North, Pittsburg, Pa.; 
Dr. James W. Sweet, New Haven, Conn. 

Secretary-treasurer, Thomas E. Barry, 260 Clark street, Chicago. 

Executive committee, Col. Andrew J. Smith, ex officio; W. G. Dustin, 
Dwight, Il.; John H. Gillespie, Burlington. Iowa; O. M. Ghanklin, Tre: 
Mo.; H. S. Roberts, Newtonville, Mass.; E. A. Trader, National Soldiers’ 
Home, Leavenworth County, Kans. 

[Governor A. J. Smith is interested pecuniarily in the Keeley 
League. As guardian of old soldiers’ pension money he “ per- 
mits” them to pay repeatedly to his money-making scheme (the 
Keeley treatment) $22.30 out of their pension money. | 

PosT FUND. 


WESTERN BRANCH, NATIONAL Home ror D. V. &.. 


May 12, 1893 
Maj. W. B. SHockLeEy, 7*-asurer: 

Please pay the treasurer of the post fund twenty-two dollars and thirty 
cents out of any money that may come into your hands for me. The above 
sum to be in payment of treatment for alcoholism, ciub dues, ete. 

Twetve dollars pension per month. 

Keeley treatment 


ale. yaw liad aac a 00 
Initiation fee, Keeley League..........................- al = ) 
Dues (yearly) Keeley League........................- ich Gentian 1.00 
tc oaensuhetobenedmns sO) 

re Se esecsimesubamins ~ 22.30 


Deduct from June pension. 
THOMAS (his x mark) WILKINS, 
Company K, Seventeenth Regiment New York Infantry. 
Witnesses: 
BE. B. WHEELER. 
FP. L. MeCanrny. 


$22.90. 


Maj. W. B. SHOCKLEY, Treasurer: 
Please pay the treasurer of the Keeley institute twenty-two dollars and 
thirty cents out of moneys that may come into your hands for me, as follows: 
Deduct fwil amount from next installment of pension. The above sum to be 
in payment of treatment for alcoholism. 
elve dollars pension per month. 
Keeley treatment = 


Keecey Inetirere, Westerx Brancn N.H.D.V.S., 


May 31, 189%. 


tl al i Bi ek oe ee etn 2p. OO 
Initiation fee, Keeley League...................... ; Si ti ai = uO 
Dues (yearly), Keeley League. ................... 1.00 
Badge, Keeley League....... ENS AILS RE LS T ae 80 

as 22.30 


Second treatment. 
THOMAS (his x mark) WILKINS, 
Company K, Seventeenth Regiment New York Infantry. 
(Indorsed:) Paid on account August 24, 1804, $22.90. Paid in full. Andrew 
J. Smith, manager Keeley institute. r 


$22.30. Keecey Instirvure Western Brancn N.H.D.V.S., 


March 
Maj. W. B. SmoTreckey, asurer: 


Please pay the treasurer of the Keeley institute twenty-two dollars and 
thirty cents out of moneys that may come into your hands for me, as fol- 
lows: Deduct full amount from next installment of pension. 
to be in payment of treatment for alcoholism. 


9, 1895. 


The above sum 


Twelve dollars pension per month. 
ei en mumasinndenadine $20.00 
—— sees Recker —. EL A ER a eT) 
es (yearly), Keeley DB ecece ddnsae ewoncsaceersnesecccescesecccaces 1.00 
een eeuueieneunned 80 
A EE a “apn eiebeiibebbinien 2 0 
Third treatment. 


I declare that this order was read to me before I executed it, and that it is 
my free act and deed. 
THOMAS (hie x mark) WILKINS, 
Company K, Seventeenth Regiment New York Infantry. 
Witness: E. B. Wer ier. 

(Indorsed:) Paid on account May 27, 1895, $22.30. 
Smith, manager Keeley institute. 

Mr. BLUE. Now, I desire to have this other document read, 
showing the receipt. These are the orders they are required to 
give. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


$22.30. 


Paidinfull. Andrew J. 
Ww. 


Keevey Instirute, Western Branon, N. H. D. V. S., 


July 13, 189. 
Maj. W. B. SHocwu#y, Treasurer: 
Please pay the treasurer of the Keeley Institute twenty-two dollars and 


thirty cents out of moneys that may come into your hands for me, as follows: 
Deduct from next installment pension $10; balance from next succeeding in- 
stallmen’ 
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The above sum to be in payment of treatment for alcohdlism. 
$12 pension per month. 
Keele 
Initiation fee, Keeley League 
Dues (yearly), Keeley League 
Badge, Keeley League 


Do not deduct from wages. 

NATHANIEL J. HOLDER, 
Company H, Fifth Regiment Connecticut Infantry. 
Tun STATE OF Kansas, Leavenworth County, ss; 

I, Nathaniel J. Holder, of lawful age, being first duly sworn, on oath depose 
and say that I was late of Company H, Fifth Westen’ Connecticut Infantry, 
and that I served two years and four months in the late war; that I have 
been for two years last t a member of the Western Branch, National Sol- 
diers’ Home for Disabled Vclunteer Soldiers; that during the said two years I 
have never been under the influence of liquor to such an extent that I was 
not able to take care of myself, but that prior to July, 1804 
the police of said Home on two different occasions; 
arrested all the liquor I had drank was drunk in the beer hall at said Home 
and was p there; that shortly before July 13, 1804, I was again 
arrested on charge of potas absent without leave, was taken before Governor 
Smith and sentenced by him to do oe ye work on the dump; that while 
I was working on the said dump, sanding brick on the pavements at said 
Home, I was visited by Governor Smith on or about July 11, 1894, and was 
told by him that if I would call at the office he would put me on the pay roll; 
that I thought I knew what the governor was after, and that his design was 
to get me to take the Keeley treatment, so I did not call at his office as he 

requested; that the next day the said Governor Andrew J. Smith -?— 
called on me while at my work and ordered me to call at his office during t 
day and he would put me on the pay roll. 

t he also on that day ur me to take the Keeley treatment; that I 
told the said poner then that I was no drunkard, and that I did not need 
the cure; that the governor said that I did not look like a drinking man, but 
still insisted on my at the office; that I did not go to the office; and on 
the day following he called in to see me while at work and ordered me to 
come to his office; that believing that I would have trouble if I did not obe 
his orders, I went to the governor's office.as he ordered me; that immedi- 
ately on coming before him he impertously and Resour told me that I 
had a very record and that I better take the K reatment; that 
I insisted that I did not need it, but on his insisting, and leving and know- 
ing that if I did not take the treatment I would ultimately be discha: 
from the Home, I finally told him that I had heart disease and rheumatism, 
and if the treatment would help those diseases I would take it. And I also 
told him that so far as the d: habit was concerned I had no need of the 
cure; that I never drank at all except when I was not working and happened 
to be around where it was, and then I would drink a little much the same as 
other men; that Smith told me the treatment would help my disease, an 
that if I would take the treatment so long as he (Smith) was governor of the 
Home I would have work and be on the pay roll; that Smith took me 
down to the Keeley room and introduced me to the “ Keeley boys,” and said, 
“ Here isa an; he is going to take the cure;"’ that he also introduced 
me to the doctor, and the doctor examined mv and said that I only had slight 
ea of the heart. 

at before going down to take the treatment I senee an order for $22.30 
on my pension money in payment therefor; that said order on its face onl 
autho the withholding of - from my next installment of pension ant 
the balance was to be withheld from the su g i ent, but that 
the whole amount was withheld from my next installment over my own pro- 
test; that on taking the Keeley treatment I was immediately relieved from 
the dump sentence and was put on the pay roll at 40 cents per day as a farm 
hand; that I kept on at work sandi: he brick walks for some days, and 
then I was sent for by Governor Smith and put to work taking care of his 
cows and chickens; t I took care of said cows and chickens from the 29th 
—~ of August, 1894, until the 6th day of October, 1895; also car Z wood 
and doing like chores about Governor Smith's house — said time, and 
all of said time drew $7.50 per month and was on the > pay, Toll of said Home 
- a stable hand, though I was doing Governor Smith's private work as 


That in October I made puts for a transfer to the Marion Home, 
which was refused me, and I was also dropped from the pay rolls. 

That soon after this I was put on the pny pay roll and worked thirty- 
five days in the hospitel; that after I had quit the hospital on account of not 
being able to do the work, I n arrested in my o 
taken before the 


was agai 


arrested tim ears ag Se 
our times on 
ey had proven nothing against me either time and 
ttin, ae ve . I was pom ee " the dump, pes 
rwards, in compan ‘our ers, I was brought w 
onished disel. 


adm Home 
line — would be turned out of the gate; that I told the governor that 
had thought to do my dump duty an an honorable but 
I wished now that he would give me a disc at once, as I did not care to 
submit to his treatment any longer. Whereupon he told me to “shut up,” 
but I was so thoroughly in id him “that I 
wanted my poronee aeee tha’ 
beg for bread than to submit to such abuse; that he kn 
for him fifteen months and had never touched 
puking back he os oe 

our or so and again up before 
I told the governor at there 
was 


d 
wed 
5 ore 
Ju violated dissin 
will now give you one”; 
orable for me, 


Home, March 
NATHANIEL J. HOLD: 


Subscribed and sworn to before the ed, a blic in 
ool ee ent and swore, to weirs a 22 Tae 
commission expires J 1896. 


uly 8, 


SEAL. ] JESSE GEORGE, Notary Public. 


pro tempore (Mr. PayNg). The time of the 


The SPEAKER 
gentleman has expired. 


Mr. HULL. I would ask the gentleman if he can fix any time 
within which he can get through? 

Mr. BLUE. I think I can finish within another half hour. 

Mr. HULL. For! think if youMre going to read papers you 
can read for a week. You have material before you which you 
aur BLUE. “You t read f k fro 

r. . You can no papers for a wee m reputa- 
ble people on the other side. . 

r. HULL. I would like to get through with the matter to. 
day, and let it be voted up or voted down. I ask that the gentle- 
man have another thirty minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to know—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Iowa asks 
that the time of the gentleman from Kansas be extended for thirty 
minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and the time of the gentleman is exten thirty minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to knowif this testimony has been 
taken with notice to anybody or whether it is ex parte affidavits, 
and if so, whether they have ever been presented for the consid- 
eration of the Managers of the Soldiers’ Homes? 

Mr. BLUE. Some of them have and some of them have not. 
They are all ex parte, with the tion of the affidavit of Le- 
gate, and in some other instances the of rs have the 
original papers. In that case he says he gave the testimony before 
General Averill. 

Mr. Huw and Mr. Morsk rose. 

Mr. BLUE. Iwill hear the chairman of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

. HULL. I psn | apn gentleman now, so that while he 
is on the floor he may notice a t which will undoubtedly be 
spoken of by other gentleman. it not true that the larger part 
of these charges were investigated, that the citizens of Kansas 
City came before the investigating board, and that these charges 
were largely disproved in the investigation? 

Mr. BLUE. reply to that I want to say, and I want the 
House to understand it, that any investigation ever held by the 
Board of Man was a farce, and that no man in that 
Home would dare to this drunken, brutal goy- 
ernor, who is a graduate of the cure, without knowing that 
he would have to take the road as soon as the investigation was 
over; and I want to say further, that any pretense of giving the 
men an opportunity to testify, by ennendine the governor, never 
was made. Further, I say that eee investigation 
made there was made, as intimated in ernor Anthony’s letter, 
for = purpose of shielding the governor of the Home as far as 


possible, 
Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman t a question? 

Mr. BLUE. If you will be right f, I will. 

Mr. MORSE. I will. My question is this: Does not the gen- 
tleman from Kansas know there is a —— connection 
between the breaking of the rules and the insu ination at that 
eee the beer oat wae es Sat See aot think it 
wo a ‘| good u r ; 

Mr. BLUE. es; and I it woud be a pretty good thing 
to shut up the mouth of the beer guzzler who presides over it. 
[Applause.] That is the first step in the business. 

ow, Mr. Speaker, I wish to suggest to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs, without any disparagement of any member of it, 
because I know how these things are I want to suggest to 
that committee, when they put up this *s name here as a can- 
didate for reelection, it is an secret it took two efforts 
to get his name t in I understand that in the caucus 
which was held to the question the first vote taken 
showed 5 against ree him and only 4 in favor of it, and 
that influences which I not now mention were used to get 

change his mind, so that the candidate 

vote of 5 to 4. 
that institution is a private corpora- 
which belongs to the United 
‘ and sells and traffics and dis- 
— of it at its own sweet will; and if will get House 
ument No. 288 will find that is the case. I desire 
oe the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs, and I 
— a the House, an — of that eee th will 
irregularities that ve been practi an e things 
eat have been done there which ought to condemn and drive from 
wer this man—General Hranklin—who holds the first place on 

Board, because he and handles the funds through 

, @man who I verily believe can not give a boud 
pda “ae ee oe eee ~_ 
these treasurers two forms of bonds, one, aesinery orm, 
and the other the form for a guar- 
hischoice. Webave 
that the treasurer 1s 
from that ration. 
also informed, 











and I would like the Board to deny it if it is not so, that this 

eral treasurer demands of the ——— Home treasurers, 
number, that each of them shall give a bond through a 
guararity company, at a cost of $100 to each. Is there any 


arrangement between the general treasurer and this guaranty 
company + hich the $700 thus obtained from the other treas- 
urers ena’ the company to ‘‘ease up” upon his $500? 


Those treasurers have in the past been permitted to give bonds 
as other honorable men generally give them by procuring the sig- 
natures of satisfactory individuals, and without incurring other 
expense than the fees for preparing the bond, but this man Friday 
of General Franklin’s compels the other treasurers to take their 
bonds from the guaranty sapeny and pay $100 apiece for them. 
I call attention to that charge. say further—and I want Gen- 
eral Franklin’s friends to pay attention to this and correct me if 
I am wrong—I say that the post buildings on those grounds, if I 
am not mistaken, constructed out of the funds gathered from the 
old soldiers, are insured in a company in Hartford, Conn., of 
which General Franklin is an officer. It has never been the policy 
of this Government to insure its buildings. It is rich enough to 

t along without doing that, but for some unaccountable reason 
fhese buildings on the Government grounds, which belong to 
these men, are insured in a company in Hartford, Conn., of which 
Iam told General Franklin is an officer. If that is not true I 
shall be glad to be corrected. 

Mr. I will answer that, if the gentleman will per- 
mit me. 

Mr. Ts I will not be interrupted now, but I will let you 
it later. 

Mr. RAY. I would like to know whether this Board of Mana- 
gers have power to remove their president. 

Mr. BLUE. Oh, this Board of Managers candoanything. The 
fact is that they have no use for this Government except to have 
it furnish money. The truth is, as I shall show by this report, 
that they obey a law when it suits them to doso, and if it does 
not suit them they disobey it—I do not mean in every instance, 
but in instances, They can change their governor at their own 
sweet will. 

Now, Mr. § er, I desire the Clerk to read another affidavit, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tue STATE OF Kansas, Leavenworth County, ss: 


J Keller, of lawful , being duly sworn, on oath d and says: 
from May to July, i806, he was clerk in the office at headquarters 
N rs’ Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, ven- 
Kans.; that among other things he kept the Keeley books and had 
charge of the ey orders taken on veterans’ pensions in payment for the 
was his duty when the extra-duty pay roll was paid to go through 
rolls and orders and make stoppages on the pay roll for the Keeley 
: it was also me oat. w - = pensions of the eons were 
pension-requ and when pensioners made requ or 
money to cxunine ond maakt sto from their allowances 
of any Keeley orders the ht have signed; that some- 
amount of the order would be stopped and held out and 
a portion, owing to the amount of pension the pensioner was 


further says that scores of these men would come to him ye 
their or and ask how much they owed on them; that hey 
almost invariably “ ” the Keeley treatment, and say, “ He 
pay out money for it when it has done me no .” That 
to them, “ Why did you take it,then’” And the answer 
variably be, “I had to take it or be persecuted turned 
Others would say, ‘I took it to into the good sof 
’* or to get a job. t these men uently com: ed bit- 
to pay the money, but affiant had no other option than to 


JERRY KELLER. 
and sworn to before me,the undersigned, a no ublic in 
county and State aforesaid, this 3lst day of March, 1906." 
y ¥, 
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ANNIE M. POUPPIRT, Notary Public. 


Here is one other affidavit that I would like to have 
send to the desk. 
A. STONE. Before that is read I would like to 


ask 
from the soldiers who are inmates of the other Homes as to the 
ee: ee! Preakiin—whether they favor him ce 


The Clerk read as follows: 
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to be hel to headquarters; and affiant further states that the men would 
come back and say to him that they could not be admitted as there was no 
room for them in the Home. 

Affiant states that some of these men were taken to the adjutant's office 
by himself, and thatthe sergeant had seen their discharge papers from the 
Army and their pension certificates, and knows that they were regular and 
just as good Saeea had himself. That this occurred during the months 
of January, February, and March of 18%, and that at this time there were 
from fifteen to twenty-five young men, regulars from Forts Leavenworth 


and Riley, a majority of whom had never been in the volunteer serv- 
ice, were there taking the Keeley cure, and occupying beds and places at the 
neral table at the time admission was being refused to the old soldiers 
escribed above, and claiming there was no room for them in the Home 
And affiant further states that he took two of these men to the depot to 
leave the Home that were partly unable to walk, and that they complained 


to him that they had no money to buy anything to eat and no place to sleep 
or stay at night, and that affiant gave one of them 50 cents; and affiant further 
states that he was never before Governor Smith for any offense whatever, 
but that he was once reprimanded by Governor Smith for calling an old sol- 
dier a gentleman. That he took an old veteran before the governor under 
arrest, as directed by the governor, and said to the governor, * This is the 
old gentleman, Governor.”’ The governor said, ** Don’t call that man a gen- 
tleman; he’s a scoundrel;" and further affiant saith not. 
JAMES JOHNSON. 
Sworn and subscribed before me this the 27th day of November, A. D. 1804; 
and I certify that the affiant is reputable and entitled to credit. 
[SEAL.]} J. H. GRANGER, Notary Public 
(The original of this affidavit is in the hands of the Board of Managers. } 
Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Speaker, how much time have I left? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. PAYNE). Fourteen minutes. 
Mr. BLUE. I do not like to stop until I get through, but the 
chairman of this committee [Mr. HULL] seems very anxious about 
this matter. I hope the House will accord me an opportunity 
when the time comes to close this debate, because I have studied 
this question considerably. Trusting that I may have the oppor- 
tunity to be heard when gentlemen on the other side have spoken, 
I will now, with a few words further, close what I have to say. 
In this connection I wish to state that the last affidavit read shows 
that there were from fifteen to twenty-five young men.of the Reg- 
ular Army in this Soldiers’ Home, receiving the Keeley treatment, 
while old ‘‘ comrades ” of the war—foot-sore, weary, hungry—have 
been driven away from the Home with the statement that there 
was no room for them, and this in the winter time, too. I chal- 
lenge the attention of the gentleman from Indiana to that fact. 
If he has any doubt about it, I think I can convince him the state- 
ment is true. 
Mr. HULL. What is the charge—that a large number of men 
of the Regular Army are accommodated at the Home? 
Mr.BLUE. Yes,sir; soldiers from Fort Riley and other places 
who are undergoing the Keeley treatment for the profit of Smith 
and his confederates. Where does this $20 go? It goes into the 
Keeley fund. Whohasever madeany investigation as to how that 
Keeley fund is spent? Nobody but the men who are concerned in 
it. Does not General Franklin know, does not the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] know, that this infamous Keeley cure 
is practiced in practically every Soldiers’ Home? Do they not 
know that at practically every Home there is a beer saloon mak- 
ing profit for the man in charge of the post? Does not the gentle- 
man from Indiana know that the Board has assigned civil officers 
as guards about the Home in his own State? Does he not know 
that in violation of the contract this Board provided for the leas- 
ing or purchasing of additional ground in order to obtain natural 
gas? My understanding is that under the contract citizens were 
to furnish that gas; but it seems that for some reason or other 
they did not furnish a sufficient quantity, and an additional plat 
of ground was purchased to be paid for by the Government. 
not the gentleman know all these things? If he does not, 
then it is time that he should be looking up this matter. Does he 
not know that the report of the Inspector-General shows that the 
persons in control of this Home have forced balances in their ac- 
counts? Does he not know that the report of the Inspector-General 
shows—I am not speaking now upon the authority of any affida- 
vit—that some of the funds belonging to this corporation, the 
Soldiers’ Home, are kept in banks which are not public depositories? 
If the gentleman does not know these things which I have stated, 
I call his attention to them and tothe further fact that during one 
year of the management of this institution, with this man at the 
head, about a quarter of a million dollars’ worth of the public 
pesw belonging to the Home was condemned or destroyed. 
embers of this Board came before the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and asked of the Government that they be permitted to buy 
supplies in an ate quantity for a considerable time ahead 
for the use of the Home, pretending that this was the better policy. 
I have had occasion to look into this matter, and I find that such 
is not the practice of the Army. Has somebody got a job in re- 
serve to profit by suchan arrangement? The practiceof the Army, 
as I understand, is to buy the supplies as near the post as they can 
be bought expeditiously and cheaply. Why do they want to buy 
all the supplies of one particular kind at oneplace? I call the gen- 
tleman’s attention to that. Is any of the Board of Managers or 
his friends interested in a contract of that kind? 
I call the gentleman’s attention also to the fact that this Board 
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of Managers took a trip to the Santa Monica Home—a portion of 
them at did—at an expense of $6,000, the ostensible p 
being to look into the business of the Home at that place. They 
took, it GORD, 0 pehnne AAS ER ODES ining car, I do not 
know how many ladies formed a part of the party, but the railroad 
company required that at least 15 tickets be purchased. And 
when these men got through with their business at Santa Monica 
discovered that the nearest way back was by San Francisco 
and Portland, .! [have here and shall take occasion to pre- 
sent some items of some of the e ditures of these luxuriant 
nilemen. They came around in that way, the trip costing 
000 and upward. One hundred and fifty-seven dollars was for 
servant hire. I am told that in some of their bills are for 
ities for servants; in others, charges for neckties! y col- 
a e of me says that the statement also contains a 
mepeey or two. I believe also there are charges for clesuing 
C8. 
rene’ =. @ : he eS ae a this caer ot 
ation, ng property which ri ully belongs to t ov- 
oaniet private tion which costs the Government about 
$2,500,000 a year above the Government. It has resisted, 
I unde every effort of the Congress of the United States to 
control it. I myself have been assured bya member of this Board 
of Managers, who is also a United States Senator, that I could not 
defeat this man Franklin; that the Senate would see to it that he 
was not defeated; and that statement was made in the presence 
of my colleague from Missouri. 
i Sn goss whose Seofeten ona ae 
every part vernment, every sycophant, every under- 
strapper, is calied upon to stand b elasae Peeakiin for fear of 
losing his place. I have been 


the good governcr of the Home at Dayton, Ohio, the State repre- 
sented in part by wy friend on the 


t here [ Mr. ar 
has been known to have te ere to friends to see to it 
that General Franklin was not 


I say to you, and I say here in the face of the country, that Gen- 
eral nklin in this matter is either y negligent, grossly 
eeneeeeh, oF Se eae Seaee. And I say f to you that 
the So ’ Homes have no better friend than Iam. I believein 
the great charity, and I do not pro , when the time comes for 
an bo auger inne, te bo aieacnel a ing an enemy of the 

omes. I am friendly to them, and as a member of the Commit- 
tee on Ap iations I did not object to a single item that went 
into their bill. Iam here to vote the last dollar necessary for the 

‘ews of the soldiers of this great nation, but I am here 
say to the friends of Mr, Franklin and to the friends of that 
—, of the Keeley institute at Leavenworth who is his tool 

han tena a0 4. gael an Geratene an teeeee at this Honse I 
eon Sib eh leet ; ‘af ogy 
crnelty 8 con man. > 

I want to reserve the balance of my time. Pettane lina 
ae of my remarks this statement of the expenditures of this 
uxurions octopus in its travels to the West, and also this index 
to the rt of the -General of the Army. 

The of expendi is as follows: 


Tasie L.—Statement o, Pats ‘or outdoor relief and incidental 
amen wf Se? Natlones me for Disebiod Voluntess Soldiers year cnaad 


official 
orthwestern, Eastern, Southern, 
and Marion Branches, viz: 


e] 
Tames 
Ww. 


Gxpensee, attending meetings and 


CE CD cndidtistierinwensdssnisctonneine 
Gen. W. B. 


MOGIR. Un. sice salen 
Branch.... 


ormed, and I believe that even |. 


Aprin 15, 


TABLE L.—Statement of expenditures for outdoor relief, etc.—Continued. 


Detailed object of expenditure. Amount. | Total. 


Trav expenses, otc.—C'ontinued: 

Gen. J.C. Black, viz: 
Railroad tickets, berths, and seats _... 
Railroad tickets, berths, seats, meals 
carriages, and porterage .. 


Sundry expenses ...........-.------+-« 
a examinations and outdoor re- 


Col. J. L.. Mitchell, viz: 
Railroad tickets, berths, and seats-__. 


Maj_E. N. Morrill, viz: 
ilroad tickets, berths, and seats... 
Board and meals en route 


Clerical service 
T 


ree 


SSSSRNSSSS | SRESESE 


— 
(uP? 


. B, epee Se 


tt, viz: 

Railroad tickets, berths, and seats... -. 
Board and meals en route............. 
Postage........... 


roe SkR 
RITAKE 


Ra. «nde innniemmananinntiedh 
Official visits to Central Branch 


. G. HL Boneb: , Viz 
tickets. 
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and other actual expenses................ 
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has declined to serve longer, and the Military Committee have 
named another citizen of that State to take his place. 

Gen. William B. Franklin, who has served a long time upon 
this Board, has been renominated by the Military Committee, 
acting, as I believe, in accord with the sentiments of the people of 
New England and all persons acquainted with his efficient services. 

General Franklin has been attacked indirectly by charges which 
have been made by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLug] re- 
8 — conduct of the governor of the Home at Leavenworth. 

gesare old. They have been investigated, and I regret 
, that the report of the officer making the investigation has not been 
BONE «2.2200 ---nnna---ns-nsennnneren-ene----eccneeoonen published and laid upon the desks of members. I have the report 
Stationery, postage, etc of the investigation on my desk. 

The arraignment made by the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. 
BLUE] is worthy of little consideration both as to the matter and 
the method of its procurement, which was ex parte and is entirely 
irrelevant to the question before the House. 

Mr. STEELE. May I ask you right there if Colonel Cooke, the 
member of the Board from Kansas, was not present when that in- 
vestigation was had? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I will endeavor to answer that as 
I proceed. I trust that I may be allowed to proceed without in- 
terruption. I imtend to answer, as well as I may, the charges of 
the distinguished gentleman from Kansas {Mr. Biur]}, and to put 
forth some general facts which have not been alluded to by him. 

The numerous affidavits which the gentleman from Kansas has 
read to establish a case against the governor of the Leavenworth 
Home, as was suggested by the inquiry of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], are ex parte, obtained without notice to 
any member of the Board, and do not bear that stamp of regularity 
required in courts of justice as do those which I propose to bring 
to the attention of the House. 


‘ Page. This question comes before the House on the report of the Com- 
of the Treasury as to redeposit of unexpended balances not mittee on Military Affairs to fill the vacancies in the Board of 





with. -.... ‘Post Pand tenia naa 3 | Managers of the Soldiers’ Homes. My friend from Kansas moves 
Viena for inspection bad cn gy cee meme 3 | to amena that report by striking out the name of the gentleman 
Presijent-<f i certain funds; balances 9 first aes in it, Gen. William B. Franklin, and substituting that 
Dy with pository.....--.. Vo ap scum onaeancwease of Gen. Oliver O. Howard. The Military Committee have in 
Gee fands nok ee ee 4 eo ae an ae from the State of Maine, 
atta cninsisibiclaiaishditp dina mimoabsihesdenacndinens 4 | which is ome of General Howard, and it would be an inno- 
ata IMVOlVOG. -----..-.------ anne --enen ane -nen senses anne 54,2 | ¥ation to select two from the same State. 
of land nor Btntee ....-..- sence «| 6 | , Mrs BLUE. Will you permit me tocorrect you? You are mis- 
Makeshifts to more comfortable sleeping necessary -.........._.. 7 | taken, General Howard lives in Vermont, as the gentleman from 
System in supplies not uniform or under central manage- . Vermont will tell you. 
sincsatasthods cumbersome... nazz. sb |, Me. HULL. That is true. General Howard lives at Burling- 
cel ca ti Bl nach cannmennee 8 | ton, Vt. 
argo aneeaet ee under the law, to avoid which - = CURTIS of New York. sae is a fact I did not know. 
Post fund” —_ hired the cititenthovisioa % a patrol duty . DINGLEY. If the gentleman will permit me, I will state 
on the civil law and for lnerpens? oa aie, = 20 = General Howard is a native of Maine, but his present resi- 
Extra paid for flags... .... ......---.----0+ -#-00+--+--+------ a nce is Vermont. 
ee pet covsunted fer ..........-..-------- Suteannceness =| Mr. CURTIS of New York. I acce ) stateme 
ee we en x. } , pt the statement of the 
Law requires of county shall farnish Marion oS mtleman from Iowa [Mr. Hutu], and that of the gentleman 
free, yes Paar’ of Managers paid rent for 132 acres gas land--..-..--. 25,27 m. Maine [Mr. Dive_ey}. General Howard is an officer of the 
of > arene nesta eecatentetnnns #2) | United States Army on the retired list; and it has not been the 
unnecessary a. a3 | custom of Congress to put officers on the retired list upon this 
ine yee ck peusten Gaye _-_. lait ale at = and I doubt very much if it would be regarded as judicious 
——_ mo ; ; —_— swill-- --.. © so now. 
house... -cahoganens chasse eee nee 33| Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him? 
Branch custodian of Keeley fund Ee cee dentine cab * ae Ss ——_ jo No; I must decline. You have 
without authority nrigree encase n= nes eere=ancacensenees=- two hours, and after I have spoken half that time I will en- 
a. ‘thus escapes | deavor to answer any question you may desire to ask. 
53 As to General Howard, I have nothing but praise to utter. The 
methods = question is whether General Franklin should be reelected to the 


position he has so long and ably occupied. It is charged that he 
constitutes the Board; that its soul, as we are to understand from 
our friend [Mr. Bive], rests within the breast of General Frank- 
lin. If this be so, it is because the other members of the Board 
have such confidence in his ability that they trust him to a greater 
extent than they would if he were less competent. That he isa 
man of superior ability and character, and that they may trust 
him, goes without question wherever General Franklin is known. 
The di at Leavenworth arises upon charges of an ex-sur- 
geon of the Home, by the name of Weaver. Let us consider offi- 
cial evidence, and not that which is mere hearsay. Dr. Weaver's 
communication containing charges was addressed to General 
Black, @ member of the Board, and other communications of like 
character were addressed to Governor Glick, the United States 
agent of Kansas. General Averill, the inspector of the 

mes, was ordered to go there and make an investigation of the 
complaints. Colonel Cooke, of Kansas, the member of the Board 
of has supervision of that Home in all matters of gen- 
eral policy and supervises the conduct of the governor. When 
Colonel ke and General Averill began. the investigation, they 
invited the members of the body known as the “‘ Keeley contin- 
gent” or “Legion” to come into their presence and state if either 
of them had ever been forced to take the Keeley cure, or if either 
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of them knew of any other member of the Home who had been 
forced to take it; and no one replied. 

They were then informed that they could come privately to 
Colonel Cooke or to General Averill, as they saw fit, and ea 
statement, if they had the slightest fear that their testimony would 
cause them tosuffer, and none came. Dr. Weaver was summoned 
and given an ey to establish his accusations, made on 
personal knowledge and by hearsay. Every person he referred to 
was summoned and examined. e people of Leavenworth came 
and repudiated the various charges. From the hurried examina- 
tion I have been able to give to the testimony, none of the charges 
made by Dr. Weaver were sustained. I will now read the testi- 
mony of ex-Senator Alexander Caldwell and other prominent citi- 
zens of Leavenworth: 


AT THE NATIONAL HOTEL, 
Leavenworth, Kans., October 11, 189h. 


At the National Hotel, city of Leavenworth, a body of the leading citizens 

called upon the assistant inspector general in the afternoon, and Mr. Alex- 

ander Caldwell, speaking for them, said in Rew to inquiries: 
4 aoe tone have you resided here, Mr. Caldwell? 

‘ ce : 


9. What is your business or occupation? 
. My own business is manufacturing and farming. 
2. Are you well acquainted with the citizens of this town? 
. Yes, sir; Lam very well acquainted with them. 
2. Will you please state the object of your visit here? 

. The object of our visit here is to answer such inquiries as you _ 
choose to make of the citizens of Leavenworth in regard to this investiga- 
tion, to give our testimony, if you want it, in re to the Home and in 
re to Governor Smith, knowing that he is under investigation, and sub- 

this paper, which I hand you. That paper is signed by fifty of the rep- 

resentative men of the town. The mayor is present, and the chairman of 
the board of county commissioners, and the remainder of the gentlemen are 
representative men, and the men in the other room are alike representative 
men. 

[Paper submitted, addressed to the Board of Managers of the National 
Home, and marked “ Exhibit M.” 

Q. Mr. Caldwell, pene, had an opportunity to observe the character of 
the saane eee the Western Branch of the National Home since its estab- 

ent here 

A. Lhave been at the Home frequently and have seen Governor Smith fre- 
quently. I have therefore taken a groet interest in the welfare of the Home, 
and while I am not familiar with ali the details of the ment, and could 
not be expected to be unless I was on the inside and had had access to the 
books and accounts, yet I think I know something of the general 
sent of the Home and of the conduct of Governor Smith in connection with 

e ore, 

2. Will you please state the result of your observations since the estab- 
men of = Home regarding the conduct of the members who have 

ec 

A. I will nay this, that immediately after, and for a good while after, the 
establishment of the Home it had m to some extent an association of 
drunkards. It wasarare thing that we could drive as far south as the Sol- 
diers’ Home and back without meeting from one to a dozen drunken members 
of the Home along the public road who were offensive, and some times very 
abusive, but since the introduction of the Keele Institute, and for the last 
year or more, we have not seen an of that kind; there has beena great 
reformation in that respect. Yesterday I drove to the penitentiary: and while 
I passed a dozen of old soldiers, and a good many dozen of them, I did notsee one 
that was intoxicated or that I thought had n ering. so that now it is 
possible for the people of Leavenworth to go in that direction without 
offended by drunken soldiers, and for that the —— of Leavenworth f 
very kindly toward Governor Smith. They know that this reformation has 
been entirely due to his ability and to his courage, and for that a —s 

teful to him. They think that he has not only benefited the Home an 

e old soldiers, but the city of Leavenworth, for which eve 
woman, and child in the town f thankful. He has been enth ic 
persistent in that work, and I think he has accomplished more than any other 
man could have accomplished, because he was peculiarly well fitted to accom- 
plish a work of that kind. 

2. Are you uainted with Governor Smith pocmeie? 

. Yes, sir; I have known Governor Smith from the day he arrived 
here to take charge of the establishment of the Home. I was one of a com- 
mittee of four—Generai Smith, General Colbur, and George T. Anthony. Our 
committee arranged for securing of the grounds for the Soldiers’ Home 
and ing out all the details of the matter, and I was necessarily familiar 


5 ome has been 
of an oiinan Who wee nes cocemny engaged pe ite cate 
A. sir; for this reason, that the city 


that the 
t what they had d so I have a interest in the 
amp afr dof the Home, of the ae cae Home, or of the 
. Have your observations e or 
governor of it, disclosed anything that TWunil tus atmenionn te te caniiniens 
of the citizens of Leavenworth since May, 1893, 
A.I ve not seen anything of the conduct of the governor that would be 
obnoxious, but, on the contrary, everything that is i 
. Doy ve that you represent the sentiments of these fifty gentle- 
ma Vind ecltsenee is Dien’ bnew heh Tout Wetreigentiah téscih 
. u ure oO. on ow 
not feel mone intensely on the subject than I ? ; 
Q. Mr. Caldwell, you and all the gentlemen for whom you are speaking are 
ve been made 


of Leavenworth ae 
and I 


undoubtedly aware that certain charges ha the man- 
agement of Home and im its governor. I ask you to freely 
and frankly if you know of an or facts that would implicate the 
vernor in an uct since May, 1893? 
A. Sry I did, I would frankly state it to you. I donot 
know of a 


. Do you know of tleman those who would 
wolinely So wnoer anything that would be Shnozious fo le rales ad raga 
tions governing the Home 


A. No, sir; 1 do not have in mind any gentleman who knows of 
such as you refer to at all; I do not. " ow ange 


wk How peng have you Rees quace af the fact that on investigation was to 


e 
A. Ticarned of this investiontion shout ten és ago. 
Q. Can you gar. or is it within your baowledoe what is the source of 


these charges ? 

A. Ido not know of anybody in the city that would make charges of that 
kind, and am forced to the conclusion that they must emanate from officers 
or some connected with the Home. I have heard on the street that 
Major Sh ey and Dr. Weaver were interested in pushing these charges, 
but I do not know that this a fact, but I believe so. 

i: Samuel Dodsworth, mayor, city of Leavenworth, in reply to inquiries 
. Mr. Dodsworth, how long have you resided in this city? 

ince 1858. 


2 one ae know the sentiments of its citizens upon almost all subjects? 
es, : * 
2. All public matters? 
. Yes, sir. 
9. Are you acquainted with Governor Smith? 
Yes, sir. 


How long have you known him? 
Since his assignment to the Home. 
t as to the character of his management and the 


rms he has undertaken to introduce and carry out? 
. Yes, sir; as far as anyone connected with the Home could be. 
2 How have they the town 
In what respect, General? 


Q. In respect to its temperance and intemperance, and general moral aspects 


on the streets? 

A. In my judgment, the management of Governor Smith in that respect 
has been such as to be highly commended by this entire community in a. 
tion to his management in endeavoring to reform men who needed reform. 

2. What has been its effect upon the saloonsin the city? 

. My judgment is tha been beneficial. I would state, 
engaged in the liquor business, 


are men who are looked upon well in society and business es, and are 
men who would not encourage men to drink to excess. My knowledge has 
been of the liquor traffic, concerning a lority of the men that are engaged 


in the business, are men who are good ci 
saute would assist a movement of that kind, 
other way. 

Q. Do you think the saloon keepersin the city—the 
the class of customers which the Home 


are men who, to my present 
of encouraging it the 


ble ones—desire 
when the men were unre- 
strained? 


Me FG. Markart in veplt te inanivien ce ene 

2. How long have you resided here? 
Fifteen years. 

2. Do you occupy any official position? 

I do not now. I was police commissioner about two ago fora 
half, I have been post commander of Custer Post here for a num- 
r of ve been well acquainted with the status of the behavior 
and sobriety of the men, end at the same time have been doing quite an 

with Home, going back and forth for five or six years, 

and I find a most wonderful improvement, since the Keeley cure started, in 
the status of the men. Daring my term as \peeee ioner I have had 
to go up there time and again, or three en 
turn out from there from five to fifteen members who had been put in there 
during the night, which I believe is almost entirely done away with now. I 
acquainted with a number of members of the Home, those who 
Keeley cure. I have found some of those that were worthless 

and every time that er ere get in jail have 


. Do you know of ar ,or is there amines within your knowledge, 
which would sustain a te mismanagement of the Home or misconduct 


I have been here thirty-six years in the hardware business, on the corner 

‘or the lastten years. I wasthere before there 

institute at the Home we had 

from the Home on the 

tothe Home. The 

sonny Nene Sasa a tothe Home—steam dummy. 

those days the old soldiers and there was not scarcely any 
day or any part of L ihm pagel: see from one to half a dozen ol 

rolled in the gutters. 

went into operation 

enness; in fact, 


. Is it within your knowledge or observation that there has been any 
mismanagement of the Home, oF misconduct of the governor, since May, 


? 
A. I know nothing of any misconduct on the part of the governor, nor 
have I heard from auy respectable source that there was any complaint with 


his management wha’ . 
2. De you Bnew of ony who professes to have knowledge of any 
or 
have never repeated it to 

saluash cay pau rumors of charges against the governor of 

Ihave not only heard 


, but, on the other hand, I have 
charges against ; so I don't 
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know anything of the source of any charges against the (ov- 
know; belief come from f th 
Home, rea eee ce or parties on the 
. Can you 


See zon chats ten peaeat See ae: 
tion heretofore, and the 
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reason that there has been 
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Q ‘the last and a half, what have you noted with regard to his 
: or regard to his character, manner, and language? 
A. Since my eee Woe Dees 5 Rave Ded some oft 1 and per- 


with him, and my observa his conduct are that he has 
— fleman and his conduct both at the Home and 


himself asa 
fn'ehe city has been C= — have been at the Home, as I have 


stated business ently by reason of the position I hold 
as Commissioner am ale. er for the poor—and in that capacity 
Thave had a good of dealing with the governor. 


What you noted in regard to the management of the Home? 
2 ae. good. I have been at Milwaukee and 
some observations from there, and I do not think the manage- 
ment of the Leavenworth Home could be improved upon. 


t+ these other gentlemen have said with regard to 
the improvement in the conduct of the members of the Home as to their 
; does your observation coincide with theirs? 
am, perhaps, more familiar with the majority of the 
members of the Home who visited the city prior to the institution of the 
Keeley and subsequently, than any other citizen in the county. 
has no place to go to and is eligible to the Home, coming 

from all parts of the try for admission withou 


oar mo proper papers and with- 
and a seasons ear, © 
out euizaioner fOr the poor. Ihave never a > 


them to the 
Sdmmission of such hen at tim ovdad onl coh poremiasen 
rsons, when a es he was cro and no 
* my appeal was always acceded to. love taken 
there in my own conveyance, soldiers that have 
to the Home without erent papers, and in no 
rovide for them either at the Home or 
r of soldiers that have families that 
after they come here—that is, quite 
families in the city, of 
ress through shortness of means, 
as frequently they died in the city, and in no instance, on my application, 
has the refused to furnish them a burial, and in many instances 
has cont for the meaty 08 much as he ecovld. Now, prior to the institution 


League a good many soldiers were deterred from gettin 
hack to the Home, and of course that ves of freqeen’ occurrence; ona han 


ing somewhat to do with the public highwa Home, I have often had 

my attention called to the d enness and disorderly conduct of the mem- 

bers of the Home the publicroad. They were | along side the road 

in ones, Sore, 588 dozens from here tothe Home. Now, since the in- 

stitution of K ey League, a drunken man between here and the Home 
thing, or in the city. 


f 
i 


seen anything during the last year and a half in the conduct 
of the Home that would sustain the charge of mismanage- 

ct on the part of the governor ? 

could be no foundation for such a charge from my observations, 

Isee the governor here and at the Home two or three or four 

a week. 

Do eye Saties as commissioner of poor lead you to frequent interviews 

Yes, sir. 

You have heard something of charges being preferred against the gov- 


Yes, sir; a member of the Home came to me first, about a year last 
whose name I do not now recollect, and stated that lie was a captain of 
down there and wanted me to sign and forward some charges 

He stated he was a cousin of Carruth 

Kentucky, and that they would be in position now—that Mr. Carruth 
the charges, and that they would be forwarded through him. 


tothe office of Dr. Weaver I could learn 
member that I did not agree with him 
said about the governor, as I was frequently at the Home 
its that he had made I knew to be entirely false; and I said 
tisfied in the last investigation 


any further. 
that it was a Democratic Co now, and 
Democratic management, and t they were 
this man ted these charges to you? 
I it was about the middle of July, 1893. Of this occurrence I have 
to anybody before. 

to see Dr. Weaver, as he asked? 

this have never been in Dr. Weaver's office that I know of. I want 
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Tam y acquainted with a great many members of 
that I have never heard one, whose conduct was good and who 
but what spoke in the highest commendation of the gov- 


ernor; in fact, I a little knockdown in my office one day between two of 
the members of the Home. One spoke of the governor in re- 
Se eet ented of the old saidiers, sad 3 r member said, “ You 
area old liar, and I will hear no man talk about the governor in 
; he is as good a man as ever lived,” and then they went at it. 
\ in y to inquiries, said: 
have you in Leavenworth? 
ty-six years. ° 


heard something of charges being preferred against him? 


state what know with to these char 
a from ae On may rotern home 
down the street from my business 
to me, “Have you heard ahout the 
remarks, and I him I did not ore they 
see W © 
did not think eet hea 
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after I signed the petition Dr. Weaver called and he said to me: “ Mr. Etten- 
son, I have heard that you have signed a petition to the Board in favor of 
Governor Smith.” I told him I did, and that I did not think there was 
anything wrong about it, and that I did not think we could find a better 
man than Governor Smith, and that every citizen in Leavenworth was well 
satisfied with Governor Smith. Then another gentleman approached me 
and said, “Don't you know that Major Shockley is purchasing agent out 
there?” and I said to him, “* What of it—what if he is? It don't make any dif- 
ference to me.’ I was busy and didn’t have any further conversation with 
the gentleman. Now I will tell you my experience in regard to the Home 
since the ney, institute started there. ead before. Before the Keeley insti- 
tute was there it was very seldom that we ever did any business with the old 
veterans, because they had no money; but since the Keeley institute has 
been out there we find that the trade from those veterans has increased con- 
siderably. They come in and buy dry goods for their friends, wives, and 
children, and some have been coming in and buying suits of clothes. Why, 
the trade has increased wonderfully since that Keeley institute has started 
up out there. 

Q. Referring again to your conversation with Dr. Weaver, was that all he 
said to you? 

A. That is all, because I had no time tostand and talk with him. I was just 

ping to purchase a stock of goods; it was on Saturday, about 5 minutes 

fore 10 o'clock, and the sale commenced at 10 o'clock, and I rushed away. 
He was astonished that I should take a hand in this business. He did not 
want me to come up here in behalf of Governor Smith. 

2: When did he say that to you? 

. On Saturday morning, a little before 10 o'clock. 

2 Whereabouts? 

. On the corner of Fourth and Delaware. 
¥ How did he know that you were coming here? 
. use we circulated a petition Friday. 

Mr. Harvey D. Rush said: 

I have lived in Leavenworth nearly thirty-eight years; I am 66 years old, 
and I have been in business continuously during the time I have lived here. 
. Are you uainted with Governor Smith? 

. Very well, indeed. 

. How long have you known him? 

. Since the Home was established here. 

. Have you visited the Home frequently? 

. Yes, sir. 
2 Have your relations been intimate with the governor? 

. Not especially so; though I have visited his house a few times. 

Q. Have be had a good opportunity to observe the management of the 
Home, the discipline of its members, and the conduct of the governor? 

A. I think I have; yes, sir. 

Q. Have you noticed anything in the management of the Home which 
would suggest mismanagement to your mind? 
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A. Lhave not. 

Q. Have you seen sugting the conduct of the governor during the last 
year and a half that you could criticise? 

A. Nota ee 

9: Will you please state what have been your general or particular obser- 
vations of him with regard to his management as governor and with regard 


to his conduct? 

A. Since the establishment of the Keeley cure at the Home by Governor 
Smith the conduct of the members has been good. They come to town and 
go away sober, as a rule; previous to that, when they visited our town it was 
the exception when they went home sober. I will say in reference to the con- 
duct of the governor, that I have seen nothing out of the way whatever 
during the last several years, since he took the Keeley cure himself. In fact, 
he is certainly a large-hearted man, and I have heard, I think I am safe to 
say. fully a hundred men, members of the Home, express themselves decid- 
edly in his favor and as being well satisfied with his treatment of them. 

Q. Are you in position to know the public sentiment of this town on any 
important topic? 

. L believe that I am. 

Q. Do you know of any public sentiment here that is antagonistic to the 
mai ment of the Home and toits governor? 

A. Well, I think, without a sing!e exception, I have not heard the governor 
spoken of derogatorily in the last three or four or five years, except by one 
gentleman called Dr. Weaver.. I think there is a universal sentiment in fa- 
vor of Governor Smith. It is not because he treats with this man, that man, 
or the other; it is because the people actually love Governor Smith. They 
think he isa big-hearted man, and the man for the position. It was only re- 
cently that I heard of these charges, and I was greatly surprised. 

Mr. W. N. Todd said: 

I have resided here since 1857; am 43 years old: have known the governor 
ever since he has been located here, and am familiar with the management of 
the Home, and only within the past few days heard of any charges bein 
preferred. As regards the conduct of the members of the Home, I think 
am in a tion to speak knowingly and satisfactorily. I live on the main 
road 1 g from the city to the Home, and prior to the establishment of the 
Keeley cure my family were frequently annoyed by intoxicated members of 
the Home stopping at my house, ringing the doorbell, knocking at the door 
and otherwise annoying the members of my family; have frequently hac 
them come into my yard, take a bottle of whisky from their pockets and 
drink the contents, twoor three of them atatime. My family have a sewin 
room looking out on the yard, and my little children would often tell me o 
old soldiers _~_ there’ drinking whisky, and would frequently show 
me bottles that they had thrown away in the yard. Learning of these 
oa, and that they had some relation to the Keeley cure, I took occasion 
to my folks if in the last year or year and a half they had been annoyed 
in thissame manner, and they assured me that they had not—had not, either 
oy Se ringing of the door bell or peneqnace in any manner whatever, and 
that they passed by in a sober and in a decent manner. 

Q. According to your observations, has the experience of a)l the citizens 
been similar to yours? ; 

A. It has, wherever I have had occasion to speak of it; the experience of 
one is the same as that of another. I would like to say in this connection 
that at my place of business we were frequently annoyed by two or three 
drunken soldiers coming in and begging for this thing and that thing. 

. Have you been annoyed in that way during the last year and a half? 

. Notina single instance. I think that the establishment of the Keeley 
cure has been one of the most beneficial results that was ever undertaken, 
and it has brought upthe morals of the men, as well as satisfied the commu- 
nity, the citizens of Tasvenworth, and whereas the old soldiers were once a 
nu ce and a burden, they are now a source of pleasure to the people, and 
I believe it all comes from the Keeley cure, every bit of it. 

. Are you in a position to know the general sentiment of this community 
with regard to the management of the Home and the conduct of the gov- 
ernor during the last year and a half? 

A. Yes, sir; Iam. 

2 What is that sentiment? 

The sentiment is universally in favor of the governor, both as to his 
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social and business relations, and the management of the Home is commended 
by all citizens, irrespective of class. 

Q. you account for anything within your own knowledge why charges 
have been made against the governor which have led to this investigation? 

AI believe it — ure jealousy. 

Pe James A. McGonigle onic. ‘Ihave resided here since May, 1857; my age 


t What is your occupation? 
Contractor and builder. 
What important work have you done in building during the last ten 


yor 
7 built the Kansas City Union Depot. Atchison Union Depot, Buffalo 
Union Depot, Denver pun 2 Pe ot » Barty aoe m depot over in Iowa, general 
office building of the Santa tezuma Hotel at the Las Vegas 
Hot Springs, N. Mex., and ot a ae of * statehouse of Kansas, and 
a num of insane nsane asylums in Kansas and Nebraska, a coli building in 
Omaha, and Machinery Halil and other buildings at the World's Fair, an 
most of the buildings a at the Soldiers’ Home. 
? & Are oo well acquainted in this city? 
Yea, si 
2. Know the sentiment of its people? 
1 believe I do. 
aes you acquainted with Governor Smith? 


a How long have you knowr him? 
Since the commencement of the construction of the Home. 

Since May, 1893, have you had good op unities for observing the man- 
enka of the Home, the appearance _- i pmansbens: have you noted their 
oars or discomfort, their discipline, their behavior as to temperance or 
inte rance, and the conduct of the Governor? 

‘A. Vell, I think the ement of the Home on the part of the Governor 
is ; as far as I can see the discipline of the —y is satisfactory, and lam 
, from knowledge of the past and what I have seen recently, that 
the discipline and the actions of the camtheus ¢ of the Home are far superior 
gr Yo mer Sree Swe years sue os . “- said 
ou have been engaged in pu ng two an wo toge or 
charges against the governor from any- 


were ; can you account for these 
ing within peer. own knowledge? 


0; 1 can not. 
. Do you know anybody that can? 


said: 
nage Oe ae ; am 60-years of age; am in the bank- 
ess—president of the on Savings Bank. 
. Have ou been a visitor at the Soldiers’ Tone donned 
Yes, sir; frequently. 
2 Are you acquainted with the governor? 
@ Have pom meee 80M, ne _ ‘ 
ave you requent opportuni! observing managemen 
aisciplin line, ‘and conduct of the members of a Home? 
2. What has tt’been since May 
Since May, 1893, or since “he i Keeley a ¥ was established, 
hove nota agreat change in the old soldiers. It has been ieagroshas ait 
ime, and from then u ow a — time it mn been a ttle del for me 
to take anyone out to the ore that time I felt a little delicacy in 
taking my family down to the! Home, but now Lam very proud to take anyone 
down there, there has been such a marked change. 
2-2 Do are know Governor Smith well? 
9:3 oo. ve you chegreed, tice? in his conduct during the last year and a 


that you could cri 
. No, ae; not a thing: it been commendable in every Epapeet. 
ne a pretty we i ani with the sentiments of the people of 


= sir; I think I am. 
’ ies ou think the reares withthe sentiments you have expressed 
to the soak of the Home and thecomiincs of the governor? 
is nniversal. 
you are in a position to know? 
see I come in contact with all classes of citizens. 


O. B. Taylor said: 
I have resided here eaten ears. At the present time I am out of busi- 
ness. With the exception thelast three years I have been in the wholesale 
grocery business. 

Are you acquainted with a man named McLouth? 


Sago 
ee 
- Xes, ir; v 


say that he 
solicited ned have contrib- 


Do you know Penziting about his habits? 
Only from is. is Se, Sem ek Ss eis aay Dae 


' o3 you know oe ie ahowt his reputation for truth’ 
2. pe pen aegeaiatel ae Governor Smith? 


am. 

How have you known him? 

& iese be tnaen 0 teal 
on visited the Home frequen tly? 

. Not within the last year; gentionen have said wh 


ony here this evening; does your observation 
severe lead you to agree with them in their Sabaine ‘ts? 
A. It does, entirely. 
Mr. Authur Rimonds sald: said: pS l 
age; I have resided in Leavenworth thirty-seven years; 
am a manufacturer Bei wholesale dealer in 
are poree acquainted with the Governor of the Soldiers’ Home? 


? Vere ates. you ory fevcuently visited the Home? 


, indeed. 
7 Have’ i hed good opportunities for observing its management? 


a! ne yon had opportunities to observe the conduct of the governor in 
his intercourse with officers and members of the Home; have you evar been 
him and Tauthens 


Home) conversations took place between 


$ Wie eis: I I fos on several occasi: 
been his womiack with with ‘reference to his language and manner? 


Apri 15, 


A. It has always been that of a Pasnem peeves’ cochant weeny que of 
them. I never heard him say an a’ 


ve word, or swear at them, but always 
ene them good adviee. ” 


. Have seen anything in the conduct of the governor during the last 
B.S gad a half which you could criticise? 
A. I will answer that, General, in my simple way; I have seen the 
ernor when he is uptown a many times; I I ha 
eighteen out of twenty times that he comes, and I have never seen him. in 
ae condition than that of a perfect gentleman. 
wg. A Ge TARAS SE RE hy eee McLouth? 


9. ion name ‘ou_ known him? 
IT have known him for several years, but I can not say how long. 

. Where does he reside? 

He did reside here; then w’ when they built the Southwestern Railroad 
they named a town after him and he moved there, but whether he is living 
there now or not I do not know. 

9. Have you my rttge Sree a: tauren ideal 
I have seen him 4 ge ee 
9-f payee new am 
_ yes, sir, ia petite. 


=e tis very, veuy ecdom, Lam scery tomy, that ‘he tanct unfer the infiu- 
ce of 
you kuow anything about his reputation for truth; have you evor 


uestioned? 
in a business manner, yes; os: Ttaawe teen Shee toate sadn on the 
Aauih. and they have been returned through our banks here not 
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he cashed them? 
wad insane tecemaee Cheat 5 Snow 6 het his meals and drinks 


so much eae. end 
check in the bank, and it 
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cirew 
one allowance; in other words, I would want a 
= ced do not think he is responsible for what he says 
e time. 


i ee apeweeet in ao sel $0 nasties: 


re does he live? 
ee ee His home used to be at 
r) 


noe een nem, him? 
me) t had any Totter to observe his habits? 
ry frequently. 
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Nee catch him sober. 
any statement of his, made from his casual observa 

as enemy veliathe 

—- nutiated by some better authority. 
y 


reside and what is his occupation? 
here. oe ae eee came, bast do not 
anaes Seana oe anae year or two. 
aa ‘or sobriety 

is totally irresponsible for what he says or does, | 


‘gga tn rnmmaeeined the man? 


ment tthe Board of Managers agroe with you and th have signed this 


to the nner’ sare Se x" andthe other gentlemen 


with you? 
; Ithink I am 
this community is 


ration ut that this com hat he has 
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this city twenty four years; I i Xe poume of age, and my 


cla cars Sal on the Home? 


A. Yes, sir; I haye. 
aes you had an opportunity to frequently observe the conduct of the 


[oie sinsn ih tsk eel in wim of 
consider it a pee ee its manage- 
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Q. What is bad about it?—A. You know what a bad standing of a man in 


town is—the same come to a town and make inquiry in regard toa 
° wo ho vottain en expe on) about it. 


firm ; ything 9 
. pe reas anything f about the man; I only state the gen- 
as con ee 7 eee te a felow<citiems. ” 


nr if answer to said: 
Pinte resided in sean for -five years; my business has been 
in the banking business. 


mie ckoertieg toe with Governor Smith, and have 
ee for @ the management of the Home? 
sir 


yourown way what has been the result of your observa- 
Set elgnn ony this; Thave boon frequ 
sa : ve a ent visitor 
coustrestion first 


erbo 
cl 
3 
; 
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at the Home the time its commenced, and from what 
I have seen of Smith and his management it has led me to believe 
that it has been —that he is the right man in the right place. 
Q. Have you a governor's conduct during that close 
observation that you ? 
A. I havenot, cortaaly, within the past three years. 
g you Know & th? 
does he reside? 
z He resides at @ little town in Jefferson County, or near a little town in 
Jefferson County, named McLouth. 
' long have known him? 
> exes car think. 
What are 
co. 
what way 
In the way of drinking. During a deal of the time McLouth is 
responsible for he says or does; mind is certainly weak, and the 
see ee I said before, is not, in my judgment, responsible a good part of the 
time. 


you know a man by the name of Lilley? 
acquainted with his reputation? 


rorore 
ran 


; he ts what is termed a.“ morphine fond.” 


he the reputation of having a morphine habit? 
consider his statement an incident com nd 
ke caceiy eases on 


a 
if 
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Caldwell recalled. 
state, if you please, how came these gentlemen here 
testimony ? 
of the fact that this in and 
So! ving 
made to do an injustice to Governor Smith, and an 
was asked if I would meet a few gentlemen at the 


Bip tom 
55 sF7b 7 
re 
: 


i 


z 
i 
2 
é 
E 
e 
4 
5 
a 
F 
d 
® 
Z 
i 
: 
, 
g 
® 


National about half 4 o'clock to-day. I did not know what the 
gentlemen proposed to do, but we met, fifty or more men, whoare more than 
an average of the business standing in this community, as as moral 
standing of the citizens. 1 Go not think we could got y men 
eee Se Seen better cxeliy, peereiey, ov te vastness, the 
gentlemen who have been here to-day, I met gentlemen, and they 
the meeting Seceng ee enairuans, sak Clee 6 ted a com- 

of eight or ten, of which I was the chairman, to upon the in 
who was conducting this in for the purpose of 


that we might possess or answering any ques- 
he might choose to ask, and also for the purpose of presen ae to 


ineqacter.ganerel a petition by fifty or more tlemen, addressed 
of Tenagern, acq ting the Board and ral 


of the people of Leavenworth in regard to the manage- 
and with regard to Governor Smith. I want toadd that 
desire of every citizen to give to the or-general 
oe oe ene anal Smith, so far 
—— justice might be done in this case. I want to 
8 that Governor Smith has been ical and 
of the Home, but his reputation as a 
among and with the citizens of Leavenworth, as well 
been such as to make it impossible to think he would be 
manner to the members of the Home. While there are 
tlemen present to-day, a thousand or more would have 
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had time to get here. 

In anticipation of an inquiry which members may make, I will say 
that Colonel Smith, to his arriving at the Home in Leav- 
en had suffered from the excessive use of intoxicants. He 
took the cure and, benefit from it, advised others 
to take it. But, Mr. Speaker, that he has continued to drink or 
that he is wanting in those finer qualities which constitute a gen- 
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not believe; bat, not knowing him intimately, I take 
referring to my friend from New ae Boour| 
is to 


oul Genlth Doe many yom 
. Is it a fact that they have these Keeley insti- 

at Soldiers’ Homes? 

CURTIS of New York. I amnot informed on that subject. 

mee . Well, do they have such an institute at Leav- 
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New York. 
, who is a member of the Board, will be able to answer 
See cestion when he takes the floor. 


, in addition to the testimony of the man 8 
Bone ey : A egmae 


Te Beees of Managers of the National Mitttary Home located at Leaven- 


g° 


We, the citizens of Leavenworth, Kans., desire 
‘ most kindly consideration for Andrew 
en cnentention affairs at the ecaisen 
— _— 
XS ~ 
a 


We believe that the cnarges preferred against the governor are without 
cause and instituted from malicious motives. 

We therefore respectfully ask, in the name of deceucy and good govern- 
ment, that Governor Smith be retained in his present position, as we, indi- 
vidually and collectively, from personal acquaintance and business contact, 
believe him to be far better equipped for the management of this institution 
than those who, by misrepresentation and false charges, are seeking to pull 
him down. 

Dated Leavenworth, Kans., October 6, 1894. 


Ettenson, Woolfe & Co., department store; Carl Hoffman, proprietor 


Chickering Hall; C. Peaper, cashier First National Bank: Bitt- 
mann Todd Grocer Co., wholesale grocers; J. W. Crancer & Co., 
wholesale hardware; Rohefing & Co., wholesale grocers 


Sprague; W. C. Sprague; Geo. A. Spooner; H. D. Rush: J. ¢ 
Lysie, of Kelley-Lysie Milling Co.; J. M. Laing; Ketcheson & 
Reeves; D. A. McKibben; Arthur Simmons, wholesale cigars: 
Rothenberg & Schloss, wholesale cigars; E. W. Snyder, president 
Manufacturing National Bank; John Hannon; J. W. Fogles, vice 
ae First_ National Bank; J. W. Spratley, president Union 
‘ rng Bank; E. P. Willson, president Great Western Stove Co.; 
John Wilson, president Great Western Manufacturing Co.: W. 
A. Rose, Leavenworth Bag Manufacturing Co.; Humphrey Rose, 
Leavenworth Bag Manufacturing Co.; Sam‘! Dodsworth Book Co.; 
J. 8. Rice; C. Townsend; John Schmelzer, jr.; J. F. Schmelzer 
& Sons; A. Caldwell, president Commercial Exchange; T. Sinkos, 
M. D.; Geo. J. Charlin, general agent A., T. & 8S. F. R. R.; Jos. 
Granper, ticket agent Md. P. R. W.; Nathaniel 8S. Thomas, rector 
St. Paul's Church; Elliot Marshall, general agent Burlington 
Route; B. F. Harper, Leavenworth Standard; Edwin M. Ran- 
dall, Jr., pastor First M. E. Church; B. Jameson, chairman Repub- 
lican County Central Committee; F. G. Markart, manager A. J. 
Angell & Co, lumber; W. A. Kirkham, jeweler; Philip Rothschild 
& Son, men's outfitters; Breens Bros., dry goods; J.C. Murphy, C. 
T.A. Union Pacific System; W. W. Walter, M. D.; M. B. Me- 
Creary, Polar Ice Co.; B.S. Richard, saddlery; A. Luecholt, news- 
paper manager, Standard; Sara B. Lynch, postmaster; W. T. 
ewitt, merchant. 


I will read a letter from Edwin M. Randall, jr., pastor First 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Leavenworth, Kans., who was 
not able to appear at the time of the investigation: 


LEAVENWORTH, KANs., October 18, 1894. 
Gen. W. W. AVERILL, Bath, N. Y. 


DEAR Str: It was not my privilege to attend the meeting of citizens at the 
National Hotel of this city, or I should have gladly been there and added my 
testimony to that of the others. 

I will not pretend to give any information as to the specific questions that 
formed the subjects of your investigation at the National Military Home 
here. Your proceedings should have made you more fully informed than I, 
but I do feel t I can indorse the general management of the Home. I have 
been a frequent visitor there, a number of the inmates have been members of 
A congregation and church, and I have enjoyed many opportunities as an 
interested citizen to acquaint myself with the condition of affairs there. 
What I say is also impartial, as I have received nothing but courtesy from 
——> are parties to the controversy. 

tever may be the truth in the matter, I can not, from my personal 
knowledge, = those who oppose Governor Smith with anything more 
than an honest, though intense, disagreement with him as to the principles 
= which the Home should be managed. On the other hand, there proba- 
bly are details in which I might differ in jadgment with Colonel Smith 

Notwithstanding all this, I regard his administration as eminently success- 
ful. I doubt if y= could easily find another man who could do as well in 
that position of almost unequaled difficulty. I know personally that the 
better class of citizens within my circle of acquaintance are practically 
unanimous in indorsing him. Not one soldier from the Home who has wor- 
shiped in my congregation has spoken of him otherwise than kindly. To 
the general public he is one of the most courteous and accommodating men 
I have ever reen. He is so regarded by the public, and asa result the Home 
has become a far more popvlar pleasure resort than the fort. I have never 
heard his honesty or honor questioned by any not connected with the recent 
troubles in the Home. I am sure that the Keeley treatment at the Home has 
been a benefit both to the Home and to our city, by effecting the reformation 
of many of the unfortunate inmates of the Home. That Governor Smith 
has had any selfish interest in it is absurd. My knowledge of him, based 
upon an intimate personal acquaintance, leads me to believe that he unites 
in an unusual degree those qualities that preeminently qualify him for the 

lace. He isa man of sterling qualities, and his removal would be regarded 

y our citizens as most unfortunate. I heartily unite with others in recom- 
mending his retention. 

Very truly, yours, EDWIN M. RANDALL, Jr. 


Tread a copy of a letter to General Franklin from Rev. T. H. 
Kinsella, Catholic chaplain, under date of February 29, 1896: 


Rush & 


FEBRUARY 29, 1896. 
Gen. W. B. FRANKLIN, 
President Board of Managers, N. H. D. V.S. 
GENERAL: In view of certain adverse criticisms of the management of this 
Western Branch now going the rounds of the press, I have the honor to sub- 
mit to you my personal experience as testimony in rebuttal of 


all such at 
. whether emanating from private malice or ill-adv 


ised sympathy 


As a Catholic priest, living in this community for many years, I feel that I 
have excepti opportunities to know the true inwardness of the motives 
which mMmspire these attacks, They are base, and in no sense represent the 
sentiments of our sple, either within or without the Home. Among so 
large @ number of old men, bent under physical, mental, and moral infirmity, 
conseqtient on old age, it is to be expected that discontent and imaginary 
wrongs should find a place among their mental! feelings. Such a condition of 


mind, though confined to a few, is of course to be e 
cipled ae and cyclonic newspapers use these 
defeat ant ity and breed discontent. 

I deem it my duty to lay before you, as president of the Boar’ of Managers 
the true state of affairs. With a full sense, therefore, of my position before 
the public, I make bold to say that the management of this Branch Home is 
able, humane, and generons to an eminent degree. Order, of course, must be 
maintained, and the vicious few must be suppressed. On these two points 
the overwhelming membership of the Home is in full accord. The Keeley 
treatment is but a means tothisend. It has been successful, and successful 
to an extent that can be measured only by a comparison between the present 

affairs and conditions and the same as existent before its introduc- 

tion into the Home. I was here before the Western Branch Home was in 
. I watched its construction and saw its halls gradually peopled. The 

bells of our church joined their music to the sunerel choet of joy that filled 
the air when first you sent us the news—the glorious news that the Soldiers’ 


xpected, and yet unprin 
ravings of decrepitude to 
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Home would be at our gates. We tco were liberal, as you well know mt 
the day quickly came when all good citizess regretted the presence of the 
Western Branch in their midst, so t was the influx of men and women 
of low character and intemperate habits. Thecity authorities had toincrease 
the police force; the sheriff of the county was kept busy long after each 
day, and I honestly believe Governor Smith himself became alarmed. Phi 
was some five cr six years ago. In April, 1892, the Keeley treatment for 
alcoholism was introduced, and the ual improvement in the morals and 
manners of the drinking class of the Home has given an air of peace and con- 
tentment to this Home which it had not known before. The change is very 
marked, and it certainly proves the efficacy of the treatment. 

Lam in a position to obtain the very best testimony in regard to this much- 
talked-of treatment, and I must say that I would show myself indifferent to 
the best interests of humanity as well as to the welfare of the veterans of the 
late war should I remain silent on this occasion. I am fully convinced that 
the Beeley vague has worked a transformation in this Home; that the treat- 
ment has been, on the whole, a ear yany Success, and that, what is more to 
the point, no one to my knowledge has been unduly influenced to take the 
trea nt or to pay the expenses entailed. 

I have the honor to be, very res eb For obedient servant, 

(Signed) OS. H. KINSELLA, Catholic Chaplain. 


ROBERT HAYES, 
First Lieutenant and Adjutant. 


I also read a letter from Rev. W. J. Gillespie, the Protestant 
chaplain: 


Gen, W. B. FRANKLIN, 
President Board of Managers, N. H. D. V. 8. 

GENERAL: I hereby beg leave to lay before you the following facts in the 
interest of justice and the best interest of this Branch Home. 

1. It may have come to | Se knowledge, or it may yet come to your knowl- 
edge, that attempts have nm made through the ea ge te and, perhaps 
otherwise, to discredit the management of Col. Andrew J. Smith, governor 
of the Western Branch. 

2. Ihave been here, as you know, for more than nine years; that is, almost 
from the establishment of this Branch, and have had opportunity of knowing 
the facts I am about to state. 

3. From 1886 up until about three years the r old men who came 
here were the victims of the saloons, brothels, and thugs, who seemed to 

ard old soldiers as their proper prey. 

. The public highway from venworth to the Home, and, indeed, the 
limits surrounding the Home, became infested with disreputable places 
where abandoned men and women lay in wait for our people, especially 


about pension day. 

So eheracetul haa these conditions become that the respectable men and 
women of Leavenworth bitterly eomerenes of the sights and sounds and 
indecent exposures on the part of our drugged and drunken men on the pub- 


lic nagnweys. 

5. ut three years ago the Board of Managers permitted Colonel Smith 
to establish a course of treatment for such of our people as an uncon- 
trollable drink habit, and who wished to be cured of it. The results have 
been wonderful. More than thirteen hundred men have availed themselves 
of this treatment. I have personally talked with more than a thousand of 
them. I have never heard one of them intimate that he had been forced to 
take the cure, or that he had been payeree by it. On the contrary, hundreds 
of them have told me how thankful they were for it, and how much their 

had been benefited since freed from alcoholic disease. 

Morally the change in the men has been as marked as it is physically. In 
the barracks, on the grounds, the most wonderful change in the gentlemanly 
bearing of the men has taken pace, 

6. Through the efforts of Colonel Smith and the officers and members of the 
Home who have him, many of the vilest places along the highways 

to the Home have been closed. The sight of drunken men lying on 
the or indecent exposures of their persons is almost un- 
known. Not only are there no | r com ts from citizens about the 
members of the Home, but, on the er han sregnens expressions of grati- 
fication are heard over the change effected, and the most influential le 
in business an circles are very free in their expressions cfoomnenin. 
tion of Colonel Smith's work as governor of the Home. 

On F w torial Association of the State of Kan- 

their chairman and the editor of 

tial paper probably in paid 

the wonderfully su management of Col. 
of Home 


hope that the Board of Managers 


designing or the 
ese teed tye any o in the 
way of Colonel Smith in this great effort to 
men from the of the insatiable appetite which has brought mental, 
cal, and finan not to say moral, ruin to f es. 
Grand as has been Colonel Smith's material 
ment will ‘have been found in the ‘restored | health 
men Ww or the firs e in man ve fo 
the insatiable thirst for alcoholic ctcaulante. 
Respectfully, 


A true copy: 


Signed W. J. GILLESPIE, 
. , Protestant Chaplain. 


ROBERT HAYES, 
First Lieutenant and Adjutant. 

In reply to the marae which has been made that General Frank- 
lin procured the appointment of Colonel Smith and has retained 
him as the governor of the Home at Leavenworth, Kans., because 
of some family connection or close relation in the late war, I 
wish to say that Colonel Smith is neither a relative nor connec- 
tion of General Franklin, nor did Smith ever serve on General 
Franklin’s staff. There was upon the Board of eee Se 
the Kansas Home was esta a gentleman who at the time 
was also governor of that State. Hehad been one of her most dis- 
—— soldiers and had contributed to her glory and credit 
by his skill, ree and — thelate war. I refer toGen. 
John A. Martin. It was he, Mr. Speaker, who asked for and 
secured the appointment of Col. Andrew J. Smith as governor of 
the Home. onel Smith had shown his sc as a subordinate 
officer in the Home in Maine. Governor 
the Home iz his State opened under the most successful 


A true copy: 


rescue brave but unfortunate | ing. 


Aprit 15, 


asked for and secured the appointment of the present governor. 
He has retained the confidence of the Board o ers, and 
everyone is equally ible for his retention. 

It is not for me to the question of propriety as to the con- 
duct of the gentleman from Mr. BLUE], who has under- 
taken to report the secrets of the Mili Committee. The chair- 
man of that committee [Mr. Huu] is here in charge of this 
measure; he will have his time in this discussion. The conduct 
of any membei who attempts to disclose the proceedings of an 
executive session is one upon which all men in this House must 
have fixed ae. It is enough for me to say that the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs has recommended the four gentlemen 
named for the favorable consideration of the House. 

Mr. 8 er, as to the general management of these Homes, 
which the gentleman from Kansas has so bitterly condemned, I 
wish to say that we are fortunate in having upon the floor of this 
House a Member who has mony times represented an important 
district in the State of Indiana and has had long service upon 
the Board of M . It will fall upon him to explain—at least 
I shall not und e the task to do so—the methods by which 
these various Homes are governed. We have in the other branch 
of Congress two distin: ed Senators (MITCHELL of Wisconsin 
and SEWELL of New Jersey) who have long been members of this 
Board. I am authorized to say that General Franklin’s name did 
a to che une = or wish of his own, nor 

anyone who can as tative, 

His reelection has been urged by A conan gay tem and a 

— number of men who know his high character and qualifica- 
ons. 

The assumption which has been put forth by the gentleman from 
Kansas that General Franklin has neglected to properly perform 
any of the various duties oe him in respect to the 
sunnnaimont of the Homes, the pu P , or donated funds 
is a criticism upon the act of Congress esta these Homes. 
The Board has complied with the requirements of the law creat- 
ing it. If that law is in —e culaees to criticism—if any gen- 
tleman wishes to modify what may be termed the organic law of 
these institutions, let him propose amendments for the consid- 
eration of the House. 

I may say in addition (if I have not already made it sufficiently 
— that the member of the Board li nearest any particular 

ome is charged with the A serps supe nm of the Home and the 

msibility of looking after it and correc any irregularities. 

Colonel Cooke, oi en oe : an eeleng 

su on, su e general and regulations estab- 

fished for the government of the Home. I have no doubt that all 

matters connected with the management of the Home will be fully 

tur oy atic by my friend from the State of Indiana 
. STEELE]. 

I stated in the beginning of ae that I wished to address 
myself to the House as a mem living nearest to New Eng- 
land, from which States two members are to be elected, and as 
one having a greater personal interest in the selection of mem- 
bers from that section of the country than those living in the 

Sta I have in a feeble manner dis- 


tary this 
ken of General Franklin simply as 

with important duties which 
neglect, which he is too wise and too able to fall short of perform- 


a public officer, 
as &@ man c he ought not to 
. Iwill go as far as any man here in req a strict and 
— SS of the duties imposed upon him and the Board 
o 
ou Gain, aaglsk to way Haas and relations (2 
a few my and relations 
General Franklin. 


Itis nownearly thirty-five years sinceI was amongthe number of 
those who, unacquainted with war as a science or art came back on 
that memorable and y Monday, the 22d of July, 1861, from 

rested in camps on other side 
. General demorali- 


ptain in a, regiment 


called at the headquar- 
ashington, and for the first 
the 


, desiring to have | knowledge 
Suspsoee, 
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four beeqeent ee ene. the flag—in discharging the 
duties of several positions to which the Administration saw 
fit to appoint me—I say that the value of those services is due in 

part tothe care, the counsel, and the instruction given me 
fy B. 


individual, with a heart full of gratitude, of my 
andes my affection, and my sincere regard for General Frank- 
friend when I was young: inexperienced in pub- 
y unacquainted with the duties of the position I 
had undertaken; he gave me instruction which enabled me to per- 
form them, with at feast some credit to myself and I hope useful 
to my country. While in the performance of my legislative dut 
I know neither friend nor enemy. I will, however, as an individ- 
ual, stand before anybody, any tribunal, and defend the purity of 
character, the ability an devotion to duty and to his country of 
Gen. William B. Franklin. 
, Lrefer to him with feelings which are heartfelt and 
whatever of ability I brought to the public service 
and honors I have won lowe largely to him. I appeciate the value 
of his services not gnly to me, but to his country, as a teacher in 
those days of devotion to national unity, when the services of such 
a man were of supreme importance to the nation in educating the 
mass of willing, but uninstructed volunteers. I trust the House 
will pardon me for my digression from the main question, and for 
thus speaking of acomradein arms for whom I have cherished and 
still cherish the fondest and most affectionate sentiments of esteem 
and devotion. [Applause. | ; 
Mr. HULL: the gentleman from New York yield me the 
remainder of ys time, or yield it to the gentleman from Indiana 


of New York. Certainly. I yield the remainder 
tleman from Indiana. 
r. Speaker, I regret that I have not the voice 
of the gentleman from Kansas. I hope the mem- 
will, on account of my diffidence, and I assure 
you it is great when I get on my feet, give me the attention they 
would give to a beginner and make any allowance necessary for 
of my shortcomings that may be apparent. 
ject of profound interest to this country, and is of 
special interest to the honor and integrity of every good Soldier. 
Are we to come in here to-day and attack the reputation of as good 
soldiers asever did battle, and throw their reputation to the winds 
because we will not hear but one side of the case? 
ene from Kansas = BLUE} has seen proper to state 
I did not know about the Soldiers’ Homes was enough 
a That istrue, although I have been a member, and 
member, of the Board of Managers for something over 
but what I know of the character of matter he has 
attention of the House during the discussion to-day 
been a member of the Board of the,seven different 
information of the same kind, and enough of the 
literature that the gentleman has presented to the 
to fill a book or a library. Everything he has 
attention of the House, or nearly everything, has 
investigated not only by the Board o Ts 
but particularly by a su ttee of the Board. 
Kansas, now governor of that State, was for over 
member of the , and as such the local manager 
orth Home. Col. Sidney Cook, also of Kansas, 
of the Board for over two years, and both of them 
ty as local managers, with General Pearson, a dis- 
Siieaied so aiceertaantee tie traona 
ec ve rought in 
different times. a did not go into a ial investiga- 
volume the gentleman from New York, Gen- 
t before you. if you think they did not go to 
matter. And the investigation by General 
and Governor Morrill, if an , went more into detail, 
every witness brought before them the assurance that 
he said he ht feel absolutely satisfied should have 
eras in the Home. In that way the facts 


forgetting it I wish to sayin this connection that as 
of the Board of Managers we oan een, gearing 
‘ornia, once a year, as required by law. We do not 
ht around once pb but from 
time we visit all of the Homes, except 
law assumes we should. Owing, however, 
it, we have not visited the Calif 
four or five years; but the local manager 
from time to time and gives us in detail what is 


from Kansas said that what I do not know on 


ze 


Ae 


Tae 
al 


i 
i 


suplites 
HL 


: 
: 
F 


i 


i 


Pi 
is 

ze 

3 

: 


ay 
il 


ee ee ee me a questi 
the other day about a bond. I knew by a provision put into 
40 appropriation bill the system of keeping the acco 
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Homes had been changed, and it was decided that the president of 
the Board of Managers should not be the treasurer of the Home. 
Owing to that change in the system, for three months men in the 
several Homes were without the necessary funds to make purchases 
that ought to have been made, on account of that bill. And when 
it was settled and this “striker” of General Franklin was made 
treasurer of the Home by the Board of Managers, General Frank- 
lin had but one vote, just as any of the rest of us had. And, Mr. 
Speaker, while we as members are not as a rule as well informed 
as he is—I know I do not know as much as he does in these mat- 
ters—yet my vote is just as potent as his, and whatever is wrong 
in the venworth Home—or in any other, for that matter—I as- 
sume my share of the responsibility for, whether because of ignor- 
ance or because I have not had time to study the matters, it makes 
no difference which. 

Whenever we go to one of those Homes, as I was saying, we see 
that every soldier who is in the Home that day is notified that if 
he has any complaint of any nature to make he is invited to come 
before the Board and state just what the complaint is. He is 
heard, and not in the presence of the governor or any officer of the 
Home, either, and is informed that what he says to us shall not 
operate against him as a member of the Home. That is done at 
rr Home in every case. 

y, in 1866, gentlemen of the committee, the first National 
Home was established at Togus, Me.; in 1867, those at Dayton and 
Milwaukee; in 1870, that at Hampton, Va.; in 1885, that at Leaven- 
worth, Kans.; in 1886, that at Santa Monica, Cal., and in 1888, 
that at Marion, Ind. 

In these Homes 78,000 men have been cared for, and 15,000 have 
died. During the last year there were, in the National Homes, 
20,600 men cared for, and the average attendance was about 16,000, 
There have been expended from the organization of the Homes to 
the present time over $40,000,000, and no man dare say, or can 
substantiate the truth of the assertion, that there has been one 
single farthing lost in the expenditure of this great sum. 

And here let me say suet about the trust fund. As may 
be seen from the report of the Board of Managers for the year 
1895, these trust funds originated in the benevolence of two of our 
patriotic citizens—a Mr. Ward and a Mr. Stinson. These worthy 
men left legacies of considerable amount and committed the care 
and expenditure of their bequests to the Board of Managers of 
the National Home for Volunteer Soldiers. As trustees the Board 
considered they had no right to surrender active personal control 
of this money; to have covered the amounts into the Treasury 
would, in the opinion of the Board, have been a violation of this 
sacred trust, for then the wishes of the donors could not have been 
realized unless Congress should be pleased to appropriate from 
the legacies. These trusts have been continuously at interest, 
and the income from interest would have been lost to the old sol- 
diers had the principal been stored in the United States Treasury. 
Refer to the report of the Board and you will see what were the 
amounts of these legacies, what the interest earnings, what dis- 
bursements from this source have been made, and what the bal- 
ance on hand. A benevolent lady, who does not wish to parade 
Hn name, has also given and equipped a library for the Dayton 

ome, 

I will say that the Board of Managers are the creatures of Con- 
gress. Congress created the corporation. Congress named the 
members who are to belong to this corporation, and as such cor- 
— they hold the lands, or at least a greater portion of them. 

me have been deeded directly to the United States, but they 
hold the rest in trust; they could not dispose of them or make 
title excepting for the United States. 

Coming to the cost of the maintenance of these several Homes— 
but I am not going to detain you long—I will say to you that the 
efficiency of the management of this Home has been demonstrated 
by the report of the Inspector-General, the same Inspector-Gen- 
ore that you have been invited to read, and I hope you 
will it—not alone the parts that the gentleman from a 
[Mr. Bug] has selected for you, but every word of it. And when 
you come to read the report that this same Inspector-General also 
made to the Secretary of War, you will find more criticism on the 
ae of accounts in the War Department than in those kept 
by the rd of Managers. 

And let me tell you further what you will find, that the Home 
for regular soldiers that is under the management of the War 
Department has cost per capita $197.89, while that of the National 
Home has been but $117.64, a difference of $80.25 per man in favor 
of the management of the National Home—about 69 per cent in 
favor of the National Home. Of those in the National Home 
5,600, or one-third of the whole number, have been in the hospital 

use of their infirmities and their greater age. The average 
age of the members of the National Home is over 60 years—pretty 
nearly 61 years—while the average age of the men ont here at the 
Home for regulars is only a little more than 51 years. 

The meninthe National Homes are there because of their infirm- 
ities, their disabilities, and the comparatively small expense in 
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the care of the members of the National Homes has been achieved 
notwithstanding the fact that about one-third of the number have 
been cared for in the hospitals. Let me say to you further that 
if you will goto these National Homes—and I refer toall of them— 
you will find the men absolutely satisfied, or as much so as they 
can be where they must be deprived of the society of wife, 
mother, or sister; that they have the cleanest houses to sleep in, 
the cleanest beds, the cleanest tables from which to eat, theclean- 
est and the best-cooked food and the greatest variety, that any 
soldiers have ever had in the world. 

Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. STEELE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is it not a fact that there is no discrimina- 
tion made against soldiers who are drawing pensions in th 
Homes? 

Mr. STEELE. That is true. 

Mr. TALBERT. That they draw pensions and also have the 
privilege of being inmates of these Homes, and get the same treat- 


ment? 
Mr. STEELE. Yes; without limit as to the amount of the pen- 
sion so far as the law is com ; but the Board of Managers, 
upon their own responsibility, excepting in rare cases or very 
meritorious or di ing cases, do not it men who are draw- 
ing more than $16 a month, very few above $12. Lately there 
have been afew men totally blind or without legs or without 
arms cared for in the Homes, notwithstanding the fact that they 
receive more than $12 or $16 per month pensions. Why, there 
are a great many men in the Homes who would not be there if 
they could help it. We have cancer patients whose people do not 
care to board them. A man came to me in my own district not 
very long ago and said: ‘‘I must go to the Soldiers’ Home. My 
wife is dead, and while I can go to my son-in-law’s house, I can 
see that he does not want me there. I could get work if it were 
not for this sore that is eating out my life, but I can not get board. 
Therefore I am compelled to go te the Home. I want to give up 
my pension; I want the Home to use it.” But we have no au- 
thority to use it. We may not use it and do not want to use it; 
too many wives and other dependents would be deprived of it. 
Mr. TALBERT. I do not wish to take up the gentleman’s time, 
but I will ask him if he will give this House some information 


about this Keeley institution? 

Mr. STEELE. I was g to speak about the Keeley Club. 
The Keeley Club was formed in 1892 or 1898, at Leavenworth. 
Since the beginning of that organization there have been some- 
thing over 1,800 inmates at that Home who have taken the Keeley 
eure. Of these there have been about 13 per cent of Two 
hundred and forty men, confirmed drunkards who h 
Heme because they were drunkards, have taken the Keeley cure 
= have rejoined their families and are now making their own 

ving at home. 

An officer high in railroad circles took the Keeley cure of his 
own volition. And I assert that there is not a single soldier who 
has taken the Keeley cure except of his own volition, and after 
they have gone home have done well. 

A civil engineer, as I say, of the Missouri Pacific Railroad took 
the cure, and after staying at the Home awhile and demonstrating 
that he was cured he went out into business in and is now 
drawing a salary of $3,500 a year. In other words, it is shown to 
have been ee page we ne tn an huneaueal Man- 
agers app subject reluctantly. was something 
the Board did not know an about, and they were afraid of 
it. But after hearing Governor Smith, who had himself taken the 
cure, we concluded to let them try it at a reduced price. Instead 
of $25—Dr. Keeley’s regular price at that time—the Board said he 
might charge $10. The men of their own accord have formed 
what they call a Keeley Club, and charge $20. This is 
ment of their own. Twenty dollars is paid, of which 
fee, and with a part of the surplus they have bui 
chapel at the Home at Leavenworth. 
they see p . And now I want to read what 

@ says I will not take the trouble te 
of it, but it says: 
eshpseceng eigen pez owt al 
worth County, Kans., Sunday, February 23, 1896, the following resolutions 


and 


way coqveed to tale the cup clase Sp 
“Resolved, That we, in taking the Keeley 
freely, of our own accord, after 

by others; that it has 

and to our 


- , That 
of the Veterans” 
Disabled Volunteer 
, coercion ra fo 
upon our familiarit: character and 
postaseatinn of the Gyunindis Snoutr antaet: and 
resolutions be forwarded to Gen. Willian. 
National for Disabled V «i- 
be to that end the secretary is hereby 
directed to prepare a copy hereof for that purpose and send same to tha: 


JOHN T. PEET, 
President Veterans’ Keeley League, No. 1, of the United States. 
Attest: E. A. Traper, Secretary. 


I have here a letter from the Protestant chfplain of the Home, 
commending it in the highest terms; I have here a letter from the 
Catholic chaplain eneneene = Sense 8 terms, as 

ment of the As was stated by the gen- 
me, Governor Smith came from the Togus 
to be a member of the Committee on Military 
elected. .He stated to the 
who were before t!:» 
allow Smith, of the 
ae treasurer there], to ut to Leavenworth 
as governor of that Home, then I will accept the position as man- 
He knew what troubles were in store for him unless h: 
as a competent man for governor. An | 
ul speaks for him. I will ask the Clerk to read 
what the governor says: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Hon. GrorGe W. StEene, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


of the Western Branch Home for three years. 


It was 
the 


Soldiers’ Home in the country 


there has since. 
E. N. MORRILL 
, I also have a dispatch here which I will ask t!:+ 
Clerk to read.. I ask the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Bur}, who 
is familiar with gentlemen residing 
the signers of this dispatch are not every one of them reputa!)|-, 
honorable men. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
LEAVENWORTH, Eaws., April 8, 1596. 
Dear SiR: Wa, tie eninnsigned Ciena sd Laermer ,in behalf of 
© unjust 
oan ae Gee it Sol Toomted adja- 


with his manner of cedure 
marvelonsly good Pew in 

his charge. 

ees thom in 

kindness the old 


maize the © 


peer light 
officer, and 


chief of police; 


Vil- 


Bey Jo Pome: H. 
oh ‘oseph 8 orte, 
. P. J. Kennedy, Cathe- 
. Cunningham: . 
and cashier of the 
Carroll, cashier Leay- 
Amos E, Wilson, 

+ J. W. Sprat- 

wings Bank 


ming A 


who ed that 
ne — 











I think they do. I would like the gentleman 
{Mr. BropERIcK] to state what he knows of these 
here. 
I want tos 
New 


Kansas 


gest oe before you yield the floor, 
ork [Mr. Curtis] said while on the 
had been goneover. Icall your atten- 
specifically to the fact that there were 30 to 50 men of 
Army in the Home when old soldiers were turned 
away; and I want to call attention—— 
Mr. STEELE. You have made your speech once. 
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| Mr. BURTON of Missouri. 
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And that occurs four timesa year? 

Mr. STEELE. Not merely at the meetings for official business; 

| but, for instance, when we meet here we go over all thes 
mates, and then we generally visit one of the Homes, so by the 

| time we have completed the work of that meeting it has occupied 

| five or ten days. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. 


est 


How often do you go to a Home? 
Mr. STEELE. Once a year, excepting to the Pacific Home. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, there are several gentlemen who 

| desire to be heard on this resolution, and I ask unanimous consent 


Mr. BLUE. I want you to explain these things before you quit | that the debate may run until we adjourn this afternoon: that 


floor 

SPALDING. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? : 

Mr. STEELE. wre 

Mr. SPALDING. I find in this report here of the Inspector- 
General of the Homes that there were condemned during the 
year at this Home 72,656 articles of all descriptions, whose origi- 


nal cost price was $46,868.14, and the property sold realized 
$1,523.87. What was the character of this property? This report 
does not n. 

Mr. ST. . The general character of that would be old har- 


ness, old tents for use when the men were out, condemned shoes, 
articles of equipment taken from the hospitals, and property of 
such character as has been issued and has been used up or worn 
out, or has been hopelessly damaged and was inspected and con- 
demned, as you, as a soldier, fully understand is bound to occur. 

The pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


Mir. BLUE. I call your attention to a fact with reference to 
this question, and I think the gentleman will be given all the time 
he wants. I ask that the gentleman's time be extended. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Kansas asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Indiana be permitted 
to proceed until he concludes his remarks. Is there objection? 
After ong The Chair hears none. 

Mr. UE. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Curtis} 
stated that all these charges had been investigated, by such an 
investigation as this Board gives; but I call your attention to the 
fact that the charge of Governor Smith having been drunk in 
February last, as proved here, has never been investigated. 

Mr. STEELE. As to that I can not make any answer on my 
own responsibility, or of my own knowledge, but from the char- 
acter of your ex parte witnesses, from the way they testify, I should 
judge that it would require a great deal of this character of testi- 
mony to establish the charge so that I would believe it. There 
are a hundred thousand people in the United States who have 
taken the Keeley cure, and the eyes of all those people are upon 
Governor Smith, who is at the head of the organization known as 
Keeley League of the United States. He was a good soldier, 
the only weakness I have ever heard charged against him was 
at one time he was a drinking man; but, as has been stated, 
took the Keeley cure, and he has since conducted himself so well 
he is at the head of the o ization of men who have taken 
eure. Therefore, I do not think the charge is likely to be true. 
not think he ought to hold the presidency of the organization, 
because he has enough to attend to at home. 

I wish the committee to understand that unless there is a aes 
present—seven members—the Board never undertakes to do busi- 
ness. It is a quorum of the Board that acts, and not General 
Franklin. General Franklin, because he is president of the Board, 
and because, as was said by the gentieman from New York [Mr. 
ome. we all have implicit confidence in his integrity and abil- 
ity, is to exercise certain authority; but it would be just 


as reasonable for me to question the gentleman from Kansas | Mr. 
Bive} about each particular item in an appropriation bill that 


EE 


er Ere 


we have passed by Appropriations Committee, of which he is 
a member, as for him to every member of the Board to be 
able to go into all the details of administration in the various 
Homes. But, Mr. er, when the Board visits the Homes, they 
see that every il is properly carried out and that the Homes 

i for the comfort and the betterment of the condi- 


are administered 
tion of all the old soldiers. 
_ Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Howoften does this Board of Man- 


meet? 
: — They meet quarterly, or oftener if the business 
ue BURTON of Missouri. How long are they generally in 
Mr. STEELE. Weare there long enough to go over the esti- 
mates sent infrom the various Homes. The examines those 
ee een Hak Sey one ook cheng wHh at each 


Mr. BUR’ of Missouri. My question was, about how much 
time does the Board spend in that busi How long are you 


TON 
in those 
STEELE. On an average, from five to seven days. 


the consideration of the resolution be resumed to-morrow imme- 
diately after the reading of the Journal, and that the debate con- 
tinue until 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. TRACEY. I shall have to object to that. 

Mr. HULL. I will modify my request so as to ask that the de- 
bate continue until 3 o'clock to morrow. 

Mr. TRACEY. I have no objection to that. 

There being no objection, it was so ordered. 

- yy . . . 

Mr. STEELE. Let it be remembered at this point that we, as 
Managers, excepting the president and secretary, get no pay what- 
ever for our services, and do not expect it. We give our time 
freely, and get only our actual expenses. What we want, outside 
of our hotel bills and our transportation service, we pay for. The 
compensation to us is wholly in feeling that we are giving aid and 
comfortina noble work. The Inspector-General of the Army says 
of us, on page 6 of his report: 

The buildings erected at the newer Branches seem well suited for their 
purpose, and were they not taxed beyond their utmost capacity would leave 
nothing to be desired. 

Again he says, page 6: 

It isevident that the officialsof the Home are actuated by the most humane 
sentimentsin providing shelter for needy newcomers, but this should hard] 
be at the expense of the other inmates. The limit has been reached and 
passed, and appeal for further relief must be addressed to those who alone 
may decide whether or not the door and all other avenues of relief shall be 
closed to disabled old veterans. Some of the houses in which these old sol 
diers now sleep were never properly constructed nor suitable for continuous 
abode by such occupants. 

Further on he says: 

According to report, the annual cost of clothing per capita averages but 
$15.274, wWaich seems extremely low for the warm and comfortable raiment 
provided; and even this allowance, while possibly too restricte: 
articles, like shirts, may be excessive in others. The food is s ‘ Ls 
well cooked, though perhaps a diet more suited to the advanced age of 
members might be had at some of the Homes; the large kitchens and invitin 
dining halls are admirably adapted for the purpose, and every where sys‘e 
atic and economic management is apparent, and several branches furnish 
remarkable models, deserving study and imitation. The daily cost of the raw 
ration, as reported, averages #0. 1494 per capita, and of the cooked ration $0. 1639, 
though the prices paid for supplies vary under successive contracts at the 
same place and are not everywhere the same. 

Then he goes on to speak of the character of the rations and 
clothing (page 8): 

The annual cost of maintenance per capita reported varies from $95.67 at 
the Southern Branch to $139.34 at the Pacific Branch, and the average for all 
branches is $117.64, according to the figures presented to me, which may have 
been somewhat reduced. The contract system has hardly been worked very 
skillfully yet, and, therefore, not as successfully as it seems capable of being 
used. All, doubtless, agree that appropriations for food should go nowhere 
but into the stomachs of the men. 

The quality of the property and stores on hand seemed to be generally 
suitable for the purpose for which purchased, and commendable zeal was 
displayed by the officers in the care of all confided to their charge. 

ere were three changes during the year in the officers at the several 
Branches. * * * The officials seem to be assiduously devoted to their 
duties and conscientiously administer them with an eye single to the welfare 
and comfort of those placed by the nation under their charge. 
and economical administration was patent on every side 

Now I want to read further from what this same Inspector- 
Me ; 

General of the Army has said. Hear what he says about Gov- 
ernor Smith (page 35 of his report): 

Governor A. J. Smith, to whose untiring energy and great resourcefulness 


much of the good work accomplished at this Branch is due, has remained in 
cbarge 


Taking the number of trials during the year for infractions against the 
Home rules and lations as a criterion, the discipline at this Home com 
pares favorably with that of any of the other Branches. 

My friend here talks about the saloons in these Homes. There is 
no saloon at the Home in Indiana, but just outside of it are 8 or 10 
grogshops to which the men go—not saloons, where they would 
merely get beer and where they would be compelled to behave 
themselves, but grogshops where they are not only made drunk, 
but are systematically robbed every pay day. And at that Home 
@ greater per cent of the men were, by reason of the presence of 
these grogshops, taken in charge during the year than at the 
Leavenworth Home. They were not confined. There is a guard- 
house, or, as it is now called, a light room, but there is no punish- 
ment administered in the way of confinement to any of the men, 
but they are put into what are called light rooms and kept there 
until they are able to take care of themselves. The experience of 
the Board has been that there is less drinking or drunkenness 
where beer is sold at the Home store than there is where the men 
do their drinking off the Home grounds. They are under surveil- 
lance and are not robbed. But while this was the case at the 
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Indiana Home, there were, according to the report, only 5 per cent 
taken charge of in this way at the Leavenworth Home. 

I do not feel called upon to defend Governor Smith. 
feel that it ought to be necessary todo so. I do not understand 
why the president of the Board of Managers should be attacked 
because of the conduct of one man in whom he has no more inter- 
est than he has in the governor of any other Home. These Homes 
are all under the charge of the Board of Managers. Does it not 
eccur to gentlemen of the House as asingular thing that the man- 
agement should beso faulty at the Leavenworth Home while there 
is no complaint coming from any other Home. 

Mr. MILNES. I understood the gentleman to say that there 
was no * guardhouse’’ atany of these Homes. I refer him to page 
86 of the document he has in his hand, 

Mr. STEELE. I mean that it is not maintained as a rd- 
house. As I have said, the men are placed in what are called light 
rooms. 

Mr. MILNES. ‘‘Guardhonse” is the name used in the report. 

Mr. STEELE. The men are aoe in those light rooms, but 
aes for punishment, only until they are able to take care of them- 
selves. 

Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 

Mr. BLUE. Has the gentleman never heard any complaint in 

to the Togus Home? 
r. STEELE. I have heard complaints from men who have 
been dishonorably discharged from that Home. 

Mr. BLUE. Have you not heard it charged that there was a 
very bad state of affairs at the Togus Home? 

r. STEELE. I have heard no charge that has not been inves- 
tigated or will not be eseeeete 
r. BLUE. Investigated by whom? 

Mr, STEELE. By e , 

Mr. MILNES. ill the gentleman please give us more precise 
information. in regard to the saloon run at this Home? Is it run 
under the direction of the board of control? 

Mr. STEELE. At these Homesthey have what are called stores, 
and in these stores beeris kept. Evenin the great State of Maine 
the governor, who is a prohibitionist, who never himself drinks 
intoxicating liquors, found that it was utterly impossible to con- 
trol the men, to keep them from getting drunk at the Home in 
that prohibition State until he put beer in the store and made 
cixkeh re ations for its sale. 

Mr. MILNES. It is, then, the policy of the Board to run a 
saloon at one of the institutions and a ‘jag cure” at the other? 
pee] 

Mr. STEELE. Itis the policy of the Board tomanage the Homes 
in a way which, it seems to them, will be for the very best inter- 
ests of the soldier. And it is a question whether we shall allow 
them to sell a little beer within the Home, where the sales can be 
regulated and the officers in charge can see that no man gets 
drunk, or whether the inmates of the Home shall be allowed to go 

to grogshops just outside and buy all the liquor they want and 


e drunk. 

Mr. MILNES. Is it true, as was stated by the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. wea that the saloon—or ‘‘ store,” as the gentleman 
from In calls it—at Leavenworth made over $13,000 last year 
out of these old soldiers by the sale of beer to themy 

Mr. STEELE. As amatter of fact that is like some other of the 
details that have been gone over. Ido not know what the profit 
was, but I do not have any idea that it was anything like that on 
the sale of beer. The report, however, will show. 

Mr. SPALDING. If the gentleman will — me, the report 
of the Inspector of the Army—not the ny ag r of the Home—says 
the profit of the beer hall at this Home for the year amounted to 


$13,886.23. 

Mr.STEELE. Oh, well; there are a great many articles besides 
beer for sale; no whisky. 

A Member. I thought they had all taren the gold cure out 
there, that nobody was drinking beer. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Indiana if he thinks it right that this Government should 
authorize such athingat these Homes, and that this amount should 
be made, or allowed to be made, by speculating in suchan article 
of traffic as that? : 

Mr. STEELE, Well, the Board sees proper to permit it, for 
what they re as good reasons, and every cent of the profit goes 
to or for‘ the efit or amusementof the soldiers, all of them; and 
only a comparatively small per cent of them are drinking men. 
Their average age is now fully 61 years, and the unfortunate 
chronics do most of the drinking. 

Mr. MILNES. Do you think it right that they should be al- 
lowed to make nearly $14,000 a year 
them beer? 

Mr. STEELE. Well, if the 






















I do not 
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amusement hall; have built a church, and have added ve 
conveniences to the Home. 
the Board of Managers, but is controlled by the board of survey— 
you may call it so—consisting of the governor, the treasurer, and 
one or pears utes officers of the Home. 

Mr. MIL > 


to be very stran 
matter or who 

what are we to do? These men will have their beer or liquor. 
it not better to enpply it to them in the Pee where they can bo 


to say that in my own State we 
outside of the Homes, within 1 





m the soldiers for selling 


tleman will read the whole of 
the facts in reference to the matter, and if he takes into consider- 
ation all of the conditions existing, he would think differently 


Apri 15, 


perhaps himself. It does seem, I will admit, an enormous sum 
to one who is unacquainted with the conditions. But does the 
gentleman know to what purpose this fund is put? 


Mr. MILNES. I do not care what is done with it. 
Mr. STEELE (continuing). A band is hired; they have built an 
many 


And this matter is controlled not by 


Would it not be a good idea to start a Good 


Templars’ Lodge, to be paid out of the revenues arising out of the 
same fund? 


Mr. STEELE. I can understand, Mr. Speaker, that this seems 
to gentlemen who have not inv ted the 
o not understand the facts as they exist. But 


Is 


rovided for and taken care of and protected robbery, than 
let them go outside and become the prey to any man who chooses 


et “— advantage of their helpless condition when drunk? You 
them to have it in the Homes than to allow them to go out and to 
be robbed at these saloons and drinking halls in other places in the 
neighborhood of the Home. 


agree with me that it is better to regulate the sale and allow 


It is just the difference between 
whether the Home is to have the profit, and at the same time pro- 
tect the inmates of the Home, or the —, just outside of the 
Home shall have the profit, with the a ege of robbing the 
soldier on every pay day. If it is held better—and it is being tried 
that way at the on Home, in which I am arly inter- 

t being my own State—it is being tried there; but I 
want to say, in my opinion, that the control of the men running 
to saloons outside of the Homes, instead of inside, has not been 
favorable to the Homes or their discipline. 

Mr. MILNES. If the gentleman et hy me, I would like 

rohibit the sale of any liquor 
e of these institutions. 

Mr. STEELE. That is done also in Ohio. 

A Memper. I believe it is 3 miles here. 

Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me to make an in- 
quiry of him? ; 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 

Mr. BRUMM. I wish to ask whether any complaint against 
General Franklin, except for retaining Governor Smith, has been 
made? Ihave heard of none. 

Mr. STEELE. So far as I know, there is no complaint in any 
other direction. General Franklin was one of the gloneere of the 
West. In 1843 he went to Chi and hel to survey for the 
harbor. He then went over to Milwaukee the same purpose, 
and was the engineer of the first great that spans the Mis- 
sissippi River, a bridge that has since it possible for you 
gentlemen who live in the West to go and come East. At the 
outbreak of the war he was here as superintendent of the con- 
struction of this tol and of the building; then went 
to the field and ormed honorable and gallant services in the 
cause of the oan aes — —_ dare to ere his 
in , or a 5 y thing against t ow 
of at politics; and there is absolutely let me say, no 
politics in the Board of of the Soldiers’ Home. I would 
rather, of course, myself, that he wasa Republican. I donot know 
but that he would be a little better man on that account. But we 
do not know politics in the Board. 

I had occasion to in te these matters in detail myself, 
having been a member of committee that investigated the 
management of the Homes at Milwaukee and Dayton at the in- 


stance of the Democratic House in 1883. They investigated the 
Homes and raked high and low for to in the 
management, and could not find an: tical or otherwise, 
to complain of, alth you would have it the Democratic 
party was rai 

Mr. MILN 


. If the gentleman will permit me, one other ques- 
tion. How long has this gentleman, Smi 


ith, been active 
in this Home? : 

Mr. STEELE. Since its organization, as far as I know. He 
went there at the special request of Governor Martin, of Kansas, 
and was taken from the Togus Home, where he was treasurer. 

Mr. MILNES. How long since he took this Keeley cure? 

Mr. STEELE. Iam unable to say. 

Mr. MILNES. Is it true that he has taken the cure to your 


ea ma ee 
Mr. § . Notatall. It was before I knew him that he 
took the cure, I think. I had not seen him, once. It 


was when I was on the Congressional committee at the Togus 


veut, Mr. Sp I said at the beginning, there is h 
uw 3 , as a A so muc 
talk about, and I am so often inte that T'lowe the ran of 
of the House. I have a 


what I desired to say for the informa 
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consequent on old age, it is to be expected that discontent and imaginary 
wrongs should find a place among their mental feelings. Suchacondition of 
thind, though confined to a few, is of course to be expected, and yet unprin- 
cipled lawyers and c~-clonic newspapers use these ravings of decrepitude to 
defeat authority and breed discontent. 

I deem it my duty to lay before you, as president of the Board of Managers, 









































STatTe oF KANSAS, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT; 
Governor's Office, April 9, 1896. 


i the true state of affairs. With a full sense, therefore, of my position before 
My Dear Sreevz: I nes pees 8 wanes wrtte. yen ta re. the public, I make bold to say that the management of this Branch Home is 

towhes knew of Steen! aunhallal the eset bee years able, humane, and generous to aneminentdegree. Order, of course, must be 
ome Disabled unteer 


maintained, and the vicious few must be suppressed. On these two points 
the overwhelming membership of the Home is in full accord. The Keeley 
treatment is but a means to this end. It has been successful, and successful 
to an extent that can be measured only by a comparison between the present 


seldom been there, and can say but little from personal knowledge. 

ie member I was there frequently, and endeavored to keep a close 
watch of matters. The Home, as you well know, was well , and I 
can not believe there is any fou at m for the charges of brutality. The 


2 _ | State of affairs and conditions and the same as existent before its introduc- 
Keeley cure Witte. Grane cane im the rer 2 veeeen sees Sree ta tion into the Home. I was here before the Western Branch Home was in 
temperate My orders were that every man should be left en- being. I watched its construction and saw its halls gradually peopled. The 
je 9 is Tot -—y = or not, as he pleased, and no one ever intimated bells of our church joined their music to the general shout of joy that filled 


the air when first you sent us the news—the glorious news—that the Soldiers’ 


tome that he was-compelled to take it. I hope you are having a pleasant | Foie would be at our gates. We, too, were liberal, as you well know, yet the 


day quickly came when all good citizens regretted the presence of the Western 

Yours, E. N. MORRILL. Branch in their midst, so great was the influx of men and women of low char- 

Hon. 6. aes tatives, Washi n, D.C. acter and intemperate habits. Thecity authorities had to increase the police 
louse ashingto . & 


force. The sheriff of the county was kept busy long after each pay day, and 
I honestly believe Governor Smith himself became alarmed. This was some 
five or six years . In April, 1802, the Keeley treatment for aicoholism was 
introduced, and the cc improvement in the morals and manners of the 
drinking class of the Home has given an air of peace and contentment to this 
Home which it had not known before. The change is very marked, and it 
certainly proves theefficacy of the treatment. 


Mr. STEELE. I want to read what Mr. D. R. Anthony said 
about this Home. 

Mr. BLUE. That is not George T. et 

Mr. STEELE. But he is as good a man—the editor of a good 


paper. nn = a — oT the ning Meng test pony in regard to this much- 
$ : -of treatment, an must say that [ would show myself indifferent to 

. BLUE. = — pean hes Fey ar rl if th : the best interests of humanity, as well as to the welfare of the veterans of the 

Mr. STEEL ave e letter prin ’ ere 18 NO | last war, should I remain silent on this occasion. Iam fully convinced that 
objection. the Keeley League has worked a transformation in this Home; that the treat- 


.HULL. You had better have it read. 
Mr. STEELE. There is so much of it, it will take too much 
time. I will print it with other papers. 


NATIONAL MILITARY Home, Kansas, March 3, 1896. 
: Lhereby leave to lay before you the following facts in the interest 
of ints and of best intervats of this Branch Home; 
1. It may have ay hed your know , or > yet come to — aout 
that attempts have been made © newspapers, and per 
tthe management of So Anarow S . Smith, goveruee 


2. [have been, as know, here for more than nine rs—that is, almost 
from the establishment of — Branch—and have had cppentunity of knowing 
the 


am to state. 
From 1886 up until about three years ago the r old men who came 
the victims of the saloons, thels, and thugs who seemed to re- 
old soldiers as their proper prey. 
4. The public highway from Leavenworth to the Home and, indeed, the 
limits surrounding the Home became infested with disreputable places, 
where abandoned men and a lay in wait for our people (the old sol- 


ment has m, on the whole, a gratifying success, and that, what is more to 
the point, no one to my knowledge has been unduly influenced to take the 
treatment or to pay the expenses entailed. 

I have the honor to be, very sequectudy, your obedient servant, 


H. KINSELLA, Catholic Chaplain. 
Gen. W. B. FRANKLIN, 
President Board of Managers, N. H. D. V. 8. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., March 4, 1896. 
STEELE. 


DEAR Str: We are much interested, as we know you are, in the welfare of 
the National Soldiers’ Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. We are espe- 
cially interested in the Leavenworth Home. Its development and progress 
have been daily before us. 

Gen. William B. Franklin, who, as the commander of the Left Grand Divi- 
sion of the Army of the Potomac, rendered such distinguished service dur- 
ing the war, has held the position of president of the Board of Managers for 
more than twelve years. We bave watched his career and believe his policy 
to have been . To his ability, experience, conservative action, and 


diers about pension day. copesiel fitness for the position is due the present excellent condition of all 
had these ions become that respecta e Homes. 
women of Leavenworth bitterly complained of the hts oe oaks = outa —_ concent Bat Raange » bw mgnagumant ot a tne would not 
exposures part drugged ‘or the good o e veterans, anc erefore heartily favor his reappoint- 
ie ht . on the of our and wm men on the — and urgently request that you will give him your vote and active sup- 
5. three years the Board of Managers permitted Colonel Smith | P® 
to & Spures of treatmens for such of our e as had an uncon- Very respectfully, ae ; . 
trollable habit and who wished to be cured of it. A. Caldwell, president K. Mfg.Co.; Cyrus Tow nsend, Secretary K. 
The been wonderful. More than thirteen hundred men have Mite Co.; A.J.Tullock, proprietor M. V.B. and I. Works; Paul 
aii of this treatment. I have personally talked with more E. Havens, president Leavenworth National Bank; Edwd. Car- 
than a of them. I have never heard one of them intimate that he roll, cashier Leavenworth National Bank; E. W. Snyder, presi- 


dent Manufacturers’ National Bank; W. B. Nickels, cashier 
Manufacturers’ National Bank; J. W. Spratley, president 
Union Savings Bank; E. A. Kelly, cashier Union Savings Bank; 
H.F. Rush, president the Rush Milling Company; J. S. Rice, 
James G.Graham, Arthur Simmons, Ettenson, Woolfer & Co., 
department store; I. W. Crancer, of the Crancer Hardware 
Company; O. B. Taylor, James A. McGonigle, Jno. W. Fagler, 
vice-president First National Bank; John Kellery. C. B. Brace; 
E. P. Willson, president Great Western Stove Company; Isur 
Wilson, president Great Western Manufacturing Company; 
J.L. Abernathy. . 


in 
had been forced to take the cure, or that he had been spgeres by it, On the 


were for it, and 
their general health tat boon benefited since free from alcoholic 


aes zee these bee barn so markt oot payin. 
; 
the 


NATIONAL MILITARY Home, 
Leavenworth County, Kans., February 28, 1896. 
Dear Srp: In compliance with instructions from Col. Andrew J. Smith, 
vernor of the Western Branch, National Home for Disabied Volunteer 
Soldiers, Ihave the honor to submit my semiannual report of the Keeley 
Institute of the Western Branch, National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers, commencing July 1, 1895, and ending December 31, 1895, as follows: 


Association of the State of Kansas 
y, their chairman, and the editor of the 
the most influential T, probably, in Kansas, paid a 


rE 
: 


to the won y management of Col. | We have treated for chronic aleoholism......................+....---.---- 32 

of this Home. We have treated for other narcotics -..... 22... 2.22.6. .e eee eee eee ee - 

, Ox the hope that the Board of Managers will exalt 
misrepresentations made parties or the enemies Pe iithtnctnc vans thse svenes deasegscceee 2020+ 2: . apie tema chene 
influence it so as to pu any obstacle in the way of | Total number treated since the establishment of the Keeley method of 

effort to roe brave bu’ eal aie men from ene a accel awaus sae ee 1,341 

which brought men ysical, finan- DUNNE BNGNG ick ko dnncccctccnsocseee se a ae ae 3. O4 

so many of our comrades. The ages range from 47 to 80 years, making an average age of ............ 61.1 

Smith's material management of thisHome,when | Two hundred and six married men have been returned to their families 

ere mete that his ; a S and friends. I iave a number of members who have taken the treatment 


on extra duty in the hospital corps, and am happy to say that they give 

satisfaction, and can trusted to handle Jiquors as safely as those who 

'e never acquired the taste for liquor. Members whose nervous system 

was broken and shattered by drink have become strong and able-bodied men, 
age and wounds. 

I t, as you will observe by referring to my former reports, that the 
health, happiness, and = of the members have been greatly improved 
oy the Keeley treatment. y sick reports show the absence of a single case 
sf delirium tremens treated in the hospital since my appointment as surgeon; 

nd I would still further state that in all the cases treated not a single in- 
taance has occurred wherein the health of a member has been impaired by 
Sking the treatment. mx 

Great care is exercised in the administration of the remedies, and Asst. 
burgs. A. W. Reese and J. L. Fryer deserve great credit for their kind, care- 

ul, and skillful manner of treatment. 


a ial Gace free from the insati- 


W Protestant Chaplain. 


NATIONAL MririTary Home, 
Leavenworth County, Kans., February 29, 1896. 





I could go further and state the at improvement in the sanitary and 
moral condition of the members who have taken the treatment. Many of 
them attend divine services on the Sabbath and conduct themselves ine 











































retin 
a 


i / f ™~ . ~ fe 7 : 
w y - a s 
Pp . " ; \ 
ie cae F y . a - 
tae ee z 7 _ , ——— . See ee —e 7 a sosageeicutpeasiniatatss mmm ci ; So ” , 
Pe ts sw 4 . " x ‘ CM 8 AR wear Fae ahs Caray ae nen. SRE ee tee at Seren tt SUE ie ae Se y ; He 
Sa ae ee eae a ee eens ase ee ea eae BE eee noe See gee . SEES A ed oe a aA ee Ta selene: 
Fee ey , carats be Depeeneny: qemaynes Ms .< wy Pe - , . - ‘ ye ane es aaa ce teed 
LEY Re SE eens y . ; ad eae eras SSE ST ae RS aR BEE REE Oo PE ™ es es v : : 
. 





tS 
NS 













~ va a we ‘y % Fee 
» a aoe RNS oh ees ike sa Sere S " 
Oe ee 
5 eee me ty H 







(tor oecbanrbcggecsttantiga 














highly creditable manner; but as this is only a semiannual report,and the 
ome having Seen seasened to = ay Serune se annual ; or, I a “ 
to t my remarks to a few o e@ mos nt facts in ex 

the Seaman Wh a leas number have been ealel aur’ the last six months 
than at any other time, which is simply owing to the lack of me as it 


would secm that almost all of our excessive ers have taken cure 


and are now sober men, and are using their influence toward the u 
of thc Home, and by their example many men tvho have not taken treat- 
ment have discontinued the habit from sheer force of example. 


Yours, very respectfully, 
D. JONES, Surgeon. 
Gen. W. B. PRANKLAN, 
President Board of Managers, N. H. D. V. 8., Hartford, Conn. 


Mr. BLUE, Will you read someextracts from D. R. Anthony’s 
r within the last few weeks? 
r. STEELE. I would, if I had the paper, read what is said 
about that Home. 

Mr. BLUE. I will furnish you some extracts. 

Mr. SYEELE. Now, abcut the character of the treasurer of 
the National Home, it was said by the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. BLvr] that this “striker” wastakenfromthe Home. Why, 
we could take as business men from these Homes as there are 
in the country. Until I find that a soldier has done i 
dishonorable, I count him an honorable man, and no man can point 
his finger to anything that Major Birmingham has ever done that 
was not strictly honorable. 

He had been assis ~~ the treasurer of the Home for a number 
of years, and the Board found him to be not only capable, but 
unusually so, and an honest man; and when these changes were 
made, as I said before, these people, being out of money, were 
compelled to act hurriedly. He was carried up to Hartford, 
Conn., where he was not acquainted with the people at all, his 
home being in New York, and I do not know that he could have 

t a bond there instantly, or that he had time to go elsewhere. 

ese men had been without money for a long time, and it was 
necessary for him to act quickly. did not know whether the 
bond had been given to the Board of Managers, as the treasurer's 
bond had theretofore been given, or not. 

I did not understand that when the bond was made, but he 
came in and said to us, ‘I have got to make this bond quickly.” 
And he made it to the Secretary of War, as the law prescribed. 
The Board did not concern themselves about the bond. It was not 
a matter of concern to us, and,as I said, the details are many. 
When I said—and the record will bear me out—I could not say 
just to whom he made the bonds, to what officer of the Govern- 
ment, but that he had made it to the Secretary of War or some 
other officer, and I understood had been compelled to so make it, 
and [ found out my error the next morning, the first thing I did 
was to get up and report it. 

About the insurance, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLvur] 
stood here and stated, ‘‘as a suspicion almost amounting to a cer- 
tainty,” that the bond was given by this man in a company in 
which General Franklin was interested, and that the post build- 
ings at various Homes are insured in companies in which General 
Franklin has a interest. As a matter of fact, I want to 
say to you that he has no interest whatever in any insurance com- 
panies excepting two—the Orient and the National, both Hartford 
companies. He has no interest in any security or bond company 
at all, but he has an interest in those two insurance companies. 
These post buildings, erected out of money from the post fund, 
built for the comfort of the men themselves, under officers of the 
Homes, ere insured for $199,200. 

There is that much insurance carried on that character of build- 
ings, and these buildings are monuments to show that the money 
pe a! = yp magn ny ggg et A Ser Sa | 
who would not only make the men drunk, but rob them. As I 

i carried on these buildings amounts to $199,200. 
Seventy-two policies are carried, and five of those policies are in 
companies in which General Franklin hasan interest—the Orient 
and the National. He has 89 shares in the National and 30 shares 
in the Orient. In the Orient, in which he has 30 shares, there is 
earried $6,500 of this $199,200, and in the National, in which he 
has 89 shares, there is carried $3,000. So, out of the total insur- 
ance carried on these Homes, amounting to $199,200, there are 


— aggregating $9,500in companies in which General Frank- 
has some interest. 


Two of those policies are on buildings at the Maine Home, and 
Franklin hot interest anaes ha 

nklin no any y 
ap for os ha Daaat ak Aeoek aieh be hed. ‘i weaaetanwe 
had any interest in the Orient. So that my friend from 
[Mr. BLUE] would better look a little to statements that 
he makes, ially when he makes statements of that kind, and 
assails the character of an honorable man. 

I do not feel that it is just te the House that I should detain you 
longer. I feel that I have covered the ground tolerably well for 
sms, heen Sees cee ee 

m embarrassed, because ve many things 
tint T choetd like to 


Mr. HAINER of Nebraska, What about the regular soldiers 


i 
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who were admitted to the Home at the same time that volunteer 
soldiers who were entitled to admission were refused ission? 
Mr. HULL. I should like to hear you on that? 
Mr. STEELE. I will find out about that to-nightif Ican. I 


am not peees te give an answer on that subject now. 
Mr. HULL. Telegraph out there. ’ 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana a question? 
Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 


conceded that this man was drunk all through the war fre- 
quently; that he is a drunkard; and I want to ask you if you pro- 
pose to keep this drunkard at the head of that institution when 
you have found out that he is a drunkard? 

Mr. STEELE. What drunkard is that? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. This Mr. Smith, who is com- 
plained of A the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLvuE}. 

Mr. POOLE. I should like to answer that question. 

Mr. STEELE. I will answer that question. As one of thio 
M s of the Home, I will say to you that if I have a vote and 
I sho d find that Mr. Smith had been one single time sinc. 
he has taken the Keeley cure I would not only vote against retai:. 
ing him, but I would do all I could against retaining him. | |) 
not believe he has been drunk once since he has taken that cur. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Is there any evidence th: 
would convince you that he was drunk? Can there be any pro- 
duced, of o> ge pate that would convince you? 

Mr. POOLE. I can answer that, if thegentleman will allow inv. 

Mr. STEELE. Certainly. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr.§ er, I understand the gentleman froin 
Massachusetts [Mr. ALKER] has asked a question of the gent]: 
man from Indiana, if the of the National Soldiers’ Hom: s 
would allow this man, whom says was drunk before the war 
and drunk during the war, and has been drunk sin¢e, would | 
allowed to remain as of the Home. Perhaps I am thc 
only man here who can speak from personal know of Col. 

J. Smith. I knew him when a boy. I knew him when 
we were in the Army ther. We have t under the same 
blanket and drank from same canteen. I have had more ex- 
perience with him than any other associate I know of on this flor, 
and I can say of my own knowledge that that man never w:. 
drunk during the war; and any man who makes that charge here 
can not prove it. He may have been under theinfluence of liqu.r 
while in Kansas, but that is a prohibition State, and I am 1: ' 


. BLUE. permission to submit a question to you—— 
Mr. POOLE (continuing). I know something ahout the man- 


A. J. Smith was formerly adjutant of th. 
-second New York Volunteers, and after- 
wards assistant. of the Third Division of the Sixth 
of Hancock's 


, of Missouri. It is 
matt that you are now speakii: 


Fle 
i 
i 

E 


member of General Franklin’s stat!’ 


FR 
gE 

ER 
a. 
e 


eel ire 

: 

: 
i 
i 

: 


: 


sure 

sure. He knew General Franklin. W’ 

and General Franklin 
of the Potomac 


i 
E 


I will say further that there was no army officer in the 
to General and Gen- 

He was a soldier 
man to his 


| 
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an —_ I eh ever known. 
=——s did you and he drink when you drank out | 


. POOLE. oes drank cold water. 


me knows well my habits in that 
have been made against Col. A. J. Smi 
You can not provethem. Inthat 


drunkard” are unfair. 
penatine about the management of these Sol- 
know that such charges are often made by the 


Some Ae I was one of a committee that was sent 
— the Soldiers’ 
that time 


of being a *‘ brute” 


ome at Bath, N.Y. were made 
the manager of ‘the Home. governor, 
oe officer of the Regular Army, and yet 
ogy Ae manage him as strong as these charges 

J. Smith. We went over to the 

on there two or three weeks, taking the testi- 
witnesses, and there werea great many of them. We 
= something over 100 witnesses sworn, and the result of our 
vestigation was briefly this: We recommended that every man 


we made Soiree Gaeaes t ee Pitcher should beexpelled. 
And Selnven want a ~ here that you can convict the officers 
of any poorhouse ers’ Home or any institution of that kind 
in = , if ye t yous ir to all the charges that would be made 
soot those Homes. Unfortunately, Mr. Speaker, a 
aoa who get into those Homes are drunkards. 
Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- | 
our” 
Mr. POOLE. Certainly. 
Mr. BLUE. 
drank nothing 
Keeley cure? 
Mr. POOLE. There were times when he drank liquor. 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I understand that this Gen. 
A. x ‘Smith was not the gentleman you describe. That has been 
the general understanding all over the House, and that is why | 
asked the question. 

Mr. POOLE. Now, I admit that Colonel Smith, at times during 
the war and since, drank liquor; but he had the manhood, when 
he found it was injuring him, to take the Keeley cure. He is an 
enthusiast in all he does; and when he had taken that cure and 
found its benefits, it was not peas that he went around 

the men under his charge induced these men to take it. 

to see that 1,300 men under his influence took the Keeley 
have become good citizens once more. It is not surpris- 
that the other men who did not take that cureshould find fauit 
ith theraen whosaved themselves from being common drunkards. 

It is not an unusual thing. I have served with Colonel Smith in 
battle; I have seen him under almost all circumstances, and I 
never saw him under the influence of liquor. , He was a gallant 


Iam 
cure 


There is no one here but | ford and elsewhere in the State, 
know that I did not drink liquor with him. Any man who | that he could have any position he would accept. 


= ketene J. Smith is such a gentleman now and | fair indication of the seriousness of the other chi irges that are 
but cold water, why on earth did he take the | made, as I believe it is. I do not think th is attack upon General 





soldier during the war, and I can not believe to-day that he is 


ust to any of his old comrades. 
. AU Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentle- 
from Pennsylvania eaer, ON}. 


The amendment was read, as follows: 





Sec. 2. Whereas charges of drunkenness and brutality to inmates of the | 
Home and mismanagement have been made against . Andrew J. Smith, 
governor of the Home at Leavenw Kans., the President of the Senate 
and the Speaker of the House shall a commission of three per- 

two of whom shall be members a House and one a member of 
to investigate said their finding with 


oe ne for Disabled Soldiers of the 

that said Col. Andrew J. 

or of es ot of them the said Board of 

as governor of said Home and appoi int 
Five thousand dollars is hereb 


not otherwise a priat 
commission shail have power 


point of order on that. 
of the line of such things. The 
is the Secretary of War 
and Ido not want a com- 


oo understands that the 
point of order. 
I simply wish to say that we welcome investi- 


Mr. Speaker, I five minutes to the gentleman 


Seaton, ite pei eee sat 


ene: a I simply one o pd ee ne Aap ne on 


eee tle- 
a high in estimation as 
tend eeaseaions. samation a probably any 


State. cea te daksatees seen die ait eae at Oo 


FE 
P 
§ 
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and had as kindly an interest for the men of hid regi- | rebeilion, and after the death of Colonel Colt took charge of the 


Colt Firearms Company and managed it most successfully, wi 
ning the admiration and respect of the people of his adopte d Stat 
He has been connected with many business enterprises in Hart 
and his standing has been such 
General Frank- 


These charges | lin does not belong to the political party which I represent, br at 


| he has been re peatedly requeste d to acce pt office, and he has one« 
or twice headed the Democratic electoral ticket, and has Shen 
otherwise honored by the political party with which he has been 
affiliated. The utter uerility of the charges that are made here 
against General Franklin may be understood and properly appre- 
ciated, I think, from the fact that one criticism made upon on 
is that he, or the managers of the Soldiers’ Home, in the exercise 
of a wise discretion, allowed the insuring of the property conne< ste “l 
with the Homes in Hartford companies. I unde rst and from the 
gentleman from Indiana | Mr. STEELE} that some § $200,000 of insur- 
ance is carried on the property of the different Homes. 

Mr. STEELE. One hundred and ninety-nine thousand two 
hundred dollars. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Now, Mr. Speaker, I submit 
that it would not be possible to get $200, 000 of good insurance 
without going to the city of Hartford for it. {Laughter.] The 
companies with which General Franklin is aehennel are among 
the best in the world. I will guarantee that there has been no ex- 
tra commission paid, and I submit that it is perfectly legitimate 
for him or for the Board of Managers to place their insurance in 
the Hartford companies, because those companies are the best in 
the country. I do not think this fact refiects at all upon the 
management or upon General Franklin, and if that charge is a 


Franklin i is worthy of the attention of this House. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I will ask : the gentleman whether 
it is not the fact that General Franklin is even now connected 
with a number of important business concerns in which he is 
actively engaged? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Yes, sir; he is connected with one 
or two fire insurance companies, and he is also vice-president of 
the Hartford Steam Boiler Inspe ction and Insurance Company, 
and, in fact, he is connected with many of the 
enterprises of Hartford. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
ively to that business? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I have never known any business 
with which General Franklin has been connected that has suf- 
fered. His management of the Colt factory for a long term of 
years was very successful, and the same can be said of all his busi- 
ness associations. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. 
outside business? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. That is his reputation, 
Franklin negiects nothing that he undertakes, and I do 
that in his connection with the Soldiers’ Home he 
any duty. 

Mr. HULL. 
journ. 


leading business 


And he devotes himself very act- 


And he devotes himself to that 


General 
not believe 
has neglected 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted 
| as follows: 

To Mr. Strowp of North Carolina, for four days, on 
important business. 

to Mr. Sxurorp, for three days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. LEonaARD, for ten days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

The motion of Mr. HuLL was then agreed to; and the House 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


account of 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, rec ommending an appropriation to recom- 
mse John Moore & Co. for extra work on the post-office, custom- 
ouse, etc., at Denver, Colo., was taken from the Speaker's table 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
be printed. 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BILL. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. EDDY, from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 8041) for the relief of certain Indians residing upon the 
ceded portion of the Red Lake Reservation, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1306); which said 


bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
ref to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
{ H. R. 8672) for the relief of Richard P. Blackistone. (Report No. 


) 

#, Mr. OTJEN, from the Conumittee on War Claims: The bill 

(H. R. 8030) for the relief of James H. Birch. (Report No. 1299.) 
By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 

lution (House Res. No. 253) to refer to the Court of Claims the 

pA (H. R, 7123) for the relief of George 8. Ayre. (Report No. 


1300. ) 
By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on War Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 4098) for relief of Thomas F. Ryan. (Report No. 1301.) 
- r. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Private Land 
Claims: The bill (H. R. 4603) to confer jurisdiction on the Court 
of Private Land Claims to try and determine a title. (Report No. 


1802, ) x 
By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
bill (S. 125) for the relief of Elizabeth J. Cook, of Arkadel- 


hia, Clark County, Ark., widow of Robert T. Cook. (Report | Secr 


0. a 
1 aaa (H. R. 7501) for the relief of Daniel T. Tollett. (Report 

0. > 

By Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: A bill 
a R. 8221) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh and Charles 

. Larsh, reported in lieu of House bills Nos. 2475 and 2478, 
(Report No. 1305.) 

By Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
i R. 6054) enting a pension to Lucinda Andrews, of Essex, 

t. (Report No. 1307.) 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
Oey 7285) for the relief of George McFarland. (Report No. 
1808. 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
A — following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 8211) to provide for the com- 
missioner of copyrights and to revise the copyright law—to the 
Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 8212) for the aes and pro- 
euctlen of —- records and documents, and providing for the use 
of copies thereof as evidence—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Sy Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 8213) authorizing and directing 
the Secretary of the Navy to furnish 2 pieces of condemned can- 
non and 60 cannon balls to the ae C. Stoyell Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Moravia, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SMITH of Mlinois: A bill (H. R. 8214 ener to Will 
B. Webber Post, Grand Army of the a of Galatia, in Saline 
County D1l., two condemned mounted brass cannon—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr: GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 8215) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Atlantic 
City, in the State of New Jersey—to the Committee on Public 

dings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: A bill os. see) gran to 

Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., 
re cannon and 25 cannon balls—to the Committee on 


aval Affairs. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: A bill (H. R. 8217) to incorporate the Na- 
—, Plant, Flower, and Fruit Guild—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 8218) to amend section $287 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States, authorizing in certain 
cases the storage of distilled spirits in metal tanks in distillery 
warehouses—to the Committee on ioe and Means. 

By Mr. COOPER of Florida: A (H. R.8219) granting the 
use of certain lands to the city of St. Augustine, ., for a pub- 
ryt rig and for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. BARTLETT of New York (by request): A bill (H. R. 
8220) to amend the act appreved February 9, 1831, to grant 
right of way for railroad Poe through certain lands of the 
United States in Richmond County, N. Y.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and La Commerce. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A joint resolution (H. Res. 171) authoriz- 
ing Surg. P.M. Rixey, of the Navy, to accept from the King of 
Spain the grand cross of naval merit with the white distinction 
mark, in recognition of services rendered to the officer and sailors 
of the Santa Maria who were injured by an explosion on that 
shi the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. PICKLER: A resolution (House Res. No. 251) to set 


apart Monday evenings during the session for pension 


and limit debate at evening sessions to ten minutes on each bill— 
to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 254) asking appointment of 
an additional assistant by the Clerk of the House—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MORSE: A memorial by the legislature of Massachusetts 
asking the United States Government to assist in the extermina- 
tion of the gypsy-moth pest—to the Committee on Agriculture, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Private Land 
Claims was dischar from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
2843) for the relief of William M. Boyd, and the same was referred 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, — bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 8222) for the relief of Austin 
G. Jacobs—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R, 8223) authorizing the 





etary of the Interior to convey a certain lot in the District of 
Columbia to John H. Gause and others—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

. By - CORLISS a A i Ca ee — to Femme H. 
arwell money paid as im uty on schooner m 
ton—to the Committee on Claims. r 
* By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (H. R. 8225) to increase the pension 
of George R. Shebbard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 8226) to increase the pension of 
Wi Sharrock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H.R. 8227) for the 
benefit of James S. Fish—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: A bill (H.R. 8228) — @ pension 
to . Jane H. Vandevere, widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. 
Gen. William Vandevere, United States Volunteers, deceased—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H.R. 8229) to pension Ida Jennett, 
widow of Joseph Jennett, late assistant keeper of Gull Shoal Light- 
House, North Carolina—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8230) for the relief of J. E. Merriam—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8231) for the relief of Wil- 
liam T. Bell—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8232) removing the charge of 
desertion from the military record of John O’Brien—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8233) for the relief 
of the estate of Abel Adams, deceased—to the ittee on 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following tions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as Poiowe ly 
ee ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Cen- 
ter ty, Pa., recommending the passage of House bill No. 2626, 
for the protection of seer staples by an export bounty— 
ays 


and Means. 
By Mr. BULL: Petition of the Rhode Island Engineers’ Asso- 
of House bill 


passage 
personnel of the Navy— 


t Hous bill Ho. 18h, sagueting oval parrmasistst0 
passage of House > na ists—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CORLISS: Memorial of the board of reference and con- 
trol of the World’s Columbian Commission, in reference to reports 
of officers—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of ex-soldiers and ex-sailors, 
residents of Crosby, Mo., fa the of a service-pension 
measure granting not less than $8 per month to all honorably dis- 
charged soldiers and served not less than ninety days 
in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
‘tho Bopablie of George G. Meade Post, No. 48, Grand Army 


Also, petition of Dr. 


of t of for the © 
the | of House bill No. 1196, for the relief Pein’ sna ors, OF 


ho ha been dropped from the pension 
at a lower figure and establishing a standard of ratings wet 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


a Sukie tc ee ae ot 
nited States, passage of House 0. , to au- 
thorize the and labels—to the Commit- 
itn gutionee Seine Gerstle, for the pa of House bill 
No. 8050, a pension to Josoph Gerstie—to the Committee 
on 
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. HENRY of Indiana: Papers to accompany House bill 
No 104, for the relief of Eli Conner—to the Committee on 


By Mr. HITT: Memorial of the United States Peace League, 
the English Peace Union, and various other English, German, 
French, Belgian, Dutch, Danish, Italian, and Sicilian societies, in 
fa t arbitration tribunal between Great Britain 

Reed States—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LEIGHTY: Petitions of E. O. Rose and L. E. Reed, 
protesting against the passage of House bill No. 4566, to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

McEWAN: Petition of the Lafayette Republican Bat- 
Jersey City, N. J., asking for the passage of the bill pro- 
for a new ffice building at Jersey City, N. J.—to the 
Committee on Pu Buildings and Grounds. 
Also, tion of Liquor Dealers’ Protective League of Camden, 
Paterson, kensack, Plainfield, Perth Amboy, and 
county of Warren, State of New Jersey, against the passage of 
House bill No. 6668, to amend the act relating to the sale of intox- 
icating liquors in the District of Columbia by raising the license 
fee—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of William P. Kastenhuber, of Jersey City, N.J., 
for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McLACHLAN: Petition of W. L. Woodward and others, 
of the State of California, for the passage of aspecial act placing all 
soldiers from the Veteran Reserve Corps on the same 
footing as other veterans—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
—s of citizens of Santa Ynez, Cal., favoring the pas- 

bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural sta- 
.an export duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
petitions of citizens of Los Angeles County, Cal., for the 
of a service-pension bill of at least $8 per month to ever 
dischar, soldier, sailor, and marine who piri. 
in the late war on the Union side—to the Committee 
Pensions. 
a of citizens of Rivera, Cal., asking that religious 
admitted as second class in the mails—to the Commit- 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
petition of John A. Martin Post, No. 153, Grand Army of 
blic, of Soldiers Home, Cal., favoring a general service- 
bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. QUIGG: Petition of Nathaniel D. White and others, of 
York, in favor of the adoption of the metric system of 
ts and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 


By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petition of E. B. Hendrie and others, of 
Denver, Colo., favoring the passage of bill reviving the office of 
Lieutenant-General in the interest of Maj. Gen. Nelson A. Miles— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOWNE: Petition of several hundred citizens of Min- 
nesota, for legislation in favor of the carriage of bicycles as bag- 


to posmeees House bill No. 4246—to the Committee on 
Intorstat and Foreign Commerce. 


. TRELOAR: Pai to accom bill nting a pen- 
sion to A. J. Vansneiels60 the Cummins Se Invalid Seleten. 
Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of Rebecca R. Mitchell and 
other officers of the Idaho Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 
a international arbitration—to the Committee on the 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 16, 1896. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The PRESIDENT tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the iCooteny of in nse to a 
instant, relative to the 


cases of entucky 
ones a reported a> Cungueel Jemeary, 
anuary 
Document No. 234, and ky es ae 
these cases by the ptroller 
28, 1896; which, with the accompanying 
to the Committee on Claims, and to 


BITIETTAAA besere the Senate 0 communication from the Secre- 
a letter from the Secretary of 
5,000 for the purchase of ma- 

of the fiscal year 1897; which, with the 
Appro- 


was referred to the Committee on 
to be printed, 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 2d instant authorizing the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury to reexamine Treasury settlement No. 133, being claim 
in favor of George Baber, formerly of Gallatin, Tenn., for bar- 
racks and quarters, reported to Congress in House Executive Docu- 
ment No. 234, Fifty-third Congress, third session, a report thereon 
by the Comptroller of the Treasury, dated the 11th instant; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the Anti- 
Saloon League of the District of Columbia and a petition of the 
American Christian Missionary Society, praying for the appoint- 
ment of an impartial national commission of inquiry to investi- 
gate and report upon the alcoholic liquor traffic, its relations to 
crime, pauperism, taxation, and the general welfare; which were 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Columbus, 
Ohio; a petition of the Board of Trade of Jacksonville, Fla.; a 
petition of the Fruit and Produce Exchange of Boston, Mass., and 
a petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of 
Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the establishment of a department 
of commerce and manufactures; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Commandery of the 
State of Colorado, Military Order of the Loyal Legion of the 
United States, of Denver, Colo., praying for the revival of the rank 
of Lieutenant-General of the Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Council No. 64, American Pro- 
tective Association, of Breckinridge, Colo., remonstrating against 
placing the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also presented a petition, in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Chamber of Commerce of Denver, Colo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation providing for a reclassification of clerks 
in the tal service; which was referred to the Committee on 


Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
He also — titions of Core Makers’ Protective Union, 
No. 5900, American Federation of Labor, of Cincinnati, Ohio; of 


the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of 
Philadelphia, Pa.; of the American Federation of Labor, of Indian- 
apolis, Ind.; of Union No. 6651, American Federation of Labor, 
of Columbus, Ohio; of the Federated Trades Council, of Madison, 
Wis.; of American Waiters’ Union, No. 5108, of St. Louis, Mo.; of 
Federal Labor Union, No. 6512, American Federation of Labor, 
of Belt, Mont.; of Journeymen Tailors’ Union, No. 140, of Hot 
Springs, Ark.; of Central Labor Union, American Federation of 
Labor, of Toledo, Ohio; of Steam Engineers’ Protective Union, No. 
5703, American Federation of Labor, of Denver, Colo., and of the 
Screw Makers’ Protective Union, No. 6256, American Federation 
of Labor, of Toledo, Ohio, praying for the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; which were ordered to lie 
on the table. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a potion of the Board of Trade of 
Columbus, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation secur- 
ing better markets for grain, grain products, meats, and all manu- 
factured products of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a a of the faculty of the 
School of Pharmacy, University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Mich., 
praying for the enactment of legislation raising the status of 
pharmacists in the United States Navy; which was referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Edward B. Linsley, of Three 
Rivers, Mich., praying for the establishment of a department of 
commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Columbia Heights Citizens’ 
Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 3559, providing for the extension of Fourteenth 
street northwest; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Builders’ Exchange of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation extendin 
the sewer system of the District of Columbia; which was referr 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of 933 residents and property owners 
of the southeast section of the District of Columbia, praying for the 

of the bill to incorporate the East Washington Heights 
Traction Railway Company; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. PRITCHARD presented the ition of E. L. Haughton 
and sundry other citizens of North Carolina, praying that an ap- 

ropriation of $10,000 be made to continue the improvements of 
the Trent River, in that State, as already commenced under the 
United States Engineer Department; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
‘was referred the bill (8. 2700) for the relief of the heirs of certain 
seamen lost in the foundering of light-vessel No. 37, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the satne committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2337) for establishing a fog-signal vessel at San Francisco 
Bar, California, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 

ort thereon. 

Ie also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 933) making an a for the purchase of a site 
apd the construction of a light and fog signal at St. Andrews Bay, 
Florida, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely . 

He also, ‘rom the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 657) to provide for the erection of range lights at St. 
hs Bay, Florida, and at St. Andrews Bay, Florida, reported 
it wit amendments, and submitted a report t m. 

He =:s0, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
ainendment submitted by Mr. Quay on the ist instant, —_- 
that the Christiana light station, Delaware, be raised to the fourth 
order, intended a to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, reported it iy and submitted a report thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 


"ne oman 
He also, from the ittee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the 9th instant, 


Lh 


ding for the arming and equi of the Naval Militia, in- 
Rides to the naval appropriation bill, reported it 


favorably and submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 


was agreed to. i 
Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
refe the amendment submitted ae emate on the ist instant, 
i for a relief vessel for the Fourth light-house district, 
to be to the sundry civil priation bill, 
reported feveratty m, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on iations and printed; which was agreed to. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the Ist instant, providing 
for the stationing of a first-class light vessel at or near the Over- 
falls pommneine ag intended to be proposed to the sundry 
civil iation bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved 
that it referred to the Committee on Appropriations and 

ted; which was agreed to. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1865) for the relief of the National New Haven 
Bank of the State of Connecticut, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S.1122) for the relief of Sallie Hardmond, re- 

it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2845) for the relief of Mrs. L. A. Barber, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration and that it 
be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER, frofn the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1155) for the relief of Lieut. Jerome 
E. Morse, of the United States Navy, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, submitted a report to accom- 
pany the resolution of inquiry ado: by the Senate on the 20th 
ultimo concerning the location of the turrets of battle ships; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. JONES of erate. from the Committee to Audit and Con- 


xpenses 
the amendment submitted by Mr. Harris on the 14th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the sundry civil iation bill, the 
amendment proposing to appropriate one-half of a year’s salary 
each to the widows of M. F. Watkins, Charles Stone, and James 
Newsom, late members of the Capitol 
amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
S and pri ; which was agreed to. 
r. GRAY. At the request of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MoreGan}, a member of Committee on Foreign 
present for him the views of the minority in to the ri 
and propriety of taking fur seals, and relative to House 
8206, to amend an act entitled ‘An act to prevent the extermina- 
tion of fur-bearing animals in Alaska,” and for other purposes, 
Satganek KmovetesGosgubiaguend 
y > Imove prin 
The motion was agreed to. 
BILAS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2865) to remove the charge 

Sean ak eae Tucker; pny a et 
: . accom 

ove ns oo panying papers, referred 

He also introduced 





police, reported it without | PY 


ae ao 
a bill (S. 2866) granting a pension to Sarah! 


M. Kingsley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
oy ery referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He also in uced a bill (S. 2867) granting a pension to Joseph 
Harris; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the mittee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 2868) granting a pension to Dora 
D. Jones; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
: HARD introduced a bill (8. 2869) for the relief of 


J. E. Merriam; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (8. 2870) to ee Rene C, 
Baughman to lay in a certain street in ty of Washing- 


ton; which was 

pa 
i introduced 
amend “An act for the correction of the mili 


helm Spiegelburg,” approved July 21, 1892; wh 
by its tte and referved tothe Committe on 


twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
the District of Columbia. 

a bill (S. 2871) to 
record of Wil- 


1 was read twice 


Benj . Douglas; which was read twice its title, and 
ss to the Committee on Pensions. ~% . 
cannon and 15 cannon balls to 


I Army ic, of Enid, Okla.; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 


on Military 

He also mtroduced a bill (S. 2874) to provide for the construc- 
tion of a graveled road from the termination of the ed road 
bridge on the north side of Cache River, in i 


Fé. 


o ion to 
Mrs. Millie Jackson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
to the Committee on See 

. VILAS introduced a bill (8. ) granting a ion to 
Hiram Santas; which was read twice by its title, sain -aeterred 
Mn TELLER 2 aesnent bill (8. 2878) granti 

ir. an a ki ing a ion to 
Aaron Wood; which was read twice by its title qulradierred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2879) Stare pee to Charles 
A. Hutchings; which was read twice by its ,and referred to 
tie alee inteoduced a bill (8 2880 ting to Char! 

in a . ) granting a pension arles 
E. Mann; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2881) granting an increase 
of pension to Jacob Ela; which was read twice by its title, ani, 
ee accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

nsions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2882) for the erection of a monu- 
ment to the memory of Lieut. Commander George Washington 
De Long and his comrades, who lost their lives in the Jeanneite 
Arctic expedition; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to bo 
proposed by him to the riverand harbor iation bill; which 
a nel ig to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

rinted. 
r. BACON submitted an amendment intended to be propose 


by him to the sundry civil ; which was referred 
te the Committee on and to be printed. 

.c su intended to be proposed 

him to the sundry civil ; which were referred 


ADDITIONAL BUILDING FOR NATIONAL MUSEUM. 
Mr. MORRILL. Mr. President, I desire to occupy the time of 
the Senate long enough to place on record some facts in relation 
to the for a new building for the National Maseum. 


The The Senator from Vermont, 
in of calls up from the table a bil! 
in peruance of travous nein 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 698) to for the erection of 
on ebtiendl tenesent Museum, reported 
from the on Buildings and Grounds with an 

Mr. MORRILL. Mr. when the Smithsonian Institu- 
tion, designed for “‘ the of knowledge among 











imto practical operation it was discovered that a 
~ would be a large contributor to the great pur- | 
founder, and that the nation was destitute of such an | 

The Smithsonian building accordingly early began 
tem y crowded with many gifts and objects of rare | 
_ subsequently a te building for a museum was | 
indispensable. be ea ma as was = meena _ 

Smithsonian e ernment, through many 0 
——_ and guided by the Smithsonian Insti- | 
tution in & 
tical diffusion 


and educational direction, as well as in the | 
of knowledge, it was sure to become an impor- | 
t. but inexpensive institution of public education, with a con- | 
stantly collection of important materials worthy to be | 
intrusted to the custody of a national museum, where they might | 
be forever preserved and thus increase in value with every suc- 
The statistics in relation to the present Museum are interesting, 
indicate iteextensive scope and character. It is not a ‘‘ dime 
museum” of ue curiosities, but without money and with- 
out price it offers to visitors more wonderful attractions by its 
rare scientific and historic value. The several 
a great variety of contributions of spe- 
were represented any more their 
There are now 8,406,920 specimens in the Museum, many of al- 
most priceless value, and it is even claimed that a fair appraisal 
of the value of the entire 
several millions of dollars. 
A museum has been properly defined as ‘‘ a consultation library 
our National Museum justifies this definition, as 
it may be said to be thronged by an inquisitive people daily asking 
quentlena, and here seeking proper answers. It is visited by those 
who are students in various branches of science and by those who 
are notstudents, but all find itan object lesson. Itisafreeschool, | 
benefits of which are annually extended to multitudes of vis- | 
itors from almost.every State and Territoryofthe Union. All who 
of the old or new building are registered, 
the past nine years was 3,474,006, or an 
average of nearly 400,000 ae. 
that the average daily number of those who have 
and instruction in visiting the National Museum 
nine years to have been over 1,000 day, except 
They come from distant States as well as from those 
who live not far from Niagara are said to be con- | 
its roar and rarely visit the great falls. It is the multi- 
American travelers from distant homes who have most | 
in and seek the most profit from the National Museum. 
The dence of the Museum amounts to 20,000 letters | 
annually as largely comes from remote as the nearest States, | 
asking for or giving ae information: 
In 1879 present Museum ding was authorized to be con- 
Slice conghhy giaonal by Genand Misigs The io: 
was, e, To y v mer. eigs. The in- | 
the building is appropriate for its use, while the exterior 
yon less commendation. Although it covers 3} acres of | 
ground, another building of equal or larger dimensicns is already 
urgent necessity. : ; : 
building will be placed west of the Smithsonian, 
there a like space position with that on the east 
the Smithsonian, but will be one story higher, and with a 
ing more, of course, than was that 
the present building, but it be built with the same strict 
room for the proper exhibition of gifts, or of 
materials collected for the Museum, tends to retard its proper - 
and large additional amount of room is greatly 
needed to illustrate the natural wealth of our country, of whic 
deserve to be and all classified by 
marbles, building stones of some of 
fairly represented, but a better and more com- 
from many more of them. 


en ereentrewied conden af the Binssam is 
visible, of course, to all who enter it; but I do not suppose that 


collection would make it amount to | 


i 
“oe 
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packed 50,000 skins of birds, and 50,000 more are in the gallery, 
and it must be remembered that we have the most beautiful and 
the widest collection of birds of any country in the world. 

There are various sheds in scattered places and one temporarily 
hired, with an estimated capacity of 170,000 cubic feet, fully 
packed with valuable material. None of these ephemeral struc- 
tures containing numberless objects of interest are fireproof, and 
all are dangerously combustible. 

It is now just a half century since the establishment of the 
Smithsonian Institution, and its work has been a continuous 
honor to the United States. It is the custodian of the National 
Museum, which is the only lawful place of deposit of ‘‘all objects 
of art and of foreign and curious research, and all objects of nat- 
ural history, plants, and geologjcal and mineralogical specimens 
belonging to the United States.” 

The idea has been suggested that possibly it might have been 
wiser to have originally selected a site wherea much larger struc- 
ture for the Museum could have been erected; but its removal from 
the neighborhood of the Smithsonian building would have made 
it impracticable for Secretary Baird, in whom Congress reposed 
the utmost confidence, to have had anything to do with it, and 
far less to have been the persistent and efficient guide and pro- 
moter of a great national museum,as much to his personal honor 
as even the national fish hatchery has proved to be. 

The additional building now earnestly sought will be equal to 


| the preservation and exhibition of a very large amount of accumu- 


lated material now unhappily stored away, and will also provide 


| some space for future accumulations that should not longer be 
| neglected. 


The agents of great museums abroad are reported to be regularly 
—— here, with authority to purchase any American curios 
and antiquities, and in some directions they are supposed to have 


| already obtained better specimens for exhibition than have been 


left for us to find. 

The New World, of which the United States forms so important 
a part, in its prairies and mountains, hills and forests, with their 
extensive minerals, rocks, and marbles, lakes and rivers, with the 
animals, game, birds, and fish, the story of the prehistoric race, 
the legends of the Indian tribes, as well as the notable modern 
history and life of the present inhabitants, all seem to have dis- 
tinctive features of their own which belong almost exclusively to 
the western half of the globe discovered by Columbus. This vast 
and comparatively ungathered continental field, with its abound- 
ing American treasures, should be harvested by our National 
Museum and not surrendered to the more diligent foreign ex- 
plorers to adorn and enrich only European museums. 

As long as it shall be conducted by the Smithsonian Institution 
its broad nonpartisan reputation as a national museum of the 
highest character will not be likely ever to be disputed or im- 
peached. 

While this additional building, with its additional story and 
cellar, will more than double the capacity of the present museum, 
it is probable as the years go by that it will be necessary to keep 
step with the research, progress, and record of the American 
people, and as early as 1926, when our population will be not less 
than 140,000,000, it may be expected that another and grander 
building in the rear of the Smithsonian, facing on South B street 
and connecting the two wings, will be required to mark and 
illustrate the age. 

I ask that Senate bill 698, which is on the table, be now placed 
upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Calendar. 

Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the bill concerning 
which the Senator from Vermont has addressed the Senato be put 
upon its oe at this time. I know it isa bill to which no 
Senator objects. 

Mr. MORRILL. I prefer that an amendment of the same char- 
acter shall be put on the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the bill could be passed through the 
Senate and goto the other House. 

Mr. MORRILL. I would rather keep the bill back for the 
present. 


The bill will take its place on 


j SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution reported 
by Mr. MitcHE.. of Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, February 18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolwed, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled to a seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, when I yielded the floor yesterday 
afternoon, in order that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHermMan| 
might move an executive session, | had hoped I was approaching 
the conclusion of such argument as I have been able to present 
to the Senate in regard to the questions that have been raised in 
this interesting discussion as to admitting Col. Henry A. Du Pont 
to a seat in the Senate. I thought 1 had shown that the plain 
provisions of the constitution of Delaware made it necessary that 
the speaker of the senate, who exercised the office of governor, 
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should retain his office both as speaker of the senate and as sena- 
tor from the county that he in represented; that there not 
only was no express provision of the constitution creating a va- 
cancy in the contingency that was provided for, but every impli- 
cation from the language used and every intendment to be 
gathered from the various provisions of the constitution pointed 
to the fact that no such vacancy was contemplated as possible. 
I also, I thought, disposed of the argument that was founded 
upon the two prohibitory clauses, or the two clauses prescribing 
qualifications, or rather disqualifications, for senator and repre- 
sentative and also for governor. I think it is admitted on both 
sides that if the mere exercise of the office can be argued to create 
@ vacancy, those clauses do not apply. I think I showed also that 
by the universal practice and usage in the State and all branches 
of the Government and in the opinion of all its people no vacancy 
was created in the numerous instances in which the speaker of 
the senate had been called to exercise the office of governor. 

But the counsel have two branches to their argument, and 
forced by the stress, it seems to me, of the situation in which they 
find themselves, they invent a phrase, ‘‘ suspension from office,” 
that is, that though there is no vacancy when the speaker exer- 
cises the office of governor he is suspended for the time being from 
his legislative function as senator. 

Mr. President, I dwelt upon the fact that thereis nosuch phrase 
in the constitution as “ suspension from office ”; that the thingitself 
is not provided for and is at war with the whole scheme of the 
constitution; that it would produce a state of things much more 
inconvenient and much worse for the people of the State than to 
create a vacancy, for if you create a vacancy it can be filled, but 
if you create as on you create a sort of vacancy that can 
not be filled, and thereby leave one-third of the representation of 
a county destroyed without possibility of supplying it—a state 
of things which it is not conceivable that the framers of the con- 
stitution ever intended or would have permitted if it had been 
called to their attention. 

Suppose, as I said yesterday, that the framers of the constitu- 
tion ad had suggested to them in their convention that when, 
under the provisions that they had framed, the speaker of the 
senate exercised the office of governor the speaker was suspended 
from his function as senator, thereby creating a vacancy that 
could not be filled, and that one-third of the representation of a 
county had thus been helplessly destroyed, the answer would have 
been (and I think no intelligent man will suggest that it'could 
have been other) that we do not think we have done this thing, 
and we certainly never intended to do it. 

This suspension is claimed to have been worked on an entirely 
in dent ground from the prohibitory clauses, so called, of the 

tution, or the ae clauses on what they call an in- 
herent incompatibility between the executive and legislative 
offices, and a so-called American doctrine of public law has been 
invoked, which is said to be founded upon the division of the 
three departments of the Government in American constitutions 
into executive, legislative, and judicial. I have asserted that 
there is no such American doctrine. It has been demonstrated 
by the Senator from re [Mr. GzorGe] in his admirable 
argument that no such doctrine ever exis or has ever been 
declared by any writer on constitutional law. I read —— 
from Story on the Constitution, I read from Mr. Webster's 
es, and I also read from Mr. Madison in the Federalist to 
show that there was no such doctrine, and I think I have so shown, 
the doctrine being merely that one department shall not exercise 
the whole of the powers of the other di ent, not that there 
may not be an occasional participation of those who hold position 
or office in one in the exercise of the powers of the other. A leg- 
islator, a senator or representative, is not the legislative d 
ment. A ae is not the general assembly; he is only one 
constituent factor of it. He can not exert legislative power, 
though the body to which he belongs can. He is not one of the 
t departments, and when he exercises an executive function 
t is not the legislative t participating in an executive 
function, but it is a single unit of those composing the legislative 
department orming some duties that may err called 
executive. That is all there is of it; and it has been shown that 
that is a thing that has not been avoided in any constitutions of 
the forty-five States of the American Union. I assert that with- 
out fear of contradiction. 

To show how utterly untenable the theory of the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is, and upon which he built his 
whole argament, it seems to me, we all Sern natin tee 
lawyer recollects—that in the State of New York until 1848, 
it was, the supreme appellate tribunal of that State was composed 
of the lieutenant-governor, certain judges, and the senate, one of 
the members of the legislative department, and that the senate 
of New York through a large period of the history of that 
State was performing j functions. No one 
any American system was being trampled under foot that 
constitution was in force, and no one ever dreamed to assert that 
the framers of that constitution were not imbued with a knowl- 


edge of what was required of those who were undertaking to creat 
a framework of government for a free American Commonwealt}), 

It is not worth while that I should pause to ransack our history 
for instances so multiplied as they have been, but we can recai] 
without effort the fact that Chief Justice Marshall was Secretar); 
of State when he was commissioned as Chief Justice. He was 
commissioned in January, 1801, and continued to act as Secretary 
of State until the end of Mr. Adams’s Administration. [ hays 
never heard that the great American principle of division of goy- 
ernmental powers was destroyed or seriously impaired by that 
historical fact. 

Mr. CHANDLER. May I ask the Senator a eed 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Did he exercise both offices at the 
same time? 

Mr. GRAY. Both offices at the s:tme time. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. He exercised both? 

Mr. GRAY. He exercised both. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask whether he exercised the function of 
oS State and Chief Justice at the same time? 

Mr. GRAY. He did. After sitting in court he went to his 
office of Secretary of State and signed commissions, and made 
communication with foreign powers as Secretary of State. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will refer to the authority. 

Mr. GRAY. I have it not here, but if it will gratify the Sena- 
tor I will have that matter made clear for him. 

Mr. GEORGE. You are referring to Chief Justice Marshall? 

Mr. GRAY. To Chief Justice Marshall. 

Mr. TURPIE. There is no doubt of it. 
ee peg A tere os = mere Ao ~ So Poo = can do is 

agree wi © pro nm O . Webster, that when we want 
to find how much ee is permitted by the members of 
one department of the Government in the powers or duties of 
another we have got to look to the written Constitution, and that 
there is no such general American doctrine as that declared by 
the Senator from New Hampshire. I am just reminded that 
Chief Justice Jay, after he was Chief Justice, and while he exer- 
cised the office of Chief Justice, performed a very important 
executive act when, under the commission of the seident, he 
made the treaty of commerce with Great Britain of 1795. 

Mr. President, we are too practical a people, we are sprung 
froma people who are too ical, we have inherited our laws 
and our constitutional tendencies from a people who are too prac- 
tical, to be bound down in this matter of constitution 
making by any hard-and-fast theory such as the Senator from 
New patie declared existed. When we want to make a 
government we consider the object we have in view, the conven- 
ience of the provisions that we have made, and the machinery that 
we have created for the end we had before us. 

But, Mr. President, the ae incompatibility on this 
foundation of discrimination legislative and executive 
functions, as incompatibility for any other cause, will work a va- 
cancy if it works anything, nota suspension. There has been no 
case cited by the learned Senator from , whose powers of 
research and industry we are all familiar with—there has }ee no 
case cited in which the — or acceptance of an incompatible 
office has worked anything buta vacancy in the office already heli. 
There is nowhere, sofar as I know (and certainly the distinguished 
Senator has cited no instance), where incompatibility has been 
adju to work any effect at all upon the office already held 
that that oe not been se a ar eran not - 
a suspension. suspension unction is a thing that must be 
provided for by express constitutional or statutory enactment. It 
can not in its nature be a that works its own creation. It 
is a limited and special and effect to be produced, 
where it is produced at all; and it can not be ed that such an 
effect would follow the mere incompatibility of office, if incom- 


apm be oe 

But, Mr. President, there is another view to be taken of the 
argument of the Senator from and those who agree with 
ee peat en te him. He mae this ; und, inde- 
pen incompatibility on, there is a sus- 
Foosion worked tn the ‘position of speaker of the senate and sen- 
ator from Kent County, in the State of Delaware, in the special 
case we have before us. If it is an incompatibility of function 
that creates this suspension, and not express constitutional enact- 


ment and then the — can only exist pro 
according to the Senator’s own argument, 


tanto; it only 
so far as that extends, because there is no other way 
by which the Senator can arrive atthe conclusion that there 


has been a suspension by reason of inherent incompatibility be- 

except arguing that there a common 
Stee tncctegedibbs tations to be exercised at 
the same man. Well, admitting, then, for the 
that the is incompatible 
with the executive function, that therefore there was worked 
a on that account of the legislative function so far 4s 
Mr. Watson was concerned while he exercised the office of gov- 
ernor, the matter we are concerned with here and now is not 4 
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legislative function at all; it is the electoral function that he was 
when he voted for United States Senator on the 9th 

ae of May, 1895, and had no relation at all to the legislative 
were bed by the constitution, had no relation 

tal character that he held as a legis- 
posed upon him by the Constitution 
of the United States, and bore no semblance at all to a legislative 


function. this function of voting for a United States 
Senator was outside of —— of incompatibility, and could 


been by i 
— uM of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from Dela- 
ware if it is not a fact that Mr. Watson could only exercise the 
electoral function in virtue of the right existing in him at the 
same time to exercise the legislative function; and if the right to 
exercise the legislative function was suspended, does it not follow, 
as a matter of course, that the right to exercise the electoral func- 


omg et at the same time? 
tot GRA . Mr. President, I think I understand the Senator. 
But the Senator has made an exceedingly artificial argument on 
this whole matter of suspension of function occasioned or worked 
out the incompatibility of another function. It is true that 
Mr. Watson was elected a member of the legislature of Delaware, 
and that, as a member of the legislature of Delaware maaerty and 
duly elected, he had om to participate in the election of a 
United States Senator. Now, if his exercise of the office of gov- 
ernor, according to the Senator’s real belief, worked a vacancy in 
his office, that was an end of Mr. Watson as a legislator, and he 
had no right to participate in the election of a United States Sen- 
ator any more than if he had been expelled by a vote of the senate 
from that body. But that is not this case; that is not that plain, 
simple case that plain people can understand. We are dealing 
this exceedingly complex situation which the Senator from 
Oregon has created for the purposes of his argument, to wit, that 
there was no vacancy created in the senate of Delaware such as I 
have described by the exercise of the executive office, but there 
was a suspension of function. He remained senator, or otherwise 
his place could have been filled, but he could not vote because, 
forsooth, he was performing executive duties under the constitu- 
tion—could not vote on a law, could not do anything that was 
required of him as a legislator. Why? Because his office had 
been vacated? No. As I said just now,it had not been vacated. 
But because the legislative function was incompatible with the 
executive function, and just so far as that incompatibility ex- 
tended his — and capacity as a co was in a state of 
paralysis. Ido not know how else to describe it. But when we 
come to a function that was not within the four corners of this 
carefully described incompatible function, to wit, voting for a 
United States Senator, he still had been elected, his office was not 
vacant; it was only suspended, according to the Senator’s own 
argument, as to its 1] tive side, and he was bound to exercise 
the ele:-toral function of voting for a United States Senator for 
which },¢ was elected among other things to exercise. That is all 
there isin that. Otherwise the argument founded upon incom- 
ew of function or suspension of office, it seems to me, is one 
is self-contradictory and ro 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. the Senator will allow me, he 

is getting a little bit away from the proposition he was arguing 


amomentago. The Senator assumes, for the sake of the argu- 
ment—that is, for the time being—that my contention was correct 


t the right to exercise the function of legislator 
was suspended while Mr. Watson exercised the office of governor; 
and then went on to argue that, although that might be so, still 
Mr. Watson had a right to exercise the electoral function, which 
was not suspended. [replied to that, forthe p of showing 
that that is not a sound a. by stating that he could only 
the electoral function ie virve eof the right residing in 

to exercise the legislative function; and whenever the right 
exercise the legislative function was held in abeyance or sus- 
pended, then, as a matter of course, it necessarily follows that the 
right to exercise the electoral function was also s ed, and 
therefore it follows still furthermore that that particular argu- 
Senator from Delaware is not, in my judgment, a 


That ticular ent of the Senator from 

par 
pe ne is not a soot one. That is all there is about it. Govern- 
could not be run, of course, u such an attenuated in- 
Sepestation of constitutions as the tor feels it necessary to 
in this case, in order to establish this incompatibility of 
agree to that; but I am taking his argument as he 
MER POA Where bo must atts, if he ta logical in that respect, 
a m™m 5 e at respect, 
Mr. Watson in the election of a United 
a function that was not in- 
office of governor. That is 
We are not talking about his 
rane Se eeactmens of a law or to perform any purely 
are concerned with is whether he, 


4 





in See in that joint assembly on the 9th of May, tran- 
scended the right that must belong to him in order to permit him 
to so participate. The Senator says no, because the legislative 
function is incompatible with the executive function. We say 
this is not a legislative function, but an electoral function. Then 
the Senator replies: ‘‘Oh, no; I have suspended him; no constitu- 
tion has done it; no other case in the whole broad area of the 
United States has done so; but I have suspended him as a legis- 
lator, and therefore his right to participate in the election of a 
United States Senator, which is attendant upon his character as a 
legislator, is suspended also.” 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is so. 

Mr. GRAY. Buthow has the Senator suspended him? Not by 
his own ipse dixit, although I am afraid if we analyze his argu- 
ment it comes down to that—not by his own ipse d:xit, not be- 
cause he ought to be suspended according to any view that the 
learned Senator might have of what the proper constitution ought 
to be, but he has suspended him by asserting that there was an in- 
compatibility between two functions which he was elected to per- 
form, to pass laws and the executive function. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is an ipse dixit. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes. Granting, for the sake of the argument, 
that that is what he founded it upon, now in the absence of any 
constitutional provision establishing such a state of things, in the 
absence, too, of any authority, any precedent, anywhere from 
Maine to Georgia or from Massachusetts to California, any in- 
stance in American public law—in the absence of all that, I say, 
we must confine his argument, then, to the incompatibility between 
two functions that works a suspension, and say that as to a func- 
tion that is not incompatible, that suspension thus produced can 
not exist. That is all that can be made of it, taking his own ar- 
gument, and that is all I meant todo. Where the reason of the 
law ceases the law itself ceases. 

No, Mr. President, the Senator from Michigan felt that this 
artificial argument and this phrase invented by him would have 
to be supported, and as he supported it, by ingenious argument, 
and by not one syllable of authority, although he said the in- 
stances were numerons. I challenge him now to make good the 
— that there are numerous instances in the history of the 

Jnited States where a suspension was worked, such as he has as- 
serted exists here, independently of express constitutional or statu 
tory provisions. The Senator does not reply, and [ take it for 
granted that neither his research nor industry has been able to 
discover a single such instance. any more than I have been able 
to doso, or the learned and able Senators who have preceded me in 
this argument have been able to discover a single instance of such 
suspension thus worked. 

So we come back to the original plain proposition, the exercise 
of the executive office by the speaker of the senate either worked 
@ vacancy or there was no vacancy of any kind. It certainly did 
not work a vacancy that it was impossible to fill. 

Mr. President, I think I have said enough on that point, but let 
me add to the authorities which have been already cited by me, 
going back a little, as to this matter of what is American public 
law in regard to the division of the three great departments of the 
Government, and see whether I was right or the Senator from New 
Hampshire was right in his declaration of what that. public law 
was. I read from Story onthe Constitution; I read from Mr. Web 
ster, the great expounder of the Constitution, in one of the most 
interesting speeches he ever made; I read from Mr. Madison in 
the Federalist; and now let me come down to modern times, and 
take a late writer on constitutional law, Mr. Pomeroy. At sec- 
tion 173, in the first part of his work on constitutional law, he 
says, after quoting the several articies establishing the three de- 
partments: 

This language is clear, precise, and apparently without exception or limi 
tation. Yet when we compare it with other clauses of the Constitution we 
shall discover that the separation of functions is not thus perfect; that the 
several departments are not thus absolutely independent of each other. In 
deed, such an ideal independence is impracticable. While the classes of 
functions committed to the legislature, the executive, and the judiciary may 
be generally or in the mass distinct, there must be, in the very nature of 
things, some points of contact, some overlapping, some commingling 

But, Mr. President, as I said at the outset, all this argument in re- 
gard to what is the proper construction of the constitution of Dela- 
ware and the proper interpretation of the clause by virtue of which 
Mr. Watson, as speaker of the senate, exercised the office of governor 
is a work of supererogation. It has been indulged in here by me 
at great length, I admit, because I considered it proper to vindi- 
cate the action of the authorities of my State before the Senate 
of the United States, and to demonstrate absolutely the propriety 
of the conduct of the governor of Delaware in his participation 
in the election for a United States Senator on the 9th of May, 1895. 
It had been abundantly demonstrated before by the able and dis- 
tinguished Senator from Indiana pe. TURPIE] ang the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. GeorGE] that this interpretation of the 
constitution put upon it by the governor and his advisers was 
correct; and I have endeavored to repeat it, even with the peril 
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of ‘weakening the argument by my repetition of it. But, after 
all, it is not necessary that the Senate should burden itself with 
this argument. What we have to consider here, and what is con- 
clusive of this case, is the proposition that the Senate of the United 
States has no right, power, or jurisdiction to decide as to the 

nalifications of a senator who voted on the 9th of May for the 
election of a United States Senator from Delaware—absolutely 
none—and we shall stultify ourselves, Mr. President, we shall re- 
verse the precedents of a hundred years in this body, if we shall 
allow ourselves, from whatever motive, to step down from the 
high plane we should occupy in exercising this high judicial func- 
tion to usurp the duty of the senate of Delaware to judge of the 
elections, returns, and qualifications of itsown members. Unless 
we recognize that right in the two houses of the State legislatures, 
it is in vain that we should demand respect for the exercise that 
we make of a similar power given to us. We ought to be very 
careful not to transcend in the exercise of this power the proper 
and appropriate judicial function that has been confe upon 
us by the Constitution of the United States. The senate of Dela- 
ware, and not the Senate of the United States, is to judge of the 
qualifications of William T. Watson to sit in the senate of Dela- 
ware while temporarily exercising the office of governor. 

Mr. President, the ator from Oregon, of course, is too able 
and too learned a man not toadmit that proposition; but with the 
exceeding ingenuity which has characterized his argument through 
all the Sasaeken of this case, he seeks to evade or avoid the force 
of that a by setting up some other one, which he thinks 
will carry him around the inhibition which is implied upon the 
Senate of the United States to exercise the judicial function of the 
senate of Delaware. Having assumed a suspension of function—- 
&@ pure assumption, as I have shown, nowhere warranted by the 
constitutionor any respectable authority anywhere, outside of ex- 
press statutory enactment or constitutional enactment—having 
assumed a suspension of function and created a phrase and a con- 
dition for which there is no constitutional warrant, the Senator 
builds up upon this assumption the further proposition that there 
was so seat subject or open to occupancy in the Delaware senate 
as to which the judicial power of that senate could be exercised, 
and upon this proposition, thus established, he proceeds to show 
by the Kansas case—from which the tion, I suppose, of a 
seat not subject to occupancy, although t hrase did not come 
from there, was given to the Senator’s mind—that the Delaware 
senate has no jurisdiction to judge in regard to this matter, but 
that the Senate of the United States has. That is a very remark- 
able ——e to commence with. The Senator says under 
that clause of the constitution of Delaware which it has in com- 
mon with all the constitutions of the States and of the United 
States, that each house shall judge of the elections, returns, and 

ualifications of its own members, that it has only the right to 

udge of the act of the election and return, of the fact of the 
qualification or ualification, but if there is any admixture of 
law or constitutional interpretation necessary to the adjudication 
of the case, then the senate of Delaware has no right to determine 
it, hut the Senate of the United States has. How monstrous that 
= sounds when you state it, and yet that is the proposi- 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I donot contend that the senate 
of Delaware have not the right to decide it. I said they did have 
the right to decide it in the instance, but that their decision, 
if they misconstrue the constitution of the State of Delaware, was 
not ae upon the Senate of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, there is no such power as that sug- 
gested by the Senator from Oregon conferred upon either house 
of the ware legislature by its constitution, or upon the houses 
of any legislature by "a constitution, to ju in the first in- 
stance. ink of it! The only power is to ne finally. 
That —— “ju * ne ee voeeeeae = : 
or any other good dictionary. a dictionary be brough 
to me. What does the word “ judge” mean in those clauses? It 
means, or it means nothing, to determine finally the question; and 
to judge in the first instance is not to determine finally. What 
sort of a privileze or a prerogative is that to the houses of a 
lature, that they may judge, it is true, as in an inferior j c- 
tion, but that taat ju ent is sub to reversal, subject to be 
set aside? Iask the Senator from Mississippi to read from Wor- 
cester’s Dictionary—I see he has it—just what the word “ judge” 


means. 

Mr. GEORGE read as follows: 

To examine and decide as a judge; to determine finally. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘To determine finally.” What sort of a jurisdic- 
tion is that which is conferred to the suggestion of the 


Senator from Oregon? That would be a futile jurisdiction; it te 


would not answer the purpose for which it was given. says 
the Senator from Oregon to a a ven to the Senate of 
the United States under a similar clause to judge of the elections, 
returns, and qualifications of its own members? Is it to in 
the first instance oniy, subject to be reversed in the Supreme 


Apri 16, 


or the circuit court of the United States, or wherever the question 
might come collaterally or directly before a judicial tribunal? 

Mr, MITCHELL of Oregon. I will simply say that the Senate 
seer States is the highest court in the United States of 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, the Senator from Oregon, having 
once strayed from the beaten path of constitutional law, has 
wandered farther and farther into the jonale of misinterpreta- 
tion—I was going to ang SST, but I can not use that word 
in connection with the Senator—of the fundamental principle, as 
it seems to me, of American constitutions. Sir, if there is one 
position that we have been taught in the hornbooks of constitu- 
tional law in regard to this dual Government of ours it is that 
there is noinferiority and no superiority of the oneas to the other 
from the beginning to the end of thatscheme. Each is absolutely 
teres, atque rotundus in its own sphere, and is inferior to no 
other jurisdiction created by man. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May Iask the Senator from Dela- 
ware a ——- 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of 1. The Senator from Delaware seems 
to treat. very wor age position I assume on this question. | 
should like to test argument by asking him a question. Ti 
constitution of the State of Delaware says in plain terms that the 
senate of the State of Delaware shall consist of 9 members. Sup- 

Delaware should admit a tenth man: 


po! i q i vote, and a Senator of 
e United States was elected, tenth man gave the castine 
vote which secured his election, would the Senator from Delaware 
contend that in virtue of the Delaware constitution 
po ate of Delaware to pass upon the 
elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members, its dc- 
cision in that case wo bind the Senate of the United Stat.’ 
Would he contend that we were concluded—that we had not ile 
right here ourselves finally to construe the constitution of tlic 
State of Delaware as to the number of senators who constitute: 
the senate of the State of Delaware? If the Senate of the Unite: 
States has the right to determine in that kind of a case, has it nui 
the right in any other kind of a case if there is a doubt as to what 
theconstruction of the constitution of the State of Delaware should 
be as to the number constituting the Delaware senate? Is the Sen- 
ate of the United States bound hand and foot by the decision of ile 
State of Delaware, giving a misconstruction to the constitution «{ 
that State, admi an number to the membership 
of the senate of that and a number not permitted by the coi- 
stitution? That will test the argument . = ee ond will 
argumen' am willing to 

to that question. 
ni Hae that if the Senator makes his own ar- 
own tests he will be very happy, but I 
rns some tests to his argument which seem to 


Not at all. 
goon and my own tests, be- 
we never get through, 
outset—— 


I should like to have an answer 


vara : 
Mr. GRAY. The Senator admitted just what I said. He does 
not differ at all with the proposition I stated, and that is that his 
contention is that though the senate of Delaware may only decide 
first instance in regard to a constitutional question involved 

of one of its own and can not decide 

nited States can. Then his reply 

the United States is a su jurisdic- 

mean that. I know he did not mean it in the 


superior” and the word “inferior” are not admissible in 
about the constitution of a State and the Constitution of 
Each is supreme in its own It admits 

ior, and of course I know Senator is too good a 


because it is well to go back to the 
ourselves, the sailors 


we true course. 
vs. State of Maryland: 


5 
ce 


THE 
‘ 


of sovereignty divided between the Government of the Unicn 
feasecncheed Sic aePemmeny meenige eA Tenecr ows ch 

Now, there is committed to the senate of Delaware by its con- 
stitution the power to of the returns, and qualifi- 
cations of its members, when it does judge that judgment is 












final. It can not be reviewed by any other authority in the State 
or out of it. The supreme court of the State would not presume 
to review it, and yet the Senator from Oregon says that the Sen- 
ate of the United States can review it. 

MITCHELL 


Mr. of Oregon. Will the Senator from Delaware 
allow me? : : eee sy vy) 

Mr. GRAY. Iwill come to the Senator's question in just a 
moment. He has put a case, as he has been doing all through this 


t, outside the one we are arguing, and he has supposed 


that a tenth senator was admitted by the senate of Delaware | 


where the constitution provides for only nine. That question is 
very easily ; the answer is obvious to everyone, but I am 


going to answer it, because I am not going to be led outside of 
this case. “What they have adjudged in his cane is what we are 
concerned with, and not what they might adjudge in a supposi- 
titious case. 
Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator from Delaware that that 
very question was discussed and fully answered by the Senator 
from indiana [Mr. Torrie}. 

Mr. GRA 


. Y. I recollect it very well. 
Mr. BACON. I think it is hardly necessary for the Senator to 
at it. f 
~ r. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask a question of the Sena- 
tor from Delaware, and also of the Senator from Georgia? Does 
the power given to the Delaware senate to judge as to the qualifi- 
cations, election of its own members include the 
wer to determine what number shall constitute the senate of 


ware? 

Mr. GRAY. The constitution determines that question. 

Mr. GEORGE. Nine. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is just—— 

Mr. GRAY. It is an abuse of langnage—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I am glad we can agree on one 

int. 

7 GRAY. Itis an abuse of language to say that there is any 
necessity of construction, interpretation, or exegesis as to what 
a ing number means. You have somewhere to arrive 
at an initial t in the exercise of human intelligence. When 
you arrive at a numeral you must understand what it means; 
and it does not mean anything else. Nine does not mean ten; 
nine does not mean eight. That is all there is of it. 

The case that we are trying is not whether a tenth member was 
admitted, but whether, as the Senator from Oregon contends, the 
number of the senate of Delaware established by the constitution 
at nine has been reduced to eight, for he distinctly says that it has. 
He has said so three times in the course of his argument. That 
is the case we are dealing with, and I do not propose to evade an 
answer ene 

Mr. LL of Oregon. Right upon that question the 
Senator will allow me. I say that in onetheory of this case advo- 
cated on this side of the Chamber the constitution of the State of 
Delaware is to construction as to what number the senate of 
the State of ware is to consist of during the time the speaker 
of the senate is exercising the office of governor. My argument is 
that, it pone open to construction upon that point, it not being a 
matter by numerals specific and plain that everybody un- 
derstands, as we all understand what eight means and what nine 
means, one of two constructions may be placed upon it. If that 
is true, if 1 am correct about it, and assuming for the sake of the 
argument Lam correct whether I am or not, suppose the sen- 
sone State of Delaware construed it wrong or construed it 
. GEORGE. In whose ae 
. MITCHELL of Uregon. It being a matter m to con- 
struction as to the number that constitutes the senate of the State 
of Delaware during that particular time, will not the Senator 
from Delaware agree with me in the view that in that kind of a 
case the — of the senate of Delaware would not be bind- 

is 


just as impossible for me to agree with the 
as to that nine means eight or that 
MeEIEtis tween tne teen chtaediine all trough h 
the 

to get around the Jain provision of the 

that the senate consist of nine mem- 
bers. But he says while we admit that there is such a clause in 
the constitution, similar to a clause in other constitution in 
the United States, that each house shall j of the election, re- 
turns, and of its own members, here is a case it can 
t, but the Senate of the United States can. How did 
he get away from that? Does the tion appear any the less 
monstrous since his tion the Senate of the United 
ote eee a. some port of nree fo make 
e qualifications of a r te 

of Delaware the senate of that State has no right to 


There you come back to it. I say it is monstrous, nowever you 


ERE 


in 
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put it. The trained American lawyer rejects it as abhorrent in 
its statement—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator will allow me again, 
because I do not intend to be placed in a false position so far as 
this question is concerned. Suppose the constitution of the State 
of Delaware had a clause in it similar to that in the Pennsylvania 
constitution, to which my friend referred the other day, or a spe- 
| cific clause that the speaker upon succeeding to the exercise of the 








| office of governor should not be a senator, so that ther ould not 
be any question about it at all. The Senator would agree with 
| me certainly that in such a case, during the time when the sena- 
| tor who was speaker of the senate exercised the office of governor, 
| there would be a reduction of one in the senate. 
Mr. GRAY. Oh, no; the vacancy would be filled 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Suppose it were different? I am 


supposing a case. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh! 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not mean to claim that that 
is this case. Iam supposing a case where, by the express provi- 
sion of the constitution of the State of Delaware, it is provided in 
terms that while the speaker of the senate exercises the office of 
governor the senate, instead of being composed of 9 members, 
shall be composed of 8 members. Then there would be no 
question about it. In that event, under a constitution of that 
kind, I think certainly the Senator from Delaware will agree with 

| me that if the senate of Delaware put in a ninth member, under 
the pretense of passing upon the qualifications, returns, and elec- 
tion of their own members, the Senate of the United States would 
not be bound by the judgment. 

While I admit that there is no such positive and specific pro- 
vision in the constitution of the State of Delaware, I claim that a 
fair construction of the constitution of Delaware means precisely 
that. Then I say that if it does mean precisely that, in that case 
the senate of Delaware consists of only eight members for and dur- 
ing the time the speaker of the senate exercises the functions of 
| governor. If lam right in my construction—the Senator of course 
contends I am not—and the senate of the State of Delaware had 
admitted a man to that place, I contend that it would be a judg- 
ment as to passing upon the admission of a man which would not 
be binding here. That is my argument. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to make a suggestion to the Senator 
from Oregon. He has made a great many suppositions. I want 
to make one. Suppose we try this case upon the facts as they ap- 
pear in the record,and upon the constitution of Delaware instead 
of upon the constitution of Pennsylvania. 

P Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is just what I am trying to 
| do, 

Mr. GRAY. Youcan not get more out of a proposition than 
there is init. I have stated the proposition of the Senator as in 
substance and effect made, and however he may indulge in cir- 
cumlocution, however he may restate it, it all comes back to the 
same thing, that the senate of Delaware can not finally determine 
whether it is a fair construction of their own constitution that 
there are eight members instead of nine, but that the Senate of 
the United States can. Is it any less objectionable now? Is it 
not just as abhorrent toreason? Doesit not just as much reverse 
all the notions that have obtained in all the years as to American 
constitutions and as to the powers of government as when it was 
stated in its bold form? Has it gained anythirig of comeliness in 
the more roundabout fashion of statement adopted just now by 
the Senator from Oregon? That is the proposition. I have not 
misunderstood the Senator. 

The Senator from Oregon, as the Senator from Mississippi has 
said, has been indulging all through the argument in suppositi- 
tious cases. We want to argue this case. When the senate of 
Delaware adjudged—that is, determined finally—that Mr. Watson, 
duly elected as a senator from Kent County, with proper creden- 
tials, occupying one of the three seats from that county, not a 
fourth seat, not a tenth seat, was properly a member, his term of 
senator not having expired, and as such entitled to participate as 
a senator in all the proceedings of that body, why was not that 
decision final? If it was not final, it must be because the Senate 
of the United States has a function and a power conferred wpon 
it to determine finally what the senate of Delaware can not deter- 
mine finally. That is all there is about it. There we are arrived 
at the same point again. We have not advanced a single hair’s 
breadth from the original position as I stated it. 

Mr. President, the constitutions of our States, as well as the 
Constitution of the United States, are all postulated upon the 
intelligence of the citizens of the States. Inno part of our scheme 
of government is there distrust evinced of the people in any State. 

Why should the senate of Delaware be distrusted to determine 
finally @ question arising as to the election and qualifications of 
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one of its own members, and not the Senate of the United States? 
Why is it not as competent to determine? Is there anywhere 
admitted in our scheme of government any inferiority of the 
States or of the people of the States to the people of the Union at 
large, or of the representatives of the States in their legislatures 
to the representativesin the Congress of the United States? They 
are drawn from the same citizenship; they are drawn from the 
same communities. There is no inferiority to be thought of with 
reference to their character or their functions. 

Of course, when you come to decide what our great public 
American policy is, there is an absolute ignoring of every sugges- 
tion of distinction as to ability, function, power, or capacity of 
the representatives in the State legislatures and those in the cen 

ess of the United States. The Union could not have been 

ormed upon any other terms. Therefore we find it and we find 
it adjudicated over and over and over again that this power is a 
final one, it is an exclusive one, and that they are empowered 
just as the Senate of the United States is empowered to judge of 
the law as well as of the fact. 

Mr. President, where do you find, where does the Senator from 
Oregon find, the authority for the ingenious proposition that he 
has made on this branch of the subject, that they may judge of 
the fact and not of the law? What writer on American law or on 
constitutional law can be adduced to support that monstrous 
a It may judge of the fact and not of thelaw! Who 

lis you this? Whosays so? Not the Constitution of the United 
States; not the constitution of the State of Delaware, for it says 
simply shall judge—determine finally—every question that is in- 
volved in the admission of a senator. 

iy according to the real belief of the Senator from Ore- 
gon, there was a vacancy or there was claimed to be a vacancy in 

6 representation of Kent County in the senate of Delaware 
when Mr. Watson assumed the exercise of governor, and there 
had been a writ of election issued by somebody in order to fill that 
seat, and the man elected to fill the seat had presented his cre- 
dentials. Was not the senate of Delaware competent to decide 
whether he should be admitted or whether Mr. Watson still occu- 
pied that seat, and to decide that did they not have to decide 
whether there was a vacancy or not? Had they not jurisdiction 
of the whole subject-matter? I should like to hear the Senator 
from Oregon answer that question when he comes to talk about 
this case again. 

Of course they did. If that question had been decided either by 


putting the man elected in or ~ turning him away from its doors 


and saying Mr. Watson still holds his seat by virtue of his elec- 
tion two years ago for the term of four years, are we not bound 
by it? Is not that the very matter which is submitted by the con- 
stitution to the senate of Delaware to decide—a question of fact 
and law Iadmit. We have no division in the judgment of the 
senate as we have between court and jury, the question of fact 
oo the jury and the question of law being for the court. 
But we the judges wt reas he the law and fact, or they 
can not be judges at all, and it is absurd to call ee 
Mr. President, let us see if we have any authority for so plain 
@ proposition as this. The Senator from Oregon cited a case rom 
, in 11 Kansas, in which Judge Brewer decided that when 
the constitution says the house of representatives of the legislature 
of Kansas shall consist of, say, 125 members, and where four or five 
additions to that number were admitted from districts that had 
not been created by law—and in that case an election I think was 
had (I will ask my friend the Senator from Indiana [Mr. TuRPIE] 
if he recollects it)—a State printer who claimed to be elected by 
the legislature was not elected, because there had been certain 
members admitted to seats which did not exist. That is all there 
is about that. The case isin 11 Kansas. Judge Brewer says: 


Article IT, section 8, declares that each house “shall be ju of the elec- 
tions, returns, and qualifications of its own members.” Its de tion is 


In this very case— 
the subject of appeal or review. It is final— 

And I hope the Senator, although he has read it over and over 
again, will to me as I emphasize it— 
It is final, and concludes everyone. 

The Senator says it concludes everyone except himself and his 
brother Senators in the United States Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. Except the friends of Mr. Du Pont. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, what is included in this power? 


Does the power 00 infos ef the qualifications of its members include the 
power to increase such membership? . 

Of course it does not— 

Can it e its members without limit? Is it like an academy of science 
or a lodge of  Semowe, cauelne of Cunsemsvecapamecn? . if 
house above 


one 
can admit members the limit prescribed by law, why may it not 
above the constitutional limit? But when— w Hé 


And here is what I ask the attention of the Senator to from this 
very case, which is relied upon so much by the Senator from 


But when the district e then the decision of the house as to who shall 
gepvasmnt thot detent tc cambonen oh teak 


Now, what does ‘conclusive and final” mean? Conclusive and 
final on everybody except this privil body, privileged beyond 
everything that was ever conceived of in American law—the Sen- 
ate of the United States? 

Mr. GEORGE. Final and conclusive upon everybody except 
the friends of Mr. Du Pont. 

Mr.GRAY. Except the Senate of the United States, I will say, 

It determines who was elected; whether the returnsare sufficient, and also 


whether the elected has the proper qualifications. Over all these 
Tore tes bertokiotinn to couples tan Ghteriadoliion dnal. _ 


Mr. President, it has sometimes been said that words are used 
to conceal thought, but no one ever believed that words, as they 
are used in constitutions or in the decisions of our courts, were 
meant for anything but to express their plain and obvious mean- 
ing, and “final and conclusive” has but one plain and obvious 
meaning, and that is that it is final as to everybody; it is conclu- 
sive upon all. 

— Cooley, in his Constitutional Limitations, says the same 
ing: 

There are certain matters which each house determines for itself, and in 
erie . which its decision is— 


conclusive. 


And among these things is the right to membership in either 


ouse. 

So much for the Kansas case cited by the Senator from Oregon. 
Let us take the other Kansas case, already referred to by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana [Mr. TurPIE] and the Senator from Mississippi 
_ GEORGE], and see if we can not extract from it some construc- 

ion and gain some light upon this question, which I admit does 
not need elucidation, but which the Senator from Oregon has been 
able, I will admit, to befog to some extent. It takes a very able 
man to befog so plain a proposition. 

The same judge, Brewer, now an associate justice of the Supreme 
Court, in the case of Kansas ex rel, Attorney-General vs. Gilinore, 
says: 

The constitution declares, Article II, section 8, that each house shall be the 
jndge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own members. This 

a grant of power, and constitutes each house the ultimate tribunal— 

Not to decide in the first instance, as the Senator from Oregon 
says, but the ultimate tribunal. Of course the Senator agrees 
with me that if it is the ultimate tribunal, even the Senate of the 
United States could not review that decision. 

The two houses acting gendointly do not decide. Each house acts for itself 
and by itseif; and from its decision there is no a: not even to the two 
houses. And this power is not exhausted when once it has been exercised, 
and a member admitted to his seat. 

Now, we are —— down to this case. Mr. Watson was 
undeniably admitted to his seat. 

h the entire term. At any time 


It is a continuous and runs throug 
and at all times d the term of office, each house is empowered to pass 
wpon the present q tions of itsown members. By section 5 of thesame 
article acceptance of a Federal office vacates a member's seat. 

I have the constitution of Kansas here and have referred to it. 
It provides that the acceptance of a Federal office ipso facto vacates 
a member’s seat, 

Mr. TURPIE. In the legislature. 

Mr. GRAY. As a member of the legislature, 

He ceases to be qualified— 

Says Judge Brewer— 
gud af thio the hope is the jndge. If it ousts a member on the claim that he 


Federal office, no court or other tribunal can reinstate him. 


has accep a 
If it refuses to oust a member, his seat is beyond judicial challenge. 

Of course the Senator from Oregon is at liberty to differ with 
Judge Brewer. The Senator from Oregon is an authority of 
himself, { admit, and I would defer in almost any case that I had 
not examined or as to which I had not esta a conviction to 
his opinion as a lawyer. But I cite here the opinion of a judge 
delivered in a case properly presented and before him, in 
which there were no ons or ved opinions to 
defend, as we must assume, in the of that high judicial 
function. Iam afraid that we all on both sides have some pre- 

i this case, and therefore I do cite this judi- 
cial opinion of Judge Brewer as one that is decisive as to the 
power of the Senate to review the action of the senate of Dela- 

in regard to the qualification and right of Mr. Watson to sit 


me ais erie writer bas 
or law r has 

REM E tek. We have got tho 
thing. But I assert that we will never do a thing 
power unless we can do it rightfully, and 
our institutions and the assurance and guar- 
United States that their constitutional 


be preserved. 
dent, that is not all. There is another case cited 


same std Waichtews alr from whose text-book | 
fon PA 13 already cited by the Sena- 


. TuURPIE] and the Senator from Mississippi 








1896. 
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. GEORGE], gave us a deliverance on this very point. Thir- 


th Michigan. 481, is the case, and I read from page 492. Judge 


Cooley said, A to an argument made by counsel, that the 
honee or o not recollect which it was—had the right to 
judge of the facts, but not of the law: 

sufficient answer to this argument that, while‘the constitution has 
ee ° judicial power of the State upon the courts and offi 
cers are powers of a judicial nature which, by the 
same ent, are expressly conferred upon other bodies or officers; and 

them is the to j of the qualifications, elections, and returns 
of members of the ture. e terms employed clearly show that each 
house, in 4 in a judicial capacity, and there is no clause in the 
constitution w empowers this or any other court to review their action. 
The “general sw ding control" which the supreme court possesses, 


section 3 of Article VI of the constitution, “over all inferior courts,” 
does not extend to the judicial action of the legislative houses in the cases 
where it has been deemed necessary to confer judicial powers upon them 
with a view to enable them to perfect their organization and perform their 
legislative duties. The houses are not “infe: ior courts” in the sense of the 
constitution, but, as legislative srgnasentions, are vested with certain powers 
of final decision, for reasons which are clearly imperative. 

It may happen, as suggested in the argument, that with each House not 
only deciding for itself questions of fact, but also construing for itself the 
law, we may some witness the extraordinary spectacle of the two bodies 

and enforcing the law differently, while a third construction is 

enforced by the courts upon the public at large. But with this possibility in 

view, the evils of moon the courts a supervisory power over the decisions 

of the houses upon the ion of members are so great and so obvious 

that itis not surprising that the framers of the constitution refrained from 

conferring Somes. The supervision could not catnarty be exercised 
of the e 


: 


during the legislative body, and to correct the decisions after- 
wards by the laws passed would only be to substitute a great pub- 
lic evil for that which ‘ht have been a wrong to an individual member and 
to the district which him, but which could seldom affeet the State at 


' 


make no difference that in this case, according to the pleas, the ques- 
upon by the house was purely a question of law. The question 
election of a member is usually a question compounded of law 
the house must necessarily pass upon both. If we have the 
to w the decision in one case, we have inall. If we can correct 
erroneous construction of a law, we have the same power to correct any 
erroneous decision upon returns, qualifications, or majorities. Itis sufficient 
‘or us to say that } constitution has not conferred upon us this jurisdiction, 


and w ecision made is right or wrong, we shall leave it where it 
has been left by the fundamental law of the State. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Let me ask the Senator from Del- 
aware a question at that point. I do not know that there is any- 
ing init, butit strikes me that there is probably, after all. Does 
the Senator think that the cases are exactly parallel, so far as ap- 
lying a rule is concerned, in attempting to attack a decision of a 
foxislative body collaterally that way before a court and a pro- 
a the one in which we are now e aged, the election of 
a ? Is it not possible that there is a difference? 

Mr. GRAY. I do not think, so far as this case is concerned, that 
it is possible that there is any difference which prevents that ex- 
position of doctrine from being as literally and exactly to the 
case in hand. If there was anything in the matter that it was 
collaterally before the court Judge Cooley did not say so, and if it 
were collaterally before the court it is collaterally before this 
court. The State of Delaware is not a party. 

Mr. TURPIE. Nor is Watson a party. 

Mr. GRAY. Noris Watson a party. Itakeit asin the case 
in 11 Kansas. where it was the case of the election of State 
=. The State printer was pursuing his rights in court, and 

doctrine laid down by Judge Brewer in that case entirely 
coincides with what he laid down in the subsequent case in 20 
. Itis possible the Senator might reply that the courts of 
the States will not undertake to review this jurisdiction thus con- 
ferred by a State constituticn, yet the Senate of the United States 
does not come within this all-embracing finality which has been 
ascribed by these eminent judges to the decision of the House 
= the question of the qualifications of its members. Then I 

not stop to show why there is no difference and why when a 
pia ae age or conclusive on everybody it necessarily includes 
the of the United States. 1 will simply refer to the fact 
that the Senate of the United States has determined for itself that 
it is bound by this very doctrine and has several times enunciated 
it when it jurisdiction of the question. In Sykes vs. Spencer, 
in Taft’s cases, at page 521, the committee say and the Senate 


BSE 
ge 
ul 


: 


= 


In the of your committee it is not com t for the Senate to in- 
quire as Sat of individual members to pen a ture which is 
conceded to have a quorum in both houses of legally e members. 


The ae that the Senate of the United States has ever 

f to do is in a case where there are two bodies each 
to be the legislature of the State to decide which is the 

\ t it has to do, of course. 
of Oregon. That was the Sykes case. 

Mr. GRAY. I know, but when of the two contesting bodies 
which is the lawful legislature has been determined, then the doc- 
trine applies which they lay down in the Sykes case that— 


the of committee it is not competent for the Senate to in- 
a the right of individual members to sit ina which is 
to a@ quorum in both houses of legally members. 


Mr. TURPIE. That is the Delaware case. 
Mr. GRAY. That is the Delawarecase. The Turpie case, page 





625 of the same volume, was interesting and instructive. 
committee say, and the report was adopted by the Senate: 

We also think that the judgment of the senate of Indiana as to the title of 
Messrs. Branahan and McDonald, the two members in question, to their seats 
is binding upon the Senate of the United States. This body is made by the 
constitution the judge of the election, qualifications, and returns of its mem- 
bers. Thesenate of Indiana islikewise the judge of the election, qualifications, 
and returns of its own members. We must determine all questions arising 
out of the proceedings of the electors. But who sustain the character of 
electors is to be determined by the legislative body of the Stat 

The character of electors in the election held fora United States 
Senator in Delaware May 9, 1895, must be determined by each 
house of that legislature, and that is what the Senate says in the 
Turpie case, and it said it was so determined and we are bound by 
that determination. 

We can not inquire into the motives which control its judgment. In ren- 
dering that judgment, whether it shall give a hearing to part‘es, permit 
debate, examine witnesses, act upon evidence or without evidence, are mat 
ters within its own discretion. If that discretion were exercised in the man 
ner charged by the remonstrance, a majority think that a public crime was 
committed, for which the offenders are responsible to the people of Indiana. 
But we can not try the question. (Case of David Turpie, page 625.) 

Now, they thought a great public crime had been committed in 
Indiana upon the statements made by the claimants, and yet, not- 
withstanding that, they said that the Senate of the United States 
was concluded by that determination, though they believed it to 
be not only wrong buta crime, and that it could not be reinvesti- 
gated and redetermined in the Senate of the United States. In 
Clark and McGinnis vs. Landers and Power, in the same volume, 
at page 637, we find the same doctrine declared: 

Every act of the assembly in which they take part, and to which their con- 
sent is necessary, has an absolute validity as if their title had been affirmed 
by an adjudication of the house itself. 

The committee in this report, submitted by the Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], were speaking of certain members 
that it was claimed had been unlawfully admitted to participation 
in the powers of the house of representatives. 

Their title is not, as is sometimes carelessly said, a prima facie title. It is 
an absolute title, continuing until the house itself has adjudicated that some 
other person be admitted to their place. This adjudication is only operative 
for the future, and has no retroactive effect whatever. When the house 
makes the inquiry on the merits, it may treat the credentials as prima facie 
evideuce upon that question. But until the house tries the case the creden- 
tial is conclusive. 

What? On the house alone? 
to all the world. 


Further on, in the same report, the committee say: 

The report in Sykes vs. Spencer, decided by the Senate in 1873, is relied 
upon as mpperting an opinion contrary to that which we have stated. If so, 
we dissent fromit. But it isto be remarked that in that case, which was 
upon an election held less than seven years after the close of the war, the 
doctrine of the report is not relied upon in the debate. * * * We think 
there are but two ways in which it can be proved to the Senate. One is the 
possession of lawful credentials. The other is the judgment of the House 
itself, not only the final, but the sole judge of the elections, qualifications, 
and returns of its members. 


Mr. GEORGE. Final and sole. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, I am going to read again an authority that 
has already been read and commented upon, because it seems it 
is very hard to make an impression upon the obdurate and un- 
believing minds of the unconverted. Cushing, in his work on 
the Laws and Practice of the Legislative Assemblies, says, on 
page 195: 


The 






No— 


SECTION VII—DISQUALIFICATION. 

Whenever a member ceases to possess those qualifications, which are in 
their nature continuing, or which members are expressly required to pos- 
sess during their continuance in office—as; for example, when a member re- 
moves from the State or other local constituency in which he is required to 
continue to reside whilst in office—the seat of such member is thereby liable 
to be adjudged vacant upon the fact of such disqualification being brought 
to the knowledge of the assembly. To the disqualifications of this kind may 
be added those which result from the commission of some crime which would 
render the member ineligible, or from some gross official or other miscon- 
duct, in consequence of which he is expeiled or discharged from being a 
member. In all these cases, unless there is some express provision of law 
by which the subject is regulated, the fact of disqualification can only be in- 
quired into and decided upon by the assembly itself. 

SECTION VIII—ACCEPTANCE OF DISQUALIFYING OR INCOMPATIBLE OFFICES, 

The distinction has already been explained between those offices or employ- 
ments the possession of which at the time of the election renders a person 
ineligible, and those the functions of which are merely incompatible with the 
functions of a member; the former avoiding the election, the latter only pre- 
venting the person elected from exercising the functions of a member until 
they are removed. When, however,a member has once been duly elected 
and taken his seat, this distinction no longer exists, the acceptance of dis- 
qualifying and incompatible offices being equally effectual tocreate a vacancy. 

The only practical question in cases of this kind usually relates to the time 
when the acceptance of an office takes place. The subject is sometimes reg 
ulated by law, but where this is not the case it may be considered, as a rule, 
founded in the reason of the thing and corresponding with the practice, so 
far as it is known, of all our legislative assemblies, that, in order to vacate 
the seat of a member by the acceptance.of a disqualifying or incompatible 
office, the election or appointment thereto alone is not sufficient, but the 
member must either have signified his acceptance of the office in a formal 
manner, or have done what is incumbent on him to qualify himself to dis- 
charge its duties, or have actually entered upon thelr discharge. In cases 
of this kind the existence of the vacancy must be declared by the assembly 
itself. In cases arising under this and ae prec ding section there is, in fact, 
yer until it is so declared or implied by the resolution of the assembly 


Now, Mr. President, that brings me down to this ipso facto ar- 
gument, which I will not treat separately, but as I am fatigued 
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and the Senate is fatigued, will only notice in passing to my con- 


clusion. In a case in Kansas where the constitution provided that 
the acceptance of a certain office vacated the legislative office ipso 
facto Judge Brewer said that there was no vacancy unless the 
senate or the house, as the case might be, passed a judgment of 
ouster, and until that judgment was he was to all intents 
and purposes a de facto member and that his participation in the 
acts of the legislature could not be inquired into. So Cushing, as 
to the very case argued by the Senator from Oregon, that.a dis- 
qualifying office has vacated the legislative office, says emphat- 
ically, without qualification: 

There is no vacancy until it is so declared or implied by the resolution of 
the assembly itself. 

- peenaee, I will leave that ipso facto branch of the argument 

t there. 
r. VILAS. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Delaware a 
question right on that point. 

Mr, GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. Has there ever been known a case, is there any 
shown in the books, where the action of a legislative body was 
challenged by reason of the participation in it of any member of 
that body whom the body itself admitted? 

Mr. GRAY. In answer to the question of the Senator from 
Wisconsin, I will state that I have not found anywhere such a case. 
I have asked my distinguished and honorable friends the Senator 
from Mississippi and the Senator from Indiana if they ever dis- 
covered in their researches such acase. They have replied that 
they have not. I have heard no such case adduced by those who 
have argued the other side of this question. If one such case can 
be cited, I should be ee to have it produced now or during the 
pending debate, and I challenge its production. Of course I am 
not omniscient and do not know that there is no such case, but I 
do not believe that such a case can be found, for it is not in the 
reason of the thing that there should be such a case. The acts of 
a de facto officer are as valid as those of one de jure. This well- 
settled doctrine of law is one that also applies with determinative 
force to this case. 

Now, Mr. President, I go a little further on the matter of how 
a@ vacancy is worked where there is an alleged disqualification. 
The constitution of Delaware has prescribed certain disqualifica- 
tions for members of the house and senate, as well as qualifica- 
tions. Of course qualifications and disqualifications are the same 
thing so far as the jurisdiction of the house is concerned, for quali- 
fication is nothing but the absence of disqualification. There are 
certain qualifications asserted and there are certain disqualifica- 
tions asserted for a senator with which we are concerned. 

Section 3, Article II, provides that— 

No person shall be a senator who shall not have attained to the of 27 
yore and have in the county in which he shall be chosen a freehold estate 

200 acres of land, or an estate in real and personal perty, or in either 
of the value of £1,000 at least, and have been a citizen inhabitant of 
the State three years next preceding the first meeting of the legislature 


after his election, and the year of that term an inhabitant of the county 


in which he shall be chosen, unless he shall have been absent on the public 
business \ 


of the United States or of this State 
Those are qualifications. Now as to disqualifications: 


No person concerned in any army or navy contract, nor member of Con- 
gress, nor any person holding any office under this State or the United States, 
except the attorney-general, officers usually a: 


inted by the courts of jus- 
tice tively, attorneys at law, and officers in the militia, hol no dis- 
quatitying office, es his continuance in or ce, be a 
senator or representative. 


Unquestionably under the power conferred by section 6 of that 
article, ‘‘Each house shall judge of the elections, returns, and 
qualifications of its own members,” if it is alleged either that a 
man is not 27 years old, or that he has an army or navy contract, 
or that he isa member of Co or that he holds an office under 
that State, the senate must ju of that disqualification. The 
Senator from Oregon admits that it must judge of it, and that the 
mere existence of the disqualifying fact does not operate to unseat 
him or invalidate any avt in which he participates unless there 
has been a judgment of ouster by the body to which he claims to 

\ ene Se re is no case cited to 
the contrary; is no authority that controverts it anywhere. 

The very section on which the Senator from Oregon relies, that 
holding an office under the State disqualifies him to be a senator 
while exercising the office of governor, says that if he is concerned 
in an army or navy contract it disqualifies him. They are coupled 
in the same clause. Suppose there was present and upon 
the day on which Mr. Du Pont claims to have been el a sen- 
ator who was interested in a navy contract or affected by some of 
the other disqualifications enumerated in the constitution, and enu- 
merated in the very clause on which the Senator from Oregon 
relies, that his vote in the joint assembly, as well as in the senate, 
had been acquiesced in without or obj much less 
without a judgment = ouster vhs weve ed is it Se that the 
Senate of the Un tes can adjudicate his righ practically 
ess t of ouster? No; the Senator from 

oes not say so. 


cations of its own members; and there is no such case, 





e does not say so. The other side have to make 
a case where the senate of Delaware can not judge of the qualifi- 


Mr. TURPIE. There can not be such a case. 

Mr. GRAY. There can not be suchacase. Take any of the 
State constitutions, which are very much alike in prescribing 
these disqualifications. The constitution of New Hampshire for 
nearly a hundred years, from 1784 to 1877, in prescribing the qual- 
ifications of the mgmbers of the house of representatives, said, just 
as the constitution of Delaware says: 


Every member of the house of tatives shall be chosen by ballot; and 
for two years at least next preceding his election shall have been an inhabit- 
ant of this State, shall have an estate within the town, parish, or 


lace which 
he may be chosen to represent of the value of £100, one-half of w: to be a 
freehold, whereof he is seized in his own at the time of his 


right; shall be 
election an inhabitant of the town, or place he may be chosen to 
represent; shall be of the Protestant ——— shall cease to represent 
such town, parish, or place immediately on ceasing to be qualified as 
aforesaid. 

oe. 


I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire 
CHANDLER], if he were present, how that worked, if any of tlrose 
disqualifications worked ipso facto. If, for instance, a law was 
passed and there was necessary for its the vote of some 
man who had been elected and was not a Protestant, who was 
either a Roman Catholic or an agnostic, would that act beinvalid 
without a judgment of ouster? How are you going to find out 
whether a man is a Protestant or a Catholic, or how did they find 
out in New Hampshire prior to 1877 whether a member of the 
house was a Protestant or a Catholic? Was it competent for any 
man walking on the street to charge that So and So is a Catholic 
and therefore not competent to sit in the legislature of New 
— hire? I take it not,so far as any effect from that assertion 
would go. 

Mr. TURPIE, Or to assert it here. 

Mr. GRAY. Or to assert it here in the Senate of the United 
States, when the credentialsof a Senator elected by the legislature 
of New Hampshire come before us. The Senator from Oregon, if 
he made the same argument in a case of that kind that he makes 
in this, would say here is a seat not open to occupation, for it 
says that he shall immediately cease to represent town upon 
his ceasing to-be qualified as aforesaid. So it will be charged 
here, proved, and admitted on the record that A B, a member of 
the house, who participated in the election for United States 
Senator, had conformed to the tenets of the Roman Catholic 
Church, and therefore it appears bm the record that a disquali- 
fication inhered in him as to that office. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. If the Senator from Delaware 
will allow me, I will admit in this case, if the fact was disputed 
that the speaker of the senate had succeeded to the exercise of the 
office of governor and was exercising the office of governor, then, 
as a matter of course, it would be for the Delaware State senate to 
pass upon it. Here all the facts are admitted by everybody. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well; Iam supposing just now that case. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Who will decide whether the man 
shall sit in the senate or not? 

Mr. GRAY. I understand it. Iam supposing just that case, 
= ee —_—a come here — to rae rg a age 

om te ew Hampshire, t upon nal of 
the senate of that legislature it was found that one of rsons 
who voted for him, and whose vote was necessary to his election, 
was admitted to be of the Roman Catholic religion. 

Mr. ALLEN. And still the legislature had allowed him to sit 

ture had allowed him to sit 


there. 
Mr. GRAY. And still the 
there; had not chosen to oust for his ms opinions. I 
want to know whether the Senate of the United States would 
claim to exercise the jurisdiction to cast that man from its doors 
and say, ‘‘Go hence; you are not worthy to be a Senator of the 
United States, because you were voted for by a man who was ai- 
mitted to have been a Catholic in the legislature of New 


Mr. MITCHELL of I will answer that in that case, if 
it were the law to-day, as a 


Mr. GRAY. No, I said in 1 

Mr. GEORGE. In 1877. 

Mr. GRAY. It was changed in 1877. 

Mr. MITCHELL of . If that were the law to-day, and 
the senate had on its record the fact of the disability 
and the provision of was plain and specific that 


St ee ee nacre» 
ao of the United from tae hegislatre of New Hamp- 
mma cos seeaceatinoeet Sen 
quuten Gheitens uaapaupeareteaatetend 








Pter he - staked himself upon the premises. Of course, it | 
brought him just to that point, and he was bound to admit that 


absurd conclusion; but that absurd conclusion is not supported by | 
any text-writer or any jurist or any man who is competent to dis- | 
cuss American public law that I know of; certainly no such sup- 
rt has been cited im my presence in the Senate. 
pe this whole doctrine of an ipso facto working of a 
ce of an incompatible office, admitting 
aeepeability She not apply to the case of a 
he legislature. Ina e cases cited those offices are | 
merahes of tive offices; they are all cases where the func- 
tion of the office which is vacated is one possessed by the person 
in its entirety; it is a function by itself, not participated in by 
, upon which he does not have to depend on the judgment 
of others; but when you come to this quasi office of member of | 
the legislature, where you are a unit of the greater body where 
the function is performed, the legislature of which you are only 
one constituent unit, then you must depend for your position and 
status in that body, not only by reason of the constitutional pro- 
vision, but m ily upon the judgment of the body itself. In 
other words, if we admit for the sake of the argument that the 
exercise of the office of governor is either an incompatible or pro- 
hibited office, it can not work of itself a vacation of the legislative 
office. This doctrine only applies to offices which are such in 
the proper sense of the term, when the holder of it has a function 
complete in itself, and whose status is independent of others in 
like situation. In the case of a member of a legislative body such 
member is only a of an organized body—the legislative duty 
or function is in the organization, not in the member—such body 
has a self-recognizing capacity and individuality, and controls its 
own organization and the relations of its constituent parts or 
members. It can not be changed against its judgment. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator carry that doctrine so far as to 
say that the legislative body’s own judgment as to whether a 
quorum is tis binding upon us? 

Mr.GRAY. That has nothing to dowith this case. I admit it 
is a question that might occupy my consideration if I were not 

j ing else; but the Senator will excuse me from 
I frankly say that I am not prepared to an- 


f 





arguing 
going into it now. 
swer it. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it has a close relation to this 


case. 

Mr.GRAY. Whether it has a close relation or not, I am really 
not prepared to answer it, I say frankly. I am considering now 
the powers of the house to j as to its own organization and 
as to the units that make up that organization. 

I have said about all that I think it is necessary for me to say 
on this subject. No doubt I have, in the opinion of the Senate, 
said much more than was necessary for me to say, but the ques- 
tion is interesting. It involves very much the integrity of our 
constitutional system in the State of Delaware, and it involves 
wy much the poms and continuity of the judgments of this 

—_ similar cases—how far it will permit this Senate to judge | 
of qualifications, elections, and returns of members in the 


Soares & a State. Wecan judge of the procedure that has 
place in the election of a United States Senator, what the 
electors 
electors, 


ibed by the constitution have done; but who are the 
the of the Senate in Turpie’s case, is a matter 
which must be determined by the legislature itself. 

Mr. President, it will not evade this universal, this accepted 
doctrine of American constitutional law to say that in this case | 
there was a seat in the Delaware senate not subject to occupancy. 
That isonly another way of stating thesame fact. Whether there 
was a seat su to occu then, whether there was a seat | 
filled or no, whether there was a vacancy in a recognized seat | 
for by the constitution is a question for the senate of 

to determine. Judge Brewer says, in the very case 
cited by the Senator from Oregon, was a distri vided 
for by law; and if there was a district, then who should occupy 
it was a matter for the house itself to determine. So in this case, 
we there was a district provided not by law, but by the con- 

ere wee engeatec w, the hi law of the State; and 
whether Mr. Watson filled it, or whether it should be declared a 

and another person be elected 





i 


vacancy from Kent County to fill 

it, wasa for the senate of Delaware to determine, and when 

it did it it determined it ae That view of the 

matter concludesthis question—it might all have been said in ¢om- 

afew words. Whatis the jurisdiction of the United 

over this su matter? If wehave not that juris- 

diction, and the senate of ware had, that is all there is of it, 
and we need not 
Mr. Du Pont 


m™ words in arguing it. 

nd the joint ee an elected, 

not receive a Ls the votes epeeets 
o elec- 
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legislature under the Constitution of the United States. 

{ thank the Senate for the patience with which they have lis- 
tened to me. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3281) to auther- 
ize reassessments for improvements and general taxes in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and for other parposes. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurren the Se : 

A bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to French W. Th 

A bill (H. R. 5258) granting an honorable discharg: 
Besler; and 

A bill (H. R. 5853) granting a-pension to Arminda Stucker, of 
Gallatin, Mo. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF 


il 


to John ». 


BOND SALES, 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cariron in the chair). The 
Senator from Kansas will please suspend while the Chair lays 
before the Senate the unfinished business, the title of which will 


be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain 
part of the public domain in the State of Utah known as the Un- 
compahgre Indian Reservation. 

Mr. PEFFER. In pursuance of the unanimous consent of the 
Senate given yesterday, I ask that the unfinished business may be 
temporarily laid aside, and that the Senate now proceed to the con- 
sideration of Order of Business 332, being the bond-sale resolution. 

Mr. VILAS. I do not understand that there was any unani- 
mous agreement that the unfinished business should be laid aside, 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not know that there was 

Mr. VILAS. If the request of the Senator from Kansas is 
agreed to, it substitutes the bond resolution for the unfinished 
business. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not care what the proceeding is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I am calling attention to the f«ct 
that I object not to the unfinished business being displaced, but 
if there is an order which is entitled to the right of way—and I do 
not know but that there is—it is an order which displaces the unfin- 
ished business. 

Mr. PEFFER. Unanimous consent of the Senate was given 
that at the close of the remarks of the Senator from Delaware the 
Senate should proceed to the consideration of the « 
ness which I have just suggested. 

Mr. VILAS. Ido not object to the Senate p 
consideration of that order of business, if that 
I only object to its being done while the unfinished business 
temporarily laid aside. That was not part of the agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the last 
order of the Senate on the subject. 

Mr. VILAS. On what page of the Recorp? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. On pages 3981, 3982 of the Recorp 
of April 15. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. Perrer. I understand the agreement to be just as it wa 
President. There was a unanimonus-consent agreemer 
that yesterday at 2 o'clock and 15 minutes p. m. we sho 
sideration of the bond resolution, but yesterday at 2.15 oe 
ready by reason of the fact that the Senator fr New Hampshire | 
CHANDLER] was on the floor in the midst of aspeech. Then, by unanimous 
consent, the agreement was postponed or delayed until to-day at the conc!n- 
sion of the speech of the Senator from Delaware | Mr. Gray 

Mr. Auuison. Then I understand the unanimons-consen 
braces the idea that the bond resolution is to be the unfini 
have no objection to that. 

Mr. Perrer. At that time? 

Mr. ALLIson. At that time. 

Mr. Perrer. That is the understanding. 

Mr. ALLAisow. Giving way, of course, either by unanimous consent 
erwise, to a: wrepeiaticn bills. 

Mr. Perrer. That is rulable, undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the pleasure of the Sen- 
ate in regard to the matter? 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bond resolution in pursuance of the unanimous-consent 
agreement. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [should like to ask if that was made the 
order of business by unanimous consent? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That has been the understand- 
ing of the Chair. Does the Chair understand the Senator from 
Wisconsin to insist on his objection? 

Mr. VILAS. Iam making no objection to the execution of the 
unanimous consent that was given. I only insist that the execu- 
tion of that order displaces the unfinished business which had 

i been laid before the Senate. 
Mr. CULLOM. I inquire of the Senator from Kansas whether 


rder of busi- 


roceeding to the 
was the agreement. 
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he will not be willing to allow that special order to be temporarily 
laid aside antil the Indian appropriation bill can be finished? 

Mr. PEFFER. No, Mr. President, I am not willing now to do 
anything but to dispose of the bond resolution in some aL 
way. We want to know whether we are going to proceed wit. 
it or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I want the Senator to understand that I am 
not seeking to put his resolution out of the way, so that the Senate 
will not have a chance to consider it. I may desire to say some- 
thing on the subject myself before it is disposed of; but I do think, 
if this Congress is going to adjourn this summer, we must pro- 
ceed with the consideration of the appropriation bills. 

Mr. PEFFER. I appreciate the forceof the Senator’s remarks. 
This does not happen, however, to be a short session. We have 
all summer before us, and our salaries are paid by the year. It is 
true this is a Presidential campaign year, but we certainly shall 
be able to dispose of all the business before the Senate in a reason- 
able time and get to this bond resolution, which I regard asa 
very important one. I have three times procured, through the 
courtesy of the Senate, unanimous consent to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the resolution; and I do insist now that that consent 
be enforced by the Senate. Of course I know the Chair can not 
do it; but I ask the Senate to do it. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not think that that resolution displaces the 
unfinished business. The unfinished business is before the Senate. 
If, while the unfinished business is pending, there is unanimous 
consent given to take up something else, I do not think the unfin- 
ished business is thereby displaced. 

Mr. HALE. Or if a motion is made to proceed to any other 
subject-matter. 

r. PLATT. If a motion is made and agreed to tw proceed to 
the consideration of another subject, that would displace the un- 
finished business. 

Mr. HALE. Of course; but the Senate can do that at any time 


it pleases. 

Nir. PLATT. Yes; but I do not think unanimous consent to 
take up something else while the unfinished business is pendi 
would displace the unfinished business until that was disposed of. 

Mr. PEFFER. My own view of the case was that it was not 
the intention of the ate that the unfinished business should be 
taken from its place upon the Calendar, but that it should remain 
there, notwithstanding the enforcement among ourselves of the 
consent ent to take up the bond resolution; and that was 
stated at the time publicly and privately. 

Mr. PLATT. e have passed fifty bills by unanimous consent 
while the unfinished business was pending, and it was never sup- 
posed that the unfinished business was thereby displaced. 

Mr. HALE. When unanimous consent is given that at a cer- 
tain time on a certain day a subject-matter shall be taken up or 
shall be made the unfinished business, unless with that consent 
there goes a —— that it shall be continued until di 
of, the record is always one way, that the privilege exhausts itself 
when the measure is laid before the Senate, and that at any time 
either by unanimous consent or on motion, that may be displaced 
and something else taken up. For one, as to any approp ation 
bill that I have in charge, I am willing to state that, believing it 
to be the desire of the te to pass the appropriation bills and 
adjourn at as early a day as possible, no matter what subject- 
matter has been fixed for a certain time to be taken up, I shall 
test the sense of the Senate as to whether it will continue to take 
up days and days, as they have been taken up by the Delaware 
case, rather than proceed with the consideration of the business 
of the Senate that everybody wants done. The Senator from 
Kaneas [Mr. Perrer] = his unanimous consent enforced when 
he gets his resolution before the Senate; but immediately the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PertTicRew], if he chooses, can 
move to take > the Indian app riation bill, and the Senate 
may decide, in its discretion, that it ‘ more important to proceed 
with that bill than with anything else. That is for the Senate to 

e. 

I protest against the theory that, because unanimous consent is 
given to take up a particular matter ata particular time, we have 
to take all the Sean which the advocates of that measure choose, 
without having the o unity of testing the sense of the Senate 
about takin ik an ~ hs 

The PRES ING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 


ate the state of the case as he understands it. Unanimous con-, 


sent seems to have been ee to take up the bond-sale resolution 
upon the conclusion of argument of the Senator from Dela- 
ware. Acting under what he to be the rule, the Chair 
laid before the Senate the business soon after 2 o’clock. 
The Senator from Kansas . PRFFER] then asked unanimous 
consent that the unfinished business be laid aside in order to 
ceed to the consideration of the bond resolution, without 

ing the unfinished business, or, to be a 
rarily displacing it. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. an 
the Chair understands, objects to that conditional of 
the unfinished business. ; 


Mr. GORMAN. Isubmit, when unanimous consent has been 
given to take up a measure at a fixed time, as in this case, it 
then becomes the duty of the Chair to lay the matter before the 
Senate. The Senate can proceed with it, or tpone it, or take 
up any other matter it sees proper; but unanimous consent hay- 
ing been given to take up any business, it ought to be laid before 
the Senate. That has been the universal rule. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In pursuance of the unanimous-consent 
soe, I ask that the d resolution may be laid before the 

nate. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is right. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, the Chair stated correctly -— 

Mr. HOAR. What is before the Senate now, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts that soon after 2 o'clock, acting upon what 
he understood to be the rule and also upon the suggestion of the 
clerks at the desk, he laid before the Senate the unfinished busi- 


ness. 

Mr. HOAR. What is that? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution in ae to 
the Uncompahgre Reservation. Now, the Senator from Kansas 
asks that that be temporarily laid aside, without losing its place, 
to take up the bond-sale resolution, for the consideration of which 
at this time he claims that unanimous consent was heretofore 
given. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I rise to a question of order. Under that 
consent ent it is not mn for the Senator from Kansas 
to ask that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. It 
is already temporarily laid aside by the unanimous-consent agree- 
a and it is the duty of the Chair to lay the resolution before 

che Senate. 

Mr. VILAS. So far from that henge age case, I believe it to be 
true that the Senate has agreed to up the bond resolution; 
but instead of it being a consent that the unfinished business 
should be laid aside for the a was ressly the other 
way, that this resolution d the ed business. 
The Chair has already had read from the desk the remarks on that 
— yesterday, which I shall again read. 

e Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer] stating the case, the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] said: 


Then I understand the unanimous-consent agreement embraces the idea 
— bond resolution is to be the unfinished business. I have no objection 


Mr PErrEn. At that time? 

Mr. ALLIson. At that time. 

Mr. Perrer. Thatis the understanding. 

That is what I am now insisting upon. If there had been made 
a request that it should lay aside the unfinished business instead 
of becoming the unfinished business itself, that might then have 
been objected to. It was nota —— that the unfinished busi- 
ness should be a , but it was a request that 
one order of business should supersede another. That is the effect 
of the order which was made. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then, Mr. President, if it is a mere technical 
objection, I beg leave to modify the request. My request of the 
Chair was to lay before the Senate the bond resolution, and the 
Chair, before recognizing my address, laid before the Senate the 
unfinished business, the Uncom joint resolution. It was 
ccsactae aa suldcte etter teak tnlone tmight itaneftect. 

e en go into effect. 

Mr. HOAR. I rise toa mestlon of otter. 

The PRESIDING OFFI Under all the circumstances, the 
Chair is satisfied that perhaps it would have been better, under 
the unanimous-consent agreement, to have laid the bond resolu- 
tion before the Senate, and let the Senate dispose of it as it saw 
fit. The Chair, therefore, now lays that resolution before the 


Senate. 
Mr. COCKRELL and others. That is right. 
Mr. HOAR. That is what I rose for. 

oa OFFICER. The title of the resolution will 
The SECRETARY. A resolution ding for a committee of 

five Senators to in +all the material facts and 


Serbo oe ear ayo ineand Te” 
e , an ; 
The PRESIDING OFFI hat is the pleasure of the 


Mr. PEFFER. I wish to state to the Senate that so far as I 
spend sheakun tan eee alee ded, isest 
any more expended, or at leas 
little resolution. In order 
be clear, I will state to the Senate further that 
the resol was first before the Senate the Senator from 


: 
: 
g 
| 
zs 














1896. 


ded that the investigation should be prosecuted by the Com- 


Finance. I then moved to substitute my resolution of 
py ate ing day for that of the Senator from Massachusetts. | 


tor from Massachusetts moved to lay my substitute on 
Fane oy A vote was taken, which resulted bh a majority of 34 
to 16 against the 
my amendment on 
ing once 


thetable. In view of that fact, the Senate hav- 


i tion to refer on the table. 
Per. OAR. That carries the whole thing with it. 

Mr. PEFFER. Oh, no; not under our rules. 

Mr. HOAR. I think so. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not so understand. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand that under our rules a Senator may 
move to lay an amendment on the table without carrying the 
whole subject with it, but this proposition is to lay on the table a 
motion to refer. 

Mr. PEFFER. I understand the rule is the reverse of that. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhapsitis. I do not know. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rule is clear as to amend- | 
ments, but the Chair does not think that there is any express rule | 


of the Senate on this particular subject. 


Mr. HOAR. The universal parliamentary rule has been that | 


nding mot.on—— 

Mr. . In order to avoid any further discussion on the 
subject, | withdraw my motion. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. PEFFER. [ ask for a vote. 

Mr. HILL. I ask for the reading of the resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. VILAS. Before the Secretary reads the resolution, do I 
understand that the Senate now proceeds to the consideration of 
the bond resolution? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has laid the resolu- 
tion before the Senate, and the Senator from New York [Mr. 
HILL] requested that it be read. 

Mr. . I only desire to be specific that I object to this 
done except, in pursuance of the understanding, as a substi- 
tute for the unfinished business. 


where an 


Mr. HILL. Except as the unfinished business? 
Mr. VILAS. It becomes the unfinished business. 
Mr. HILL. I understand the Senator from Wisconsin objects | 


to the consideration of the resolution except as the unfinished 
basiness of the Senate. 

Mr. VILAS. I desire it to be understood that the resolution is 
before the Senate as the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is impossible for the Chair to 
enforce a unanimous-consent agreement, of course; but if it is 
— to the question must be determined by the Senate. 

. PEFFER. What is the objection, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. Vuas] objects to the consideration of the bond resolution 
except as the unfinished business. 

Mr. *VILAS. Yes; which is in accordance with the consent 


it. 
ir. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin that 
that question will come up later on. The bond resolution is before 
the Senate in consequence of the unanimous-consent agreement. 
Necessarily it displaces everything else. It is now before the 
te, and must remain as the unfinished business until the 
Senate orders otherwise. So the question raised by the Senator 
from Wisconsin will come up hereafter; not now. 
L ask that the resolution may be read. 
Mr. VILAS. That is exactly in accordance with my under- 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 
The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Perrer Feb- 
ruary 12, 1896, as modified, as follows: 


of five Senators shall be appointed by the 
it shall be— 
all the material facts and cir- 


That a committee 
bh 4 RY 
connected with the sale ot U ted States bonds by the Secretary 
1894, an 
and rt what amount of available funds, 
United Bestes Treasut 


and on de t in other places 
the ‘Treasu P the tno the nds 
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motion of the Senator from Massachusetts to lay | 


itself by way of preference for a select com- | 
mittee rather than the Committee on Finance, I move to lay the | 


AO4AT 


were made by the Secretary of the Treasury in relation thereto; what agree- 

ments or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether publicly or 
| priv ately, were entered into by the Secretary of the Treasury and any syndi- 

cate or person or persons with respect to the sale and purchase of the bonds, 
and the profits made or to be made by such syndicate or any person or persons 
connected with such syndicate directly or indirectly; whather any officer of 
the Government, or any person or persons for such officer, and on his behalf, 
and in his personal interest, and with his knowledge or consent, entered into 
| any contract, agreement, or arrangement, directly or indirectly, with any 

person or persons, partnership, corporation, company, or syndicate, for the 
purpose of affecting the price offered or to be offered for said bonds, or any 
of them, with the intent and expectation to receive commission or personal 
reward by reason of such contract, agreement. or arrangement: whether 
such contract or agreement had any and what effect on the prices offered for 
the bonds, what the effect was, and who, if any person, profited by it, and to 
what extent. 


Mr. Hint and Mr. ALLISON addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hu} is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HILL. I will yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon. I was not aware that the Sena- 

tor from New York had the floor. 

According to the agreement arrived at the other day, a portion 
| of which was read by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Viias], 
| it was understood that the bond resolution should be temporarily 
| laid aside from time to time for the consideration of appropriation 
| bills. I now ask unanimous consent that it may be laid aside for 
| the time being, in order that we may proceed tothe consideration 
| of the Indian appropriation bill, the bend resolution, of course, 
not losing its place. 

Mr. VILAS. I only want one ruling from the Chair with re- 
spect to that. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Is it now defi- 





| nitely determined that the bond resolution is the unfinished busi- 


ness and has taken the place of the joint resolution that was on 
the Calendar as the unfinished business? If it has, the Senator 
from Iowa is correct. If it has not, it will require unanimous 
consent that that also be laid aside. I simply desire to know the 
parliamentary status. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
of the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I object. 

The PRESIDING CGFFICER. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish only to call attention to the fact that 

the Senator from Kansas the other day, when this agreement was 

made—the one quoted by the Senator from Wisconsin—expressly 
agreed that that might be done. If he now objects ; 

Mr.PEFFER. Certainly; the Senator from Iowa misunderstood 
me. I did not agree that it should be laid aside except by unani- 


mous consent, the same as we would do in any other case. 
Mr. PEFFER. ‘Or otherwise,” the Senator said himself, 
Mr. Perrer. I wish to say to the Senator from Ohio that there is an agree 
bond 
Mr. SHERMAN. It will not disturb that arrangement. 
distinct statement made by myself the other day when it was sought to make 
tion bills; at least I hope not. I do not understand that to be the order. 
that yesterday at 2 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m. we should proceed to the con- 


Is there objection to the request 


There is objection. 








Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HILL. ‘Or otherwise.” 

. . Of 
course *‘ or otherwise” might even come yet. 

Mr. ALLISON. I read from pages 3981, 3982 of the Recorp: 
ment by unanimous consent to proceed. when that time comes, with the 
resolution; but we can doubtless arrange as to that matter. 

Mr. Perrer. With that understanding of course I shall not interpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. The bond resolution is subject to appropriation Mills bya 
that resolution a special order. Of course the Senator from Kansas does not 
expect to go on with the bond resolution to the exclusion of the appropria- 

Mr. Perrer. Ll understand the agreement to be just as it was made, Mr. 
President. There was a unanimous-consent agreement made a few days ago 


sideration of the bond resolution, but yesterday at 2.15 o'clock we were not 
ready by reason of the fact that the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] was on the floor in the midst of a speech. Then, by unanimous 
consent, the agreement was postponed or delayed until to-day at the conclu- 
sion of the speech of the Senator from Delaware {[Mr. Gray]. 

Mr. ALLIson. Then I understand the unanimous-consent agreement em- 
braces the idea that the bond resolution is to be the unfinished business. I 
have no objection to that. 

Mr. Perrer. At that time? 

Mr. ALLISON. At that time. 

Mr. Perrer. That is the understanding. 


Mr. ALLISON. Giving way, of course, either by unanimous consent or other- 
wise, to appropriation bills. 
Mr. Perrer. That is rulable, undoubtedly. 


I submit that it is a fair understanding that tle resolution when 
it became the regular order of business, as other resolutions and 
bills hitherto have been, would be subject to appropriation bills 
when they were ready for consideration. Therefore, I ask unani- 
mous censent that we may temporarily lay aside the bond resolu- 
tion with a view to considering the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 
tor from New York [Mr. Hii] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Will the Senator from New York yield to 
me to make an inquiry in relation to the status of the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. WALTHALL. According to my recollection, when this 
measure was last before the Senate the Senator from Tennessee 
{Mr. Harris] offered an amendment to it, and the amendment 


The Sena- 
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was pending when we passed from the consideration of the sub- 
ject. The amendment was to strike out lines 1 and 2 and insert 
“That the Committee on Finance be directed,” etc. I ask to be 
informed whether the amendment is now pending. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed by the 
Secretary that the pending question is on the motion to refer the 
resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The amendment is pending, however? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. The amendment was 
presented, but the pending question is on the motion to refer the 
resolution to the committee. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I should have preferred that the 
unfinished appropriation bill should have been taken up this after- 
noon on account of a personal engagement of my own. Beyond 
that it makes no difference to me when this question shall be dis- 
cussed. Any Senator has a right to moveto take up an 7 ropri- 
ation bill if he sees fit todo so, If the appropriation bills are 
suffering because of lack of attention, any member of the Appro- 
priations Committee can now make a motion to take up any of 
those bills for consideration. 

Mr. President, the distinguished author of the resolution, as- 
suming to speak in behalf of its friends, announced to the Senate, 
presumably by authority, to which I did not observe that the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart} assented, that no 
one expected to speak in favor of the resolution. Of course I 
assume that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer] didnot intend 
to.deceive the Senate. I must assume that he did not intend to 
deceive the Senate. I assume that he did not intend to allow the 
matter to be taken up under the promise that it was to be consid- 
ered without debate on the part of its friends, or he would not 
have made that statement, which I repeat in in his ce, 
that the friends of the resolution did not in further to debate it. 

It is r, probably, that the Senator from Kansas should 
control this matter. It is a Populist resolution, and who has any 
better right to control it than he? The resolution has its inspira- 
tion in the Populist . _ It has its inspiration in hostility to all 
bonds whatever. e resolution, Populistic in its character, pro- 
poses to investigate not only the recent syndicate transaction, but 
the loan of F , 1895. The last three bond issues are pro- 
posed to be investigated by the resolution. In the two speeches 
which I made upon this subject when I was cut off by the expira- 
tion of the morning hour I commented upon the fact that the in- 
vestigation is pressed without formal charges, without specifica- 
tions, without any ailegations of wrongdoing, irregularity, or 
corru Iam not now speakingof the ingenious statements of 
the Senator from Kansas when he proceeded to discuss the resolu- 
tion. Theonlytangible ground for an investigation stated by the 
author of the resolution was that the issuing of bonds should be 
investigated because there was a = curiosity to learn about 
them, and it was gravely argued in the Senate that that was a 
sufficient reason for odie a special investigation. There is 
no amendment now pending for an investigation by a standing 
committee of the Senate. 

The Senator from Kansas in his brief remarks made a few mo- 
ments ago took it for granted that because the resolution was not 
laid on the table it 1 a . I ae oe —_ who voted 
against laying it on , in order i 
in connection with the resolution of the junior Senator .from 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopes], and that was the only reason. There 
are no two Senators here w: apart yg semper A net gag 
posed investigation or the results ted to be establi hee 
said the other day that the fairest would have been for the 
Senators who are clamoring for an investigation of the bond trans- 
actions under the t Administration to have come in here and 

ified in the resolutions themselves the precise things which 
ey desired to have ee and the reasons therefor, the 
— therefor, the allegations of unfairness, the allegations of 
egality, and the allegations of corruption, in order that when the 
fiasco is terminated somebody would be responsible for the reso- 
lutions. I think it would have been better, for the reason that 
when the committee shall finally report,if it shall ever report, 
Senators will be precluded from rising in their places and saying, 
‘““We never charged this; we never c that; we never 
charged the other; We did not say there was this; we did notsay 
OF, is to be passed in the dark. It is to be passed, if 
e ution e < 
ions made against the 


ed at all, not because of serene eaens 3 
morable of the , but blic curiosity 
demands that the ae ee and his friends shall be 


atified. The extraor character of this proceeding, there- 
‘ore, may well be soa upon at the outset. This course is 
taken, as I said before, because when the result shall be announced 


Senators do not wish to be confronted with its results. 
If the committee shall find that there was no i arity, then 
they will say, ‘‘ Nobody charged irregularity.” the commit- 


tee shall find that there was no corruption, it will be said, ‘‘ No- 
body char. tion.” If the committee shall find that 
everything has been done according to law and in good faith and 


for the best interests of the country, ‘‘ Who said to the contrary?” 
will be the question. And the country is put to the spectacle of 
a legislative investigation with no one responsible for any distinct, 
definite allegation of wrongdoing, but an investigation just for 
the p se of having an investigation, for the novelty of it (it is 
not a novelty in the Senate), for the fun of it, for the mere sake 
of having something to do in the near future. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from New York permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. Doesthe Senator from New York understand 
that it is necessary, before the Senate may investigate, to havo 
what is equivalent to an indictment? As understand it, inves| - 
gations are made for various p , Sometimes to ascertain 
whether there has been fraud, and sometimes to ascertain if tho 
methods are bad and might be improved by legislation. The gen- 
eral class of investigations is with a view to legislation, and there 
are many reasons for investigating where we would not indict for 
crime. 

Mr. HILL. All that is true enough, but what I object to is that 
the resolution not directly, but indirectly, not having the coura,:: 
to charge wrong openly, insinuates it, and before I get through | 
shall demonstrate it even, I think, to the comprehension of the 
Senator from Nevada. It is erred, instead of making forma! 
allegations, to take the gossip of the street, to take newspaper 
insinuations rather than formal charges. 

Iam not going to spend any further time upon the first point 
of inquiry which the resolution s The first thing which 
the Senate is formally to authorize the committee to do is to inves- 
tigate the question of the authority of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to issue bonds. I say, or was a say when I was 
interrupted by the nial ion of the morning hour, that the farm- 
ers of the Senate, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PErrer}], the 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TiLLMAN], had risen in their places at various tim: 
and said that the farmers deny the authority of the Secretary 0! 
the Treasury to issue bonds under the act of 1870, and the Senate 
is asked to a resolution which virtually casts doubt upon t!io 
authority of the Secretary to issue bonds. It is to investigate a 
question of law, not a mere question of riety. It isto report 


by what authority the bonds were t is the first point 
to be investiga ad what authority does the Secretary of th» 
issue 


Mr. President, the act of 1875. settles the question. It is con- 
ceded that bonds have been issued by previous Secretaries of the 
Treasury. It is conceded that the whole question has been exam- 
ined over and over again. I say it is belittling the Senate to au- 
thorize at this time and under these cire ces & committee 
formally to investigate the question of the authority by which tho 
bonds were issued. All that anyone has to do is to read the act. 
It settles the question. For any purpose of maintaining specic 
payment bonds can be issued whenever it is necessary. It is a 
continuing authority, to exist after 1879. It exists all the while. 
It exists to-day; it will exist to-morrow; it will exist when the 
next Secretary of the Treasury takes his place. 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator contend that it exists for 
Sn Penaene OF CORMAN TIES a issued under the act of 


Mr. HILL. Not necessarily. The act of 1890 stands by itself. 
No question is raised in regard toithere. It is not pertinent to 
this discussion. 

Mr. STEWART. Have not bonds been sold to buy gold to re- 
deem Treasury notes issued under the act of 1890? 

Mr. HILL. Under the of that act the Secretary of 
the Treasury has a right to take funds in the Treasury for 

t p . The bonds were issued under the act of i875. 

Mr. STEWART. Have not the proceeds of the sale of bons 
been used to a certain extent to redeem notes issued 
under the act of 1890; and if so, by what authority was it done’ 
HILL. The act of 1890 stands by itself, and I will come to 


Mr. i: 
that question before I am the remarks which shall 
submit upon this question. I first wish toanalyze the resolution. 
Senators particularly called to it 
It provides— 
eve and specially what of available funds, classi- 
fot was United Treasury on deposit in other oe, cal 


ne ere re en ne 
of the Secretary of 


, if anyone desires in- 
simple resolution of inquiry 


Whether there was or was not coin enough on hand to meet all coin obli- 
bonds were 


sold or when they 

were for sale. 
That involves the whole question as to what bonds 
shall be in. It involves the whole question of the cial 
policy of the present Secretary of the Treasury. My point is that 





















agree with the Secretary of the Treasury, there 
ete oe investigated. What has been done in pursu- 
ance of the law everybody knows. The annual reports of the 
Secretary of the Treasury show what has been done. Special re- 
have been made here from time to time detailing all the 
tions of the Treasury, and therefore it is silly, it is undigni- 
fied, it is unworthy of the Senate, to appoint a special investigating 
committee to inquire into facts with which every Senator in the 

Chamber is absolutely familiar. on sal, 

The author of the resolution wants to investigate further: 
or classes of persons the gold was procured with which 
tomay tor the bonds. 

The men who bought the bonds and paid gold for them produced 
the gold. Is it proposed to investigate the private affairs of bond 
bidders? Is it pro to have them tell the public where they 

ured their gold, from what sources? If the author of the 
resolution simply desires information as to whether the gold 
came from the public Treasury, that is one thing; butif he wishes 
to inquire as to all sorts of places from which the private bidders 
obtained their gold, in the first place, I say it is unworthy of the 
Senate to enter upon such an inquiry, and in the second place, you 
have no legal authority so to do. 

Before Il am through I shall call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that you have not even provided any process to compel 
the attendance of witnesses. The committee is to make an inves- 

ication ; it is to inquire from Tom, Dick, or Harry, 
oe it can get information. You have not even provided 
for the subpeenaing of a single witness, although the committee 
is to obtain and report to the Senate where the purchasers pro- 
cured their gold with which to buy the bonds. 

The resolution proposes to inquire further— 

What ents or contracts, and whether oral or in writing,and whether 
publicly or privately— 

I ask the Chair whether the words ‘‘and secretly” are now in 
the resolution. The resolution has been modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the 
words ‘‘and secretly ” were stricken out. 


Mr. PEFFER. ill the Senator from New York permit me at 
this point? ; 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. On page 1865 of the Recorp for February 18 
the Senator will see that I asked permission to modify the resolu- 


tion. I will read the modification, so that Senators will all under- 
stand it. 
Task the of making two or three slight amendments to the reso- 
lution. On pare , line 1, after the word “Senators,” strike out the words 
more two of-whom shall belong to one political party"; on page 2, 
after the word “ privately,” strike out the words “and secretly": in 
after the word “ any,” strike out the word “ other” and insert “ syn- 
or,” and in line 21, after the word ‘‘ bonds,” insert ‘“‘and the protits 
or to be made a syndicate, or other person or persons connected 
such syndicate, tly or indirectly.” ‘ 


Mr. HILL. TheSecretary did not read the latter part—although 


he 
‘body knew that those bonds had been issued 


, every 
of the first syndicate contract. Everyone knew that 
the last sale there was no contract. No responsible party has 
that there was any contract. “Publicly or privately,” 


é 


HE 


5 


aS 


the says. He strikes out the words “and secretly” for 
fear, I oe might be an imputation against somebody 
and that te, while he thought it might be anxious to 


throw some mud upon those officials, yet possibly might hesitate 
the word “‘secretly.” 
have you left in the resolution? The committee is to in- 


i 


i 


Whether officer of the Government, or any person or persons for such 

,and on his behalf, and in bis personal interest, and with his knowledge 

or consent, entered into any contract * * * with the intent and expecta- 
tion to receive commission or personal reward by reason of such contract. 

The Sn penposse, through a committee, to investigate the 

} my officers, from the Secretary of the Treasury 

, have been guilty of poeerane, aay comuission or personal 

reward or benefit from sale of bonds. 0 says 

they have? What tor dare rise in his and make the 

No one. When the report shall have been finally 

if made at all, I wish Senators to reflect that they seriously 

to investigate the conduct of one of the high officers of 

and his subordinates in the Treasury Department 

& mean, contemptible insinuation that possibly somebody 

and around the ern may have a omnes 

ion, compensation, or something else. 

made an affidavit to that effect? Has —— frora 

source uttered theslander? Notone. hy, then, 

Why enter into this allegation that may 


ey ey it and upon the Senate itself? 
Mr. has it come to this? the financial question 
become so strained that whether men are for gold or silver they 


fairl , : , and that 
honorable the Treas- 


f 
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ury (and I differ from him in many respects) without dragging in 
a resolution which, upon its face, insinuates, while it does not 
directly charge, that somebody possibly has received some pecun- 
iary interest from the bond transaction? 

Sir, it is said it will do noharm. What would Senators around 
this circle say, what would the country say, if to-morrow morn- 
ing I should offer a resolution to investigate the Senator from 
Kansas? 


Mr. PEFFER. I would not object. 


Mr. HILL. He might, Mr. President. I say that the country 
would hold me responsible if I endeavored to insinuate in a reso- 
lution that the Senator had misused any of the powers of his office 
here. I might insinuate that there had been favoritism. I might 
insinuate that there had been abuse of power, and I dignify that 
charge by the offering of a resolution of investigation. The Sen- 


ator says he would not object. Yet the country in reading that 
resolution in the next morning's papers would ask, ‘‘ Why is this 
charge made? There must be something to it, or 
Senator would not have offered the resolution.” 

So, sir, if the pending resolution carries any weight at all, if the 
Senate of the United States passes a resolution to see whether the 
Secretary of the Treasury or his subordinates have not received 
some commission or compensation upon this subject, will not the 
public, reading it, say it can not be possible that the Senate has 
proceeded to pass such a solemn resolution without any charge 
whatever, without any proof, without an affidavit, without any- 
thing worthy of the name of evidence? The people of the country 
would be apt to say there must have been something behind it or 
to it. Yet, I repeat, and I pause for a reply, where is the Senator 
who rises in his place and says he expects to prove that Mr. Car- 
lisle or any of his subordinates obtained one dollar of advantage 
or a penny of pecuniary reward or compensation of any char- 
acter? I pause for a reply. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is not the question at all. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska, another Populist, in 
favor of this resolution, says that is not the question. What is 
the question? What is the question we are going to investigate? 
You have not read the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will state to the Senator one question that 
ought to be investigated, and I do not connect the name of any 
person with it. 

Mr. HILL. We are talking about this particular question now. 

Mr. ALLEN. The charge was made in New York papers at the 
time, and I suppose they are reliable 

Mr. HILL. It depends on the one. 

Mr. ALLEN. They are printed where the Senator lives. They 
are in a position to know, if anybody would know. The charge 
was that about $18,000,000 has been made out of the four differ- 
ent bond issues within the last two years, and that there was a 
secret understanding or a secret agreement between the Treasury 
Department (a copy of which agreement was published in the 
New York World, and I will —— it at the proper time) giving 
power or contracting with J. Pierpont Morgan as the agent of 
certain foreign money lenders for the sale of the bonds in a lump 
to him for those he represented. I ask the Senator from New 
York if he does not believe the question whether there was an 
illegal sale of the bonds is not worth investigating when it in- 
volves about $18,000,000 of public money, and why he can object 
to an investigation that will either disclose that fact or will dis- 
close to the world, to the people who have a right to know the 
truth, that there is nothing at the bottom of the charge as it has 
been stated in New York papers? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, if the Senate of the United States is 
to proceed to investigate all the insinuations that are contained 
from time to time in the New York papers it will have its hands 
full. In the first place, no New York newspaper or other reputa- 
ble newspaper in any other place in the country has made any 
specific in tion pertaining to this particular subject. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg to correct the Senator. Iam not going to 
help him kill time, however, for a great while; but I beg to correct 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. What particylar paper made the charge? 

Mr. ALLEN. The New York World, for one. I think I have 
the paper in my committee room now. I will get it at the proper 
time, and other papers have charged that there was at least $10,- 
000,000 to be made out of the last $100,000,000 issue of bonds, ac- 
cording to the original contract between the Government officials 
and the agent of the bond syndicate, a portion of which was de- 
stroyed by the popular clamor, causing the bonds to be offered at 
publi uae at some five or six different places in the country, 
which the Administration gave to the country as a popular loan. 

Now, that charge was made. It stan:ds uncontradicted. Is it 
not worth investigating? I submit to the Senator, who is usually 
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very candid, but who grows as mad as a massasauga in August 
when any question of this kind is broached, whether private indi- 
viduals can make contracts with Government officials by which 
$10,000,000 or $12,000,000 are made upon a single transaction? If 
the charge be true or not, I submit whether these Government 
officials have the slightest power to issue the bonds of the United 
States for any pu ? I am one among the number who say 
(and I believe I can demonstrate it to twelve jurymen who would 
take an oath to determine the question upon the evidence sub- 
mitted) that whenever Mr. Carlisle issues a Govérnment bond of 
this nation he does it without a statute authorizing him to do so. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska started off with the 
allegation that some New York newspaper had intimated that 
some money had been made in the purchase of bonds; that $18,- 
000,000 had been made in one minute, and $10,000,000 in another 
minute. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ten million dollars on the last issue and $18,- 
000.000 on all the issues. 

Mr. HILL. I have never heard one of these men who criticise 
the transaction who ever stated the amount twice alike. Finally, 
after saying that he has some article somewhere else than here, 
and therefore we do not know the precise language of it, he winds 
up with the question whether I think there ought to be any objec- 
tion to investigating by what authority the bonds are issued, and 
he volunteers his opinion as a farmer ( use that is the capacity 
in which he last announced himself) that he does not believe there 
is a law for it, and that he could convince twelve jurymen that 
there is no law for it. Well, we do not usually try questions of 
law before a ju It is not done in New York State, and I do not 
believe they do it out in Nebraska. 

Mr. President, the courts are open, if you can convince one court 
of the United States. The courts are open; institute your pro- 


ng. 
Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask the Senator from New York a 
uestion. 
” The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Doesthe Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HILL. Was the Senator from Kansas, who is usually a 
very truthful man, authorized to say that there was going to be 
no one to participate in the debate upon his side? 

Mr. ALLEN, That is running away from the question. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not; I am getting right to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not going to ute with the Senator on 
his proposition of law as to trial of cases in New York, because 
the experience of Tweed and a few other persons in that State 
shows that they have prett uliar ways. The past history of 
New York litigation, es in the punishment of those who 
have been guilty of crime, may be said to be somewhat in the dark, 
at least. I submit to the Senator from New York, who is a law- 
yer and a bimetallist as I am a farmer, that we do try mixed ques- 
tions of law and fact before a jury. 

Mr. HILL. You must not get them too mixed, though. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is alwaysdone. The Senator never tried a 
case in his life before a jury that he did not try precisely that 
proposition. I submit to his candor as a lawyer ( use I know 
or believe him at least to be avery great lawyer, a lawyer of large 
experience), that he ought to know and I believe he does know that 
it is impossible to implead the Secretary of the Treasury before any 
court of this country. The moment it is done that moment he 
comes in with a plea that he is one of the chief executive officers 
of the nation, and that he is not subject to be brought into court 
to determine his official action, and he goes acquitted. Now, is 
not that true? 

Mr. HILL. There is more than one way to raise the question of 
the validity of a bond. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator if that is not true? 

Mr. HILL. The question as the Senator stated it is not true. 
Before I get through I am going to show that this investigation is 
in aid of one of the speculative lawsuits aoe om against the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury on the very day that this bond resolution 
was expected to be discussed here; and I am going to show that 
somebody thinks differently from the Senator from Nebraska and 
has aotually brought a suit in the courts of the District of Colum- 
bia over the question of these bonds. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from New York knows that in 
hundreds of different instances in the history of this country it has 
been universally determined that an officer of this character can 
not be impleaded and brought into court, and that a plea to the 
jurisdiction of the court is sustained without any further investi- 
gation. There is notan exception to the rule. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator from Nebraska thinks he can con- 
vince a jury the House of Representatives is open to him. That 
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peachment? Then my friend here can the question and sit as 
a juryman on the trial of John G. Carlisle because of willfully 
issuing bonds without any authority of law. That is an impeach- 
able offense, is it not? 

The trouble about it is that these men have no sort of confidence 
in their position. It isa part of the claptrap of the times. It is a 
part simply of an endeavor to get up a scandal in order to affect 
this political question. As I said a few moments ago, I think we 
ought to differ, if differ we must upon this financial question, wit})- 
out endeavoring to throw mud unnecessarily upon our public ofti- 
cials, who have enough to contend against under the peculiar 
existing political situation. 

Mr. SiEWART. Will the Senator from New York allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does theSenator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HILL. I was alluding to the Senator from Kansas [Mr, 
PEFFER] to see whether—— 

Mr. STEWART. ‘The Senator from Néw York remarked a ino- 
ment ago that the House of Representatives is of a different polit- 
ical party from Mr. Carlisle, and I suppose from Mr. Cleveland. 
Does he pretend to say that a majority of the House of Represent- 
atives does not concur with Mr. Clevelandand Mr. Carlisie upon 
the question of the gold standard and the issuance of bonds to 
maintain it? Are they not, so far as that is concerned, practi- 
cally the samte political party—the gold party? 

r. HILL. t a reflection that question is upon the House 
of Representatives. For instance, if the Senator thinks that upon 
the financial question they agree with the Secretary of the Treas- 


ury—— 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator contend that it is a reflec- 
tion upon the House of Representatives to say they are of tho 
same party with him and his Chief Executive? 

Mr. HILL. Thatisnorefiection; but it is a reflection to insinu- 
ate that because of that fact they would hesitate to decide accori- 
ing to their consciences their oaths upon a question of this 
character, if you dared to submit it to them. 

Mr. STEWART. But the Senator has stated that they are of 
a different political party as a reason why they would investigate 
the question. I wanted to show that his reason is not a good one. 
They are thoroughly in harmony with him upon the policy of 
issuing bonds; they are as one. t destroys the allegation the 
Senator made—that they are of a different political party. The 
gold party has been one party for twenty-five years. They vote 
ene: they act ; they defend each other as one man. 

r.HILL. As the boys say in the newspapers, that is *‘impor- 
tant if true.” The difficulty about the Senator's statement is that 
it has no foundation in fact. The ublican House of Repre- 
sentatives ted a bond bill here which the Secretary of the 
Treasury did not want, which the President of the United States 
intimated was not what he had asked. There has been no disposi- 
tion upon the part of the House of Representatives to agree with 
the President or the Secretary of the Treasury upon the policy 
which they announced, On some things they do agree; on others 
they radically differ. ; 

r.STEWART. Do they not agree that bonds should be issued 
and that gold should be bought to redeem Treasury notes and 
greenbacks? Upon that main proposition do they not agree? Is 
not their disagreement a mere matter of detail as to how the 
bonds shall be sold and what character of bonds they shall be? 
Upon the main question of saaes gold to redeem greenbacks and 
Treasury notes is there any difference between the House of Rep- 
resentatives and the Senator from New York and the Executive? 

Mr. HILL. A a number of the Republicans in the House 
of Representatives, for whom I am not authorized to speak, un- 
doubtedly believe that if there is no gold in the Treasury with 
which to redeem your nbacks, and no revenues with which to 
fen ld, the President has a right under existing law to 
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majority of the Senate. zhey were recognized as Populist belliger- 


they were given their share of public patronage in the 
a ann they se given an officer to guard the secrets of 
their room. Therefore there are three parties here. The Wilson 
law does not as yet bring an amount of revenue sufficient for the 


ordinary mses of the Government. I am not now going to 
roceed ls aienias who or what is responsible forthat. Iam speak- 


dition and not a theory. 
ing simpy of @ Will the Senator permit me? 


HILL. N ht here; not until I finish my idea. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
to 
— Not just at this moment. Mr. President, the 


proceeds upon the theory that the best interests of the 
eel require that there should be more revenue, and it pro- 
ceeded to enact a tariff bill called an emergency tariff bill. That 
bill comes over here and in the Senate politically divided that 
tariff bill is until, in the eloquent language of the President 
pro tempore of this body, it is as dead as Julius Cesar. In the 
meantime there is nothing with which to redeem your green- 
backs, there is nothing with which to secure the revenues of your 
Government. ill any Senator tell me what this Government 
would have done if the President and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, law or no law, had not issued Government bonds during the 
last year? Now I will yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I wish to say this to the Senator 
from New York, and it is in the nature of a question: The Sena- 
tor deliberately advocated and voted for the unconditional repeal 
of the purchase clause of the Sherman Act, at the same time claim- 
ing to be a bimetallist. By the repeal of that act this nation has 
been deprived of $150,000,000 which would have covered every item 
of deficit which has occurred during this Administration. The 
Senator from New York and his — have approved, and the 
Senator is approving now, the open, stubborn, dogmatic, flagrant, 
violation the requirements of the third section of the Sherman 
Act, which requires the Secretary of the Treasury to redeem those 
notesin silver. If the Senator from New York and his party had 
not done that, and if the Secretary of the Treasury had observed 
the law, there would have been no deficit and no occasion for the 
issuance of bonds. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I am not going to enter into a dis- 
cussion of the question of the propriety of the repeal of the Sher- 
man silver law. That law was indefensible upon any ground. 
The friends of silver scarcely defended it when it was pending 
here inthe Senate. They opposed its repeal upon the ground that 
they thought something should be put in its place in recognition 
of silver. No one pretended that it would solve the silver ques- 
tion; noone pretended that it was a logical law; no one pretended 
that it was producing any benefit to the country at large; but 
those who felt constrained to vote against its repeal did so because 
they thought it was a fitting > do something toward 
a more recognition of silver. No true friend of silver 
should shed any tears over the repeal of that law. 

I was sa , when interrupted at the irrelevant question of 
my friend Nebraska, that I think the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, instead of being investigated by this Senate, deserves its 
thanks for his eaty eee of maintaining the credit of the 
country. You may differ with him as to what ought eventuall 
to be done upon the silver question; = may think that he err 
aerate of a portion of his duty; that is one thing; but 
it does not follow that itis proper to investigate, under the insinu- 
ation contained in this resolution, whether some of the money 
has not stuck to his fingers in the discharge of his official duty. 

Mr. President, before I get through I think the Senate will see 
that they are i B to enter upon an unwise course. 1 know 
every time we differ about some great question somebody comes 
into the Senate and says, ‘‘Let us investigate; let us have an 

committee appointed,” as though that were the 
for all our difficulties. I shall call the attention of even 
Senator from Nebraska to an investigation which he insti- 
tuted with a great flourish of trumpets as to what it was going to 
, and then I shall show what meager results were 

obtained from it. 


Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 
ae sir; everybody yields to the Senator from 
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bonds which were offered less than 130. These bonds were sold 
at least 15§ per cent less than the market value, as it had been es- 
tablished for years, and as it was on the day they were sold. 

Mr. ALLEN. That was the charge made, too. 

Mr. STEWART. That was the charge, that on the day the 
contract was made bonds having about eleven or twelve years to 
run were selling from 11 to 112, making 1 per cent for every 
year, which has been about the average. Following that those 
»onds which have thirty years to run ought to be at a premium 
of 30 per cext; but no one has ever suggested in the public prints 
or elsewhere that the market value of those bonds on that day was 
less than 20 per cent premium. Shortly afterwards the same 
bonds sold for 23 per cent premium in the markets here. They 
went up to that figure. Of course they were depressed subse- 
quently for the purpose of obtaining a further deal, but it was 
charged, and boldly charged, that they were sold at a rate that 
made from ten to twelve million dollars difference. That never 
has been denied by anybody. It has been in the public prints, 
all the respectable journals have figured it up, and no man has 
ever denied that charge. 

It seems to me that the Executive would like to have an oppor- 
tunity to come forward and show why he sacrificed from ten to 
twelve million dollars of the Government money and what the 
circumstances were which made him doit. I think the Secretary 
of the Treasury ought to desire an investigation to clear up that. 
It never will be cleared up unless it comes before a committee and 
he has an opportunity to make a showing why it was he did it. 
That charge is made, and it can not be denied. Every broker in 
the United States knows itis true. It is admitted everywhere. 
Now let it be investigated, so that we may see if it was done in 
some emergency, and what emergency there was requiring it, or 
whether it was done for some other reason. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, when the Senator from Nevada 
makes a special appeal to me for an opportunity for him to vin- 
dicate the President of the United States it is very difficult for 
me to resist that appeal. [Laughter.} I know his intense anx- 
iety to have the President of the United States put right upon 
this question, and because I am resisting this investigation I shall 
allow the Senator from Nevada to impute some desire on my part 
to injure the President of the United States and the Secretary of 
the Treasury. f 

I have heard the same old argument time and time again, that 
7 must always permit an investigation; you must not resist it. 

o matter what charge is made in the public prints or elsewhere, 
if a Senator rises in his place and wants an investigation, investi- 
gate. It is asked, are you afraid to conduct an investigation? 
Invest it with all the dignity and power of such a proceeding on 
the part of the Senate of the United States, keep the public press 
full of the matter for years, else somebody may think there is 
something wrong. Mr. President, it is a foolish argument, it is 
a silly argument, it is moral cowardice on the part of this Senate, 
every time some idle charge is made here against one of our pub- 
lic officials, whether he belongs to our party or to the other party, 
to immediately dignify it with an investigating committee. 

I do not now propose to discuss the question of market values. 
I know something of market values, and how they are made. I 
had occasion to look into this subject recently as counsel in a 
matter pertaining to taxation in the city of New York. 

Mr. STEWART. I willask the Senator just one more question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. Is the Administration opposed to this investi- 
gation? 

Mr. HILL. Iam not authorized to speak for the Administra- 
tion, and I say right here that I have never exchanged a word 
with any officer of this Administration, high or low, upon this 
subject, and I do not propose to do so. Sir, the Secretary of the 
Treasury has not even answered my respectful resolution. I op- 
_ this investigation not because the Administration wants it, or 

oes not want it; I oppose it as I should oppose any foolish, silly, 
or unnecessary investigation, which could only add disgrace to the 
Senate, in my humble opinion. I would oppose it whether the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury was a Democrat or a Republican. Before 
I get through I shall show that Mr. Carlisle is not the only man 
who has been falsely accused. I propose to take up the charges 
that have been made against other Secretaries of the Treasury, 
and to show how those charges have all fallen to the ground 
and how contemptible they appear now in reading the history 
of the country. I propose to show how other Senators then fol- 
lowed the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] when 
he was Secretary of the Treasury with all sorts of vile charges, 
and now, when you come to read them in the light of history, it 
is apparent how thin, how weak, how ridiculous, how contempti- 
ble they are. Yet we are asked upon this financial question 
because there are differences of opinion, because perhaps, the 
majority of this Senate are the friends of silver, to throw mud 
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against every official who differs with you. I am opposed to any 
such suicidal, idiotic policy. I care not whether the Administra- 
tion want this investigation or not. If you put it on the plane of 
cowardice, it might be said: “Oh, yes, give them anything they 
want on any allegation, no matter what itis.” So far as I know, 
the Administration care nothing aboutit. My judgmentis that if 
this resolution is passed the men who institute it will be covered 
with humiliation and shame and will deny that they ever charged 
angites wrong against Mr. Carlisle or his subordinates, 

r. President, as I was saying when interrupted the last time 
by the Senator from Nevada, I had some occasion to investigate 
the subject of market values, and I discovered that the market 
in New York is made up by sales, or, if not by actual sales, by 
offers, and there are times when the market is made up = asingle 
offer or a singlesale. A single sale of a ten-thousand-dollar bond 
will sometimes fix the market for a particular day, andit is quoted 
all over the country that the market price of bonds was so and so 
because one bond was sold at that price. 

Myr. President, when the question of market values was dis- 
cussed in the Senate before the last issue of bonds was made, 
you recollect what was said in regard to it. We heard that there 
was a demand all over the country to invest in those bonds at 24 
and 3 cent. A cry came wv om Nebraska, a cry came up 
from Colorado, a cry came up West Virginia, ing to 
the junior Senator from that State [Mr. ELK1vs|—the blacksmiths, 
the carpenters, the farmers, were all anxious to rush to take the 
bonds at 2} and 8 percent. Where were they when the bonds 
came to be sold? You could not find them; they had fled to the 
woods; they were gone; they had no gold; they did not t the 
bonds; and not a bond was sold except at over 3 per cent. ese 
allegations are easily made by men who simply want to make their 
— in an argument, but when you come to investigate them 

eir arguments are gone to the winds. 

This resolution proposes to investigate, further, whether in the 
last sale of bonds there was any agreement entered into by which 
any syndicate was to have the bonds. Nobody rises in his place 
and says there was; no newsp has made any distinct charge 
that there was; and it is proposed to investigate not only the ques- 
tion as to how much money was made by the en but how 
much was made by any person connected with such syndicate. 
If I bought a bond from the syndicate the next day after the bond 
sale and sold it a few days thereafter and made some money by 
it, I am to be called upon to show how much money I made. 

I have already commented upon the fact that this resolution 
nowhere contains any anthority to summon witnesses. You are 
going to ascertain all about what J. Pierpont Morgan knows from 
what he voluntarily tells you; you are going to investigate this 
subject without the power to summon a single witness; but even 
if you had that power, I deny the authority of the Congress of the 
United States to compel answers to any such questions? This is 
not the sugar investigation. The right to compel witnesses to 
answer questions in that inquiry depended u the fact that the 
committee was investigating a violation of the privileges of the 
Senate, and was inves the conduct of Senators which 
might lead to their expulsion. That was something which you 

a right to investigate. It may be, although that is disputed, 
that you have a right to conduct an investigation, summon wit- 


nesses, and compel answers where you are in for the 
purposes of future legislation, but that is not clear. the 
object of the inquiry must be spread forth in the resolution itself. 


There is nothing in this resolu which indicates that the inves- 
— oe eb nen’ rel purpose So legislation; there 7 
n on ace paper WwW any purpose 

tity idle curiosity; that is all. And I say to the tern, eg 
Kamens, when he comes to s his witnesses and compel 


answers, if they refuse to answer he can not obtain any informa- 
tion upon these subjects. . 


Inow . Mr. pean seseen ag ae speech of the Sen- 
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See sale, proceeded to dispose of $50,000,000 worth 
The inference from that is that, without such express authority, 
no power existed, because the Senator says Con 


give the Secretary of the Treasury power, and in face of that | he 
Secretary the 


refusal the Senator conceals the fact 
that the the power without the authority of Con- 
gress by any new legislation. Of course, if he was to proceed to 
act salee anne new power, he had no right to act unless 
granted it. He was not claiming to act, and the Senator 


Kansas knows or ought to know that the Secretary was not claim- 
ing to act under any new Congressional enactment—he was pro- 
ceeding to act under the old resumption law. The Senator from 
Kansas said further: 

Senators denounced the proceeding as unlawful— 


Who? The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Titman}, tho 
Senator from Kansas (Mr, Perrer], and the Senator from No- 
braska [Mr. erm k, whom has been added the distinguished 
Senator from Nev. Mr. STEWART]. This coterie of Senators 
denounced it as unla - You have heard the old story of tho 
three tailors of Tooley street, who got together and passed reso- 
lutions, the opening words of which were, ‘‘ We, the people of 
England, demand so and so.” These Senators say it is unlawful. 
What lawyer in the Senate of long experience who has the public 
confidence, what ge Ape the bench, who among the great 
lights of the bar of country has ever dared to venture tho 
opinion that the power to issue bonds does not already exist? Not 
one. Then the Senator says further: 

The people were surprised— 


The people! TheseSenators always speak in thename of the peo- 
ple, as if the Populist party represented the le. Mr, Presi- 
nt, I am tired of hearing these men talk in of the people. 

t of the people. They are the 
parties; are the conglomeration of men 

dissatisfied with the old tical parties; they have pooled their 


grievances; have the silver question because they 
think it is po They have no views the tariff question 
whatever. y have their votes here for sale, or rather 


a upon the tariff question upon either side of this Cham- 
ber. have no fixed, settled principles whatever, and the Sen- 
ate of the United States is asked, deliberately, to pass this Populist 
resolution for an investigation on theeve of a Presidential election, 
to enable these men to throw mud at the Democratic party an: 
the Republican party. It is about time, it strikes me, that the 
Senators who represent States interested in this subject shoul! 
act together upon the great question involved in this resolution. 

Mr. STEWART. If Republicans and Democrats now find it 
necessary to stand . is this the first time it has become 
necessary for wrongdoers to stand together? 

Mr. L. I knew you would not keep your word when you 


said you would not again in me. You can not trust a 
Populist five minutes at a time. ughter. ] 
Senator from Kansas further said: 
The people were surprised. Allof us were mortified. Within ayear after- 
wards a hundred million more were sold without any additional authority of 


The Senator speaks of that as if it aap mee ag sus- 
— circumstance. Why, sir, the President of the United 
—. had only a from a — —_ purposes, 
2 0 asked aw or rpose of simply cing the 
rate of interest and = the terms for which the bonis 
could run. That is all he He had sent to Congress a s)«- 
cial message stating exactly what he felt constrained todo. This 
was nothing secret about it, but everything was open and abov:- 
board, A grave financial situation confronted the country; tle 
President told Congress of it, and asked for legislation, not |- 
cause he doubted the power to issue bonds, but simply in order to 
save the people of this country interest, and that the might 
be made more easy so that the could find more ready sale. 

The Senator from Kansas : 

The contract was entered into privately. The country kaew nothing of i's 
existence except through guesses and sensational charges of the newspaj«'s. 


Again the people, the dear people, were amazed and bewilder«(. 
It was the who were bewildered. The — kept a 
level head; the people sawthrough it; and saw that esident 


was endeavoring to protect the credit of the country. 
The Administration was dishonored. The nation was scandalized. 


Mr. President, how the hearts of these men bleed for the Admin- 
istration; how the hearts of these men bleed for the country }«- 
cause the nation is scandalized! Isay the object of this resoluti: 
is to cast scandal upon high officials. The Populist party liv 
and thrives upon disseminating scandal against the two old par 


oxThat somo person or persons profited by this peneetin through dishon- 


My friend from Kansas makes a pretty broad statement whe 

says that. Of course when he says there was not any author'\y 

for and no necessity for issuing bonds, that it was not necess:ry 

that it done cei and oe hed Snot of ee i 
was ves, of cour 

Sal ariicamisemetmn dieboncr- 

able conduct somewhere in relation to it. The trouble is, tio 
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Senator is wrong im his premises, and therefore wrong in his con- 
clusions. 

‘As it was conducted— ; 

Speaking now of the syndicate sale— 

press and curious persons have asked why certain bidders came in at the 

te moment and why one. of them altered bid within a few minutes of 
the hour for opening the bids. ’ aaa 

Here we have it again, a reiteration by a Senator in this body, 


ing w the record, repeating simply the silly allegations of 
Freaspolated bidders. 


after the bond sale it was said that some bids had 
ensienaaen before the time. If they had not been presented 
before, had not the bidders a right to alter the bids up to the last 
moment of presentation? Of course they had, There is nothing 
neculiar about the bidding for bonds. It is like bidding for any- 
thing else. Any bidder has a right until the subscription list is 
closed to alter his bid. He can not alter it after it is presented, 
but he can alter it up to the very second of the time of its presen- 

ation. 
: Now, the Senator from Kansas says: 
people want to know all about it. 


The 

Again it is the people, the dear people. 

A committee of honest, clear-headed men who will search for the truth— 

He wants a committee of honest, clear-headed men. The origi- 
nal resolution would have included one of the Populist Senators. 
Then my friend the Senator from Kansas, after his speech, con- 
sented to strike that out, so that no member of the committee 
should be a Populist. 

Honest, clear-headed men. 

He struck that out, so that it is not expected that on the com- 
mittee there shall be any Populist Senator. He says: 

That somebody has gone wrong we all believe. 

Who has gone wrong? What has gone wrong? Who asserts | 
that there has been any ae What bidders so assert? | are, | to : 

The bankers of New York had just as much competition upon | The majority of the Senate may differ with them. Let it be an 
this question as ever before. Syndicate was against syndicate. honest, respectful difference. Let it not find shape in angry at 
There was ae syndicate upon the one side and theStewart | tacks upon them, in attacks upon their honesty, in attacks upon 





I do not pro at this time to discuss the gold and silver ques- 
tion proper. It is a great question, worthy of the consideration of 
the best minds of the country. It is a question upon which there 
has been honest difference of opinion for many years, and doubt- 
less will be for many years tocome. I have no words of criti- 
cism or censure to make as to the man who honestly differs with 
me upon this subject. I can discuss the question with an adver- 
sary without at all impugning his motives, but I have nothing 
but contempt for the man who can not discuss the question with- 
out conceding to his adversary the same honesty of purpose that 
he claims for himself. 

I am not going to anticipate the issue of the great silver ques- 
tion. It is now being discussed in all the villages and hamlets of 
this great country. Men are taking issue upon one side or the 
other. This Administration, whether wisely or unwisely [ do not 
stop now to inquire, has said that it found the gold standard when 
it came into power and that that standard must be maintained, in 
its judgment, until it is changed by act of Congress. So long 
as that standard exists Mr. Carlisle and the President think it is 
their duty to maintain it. They think that when our paper cur- 
rency is presented for redemption it should be paid in gold to pre- 
serve the credit of the country. They may be wrong; you may 
differ with them; but, sir, I think it is unworthy of any true 
friend of silver to array himself upon the side of men who offer 
the investigating resolution as an effort to undermine them in the 
popular approval and support of the country. 

Nothing can come of it. I am not here to pass any eulogy upon 
those men. I say I differ with them in some features of this ques- 
tion, unnecessary now toinquire into, but I am here to say that, in 
my humble judgment, in this transaction they have endeavored to 
do what they have believed to be right. I believe they have sought 
honestly to preserve the credit of the country. I believe th: y 
think that the preservation of the gold standard is essential to the 
welfare of the country, and as executive officers they think they 
are bound to maintain it. 


syndicate on the ot er. If the Morgan syndicate got any advan- | their integrity, in attacks upon the legality of their acts. So much 
tage it would have hurt the Stewart syndicate. Those men have | I deemed I ought to say in behalf of those officials. 
made no complaint. Those men who made their bids, who repre- I sometimes think that we carry the investigation business too 
“sented contending and conflicting interests, have offered no com- | far. Every little while some one writes me asking for an investi- 
plaint here. They have demanded no investigation. gation into this matter or the other. They have seen the efforts 
One of the bidders was the New York Life Insurance | of the Senator from Kansas and other Senators from time to time 
Company, which took $10,000,000 of the bonds regardless of any | to investigate every conceivable subject, and therefore we 
dicate,and wanted more. They have no complaint. No; it is | overwhelmed from time to time with applications for unnecessary 
the mere politician who makes complaint. It is the men who de- | and useless investigations. It was only a year and a half ago tha‘ 
sire to political capital by assailing some public man. They | the distinguished Senator from Nevada [Mr. Srewanrr}, aiter he 
are the men who complain. Nobody else complains except a man | had become a Populist, rose in his place and offered a resolution 
who wants to compel the Secretary of the Treasury to settle with | to investigate the question as to what Senators around this circle 
him in order to make some money. 3 owned national-bank stock. Seriously he plead for that resolu- 


are 








Then he says further: tion. I had the honor to make some remarks in opposition to it. 

In the next it is alleged and believed by thousands and millions of | It finally went to the tomb of the Capulets, which is the Calendar 
people in this country— and there it rests. But it was at the height of the silver ficht, 

There is small about the Populist party. It always | and blood was up on both sides. 1t was said that some of those 
speaks in behalf of thousands and millions of people— 


who were advocating silver were mine owners, aud that fired the 
Senator from Nevada and he introduced a resolution, which I 
shall not take the trouble to read, in which he deliberately pro 
posed to have an investigating committee appointed to bring in 
the names of the Senators in this Chamber who happened to be so 
unfortunate as to own national-bank stock. 
What a cowardly proceeding it would be to oppose that investi 

gation! What are you afraid of? I was not afraid of anything. 


members Represen and by members of this body, 
there fo ae | the ye the t the sales were mate 

to pay off every obligation of the Government due at that time—every one. 
There was not encugh gold in the Treasury to redeem the green- 
backs. We may differ with the Secretary of the Treasury as to 
what coin the greenbacks should be redeemed in. That is a ques- 
tion which need not passanentey Severe our loss of respect for the 


Treasury e Secret of the Treas re- | | have never owned a dollar of stock in national banks or any other 
deemed z oe in gold in crane of the policy of the | kind of stock. I opposed it upon the general principle that a Sen 

for the purpose of maintaining the credit of the | ator has a right to own national-bank stock. He has a right to 
Government. I know there are those a cry Reentry who say | own any other kind of stock that he wants to hold. Heshou!d not 
that 


he should have paid them in silver. I know there are those | legislate in regard to the particular bank in which he is interested, 
men who think it is unwise to keep up the present gold standard, | but he has a right to own bank stock and mining stock. He has 
which is the according . They see no harm in | 2 Tight to own railroads; he has a right to own newspapers; he has 
to-morrow redeeming in silver all the greenbacks presented. | 4 right toown farms; he has aright to raise crops—cotton, wheat, 
Whether or not it would put gold to a premium they do not | aud everything else—as to all of which we legislate. of course; and 
= and they do not care. So anxious and zealous are they for | yet it remained for the Senator from Nevada to rise in hi 


! 


the cause that they want silver used to the largest possible and propose deliberately to investigate how many Senators owned 
extent. bank stock, in order that some reflection might be cast upon their 
U sir, there are many people in the country in favor | votes oh the financial question—a silly, ridiculou , contemptible 
of that idea. that as it , it is a question about which hon- | proceeding, unworthy of grave and reverend Sena tors. 
est men may well differ, ie wiil come up for solution here- Must we investigate everything that is done? The investiga- 


after. The Secretary of the Treasury believes in the policy of tion business is contagious. I observe that the Senator from Mis- 


the standard, andehe believes that the way to | sissippi [Mr. WALTHALL| is giving me some attention, and Ihave 
maintain standard is to redeem the paper money in gold | 4 letter here (the handwriting is a little poor) which comes from 
when You may differ with him and say it is unnec- | God’s own country, down in Mississippi: 

i if LEXINGTON, Miss., February 24, 1596. 
Repth Mp ats aves cick tose thet ha eden | Mr Dare Renney Ms, assamom Mims Berea 
. nited States Senate, Washington, D. C. 

because he differs with you. be Pan yng “— lhe they ee DEAR Sir: Iam an American Democrat— 
deser Snel because 2 That is good— 
— ibly some of the commissions have ®| who tionably sent Mr. Page M. Baker, editor of the Times-Democrat 
place in Socket cmaply because you differ with him. How Orleans, La., a silver dollar. $1, in registered letter No. 41, Nov ember & 
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1895, to renew my subscription to his most valuable and reliable Democratic 
journal, the New Orleans Weekly Times-Democrat, forone year. But I have 
not received a copy of the Times-Democrat for abovesaid $1 to date. Iamin 
favor of you for President of the United States in 1896— 


The man has considerable sense [laughter]— 


instead of any one of the Republicans in this country. But I om ages to 
the reelection of Mr. Grover Cleveland as President of the Uni tates in 
1896. That I have not received a registry return receipt for registered letter 
No. 41 is undoubtedly very strong evidence that Mr. Page M. Baker, of the 
Times-Democrat, New Orleans, La., has not received registered letter No. 41 
and above said silver dollar which it contains. 

Isent Mr. Joseph Pulitzer, editor the World, New York City, N. Y., some 
silver’money in each of the two tered letters, Nos. 18 and 27, which I 
wrote him October 17, 1892, and October 22, 1892, but that I have not received 
ar red return receipt for either of the two above said registered let- 
ters is unquestionably evidence that the editor of the World has not received 
the two above said letters and peer. 

The above said money which I sent Mr. Joseph Pulitzer, of the New York 
World, in the two above said registered letters, was for the Democratic 
national Western campaign fund of 1892. 


Laughter. 
e know that Mr. Pulitzer was sent the money, but what he 
did with it does not yet seem to be disclosed— 


I think that the silver money which the above said registered letters con- 
tains has been lost or stolen— 


A serious charge, Mr, President— 
That the parties to whom it was addressed has not received it— 
That exculpates Mr. Pulitzer— 


Please investigate the matter in regard to above said silver dollar which 
I sent the editor of the Times-Democrat, New Orleans, La., and also investi- 
te the matter in regard to the silver money as stated above which I sent 
he editor of the World in the two above said registered letters of October, 
1892. Find the money which all three of the above said registered letters 
contains, and then have the result of your investigation published in the 
New York papers. 


Very respectfully, SAM SANDERS. 
ace.) 
submit this letter to the Senate because you might as well 


make this an omnibus investigation and include every charge 
that may be proposed during its incumbency. Further than this 
I have the following petition: 


To the United States Senate and House of Representatives: 


Your petitioners, citizens of the State of New York, respectfully and ear- 
nestly ask your honorable body, by appropriate legislation, to provide for a 
national commission, for an impartial, thorough investigation of the subject 
of social vice, in all its phases, its relations to labor and wages, to marriage 
and divorce, its effects on individuals and the general welfare of the people, 
and its general, economic, criminal, phyeons. and moral aspects in connec- 
tion wi eeererien. crime, the pe lic health, and morals; and also to in- 
quire into the practical results of legislation and the various methods relied 
upon for the repression of the evil in the several States and Territories in 

e United States, and in the District of Columbia. 


A good many people sign it, giving their residences. I desire to 
have the petition go in the Recorp for the purpose of showing 
that the investigation business, started by the Populist Senators 
in this body, has led to suggestions of investigations of all kinds 
and character, and no one knows where it will end. : 

I have also a letter from citizens of Brooklyn, members of the 
International Association of Machinists: 


Hon. D. B. Hri1u, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Str: We, citizens of Brooklyn, N. Y.,members of Lodge Interna 
tional Association of Machinists, would like to see you use your influence in 
having a committee of investigation appointed to look intoand igvestignte 
the treatment our members are receiving in the Brooklyn aa pene. e 
hope to be favored with an answer as to your opinion in the matter.. 

It is signed by the secretary and the treasurer. Ev con- 
ceivable matter is to be investigated by the Senate of the United 
States with or without charges except those general in their char- 


BROOKLYN, March #6, 1896. 


acter. 

I have already said that I do not think there is anything here 
worthy of investigation. We may differ as to law, we may differ 
as to the propriety of bond issues, we may think that the 
in the Treasury should be coined, but the bonds have been sold. 
The last sale was made in the public market. There is nothing 
to investigate. Those who predicted that a majority of the bonds 
would be sold at a rate equivalent to 3 per cent have been mistaken. 
Are we to investigate every idle _— made? 

I hold in my hand now some interviews with the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who honors me 
by his presence, serious allegations a the a 
of the primaries of our country in the great contest for the - 
dency now pending. I insist upon it that the Senator’s allega- 
tions shall be treated seriously. I know that the Senator rises in 
his place on many occasions and indulges in a good jest and a ea0 
joke, which we all duly appreciate, but I call the attention of the 
country to the fact that recently in two public interviews serious 
allegations were made i those who are pushing the can- 
didacy of Mr. McKinley for the Presidency. 

I am not here to say one single word against Mr. McKinley. I 
admire the man in mene coupe He has hoe et ee 
he is a candidate for the ency. He aspires to that 
office. He does not, like other candidates, say he is in the 
of his friends; that he is waiting for the people to summon him. 


I admire him because he appeals to his friends throughont the 
country and asks their support. My ence is that the man 
who is in the hands of friends ly winds up by finding 
himself in the hands of his enemies. Mr. McKinley has a rig}; 
to aspire to the Presidency. I supposed he was ing an hon- 
orable canvass for the high office. I was startled to read in the 
morning paper—the Post of this city, which I usually read before 
breakfast—an article headed— 


Cam; of Boodle—Can the Republicans Meet the “Fat-Frying” Issue 
Again— or McKinley's Managers— 


These are the headlines— 
A Widely Extended Levy u the Country's Protected Interests ~Dep|ore 
by Senator Chandler. — wy ” a 


Those allegations have been spread before the country. I ask 
the Secre to read the first of these interviews. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BAKER in the chair). The 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: . 


(Washington Post, March 16, 1896.] 

THE NEW HAMPSHIRE SENATOR CALLS UPON THE OHIO CHAMPION OF pro- 
TECTION TO REPUDIATE THE METHODS ACCREDITED TO HIS AGENTS (Np 
THEREBY PREVENT FURTHER GROWTH OF THE BELIEF THAT HE HAs \oL- 
UNTARILY PLACED HIMSELF IN THE HANDS OF MEN “ WHO ARE SEEKING 
TO NOMINATE HIM BY THE LAVISH USE OF MONEY ”—AN ARGUMENT TAT 
Is “ BEING PRESSED TOO FAR.” 


Senator CHANDLER of New Hampshire, always frank in his utterances, 
yostercey expressed his views with characteristic freedom with referen + to 
the McK a boom and boomers. 

“What is thought and said among the Republicans whom you have met 
about the recent developments showing that money contributions are being 
— from the manufacturers of the East to help Mr. McKinley!” was 


“It has been very seldom that I have heard more indignation expressed on 
any minor subject of politics,” said the Senator, “than within the last fow 
days as information has come as to the extent to which these levies upon pro- 
tected interests are be: made. Anger is uttered by the friends of all other 
candidates ene also by most sagacious politicians who have no pre(er- 
ences as yet. 

“Ithasalways been conceded that it is fair politics to advocate Mr. McKin- 
ley because he represents such protection as was ven Oy the bill of 1590, 
which brought to the blican y undeservedly its widespread defeats 
in the fall of that year. the return of the people to their desire for pro- 
tection it_is fair to argue that Mr. McKinley, by whose name the bil! was 
called, will be an appropriate candidate for President. But even here there 
is a feeling that the sae is a ressed a little too far. Messrs. Alli- 
son and Reed were quite as importan rs as Mr. McKinley in the hand- 
ling of the bill of , and Mr. Allison is rey Sr McKinley's superior 
in a knowledge of the necessary details which enter into the problem of a 
revenue by duties. Conceding, however, that if a high protection can 
— a * Be — leat 's claim — that title a it we very 

eren @ for su’ ropose to carry on canvass for the 
favor of delegates by begging sneer from the manufacturers of the West 
and the East and everywhere else to be expended in manipulating State 
conven 
“AN ILL-ADVISED PROCEEDING. 


“To invade Senator y's State with demands, oral and written, that the 
Pennsylvania manuf: rers are under such obligations to Mr. McKinley 
that they ought to furnish cash contributions with which to secure the «lec- 
tion of McKinley delegates to St. Louis seems to be a most ill advised procecd- 
ing. Yet the evidence seems to be clear that a systematic, widely extended 
levy u the protected industries of the my oy Aes been projected and is 

to what ee —— to be d i 


; 8 exertions and disin 
ip for Mr. Me . Nobody now isso charitable. It is ning to be 
ved that the Mc. movement is to bea boodle canvass from start to 
finish. This belief will be injurious to Mr. a ei it will be still more 
u to blican party, especially if Mr. cKinley is nominated. 
our ents whether we are to have a Presi- 
* by the money of millionaire manu- 
corrupt methods applied to the 


“M’KINLEY OUGHT TO REPUDIATE IT. 
“ Mr. MeKiniey onatt not to sation bare just imputations of this sort. He 
t to repudiate any such a canvass behalf. I do not believe that he 
es to in the unfavorable light in which he will be placed if the cur- 
coy See and now every wuere believed stories remain uncontra- 
di expect to hear from without delay in a public utterance. If 
he does not speak Giroonly. or authori some reliable repre- 
sentative the will ground that he placed himself in the hands 
ho are to nominate him by the lavish use of money 
him if he is elected. All 
zed with McKinley in his business misfortunes, and all 
contributions were freely made to the honorable debts 
he had and to distinguished ioeeeed leader of the 
from sapolvenay. But it is now, by reason of recent disclosures, 4 
: raised and handled those contributions, how large 
on neg eg condition? Are the 
men who these personal contributions now going over the same 
ground have pecs eee, ener ee moneys for corrupting State 
Sad Seerigt ponveaaas. is our next President, if Mr. McKinley is the 
nominee, to be con’ end dictated to, by Mr. Hanne end s set of asso 
ates who have their domination over a President by the money 


they have for him and his uses? ae 
wane ne so mate by Mr. McKinley or in his 
. ‘Tell the *should motto. I believe Mr. ‘McKinley can set 
matters right, so far as he is concerned; and for the sake of the 
good name of the party I prefer to see him do this rather than labor unicr 
disadvantages now bins i the vass for the nomination growing 
out of these Bee ne of money contributions to 

repair or to his personal and political fortunes.” 

Mr. HILL. In a few days thereafter some indiscreet frien’ of 
Mr. McKinley attacked Senator CHANDLER, to which he replie!— 


and I ask to have his reply read—reiterating the previous chapter. 














The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


Phe Secretary read as follows: 
c [Washington Post, March 23, 1896.) 


REPEATS IT—CONFIRMED IN HIS CONVICTIONS OF A M’KINLEY 

See DLE FUND—HE MAKES A FORMAL STATEMENT—WHY THE INTERESTS 
or THE CAN PARTY DEMAND THAT THE OHIO MAN SHOULD NOT 
BE NOMINATED THROUGH THE ENFORCED CONTRIBUTIONS OF THE MANU- 
FACTURERS—HE DEFENDS HIMSELF AGAINST THE ATTACKS OF CRITICS IN 
THE CAN RANKS. 


the Editor of the Post: 
“= interview with me in the Post of the 16th has led to much misrepre- 
sentation of its terms. The New York World iH. me with quotation 
Isaid nothing unkind of Mr. McKinley person- 
ally, but called attention to certain methods of some of his managers and 
‘ their — very toss I stated had been published in 
protests Times of h 10. Itis a Democratic paper, to be sure, bu% 
Colonel Mct is usually accurate when making charges. 

The substance of the charge e in the Times and reiterated by me was 
that the same men who had assisted in raising the money to pay Mr. 
McKinley's debts were calling upon the owners of protected industries to 
make contributions to help nominate him for President. Although the 
charge has been denied Ls neral GROSVENOR and others, a review of the 
subject confirms my con ction that it istrue. As bearing upon the ques- 
tion whether the collection and the use of the funds are for reasonable and 

timate sepsates, Iadd that the fund which it wasplanned 
to raise was to be ,000, asum which could not be needed except for ille- 
purposes. In view of theeffort to raise this large fund from pro- 
git interests, my points were very simple and clear. 

Such a movement is unfair and unjust toward the other candidates, in 
whose behalf it is certain no such large sums of money are being raised or 
used. Reep, Morton, QuAY, CULLOM, ALLISON, Davis, and Man- 
derson are as devoted friends of protection as Mr. McKinle 
umph of any one of them would be as sure a guaran 

= and effective tariff laws as would be the victory of Mr. McKinley. 

ie manufacturers to contribute large sums of money to be expended in 
Mr. McKinley over any other candidate hitherto named would be 

a most unjust and uncalled-for proceeding. 

The interests of the Republican party ll be seriously injured by demand- 

ing and receiving such large contributions from the representatives of pro- 

interests. It has been a continuous cause of attack by the opponents 

e belief that the system has been maintained, Republican 

achieved, and particular tariff schedules secured from Congress by 

the money of manufacturers. Whatever may be said in justification of rea- 

sonable contributions from such interests toward the expenses of Presiden- 

and nal elections after the nominations are made, a system of 

to control Republican nominations for office would be scandal- 

ous in the degree, and fatal to all attempts to maintain the purity 
and of ae organization. 

These I 5 the facts which were the basis of my utterances do 
exist, the truth will appear, and no one will suffer but myself, for no one 

or was responsible for or knew of my statement. I shall be 
to be convinced that I was mistaken. Moreover, if the attempt to 
raise the fund of $250,000 has been arrested by reason of the publicity given 
to equally rejoiced. 

If, however, the f are true, and to the natural popularity and strength 
ot Mr. McKinley Messrs. Osborne and Hanna are to continue to add the ex- 

ture in improper ways of large sums of money collected by them from 
owners of industries protected by the tariff, thoughtful Republicans will 
do weil to r the consequences of a nomination thus made; the charac- 
ter of the canvass which is to ensue; the ble defeat which, even with 
the bengat prospects before us, may comeif we rush headlonginto any egre- 
— , and the omepavennes which, even ¥ we,are seoageeeel are to 
‘ollow such an admission e stan charge of our o en gross 
and corru m attend the ntenance of a h Ay tariff system by 

blican y, which charge we have hitherto truthfully denied. 
To who in vituperation of me on the ground that whatever 
be the size of the money contributions which are being raised by Mr. 
"s friends, or the use which is being made of them, it is injurious to 
oo party, and therefore a mistake for me to call attention to 
need be said. Their argument no times or circum- 
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is, and the tri- 
tee of the enactment of 
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stances when it is r for a faithful member of a political party to expose 
and condemn the faults and vices which develop in every pest YP his pre- 
coms eRe cme, and has never been heeded by me in a political life of forty 
years. may be said in favor of such restraint during the heat ofa 
political canvass, after the nominations are made, there ought not to be two 
—— on the question whether at all other times faithful Republicans 
— and make ae. correct and Copies Lenn —aa 
which may be growing w © 0 tion, and w ept conceal 
: a false notion of party fidelity will soon betas the party to destruc- 
tion. there is no way to keep a party pure and honest in its practices 
se Ban defeat at the is an unwise opinion. it should be so kept, and 
r, 


in by the constant efforts of its true and courageous mem- 
Ccmndvemn and crush out in their inception all habits and practices 
tothe degradation and dishonor of the political tion. 

is ghost to be returned, if i = wisely, tp over. 
wer in this country. The party sho’ begin its new 
by high principles and from corrupt practices. It will 
mistake, soon to be grievously punished, if we make a dishonest 


W. E. CHANDLER. 


ie 
z, 


whelming 
be a 
start. 
WASHINGTON, March 21, 1396. 
sat HILL. I have too ae cntiomse in the Senter ion 
lsly or unadvisel oS think he Sabet whet be wen about I 


all I think they have not been 
met. Abuse of the distinguished 


: 


Senator from New Hampshire is not an answer to the allegation. 
A reflection upon his motives does not meet the c . The 
pee which I make is simply that upon a 

a newspaper (because when chall 


ter gr oe legation 
propos- 


eae ert soe eoemnceala poles to) woare ~ 
vestigate a high officer of. vernment 0: 
the United and his transactions on three different occasions. 
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dency, the leading candidate who is desired to be nominated, or 
if not against him, his friends, for a corrupt use of money to buy 
up a nomination and levying contributions upon protected indus- 
tries for the purpose of procuring a platform and a candidate suit- 
able to those interests and in accordance with its desires; yet no 
Senator here, not even the Senator from Kansas, has asked for an 
investigation. It affects the elective franchise; it affects the purity 
of our primary meetings; it is a stab at the foundations of our 
Government. When an amount of money, said in these allega- 
tions to be $250,000, is raised in the interest of a particular candi- 
date for the purpose of securing his nomination, ought not some 
attention to be paid toit? Ought not some investigation to be 
had? Iam not proposing any; [ am simply suggesting it. Why 
has it not attracted more attention? 

I said at the outset the Senator from New Hampshire was serious 
in this thing. We will strain at some allegation of wrongdoing 
in some newspaper against the Secretary of the Treasury; we will 
ask an investigation because the Senator says the people are 
curious and they want to know all about it, because there is no 
law for the issue of bonds—*‘A second Daniel come to judgment”; 
yet with a serious allegation made by a member of this body, pub- 
lished in the public press, charging that the man who is probably 
to be nominated as the President of the United States and his 
friends have entered into a combination with the protected indus- 
tries of the country to secure a nomination, and it attracts no 
attention whatever. Notasingle man upon theotherside, although 
opposed to Mr. McKinley, has asked for an investigation. Can 
not we upon this side take a little lesson from our friends on the 
other side, when even the civil-service reformers upon the other 
side, who dread to see the public service dragged down even upon 
a matter of little country post-offices, do not rise in their places 
and ask in the name of purity and justice that there shall be an 
investigation? 

I say when the other side do not propose to investigate their 
candidate for office, although a member of this body makes the 
serious allegation, why should we Democrats upon this side hastily 
join this Populist combine to attack a Democratic Secretary of 
the —eeeast Let us learn a little wisdom from the men upon 
the other side; or if by some means or other we are afraid of this 
little Populist crowd who stand here holding the balance of power 
first upon one side and then upon the other, voting with us in one 
thing and against us on the next, and if we are obliged to have 
this investigation of a Democratic oflicial upon these paltry and 
oomtemnptibte charges, let us add this other one. Let the Chand- 
ler charges be investigated, too. Let us see whether they can 
afford to remain silent. Let us do it now, before the heat of this 
political campaign shall come on, so that our motive will not be 
suspected. Let us do it in the name of the people. That is the 
way to do it, when you want to do a mear thing, when you want 
to stab somebody. Do not do it for the Populist party; be non- 
partisan. But that is not my practice, sir. If I have any allega- 
tion to make I make it. I think I may say my worst enemy never 
charged me with stabbing him in the dark. If I have anything 
to say against a man of my own party I say it openly and above 
board. When I have anything to say against my adversaries I 
say it in that way. 

Mr. President, I say to you our Republican friends would not 
have ordered an investigation against a Republican Secretary of 
the Treasury upon such flimsy pretenses as these. I do not be- 
lieve they will do it now against a Democratic Secretary of the 
Treasury. I have more confidence in them. I do not believe the 
two great parties here will dance attendance to this little crowd 
of Populists whose votes we seem to need in this Chamber now 
and then. 

Mr. President, what have we heard here time and time again? 
From allegations of abusesin the burial of members to allegations 
about the eating saloon downstairs. All sorts of things have been 
dragged up here for the benefit of the Populist party. They do 
not tke the issue of bonds. Of course not. They are against it. 
That is all right. They may believe in the silver policy and they 
may believe in the gold policy. Thatis all right enough. I am 
not challenging their motive; but I say that nothing is to be 
gained by this sort of political warfare. When there is some- 
thing to investigate that is tangible, then I am in favor of investi- 








tion. 

oe. President, I am sorry that the Senator from Nebraska {Mr, 
ALLEN] is not here. Two years ago he rose in his place, solemn, 
as he always is, and said that he had a grave accusation to make. 
In substance he said the Senate isa very corrupt body. Well, they 
have been talking that so much that I am free to say they have 
made a great many people believe it, I think. What was the alle- 
gation? The allegation was—he read from the newspapers—that 
every Senator was engaged in a speculation in sugar stock—a seri- 
ous allegation. I thought then, as I think now, that it was an 
unwise proceeding. I thought I knew my brother Senators upon 
this floor. Ninety-five per cent of them had no money to specu- 
late in sugar stocks or any other kind of stocks, 
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Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from New York permit a ques- 
tion at that point? 


Mr. HILL. I will. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am quite satisfied that the Senator from New 
York does not wish to do an injustice to the Senator from Ne- 
braska. Does the Senator from New York mean to be understood 
as saying or asserting that the Senator from Nebraska offered a 
resolution to investigate the sugar trust? 

Mr. HILL. I think it was the Senator from Nebraska. Who 
was it? 

Mr. PEFFER. It was the junior Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Loper]. 

Mr. HILL. Itis my recollection that it was the Senator from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. PEFFER. Where the Senator from Nebraska came in was 
with an amendment that gave it alittle more of a drag-net char- 
acte 


r. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; just a little more of a drag net. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will allow me further, I will 
explain possibly how the Senator from New York came to fasten 
this cular proceeding upon the Senator from Nebraska. 
Within a few co the newspapers made an attack upon 
members of this y, mentioning them by name, I, the Senator 
from Kansas, emacs a resolution of investigation. The Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], after an impassioned speech 
upon that resolution, moved to lay it upon the table, and it was 
laid upon the table. After that the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopG@E] came in with his resolution. 

Mr, H I do not recollect that impassioned speech by the 
Senator from Maryland. My recollection was that it was the 
Senator from Nebraska. He spoke upon thesubject. He offered 
an amendment. I have confused the amendment with the origi- 
nal resolution. No matter; the Senator offered another one. 
course he is not going to be left when it comes to the investigating 
business, and he offered another one. Whether I was present 
when the original resolution was offered or not I do not know. 
I was present when I heard the Senator from Nebraska speak, I 
think upon some portion of his resolution. I know the air was 
filled with allegations around this Chamber against the integrity 
of Senators. You would think from what was said that the whole 
Senate were engaged in ascheme of enriching themselves by spec- 
ulating in sugar stock, and we must have an investigation. It 
was & ocratic Senate by a very close majority. Popu- 
lists were pretty nearly holding the balance of power then as now. 
It would not do to be co yaboutit. If anybody makes any 
charges you must yield right off and say, ‘“‘Of course; have an 
investigating committee.” That is the new theory, the modern 
theory of moral cou —to have an investigation every time a 
man makes an idle, silly assertion. I do not believe in it. 

But by unanimous consent—I think it was pretty near that— 
they had the investigation. It was much adventionls . The Sena- 
tor from Nebraska was a member of the committee, which was 
composed of two Republicans, two Democrats, and a Populist— 
the same old combination again, the Republicans and Populists 
holding the balance of power, of course, to investigate a Democratic 
Senate. Democrats sat here and allowed the thing to go on, tol- 
erated it, sanctioned it. Whatwastheresult? I will not read to- 
night (I will read in the morning if I have time) the first original 
charge, and I want to read the result. I say all over the country 
ana _ was seeking to hold the investigation. It was a 
bitter scan on this Senate. iy they awaited its results. 
First I think it was pro to have oe con Se ee 
thundered at the doors, it must be admitted, the public wan 
know, the curious people wanted to know; and I think they ad- 
mitted the Associated and the United Press 
the public might know all about it. 

investigation went on. Iam not now going to speak of it 
in its results except to say, put it all what 


s 


it amount to? All the Senators trailed upstairs to the ‘committee | and 


room, humiliated that they had felt obliged to go out of respect to 


frankness we all admire, went before the Senate committee and 
said: ‘Yes; I did buy some sugar stock and afterwards sold it, 
and I would do it again; I had a right te do it; and what are you 
going to do about it?” He acted like a noe man, and I take 
pleasure in saying so, notwithstanding all the charges made about 
the great im riety of speculating m s stock. To-day that 
distinguished Senator is the candidate, favorite son, of the 
leading Republican State in this Union for the Presidency. H. 
has as earnest and warm friends as any man who is now a candi- 
date for the Presidency. 

The other was the case of a Senator’s hired girl, who had been 
s ting in sugar stock, and another Senator's son, 19 year 
old, had bought ten or twenty dollars’ worth of stock in a bucket 
shop. pane.) That was the result of the investigation. 
One Senator bought a little stock, and said he had; another Sen- 
ator’s hired girl had speculated in it—I think the Senator ought 
at least perhaps to have divided with the hired girl—another wa; 
the son of oie Leaahteey Every Be the stock; and that is 
all there was of it. [Laughter.] Every Senator here, eighty-odi 
of us, went before that committee, all under oath, and swore that 
they were not ,as if speculating in sugar stock was 


ing terrible. 

Mr. President, I speak of this simply to show that we belittle 
ourselves by sucha proceeding. We belittle ourselves in the eyes 
of the world, the eyes of the people. There was no necessity for 
suchaninvestigation; there werenocircumstances which required 
cease even when the Gamuniiten * made 


. All sorts of allo- 
in the platforms of State 
of whom never 


my 
any such 
and 


a 
| 
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casting any reflection upon him; 
to it without a murmur, without complain 
allegation quietly, as befi the dignity of 
are not seeking to do injustice to ourselves by 
oursely: 
state oe the f 
use majority of the 
subject iver 
reason—I do not pro- 
pose to discuss that question—but, sir, I do submit that the cause 


of silver will not be ss any such investigation. The 
cause of silver will Sedabined gp dpeieene eptos proses’: g; 


Ing 
the to which we will not be i by it; but it is 
unjust to permit these to be made, use the very fact 
of investigation implies that there is some cause for investigation. 


vestigation 
Now I will yield, but to continue my remarks in the 
mo , 

Mr ViLAS. If the Senator from New York yields for the 
OG Le ee \ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. the motion of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, the Chair will lay before the Senate bills 
from the House of Representatives for reference. 


The fi bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the on Deaaliee or 


A bill (H.R. 3606) granting a pension to French W. Thornhill; 
A bill se granting a pension to Arminda Stucker, of 


the committee, and every one of them was put through a lot of | Gallatin 


questions as to what he had done with his money, in 
whether he had ulated in sugar stocks or not, whether he had 
bought any for himself, his sisters, his cousins, 


aunts, 
Mr. RAWLEY. And under oath, too. 


aT 


E 
E 


ects eee under eee Oh, a” aes go take a 
ator’s wo or anything. ughter. ong other 

made there was the the same 
een Kentuckian, See at Caria poy also was 
interested in sugar stock; that he had used his influence to aid 
the sugar trust—all lies made out of the whole cloth. This Senate 
eT eae ne een ee aan 
not want it said that they were afraid to investigate. was 
the result? The sum and substance of it was that they found 
that one Senator—and I would not speak of it at this time except 
justice to the cause requires me to do it—one Senator, whose 


- 
, 


0. 

The bill (H.R. 5258) granting an honorable discharge to John 
B. Besler was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. DAVIS. Iask the Senator from Wisconsin to withdraw 


the motion to adjourn, in order that I move that the Sena‘e 
punenad be the-winabionsiien eiaineniian badinens. 

















CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 16, 1896, 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY, 
Corps of Engineers. 
Capt. Thomas Williams Symons, to be major. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Goodspeed, tmaster at Shamrock, in the 
of Onondaga and State of New York. 


coun . . 
Morgan, to be aster at South River, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 


Charles J. Chism, to be postmaster at Brighton, in the county 
of Monroe and State of New York. ; 

John Leonard, to be aster at Port Chester, in the county 
estchester and State of New York. 
. to be postmaster at Akron, in the county 
of Erie and State ew York. : 

Curtis J. Monroe, to be postmaster at Lakeport, in the county 
of Lake and State of California. 

James McCarty, to be postmaster at Rockville Center, in the 


county of and State of New York. 

Truman , to be postmaster at Sidney, in the county of 
Delaware and State of New York. 

Alonzo H. Ale, to be postmaster at Cass City, in the county of 
Tuscola and State of og 

Willi F. Mariante, to be postmaster at San Leandro, in the 


county of Alameda and State of California. 
James , to be r at Benicia, in the county of 
Solano and State of California. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 16, 1896. 


House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
y N. CoupEN. 
Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
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. BANKRUPTCY BILL. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that we take up 
the we bill for consideration on Wednesday and Thurs- 
day of week. I make this request now, so that members 
have timely notice of the assi nt and may be prepared 
to enter the consideration of the measure. 

BALLEY - Does the gentleman's request include a provi- 
be taken at a certain time? 
We can arrange that when we reach the 


uestion on W morning. I thought’ it best that we 
chould now ries ines to that business. 

Mr. BAILEY. Nea 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent—— 


Mr. BINGHAM. Before that request is pat. lask the gentle- 
man from Iowa {[Mr. HenpERSON] whether he will call for a vote 
on Thursday. e of the Pennsylvania members who are very 
anxious to vote on this question may be absent on that day. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That would be the intention, if we have 
two days assigned to this bill, unless by unanimous consent we 
be to take the vote on Friday morning. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 

that a rt for the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

thing in order for consideration. That 

be out of the way before this business is reached. 

‘ IN. It will be nearly a week before the order 
to 


Is there objection to the request? The Chair 


which the 
e to have it un- 
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Mr. BAILEY. I heartily assent to the vote being taken at the 
time mentioned; I simply want an understanding that we shall 
have an 0 yportunity to offer amendments. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That we will arrange in detail when we 
take up this business. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will not the setting apart of Friday pre- 
vent entirely the consideration of private bills on that day? 

Mr. HENDERSON. The proposition is simply that we take 
the vote on Friday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I thought the gentleman proposed to oc- 
cupy Friday under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Oh, no; I simply ask for a vote on that 
day. The House has already assigned Wednesday and Thursday 
for the consideration of the measure; but to accommodate a large 
number of members who want to be present to vote on the bill, I 
ask that the vote be taken on Friday morning after the reading 
of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BAILEY. I now ask unanimous consent for the printing 
of a substitute which I desire to offer for the bankruptcy bill as 
reported by the committee. 

he SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to have it printed 
in the REecorp? 

Mr. BAILEY. No, sir; but as it is not a proposition coming 
from the committee, it is necessary that the order to print should 
be made by the House. I am simply asking unanimous consent 
for that yo 
’ The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAmLEy] asks 
unanimous consent that a substitute which he proposes to offer 
for the bankruptcy bill may be printed in bill form. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hearsnone. If the gentleman has his substi- 
tute now ready, and will file it, it will be printed. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 2600) granting a pension to Mrs. Clifford Neff Fyffe— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 1011) for the relief of Capt. James Regan, United 
States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


MANAGERS OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. HULL. I call for the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the consideration of the 
joint resolution reported from the Committee on Military Affairs— 
House resolution 160,to appoint four members of the Board of 
Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

Mr. HULL. By order of the House adopted yesterday, it was 
arranged that debate on this resolution continue until 3 o'clock 
to-day, when a vote betaken. I understand that the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. BLvr] will control the time in opposition to 
the resolution; and I suppose that the time will be equally divided 
between the two sides. 

The SPEAKER. One hour and forty-five minutes have been 
consumed by the committee and an hour and fifty-eight minutes 
in opposition. 

Mr. HULL. Iam perfectly willing that the opposition be al- 
lowed half the time to-day. 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, that will be consid- 
ered as the order. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BLUE. May I ask how much time there is now for debate? 

The SPEAKER. Two hours and forty-five minutes. 

Mr. BLUE. I would like very much, Mr. Speaker, for the 
House to be in order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would be glad also to have the 
House in order. 

Mr. TERRY. What has become of the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. This is an extension of the morning hour, 
granted by the House. 

Mr. BLUE. I desire to yield twenty-five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Missouri [Mr. Tracey]. 

The SPEAKER. fore the gentleman proceeds the Honse will 
Please bein order, and the Chair will request gentlemen to resume 
their seats and cease conversation. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. As the Chair seems to be looking toward 
me, I desire to state that I have not been engaged in conversa- 





tion. [Laughter. | 
EAKER. The Chair does not refer to the gentleman 
from Maine by any means. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Two or three gentlemen around me seem 
desirous of advertising the fact that the Speaker was referring 
directly to me. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair had no reference whatever to the 
gentleman from Maine. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. The Speaker referred to me, prob- 

ably. oe) 

he SPEAKER. The Chair has no desire to call the House to 
order—not the slightest. But attention has been called to the 
matter, from the floor, that it is utterly impossible to hear what 
is going on. The gentleman from Missouri has the right to ad- 
dress the House without interruption; and since the attention of 
the Chair has been called to the matter by a gentleman on the 
floor the Chair is compelled to take cognizance of the fact. 

The trouble is that each gentleman in private conversation on 
the floor seems to think he makes no noise. The Chair would be 
very glad if gentlemen would be in order, so that the gentlemen 
could be heard who are entitled to occupy the floor. 

The gentleman from Missouri is recognized for twenty-five min- 

tes 


utes. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Speaker, the duty which I feel called upon 
to perform to-day is not a pleasant duty tome. It hasnever been 
a pleasant task to me to assail or make charges against anyone. 
It has always been unpleasant to me to speak ill of any person. 
I would much rather eulogize than criticise, especially when the 

rson or management to be criticised is that of a soldier. Butit 

appens sometimes in the administration of human affairs that 
criticism becomes absolutely necessary; and while I would infi- 
nitely prefer to proceed along the lines of an orderly investigation, 
I fee t Iam not only justified in what I intend to say, but I 
believe that I would be derelict in my duty to the people I have 
the honor to represent here if I failed to say what I hope tosay on 
this occasion. 

The Soldiers’ Home at Leavenworth, Kans., being upon the 
border line of the State which I in part represent, is always pat- 
ronized, so to speak, by about as large a number of Missouri sol- 
diers as are in the Home from the State of Kansas, in which it is 
located. Before coming here, and immediately following the 
election, I received a number of letters concerning the manage- 
ment of that Home. These letters continued to come, and con- 
tained information derogatory to the management of that Home. 
I never sought information calculated to produce any other than 
the highest opinion of the ron of the Home at Leaven- 
worth or at any other place. hat information I have on the 
subject has been forced upon me; I have not soughtit. But the 
position in which I have placed has compelled me to take 
notice of it, and it is because of that fact that I to-day, in this dis- 
cussion, omney what is to me a somewhat unpleasant position. 

Personally, I have but little uaintance with the governor of 
the Leavenworth Home, or the Western Branch, as it is called. 
Personally, I have no acquaintance whatever with General Frank- 
lin, who resident of the Board of Managers of the Homes. 
Personally, I only know two members of the of rs, 
and they not very intimately or very long. Hence it must be ap- 

t that I have no personal feeling in this matter other than a 
Desire to see these Homes, which have been built up by the munifi- 
cence of a grateful people for taking care of the men who by rea- 
son of the years they gave to the service of their country are now 
unable to take care of themselves—that these Homes be homes 
in fact and in deed for these old soldiers and not merely in theory 
and in name. 

Now, in presenting the facts which I wish to present to the 
House to-day—and I t that my time will not admit of such a 
presentation as I would like to make—I will confine myself almost 
exclusively to what I find in the record presented by the Board 
of Managers of the Home. I have a number of affidavits here, 
but enough of them have been read in the hearing of the House to 
make it unnecessary to present any more. In fact, more of them 
would be merely cumulative, although more of them can be se- 
cured if necessary. I undertake to say that from the Home at 
Leavenworth 500 affidavits can be secured against the character 
of the a of that Home in so far as it affects the com- 
fort and -being of the inmates. 

Now, against the character of the president of the Board I have 
no word to say. As I remarked a moment ago, personally, I do 
not know him; hence I have no word to sa: his character 

mally. He may be all and more than ed for him by 
Eis mest ardent admirers and friends. It is with the administra- 
tion of the Homes, and that exclusively, that I have to deal, not 


with him, except in so far as he is responsible for the 
wamntudatindion’ ha being the puedes of the Seard. He is, in 


many senses of the word, the Board itself. This Board meets occa- 
sional!y—I do not know how often in a year. I will ask the gen- 
tleman from Indiana [Mr. STEELE]? 
Mr. STEELE. Four times a year, or oftener if nm 5 
Mr. TRACEY. The Board meets four times a — in the 
Board is the 


in 1882 to $125; 


a single instance a , as I now remember, in which the 
recommendations of the president so prepared and presented have 
not been agreed upon by the Board. 

Perhaps this is true in all corporations where the president who 
is continued in position from year to year uires such a hold 
upon and influence over the members of the of directors 
that his desires are always respected. This influence grows im- 

rceptibly, and it would not be strange if a man such as General 

ranklin is described by his friends should oy oot @ series of 
years the influence over his associates on the that I have 
ascribed to him and which appears all through the reports. It is 
to this influence, as I am informed, that the governor of the Home 
at Leavenworth owes the position he occupies. Hencel am justi- 
fied in saying that to a very great degree indeed, the president is 
the Board o: , and that his will is the law which goy- 
erns them. 

But aside from that it is said that General Franklin is a good 
manandanhonestman, That mayall betrue. That heis an old 
soldier, and that is true; that he was a brave soldier, and I believe 
thatto be true. But with all of that, he is the governor of a sys- 
tem of Homes containing within their walls from 17,000 to 18.000 
old soldiers, every one of whom was perhaps as brave a soldier 
as he, and may be just as good a man personally ashe. At any 
rate his (the governor’s) position is a good one, furnished by the 
Government, paid by the Government, and it is the least that can 
be expected of him that, as president of the Board of Managers, 
he ought to see to it, as far as in him lies, that the position of 
these 17,000 or 18,000 old soldiers under his control, so far as the 
—_ ae ulations go, is a as Sa ment t as 
it is possible eit by the expenditure © money placed 
in the hands of the Board. -* 

Mr. Speaker, it is no small affair. These men, reduced to poy- 
erty, many of them friendless and homeless—it is no small affair 
to say that when they enter a National Soldiers’ Home they shall 
meet within the walle of that Home the hand of friendship and 
the arm of —— and sustenance, and that within its walls they 
should feel, w there, that they have indeed a home given to 
them by a grateful le because of the fact that they have 

ven the best years of lives that we might have a country. 

t is it a home when discipline is mentioned twice where kind- 
ness is mentioned once? 

I find, in examining the reports of the Board with reference to 
the cost of maintenance, some remarkable facts. I call attention 
to the fact that the efficiency of the management must of necessity 
have a very close connection with the costof maintenance. Now, 
in turning to the record, I find that General Franklin was elected in 
1880. In that year, according to the report, the cost of mainte- 

capita in the Homes was $118.23. From that time on 
until 1892 the cost increased. This was under the ment 


of General a little 
increased $137; dropped a little again in 

1884 to $132; in 1885 to $138; in 1886, $125; in 1887, $138; in 188s, 
$132; in 1889, $144; in 1890, $141; in 1891, $139, and in 1892, $143: 
Thisrapid increase in the cost of maintenance called the attention 
to the fact that moot was being e ded extrava- 
the management of the Homes. The -second Con- 
gress took no action, but in the a ee we it was pro- 
vided that an additional inspection of the accounts of the Homes 
should take , under the gaming the War Department. 
Now I call the attention of the House to the rapid decrease in the 
cost of maintenance that has since the War Department 
took a hand in the auditing and the of the accounts of the 
the cost of the tenance was $143.75. 
a a _— decrease a “ 
inspection ar Department took : succeed- 
ing year, in 100, tuerewren an auiboniion of the accounts by the 
sist. ts. "ta tetb adie ataaadienetoeemenmeet cs. 
. . , same 0 inspec- 

of maintenance in the National Homes has been re- 


un 
Franklin presided all this time, while within three years 
oe iad, by the War Department began we havea op: 
do charge that naeiaebee (aves agent, ni 
0 a , , anc 
method in co Sem of these 
that this was a corpo- 
of Congress, a corporation in which iediiaters of the 
4 mem 0 
control interference. 
me 


right there? I 
notice in the report of eee the Army to the 
of ‘War, on page 23, statement that the cost of main- 

Home at Washington for soldiers of the 


more for this Home in 
this city, which is under thesupervision of the officers of the War 











Department right here, than the per capita cost in the National 


Homes. 
. Will the tleman from Indiana permit me to 
oe canis with consent of the gentleman from Mis- 


Mr. STEELE. Yes. 

Mr. TRACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BLUE. How much difference was there per capita in the 
maintenance of soldiers in these Homes after this Board of Man- 
agement began to be inspected by the War Department than be- 


fore? . 
. STEELE. That was read by the gentleman from Missouri. 
oe man knows that there has m @ great fall in prices, and 


y on the leading commodities—a very great fall in 
ces. 


Mr. TRACEY. There has been some fall in the prices of com- 
modities since 1892, I will concede; but there has not been enough 
of a fall in the of products to account for the great differ- 
of maintenance, which amounts to a good many 
thousand dollars each year in the expense of administering these 
Homes. If gentlemen will take the trouble to do a little figuring 
will find that the difference in cost of maintenance per cap- 
ita 1892 and 1895,in round numbers $28, applied to the 
number present in the Homes in 1895 amounted to a saving of 
the snug sum of $461,440. Is that a badge of efficiency, or may it 
not prove that General Franklin is rere ree 
of the greatest, most beneficent, and best-deserved charity 
on earth? 
But there is another matter to which I want to call attention, 


=] 


i 


in connection with the management of the Homes of which I 
regret [have not time to speak; but I do want to refer to the thing 
they call the Keeley cure, or the gold cure. I want to refer to 
that for the reason, in my opinion, based upon the testimony that 
been forced upon my attention, the extent to which it is bene- 
ficial is yet open for discussion. While I will not say there are 
not men who have been benefited by taking the chloride-of-gold 
cure, 1 do say that the men who were patriotic and brave enough 
to take their lives in their hands and follow the old flag when it 
was reer? do so, that those men ought, when they seek the 
asylum of a Soldiers’ Home, at least to have the voluntary right of 
free choice to say whether they will take that cure or not. 

I also want to say in this connection that while I dislike drunk- 
enness and regret to see an old soldier drunk, more even thanany 
other citizen, = when I find him drunk, although he be lying 

€ : ; . ; 


E 


siderate treatment and respect as a man, however much I may de- 
plore his condition. (Loud applause.) These men when they of 
necessity seek a place within the walls of a Soldiers’ Home in order 
that they may have food and raiment and shelter from the storms, 
are entitled to say of their own free will and choice whether the 
will take the Keeley cure or let it alone; and there is too muc 
evidence of the fact that men have been compelled to take it as 
of discipline. 
Mr. Speaker, in this report—and [ have gone carefully 
it from end to end—the Keeley cure is spoken of every- 
as a matter of discipline. Here isa line or two of the re- 
port from J. B. Thomas, governor of the Central Branch—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Grout). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to have ten minutes more, if it can 


: 


ig 


i 


be 7 me. 
. BLUE. Mr. er, it is going to be absolutely impossi- 
to give everyone all the time that he needs in this matter, and 
I do not want to give away any more time. I would rather that 


’s should be extended by unanimous consent. 
Mr. , it can only be done by cutting off 
unless the vote is postponed. 
How much more time does the gentleman from 


E 


Mr. BL 
Missouri want? 
Mr. TRACEY. I would like to have ten or fifteen minutes. 
Mr. BLUE. I will yield ten minutes more time to the gentle- 


man, 
Mr. TRACEY. In the report of Central Branch Home I find 
= Club continues to exert an excellent influence in the Home, 
additions to it have not been as many as in former years. 


Now I turn over here to another page in the report, and I find 
eee ereborative tentimos of that statement. Here 


Scores 
in the beer hall. More evidence of it exists there appar- 
than anywhere else. That sum paid for 1,765,213 drinks, or 
4 minute for every hour of every day in the year ex- 


the Northwestern Branch Home the sales of beer amounted 
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become older they become more easy to govern. 
the reverse is alleged as to the Home at Leavenworth, where the 
population is not greater, or but little greater, if any, than at 
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to $40,045. At the Eastern Branch, in a prohibition State, the 
sales are not so large. The report reads: 

The Keeley treatment for drunkenness is still a strong factor in the pro- 
motion of good discipline. Eighty-one members have taken advantage of 
the “ treatment" during the past year and 409 since its first introduction. 

That is the Eastern Branch. The sale of beer was $25,262.28. 

The gold cure at the Southern Branch is commended, but no fig- 
nres are given as to sales of beer. The report says: 

Our Keeley club flourished and grew to the number of upward of 200, then 
the interest therein seemed to lag and the additions were sporadic, amount- 
ing to only 8 or 10 per month, when the Board of Managers determined that 





the salary of the Keeley doctor must be paid from the profits arising from 
the price paid for the treatment (it had previously been made from the post 
fund); and the increasé in membership not being sufficient to warrant this 
heavy expenditure, the doctor, in June, after being informed of the situation, 
resigned and left the Home, since which time the treatment has not been ad- 


ministered and, consequently, the gold cure at this Branch is now in statu quo. 
This is at the Southern Branch. Under the head of discipline 


at the same Branch, where the population is in excess of 2,000, 


I call special attention to what is stated by Mr. Woodfin, the 


governor: 


I am extremely happy to report that as the years go by and our men become 


older they become more easy to govern. 


I want to call special attention to that fact, that as our men 
And yet precisely 


this Home. This is unquestionably true, as every member of the 
House knows of himself—that men as a rule, as they grow older 


in yar. lose much of the passion and prejudice, the hot blood 
an 


uick temper, which may have characterized their youth 
and their young manhood, and become more easy to govern, and 
yield to discipline with less difficulty and greater readiness. The 
same temper and fitness to govern which made this discovery at 
the Southern Branch would make it at Leavenworth and at every 
other of the National Homes. 

But let us examine the reports a little further in connection with 
the Keeley cure, which I do not condemn, but which I insist should 
be left to the untrammeled choice of the inmates of the Homes, 
as to whether they will take it or let it alone. They should cer- 
tainly have the same right to take the cure within the Home that 
they have on the outside, but they are not constrained to take it 
on the outside, and they should not be constrained on the inside. 

It ought not to be regarded as an element of discipline, which 
in itself negatives the idea of freedom of choice, but as a remedy 
for disease which the few among the old soldiers who drink should 
have the right to freely take or refuse after they have entered the 
Home. But it is regarded and spoken of as an aid to discipline 
almost exclusively, and seldom, if ever, referred to as a remedy 
for disease. 

Governor Stephenson, of the Eastern Branch, says of it: 

The Keeley treatment for drunkenness is still a strong factor in the pro- 
motion of good discipline. 

In spite of its virtue in that direction, however, a lively business 
in sales of beer was carried on at the old stand, and that, too, in 
spite of the frigid atmosphere of prohibition surrounding it. 

At the Pacific Branch the “cure” was introduced in July, 1893, 
but had to be discontinued for a time for want of patients. But 
the preparatory establishment, the beer hall, was in operation, 
and during the year ending June 30, 1895, furnished 84 cases for 
the institute. This Branch reports the smallest amount of sales 
of beer, being for the year but $7,276.13. 

At Marion Branch, which appears to be a fairly well conducted 
Home, Governor Chapman speaks as follows of the ‘‘cure”: 

The Chloride of Gold Club continues to prosper and is producive of good. 
Twenty-five per cent of the members taking the cure have relapsed. 

That statement is given without a word of explanation, and is 
well calculated to engender doubt as to the truth of the statement 
made as to the result in the Western Branch, where it is alleged 
that only 16 per cent have relapsed. Another singular fact, too, 
is the difference in the cost of the cure at the Central Branch, 
where itis but $15, and the Western Branch, where it is $22.30. 
It is highly probable, from all the facts attainable, and allow- 
ing for the natural exaggeration of both the friends and ene- 
mies of the cure, that at least 50 per cent of those who take the 
cure relapse, both within the Homes and on the outside. In- 
stances are not wanting of men who have been required to take 
thé cure as often as two to four times a year, each time at the 
original first cost. In nearly every other business a wholesale 

urchaser receives a discount, but in the Keeley institute at the 
ldiers’ Homes, with its primary department, the beer hall, there 
is no discount. The same price prevails in both, no matter how 
often frequented. A glass of beer is swallowed, always at a cost 
of 5 cents, and the swallowing continues until an examination 
shows the candidate to be qualified to enter the institute, where, 
no matter how often he has been before, if he is at the Western 
Branch Home, he is taxed and required to pay the sum of $22.30. 

In the Leavenworth or Western Branch ome, where there were 
2,261 inmates on an average during the past year, about the same 
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as the average at the Southern Home, or a little more, the amount 
paid for beer was $21,842.60, and the amount paid for the Keeley 
cure was $25,529.84, making a total of $47,372.44, every cent of 
which came out of the pensions paid to those men by the Govern- 


ment. Theaverage cost to the total membership of that Home was 

.95, but inasmuch as less than 400 of the inmates took the cure 

any one year, the average cost of the cure = member of those 
who tookit was more than $10 a year, all of which money came out 
of the pensions of those men. How delightful it is to contemplate 
a place labeled a ‘** Home,” with oneindex finger, after youcross the 
threshold, ro to the beer hall, where candidates are made 
and groomed for Keeley, and another pointing to the “ institute,” 
where they are initiated and relieved at stated intervals of a large 
per cent of their pension money! 

I say that is wrong, absolutely wrong; and I sincerely trust 
that the members of the House when they come to vote upon the 
pending proposition will think for a long time before they con- 
clude, in the face of all these facts, to continue even as good a man 
as General Franklin at the head of the Board of Managers. He 
has been there sixteen years, Why is there anything wrong in 
asking that a change shall be made after that length of time? It 
is no mistreatment of him, no wrong to him, and I trust that the 
House will vote to substitute for the name of General Franklin 
the name of that Christian gentleman as well as brave soldier and 

triot, Gen. O. O. Howard, (A plause.] I thank the House for 

indulgence. Mr. Speaker, Tuten to have a letter read in con- 
nection with my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Grout). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLUE. I yield the gentleman enough additional time to 
have the letter read. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

Irowron, ONO, January 30, 1896. 


Dear Srre: I was at the Soldiers’ Home yesterday and witnessed the burial 

of three soldiers, never was I so chet in my life. I had been around 

~ grounds and saw how poe any me Government had provided for the 
we 


seven a6 the Dieeiesogs, wilh Cate eeaniaaions seapped svennd 
wit mt ys wy ye ey and it was the 
best that conld be done. But here amidst the highest ci 


er een eer burial inferior to any pauper in the 
tate. 


The three graves were dug in a row about 2 feet wide, 5} feet long, and 4 
feet 4 ug in the wet of winter, the bottom all covered with water. 
The made of thin boards about one-fourth of an inch after the 
old coffin style, was laid on two " pieces 
withdrawn and the coffin lowered in a pool of water, and the earth dusaped 
on the naked coffin. I saw one of the corpses; he was a veteran 85 years old, 
his face was nice and clean, a white shroud cov an en 
cased was du in the water. I saw an, a 
member of the league, and the veterans were out in full foree todo honor 
to his burial—the coffin lowered into water and the wet earth d onto 


liked aioe and thought’ 
made him shudder when he waked up at tand thought of his 


> Lasked one veteran how he he said 
buried being 


t who cares for the broken-down veteran who is 


shows that complaints arecontinually coming up; in 
Gheduuaibosanpanr o> bunt fur Gaames chammatalihe ‘Langhter. 


Nevertheless, we can not shut our eyes to the fact that the state- 
ments made upon this floor by the gentleman from Kansas and 
sandautenteanilen 


by other mem icate 
wrong-in this Soldiers’ Home. But assuming that to be so, the 
I am willing to go just as far as 


poner is, who is to blame? 
the gentleman from Kansas will go in purging this of these 
wrongs if they exist, but Iam not wihing to vote, Ican not and 
I will not vote, to strike down General in unless I have 
i wrongdoing on his part 

acourt.ora jury. In other 


uired I am not willing 
to strike him down upon ex testimony. I do not know the 
men who make these affida There to be no charg: 
made here General Franklin hi He is not charged 
with immorality; he is not charged with 3 he is not 
charged with brutality toward these men; he ir not with 


tof this Home; he is not charged with - 
with guilty of any of these wrongs. 
gentleman admit that in or- 


ness; he is not 


undertake to say that General has been of these 
alle . Now, we remove in; that 
= a _ of ase a nmeneietes 
on Board have most implici judgment, 
and will bably same governor of the Lome 
even if General Howard is the Board of r. 
Speaker, there is but one fair and honorable way to settle this 

this Home by 


w matter, and that is to have an 
. This institution contains over 2,500 inmates, and they 
but there is 


culpable in this busi the fact can beascertained. If the man- 
ager of that Home is guilty of drunkenness, or of brutality, or of 
mi t, that fact can be ascertained. 


- 


u 
em I want to call attention to the amendment which I pro- 
. If the amendment of the 


pose from Kansas proposin: 
to strike out the name of Franklin should be voted down, 
I propose to amendment as an section, if no 


Sec. 2. Whereas charges of drunkenness and to of the 
Heras and sutenanageaiens Save bien sage Sarees J. Smith, 
governor of the Home at venworth, Kans., the of the Senate 


Sod the Speaker of the House— 
I have put the proposition in this form because this is a joint 
resolution, and we can not ignore the Senate— 
of three two of whom shall be members 
one 4 moriber of tho Suto, tyinvertientn ald har 
Home for Disabled Soldiers of the States. a of the com- 
Seca ana arasiiee Vicia erate os 
tee hm, said Board of remove him as 
that this is mandatory. We take 
Jevke tena aie 


some suitable person to said Five thousand dol- 

appropri, out of any m otherwise 

to ae commission 
power to send for persons papers. 


Speaker, this amendment (if the a Ss 
inenicestl ebeuboaatianalatiaianian ) will reach the 














very that he is aiming at. If those who think as he does can 
en these charges against Colonel Smith are true, that offi- 
will be removed as manager of the Home, which is what those 
ing; and if the testimony should show that 

eral Franklin has been in any way cul ein this business, 
course in time he must fall with Colonel Smith. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Would the gentleman consent that this 
election to fill the place on that Board be postponed until the inves- 
tigation he proposes be made, letting General Franklin take his 
chances of reelection after the result of the investigation has been 


made public? ; . 
Mr. MAHON. No, sir; that is the committee’s business, not 
mine. I believe that the bill of the committee ought to go through 
amendment. 


H 


to strike down General Franklin or any other man on ex parte tes- 
timony. General Franklin, by long service, built up 


of a t soldier; he is now past the meridian and is approach- 
ing the end of his life. I do not propose, upon the ex parte testi- 
mony of inmates of this Home, to strike down this man and ruin 


his reputation forever. I want the facts ascertained in a proper 
way; and if the gentleman's charges should be proved true, then 
take appropriate action upon them. The gentleman from 
Kansas can not afford to object to my proposition. It opens the 
door for an investigation; it gives the gentleman the opportunity 
to establish fears cheres which he has made here. If the charges 
against Colonel Smith should prove to be true, he must of course 
go; and if he has been kept in position by General Franklin with 
a knowledge of the facts, General Franklin will have to go with 
him. 

Mr. BLUE. The gentleman will allow me to suggest that the 
na he offers does not provide for pectignting the conduct 
of Franklin or the conduct of the Board. More than that, 
t makes the Senate a party to the investigation; and I caution 


ae 


every member here that any investigation in which the Senate 
takes will be a “roaring farce.” I propose to address myself 
to + when my time comes. 

Mr. ON. I will simply say that if the gentleman from 
Kansas expects to get this joint resolution —— the House and 
the Senate according to his fashion he will stay here until he is a 
great deal than he isnow. This isa joint resolution—— 


Mr. BL But there is a resolution before this body provid- 
ing an investigation by the House alone. 
MAHON 


, . How does the gentleman to pass it? 
Mr. BLUE. I propose to get it through this oan 


to get at the bottom of this matter and show what the real acts 
are. 
Mr. MAHON. §S you remove General Franklin from this 


Board; his associates do not believe him guilty of any such con- 
duct as is charged here, and the removal of General Franklin does 
not insure the removal of Colonel Smith. The other members of 
the Board may decide to retain Colonel Smith, so that the gentle- 
man in his purpose. I urge upon the gentleman from Kan- 
if he really wants to befriend this institution and to get 
of this man whom he has held up as a monster in human form 
my amendment is the proper method to do it, if 
he states them. 
I yield fifteen minutes, or such time as he may 
—. Ohio aT aren — 
. Speaker, @ great of inter- 
Homes for these old soldiers, 
and I would give no vote nor 


care and vigilance that the 
protection of these helpless 
were to undertake to criticise the debate which has taken 

this question at all, I would say simply this, that these gen- 
| ought not tocriticise the old soldier very savagely because 
he wants occasionally to take a glass of beer. I have an idea that 
these gentlemen here, if, as many of them were, old soldiers with- 
out homes, of them are, without means of support, as none 


one of these 
desire to 


men. 
Itt 
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who has just spoken with respect to this question. It is to be 
regretted, in the course of the procedure in this body, that there 
should have ever come a time or a condition when ex parte affi- 
davits, scandalous in their character, should have a place on 
the permanent records of this country, assailing the great man- 
agement of a great institution of the country and undermining 
the confidence of the public in its administration. I despise for 
my own part these ex parte assaults. I despise the scandal monger. 
I am not criticising, of course, the gentleman from Kansas or anv 
other gentleman on this floor. I do not want to get into a personal 
altercation or to arouse personal feeling in this debate, and there 
will not be anything of that kind so far as I am concerned. But 
when I sat and last listened, as I did on yesterday, to affidavits 
setting forth scandalous charges against a Government official, in 
which it was constantiy asserted that he had perjured himself, I 
said to myself, a man’s character seems to be nothing in this coun- 
try when it can be blown away by the breath of anybody who is 
able to secure the services of a typewriter and commit to paper 
the vagaries of any scandalizing tendency of which he may be 
possessed. 

It ought not to have been done. There ought to have been an 
investigation to establish the truth of the charges before they were 
spread upon the public records. There seems to have been ground 
for an investigation. There seems to be ground for the belief that 
Congress would be justified in deciding to investigate the matter 
and send a committee of the House for that purpose. I would not 
object even to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLiur] himself 
being chairman of the committee appointed, with authority to in- 
vestigate the condition of that one Home, or, indeed, of any other 
Home that has been assailed, and let us see through the investiga- 
tion what the condition actually is. 1 do not believe the state- 
ments that have been presented to the House in connection with 
the matter. My training as a lawyer and my experience as a man 
teaches me that those stories are not as a rule to be relied upon. 
My observation of human character and my experience in life have 
tanght me that there must be some mistake about this matter. 
There may be something, of course, in the charges, and doubtless 
there is something in them; but, as I have said and repeat, my ex- 
perience has been against the truth of such statements—and my 
experience has been very considerable in connection with one of 
the Homes—that there is no truth in the matter. 

I may be permitted to state that I was for a period of nine years 
and over a member of the board of managers at the Soldiers and 
Sailors’ Orphans’ Home in my own State of Ohio, and its president 
for five years. I was a member of the legislature of the State at 
another time, when a great mass of affidavits was brought in 
against the Democratic superintendent of this Soldiers and Sail- 
ors’ Orphans’ Home, and an attempt was made to force them upon 
the public records of the country—affidavits that made scandalous 
charges in every possible shape and with all duesolemnity brought 
in under the guise of a protest against the action of the house of 
representatives, and an attempt was made, as I have said, to 
spread them on the journal pursuant to a provision in the consti- 
tution of the State of Ohio. As speaker of the house of repre- 
sentatives it became my duty to rule on their character, and I 
held that they were not, in any sense of the word, a protest, as they 
were alleged to be, and refused to permit their publication. 

And, Mr. Speaker, after a full investigation of the facts it turned 
out that there was not a shadow of truth in any one of them. It 
was an attempt on the part of some discharged employees and 
some discontented tradesmen—and they are the greatest curse 
of public institutions where they are located—to smirch the ad- 
ministration of that Home, and that administration happening 
to be a.Democratic administration and the house of representa- 
tives being Republican, it was thought that some capital could be 
made out of the matter, and yet when we came to the end of it 
there was nothing init. And I take great pleasure in putting the 
name of the distinguished officer into this record who had charge 
of that Home. It was discovered that Dr. Kerr, of Granville, 
Ohio, the superintendent, was a model in every possible respect as 
an administrative officer. So I learned very much in that case of 
the value of ex parte affidavits. And so, while there may be a great 
deal in the facts submitted by the gentleman from Kansas, yet 
experience teaches us to be very careful how we give credence to 
such statements. 

Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will yield, if it is only for a question. 

Mr. BLUE. It will be a very short one. 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). For the tendency of the gen- 
tleman is so great in the way of expanding 

Mr. BLUE. Well, I do not know that my tendency in that di- 
rection exceeds that of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman desires to ask a question, 
and will proceed with it—— 

Mr. BLUE. Well, if you will stop I will ask the question. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Of course, with my 
auering on my ground now, and must not undertake to be too 


ission. You are 
di s us hter.] 

r. BLUE. Notatall. Ionly want to say—— 
Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). I thought I would simply 
remind you of the existing condition. 

Mr. BLUE. I understand that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What is your question? 

Mr. BLUE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Ohio if it is not 
a fact that the Inspector-General’s report, published in House 
Document 288, does not show, outside of any ex parte testimony 
to which he refers, the impropriety, to say the least of it, of the 
conduct of the officials of this institution? 

Mr. GROSVENOR (reading)— 


Governor A. J. Smith, to whose untiring energy and great resourcefulness 
much of the good work accomplished at this Branch is due, has remained in 
charge. His assistants seem to be officers of ability, and the general good con- 
dition indicates how much is done to benefit and improve the Home. 


There is the answer, from the Inspector. That is from his 
rt. , 
Mtr. BLUE. That is the man who keeps the saloon and runs the 


jag cure. 

“hte. GROSVENOR,. Oh, well, now, the gentleman is so free with 
his scandal, he has got so impregnated with this stuff he read yes- 
terday, that he can not even talk in liamentary Ey 
Now, let me goon. You will accomplish nothing but the ex- 
haustion of my time. 

Now, gentlemen, this is the condition. I am not saying that 
Mr. Smith ought not to bo investigated. I do not say he ought 
not to be removed, but I do say that there is not here one single 
shadow of suspicion cast upon the character of General Franklin. 
I hold in my hand a telegram received by the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Hit.) a few minutes ago from a very distin- 
guished Republican of Connecticut, whom I happen to know per- 
sonally very well. This telegram is as follows: 


HARTFORD, Conn., April 16, 1896, 
Hon. E. J. Hr: 


General Franklin stands in this city for the most honorable and best citi- 
zenship. The community, irrespective of party, will appreciate every effort 
to refute the slanderous attack made upon his character as public official or 


private citizen. 
MORGAN G. BULELEY. 

I may say that that telegram is signed by an ex-governor of 
Connecticut and a Republican. Now, this is the standing of this 
citizen of the United States to-day in the State of Connecticut. 
In war General Franklin was the peer of any man who drew 
sword in behalf of the establishment of the Constitution of the 
United States. I did not serve under his command, and I never 
saw General Franklin, so far as I remember, but I, in common 
with all the people of this country, have a knowledge of the splen- 
dor of his war record—that is, his record in war. Here is his 
record in peace. Can it be that General Franklin shuts his eyes 
to a viclation of every obligation of duty? I will venture to say 
that when the truth comes out, if there has been any irregularity 
in that Home, General Franklin has —— against it and has 
been overruled by the majority of the ; and I will undertake 
to say now that the vote of this House (and I am foreshadowing 
what is coming, the proof is coming)-—-if I am right about that, 
and if that be true, then your vote to destroy him to-day will bea 
vote to protect the repudiation of his request that Smith be re- 
moved and will be an indorsement of Smith and not a repudia- 
tion of Smith. 

Gentlemen ought to get all the facts before they assail a t 
public officer. I am in favor of Franklin. therefore, because Iam 
unwilling that a man of his distinguished character shall be 
stormed down here in the House of Representatives of the coun- 
try for which he has done so much — this sort of a case, made 
against an employee in one of these Homes. 

Now. ——s I have in Ohio a friend and an acquaintance 
whom I hold in high esteem. He was chief of artillery of the 
Army of the Cumberland, and to many a man here the mention 
of his name will suggest some familiar scene. I refer to Gen. 
James Barnett, of Cleveland, Ohio, a splendid citizen as he was 
a magnificent soldier. A man standing as high in the business 
circles of Ohio as any living man; a friend of the soldier; a mem- 
ber of the Loyal Legion; a member of the Grand Army of the 
Republic; a man who far and near to aid the soldier; presi- 
dent of the board that built the Thomas monument; member of 
ail the associations in which the soldiers take an interest; a mem- 
ber of this Beard of Governors of these Homes. He wrote mea 
letter several weeks ago. He said he understood there was going 
to be an attack made upon General Franklin. He said: 

I want to say to you that he is the best member of that Board; the best 
member that has ever been on that Board since I was a member of it. 

% oe knowing my proclivities to be a little partisan sometimes, 
e said: . 
In all my observation of him, in every act he has ever 


performed as a mem- 
ber of that Board, he has never said a word or done a thing by which I could 
have learned whether he was a Democrat or a Republican. 


In these days that is not a bad recommendation for a man at 
the head of a great Board like that. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have said this much. I want to refer to 
the attack made by one Ezra B. Dean, whom I know perfectly 
well and know all about, upon the management of the Soldiers’ 
Home at Dayton. There is no better place on earth for a soldier 
who has no mend than the Soldiers’ Home at Dayton. There is 
only one thing I ever criticised about it, and that did not come 
from within the Home, but from without the Home. I have more 
than once, soma Bae here, denounced a branch of the Pen- 
sion Office here in city for holding an annual meeting in the 
neighborhood of that Home for the purpose, as I believe, of infiu- 
encing soldiers in the matter of the election. But, so far as the 
management of that Home is concerned, there is not a better man- 
aged institution on God's earth.. And now let me tell you some- 
thing: There was a General Patrick at the head of that Home, 
who was a soldier and a Democrat. He was an ex-soldier of the 


ar Army. 
r. BLUE. A brother-in-law of General Franklin, I believe. 
Mr.GROSVENOR. He gave offense to the Democrat managers 
in Ohio and they sought his removal; and they secured—as I am 


told and believe—the in tion of the dent of the United 

States, who called upon General Franklin indirectly and urged 

the removal of that soldier. I do not think he is a brother-in-law 

of General Franklin. My friend from Kansas seems to be per- 

oor loaded with the of everybody connected with these 
omes, 


— SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s time has ex- 
pired. 

Mr. HULL. How much more time does the gentleman desire? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Two minutes more. 

Mr. HULL. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. BLUE. Isn the brother-in-law of General Franklin, 
and related to two officers of the Soldiers’ Home? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not care whether or not he is the 
brother-in-law; but I do know that he was the best man = 
for that place, and I know that a mal appeal to the highest 
executive officer of this country did not swerve General Franklin 
from maintaining him in his position; and that is what I like Gen- 
eral Franklin for, among other things. Why, you talk about 
General Howard! I have as much affection for good old General 
Howard as any man on earth. Will the gentleman go to the rec- 
ords of this House of Re tatives and read them, if I will point 
seadt pon os parse aiipiiin eel Wren tatadigation compares 

e upon ex ; e by an inv on com 
to which all ou have said about Franklin does not amount to a 
criticism. He was charged with fraud and tion, charged 
with rae ——_ of outrage, and I never believed it. We have 
heard tha eral Howard was a good man, utterly unfit for all 
public duty except soldiering and lecturing. I never believed the 
assaults epee him. 

rs : MWELL. Will my colleague allow me to ask him 9 
question 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. : 

Mr. BROMWELL. Was not General Howard a complete fail- 
ure as superintendent of the Military Academy at West Point? 
a GROSVENOR. I do not want to answer; for I do not 

ow. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I do. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He was not a failure when he was fight- 
ing our friends on the other side. [Great laughter.) He has 
been an officer of the Army until wi six months, and [ do not 
know that he has done any business except to lecture; but to put 
him against a man of the character of General Franklin as a busi- 
ness man I would not su General Howard. In the way of a 
kindness to General Howard I would cross the continent to do 
him a favor. Now, the very tion itself will not do. It is 
destroy General by these ex parte attacks. 
This committee tell us—and I hope it will put it still plainer— 
that they have inv ted this matter. There is 
General Franklin not be indorsed here by us. Let us ap- 
prove the report of the committee; and then my friend from Kan- 
sas, let him come in with a two-edged sword, if he pleases, and I 
will su an investigation with him that will be an investiga- 
i ve said this much not in partisanship, but without any 
feeling other than to do what I believe to be right thing and 
the conscientious before God and man. 

. i t about Ezra V. Dean? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I just want a word about Ezra V. Dean. 
knew the condition of the 
Soldiers’ Home at not believe one word of that let- 


Ido 
ter. He is a Democratic politician, living down on the Ohio 
River, who runs for Congress, and occasionally runs for other 
offices, but ane ie any farther than the running [laughter]; 
a ng in some way to ingratiate himself in the 
affections of a large section of the voters of that country and 
never . [Laughter, 

A Ai 











The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
Mr. BLUE. I yield fifteen minutes to my colleague [Mr. Hep- 


BURN]. 
_HEPBURN. Mr.8 er, in regard to the personal fea- 
Mr ve nothing to say and I take no part 


tures of this controversy, I 


init, I have no acq tance with General in and have 
no knowl of the facts t as stated on the floor or found 
in the , but I do believe that the amendment of the gentle- 


man from Kansas to the resolution of the committee ought to 
revail. Idonot believe, however, with the gentleman from Ohio 
Mr. GROSVENOR], that should that resolution prevail there would 

any “striking down” of General Franklin or anybody else. I 

do oa understand that that amendment is an assault upon Gen- 

or other man. Ihave no partin any contest of 
that character. are we about todo? About to engage in 
an election that occurs every six years for certain public officials. 
That is all. It so happens that after sixteen years of service the 
time comes when the House of Representatives shall determine 
whether General Franklin shall be reelected or whether some- 
body else shall be elected to a public office. Doesa failure to elect 
General Franklin result as an assault upon him, as “striking him 
down,” as treating him even with discourtesy? Certainly not. 
There are reasons enough, in ay humble judgment, for his retire- 
ment without any action of that character. 

Iam told that when the proposed term of service will expire 
General Franklin will have reached the of nearly 80 years, a 
yeeet fear, when he will perhaps be t for the activities inci- 

tto that position. The gentleman from Connecticut told us 
yesterday how all of his time was occupied; that he was so en- 
gaged as to be connected with nearly all of the public interests 
of his State; that he was es of two or more of the great 
corporations; that he was the manager of another, and that he per- 
haps was transacting more business at this time, if the gentleman 
was not misinformed, than any other living man within the limits 
of the United States. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow me to 
make an explanation? 

Mr. HEPBURN. If I can, sir, I will. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Only a word. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If it is only a word I yield. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The gentleman puts the matter 
al too strong. If he will refer tothe Recorp he will find 
that I did say that General Franklin never yet had omitted to per- 
form any private or official duty. I said explicitly that he never 

a public duty because of private affairs. 
HEPBURN. I made nocharge. All I said is based on 


what the gentleman has said. I simply referred to what he did 
say. In tion to that—— 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The REecorp will show all that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The tleman gave this House to under- 
stand that General Franklin was engaged in all—that was his 
phrase, if I am not mistaken—in all of the great enterprises of 
that very busy State, and that he had so conducted them, or some 
of them, that no man could get $200,000 insurance in the United 
States without appealing to the companies in the State of Con- 
necticut or in the city of Hartford. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Thatis right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, if General Franklin is so preoccupied 
it seems to me that it is our duty, at his advanced period in life, 
to relieve him of some of the unrequited burdens that for sixteen 
years we have been oe him. [Laughter.] 

But again, Mr. Speaker, I think, without any reflection upon any 
here, that this isan orderly and proper procedure. The 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosvENOR] inveighs against ‘‘ the ex 

affidavits” that are brought into this House, and descants upon 
indecency, as he putsit, of introducing them here. In the name 
all that is sacred, how is it possible to challenge the attention 
to the wrongs which the gentleman from Kansas 
without affidavits? Suppose the gentleman from 
made his own statement here without these affidavits, 
been like the ex parte commendations of the gen- 
Ohio. But the gentleman from Kansas came here 
which were necessarily ex parte. There is no con- 
witnesses could be examined and cross-exam- 
is to be introduced here at all, it must be in 
of affidavits; and those affidavits must necessarily be 
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‘ Y. Have time to permit a question? 
. HEPBURN. Ye sir; a question. eenenier I limit you 


And I want it asked to-day. [Laugh- 


s 
iE 
¥ 
: 


. RAY. Ido not suppose you would want to hear an argu- 
from me, 
Mr. HEPBURN. No. They are always tiresome to me. 
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‘ Mr. RAY. They always floor you; thatisthetrouble. [Laugh- 
er. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; they always floor me. [Laughter.] 

_Mr. RAY. I want to ask you why it would not have been en- 
tirely practicable for the gentleman from Kansas to have preferred 
his charges against the governor of this Home, to have made them 
in writing, supported by his affidavits, directly to the Board of 
Managers in the first instance, and if they had refused to investi- 
gate the matter, or to listen to the charges, then to have brought 
the question to the Congress of the United States as a tribunal of 
last resort? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. In themeantime the managers would have 
been elected for six years. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I suppose the failure to pursue that course 
arose largely from the fact that the gentleman from Kansas is not 
an ass, and therefore would not make charges against the tribunal 
that was to try the charges. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman permit—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. No;I will not permit anything more. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one point in connection with the man- 
agement of these Homes that I want to call attention to. I want 
the House to remember that these Homes are the physical expres- 
sion of the gratitude of the people of the United States to the old 
soldier; that they are, in the broadest sense of the word, acharity, 
differing in that respect from the pension. The pension is a part 
of acontract. The law authorizing the pension goes hand in 
hand with the law calling for the volunteer. The pension is a 
part of the compensation. Not so withtheHome. After the war 
was over, after the service had been rendered, then, as an act of 
charity, as an act of beneficence to the men who were homeless, 
without families and without support, this largess came from a 
grateful nation. It is a charity and nothing more. Yet see how 
certain men have turned it from its proper channel into a money- 
getting and a money-grubbing institution. In the report of the 
inspector I find this remarkable fact: In the Homes, all of them 
aggregated that are returned, I find that beer was sold during 
the last fiscal year that cost the sum of $96,977, on which there 
was a profit realized—the heading of the column is “‘ Profit of 
beer halls "—on which there was a profit realized of $123,325.32, 
about 130 per cent upon the sales. 

The gentleman from Ohio says that he is not one of those who 
are ready to be censorious when an old soldier takes a glass of 
beer. , Mr. Speaker, none of us would be. But perhaps there 
are men connected with these institutions who, taking advantage 
of the appetite of the old soldier, would rob him in this way, 
through these extraordinary profits, of some part of the pension 
which his country gives him. Are these Soldiers” Homes to be 
continued to be used in this way? Again, if we are to continue 
the practice of establishing beer halls, let it be so, but donot try to 
make a profit out of the procedure. But, says some one, all of 
these profits are used for the benefit of the Home in the aggregate. 
That may be so, but here is one man who wants beer, and why 
should he be charged this extravagant price in order that the profit 
may go to the abstemious ones? The fact that the profits are used 
in the improvement of the Home and for the benefit of all alike— 
of those not contributing to the fund as well as of those who con- 
tribute—does not justify this extraordinary and outrageous tax. 
But that is not all. They turn it still further to profit. In this 
very Home—the Western—I read in the report of the inspector 
that from the 29th day of March, 1892, the date of the establish- 
ment of the Keeley institute there, to the end of the last fiscal 
year, a little over three years, 1,326 rene have been treated at 
a cost, some one told us yesterday, of $22.30 each. I am told that 
a royalty of $6 is paid to the inventor of this method of teatment, 
leaving a large profit on that end of the beer line of between 
$20,000 and $30,000. They catch them running this way, and they 
catch them running back. They foster the appetite; they create 
the drunkenness; they sell the beer at a profit, and then it is said 
they fill their coffers through compulsory processes brought to 
bear on the old soldier, compelling him to take the Keeley cure. 

But they say that is not true, that there is no compulsion in 
regard to taking this cure, notwithstanding there are affidavits 
here that seem to substantiate the proposition. There is, how- 
ever, this remarkable fact: There was last year an average attend- 
ance at that institution of about 2,200 persons in round numbers, 
The discharges during the period following the inauguration of 
the Keeley institute there was about 2,000, making a total of about 
4,000 possible victims of this Keeley institute. One-third of that 
number have taken the Keeley cure. Gentlemen, do you believe 
that there was a necessity for that? Do you believe that there 
was that proportion of confirmed drunkards in that institution? 

The inmates of the institution are gathered from the old soldiers 
of the country wide; they are the same class—— 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r. BLUE. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They are the same class, Mr. Speaker, as 
those old soldiers that live in your county and in mine. Is it 
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true; will any man dare to make the assertion here, that one- 
third of the “ old comrades” are sots or drunkards, are proper 
subjects for the Keeley cure? 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the men of this class—the old soldiers—are 
at the head of all that is good in the society in which they move. 
They are members of the churches; they are in control of the 
schools. They are the respected men in business. They are not 
sots and drunkards. Yet this report, if the contention of gentle- 
men opposed to the _——— of my friend from Kansas [Mr. 
BLUE] is true, would seem to indicate that one-third of these men 
are sots and drunkards given up to habits of intoxication to such 
an extent that er are uncontrolled by will. I do not believe it. 
The very fact that this statement is made of this vast number 
that have through that institution indicates to my mind 
that something is wrong. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it must be remembered that we are making 
no assault upon anyman. Noman “goes down” in the offensive 
sense in which that phrase was used by the gentleman from Ohio. 
No criticism even is put upon General lin if the vote should 
be against his longer retention at the head of this institution. 
The committee has refused to recommend the reelection of two 
old comrades. Is this action dishonoring to them? Was it so in- 
tended? I would not dim in the slightest degree the luster, the 
renown that encircles his personality. A great soldier, a good 
citizen, a philanthropic man he may be. i this isa gra- 
tuity that he is rendering in all this service. He has given his 
time to it for sixteen years. He is now approaching that advanced 

when he will need repose. I for one am willing to give it to 
I do not care that the blank should be filled with the name 
of General Howard. I am not at all solicitous as to who shall be 
General Franklin’s successor. But I believe there ought not to 
be continued in place, without criticism, without a necessity for 
exemplification upon the part of the incumbent, any man fora 
long time. It is contrary to the genius of our institutions. 
re is not a member of the House within the sound of my 
voice who is not more efficient as a Representative, trying to keep 
nearer to his people, more closely in touch with them, to know 
an‘ obey more perfectly their , from the fact that every two 
we must appeal to the people for a renewed lease of power. 
Phe biennial elections make men here solicitous to consult the 
wishes of those whom they serve. Now, to keep these gentlemen 
in control of this institution year after year, term after term, with- 
out opportunity for investigation or scrutiny is unwise, undemo- 
cratic, contrary to the spirit and genius of our institutious; and 
when we can make a change without impugning in any way the 
character or the service of the gentleman whose term ires, I 
believeit to be only the part of wisdom to do so, thereby infusin 
new blood into somewhat decaying institution. [Applause. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

. HULL. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 


ts Ray. Ms Speaker, I dislike to say anything in response 
¥. : 4 er, e to say anything in 
to the remarks of a gentleman who always argues e the line of 
“when I ope my mouth, let no dog bark.” I dislike to say any- 
thing that may disturb the equanimity of my prohibition friend 
from Iowa. always comes to the consideration of every sub- 
ae eee eee Vem ane wer of a Titan, and he to 
interfered with, I know. He says he does not like to listen to 
anes say because it always tires him. 
7. PBURN. I did not say that. 

Mr. RAY. I have noticed ee argument alwa 
exhausts the tleman. I have the gentleman, and I 
admire him still—always shall; but I can not or approve 
pecien, ho tales on Gite aeaens nor can I 
course that has been taken in ane Den wae en who 
are in favor of a the name of General Fra from 
ting that of General Howard. If itis a 
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any man in this House that he has been drunk at some time. 


bershi 
haps it would be well for all of us to become inmates of some kind 


from 


APRIL 16, 








[Laughter. } 
A Hixunxe. Do not look in this direction. [Laughter. ] 
Mr. RAY. There are probably hosts of exceptions in the mem- 
here. That I will admit. But I think sometimes per- 


of a Keeley cure—one for the cure of mental excitement and inte!- 


lectual intoxication, excessive zeal and aggressiveness; andI think 


the gentleman from Kansas and other Dp who have made 
these attacks on brave, true, and honorable men should have taken 
the Keeley cure or some kind of remedy for mental exuberance 


before ee eir Sam. 
Now, what oe to is the manner in which this subject has 
been treated. When I ded the inquiry why the charges 
were not made in ing and submitted to the Board to be 
on first, I was met with the retort of the gentleman from 

owa [Mr. Hepsurn] that the gentleman from is not an 
ass. ughter.] Now, I donot know whether he isan ass or not. 


{Laughter.] Idonotcare. Heis not so —presents no 
evidence or: that subject. That is not the p ion I do 
not approve of an asinine performance, it comes from 


the ed gentleman from Kansas or any other man. | 
believe, Mr. Speaker, in according fair play and due trial to every 
citizen of this Republic. I never owned a dog that I would not 
_ a fair trial before putting a bulletinto his brain or branding 

im as a dishonest, disre le dog. The gentlemen composing 
the Board of Managers of this Home are u t, honorable men. 
The ——. General Smith, who p es as governor over the 
institution is entitled to at least a fair hearing and a just trial, 
= _ ee to = Bp weg a and a to oo. 
and he is equally enti permi to res present evi- 
dence, cross-examine witnesses, and not be tri and condemned 
on ex parte affidavits in the Congress of the United States. 
ae He has had no ae beheard here. What 

o we know about the character, stan . or credibility of these 
witnesses? Whit do we know of the animus that actuates the 
persons making these affidavits? They are not made in a legal 
— and no one of them can be indicted for perjury if he 

as sworn falsely. This looks like the assassination of character 
by a stab in the back. I ean not approve it and am opposed to 
the amendment. 


soe. 
ire the hammer fell. 
HULL. Mr. cae. I think we have forty-seven minutes 


remaining, and the rest of the time belongs to the leman 
from Kansas. I hope he will consume the remainder of his time. 

Mr. BLUE. May I ask, Mr. Speaker, how much time is left? 

The SPEAKER pro tem (Mr. Grout). The gentleman 
from Iowa has exhausted -five minutes and the gentleman 
from Kansas fifty-nine, as the ir is informed. 

Mr. BLUE. I yield ten minutes of the time to the gentleman 

Kansas [Mr. KirxpaTRick]. 

Mr. HULL. I think the is mistaken as to the time. 
I will be glad, however, while the gentleman from occu- 
pies the floor, for the Chair to revise the statement, so that we 

KIRKPA ick. Me ie ih oeee wnicnelibe ly tl 
° a. : . regre y the 
——— which compels us to bring this controversy on the floor 
of the House at this time. For years past, I may say, the people 
in this Home, and those residing in vicinity of ‘it. 
method known to them to oust this man Smith. 
the governor of the Home, from the control which he exercises 


would it and, 
were made clear, that they would turn down, 
from the management of these Homes 


It was not the desire of my friend from Kansas [Mr. am] to 
save and except with refer- 

that Home, unless compelled to do s» 
Mr. Speaker, we are here for 
to the bitter end; and 


floor of the House to 
onl 


ee y method whereby 
we should bring facts before the House and before the 
co . 

that not a 


le proposition 
nan ane BLUE] has been con- 

mere bare statement of 
No facts, no 
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vince them that there is something wrong about the man- 
ee of this Home at Leavenworth. 
ut, it has been suggested that we adopt another method; that 
; i gen to the same identical Board that white- 
washed this man before and reelect this man for six years longer 
and then have an investigation to determime whether or not he 
should be pe: to remain. I submit this proposition in all 
fairness to the House: If you desire to deal justly and fairly with 
the matter, I eceneen — the a shall consent to hold 
election in this case and give us the investigation suggested, 
Wie et ea tnge te the bottom of the matter, and then take « 
that report is submitted. That is all we ask. 
Why should you elect a man that we charge to be responsible, 
of his position, for all the wrongs which have been coin- 
the old or ine me ane se aes him and 
some un 4 is e y his consent 
and eae ought to have been masenells yearsago? Why, 
I 


know nothing of General Franklin. I have no charge to 
him; but he is the head of the Board of Managers, 
and things have been going on there which ought to have chal- 
the attention of any Board of Managers and have secured 
the removal of Smith years and years ago. 
do not rely upon the ex parte affidavits nor upon the mere state- 
i I say I can take the report of the Inspector- 
General by t condemn the management of this 
Board; and that is a report about which there is no dispute. 
Now, I am not here to discuss the Keeley cure, as to whether it 
is advisable or whether it is not; but if the management of this 
Home concludes that it is beneficial and desirable, then I submit 
to you, Mr. Speaker, that this treatment ought to have been ai- 
ministered to these old veterans at the actual cost of the treatment. 
and —s more. If this treatment should be administered 
there, and 


itis a good thing, then I say, why charge these old 
men $22.30 when the testimony shows that $6 was tne price paid 
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to Keeley? In other words, I say the report shows that these old | 
men were held up in broad daylight and robbed of at least $10 | 


each, taking the statement of the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
to price paid for the Keeley treatment. Our tes- 

t the price —s- $6 for each person, and a 
is made, and old men are held up and bodily 
ce between $6 and $22.30. If it is a good 
eficial, then why not give them all the advantage 
lowest possible cost? wer the price and thereby 
take the treatment, if it is necessary and to their 
do so. Give them the lowest price possible and 
he cure, if it is beneficial, caann will thereby 
them to take it. Why charge them $22.30, when 
+ $6. In other words, the rnment, which is 
men their pensions, is actually stepping in and 
large difference, because it is taken out of the pensions 


And another thing. From what little I have learned of the 
institute, I never su that a beer hall was a neces- 
sary adjunct to that institution. I never so understood it. I find 
the very same page that we read the feport of this Keeley cure 
a statement of the enormous profits from the beer hall in one 
amounting to $13,800. Im one end of the hall, if you please. 
ey are dishing out beer, and the profits are $13,800, and in the 
other end of the hall they are injecting this gold treatment into 
the patients. It simply takes them going coming, and I ap- 
prehend from what I can learn from the sales of beer at these in- 
stitutions that they are making more men drunk there than they 
ee ink habit. If it is deemed nece to have 
beer for old veterans 
that is the best method to be oyed, I will not 
epee 
b criticise management e a 
Se order to pile up a profit of $13,800 in a single 
year. If it is desirable to furnish beer, let it be furnished at the 
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kept on the grounds of the e, and | 
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to stand by us and place 
We have no man whom 
| we are urging for that position. I care not with whom yon fill 
| the place, provided he is a good man. We have not come here in 
the interest of any candidate, but we come here fighting for this 
institution. It is suggested by sume gentlemen on the floor that 
we must yield in this controversy because the Senate will not 
agree to it. Well, if gentlemen will assert their rights upon this 
floor it will be a long time before there is an election reached 
in this matter. Why should we yield our consent to the reclec- 
tion of this same man that could have saved us all this trouble on 
the floor of this House? Hold up the election, if you desire, for 
ninety days, or until the short session, say in December. Give 
us a committee. Give them the power and authority to investi 
ate, and let them report, and then vote to elect General Frank 
in or not after you have heard all the facts as stated where the 
testimony is not ex parte. Wecourt the investigation. What do 
you prepose to do? Do you propose to deny the appeal of these 
old soldiers, of whom there are 60,000 in our State? I have much 
more I would like to say on this subject, but the time allotted me 
has expired. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
expired. 
Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I should like three minutes more. 
Mr. BLUE. Before that can be done, I will say that according 
to the record kept I have only ten minutes left. I will ask, Mr. 
Speaker, that the time be extended thirty minutes longer. 
TheSPEAKER protempore. The vote is to be taken at 3 o'clock, 
as the Chair is informed. 
Mr. BLUE. Then it can only be done by unanimous consent? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent would have 
to be given that the vote be taken at a later time. 
Mr. BLUE. Then I ask that the vote be taken at 3.30 o’clocl 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
| consent that the vote be taken at 3.30 o'clock, the time to be equally 
divided, as the Chair understands it. 7 
Mr. MORSE. I think there has been enough of this. 
Mr. HARDY. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 
The gentleman from Iowa has forty-four minutes remaining. 





Now, what we ask of this House is 
another man there, we care not whom. 


The time of the gentleman has 


A. 


Is there objection? 


Mr. HULL. Wow much time has the gentleman from Kansas? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. He has ten minutes. 


Mr. HULL. That makes more time than we have. However. 
we are losing time. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. 
HENDERSON] ten minutes, and ask him to yield back such time as 
he may not use. 

Mr. HARDY. I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I find that in passing upon 
this joint resolution I am called upon to pass judgmént on f 
men or four sets of men. First,upon the Committee on Militar 
Affairs, which 1 understand has reported this joint resolution; 
secondly, upon the Board of fifteen managers of the Home foi 
Disabled Vabemtons, composed of such men as General SEWELL, o/ 
New Jersey, a distinguished Senator, a man of exalted character 
and undoubted patriotism and love for his comrades; composed 
of such men as Major STEELE, who perhaps did more fighting for 
his country in the regular and volunteer forces than any man in 
this body. I know him, by his long record, to be one of the m 
devoted friends of his comrades. We have to pass judgment upon 
| General Franklin, and we have to pass judgment on General 
eae The great poet has warned us to be careful when we 


ur 
x . 





touch a man’s good name; and the good names of Franklin and 
Smith are dearer to them than the stars that they won on the 
field of glory. 

I am asked to vote against the committee and its judgment, the 
Board of Managers so carefully chosen, and against Franklin and 
Smith. On what evidence? Has any gentleman presented him 
| self at the door of the Committee on Military Affairs and asked 

a hearing on those charges? Not one. Have charges been filed 
before this great committee of the House and an investigation 
demanded? Therehavenot. But now, when this resolution comes 
before this body, ex parte affidavits are fired broadcast over th: 
country, making assaults directly upon two of the four, aud indi- 
rectly upon the four. I for one demand fair play for these four 
representative bodies and distinguished men. I would not want 
to be tried and convicted and my name blackened to the coming 
generations of this country on such a showing. Is it true that 
the lawyers of this House, familiar with the rules of evidence on 
which men should be tried for life, liberty, and property, and 
their standing among the community, can acquiesce in this 
assault? 

But there are other things that appeal to my mind that will 
compel me to vote in favor of the report of this committee. 1 
understand that Governor Morrill, of sas, Whose interest in 
the good opinion of that State as its chief executive ought not to 
be second to the interest of any member of this House from that 
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State, in close touch with his le, ambitious, as he should be, 
to retain their confidence and approval in the future, one who 
served for years as a member of this body, noted and distinguished 
for his absolute fairness to his own side as well as those op 
to him in political views, a man who has served upon that d 
as a member, knows all the weaknesses and strength of the com- 
lainants, which must be found in all these Homes more or less— 
overnor Morrill has sent us word that he approves of the course 
of General Franklin and the course of General Smith. I want to 
tell you that no ex parte affidavits will make me put the seal of 
condemnation on a committee of this House, this Board of dis- 
tinguished men, and Franklin and Smith, crowned with the glory 
of great lives, with Governor Morrill giving me such couneel. 

I will not discuss General Howard. He is not concerned. He 
is my respected and loved friend, and commanded the army of 
which Iwasan humble member. But no Howard's or Henderson’s 
name shall be held up before me to blacken the name of any com- 
rade or a body of comrades ovat on charges made, fairly filed 
and tried, and a verdict rendered. [Applause.] With a clear 
mind and an untrammeled judgment I shall vote for the joint 
resolution. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. HULL. How much time has the gentleman left? 

The SPEAKEK pro tempore. There were three minutes of the 
time unused. 

Mr. BLUE. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from Kansas 
[Mr. CALDERHEAD]. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Speaker, two minutes isa ve 
time to say anything in reply to the eloquent gentleman who has 
just taken his seat. Butif I can have his attention during that 
time I think I will remind him that the first guardian of every 
man’s good name is himself; the first guardian of every man’s rep- 
utation is himself. There is no need of questioning those who 
have brought the testimony in this case before this House about 
the management of this Branch Home, relying solely upon ex 

te evidence. The affidavits were not e for the purpose of 
estroying the reputation of General Franklin or injuring the 
character of Colonel Smith. ay were made for the purpose of 
describing the facts that trans . Howelse would you get tes- 
timon oma wg Haron, for the purpose of presenting them here? 
That they might have been presented to the Committee on Mil- 
i Affairs in some other form is true. Why they were not Ido 
not know; but it is also true that the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
BuveE] had a perfect right to present the facts to this House when 
members were asked to vote for the reinstatement of the president 
of this Board of ers. Let me give the gentleman from Iowa 
r. HENDERSON] a little more than ex parte testimony. This 
ome was established in 1885. In 1886 these charges were made 
against Colonel Smith. In 1892 there was an investigation, and it 


brief 


was then publicly spread over the entire State that Colonel Smith 
was er in position in that investigation by General 
Franklin. - 


— pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 


Mr. HOPKINS. I ask unanimous consent thatthe gentleman’s 
time be extended for five minutes, not to come out of the time of 
either side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unless the time is yielded the 
gentleman's time can not be extended. 

Mr. HOPKINS. By unanimous consent it can. 

The SPEAKER _ tempore. Not unless the time for taking 
the vote is extended. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, I coupled with my request for the ex- 
tension of the gentleman’s time the su tion that the five min- 
utes be not taken out of the time on either side, and that the vote 
be taken at five minutes after 3 instead of at 3 o’clock. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the tleman 7 ata Tilinois? é at 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Lobject. There is plenty of time on that 
side; let them yield it to him. 

Mr. BLUE. I have not got it to yield. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam not going to take any part in this discus- 
sion myself, but five minutes’ time is not so valuable, and as this is 
a matter which concerns the gentleman’s State, I think his time 
ought to be extended. 

-GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE 
has no time to yield, then I do not object to the extension, but 
the time is to be extended on one side it ought to be extended on 
oe. Let the time for taking the vote be extended for ten 

utes. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
vote be taken at half past 8 o’clock, the additional half hour to be 
“tyne SPEAKER Is there objection to the request 

pro tem " ere objection 
of the gentleman from Tlinois? r es 
Several members objected, 


Mr.BLUE. Mr. Speaker,I do not know whether the time occu- 
ied in this discussion comes out of my time or not. If it does | 
ve ae, any left. 

The SP R pro tem 
than to take it out of the time on both sides. 

Mr. BLUE. I yield the gentleman from Kansas one minute. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. I do not want to abuse the patience of 
the House, but I will remind tlemen that c 8 were inves- 
tigated there first in 1892,and it was then made known to all of 
us that the commander of this Home was protected in his peace in 
that investigation by direction of General Franklin. The next 
investigation was made in 1893, and after it was over it was pub- 
lished broadcast in newspapers in our State that the manager of 
the Home had again been protected because he had been appointed 
and was maintained in position by General Franklin. The 
next investigation took place in 1894, and again it was published 
in every paper that was in favor of disclosing the actual condition 
of things there that he had again been protected. It was dis- 
tinctly published that the mee gene in December, 1894, by 
General Averill, was conducted with secrecy and that every effort 
was made to prevent a public exhibition of the truth. These 
facts testify that Gen Franklin should not be reelected until 
there is a fair investigation there. 

bh SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

r. BLUE. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has four minutes 
and a half left. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Connecticut, Mr. SPERRY. 

Mr. SPERRY. I omy rise for the purpose of saying that 
which in justice I ought to say. I have known General Franklin 
for over thirty years. I knew him when he was in the field. [ 
knew him as an official of the State of Connecticut, the adjutant- 
general of our militia, and I have never heard one breath of sus- 

icion directed against his character; and, gentlemen, I want to say 
you that if you are g to take a contract to make out that 
General Franklin is a onest man or that his character is not 
of high Se men, you will require millions of dollars 
to carry out such a contract in the State of Connecticut. 

General Franklin’s name for integrity and honor and upright- 
ness is as high as that of any man that lives in our State. Hedoes 
not belong to the same party that I belong to, but I feel that I 
should be doing oo to myself and the State I in part repre- 
sent, did 1 not add my testimony to that of others in relation to 
the good name and character of General Franklin. I am glad to 
do full justice to him, and I say to you, gentlemen, do not attempt 
to tear down the character or the fair name of General Franklin. 
You can not afford to doit. You ought not to attempt to do it. 
His standing and his character are as bright in our State as tha 
noonday sun, and I fully indorse everything that my colleague 
i. HENRY} said about him nape I indorse the telegram 

hat was sent to this House by ex-Governor Bulkley; and, Mr. 
Speaker, before I take = seat I wish to say that when my col- 
league [Mr. Russet] left here yesterday he said that he desired 
me to indorse General Franklin fully for him and in his behalf. 


Applause. 
t he SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 


[Mr. BLUE addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had bills of the following titles, 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 1466) to purchase, inclose, improve the sites or por- 
tions thereof of cutie obey and graves of American 


. The Chair knows no fairer way 


thereon app te monuments and commemorative tablets 
A bill (5. to amend an act entitled *‘An act to provide for 
the protection of the salmon of me 


The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendments a bill and a joint resolution of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: : 

A bill (H. : 2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 


; an 
Joint resolution (H. Res. ae to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863. — 
The message also that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the following title: 
A bill (H. R. 2818) granting a pension to Rita Stine. 














BOARD OF MANAGERS OF NATIONAL SOLDIERS’ HOME. 


Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Indiana desires to send to the 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr.S 

ntleman from Kansas [ Mr. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair asked for objection 
and there was none. brs 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understood the Chair, just as he was 
about to submit that question, to call attention to the arrival of 
a from the Senate. ri 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair did not ask the con- 
sent in as full a voice as was perhaps necessary. The Chair will 
again submit the request. } : : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. All I want to say is this: I have no objec- 
tion to the gentleman from Kansas extending his own remarks; 
but I will protest now and always against interpolating in the 
RECORD under the guise of an extension or leave to print affida- 
vits or letters assailing individuals. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman wish the 
question put ? 

Mr. G OR. Ido, most decidedly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked by 
the gentleman from Kansas to extend his remarks in the REcorp. 
Is there ob on? 

Mr. BURN. Was not that consent given? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair so understood. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The Chair so announced, as I understood the 


The eet protempore. The Chair did so announce. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Then I object tothe opening up of the matter. 

Mr. — wot The oe did not so announce. I was 
i liste caref , and no such consent was given. 

tir HEPBURN. I object to the gentleman being permitted to 
override the Chair and the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not expect to doeither; but I merely 
ask that the facts be stated as they occurred. 
~. The SPRAKER pro tempore. e Chair said that without ob- 

ion it would be so ordered; and no objection was made, as the 

Stair heard. But let the Chair state that the Chair did not 
announce the question in a very full voice—— 

Mr. BURN. Well, we heard it; and it was so understood. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not hear it. I only want to protest 
squint the insertion of the affidavits—— 

. BLUE. Well, protest if you want to. 

. GROSVENOR. Sol protest; and will make my pro- 

to the Public Printer. 

.HULL. Mr.S er, Lyield te the gentleman from Indiana 

. STEELE], who wishes to send to the desk certain telegraphic 
disp received by him this morning, to be.read. 

. STEELE. These dispatches, Mr. Speaker, at least the first 
one of them, is a to a request made on yesterday. I do 
not want to take up the time of the House any longer than neces- 
sary, as these have a direct bearing upon the question at issue 
I ask that they be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
: LEAVENWORTH, KANs., April 15, 1396. 
Hon. GrorGE W. STEELE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
At the earnest solicitation of Gen. J. A. Forsythe, regular soldiers were ad- 


aker, was permission given to the 
LUE] to extend his remarks in the 


mitted for treatment for alcoholism for four weeks each up to April, 1894, to 
the number of 94, when General Franklin ordered itsdiscontinuance. In not 


: 


was a veteran denied admittance in consequence. This 
charge ‘waa tatestigated by General Averill and Colonel Cooke, and proved 


ANDREW J. SMITH, Governor. 


. LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15, 1396. 
Hon. Groner W. Strexe, M. C., Washington, D. C.: 
of 


The drunkenness against Col. Andrew J. Smith is absolutely 
ee see him daily, and know him to be a generous, kifid‘hearted man, 
for the welfare of the veterans. 


W. J. GILl 
Protestant Chaplain, Sold: 


: Kansas City, Kans., April 16, 1898. 
Toesnal frailties for Lao eledad ot ey sthject, mow wheteot I speak. 
Catholic "soldiers » Home. 


PIE, 
» Home. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANs., April 15, 1896. 
Hon. . STEELE, 

re lee tatiwce, Washington, D. C.: 
Ihave 


pacers satel tee'yze cot"Touw ester Wiles ©'2Ha sea nes 
Assistant Surgeon, Soldisre Home. 
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LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15, 1896. 
Hon. GEorGrE W. STEELE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

In the name of Veterans’ Keeley League, we brand as a lie the charge of 
drunkenness against Governor A. J. Smith. Wesee him daily and know how 
false itis. Heis the most honored member. We owe all we are to-day to him. 
JOHN T. PEET, President. 
EDWARD A. TRADER, Secretary. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15, 1896. 
Col. GzoraE W. STEELE, M. C?, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 
Following for your information: 
“ LEAVENWORTH, KANs., April 18. 
“Governor A. J. SmirH: 

“The dispatch sent from this city to Congressman BLUE purporting to be 
signed by mysef and Mahoney and Albott is aforgery. Neither myself or 
the others authorized the sending of such dispatch. We have no fight against 
Governor Smith, and denounce the attempt to cause his removal. Aflidavit 


made by an old soldier named McGraw that we signed said dispatch is abso- 
lutely false. 


(Signed) “THOS. F. KEENEAND. 
“ Witnesses (signed): 
“E. B. WHEELER, 
“ H. SHINDLER.” 
(Signed) ANDREW J. SMITH. 


CHICAGO, ILL., April 16, 1896. 
Col. GEORGE W. STEEte, M. C.: 
Colonel Smith was not drunk in February last, nor has he touched liquor 
since he took the Keeley, and see dispatch to Congressman ALDRICH. 


A. REED, Jr. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15, 1896. 
Hon. GEorGeE W. STEELE, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

I have been surgeon of the Western Branch since October, 1893, and have 
never known Governor Smith to be drunk or even take a drop of stimulants. 
As to his forcing men to take the Kegle¥ cure, it is absolutely false. His treat- 
ment of the men is kiud and humane. 

D. C. JONES, M. D., 
Surgeon Western Branch. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANs., April 15, 1896. 
Hon. Grorce W. STEELE, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 

In behalf of the National Keeley League, numbering 35,000 men, I denounce 

the charge of drunkenness against Governor Smith as a vile slander 

serving his third term as our national president. 
false that charge is. 


a ‘ He is 
We know how absolutely 


THOMAS E. BARRY, 
National Secretary Keeley League. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15, 1896. 
Hon. GEORGE W. STEELE, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


We know that the charge of drunkenness against Governor A. J. Smith is 
false. We see him every day and brand the charge as malicious. He never 
forced a man to take the Keeley cure. He is a kindly, humane man 


: A. W. REESE, 
Assistant Surgeon Soldiers’ Home. 


LEAVENWORTH, KANS., April 15, 1896. 
Hon. Gronce W. STEELE, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


I certify on honor that no veteran was ever denied admission to this Home 
because of Regular Army men admitted to take the Keeley cure. If it were 
so I would know it on account of my position. 


ROBERT HAYES, 

First Lieutenant and Assistant Adjutant Soldiers’ Home. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Military Affairs 
in oe this resolution were unable to foresee its course upon 
the floor of the House, and certainly did not expect to precipitate 
a fight on the lines that have been drawn. And I may be per- 
mitted to say, sir, in this connection, that it does not seem to me 
that this is a proper place to make such a fight as has been inaugu- 
rated by the gentleman from Kansas. 

I have a profound respect for my distinguished friend from 
Kansas (Mr. BLUE]; but with all deference to him, it does seem 
to me that if he wanted to make these charges and have a fair 
and honest investigation of them, at the very beginning of this 
session of Congress he should have introduced a resolution call- 
ing attention to the charges and asking for an investigation of 
the matter. He should have had a committee appointed by this 
House, composed in such way as to insure a fair, impartial, and 
honest investigation of the allegations which have been made 
with reference to this Home at Leavenworth. This would have 
given the Committee on Military Affairs and the House reliable 
information upon which to base action. 

I do not believe it is right for any member on the floor of the 
House to challenge the character of aman and introduce ex parte 
statements, as the character of General Franklin and Gen. A. J. 
Smith have been challenged in the last twenty-four hours, with- 
out any chance on their part to make a response. It has been 
done under the guise of a warm love for the old soldiers of our 
country. 
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Mr. 8 
cause of my comrades in arms, whether they be in the Homes or 


ker, no Man can surpass me in my devotion to the 


out of them. I stand now, as I have always stood, for hing 
which benefits them. But here is an attack on a man who durin; 
the dark days of the war, when the country needed the services o 
good men, was a gallant, brave, and efficient officer, as efficient and 
gallant as the Federal Government had in its service, who has been 
assailed with marvelous bitterness. I refer now to Gen. A. J. 
Smith. Idid notexpect to participate in this debate, but I can not 
remain silent. This oldsoldiershall not be utterly condemned and 
disgraced without my raising my voice in favor of a plea for calm 
joionent and decent treatment. He is a man whose comrades 

ve spoken of him on this floor with the highest respect, who 
fought under the same and slept under the same blanket, and, 
as one expressed it, ‘‘drank from the same canteen.” This gen- 
tleman, who knew him well, certified to his good character during 
the war. Shall it not count something for a man that for four 
years he followed the flag of his country on bioody battlefields and 
risked his lifein defense of the Union? He has served his country 
in different positions since the war with credit to himself, and 
among the positions he has held has been that of superintendent 
of the Soldiers’ Home for years at Leavenworth. 

Unquestionably at one period of his life, and I do not wish to 

alliate anything with rence to the matter, he was guilty of 

takin too much spirituous liquors for his health; he became fre- 
quently intoxicated. I admit that he drank to excess. None of 
his friends will deny it. I have known a great many old soldiers 
who got into the same bad habit. But this man finally reformed 
and took the cure. Is that a disgrace to him? I honor 
him for his desire to again become a good citizen, and am glad 
that the avenues were opened up to him by which he and thon- 
sands of others, both old soldiers and men who never followed the 
flag of the cou on the field of battle, can become free from 
that vice which destroys manhood and self-respect. From the 
day he took the Keeley cure to this time, I do not believe that 
there is a particle of evidence which would be admitted in any 
court of competent jurisdiction in this country to establish the 
fact that he has ever touched a single drop of intoxicating liquor. 

We are none of us so immaculate that we should our 
pamente about usand refuse justice to a man who has gone down 

to the depths of horror of the alcohol habit and then led 
back to the solid ground of sobriety. It is awful for a man to 
fall; it is glorious for a man to surmount habit and overcome 
weakness. Is it not an awful responsibility for a man to put in 
our recordg—the records of our country—the charge that this brave 
ana disti ished soldier, A. J. Smith, is a brutal drunkard? In 
the name of fairness and justice I protest. I say, Mr. * 
that it is to my mind a wrong upon any man to put upon the 
records of Congress, to be preserved for all time, the scurrilous 
scandalous, and villainous charges that have been 
against this man by purely ex parte statements from men who 
have a grievance. 
This is not the place to try A. J. Smith. If he were all they 
charge him with being, he is entitled to a trial before some tribu- 
nal 4 — = the ee one Sees — = i some 
weight with the sober- eee i ple the United 
States. Weare here to elect a Board o Gcongen ter 00 oe 
diers’ Homes, not to try charges against creatures of this Board. 
We are here to elect men whose duty it is to administer the affairs 
of these Homes, and they are and should be responsible for the 
selection of the different officers of the Homes. is not 
the to make an investigation. We have no time or oppor- 
tunity to take evidence. I do not object to holding all officers to 


a strict ty, but I want to say to you, gentlemen of the 
House of ves, that this whole fight is based upon the 
idea of getting rid of A. J. Smith. Is not that true? Has ‘there 


been a word said eae during ali this bitter discus- 


lace to bring these charges. The gentleman 
from New York (Mr. a ene quatign euneean 
know had not before the Board and a 


. The first trial was some years The last 
December 14, 1894, = 
Mr. STEELE. 1895. 
- ee. 1894. iinet 
. HEPBURN. my colleague allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? i 
Mr. HULL. If it is only for a question, I will. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Have charges ever been preferred against 
General Franklin? 

Mr. HULL. Oh, no; only against Mr. Smith. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. aan) 
ote why charges had not been preferred against Genera 
Franklin 


Mr. HULL. I did not understand that. I understood him to 
mean charges against Smith. If the gentleman's statement is 
correct, then I misunderstood the question. 

Mr. RAY. ‘The gentleman from New York” did not mean to 
be understood as the my apes seems to have understood him. 

Mr. HEPBURN. tis what the gentleman said. Iwas talk- 

about Franklin. 

r. HULL. General Franklin ordered an investigation of the 
charges against the management of the Leavenworth Home. 
General Pearson, the representative of the Board from Pennsy|- 
vania, was directed to conductit. General Franklin did not per- 
sonall . Lam not acquainted with General Pearson, but 
po P i ; oS tell me that he is a man 
of high character, of absolutely unimpeachable integrity, a man 
of profound love for his old comrades, a man who ahh not do 


in 


an injustice to anyone, and who, if he was ¢ with a duty, 
would thoroughly and honestly it. t was his find- 
ing? This was not an ex parte in . It was an investi- 
gation in which every man who had to fer made them. 
All had an opportunity to have all complaints investigated. 


Fifty citizens of Leaven men, wanted to be hear: 
in defense of the Home and Smith. They could only 
hear ten of them. The matter was all investigated. is ex 
te testimony was all sifted to the bottom, and the result of tho 
nding was the vindication of the management of the Home and «/ 
General Smith. These very men who are coming here with their 
charges went there, and from what I can learn the larger pari 
See See ee ee ee floor were mad: 


thoroughly disproven. 
Mr. STEELE. Governor Morrill was with General Pearson. 
Mr. HULL. Governor Morrill, who was once a member of 
this House, and who is now governor of , was there. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD. or Morrill was not present. 
Mr.STEELE. He was there. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD. No; Governor Morrill was not present. 
was until 1894 a member of the 
manager of this Home. Now,I want to cal! 
a - tion to os a a want to get rid 
0 nklin, because they say responsible for ing Smith 
in hisplace. After theseinvestigations General Trankhee lieved 
that Smith’s usefulness was largely impaired, because of the fact 
that the fight which was inaugurated by Senator Plumb, who was, 
fighter as ever lived in Kansas, a great an 
isan, was carried on with such in- 


out to crush the ma of 
the Home, and if he'had not been called hence he would have been 
i i . General Franklin believed that Smith's 
usefulness been Cpe may ere question of sustain- 
ee Franklin, General SEweE, 
and John C. Black, of ois, voted toremove Smith. I want the 
House to note this fact. Franklin voted as the gentleman froin. 
Kansas now desires. I have the testimony of Senator MitcHE... 
of Wisconsin for this. He is a member Board and author- 
izes me to make this statement on the floor. General Franklin 
General Pearson, who con- 
p , said —_ eterna 2° oak 
a oss injustice being done as allow charges disprov: to de- 
stroy any man, and the rest of the Board voted to retain him. 
Mr. . Until an tion should be had. 
Mr. HULL. Until a full in tion should be had, and un- 
der a full inves ion General Pearson insists that Smith will be 


Mr OOOPEE of isconsin. When was that? 


Mr. HULL. The gentleman from Indiana says that the inves- 
tigation was made in 1895. My recollection is that it was in 


1804. 

Mr. STEELE. General Pearson and General Morrill made a” 
ae in 1894, when these affidavits were presented, and 
Gene Averill and Colonel Cooke madean in tion in’ 1895 


y of us know Senator Mrrcnett, and I want 
me his word of honor that such a state of 
will take it. I have no doubt the records 0! 
that he has told the simple truth in regard (0 
and the Committee on een, 

ec e- 











where trial could be had, in spite of what has been said 
about 0 ate ability of that distinguished Board to control these 


their evidence we reported the names we have. 

— =a . Youtalkabout getting in new blood. 
We have set two old members and put in two new ones. 
We have injected new blood; and if succeeding Congresses will 
do the same thing, in a little while you will have entirely a new 
Board of Managers. But I do not believe the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs or this House should fail to reelect General Franklin, 
in view of what has been telegraphed over the United States; and 
if you defeat him you place upon him the brand of dishonor, no 
matter what may . said. I admire General Howard; but there 
was a period in my life when I believed General Howard was not 
only grossly incompetent, but grossly dishonest; and it required 
time and investigation into his methods while in charge of the 
Freedman’s Bureau to convince the people of the United States 
that his character was as pure as that of any man in the United 
States. If he had been tried on the ex parte a went 

the United States at the time the Freedman’s Bureau col- 
lapsed, the people of the United States would have said that Gen. 
0. O. Howard was not only incompetent, but that he was dis- 
— sae to refer briefly to one or two other points. They have 
talked about this Inspector of the War ent report. I 
want to call attention to it. This was not in favor of General 
Smith or any other man. This is the report of the Inspector of 
the War Department; and I want to call attention to the question 
of discipline at these different institutions. Take the Central 
Home. That, you gentlemen all say, is well managed, in spite of 
the letters that reflected so upon it. This report from the War 
De says: 

There improve it in discipline of the men,and the per 
cent of ‘ee ae cared for woe not tried during se ond 
increased from 71 to 77 per cent. 

That isthe Dayton Home. The total number of members was 

cent were not tried for breaches of discipline. I 
the rest. The Marion Home had 77 per cent not 
tried for breach of discipline. I will not take up all the others, 
but call attention to the Home under discussion. Taking the 
number tried during the year for infractions against the rules and 
regulations as a criterion of discipline, the discipline appears to be 
more favorable than that of any of the Homes. 


Number of members cared for, 3,658; 94.61 per cent were not tried for breach 
of discipline. 


In other words, the discipline at Leavenworth is better than that 
of any of the Homes that have been inspected by the War Depart- 
ment. Now, what does this same Inspector say about General 
Smith? He is the one that is on trial. He says: 


Governor A. J. Smith, to whose untiring energy and great resourcefulness 
of the good work that has been accomplished is due, has remained in 


He goes through the whole list of the Homes, and when he 
comes to this Home, this War Department Inspector, free from all 
control of this Board of Managers, gives to this Home a meed of 
the very highest praise for its management and the method of 
business involved in its conduct. 

Now, I do not know that it is any business of mine to refer to 
one question that has been dwelt on here at such great length, 
that of the beer saloons and the Keeley cure. So far as I am con- 
cerned, Mr. Speaker, if I had the power I would take beyond the 
pale of every reservation all intoxicating liquors for sale as a bev- 
erage; but you have got to face this one t, that in each and 
ve ae you have a large number of inmates who will indulge 
in beverages whether they buy them at the 
Home or have to a mile or 2 miles to get them. You have 
got this fact. At Marion they have no Home saloon. The in- 


mates are turned loose u the pe ouside of the jurisdiction 
of the United States, to be preyed upon androbbed. At least the 


are not admitted tothose Homes. Every one of you 
eS eee eee eens see are not in the 
fo are 


Will the gentleman yield to me? I want to 
I have not time. ; 


E 
E 
i 
. 
2 
F 
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get. At least these beer halls in the Homes keep the 

from having their pockets picked. It may be true that these 
men are old enough now not to drink, but we have got to take 
them as they are, and there is not an old soldier on this floor who 
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Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I need say anything more on 
this point. If you do not let the old soldiers spend their money 
in the Home they will go outside. If they spend it in the Home 
the profits are not used for the benefit of individuals, as would 
seem to be implied in some of the speeches here; the profits are 
used for the benefit of the soldiers themselves, and, for my part, I 
would rather, if this traffic is.to exist, that the old soldier should 
get the benefit of the profit than that it should go to private saloon 
keepers. And, further, I will assert that these canteens reduce 
the total of intoxication. As tothe Keeley cure, I certainly do not 
object to that if ii tends to wean these men from their vicious 
habits. What does the War Department say of the Keeley cure? 
That report is not made under the duress of Colonel Smith or 
under the duress of the Board of Managers. It is a report made 
by @ man who is absolutely independent of Colonel Smith and 
also of the Board of Managers, an Inspector of the War Depart 
ment. That report says that 189 persons were treated for alco- 
holism and the morphine habit during last year, and adding that 
to all that were treated before, gives a total of a little over 1,300. 
But the point in connection with this subject that I want to call 
attention to is that in that period the lapses have been only 11 per 
cent. You see, then, gentlemen of the House, that this Keeley 
cure, which has been so denounced here, has saved 89 per cent of 
those who have taken the treatment, and for one I say God speed 
the Keeley cure if it rescues my old comrades from this degrading 
vice. 

I have but a minute or two more, and in that time I want to 
say that I cherish the honor of the old soldiers as much as any man 
on this floor can possibly cherish it, but at the same time I say 
that those old soldiers, grouped together there in the Home, men 
without home ties, men who have no abiding place, can find fault 
with almost anything, and many of them wonld not be happy if 
they did not find fault. Let us, in our action here to-day, so vote 
that we shall not cast a slur upon any man who served his country 
in the hour of its peril, but,if necessary, let us give an honest, 
fair, and impartial trial, which will enable the people of the great 
Republic to do justice toall the interests concerned. [Applause. ] 

Mr. HEPBURN. lwanttoask my colleague a question. Your 
committee has omitted to recommend the reelection of two mem- 
bers of this Boardof Managers. Do you regard that as an assault 
upon those men or as a reflection upon their moral standing? 

Mr. HULL. I will answer that. One member of the Board, 
Mr. Fessenden, of Maine, desired to be retired and we selected an- 
other gentleman from the State of Maine to succeed him. The 
custom of Congress has been that the majority party here has con- 
trolled themajority of the Board, and we thought that Gen. John 
C. Black might properly retire and give place to that other gal- 
lant old soldier from Illinois, Gen. Thomas J. Henderson, and we 
made that recommendation. There was no charge against either 
of the gentlemen retired, and both have acquiesced in the change. 
I submit the following telegram: 


Hon. E. J. Hr. 
House of Representatives, Washington: 

Hon. Henry C. Robinson says Gen. W. B. Franklin is a man of incorrupt- 
ible integrity and thorough patriotism. J. M. Allen, president of the Board 
of Trade, says, “It gives me great pleasure to say that I have known Gen. 
William B. Franklin for many years and can not speak too highly ot 
sterling integrity and unswerving devotion to what he regards as just 
right. My intimate acquaintance with him has led me to hcld him in highest 
esteem.” Charles P. Graham, adjutant-general of the State, speaks in the 
strongest and most unqualified termsin favor of General Franklin. Governor 
eae decidedly in these opinions and has already wired you di- 
rect. hese expressions are, as you must know, entitled to great weight 
For myself, I desire to add that for many years I have entertained very high 
regards for the great services, high character, and unquestionable ability of 
General Franklin. Any number of strong testimonials could be easily ob- 
tained if needed and a little time could be had for the purpose 

O. VINCENT COFFIN, 
Governor of Connecticut. 

Mr. BLUE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. A 
telegram has been read here from Leavenworth, charging me with 
having had read in this body a forged telegram. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE] has presented that telegram. I de- 
nounce the statement as cruelly and maliciously false, and the 
presentation of that telegram as cowardly and uncalled for. I 
hold in my hand the original telegram sent to me. It was not 
used on the floor of this House, and that telegram denouncing it 
as a forged telegram and the statement as a lic was brought in 
here for the p » of having its influence on this floor. 1 have 
here the original telegram as sent to me, with a statement that 
was published in the Leavenworth Times and in the Leavenworth 
Standard, which is friendly to Mr. Smith. with an accompanying 
affidavit. I ask, in justification to myself, that the telegram as 
ss t to me and the statements in the affidavit be read. 

‘ . Before granting consent, Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
say that I also will ask that the telegram which I hold in my hand 
may be read. 

. BLUE. Excuse me, I believe I have the floor, 

Mr. HULL. Well, it is easy to take you off. 


HARTFORD, Conn., April 16, 1896. 
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Mr. BLUE. I had not read the telegram referred to, and did 
not propose to read it, and the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
STEELE| must have known that, because he asked me last night 
if I had that telegram, and I said that I had and that if he wanted 
to read it I was ready to support it with statements. 

Mr. STEELE. What I said to the gentleman was, “ Have you 
read such a dispatch?” and he said, *‘ Yes, and I have affidavits 
to verify it.” That is howI understood him. Now, if I was mis- 
taken in that, I certainly am willing to withdraw the dispatch I 
had read here and ask members to pay no attention to it. 

‘Mr. BLUE. I said that I had not used the dispatch and did not 
propose to use it. I have also here a letter—I can not give the 
name of the writer without a betrayal of confidence—saying that 
that statement in that telegram was true, and that a Catholic 
priest was used to get a retraction in the interest of Mr. Smith. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLUE, I have also, upon this question, another commu- 
nication showing the methods practiced—— : 

Mr. HULL. r. Speaker, I shall have to object to the gentle- 
man going any further than his statement in connection with that 


tele . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ialso must object, Mr. Speaker. This is 
practically a debate on the merits—— 

Mr. BLUE. No, sir; it is on a question of privilege with ref- 
erence to these papers. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Kansas that as he did not read the telegram referred to his 
statement covers the question of privilege, and that the reading 
o. the telegram which he sends up would require consent of the 


use, 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I hope consent will be given for 
the reading of the telegram. 
: There was no objection, and the Clerk read the telegram, as fol- 
Ows: 

, LEAVENWORTH, KAns., March 31, 1896. 
Hon. R. W. Buus, M.C., Kansas Delegation, 
Washington, D. C.: 


You can say 25,000 railroad employees of Kansas will stand by Maj. Tom 
Anderson and the old soldier when the truth is known, asa good many mem- 
bers of the Leavenworth Home are ex-railroad employ and who have 
had many grievances. We will carry this fight politically from the Atlan- 
tic to the Pacific, and from the Lakes to the Gulf and from farm to factory. 
We owe no party any favors, but will fight cepresmon wherever found until 
this great wrong is corrected. Franklin and _ ooue 0. 


Committee. 


Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the Clerk read the 
publications in the Leavenworth Times and in the Standard. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, if we are going to read newspaper 
cli ings I have a lot of them that I should be glad to have read. 

Mr. LUE. But this is a part of this very matter. 

The SPEAKER. How much of the printed matter does th 
gentleman desire read? There are two columns of it. 

Mr. BLUE. Just what relates to the dispatch. The dispatch 
has been read, and now I want the Clerk to read what is said about 
the tch and also the affidavit. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I submit that we should now take the 
vote, and let pan aeenion of eiviage come up later. 

\ PBURN. On this point of order, I want to call atten- 
tion to the fact that the gentleman from Indiana sent to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read a dispatch purporting to come from A. J. Smith, 
in which the tleman from Kansas was charged with having 

resented to the House a forged telegram. Now the gentleman 
com Kansas rises to a question of privilege. And has he not a 
— to do something more than sim — say he did not present 
a tel ? he not the rig t, during his remarks, to 
in te the whole matter as part of his question of i 
and to exonerate himself fully from the charge made him? 
Can he not, as part and parcel of his vindication, show that as a 
matter of fact such a dispatch, if he had presented it, was true? 
May he not do age ba defending himself from the assault that has 


been made w 
Mr. 8 . Inthe first place, no gentleman has claimed that 
Colonel BLUE was responsible for the dispatch; and in the next 


tleman from Indiana” misunderstood 


ong his dispatches he had read a certain dis- 
patch. He said, “‘ Yes; and I have abundance of evidence to sup- 
port it.” If my understanding was not correct and if he did not 
understand my question, then, of course, he is exonerated so far 
oe es See that any reflection which may have 


been made upon him may be withdrawn. 
Mr. HEP N. rh re ae here is not whether the gentle- 
man from Indiana is sa . Itisa question of privilege, affect- 


ing the honor of this House. The gentleman from Kansas hag 
been charged here publicly with a crime. 

Mr. STEELE. I do not think so. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, has he not the right to do something 
more than to say that that charge was not justified? In meetin. 
the charge, has he not the right not only to have read the dispat:): 
in question, but also all the matter tending to establish it as g 
statement of truth? 

Mr. BLUE. The reading will take only a moment. 

Mr. GROSYENOR. Mr. 8 er, what is the pending ques- 
tion? Isita Ces of privilege? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair suggests that if this matter wil] 
take, as the gentleman from Kansas says, ‘only a moment,” per- 
haps the easiest; method of disposing of it would be to have the 
dispatch read. 

Several MemBers. It has been read. 

Mr. BLUE. The reading will take but a moment. 

Mr. HULL. I understand that the dispatch was read, and now 
the gentleman proposes to have read two columns of newspajer 
comment, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, what is the question of priy- 
= here? 

he SPEAKER. How much of the matter sent to the desk 
does the gentleman from Kansas desire to have read? 

Mr. BLUE. Simply the two articles that are connected with 
this matter. The Clerk may omit the dispatch, because it has 
been read. I ask the Clerk to read simply the matter showing the 
denial, and then the copy of the affidavit showing that sucha 
telegram was signed and forwarded. That is alll ask. It will 
not take two minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Two minutes! More likely half an hour. 

Mr. BLUE. I think this will be simply fair treatment toward 
me under the circumstances. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Kansas will indicate 
what he wants read, as there are two columns of matter which 
have been sent to the desk—— 

Mr. BLUE. I do not want the Clerk to read two columns. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk now understands what the gentle- 
man wants read, and he will proceed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A few days since this paper, asa mere matter of news, published, at tha 
pags SE eR At ky OR 
oe ter and signed Sy tae names of three men. i 


The following a in last night's Standard 
awe g appeared g 


blished in the Leavenworth Times 

ad is absolutely false as from us,as the signatures were 
0 

“DAN F. MAHONEY. 

“HARRY ABBOTT. 

“?, F. KEENAN.” 
Last night the ‘towing wap brought to the Times office bya railroad man 

as 


who claims that he w the switch shanty at the time telegram to 
Con; BLUE was signed by the above men, and that he saw them put 
toit. He further says that a great pressure has since been 


their ere 
brough Se eae. Cate es Se ere See 

Here is the affidavit, which is published to show that this paper acted upon 
sufficient authority, and which goes to prove its truth: 
“ STaTE OF KAnsAs, Leavenworth County, ss: 

“Be it remembered that on this 2d day of A; 189, before me, the under. 
signed, a n public in and for the county and State aforesaid, came 
Seonge R. M known to me to be the same person 

and one 1896, ‘I was present and 


saw a signed one Ki Abbott, and , to be sent t 
Hon. R. W. Boe at Wenkingtea D. 6. the azort of w! was as peter: 
ence to the railroad men by Maj. J. Anderson and the old 
soldiers in the Franklin-Smith it.” 


“GEO. R. McGRAW. 


“Sworn to and subscribed in my presence this 2d day of April, 1896. 
“ [SEAL.] r J. D. KELLER, Fotos Public. 


“ My commission expires June 1, 1896.” 


The SPEAKER. The question now is—there is no amendment 
as the Chair understands—— 
. . There are two amendments. 
Mr. BLUE. If thechairman of the committee 
paren ino, © Wane te eae © Sananaies. It has 
ere — and that this proceeding here—— 
* Mr. GROS OR. Is this a reopening of the debate? 
here again and 
that this question ssall po back ta the Com: 
back to the Com- 
; Geisereed be heard for 
time investigated, so that 
no injustice shall be done. With that view, this question might 
for ten, fifteen, or days, the substitute going 


. Her] will 
suggested 


is concerned, we 

to by the Committee 
on Military Affairs, have witnesses summoned, and get through 
two months. It 
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Abbott, Dalzell, Kulp, Robinson, Pa. 
Ae, m rey Kyle, Rusk, 
° drich, Ml. ayton, timer, ssell, C 
Mr. HEPBURN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Andersca, Dingley, Tawern, —— 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. _ | Andrews, Dovener, Leisenring, Sauerhering, 
Mr. HEPBURN. Would it be in order or competent at this Arnold, Fe. Downing, Leonard, Settle, 
time to move a recommitment of the resolution to the Committee | SA>09CK., on Vee a naw, 
on Military Affairs without instruction? I think after the debate Barham, Fitzgerald, eines. Bhuford, 
we have had the instructions would not be necessary to the com- Barrett, Foote, Low, Smith, Nl. 
mittee to fully investigate, or at least so far as they could investi- | fartlett.N.¥. Fowler, Maguire, Stallines 
gate, the and report to the House. _ Bell, Tex. Gardner, McClure, Stewart, Wis, 
. aoe nee thinks the time to move a recom- Berry, Gibeon, | ~ McCormick, Stokes, 
mitment is not now, as the House has ordered a vote at this hour. | ,/*2??; et thes Seer em Stone, ©. W 
The matter could be recommitted after the previous question was | Boutell, = Grow, Mercer Stow NOL 
ordered on the of the resolution. Brosius, Hanly, Meredith, Tawney, 
Mr. HEPB . But that has not been asked, as I understand | Buck. or. an ne 
it. Iwould ask unanimous consent to make that motion. Clark. Mo” icon Te. Miner N.Y. Tideweod. 
.. The Chair will submit the request of the gen- | Clarke, Ala. Hilborn, Mondell, Wadsworth, 
tleman. Is there objection to the gentleman from Iowa making a Sonal Mo. Hooker, Murphy, Walker, Mass. 
motion to recommit this resolution to the Committee on Military | Goa,” de Se wWaiker, Va. 
: Coffin, Howell, Newlands, Walsh, 
Affairs without instruction? Colson, Hulick, Noonan, Washington, 
Mr. HILL. I object. Cook, Wis Hunter, Odell, Watson, Ind. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made, and the question is on | $27," — Otjen, — 
agreeing to the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. | Cousins, Jenkins, Overstreet, Wilber 
Buus]. The Chair understands that an amendment is also offered on Johnson, Cal : -arker, Wils mn, N. - 
: : sp, ohnson, Ind. -earson, Filson, Ohic 
by the _—— from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], on which the Crowley, Johnson, N. Dak. Pitney, Wilson’ S.C. 
order was raised, rump ones, rice, Wood ; 
Per. BLUE. Yes, sir. Cummings, Kendall, Raney, er 
Mr. MAHON. Let the vote first be taken on your amendment, | CU's: lowe err, Robertson, La. 
and withhold the point of order. So the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BLUE. amendment is to substitute the name of Gen-| he followi re mce : i 
i ' t of General Frankli e following pairs were annc unced until further notice: 
eral Howard for of General Franklin. Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Cr:sr. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I believe the point of order was reserved} Mr. Raney with Mr. Cowen. 
on the amendment of the op from Pennsylvania. Mr. BARRETT with Mr. NEILL 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will sustain the point of order; and| Mr. Jounson of North Dakota with Mr. LAwson 
the question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from . a oauenen onli : eRe 
q Mr. Watson with Mr. RoBERTSON of Louisiana. 
Kansas. es ities iittala en os Mr. Strope of Nebraska with Mr. Stokes. 
— uestion was ; visi were—ayes vv, Mr. CoLson with Mr. Price. 
noes Lo. : Mr. WHITE with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
a soot 7a toe 9 Re received with applause. | Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin with Mr. STALLINGS, 
rt. BLUE. emand t seed and nays. Mr. ANDREWS with Mr. MILEs. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. Witson of Ohio with Mr. McKenney. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 59, nays 153, not 


. OVERSTREET with Mr. BELL of Texas. 
voting 142; as follows: 





Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
he Pri Mr. HooKER with Mr. Miner of New York. 
Doolittle, i. ieoven, Mr. Leonarp with Mr. Kyte. 
Eddy, Kirkpatrick, Shafroth, Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. HutcHeson. 
Font jamney, Geoves The following were announced for this day: 
Fletcher, a Stepnereon, Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Jones. 
Graff. Marsh, Stone, W. A. Mr. Jounson of California with Mr. Russeuu of Georgia. 
Grout, McLaurin, Sulloway, Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. BERRY. 
_ Nebr. wee ee —, Mr. SHUFORD with Mr. LATIMER. 
Hartman, — Miller, W. Va. = ‘Treloar, Mr. ParRKER with Mr. ELLert of Virginia. 
He burn, Milnes, Updegr: 4 Mr. Towne with Mr. Cor.iss. 
cs, . ’ —s Mr. McCormick with Mr. OaprEn. 
Holine Werthway, —_ Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. Rusk. 
NAYS—153. Mr. Pitney with Mr. SKINNER. 
Draper, Little, Sh: Mr. HOWELL with Mr. ABBorrT. 
Elliott, 8. C. favis ans ee Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania with Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
hart, ’ Mr. FowLeEr with Mr. WILson of South Carolina. 
Ame irehild, Meador, Sti and, Mr. Grow with Mr. WasHINGTON. 
Fischer, McCall, Mass. Southwick, Mr. GARDNER with Mr. FirzGERALp. 
x Petal, Zone. speneee, Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. JONEs. 
Griswold, Moclolley, Stable” Mr. WILBER with Mr. MaGuiRe. 
Grosvenor, seotweery. Ky. Steele, Mr. WoomMER with Mr. SHaw. 
Fadey, = sonert, N. J. Mr. PEARSON with Mr. MEREDITH. 
Tiemen, Melee Steen, Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
Hardy, MeMillin, Sulzer, Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Connecticut, my 
Harmer, McRae, owe colleague, Mr. Russe, is necessarily absent from the House. 
in Money. Talk Lhave been requested to state that if present, he would vote ‘ nay.” 
Hatch, Moody; Tate, The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Hemenway, Morse, Tayler, The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
ner a aeety third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Henry, Conn. Owens, Tucker, On motion of Mr. HULL, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
, Ind. Patterson, » Ga. was laid on the table. 
Payne, Turner, Va. KATE GRANT 
Hill, Pendleton, Van Horn. — 
_ Phillies’ wa Voorhis, Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
Howard, Pickler, Welltagt on present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the pen- 
Huff, Poole, Wheeler, sion of Mrs. Kate Grant. 
Hull, Powers, . Williams, The bill was read, as follows: 5 
4 Ques. Wilson, Idaho Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is bereby, au- 
y: Woodard, thorized and directed to increase the pension of Mrs. Kate Grant, widow of the 
' burn, Woomer, late Capt. (afterwards brevet-major, “for gallant and meritorious services 
Richardson, W t, before Petersburg, Va.,"’ as per order of the War Department, dated Wash- 
- Royse, Y¥ ington, D. C., June 15, 1865, signed Edwin M. Stanton) Charies E. Grant, of 
. Sayers, Company F, Fortieth Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, to $100 per 
. Scranton, mth, in tiew ~~ == now received by her, as evidenced by pendion 
Shannon, certificate num . 
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Ths Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 


In line 4strike out the word “ Mrs." 
After the word “captain,” in line 5, strike out the words in parenthesis, as 


follows: 
or, ‘for gallant and meritorious services before 


“(Afterwards brevet- 
Petersburg, Va.,' as per order of the War Department, dated Washington, 


D. C., June 1b, 1866, signed Edwin M. Stanton.)” 

Also strike out the words “one hundred,” in line 1l, and insert in lien 
thersof the word “twenty.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, the title was amended so as to read 
“A bill to increase the pension of Kate Grant.” 

On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


SARAH E. BOYD. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the bill (8. 
2557) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd. 

The biil was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

TheSPEAKER. Thequestion is on the third reading of the bill. 
The Chair is informed that the engrossed copy of the Senate bill 
is not here. Has the bill been ae the House committee? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes; a bill from the House committee pre- 
cisely as it passed the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. We should have the engrossed bill. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I will ask permission to withdraw it until I 
get the engrossed bill. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks permission to withdraw 
the bill temporarily. 


RECOMMITTAL OF A BILL. 


Mr. HILBORN,. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Committee 
on Naval Affairs to request unanimous consent to recommit the 
bill (H. R. 5108) authorizing and directing the of the 
Navy to furnish eight pieces of condemned cannon to the Veteran 
Brigade, Grand Army of the Republic, Rochester, N. Y., and also 
four pieces of condemned cannon to the Brockport Soldiers’ Monu- 
ment Association, Brockport, N. Y., which was inadvertently 
reported from the committee. 

he SPEAKER, The gentleman from California desires to 
have a bill recommitted which was reported by mistake. Without 
objection, the leave will be granted. 

There was no objection. 


MES. MARIA B, BRINTON, 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 5667) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria B. Brinton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and _he is, aathor- 
ize‘ and directed 1 Fah 'g 3 pension roll the name of Mrs. B. 
ton, widow of W: . Brinton, late a member of D, Second 
Ivania Cavalry, and to pay her a pension at the rate of § per month. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman if 
that bill has been considered at a Friday night session? 

Mr. TUCKER. No; it has not. 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that I am 
constrained to object to the continuation of these requests. 
tlemen mesa ane ee Friday nights to attend to these mat- 
ters, and lo on that ground. 

The SPEARER. Obj is made. 

Mr. TALBERT. I will state that I will object to the consid- 
eration of any bill that has not been consid at a Friday night 


Mr. MURPHY of Mlinois. Mr. arenes I ask whanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8012) donating 
one condemned cannon and balls to Grand Army of the Republic 
post of S , Ti. 
was read, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. 1 object, Mr. Speaker. 


GEORGE JOHNSON, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the present considera- 


tion of the bill (H.R. 4281) granting a pension to George John- 
gon, of Lenox, Iowa. 


The 
6808) 
Gen- 


Aprin 16, 
The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 


Mr. TALBERT. I object. 
SARAH E. BOYD. 


TheSPEAKER. The from Minnesota[Mr. FLETCHER] 
deration. 


— een oe ae Roane oun 
r. Si . Speaker, I desire to change a word. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary miry. I 
should like to know the nature of that bill, andif it Shy omy con- 
sidered at a Friday night session? 
Mr. FLETCHER. t is the same bill about which I spoke to 
the tleman this i 


gen i . 
_Mr. TALBERT. ‘Thien considered at a Friday night ses- 


sion? 

Mr. FLETCHER. It has not been considered at a Friday nicht 
en but it has been considered and recommended by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iam constrained to object, if it has not been 
considered at a Friday night session. 


The SPEAKER. e Chair will = to the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] that bill has the ob- 
jection stage. ission was given before, and action of the 
Senne was until the ill was - Does 
the gentleman Minnesota to make an amendment? 

ned eg ama I desire to change the words “ Sarah E.” to 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that change will be made. 

Mr. LOUD. That is, perhaps, a very dangerous ing of the 
Chair. The bill was wn. The record will show that the 


Speaker made the statement that the bill w:.s withdrawn. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will examine the record, and if the 
gentleman from California is correct, why of course the bill is 


subject to ob 
boetlsivaun tee aaucaieeas tee miotinioee aataineting a 
wi wn for the p eman su a e 
bill? He had leave to substitute that bill. 
he SPEAKER. These 
It is a very 


ought to be laid before the . 
important matter to put one member the duty of makin: 
ee he is opposed to «bil Therefore it ought to be 
con in a every way. 
= rane R. I —— that. 
r. HER. . Speaker—— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks 


resentations for unanimous consent 
| scone in entire fairness 


on the notes of the Reporter 
ros bill is not properly before the House, but is subject to objec- 
on. 

Mr. FLETCHER. Will I have ission to withdraw the bill 
and present it at another time. [. a pause.] I wish to pre 
sent the bill now, if I have recognition. 

The SPEAKER. The presents the bill for consider- 
ation. Is there objection? 

Mr. TALBERT. I would ask the nature of the bill? 

Mr. FLETCHER. If the gentleman will read the it will 
show the nature of the bill. The recommendation of Commis- 
sioner Lochren is there. 

The report (by Mr. SHoup, for Mr. HaNsBROUGH) was read, as 
follows: 

A bill identical with this has been introduced in the House of Representa- 
7 in the it and reported favorably and on the 


z now pending _ 
couse . Your committee append and said report as a 
their report and reco passage a = 


“DEPARTMENT OF THE iis BUREAU OF a 


: Tha letter with of H. R. 4491, a bill tin 

a pension to A. Boyd at the rate of $19 per month. ‘She is the widow 0 

Capt. vie ses eee en eae > Pires Begimen: 

7: oe ee mesay sadsoryed 

di ee ee ie hich thes iat wan engaged. 220 
er, 

lieutenant at the close of the peninsula cam ign 

in ish, inthe log fe was musts ee ee he was 

: \ d- 

and soon after in'ralsing company for Hatch’ pens 


4 











endea to escape the apparent danger, both left the boat at 
falls, and, cette sther man, being active, onved himself, while Captain 
and disabled from the wound in his leg referred to, was 
unable to and was carried over the Falls of St. Anthony and drowned. 

Bord was a good citizen and a sober, industrious man, and his 


widow, Mrs. Sarah A. Boyd, is a very worthy woman. 


“Yours, very traly, “WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
. a Representatives, Washington, D.C.” 


{Law office of Gilfillan, Willard & Willard, Guaranty Building.] 


MINNEAPOLIS, January 20, 1896. 

My Dear Sir: Your kind fayor of December 12, in the matter of the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Sarah A. Boyd, widow of Capt. George Boyd, Company F, First 
olunteers, came duly to hand, for which please seers my thanks 
better paid; but I have heard nothing since. Mrs. Boyd is after me 
aid her, and so write you to ask if you have seen Judge 
n in the matter; and if so, is it ap t what we can dofor her, if any- 
80 little about this business that I am at a loss to know just 
Rae Ge ecenething tee har, amt T ballove Tetne Lomtoen 
we co io something for her, an eve Judge Lochren 

= vr? eae way about it. ai 


i 
5. 


Will you kindly give me a line or two about 
ft when convenient? And o 
Yours, very truly, J. B. GILFILLAN. 


W. H. H. Jomnson, Esq. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, according to the — Ihave 
taken, I shall have to object to that. I am not objecting to the 
ion, but I am objecting to the manner of consideration. I do 

submit that we have Friday night sessions, and gentlemen ought 
to come here and present these bills. 

Mr. F cR. A parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE, I move that the House do now 


journ. 
oe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. . Iwill ask if I had recognition to make a par- 


liamen airy? 

The SPRAIER: That can not interrupt a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. FLETCHER. I had the floor before the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. PBivision. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 89, noes 53. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. It does not require a quorum on a motion to 
adjourn. [Laughter.] The gentleman from Minnesota was mak- 


inquiry. 
inte SLETCHER, My ingniry is, was my bill under consid- 


eration before the gentleman’s objection was made? 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it was not, under the state- 
ment made by the Reporter of what occurred. . 


JOHN E. WILBUR, 


Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. a. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3659) for the relief of 
John E. Wilbur. 
The bill was read at len 
Mr. BREWSTER. [ask for the reading of the first part of the 
unanimous report of the Committee on Military Affairs. 
The =o report indicated was read. 
Mr. STER. I ask for the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


USE BY THE UNITED STATES OF DEVICES COVERED BY LETTERS 
PATENT. 


Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill (H.R. 4178) providing for the 


use by the United States of devices covered by letters patent. 
The bill was read at 1 4 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. I for the reading of the report. 


The was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
ation of the bill? , 

Mr. BRDMAN. I object to this. 


Mr. BREWSTER. Mr. Speaker, objection is withdrawn to the 
of the bill I presented. , 


SARAH BE. BOYD, 


Mr. . Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from South 
Carolina has withdrawn his objection. 
SPEAKER. 


The The gentleman from Minnesota informs the 
Chair that is withdrawn to the consideration of his bill. 
The Clerk read the bill. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension law 
ot George Boyd, late captain Company E, First R 
Volunteers, and pay her a pensjon at the rate of $17 per 


ah E. Boyd, widow 
riment Minnesota Infantry 


, the name of mar 
: month 
The amendment moved by Mr. FLETCHER was read, as follows: 


Strike out the initial “ EB’ and insert the initial ‘““A"; so as to read “ Sarah 
” 


A. Boyd. 


The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The ques 


tion is on the amendment. 


Mr. LOUD. 


Mr. Speaker, I would like to offer a suggestion or 


two upon this bill before it is passed. 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr, LOUD. 


The gentleman from California. 
I would ask the gentleman how much this bill 


carries? 


Mr. FLETCHER. Seventeen dollars a month. 

Mr. LOUD. How much does this widow get now? 

Mr. FLETCHER. Eight dollars. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say—— 

Mr. FLETCHER. I want to say to the gentleman that this is 
on the recommendation of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. LOUD. I understand. Mr. Speaker, I want once more to 
call the attention of this House to this case and many others we 
have passed this Congress. I do not suppose it will do any good, 
but still I am going to avail myself of the opportunity every time 
it is presented to me, Mr. Speaker, to present to this House and 
to present to the people of this country what this Congress is doing 
in the pension business. Now, here is a case where a widow is 
legally entitled to $8 a month, and who comes to Congress for no 
reason in the world, except she has a friend, perhaps, to introduce 
a bill and pass it through Congress increasing her pension to $17. 

Now, this woman is no more entitled to a pension of $17 per 
month than any one of three or four hundred thousand other 
widows in this country who to-day receive but $8 a month. If 
this House wants to be honest and fair let it pass a bill increasing 
the amount of pension that a widow shall receive to $17, or to $20, 
or to $25 per month, if you have the nerve and courage to do it. 
If you can venture to face the country on that proposition, do it 
for every soldier’s widow in the country; but I say again that so 
long as it is in my power I will avail myself of every opportunity 
to present to you and to the country the fact that you are singling 
out individual cases that have no special merit whatever, and 
granting pensions of double and three times, and in many in- 
stances of five times, the amount which thelaw allows. Itis unfair, 
it is inequitable, it is unjust, it is unbecoming, to any legislative 
body in this country, and I hope the House will not pass this bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The question being taken on ordering the bill to a third read- 
ing, the Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 58, noes 21; so the bill 
was ordered to be read a third time. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. FLETCHER, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The title of the bill was amended to conform to the change 
made in the name. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8012) donat- 
ing one condemned cannon and balls to Grand Army of the Re- 
public Post of Sparta, Ill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to deliver to Grand Army of the Republic post, of 
Sparta, lll, one condemned cannon and five cannon balls for the purpose of 
decorating the soldiers’ monument in said place: Provided, That the same 
can be spared without detriment to the service, and that no expense is 
hereby incurred by the Government. 

The SPEAKER. 
of this bill? 

Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


After the word “ place.” in line 7, insert “ and two condemned cannon and 
five cannon balls for the Grand Army of the Republic post at Morenci, Mich.” 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
amendment to this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is it anamendment tothe amendment? 
-_ WILLIAM A. STONE. No; it is an amendment to tho 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will first put the question on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr.FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I ‘offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Also to donate to McDowell Post, Grand Army of the blic, of Enid, 
Okla., 1 condemned cannon and 15 cannon balls: Provided, That in ‘the judg: 
ment of the Secretary of the Navy such articles can be spared without det- 


riment to the public intereste: And provided further, That the United States 
shall not be subjected to any expense on account of such donation. 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make an inquiry of 
the chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs if he is present. 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous 
question. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I believe I have the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The chairman of the Committee on Military 
Affairs does not appear to be present. 

Mr. Mc ‘MILLIN. Then I will ask the gentleman in charge of 
this bill, if he has any information upon the subject, to inform the 
House, as this seems to be growing into an omnibus bill, whether 
or not the cannon here provided for exist? 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. I understand so. 

Mr. McMILLIN. In what numbers? 

Mr. MURPHY of [llinois. I do not know. 

Mr.McMILLIN. From what source does the gentleman get 
his information? 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I would say to the gentleman from 
Tennessee that there is a provision in the bill which reads: ‘ Pro- 
vided that in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy such 
articles can be spared without detriment to the public service.” 

Mr. McMILL I understand that; but if the articles exist 
the fact ought to be shown to the House, and if they do not exist it 
is idle for us to this bill. 

Mr. MURPHY of Illinois. This bill has gone through the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I understand that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a point of 
order inst amending one private bill by adding to it another 

rivate bill. I do not understand that to be in order, and I think 
os . bad precedent to make, and therefore I make ‘the point of 


onthe SPEAKER. Neither amendment has been o —— to, and 
the gentleman from Illinois has asked for the previous question 
on the bill as it stands. 

A MEMBER. That, if ordered, would exclude further amend- 

ments, 

The SPEAKER. That would pemese further amendments. 

This discussion has — on by unanimous consent. 

“ae McMILLIN. Mr. St er the floor and was making- 
my inquiry before the gen from Illinois sought the floor to 
for the previous question. 

“The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Illinois asks for the pre- 

' vious question. 
The previous question was ordered. 


The amendment offered by Mr. FLYNN was agreed to. 
eee Now, Mr. Speaker, let the bill be read as it 


= bill as amended was read, as follows: 


ete., Sate be, and he is hereby, au- 
irected to deliver to ay he ey 


1 condemn: 
the Secretary 
the public interest: 

be ELS teoae camtiae an aadeneananee a ee 


and read a third time; and 


engrossed, y read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. SPALDIN "ime title was amended so as to 


read: ‘‘A bill donating condemned cannon and cannon balls.” 
JAMES MILLER. 


Mr. OWENS. I desire to ask unanimous consent for the a 
consideration of House bill No. 2889. I want to say that 
nae Se ee S Se ere that of justice; Tod that being 


an ect to it. 
ee eon 


ek of Bourbon County, Ky. 


Bo Savoutes, cte.. T That the is 
Ts vCounty, Ky. out of money 
in the ‘treasury aot otherwise T4296. 


ise appropriated, the 
Saaeamaar af Ol Aevelte taakaaie im a sale 


guarterinaaty the United States during the 


Pr - pamaaa Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bi 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object until I can hear 
the report. 


The report (by Mr. PucH) was read follows: 

The Committee on War to whom ¥. erred the bill (H. R. 2889) 
for the relief of James Miller, submit the follow ung reper’: 

The bill asks an appro’ riation ¢ of $1.570 for the relief of James Miller to pay 
him for commissary es taken from him and used 


uartermaster su 
Blatd a port of the Army of the United States ring the late war between tho 


titioner claims, and the rat shows, that in July and August, 1862, 
J. we pbell, a quartermaster in the Seven Kentu Cavalry, took from 
said James Miller, of Bourbon County, Ky., 1,680 bushels of corn, valued at 
40 cents per bushel, $6 $672; 8,400 pounds of ¢ hay. i 75 cents per hundredweight, 

$630; 40 cords of wood. - at $2.50 per cord, ore oats, at 40 cents 


per "pushel, $168; n aggrega’ a $1,570 t said Campbell, 
quartermaster as af aforeauid, gave said James Miller a sae rg that 
said Miller gave the rece of said Seventh by the name of capt ther be pre- 
sented to Colonel Motouif th Regiment, for his approval that 
said Hillock in some way fost t the said receipt, which has never m found, 


was never oa for payment, and has Ser been . 

The proof further shows that said James Miller filed claim in the Quar- 
termaster’s Department, but was refused payment thereof by reason of the 
fact that the Quartermaster-General was unable to ghey A that he was con- 
vinced of the loyalty of the claimant, as required by the act of July 4, 1804, 


section 300. 

It is proper to state that se waned peepee under oath, canted in due form 
of law, swear very caly and positively to the loyalty of said Miller before, 
Sonne and since the late war, which, while ex parte, makes a prima fac ie 

loyalty, at least, while on bor other hand the question of his disloyalty 

rests ae upon the shaked, unsworn statement of one of the special agents 
of the termaster’ 8 Departmen several gentlemen say “ Miller was 
disloya Sorend all doubt,” etc. 

hese several gentlemen were peters wate ante stmaty and only unsworn 
statements, which were reported to neral in an unsworn 
statement. By the rules of the r’s Department such state- 
ments are treated as a and proper testimony. But your committeo 
submit that inany court of justice, as well as ee of Congress, 
such statements can not be taken and held tent testimony. The 
most that the staheenent of said special ae case, and all the 
weight it should have, is that it amounts disloyalty. With 
sworn testimony in favor of van and caly a Pienen it, your 
committee, in the light of law and fact, are emneliea to d ie in Savor of 
the loyalty of James Miller, and do therefore determine that he is loyal. 

Your committee evedort r a back the bill and recommend its 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. COX. This bill comes from the Committee on War Claims. 
I should like to make an ae about it. Has the bill ever been 
presented to the Court of Claims in order that the loyalty of the 
claimant might be established? 

The SPEAKER, The Chair is unable to answer that question. 

Mr. COX. I should like the gentleman in charge of the bill to 


answer it. 
Mr. OWENS. As the reportsets forth, the papers which would 
taking this case into the Court of Claims have 


be n in 
been lost. e proof, however, establishes very clearly the loy- 
“7 of the claimant, 

r. COX. There are many claims of this character; and of 
sae none of them eee te the question of loyalty is first 
decided in the Court of no distinction between this 
claim and any other. But the commphttes in this case that 
prima facie the claimant is loyal. 


nt can do fn 


passage. 


, while in thousandsof other cases 
the claimants are obliged to go to the Court of Claims to establish 


their oo 
WENS. The eee who reported this bill [Mr. 
Par] does not seem to os 

Mr. COX. Ido not want to make an objection; but I do not 
see ws distinction between this claim and thousands of others in 


which the ee to establish in the Court of Claims 
wa loyal gee 


the Smells say that the proof before them 
esiablished very « clearly the loyalty of this emacs andthe proof 

eae clear in previous in which this bill was 
Savors 


Mr. x Why ee eee enon tae Come of Claims? 

Mr. OWENS. already stated the reason why the case 
hide uot Worm tates te ties Comment Of course gentlemen 
will have to determine this matter for themselves. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In order that we may have time to examine 
me this io eee I move that the House 


That leaves the bill before House? 
The SEEAKER, It does not. 
Mr. OWENS. How so? 
The . Because there has been no consent on the part 
of the House to its consideration. 
Mr. OWENS. Well, there has been no objection. 
The All the same ee ele 
of it. Pen the motion to adjourn, the Cl Chair lays before the 
House a of the Committee on 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found trul enrolled oint resolution 
(8. R. 116) authorizing the Public Printer to t the Annual 
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Report of the Su tendent of the United States Coast and 
Geodetic Survey in quarto form and to bind it in one volume; 
when the Speaker signed the same. 


JOHN C. DULL. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution; 
which, by unanimous consent, was considered and agreed to: 
That the Clerk of the House be directed to request the Senate to 


furnish to the House a duplicate e copy of the bili (S. 716) to correct 
the naval history of John C. Dull, the same having been mislaid or lost. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Mr. Hurr, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence for 
two days, on account of business. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS, 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. Copp, 
asks to be excused from further service on the Committee on Bank- 
ing and Currency. Without objection, he will be excused. The 
Chair hears no objection. The Chair appoints as a member of the 
Committee on Ways and Means, the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
Cops; a8 a member of the Committee on Banking and Currency, 
the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. ALDRICH, and as a member 
of the ttee on Labor, the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. 
Van Horn. 

The motion of Mr. DincLEy that the House adjourn was then 

to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the 
ouse adjourned, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to 
which was referred House joint resolution No. 41 and House con- 
current resolution No. 12, reported in lieu thereof a joint resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 172) to provide for a commission to determine the 
true line ee —y — wae = cae, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1310); which said bill and report were 
Fetered to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. BOWERS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7324) to author- 
ize and empower the State of South Dakota to select the Fort 
Sully Military Reservation in said State as a part of the lands 

ted to the State under the provisions of an act to provide for 

admission of South Dakota into the Union, os Febru- 

ary 22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands; and for other pur- 

poses, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

= (No. 1812); which said bill and report were referred to the 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred House bill No. 7262, reported in 
lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8260) to establish a life-saving station at 
Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, Michigan, accompanied 
Ze report (No. 1322); which said bill and report were referred to 

Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
ae from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. WOOMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 2974) to correct the mili record of Corydon 
inkler, late private Eighth Company, First Battalion, First 
Report No. 1309.) 


(Report No. 1311. 
By Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs: The 
§. 115) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay Crooks. (Re- 


0. 1813. 
ues ERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The S. 321) granting a pension to James W. Dunn. (Report 


No. 1814, 
By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
aoe) granting a pension to Elizabeth Fitzpatrick. 
) 


By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
i tae. granting a pension to Eunice P. Bigelow. (Re- 
By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


A069 


Pensions: The bill (H. R. 7982) to increase the pension of Albert 
lead. (Report No. 1817.) 

By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
4024) for the relief of W.S. Hammaker. (Report No. 1318.) 

By Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 7080) granting a pension to William L. Quinn. (Report 
No. 1319.) 

By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 6561) to increase the pension of Martha C. Car- 
ter, widow of Rear-Admiral 8. P. Carter. (Report No. 1320.) 

The bill (S 2055) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Chris- 
tine C. Barnard. (Report No. 1321.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8235) granting to the Minne- 
cpails, St. Paul and Ashland Railway Company a right of way 
through the reservation of the Lac Courte Oreilles band of Chip- 
pewa Indians of Lake Superior, in the county of Sawyer and State 
of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8236) regulat- 
ing instructions to juries in the courts of the United States—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PERKINS: A bill (H. R. 8237) to improve the printing 
and binding methods of the public documents—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 8238) to provide for the publi- 
cation of historical manuscripts in the Department of State, the 
records of the Continental Congress and Revolutionary records, 
and rolls now in possession of the Government, and such as may 
be loaned or contributed by the States or otherwise—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 8239) to cause the foreign- 
built ship Chasles R. Flint to be registered as a vessel of the United 
States under the name of the Charles R. Flint—to the Commi’ - 
tee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8240) to regulate the pay of 
compositors, bookbinders, and pressmen in the Government Print- 
ing Office—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A joint resolution (H. Res. 173) suspend- 
ing the operation of the last clause of section 48 of the act entitled 
**An act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and for other purposes,” approved August 28, 1894, for the 
period of two years from and after July 1, 1896—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8241) grant- 
ing a pension to Albert J. Goble, late a private of Company H, 
Eighth Pennsylvania Reserve Corps Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8242) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Maj. L. F. Warner—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8243) for the relief of Rebekah 
Wilkins, widow of Jesse Wilkins—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8244) for the relief of James R. 
Edwards, of Chattanooga, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8245) for the relief of Alexander Parker, of 
Franklin County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8246) for the relief of Daniel Kaylor, of Ham- 
ilton County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H.R.8247) for the relief of T. R. 
Mason, of Adairville, Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 8248) to increase the pension of Mrs, 
Emily E. Cash—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8249) for the relief of J. L. 
Garrison, of Greene County, Pa.—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 8250) for the relief of William 
Gemmill—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8251) for the relief of Frank 
G. Osburn—to the Committee of War Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8252) for the relief of Lizzie 
Hagny, as administratrix of the estate of Frank B. Smith, de- 
cunt -t0 the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8253) to pension 
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Mrs. Emily Sims, widow of Edmond Sims—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8254) for the 
relief of J. W. and J. P. Hall—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 8255) to remove the charge 
of desertion from record of Edwin Horton—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 8256) for the relief of Henry 
McGaddery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. BR. 8257) granting a pension to 
Mary Hitt Walker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAFT (by rec juest): A bill (H. R. 8258) to place on the 
rolls of Company k. F Fifty-ninth Ohio Volunteer Salactiey, the 
name of Eli Norris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8259) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against Jacob Burkhardt, late of Company A, 
ne le oe Obio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 

Military Affairs, 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule X XT, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Petition of the Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union of Providence, R. L., against the 

age of the bill to establish a burean of military ‘education in 

the public schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of 42 clerks in the War Department, 
in favor of a law creating a retired list for the superannuated em- 

loyees of the Executive Departments—to the Committee on Re- 
Fors in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BROWN: Papers relating to the claim of Simeon 8. 
Barrett, of Bradley County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 


By Mr. BULL: Petition of D. Russell Brown, praying for favor 
able: action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent 
letter postage per half ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-c and free matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of citizens of W 

N.Y. in favor of the adoption of the ee of wei 
and Siemens the Committee on Coinage, W eights, and 


aan pe tition of members of Joe Spratt Post, No. 323, Grand 
the Republic, of Watertown, N. Y., in favor of service- 
con bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of citizens of Clintondale, N. Y., 
that us matter be admitted as second class in the 

mails—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: Petition of the common council of the 
city of Fremont, mee asking for the passage of the bill for the 


a i and in’ tion at Omaha, Nebr.— 
the Gomuaitnes on Ways and Means. 


“Sy By Me SPALDING: toaccompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of Edwin Horton—to the 


Committee on Military Affairs. 
y House bill for the relief 
Affairs. 


By Mr. TAFT: Papers to ac 
of Jacob Burkhardt—to the Committee on Military 
Mr. TOWNE: Petition of members of the Anoka Retail 


ts 


Dealers’ Association of Minnesota, against the of House 

bill No. 6668, to amend the act relating to the toxicating 

liquors in the District of Columbia by raising the sieanaee ae 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


By Mr. WELLINGTON: Petition of Joshua Lovering and other 
oilnans of Baltimore, Md., favoring the enactment of a Sunday- | Seattle 
mone a the national capital—to the Committee on the District 

umbia, 


SENATE. 
Fripay, April 17, 1896. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Misvury, D. D. 
ee Chaglain, Rev. W.H.Minnows, D.D. | | acta 


ite. ALLEN, In view of the fact that the Senator from New 
Mr. Hii.) desires to resume his ar, o Yoruher seating of ane 
ask unanimous consent that the 


— 
sible, 


tempore laid before the Senate 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 


transmitting, in response toa resolution of February 28, 1896, a 

full report of their action under the act of March 2, 1895, in the 

matter of the removal of the garbage of the cities of Washington 

and Georgetown; which was ordered to be ted, and, with the 

ee papers, referred to the Committee on ‘the District of 
Jolumbi 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented sundry petitions of 
citizens of Washington, D. C., praying for the passage of Senate 
bill No. 1515, to incorporate “ae Columbia Telephone Company; 
= —_ were referred to the Committee on the District of lee: 


a ALLEN presented a petition of Banner Post, No. 308, 
Grand Army of the the Republic, Department of Nebraska, of South 
Sioux City, Nebr., praying for the enactment of a per diem service 
pension law; which was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. PEFFER. I t the petition of William B. Matchett, 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation 
in relation to his claim against the Government of Venezuela. | 


move that the petition and accompanying — be referred to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


The motion was to. 
Mr. LODGE presented a memorial of the Su Chapter of 
the American Women’s Citizens’ League of setts, re- 


monstrating iation of money for sectarian 
institutions; eae wed lie on the table. 


He also presented the petition of G. R. Curtis, mayor, and 308 


other citizens of Newburyport, Mass., praying for the speedy set- 
tlement of the Venezuelan question, se an alliance with 


England to suppress the Armenian nahin, which was ordered 
to lie on the ta 
Mr. present the memorial of John M. Mott, of 


of Congress to the of a new alphabet and to revise the 
mode of language. In a letter to 
me Mr. Mott asks that the memorial shall be read at 
length in the of the Senate. I shall therefore give it 
some attention. It is a memorial of great I move that it 
be referred to the Committee on Education Labor, and if that 
committee should think ‘to lay it again before the 
it will have an doing so. 
zoe ee was agreed to. 

Seema np a se hyn fy leg 


other citizens . for the enact- 
— een ee rate ; which 
<aanouiumslt’ondealieniatinantnndineaien at 


LeG. 
of the late Commodore William N. Jeffers, United States Navy, 
Ce ee ee ee 
and made equal to the pensions voted by Congress to widows 
<7 ae Army and Navy under similar cir- 
which was referred to pts on Pensions. 

ter, ie a au am the Den Gente of Washinevon, 
n, 

remonstrating 2 ae statue a of tees Pére Marquette in 
Statuary Hall: onhewill te the Committee on the Li- 
end ‘also petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of 


ee ee Maple Valley, and 
Vanasselt, all in the SS — that an appro- 

tion be made for the of tee eneeiey ior tat 
ne referred to the Committee on Agriculture ani! 


citizens of nas 


fall stvetiage of th 


on Post- 


een the 
» pray- 








1896. 


Brule Indians to take allotments of land on the Rosebud Reserva- 
tion, south of White River, in the State of South Dakota, reported 
ts. 


= from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was | 
referred the bill (S. 1857) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell, 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | 
. MORRILL, from the Committee on Finance, to whorh was | 
referred the joint resolution (5S. R. 134) authorizing foreign ex- | 
hibitors at Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to be held in | 
Nashville, Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country foreign labor- 
ers from their — countries for the purpose of preparing 
for and making ir exhibits, and allowing articles imported | 
from foreign countries for the sole ee of exhibition at said | 
tion to be imported free of duty, under regulations pre- 
scribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to the Select 
Committee on International Expositions: which was agreed to. 
Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7264) to 





provide for the drainage of lots in the District of Columbia, to 
it without amendment. I ask that the corresponding Sen- 


ate bill on the Calendar be indefinitely postponed, and that the 
bill just reported shall take its place. 
The PRESIDENT ro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
bill (S. 2521) to provide for the drainage of lots in the District of | 
bia will be postponed indefinitely, and the bill just reported 
will take or the Calendar. 
. Iam also directed by the Committee on the | 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6663) 
to authorize and te the sale of unclaimed freight, baggage, 
and other y in the District of Columbia, to report it with- | 
out amendment. I ask that the corresponding Senate bill on the | 
Calendar be indefinitely postponed, and that the bill just reported 


shall take its . 

The ENT - tempore. If there be no objection, the 

bill (S. 2321) to authorize and regulate the sale of unclaimed 

freight, baggage, and other ore in the District of Columbia 

will be indefinitely I ors nog , and the bill just reported will take 
the ndar. 


its 

‘ L of Oregon, from the Committee on Post-Offices 
et _ ne wae referred the bill (8. — to amend 
an - —- ms for the service of 
the Post-Office ent for the year ended June 30, 
1895,” approved July 16, 1894, amending the third proviso thereof, | 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 818) to provide for 
the care and cure of inebriates in the District of Columbia, sub- 
an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and the 

indefinitely. 
, from the Committee on Pensions; to whom was re- 
bill (S. 2729) granting a to Emma Weir Casey, 

it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
. BACON. Iam directed by the Committee on the District 
umbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4452) toamend 
416 of the Revised Statutes of the United States relati 
District of Columbia, to report it without amendment. 

the corresponding Senate bill on the Calendar be indefi- 
postponed, and that the bill just reported by me may take 

PRESIDENT tempore. If there be no objection, the 
(8.1708) to amend section 416 of the Revised Statutes of the 
nited relating to the District of Columbia, will be indefi- 
and the bill just reported will take its place upon 


AULKNER. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6104) for 
Anton Gloetzner, to ne it withoutamendment. I 

ing Senate bill on the Calendar be indefi- 
postponed, and that the bill just reported by me may take 


. If there be no objection, the 





ue 


‘ 


gee 


B 
: 


i 


HE 


cre 
en 


be 
g 


iv 


(8. 2182) for the relief of Anton Gloetzner will be indefinitely 

and the bill just reported will take its place upon the 
AULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2748) that 


in civil canes in the District of Columbis shall 
reported it with amendments. 


ieee 


introduced a bill (S. 2883) granting an increase 
to Isaac Harbaugh; which was read twice by its title, 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


St. PETTIGREW 


a 


introduced a bill (S. 2884) to remove the 
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charge of desertion from Ebenezer Dailey; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. BROWN introduced a bill (S. 2885) to amend an act en- 
titled “An act to provide for the adjudication and payment of 
claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 38, 





1891; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Depredations. 

Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. Vooruess) introduced a bill (S. 2886) 
granting an increase of pension to William | witt; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2887) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to George Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2888) granting a pension to Robert 
H. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 


companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 2889) to aid and encourage tho 
holding of the Tennessee Centennial Exposition at Nashville, Tenn., 
in the year 1897,and making an appropriation therefor; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Select Committee on 
International Expositions. 

Mr. GORMAN introduced a bill (S. 2890) for the relief of Susan 
S. Alexander, widow and executrix of George W. Alexander, de- 
ceased; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2891) to increase the pension of 
Lucy Le G. Jeffers; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. * 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (S. 2892) to incorporate ‘‘ The 
National Plant, Flower, and Fruit Guild”; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 2898) granting a pension to Lily 
C. Kingsley; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. LODGE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted two amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
were referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him tothe sundry civil appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to 
be printed. 

THE NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


Mr. MORRILL submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to inform the Senate 
how many astronomical observers are now engaged in making observations 
with the principal instruments of the Naval Observatory, and the object of 
the work being done with each instrument; whether any of the instruments 
are not in condition or not in successful use for making observationsof the 
best, and if so, the nature of their defects; to what extent results of obser- 
vations made with each of the instruments since the occupation of the new 
Observatory have been published in scientific journals or official works; in 
what r sts, if any, the work being done or the observations being made 
with each of the instruments are different from or superior to the work or 
observations of other observatories; what improvements, if any, have been 
made u the plansand methods of work at the old Naval Observatory: how 
many chronometers and nautical instruments areannually issued by the Ob- 
servatory to ships of the United States, compared with the number issued by 
the — Observatory at Greenwich to British shins; the total annual ex 
pense of administering the Naval Observatory, including the pay of naval offi 
cers on duty there, and the respective —_ ms of that expense growing out 
of, or fairly chargeable to, the care and issue of chronometers, the care and 
issue of other nautical instruments, and the astronomical work of the Observ- 
atory. 

ACCIDENTS TO NAVAL VESSELS, 

Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 

‘urnish Senate a list of accidents that have occurred to naval vessels 


during the last six years, the causes thereof, and the amount of such damages, 
y, in money. 


UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY LANDS, 


Mr. WARREN. I submit a concurrent resolution; which I ask 
may be read, printed, and lie over under the rule. 
concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Concurrent resolution to relieve third-party ownersand innocent purchasers 
of Union Pacific Railway Company lands within the 40-mile limit of the 
Government grant. 

Whereas, by an act entitled “An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
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and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to ~~ 


at the Government the use of the same for tal, military, and es 
a July 1, 1862; also an act of Congress approved J 
a, the same subject, oeners land grants were autho To th 
Union Pacific Railroad Souspeay 
Whereas the Union Pac Halienen Company completed its main line of 
railroad from Omaha, Nebr., to Ogden, Utah, in 1869, or about twenty-seven 


qeare ago, fulfilling the necessary requ ulrements to entitle it to the benefit of 
he grants pro ; and the Serer nannae of the United States soon there- 
after settled © location of the railroad or outer limit of the t and de- 


clared the odd-numbered sections within that boundary to which the Union 


Pacific was entitled: and 

Whereas there has since been no question as to the location of said railroad 
land, or outer limits thereof, or of the sections within the grant to which the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company was entitled on the main line of the Union 


Vuk e Senoens in western Nebraska, northern Colorado, Wyoming, and 
and 


Whereas the Union Pacific Railroad Com y has, accordingly, with the 
wledge and consent of the Government, 4 of alarge quantity of this 
land at aieus dates during the last twenty or more years by sales to indi- 


viduals, firms, and corporations for cash and by sales under contracts pro- 
viding for installment payments during periods of ten or more years; and 
Whereas, by an act of Co: approved July 10, 1886, the nion’ Pacific 
Railroad © ny or its successors in title to these lands ire coments to 
pay taxes Epes all such lands and have since been continual 
city, county, and State or Territorial tax inst the same, as if they y had 
been actu: y patented to the owners by ten, Gai ted States; and 
ereas a very large number of settlers throughout Wyoming and adjoin- 

States have in the meantime paid in full for their homesteads and ranches 

many more settlers are now competes or will soon complete the re- 
maining payments due u their lands, and are in some roy in on 
of warranty deeds from the Union Pacific Railr ers have 


‘oad Com y; 
ee ee ae Ss Se eae ee wi lee 


ereas the Union Pacific Railroad Company has, in obedience to the ve 
numerous demands already made and quar anticipated demands, and as = 
was in honor bound to do, proceeded ém due and legal form to apply for 
ents from the United States, and has under the law and acco 
filed the oes +} in Kyo several land offices wherein such reas abe 
ated, to all, every que one of ie is made up in whole or in 


33 lists in 
of lan be sce ous ¥ d unting in th 
to poms 62.78 00 Fut ae over 95 wi © total baw bees 


: or eons at which 
ual slo to soters for ll rca eek ee 
tract for or payment of of pat is 
Whe Covering some 2,780,000 acres, hove hese duty 
forwarded to the United States d Office and are yet unacted upon by 
Land Office; and 


Whereas the Secretary of the Interior, by verbal instructions given the 
Land Commissioner more than a a year age, om caused the suspension of work 
upon the land lists in —: and later issued the following written orders 
as of the dates given rein, to wit: 
“DEPARTMENT OF THE ee. 
Washington, November 19, 1896. 
“DEAR Srr: I bave to request that until further ordered you will 
Ss reparing and for to the De ment lists of lands Sua 
0 grengee = indemnity limits of the Union Railroad Company, the 
Con c Railroad Company, or any of their branch lines. 


“Ve see i 
” i “HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
“The COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE.” 


“ DEPARTMENT OF THE a 
“Washington, December 11, 1895 


“Srr: You are hereby requested not to prepare nor to submit for m: 
pore ony Sots aoe ot of aie applied for on account of the grant made te any 


- The eee of ete 19, 1895, is modified accordingly. 


“Very respectfully, 
“HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
“ COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND OFFICE.” 


And therefore no work is be’ ppoemed upon such lists to them 
for patent, ey no 2 ee are bei fava aaa — 

Whereas af the Teterior ts hie lect anneal 
a there hind ron or A — 


© part of Congress in order rotect 
oe eryass the forfeiture ae la aedieeet of len 
grant, as follows: 

“Land grants.—l have recently deemed it advisable to direct Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Offices to allow his force to ve their time to selec- 
tions of lands made b Cel oy ph bond-aided roads. 
undertaken to pass lose ha’ 
considered. in view of the fact that whole subject must come up ma 
Congress, that it 


«Whereas it appears improbable that Congress will reach misdiaen wt 
pass Sse Se present session; and 
ocent purchasers of these railroad-gran t lands can not 
perfect title eh sale, nor 2S ala abstract t to enable them to 
row po upon such ae eae, and are greatly injured and impoverished 
some being already bankrupt and others oe the savings of a life- 
unable to raise mon to their 


families in patents so overdu eine wi d: Now, therefore, 
ant it 7 tm the House o, 8 
sioner of the Lena 6 work upon 


in 
hyn ieee crete er 


Ga Ree macarons Eevee nate asics 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution 
will go over,under the rule, 


FREE PUBLIC LIBRARY IN WASHINGTON, 


Mr. McMILLAN. = ask that the name of the Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Proctor] be substituted for that of the Senator from 
North ota Ag BROUGH] as a conferee on the part of the 
Senate upon th ng votes of the two Houses on the bill 
(8. 1247) to establish an and provide for the maintenance of a free 
= o Crees See peers mame in the District of Columbia. 

ENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
sO asuea 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of ae. by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announ that the House had agreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the following bill and joint 
ro vil CHL. R. 2224) ting in f to Le 
( granting an increase o nsion wis 

C. Schilling; and - 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863. 


The message also sree ‘that the House had the 
oe resolution om = . 131) relative to the improvement of the 
rbor of Erie, Pa. 


The message further announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 2557 ting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd, with amend- 
ments; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the pension of Kate Grant; and 

A — resolution i Res. 160) to appoint four members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 


Soldiers. 

The message further requested the Senate to furnish the House 
with a duplicate te engrossed co y of the bill (S.716) to correct the 
naval history of Jo. Dull. the original having been mislaid 


or lost. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the S of the House had 
signed the enrolled t resolution (S.R.116) authorizing the 
Public Printer to t the annual report of the Superintendent 
of the United States Const and Geodetic Survey in quarto form 


| | and to bind it in one volume; and it was thereupon signed by the 


President pro tempore. 


THE UNCOMPAHGRE RESERVATION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no further resolu- 
tions, the Calendar is in order 
Mr. CANNON, Mr. President, I observe by the Calendar that 
the unfinished business is stated to be resolution numbered 121, 


known as the resolution for the bond investigation. Yesterday 
at the head of the Calendar as the unfinished business 
what is known as the Uncom: Indian Reservation joint reso- 
lution. I desire to make the inquiry of the Chair as to how the 
joint resolution lost its place? 
The PRESIDENT pro The present occupant of the 
chair was not t oshin t matter was under consideration 
yesterday. e Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON] was in the 
Taait. ut after examining the Recorp this it is the 


opinion of the Chair that unanimous consent was given for the pur- 
pe of taking up the bond resolution and making that the unfin- 


ed business, ondif that was doneit displaced the prior unfinished 
business and sent it to the Calendar. - 


Mr. CANNON. In the numerous allusions to this subject 
which have — in this Chamber during some weeks past, 
Pr penne bond eee ve my _ ht in, 

been an y the 

Senators present, I think, Yasat the joint the joint a ution cay Been to the 
Uncom: In Reservation was to be at- 
had become ‘wearisome to the Senate, 

rose and asked that the joint reso- 
unfinished business, and we 


jee aware an ae which eco ee : co oon 
oint resolution. was understanding e join 
“oe should 


ich the 
has in charge come up as the 


Chair understands that it 


e E 
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Mr, HOAR. Perhaps that method will satisfy both Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar being now in 
order, the Chair understands that it is entirely competent for the 
Senator from Utah to move to proceed to the consideration of the 


resolution. 
or CANNON. I will then inquire if the Senator from Wis- 


consin . Viias] is in attendance? 
The pro tempore. The Chair has no information 
as to tha 


t. 
Mr. HOAR (to Mr. Cannon). Move to take it up. 
Mr. CANNON. I move that the joint resolution be taken up 
for t consideration. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah moves 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the joint resolu- 
tion the title of which will be read. 


The SECRETARY. A joint resolution (S. R. 102) directing the 

of the Interior to o for public entry all that certain 

part of = domain in the State of Utah known as the Un- 
com’ dian Reservation. 


Mr. J ONES of Arkansas. I ask what will be the status of the 
bond resolution which was under consideration yesterday if the 
motionshould be agreed to? 

Mr. HOAR. The Chair has just said that it would be the un- 
finished business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At 2 o'clock. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It comes up at 2 o’clock regularly. 
Then the motion of the Senator from Utah to take up the joint 
Does not affect that at all. 


resolution at this time—— 
Mr. HOAR. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It does not, I understand. 
Mr. PEFFER. All that can be done with the joint resolution 


is to the time until 2 o’clock. 
Mr. JO. of Arkansas. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
Vitas] has been, I understand, anxious to be present when the 


joint resolution is considered by the Senate, and this proposition 
seems to come at an unusual and extraordinary time. I hope the 
Senate will not consider the joint resolution at this time. 

Mr. PLATT. Perhaps a suggestion that there is no quorum 

t would bring the Senator from Wisconsin here. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I shall certainly make the sugges- 
tion if there is any attempt to proceed with the joint resolution. 

Mr. PLATT. I make it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 


roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 


swered to their names: 
Cull Hill, Plat 
alirich, Davis,” Hoar, Puch: 
Allison, Dubois, Jones, Ark, Quay 
Bacon, Faulkner, \ Sewell, 
Baker, e, McBride, Sherman, 
pate, Gallinger, MeMillan, Shou 
‘burn, Gear, tle, Smith, 
Brown, George, ui 
Burrows, Gibson, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Call, Gordon, M ji Turpie, 
Cannon, Palmer, alt 
Carter. Gray, " Warren, 
Gone” Harris, Perkin Wie 
n, 
Hawley, t — Wolcott. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Sixty Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 
Mr. CANNON. I renew my motion. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Utah moves 


a proceed to the consideration of Senate joint reso- 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 

the Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution (S. 

102) directing the Secre of the Interior to open for public 

all that certain part of the public domain in the State of 

known as the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, the pend 

+ pedleweg on the amendment of Mr. ViLas to add the 
; . like substan 

shall be ee ee toon gilsonite, or su ces 

ON. In view of the absence of the Senator from 

and being advised that he desires to continue his re- 

on pen amendment, I ask that the joint resolution 

be temporarily aside for twenty minutes, until he can 


the Chamber. 
pro tempore. The Senator from Utah asks 


ig 


i 


4 


: 


ig 


PRESIDENT 
wee ed fiiaaueen b ¢ the — a 
may be postponed for twen utes. there objection 
Chair hears none, and it is postponed for twenty minutes, 


MEDICAL AND DENTAL COLLEGES. 


CALL. I ask the Senate to consider the motion I entered 
reconsider the vote by which the Senate passed the bill (H.R. 


ae 


Te 


5488) to provide for the incorporation and regulation of medical 
colleges in the District of Columbia. The Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mr. GALLINGER] desires to have the motion disposed 
of. I should like to say a very few words on the subject. The bill 
contains the following provisions: 

It shall be unlawful for any medical or dental college claiming the au- 
thority to confer, or actually conferring, the degree of doctor of medicine, 
or doctor of dental surgery, not incorporated by a special act of Congress to 
conduct its business in the District of Columbia unless such college shall be 
registered by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia and granted by 
them a written. permit to commence or continue business in said District in 
compliance with the requirements of this act. 

it shall be the duty of the proper officers of any such college, before com- 
mencing or continuing business, to apply to the said Commissioners for reg 
istration. 

And the “ Commissioners are hereby authorized and required to make such 
regulations’ as they may deem best. 

It will be seen that instead of presenting, as is customary, the 
qualification of professors or teachers of any kind, the bill commits 
absolutely to the three Commissioners the power to say whether 
or not any person shall teach this particular science or profession. 
As to this being the plain requirement of the bill, there can be no 
doubt; the language needs only to be read to see that this is true. 
If this is not intended, the language should be changed. 

A law which commits to three men the absolute power to allow 
or to refuse anyone permission to teach anything or give instruc- 
tion in any science or profession—a censorship over human thought 
and expression—is not the modern system of protecting the pub- 
lic against wrongful opinions. It is certainly right that some 
protection should be afforded the public by some measure to 
ascertain and require qualifications of a scholastic or scientific 
nature of persons who shall practice the different professions, but 
that a blind authority should be given to three men to say to this 
one, “ You shall,” and to the other,‘* You shall not,” is certainly an 
extraordinary proceeding. It is simply reviving the old idea of 
ancient and barbarous days, that learning, that human thought, 
that new discoveries should be submitted to the arbitrary will of 
some one or more persons. 

But this bill goes a good deal further than that. 
say— 

That such of the officers and of the faculty of any such medical or dental 
college now in existence, and of every such college hereafter sought to be 
opened in said District, which shall continue or commence 

Not to practice the profession from which some harm might 
occur, but— 
to offer instruction in such capacity, without first obtaining registration 
and permit— 

To instruct, to disseminate any opinion or theory which may be 
conceived— 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof upon 


an information filed shall be fined not less than twenty-five nor more than 
two hundred and fifty dollars. 


I submit that no provision such as this since the days when the 
martyrs of science were burned for scientific discoveries and for 
teaching new ideas theretofore unknown is to be found in the his- 
toryof anycivilized country. It isto bea criminal offense created 
by law in this District to teach new ideas or a man’s opinions upon 
these subjects. 

Mr. President, if it be the will of this body to put upon the stat- 
ute books in the District of Columbia a provision that a man shall 
be guilty of misdemeanor and imprisoned for free thought and 
for free opinion and theory and speculation upon any subject, then 
pass this bill; but I submit for one that it can never receive my 
approval nor be passed without my protest. The idea of impris- 
oning men because they have opinions different from the three 
Commissioners of this District or different from all the world isa 
barbarousidea. All the improvements of modern thought, all the 
new discoveries in medical or other sciences, have been opposed 
and are naturally opposed by the interest and the conservatism of 
the established Suasbens and professors. 

Liberty of thought, freedom of speech, is the absolute essential 
of human progress, of all discoveries of science, of all new and 
useful inventions. 

A law that no one shall teach or instruct men in a theory or 
practice of dentistry or medicine without a permit from three 
Commissioners, who know nothing about it, under penalty of fine 
and imprisonment certainly is not reasonable and can not be 
justified. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I shall occupy the time of 
the Senate but a moment in explaining this bill and in making a 

ly to the Senator from Florida. 

e Senator from Florida is laboring under a very grave mis- 
apprehension when he says that any punishment whatever is to be 
inflicted upon any man for holding opinions or promulgating 
opinions. The penalties prescribed in this bill are for the teach- 
ing professedly in a school that is established contrary to law. 

f will briefly state the circumstances of this case. Under the 


It goes on to 
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general incorporation act of this District any five pene ame can 
establish a theological, a medical, a dental, or an 
They may not have any buildings, they may not 
teachers, but they can proceed to issue di as; they can send 
out doctors and ventists and la preachers ad libitum, 
and there is no remedy in the existing law. This is something 
that ought never to have been done, and I apprehend that it was 
never ———— when that _ es — ini 

The bill pro to require colleges that are now 
rated under the qonanl Yasempacotion act to go to the Gunes. 
sioners of the District of Columbia and show that they have the 
proper facilities for re g instruction, and unless they can so 
show it provides that they shall be inhibited from continuing. 


oe 


Mr. President, thereare only threeof these so-called co inthe 
District, but that is more than enough. Every one of t col- 
leges can come to Congress and ask to incorporate it, pre- 


cisely as the Geergetown University, Columbian University, 
and Howard Uni versity have been incorporated. If theycan show 
to the committees of Congress and to that they have the 
facilities for imparting instruction —_ t to those required in 
the medical, dental, theological, and legal schools of the present 
day a will have no difficulty in getting a nae act of incor- 
tion from Congress. There isa n this community 
S regard to this matter, and the bill which ¢ the ieeee of Repro- 
sentatives has simply proposes to remove that scandal and 
to put us in this respect upon a basis that will be to oar own 
it, to the credit of the professions, and to the credit of the peo- 
ple — oe District of Columbia. 
that the motion to reconsider will not prevail, and I ask 
estion to be put. 
unc Mr. President, it is not the bill which the Senator 


: Senate. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly it is. 

Mr. CALL. It is not a bill to provide for speci > 
tion. There will be no necessity for that. The bill is what 

have read, the fourth section of which provides as follows: 
That such of the officers and of the faculty of any such medical or dental 
college now in existence, and of every such college hereafter sought te be 
“ in we District, thout fl shall continue or commence to offer toner | 
suc. first obtaining registration permit as here- 
inbefore pro be deemed ony a mistiemeanor, and upon con- 
viction thereof in the police court of eet ga Fag upon an information 
simiiar to that made by 


filed in the case of violations regulations 
the said Commissioners, shall ‘all be fined not less thee $25 nor more than 
= ¢ default of payment therecf shall be een alec dn in ~ common jail of 
District not than thirty nor more 

eae what is a college? The Senator from aie aan ob- 
served the other day when this measure was up for discussion 
that a oe under the Roman law was three persons. It is 
defined to be a society of persons associated for a common object. 
They need not be incorporated. Under this bill what I have said 
is literally true. It proposes to punish with fine and imprison- 
ment in the of Colcmbia any person who shall teach or 
offer instructions an _ subject of dental or medical science 
withort far permit of the three Commissioners. It imposes a 

ane hen upon them, —_ it is sim: 
aaron nena 

characterized the barbarous ages of the oa 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, a single word. I will read from 
the report of the committee. 

Mr. CALL. I read from the bill. That is the thing to read 


from. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The committee say in their report: 
Under the general law— 


ff 


entery = @ revival of 
covery which 


That is, the incorporation act— 
vustendee Rveerence oifahons tht any Sve persona may nceeparets te 
an institution of may lawfully confar confer the 
degree of doctor of cine without rok the character of the 
teachers or their facilities for giving instru ane science and art of 
sapeiemne. ne wine legal —— kind as to the qualifications 
stccalon, of Garston oF ME chara of nstraion i 
ae. ceisk truer in 
this entire country where the business of omas can be 
carried on without let or aoe source whatever. 
I think this measure is understood by the Senate, and I move to | Was, favorabl 
la oe to reconsider on the table ; 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Senator from New Hamp- 
shire moves to tics unctlels Santetuthdine on the titin: of 
The motion to 


on Oe ee a 

Mr. CALL. I will ask the wie ah nent Mtns anyon 
he will allow me to incorporate in my remarks, by unanimous 
SS e quotation frou 2 matiieal Weslr- witch Bes bec anet Ob 


mir. GALLINGER. I have no a to the Senator incor- 
porating in his remarks anything he 


Mr. CALL. Without reading the quotation, I ask leave to h: 
it printed in the Ruconp. oy 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be so ordered, in the 
absence of o 


bjection. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 


A lifts up his voice to advance pe teenents an international co 
gr 188; a Virchow laid the foundation broad and deep ine all his writings ar and 
Isctures ON omy me Rotel aithoee. Oxadete of chp 
amiliar e er n o ar 
biology, who traced eek through its mysterious wandering: Phe wenn ert "I 
stream of life from cell to structure, all disease to | 
nature's cry for food—he. the truths of biochemistry. Tho 


researches of this scholar has away wine rubbish of ages, overthrown 
pocwe as remedies for the sick, proven that to suppl So snpeiy Se eones in human 
ood is the true materia aes laid a solid foundation upon 

which to rear the fair tem Sorngre t oae — 
Schuessler did for the biochemic theory what Sir William Blackstone did 
foe the maeens of aSererense in his Commentaries upon the Common Laws 
nel Hahnemann did for h 


sows biochemistry te to be a science. comets of 
ote the caters of | Scale oe "is formed i caltue 
cs, or ic 
treatment <s the outcome of the eS and those ® scien 
ha ete pe ad spectromope. nature's ways and by aid of the 
microscope an 
Let every every student, test this law and epeetonsly 
apply the molecular ‘none’ all ox salts under given abnormal conditions, as 
dicated here . and he will not fail to attain results. he action by chem. 
— Vey nd of these triturated 


molecules Teen because fixed 

hat law. Close observation of little things is the secret of true science. 
who watch the wonderful results from infinitely minuto 
eye little things. Under the advance of bioche: 
possible to each kind of tissue its own general 


y the 


None" 


ot, aah, IT am not ail informed ahi to till an opinion 

of the merits of this system or the exact of these statements, 

but nani hae ame of the human mind will recog- 

—_ of true investigation and dis- 

or expression of these 

punisha- 

The Commissioners are good 

sana aul seacicana anna but it is wrong and ought 
not to be granted. 


JAMES AND EMMA 8. CAMERON, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, a the Calendar in order? 


The PRESIDENT tempore. The Calendar is now in order. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ask the Senate to to the considera- 
tion of the bill (5S. 2289) for the relief of James and Einmma S. 
Cameron for occupation and damages to property and for fuel 
taken and ‘used by the United States. Army during the war. The 
ae has passed both Houses at different times, but has not become 
a law. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read in that case, 

The PRESIDENT pro — The report will be read. 
read the following report, submitted by Mr. Wr- 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2289) for the 
of. Joeman enh tint th Comnaren, waving bed theannen under consider 


the Foxty-second, 3 Semen - Reeiend Gon 
- e ~pecon Yon- 
bill pass -third, and Fifty- 


The claim has also been eer Set, 
wr eo, Se -fourth 
A copy we Congress, is hereto attached and 
Y recommend that the bill pass. 
[Senate Report No. 155, Fifty-second Congress, first session.] 
She ities 00 ene Sn renee he US 684) to author- 


ize and eed cn made for fuel 

alleged to have been taken and bee BA Pe U States ine th 

ide for the payment hereof, having had the same nor cot * and to pro- 

vide for the payment under consideration, make 
the form States dh Geeeeen 6 

fake and aed by Seog Some oe during the lato’ 

pdisieinstateenbachaten on in the 


Sonmmalisee of the Senate 






geet tr. 
eee ect Thel The loca. 
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of oak 
covered with a Sorent of large 


trees. Twoand a half acres were 
grape. The dwelling house, studio, small 
fences, and improvements were in a good state of 
was occupied asa residence by Mr. Cameron and his 
breaking ont of the war. September, 1863, the 
Union Army, command eS aaa ape ——— cit, ; x 
ooga took possession o' rty and nt © suc use © e 
eemiees as ec aeeinder thought for Te best interests of the Sony. 
including , were cut down and mostly used by the troops 
game use was made of the fences and outhouses and al! the 
the residence. 
proofs this was absolutely necessary, as the weather was ex- 
tremely cold and there was no other available supply of fuel. The proofs 
make it further it that, for arse of maintaining its position at 
ow was compelled to further permanently injure and 
premises by the erection of earthworks upon them, and that 
a ous one built of concrete. and the premises were 
ed and used by our troops until the close of the war. 
The loyalty of Mr. Cameron and his wife was so marked and their cheerful 
i for the aid and comfort of the Union soldiers so frequent and con- 
stant as to attract the attention and secure the good will of the command- 
and many subordinate officers of our Army. 
ng. special order No. 6, Major-General Rosecrans appointed a commis- 
sion to adjust claims against the United States. 

Mr. Cameron and his wife filed claim before this commission for the de- 
struction of the buildings, fences, timber, orchards, and other injuries done 
this and for the use and occupation of it by the Union troops. 

U proofs taken at the time a finding was made in their favor of 

io. Numerous affidavits and documents attest the loyalty of Mr. and 
e Cameron and the fact of fences, buildings, and timber being consumed 
by the Federal Army for fuel. , ; 
submitted to the committee in support of this claim 
is 


Am the 

the following letter from Maj. Gen. U. 8. Grant, commanding the armies 
of the United addressed to Mrs. Cameron: 

“HEADQUARTERS ARMIES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
“City Point, Va., August 9, 1864. 

“My Dear Mapam: Your letter of the 8th of July was duly received but 

not so answered. I know yours to be a case where prompt pay- 
be made, and am 


willing toindorse your claim. I believe that 
—_ Chattanooga been app a board of officers. If 


your at has by 
so, send me pnacsedings of the board, and I make my indorsement 
and return them to you. If ycu have no such evidence of the claim inform 
me, and I willorder a board to assess it and will indorse the proceedings. 
This will be the first step toward a collection. 
“Yours, y. 
“Mrs. CAMERON.” 
also the following indorsement made General Grant upon the 
ae of the claim as made to commission Ss field order No.6: 


“HEADQUARTERS ARMIES OF THE UNITED STATES, 
“ City Point, Va., October 25, 1864. 


thickly covrated to 


= 
ee, Sekar 


a 


U. 8. GRANT. 


“T know the pocpertr within described, and the parties owning it, well. 
Mr. Cameron and wife have been unflinching friends of the Government 
from the of our troubles to the t day. There are no more 

anywhere in the North, and they are entitled to pro- 
tection for property converted to Government use. What is 
now known Cameron, Chattanooga, was the private property of Mr. 
Cameron. its elevated and commanding tion it to be taken 


and fo: By this means the entire prose with improvements has 
been estroyed for private use. I would recommend that the prop- 
erty be at a fair valuation for Government use. 

“DUD, 8. GRANT, General.” 


The that the bill pass, with the amendment that 
the allowance made and paid shall not exceed $10,000, and that such amend- 
ment be made by adding the following to the end thereof: 

“Provided, That no greater amount than $10,000 shall be allowed or paid to 


such person or persons.”’ 


Mr. COCKRELL. I call theattention of theSenator from Ohio 
[Mr. SaerMan], who introduced the bill, to the fact that no ap- 
propriation is on the face of the bill, as he will see bv 
areference toit. The bill reads: 


That mee ae of the a be, and he is dante, authorized —_ > 
rected moneys Treasu not otherwise appro 2 . 
to Suuan  Gemeven, in full satisfaction eal papenane for sosabal ion and 


domage to her esparate propert d for fuel taken therefro: d d b 
. 8. Rosecran’s army while at Chsthensoen. Tenn., dana Bepbentber 
1863, until the close of the war. 

No amount is specified. Then the bill proceeds to say: 

And which amount of was found due a special commissi 
— by Major-General Hosecrans to adjust eatin against the Unite 
on proof and investigation of the 


The bill, however, does not authorize the payment of $10,000. 
Mr. SHERMAN, ’ That onght to be corrected. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I move to insert after the word “pay,” in 
line 4, the words “‘ the sum of $10,000”; so as to read: 
That be, and he is hereb 
Geeta eg ete eT cel at soe eecre in ee ce 
Mr. WARREN. That should have been in the bill, and I sup- 
it had been incorporated. It must have been omitted by an 


posed 

The pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The a agreed 


to. 
to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


2 


be engrossed for a third reading, read 
passed. 


NATIONAL NEW HAVEN BANK. 
Mr. PLATT. I ask unanimous consent for the 


consid- 


1365) for the relief of the National New 
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of aclaim which is now twenty years old, and which has passed 
the Senate twice and the House of Representatives once. There 
is no earthly objection to it, and I ask that it may be considered 
and acted upon at this time. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 1365) for the relief of the 
National New Haven Bank of the State of Connecticut. It pro- 
poses to pay the National Bank of New Haven § M1 

The bill was reported to the Senate without a d 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

UNCOMPAHGRE INDIAN RESERVA 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent 

diate consideration of the bill (S. 1902) granting a pension to. 
E. Burch. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair is obliged to call the 


fa 


attention of the Senate to the fact that the twenty minut 
expired for which the joint resolution of the Senator 
Mr. CANNON] was postponed. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resume: 
eration of the joint resolution (S. R. 102) din the ta 
of the Interior to open for public entry all that certain part of the 


sn va 


2 . : = ~ pees A i tia 
public domain in the State of Utah known as the Uncompahgre 
Indian Reservation. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to be courteous to the Senator from 


Wisconsin and to give way to him, but I must be courteous to the 
entire Senate, which has consented to the postponement of this 
question for twenty minutes at my request; and as there are re 
marks to be made by my colleague [Mr. Brown}, if he shall pro- 
ceed the Senator from Wisconsin may arrive before his address 
shall have been concluded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment heretofore submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin {Mr. 
Vinas}. 

Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Wisconsin, I know, desires to 
be present and wishes to be heard on this question. He is pre- 
pared to speak upon it, and I hope the joint resolution will not be 
passed in his absence, for I am sure that he had no idea that it was 
to come up this morning or he would have been here. I do not 
think it fair to pass an important matter of this character, to 
which there is objection on his part and on which he desires to 
address the Senate. I hope, therefore, the Senator from Utah will 
not insist upon going on now with the consideration of the joint 
resolution. There is only five minutes left before, as I understand, 
another matter will come before the Senate, and there is no time 
to debate the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will take the liberty 
of informing the Senator from Arkansas that the Senator from 
Utah [Mr. Cannon] gave notice that his colleague [Mr. Brown] 
desires to submit remarks on the joint resolution at this 

Mr. BERRY. I did not know it. 

Mr. BROWN. Idid not care tomake remarks at this time, but 
before the joint resolution shall be passed I desire to discuss it. 
If the Senator from Arkansas has any suggestions to make by 
which the matter can soon be disposed of we will listen to it with 
great pleasure. We have waited for the Senator from Wisconsin 
time and time again, and he showed his appreciation of our cour- 
tesy by trying yesterday to close us out and put the joint resolu- 
tion back on the Calendar. 

Mr. BERRY. I can not hear the remarks of the Senator. 

Mr. BROWN. What I have to say will apply to the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin and in reply to the remarks 
which he has already partly made. 

Mr. BERRY. I did not know the Senator desired to submit 
any remarks upon the question, or I should not have said a word. 
I thought the effort was to pass the joint resolution at once. 

Mr. BROWN. Iam not particular that the joint resolution be 
taken up now, but we want it disposed of when it is taken up. J 
shall be very brief in what I have to say upon it, if it is to be 
brought up at thistime. If there be no other suggestion of delay 
on the part of the friends of the Senator from Wisconsin, we shall 
ask for a vote. All thatI was at present going to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to was the peculiar nature of the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin. It is an amendment not so much 
to the joint resolution which is now before us, to which I will call 
attention briefly; the joint resolution which is now before the 
Senate is one asking the Interior Department to carry ont a law 
which was passed nearly two years ago; and now that the joint 
resolution is before the Senate, the Senator from Wisconsin moves 
to amend by this peculiar amendment, which says in substance: 

Provided, That where any mines exist upon the premises, the lands shall be 
reserved from sale and be sold to the highest bidder. 

An amendment of this character is one to change the entire 
policy of the United States. For nearly forty years it has been the 
policy of the Land Department of the United States and the policy 
of Congress, in disposing of public lands, tosell them to the actual 


time 
time, 


of Connecticut, This is for the payment ! settler, to the homesteader, to the miner, to those who will use 
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them, and not sell them for speculation. Prior to that, more than 
thirty-five years ago, it was considered the proper thing to sell, 
after advertising, to the highest bidders, to speculators, and the 
money made out of the sale of the lands was received into the 
Treasury. But it has since then been the policy of the United 
States to encourage the citizen to occupy and to improve the lands, 
and under it we obtain greater wealth than would result from 
the mere money that can be procured from the lands themselves. 
The homesteader who has settled and improved 160 acresof land 
brings to this country greater remuneration than can be procured 
by selling the land to some ulator. 

It is true that the United States might pick out here and there 
choice pieces and say, ‘‘We will advertise these for sale and get 
more than $1.25 an acre, or get much more than is given by the 
homesteader”; but we lack in selling lands the real good— we lack 
the benefit of the citizen. 

Mr. President, the policy which was outlined for the home- 
steader has also been the policy of the United States toward the 
miner. When gold was discovered in California and it became 
known all over the United States and the whole world that those 
sands were of inestimable value the lands were unsurveyed; 
there was no law which permitted the miner to take them. e 
United States could have sold them had it so wished. Had they 
been d with the sentiment which seems to actuate the 
Administration and the Senator from Wisconsin to-day, the 
could have said, ‘‘ We will put up at public auction these val- 
uable sands, and he that shall give the most for them shall 
have them.” But, on the other hand, by a generous policy the 
miners were permitted, without any express statute, to divide 
those lands among themselves by their local laws and customs, 
by exerting purely practical republicanism or democracy. There 
was no statutory law in existence, and the miners disposed of 
those valuable lands among themselves. The United States stood 
by and recognized such disposition, and it was known to be the 
policy of the United States to upbuild the mining industry. Not 
only was that the policy with regard to the California placers, 
but when, in the midst of our civil war, the great Comstock lode 
was discovered—which was, if 1 remember rightly, before any 
act of Congress was upon the subject—instead of the 
United States coming forward and saying as to those vast silver 
deposits discovered on the public domain, ‘‘ We will sell them,” 
they offered substantially a bounty to the miners; they gave them 
the lands for the nominal consideration of occupying them; they 
built for the miners of the Comstock lode the Sutro tunnel. 

To go a little further, Mr. President, in 1866 Congress pes a 
law providing that all valuable mineral deposits in the lands of 
the United States should be free and open for exploration to whom- 
soever should locate and find the mineral thereon. The lands 
which we are now considering were in that category. They were 
the public lands of the United States; they had these valuable 
minerals upon them; they were free and open to the exploration 
of the miner, and ought to remain as such, and I claim are still 
public lands of the United States. 

In 1880 this tribe of Uncompahgre Indians were residing in Col- 
orado, and, on account of some depredations which they then 
committed, were induced to sell their lands to the United States, 
receiving for them a million and th uarters of money, which 
was — in tlie Treasury of the United States. Itis there 
now. ey ceded away by treatyall theyever had. In thattreaty 
they were permitted to go to the mouth of the Gunnison, in the 
State of Colorado, and temporarily occupy land; but, instead of 
going there, for some reason or other, probably because they were 
surrounded by soldiers and forced to go elsewhere, they were 
brought into what is now the Uncompahgre Reservation, a part 
of the public lands of the United States, and were allowed to re- 
main there simply as occupants. They had no right there; they 
were ele at the pleasure of the Government from 1880 to 
1882. In 1882,there being no law and no right for the Indians to 
be at this place, the President of the United States issued an Execu- 
tive order setting aside this Uncompahgre Reservation for their use, 
and they remained on that reservation from that day until 1894, 
when Co: put an act, which has been here and to 
which I call attention. 1 will read two sections of the act, 
which are as follows: 


Sno. 20. That the President of the United States is hereby au and 
directed to appoint a commission of three persons to allot in severalty to the 
Uncoin Indians within their rese on, in the Territor 


Utah, 
agricul and grazing lands e 
“Allotments in severalty of To. shall be made 


as follows: To each 
head of a family on See ceevtaniter-af' o cerucn: te eae aeeicaions 
if years of age one-sigh n, with an additional of 
over : 
fand not exce 


18 of co rye FS ge + Staituonel at sate ot 
er on a ’ 
2 land not excesting ome-cighth of @ cection; $0 onal cakes Wateen @n- 


18 of age bore such allotment one-eighth of a section, with 

a like quantit: qroginc tant: Srovided. thet wie Be eng e com- 
ult Indian select a less quantity of land if more 
on account of location: A That the said Indians shall 


per acre for said lands from the now in the United 
realized from the sale of their lands in Colorado as provided by 


with the Government. All necessary if any, to enable said is- 
aoe ». om —, the allotments shall be sath wale the direction of th, 
ne ce. 


wand 
“Said commissioners shall, as soon as practivable after their appointme 
report to the Secretary of the Interior what Of anid reservation: 


unsuited or will not be required for allotments, and thereupon such portions 


80 repo 8 y on, to the public domain anq 
made subject to entry as hereinafter provided.” 


Sxc. 21. That the remainder of the lands on said reservation shall, upon tho 
approval of the allotments by the Secretary of the Interior, be immediato|y 
a to entry under the homestead and mineral laws of the United State: 

ovided, That no person shall be entitled to locate more than two claims 
neither to exceed 10 acres, on any lands containing asphaltum, gilsonite, op 
like substance: t r three years’ actual and continuous resi. 
dence upon agricultural lands from date of settlement the settler may, upon 
full payment of $1.50 per acre, receive patent for the tract entered. If not 
commuted at the end of three pais settler shall pay at the time of 
making final proof the sum of $1.50 per acre. 

Here was a plain, clear statement of the law to be executed by 
the Administration, and yet all that ever was done was to exam- 
ine these lands first and see how many were agricultural and svit- 
able for the Indians. The Sec of the Interior has done it, 
He finds there were few or none in the whole reservation; he 
knows every acre which is suitable for occupation by the Indians: 
but, although that has been accomplished, he declines to allot the 
lands to the Indians, and declines to open the reservation. Why? 
Because he says he does not approve of this legislation. He asks 
us now to set aside the — of the United States which has ex- 
isted for forty years, and in this case expose for sale these gilsonite 
beds. To that proposition we ask the attention of the Senate. 

Without standing here to denounce the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior or the Administration, I.submit to the Senate whether that 


is a proper answer to a bill which has both Houses of Con- 
gress and received the a of the Executive. ‘I do not 
think,” he says, ‘‘ that the 


tion was eerste vd.” 
We ask now that this amendment may be voted down and that 
the law may be enforced. 

I had intended, in reply to the Senator from Wisconsin, to say a 
word or two as to the — of those who had gone into these ¢il- 
sonite beds and made eral locations; but, as he is absent, per- 
haps it will be unnecessary for the illustration of the question we 
have now before us. Should an in the future be said on 
that subject, I may add something on it at a later day. Now, we 
ask that the Senate vote down this amendment, which is in the 


teeth of the policy of the United States and contrary to the law 
which was passed two years a 

Mr. GOR . Mr. President, I ask that the joint resolution 
may go over until to-morrow on account of the absence of the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BROWN. Itcancome toa votenow. If it over until 
to-morrow, it will be just as before. To-morrow be Saturday. 


Mr. GORMAN. Senator from Wisconsin gave notice yes- 
terday, or the day re, that he desired to be heard on this ques- 
tion. Itis a very important matter, and I trust it may go over, 
without — to be called up as soon as he comesin. There 
ought to be no opposition to that. 

Mr. BROWN. As I said in the first , I should be very 

lad to accommodate the Senator from Wisconsin. I suggested 
arate that we would do anything we could toaccommodate him; 
but we have been doing that for a month, and when we wait for 
him he says that we are out of order, because rns is delayed 
by this joint resolution, instead of hurrying it forward. It has 
come now toa hearing. We were told by one of his friends the 
other day that it was our business to be in the Senate and attend 
to and watch this joint resolution. Now the Senator from Wis- 
consin is absent. It is his business to be here and he ought to be 
here, to use the language which was used the other day, if he 
wants to be heard on the t resolution. I think we shal! ask 
that the amendment be v: on at this time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think the Senator from Mary- 
land, if he stops to consider, will see that it is impossible for us to 

o ahead and do what he suggests. We should not keep half 

ozen unsettled matters before the Senate awaiting the conven- 
ience of Senators who are in the eee in the Senate, and 
whose convenience it may be not to be able to speak at a particu- 
lar moment. I see no reason—there is no reason epeent to my 
mind—why this joint resolution should wait for the presence of 
the Senator from Wisconsin or any other Senator when it was 
known that it was before the Senate, was the unfinished business, 
and was liable to be acted upon at any time. 

It must be evidews 40 Seantets that theke ts cone back 
of this constant apecne A gon these various resolutions and 
ni ee - business ts mer me if 
there might as well be developed now as at any other time. 
I think the Senate should with the business in an orderly 
bs 4 of some of these questions. 

. GO . Mr. President, [am to hear the state- 
ment from the distinguished Senator from Island, Itis the 
first intimation we have had from the leader on the other side of 


the Chamber, who has ioe gute tie semion. is p and 
responsibility for enacting at this session. party 
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committee of this body by a majority vote of the Senate. 
a on side surrendered as fully as it was possible to the 
combine on the other side; we Cove looked forward to the expe- 


diting of the business of this Congress, and ho that it would 
be pushed along much more rapidly than it has been. There has 
been no delay on_ this side, no obstruction to any matter, but we 
have been a good deal puzzled to find the reason why my distin- 
i friend from Rhode Island and his colleagues have not 
marked out some well-defined programme which we might follow. 
I took the liberty, at the ——— of one or two of my friends 
on this side of the Chamber, the day before yesterday to suggest 
that as to this great privileged question which is before the Sen- 
ate, involving the right to a seat in this body, a time should be 
arranged for a vote, but it was met immediately with the response 
from the chairman of the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
on the other side that that could not be done; that even a sugges- 
tion for an arrangement could not be entertained for a week_or ten 
days. We are ready oeengte agree to any proper programme for 
the conduct of business. e@ majority have never yet suggested 
one until _ ee the Senator from Rhode Island made the 
on he did. 

: ere is a subject brought up S a vote of the Senate this morn- 
ing on which the Senator from Wisconsin desires to be heard. I 
think it is more than an ordinary matter with him; I think some 
ion has been made of views opposite to his, on which he 

it as absolutely necessary that he should be heard. Unfor- 
tunately, he is detained from the Senate this morning for personal 


reasons. 

My only ion was that the matter should go over without 
prejudice, to be called up the moment the Senator from Wisconsin 
retarns. I have never known the Senate to refuse such a request. 
The Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannon], who first brought the 
matter to the attention of the Senate, understood and appreciated 
thoroughly that that was the case. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I wish to make a suggestion 
respecting the Utah matter. The Senate has consumed several 
weeks in the discussion of a question which no court of record in 
the whole world would give either side more than two hours to 
discuss. Continuous speeches have been made here by Senators 
that have lasted over three days. We have taken up the question 
and looked at it from every point of view. We have done every- 
thing it except vote upon it, which is probably the 
most remote contingency that we can look forward to. 

No Western matter has been called up in the Senate during the 
entire session or considered in the slightest degree, and here is a 
new State in the Union, with its wants and its needs, asking, 
through its Senators, that the Secretary of the Interior carry out 
existing law. That is all it does. It does not ask for legislation, 
but that the of the Interior carry out existing law. It 
has been met with opposition of the most remarkable and persist- 
ent character. Day after day the consideration of the joint reso- 
lution has been adjourned and put over for one reason or for one 


pretext or ° 

Now, I have no doubt that it will go over again to-day because 
the Senator from Wisconsin is not here; but I do appeal to Sena- 
tors who ask this renewed courtesy that they in their turn, when 
another day shall come, instead of eee obstacles in the way 
of passing upon this measure, will feel doubly bound to further its 
consideration and action upon it. It is just and it is fair, and by 
whatever tactics it is postponed day after day, whether it be by 


a bills or matters that are spoken of as questions of 
Cn or whether it is to be made the football 

of poli in which one side of the Senate or the other is to 
an on poy ae charging the other with are the pro- 
ceedings of the te, I trust that the endeavor of this new State, 


represented by its Senators here, who intelligently and fearlessly 
are seeking to do their duty and to have the laws of the country 
eee be met by some sort of cooperation and not by 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Camtron inthechair). The 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] is entitled to the floor. 
GORMAN. I give way to the tor from Rhode Island. 
aktaleee b aan, the ae from ee 
country understan t neither of the great political par- 
ties in the Senate. 


GORMAN: | 

Mr. GO . We do not understand that. 
I should think the Senator has had reason to 

know it on many occasions. If there wasa combine, as hesays there 


SEE aeenen 08 the comnnlttess of this y, cer- 
tainly there have many combines of a more effective nature 
between the Senator from Maryland and his friends and the gen- 
of power in the Senate from that 

ane Se tile. The Senate and the country perfectly understand 
ties et ere ee 
yi respon- 

the course of en in the Senate. 
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We are all equally responsible, I take it, for the orderly conduct 
of the business of the Senate and for proceeding with its business 
to a conclusion, in order that the country may be relieved, if that 
is the ao word, of the further session of the Congress of the 
United States for some time to come. 

The Senator from Maryland asks me why we do not have a pro- 
gramme in regard to this matter. I suggest that we now have a 
programme, which shall be agreed upon by both sides of the 
Chamber, to dispose of the questions that are now before the Sen- 
ate, either Saale or partly, as unfinished business or otherwise, 
I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that if he desires to ac- 
commodate the Senator from Wisconsin, we shall have an agree- 
ment to take a vote upon this question without further discussion 
after the Senator from Wisconsin shall have concluded his re- 
marks. I take it for granted that nobody on this side of the 
Chamber cares to discuss the question further, and if that is the 
case. I suggest that, without further debate, we have a vote at the 
conclusion of the remarks of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment? 
I suggest that on one other occasion this question was made the 
unfinished business to follow a certain order of business then upon 
the Calendar. It was held in that position for a week or ten days, 
and then it became the unfinished business at the head of the Cal- 
endar on the conclusion of the first unfinished business. 

If the matter might once more be placed in that attitude, to 
become the unfinished business immediately upon the conclusion 
of the bond resolution now before the Senate, I am satisfied it 
would meet with approbation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There will be no other discussion on this side 
of the Chamber? 

Mr. CANNON. No; unless some points altogether new to the 
discussion so far developed shall be brought forward by the Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is perfectly well understood as to this mat- 
ter that the discussion of it is not to change anybody's vote. It is 
largely a moot discussion of the question. Thespeech of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin or any other speeches may be made just as 
well upon some other measure as upon the pending resolution, I 
take it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Maryland whether he 
is willing to consent to the suggestion which I have made for the 
disposition of this matter? 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course I know the tactics of my distin- 
guished friend the Senator from Rhode Island. He disclaims for 
the other side of the Chamber all responsibility for the manage- 
ment of the Senate. It is perfectly well known that the party in 
this Chamber which has control of the committees must necessa- 
rily control legislation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Experience has shown us that that is not true. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Doesthe Senator from Maryland think that 
that party could pass a tariff bill if it could get it up here some day? 

Mr. GORMAN. We will come to the matter of the tariff later 
on. But I wish to say now, in answer to the Senator from New 
Hampshire, that his party will be held responsible by the country, 
and if it proceeds to make = an enemy beyond the resources of 
the Treasury of the day without providing revenue the respon- 
sibility therefor is with the other side of the Chamber, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Maryland, with his so- 
lemnity, has frightened me on various occasions, both personally 
and in reference to the Republican party. But we are both get- 
ting on very well at this time, and I really wish the Senator would 
be more cheerful and aid us to go on to the consideration of the 
appropriation bills. 

r. GORMAN. Iam delighted that I have succeeded in fright- 
ening the Senator from New Hampshire. I have accomplished a 
great feat, for he has recently frightened his own party. [{Laugh- 
a However, that is aside from what I wish to say on this case. 

r. Vitas entered the Chamber. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iunderstand the Senator from Wisconsin has 
just entered the Chamber. So I presume we shall have no trouble 
about proceeding with the Utah matter. 

“Mr. GORM If the Senator from Wisconsin is here and is 
prepared to go on, I have nothing further to say in the matter 
except to remark to the Senators from Utah that I myself have no 
disposition to delay the vote upon their joint resolution. It is not 
that; but I have never before known a case in the Senate when a 
Senator who desired to speak on a subject was absent and detained, 
as in this case, accidentally, that the measure was not passed over 
during his absence, to be taken up on his return. 

Mr. BROWN. Allow me to interrupt the Senator from Mary- 
land. I was about to say thatif the Senator from Wisconsin was 
absent we would wait until to-morrow for a vote to be taken. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is allI suggested. As to the remarks of 
the distinguished Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDricH] and 
the distinguished Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcortr], wao 
thinks there is politics in everything suggested on this side of the 
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Chamber, I have only to say that we shall be very glad to make 
some arrangement looking to the order of business in the Senate. 
Such an arrangement has not been suggested by the other side of 
the Chamber having charge of the committees. We can not in 
this piecemeal way take up one measure and another by unan- 
imous consent. I wish to give notice now, Mr. President, that I 
shall object at any time during the present session if I am in the 
Chamber to further unanimous-consent agreements for the con- 
sideration of any measure. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Of a general character. 
Mr. GORMAN. Of a general character and other than the 
priation bills. 
r. ALDRICH. I will join the Senator from Maryland in that 


tion. 

Mr.GORMAN. It isapractice which has grown up that results 
in inconvenience and I think im a delay of business. The Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] suggests to me that my state- 
ment is ee Ido not mean tna meron vaca 
agreements to take up a measure immedia ut I mean arrange- 
ments to fix a time a week or ton days ahead or any other time in 

ature. 

Then, in addition, if Senators on the other side of the Chamber, 
who have all the chairmanships of the great committees of this 
body, desire, as we have done usually, to designate the public 
measures in the order in which they shall be considered, which 
saves time and serves everybody, we shall be glad to consider it. 
It is always done and s to the minority. We on this side 
are in the minority, and we have waited for such a i ; 
There namehsiradtbenandteneibentghte Gechentis t from 
now on, for the balance of this session, there will be, as there has 
been, and always ought to be in this Chamber, a. 
cussion of matters of publicimportance. There will be noattem 
on our part, so far as I know, to obstruct legislation. There will 
prevented, so far as we can prevent it, haste in respect to 
matters to dispose of which there may be a desire on the part 
SS es to go off for the summer 
other matters which might be suggested by my friend 
tor from Colerado [Mr. Wo.ocort]|, who 
| apeaye in every suggestion made on this side. 

in the a. The me apr i Wisconsin [Mr. Viias 
presen can manage his own case. 

Mr. LER. Mr. President, I wish to say a word. 
eo 8s understood that unanimous-consent 


sth mag et pt arthge ating Ne ge enuhene —~ 

w ppro 

oe with a bill, If that is understood, o—- can not 

any objection to a unanimous-consentagreement or taking u 

of a measure by vote. It is understood. The right of way ib 

reserved all the time to the A: Committee. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I understand that the joint reso- 
i i by unanimous consent. 


or determines 
Mr. HILL. And I am so desirous of continuing remarks, 
amreasee the Senator from Wisconsin will not sneall thet tian 


0 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 


chair was not present when the order was made, but he is in- 
formed that the resolution was taken up by a vote of the Senate 
morning. - : 
Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I have no interest in the 
olution in any way except such as every Senator on this 
I have been ready at every moment when was made to 
R an a cise abet eecamneet ant 
CORD, & 
resolution when I did not to be in the 
Scan pet te the duty ahaaiiing x 
am pu e du 
tin. tats tn tho caen, Ce aes 
inst my personal feeling in many 
al matocsnciesknoctalgrataetnaisshtang 
me to acquire know t i 
the Senate ought to know the facts. If when 
to the Senate they choose to deliver over 
worth in revenue to the United States, 
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ployed, hundreds of thousands of dollars a year, for the nomina] 

price of $5 or $10 an acre to some persons who may thereby be very 

— enriched at the cost of the public, the Senate is at liberty 1), 
0 it. 

It is true, as I am told, that the Senator from Rhode Island 
{Mr. ALpricu] made the remark this morning that no facts and 
no arguments would make -_ difference with his opinion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, no. I said the opinion of Senate; I 


did not say my 7 

Mr. VILAS. The opinion of the Senate. It matters not, I sup- 
post, then, in the t of the Senator from Rhode Island, tha; 
this is an attempt to take from the public a large amount of val- 
uable —— and bestow it on some private individuals. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand the resolution is a concurrent 
resolution, and can not become legally effective asa law of the 
United States; and whether it is or not, it is merely an ex- 
= opinion on the part of the two Houses of Congress. 
t will not change the , | take it, of the present Adminis- 
tration or the present of the Interior, and from that 
standpoint I said that the discussion was a purely academic (jis- 
cussion. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It isa joint resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. VILAS. The Senator from Rhode Island is, naturally 
enough, in error in his fundamental preface. The resolution is a 
joint resolution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then it has been changed since it wa- first 
P 


resented. 
Mr. VILAS. No; it was not evena concurrent resolution when 


Mr. ALDRICH. It was a concurrent resolution when I saw it. 

Mr. VILAS. I believe I am right in saying that it was a joint 

ore yew the beginning. The Senator from Utah [Mr. (.\- 

NON] knows. 

. CANNON. This particular resolution was introduced as 

a joint resolution. There was a resolution on the same subject 
formerly submitted which was a concurrent resolution. 

Mr. VILAS. It was never the subject of debate. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Iknew there wasa concurrent resolution upon 
the same subject before the Senate, and I supposed this was the 
same resolution. I take it for non poe Caeaaee of 

Administration would approve t reso- 
a vote of a want of confidence in hi:- 
the Interior. So, whatever may | 


Mr. 

Mr. VILAS. I understood 

would not affect the vote of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have great confidence in the skill, capacity, 


eloquence, and useof language of the Senator from Wisconsin. I 


have seen it exemplified on many occasions in the Senate, and | 
have no dow 


bt—— 
Mr. VILAS. That is not the question which is presented to th 
which the Senator 


the to be stated by the 

will be given re and considera- 

as his remarks always are, Lathere to my 
are that no vote will be 


correctly speaks for 

of altering by any 

upon which he had de- 

do not understand that the Senate \s 
rs same rule of 

has medicated: 


in this case. 


the joint resolution 

the eastern side of 

townships partic 

of gilsonite of enormous value have been 
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found aims of certain alleged prospectors, by which the 
lands = cote taken at a nominal price per acre. I undertook to 
explain the history of thisattempt and I desire to repeat something 
of it. 1 called attention to the fact that during the Fifty-first 
Congress, When everything that was extravagant, that tended to 
dissipate the public property and the public moneys, found a ready 
sort of a in Congress, a bill was passed _to give effect to 
this purpose, and that it was vetoed by General Harrison, and his 
veto m very moderately expressing objection to the bill, was 
at least such that no attem was made to induce Congress to pass 
the bill over his veto. In that message he said of the legislation: 


The object, then, of this legislation is to be sought not in any public demand 
for these lands for the use of settlers—for if they are = le of that use 
the Indians have a clear equity to take allotments upon them—but in that 

the w the mineral entries, or entries for mineral 

— which have been unlawfully made “or attempted to be made on said 

” is private and not a publicend that is to be promoted. 

It does not follow of course that te priva end may not be wholly meri- 

torious, and the relief sought on be of these persons altogether just and 

roper. e facts,as I am advised, are that upon these lands there are veins 
or beds of asphaltum or gilsoni pposed to be of very t value. 

Entries have beemmade in that vicinity, but upon public lands, which lands 

have been resold large amounts. It is not important, perhaps, that 

the United States in parting with these lands realize their value, but 

essential, I think, that favoritism should have no part in connection with 

the sales. The bill confirms all attempted entries of these mineral lands at 

the price of 


acre (a price that is suggestive of something unusual!) 
without requ evidence of the expenditure of any money upon the claim, 
or even proof that the claimant was the discoverer of the deposits. 


suppose even that language from the President whom he 
helped to the Presidential chair would not have influenced the 
Senator from Rhode Island, and, if I may accept his statement, 
it would not tend to en of the Senators whose opinions 

e seems to represent upon this floor. 

? But, Mr. , after that measure had thus been vetoed by 
the President of the United States and the Fifty-first Congress 
had not passed it, itcame back again in the Fifty-second Con- 
s in another form. ne aap emma then, as I showed when I 
took eccasion to take the floor on this measure, was to set 

rt out of the Uncompahgre Ute Reservation the four town- 
ships of land in which those valuable bodies of gilsonite lie. The 
Committee on Indian Affairs investigated the subject and made a 
= on it, which I have put into the Recorp in the remarks 
which were made some weeks ago and in which I was interrupted. 
In the report the committee said, as the result of their investigation, 
that there were Be earcemre, whe Nov entitled to claim those 
lands by reason of discovery, there were no prospectors who 
were ontitied to claim those lands by reason of yatta of dis- 
covery, for the material lay open, on the surface of the ground, 
and was known to exist by those who had been there not in min- 
eral p but in the ordinary way of traversing the country 
for gain or for other expeditions in which they might be engaged. 

It was like discovering the existence of rock in the Alps or on 
the peaks of the Rocky Mountains. Everybody knew it was there 
who knew of it. It was not the product of research, of 
, of investigation. More than that, whatever claim 

certain persons as prospectors was a claim in defi- 
ance of the law. Upon that subject I shall ask the attention of 
the Senate in a moment to some statements before the Senate from 
the Commissioner of Public Lands under General Harrison, who 
is an honored associate of ours m this floor to-day. 

Mr. President, when, as one of the subcommittee of the Com- 
on Indian Affairs, this measure,in the Fifty-second Con- 
, Was under my consideration I addressed an inquiry to the 
of the Interior in respect to the proposed bill and cer- 
of alleged prospectors on these lodes of gilsonite, and 
received the answers which I hold in my hand and which I will 
the Secretary to read. The first is from Mr. Commissioner 
,of the General Land Office, and the second, based upon 
that . part, from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, Judge 


er. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


q 
The Secretary read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFIcE, 
Washington, D. C., April 12, 1892. 
Str: I a to acknowledge the receipt of a letter from the Hon. 
WriiiaM PF, United States Senate, which you referred to this office for 


Senator's letter relates to the White River, Kansas City, Joseph A. 
, Leavenworth, Cow 


F 


Ra EB 
ele 


Thatcher, Lucky . Dixie, Bandanna, 
Archie, Taveieeiece Lae Knight, Raffle, Black Jack, Wasatch, New 
York, Lorna peaeee. Coeeee 2 77ing Pan, Ce Mary Mc, and Ouray 
lode claims, a angen Se ee sa to bear “albertite or gilsenite.” 

From the the exact 1 position of said 
claims can determined, nor can they be d located upon any 
ae Plat, or in this office. They are, however, in Uinta County, 

tah, Uncompahgre Ute Indian Reservation. 

This by Executive order dated January 5, 1882, 
under 8 spproved June 15, 1880 (21 0. S. Stats., 199). 

Al this reservation is in a certain sense public land, 
ig in and order I am of the opinion that the attempt tolecate 
ana claims mentioned under the mining-land laws was unwarranted 

Sul atempted locations in my judgment, without any warrant in 
the law, Ee aoe Gane thane nethnrs canis nchuiee enw taghin leoal ot 

i 
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uitable, as locators or discoverers by reason of such locations, or by reason 


having notices thereof recorded m the office of the recorder of Uinta 
County, Utah. 

I have been unable to find in any standard work on mineralogy any au- 
thority for designating any mineral substance as ‘ gilsonite,”’ but from in- 
formation received I am led to think that that term has come into use as 
descriptive of a fine quality of asphalitum, dealt in by the Gilson Asphaltum 


Company, of St. Louis, Mo., with agencies in London and Hamburg 

In the Century Dictionary I find * albertite be detined as being a hydro 
carbon, pitch-like in appearance, ani related to asphaltum, but not so fusible 
nor so soluble in benzine or ether. It is used in the manufacture of illum 
nating gas and of illuminating and lubricating oils 


It might be held thai public land valuable on account of its deposits of “ al- 
bertite ’ would be subject to entry under the mineral land laws, but I am 
unable to refer you to any decision specifically in point 

The Senator's letter and inclosure are herewith returned 

Very respectfully, 
THOS. H 


CARTER 
The Honorable SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Commissioner. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE [WTERIOR, 
Wa hington, April , 1392. 

Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
of 30th ultimo, and accompanying printed copy of certain alleged notic 
location of mining claims on the Cow Boy, etc., lodes of **gilsonite ” within 
the Uncompahgre Indian Reservation, and asking to be informed whether 
the nutices of location if made would give the claimants or locators any right 
or claim under the lawsof the United States, or any standiug, equity, prior 
ity, or advantage as discoverers of or locators on the lands therein mentioned 
in the General Land Office or before the Interior Department or otherwise. 

In response thereto, I transmit herewith copy of a communication of Wth 
instant, from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, to whom the mat- 
ter was referred, wherein the opinion is expressed that the attempt to locate 
the claims above mentioned under the mining-land laws was unwarranted 
and illegal,and he fails to see that these locators could acquire any rights 
legal or equitable, as locators or discoverers by reason ef such locations or by 
reason of having notices thereof recorded in the office of the r 
Uinta County, Utah. 

In this connection I invite your attention to the action taken by Congress 
in regard to the Uinta Reservation, where “ gilsonite * was discovered in 
1885, and I inclose for your information copy of House Report No. 791, 
Fiftieth Congress, first session, in relation to the matter 

By the act of May 24, 1888 (25 Stats. , 157), certain lands of the Uinta Reser 
vation said to contain “gilsonite’ were restored to the public doma 
preference was given by this act to the locator and the moneys derived from 
the sales of the lands belonged to the Indians. The act also required that it 
be ratified by the Indians. 

The status of the Uncompakgre lands being different from that of the 
Uintas, being held in a reservation until allotted to and purchased by the 
Uncompahgres, the moneys from these lands if segregated would belong to 
the United States, and the consent of the Indians would not be necessary. 

The inclosures of your letter are herewith retarned >| 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 


Ss of 


ecorder of 


n and 


GEO. CHANDLER, 
Acting Sec tary. 
Hon. Wi.LiaM F. ViLAs, United States Senate. 

Mr. VILAS. Now, Mr. President, in addition to the fact which 
the Indian Affairs Committee reported to the Senate in the Fifty- 
second Congress, that there were no meritorious discoveries and 
that the alleged prospectors who had undertaken to set up stakes 
on a tract of land that was known to contain the mineral long 
before, I have now placed before the Senate the lctters of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office, showing that there was no such thing as a right to make 
those claims; that the law was explicit which denied to them any 
sort of privilege to enter upon that land; that they were entirely 
removed beyond the reach of prospectors, if prospecting had been 
possible. Among the papers which I have here—which I do not 
for the moment lay my hand upon, although I will presently find 
it, I hope, and call attention to it—is an affidavit of a person fa- 
miliar with that land, who testifies to the fact that the line bound- 
ing the eastern border of the reservation and the western border 
of Colorado was plainly marked upon the ground and well known, 
and that there was no opportunity for any mistake to be alleged 
in +t to that subject. 

I call attention to the fact that after the report was made, by 
which it was proposed to amend the bill so as simply to place these 
lands in the market for sale to the best bidder—a course which 
would afford to the United States all their value and to all per- 
sons interested or who desired to be interested an equal oppor- 
tunity to share in the profits of their ownership—the. bill was 
sto . No effort was made to push it. Those who were inter- 
ested in the proposition which was first introduced no longer man- 
ifested any Reatre to do but one thing, and that was to recall the 
action of the Committee on Indian Affairs and secure the with- 
drawal of the proposal which would put those lands to the benefit 
of the United States at large and their value in the Treasury 
instead of in private coffers. 

I have here letters addressed tome, some of them printed. Here 
is one which was printed and circulated, signed by a gentleman 
who represented himself to be the attorney of that company whose 


0 ip is in the city of St. Louis and which expected to be the 
beneficiary of the bill when it was passed. Perhaps it has already 


been said here, as it was then said, that the measure was to give 
the poor man a chance; that it was to open an opportunity to the 
explorer to go in there and enrich himself, perchance, if by lucky 
fortune fate lighted him upon some vein of valuable mineral. 
But, sir, it was drawn so as to give those alleged explorers (and 
that was the whole effort from beginning to end) the chance to 
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perfect their claims; and although the St. Louis ee repre- 
sented itself or seemed to have agents to represent it to the com- 
mittee and those interested as opposing these explorers, there was 
the best of evidence to believe that every one of the 
was but the agent of the company. The Committee on 
Affairs refused to c its views. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Wisconsin be kind enough 
to state that evidence? 


The Secre called the roll, and the following Senat 
swered to ‘heirs names: : _ 


All 
orers Alli 


Mr. VILAS. I will endeavor to call attention to it before we | ® 


conclude the discussion. I had it collated, as 1 thought, ready to 


une tedly, and I can not for the moment collate it. I 


do it before I finish. I want to say that I have been ready from 


the first moment when this measure was proposed to discuss it at | Clar 


any time. When it came up first I was greatly surprised, and 
especially was I surprised to find that such a measure had ever 
gone through Congress as I have since learned went through on 
an 2 te came bill. I learned it for the first time that morning. 
Yet ve never for an instant objected to the consideration of 
the measure. I debated it then, I went right on with the discus- 
sion, and the discussion was cut off only because the hour of 2 
o'clock arrived. I have waited here hour after hour, day after 
day, and eve 


times to be absent from this Chamber, how sure it is to be the 


fact that not one-half of the members of this body are present at | 4 


any time except when there is a roll call. 

e PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Wisconsin 
will suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair 
age } before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be 
stated. 

The Secretary. A resolution, by Mr. PEFFER, providing for 
a committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally 
all the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale 
of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent that the Senator from 
Wisconsin may have leave to conclude his remarks at this time, 
and that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside for that 


u . 
: The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. ALLEN and Mr. PEFFER. What is the request? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana re- 

uests that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside while 
the Senator from Wisconsin finishes his remarks. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not wish, of course, to be discourteous to 
the Senator from Wisconsin, but I insist that we shall proceed 
with the business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask the Senate to agree to take up the joint 
resolution the next day that the Senate is in session—-to-morrow 
if in session; if not, then on Monday. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Ishall have to object to any unanimous- 
consent agreement extending beyond the moment when it is to be 
put into execution. 

Mr. BROWN. I move that it be taken up on the next day’s 
session, to-morrow or Monda. 

Mr. HARRIS. That motion will not be in order. 

Mr. BROWN. During the morning hour and after the morn- 


business. 
a PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion will not be in order 
now, other business being before the Senate. 

Mr. TURPIE. I appeai to the Senator from Kansas to allow 
the honorable Senator from Wisconsin to conclude his remarks. 
That is in consonance with the wishes of the Senator who has the 
floor on the bond resolution. I understand the Senator from Wis- 
consin would not occupy much longer time. 

Mr. PEFFER. The joint resolution has been put over by the 
arrival of the hour of 2 o’clock. The Senator from Wisconsin can 
finish his remarks at any time he desires to do so, I insist upon 


Cone ae. 

Mr. Iam certainly obliged to my friend from Indiana, 
but I do not care to delay the regular order. I will be ready to go 
on to-morrow or Monday, if the Senate wants to take up the joint 


ution then. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is the pleasure of the Senate 
to hear the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. Is the bond resolution before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Ii is. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Will the Senator from New York yield to 
me fora moment? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 


ADJOURNMENT TO MONDAY. 


Mr. WALTHALL. I move that when the Senate adjourn to- 


day it be to meet on Monday next. 
. CHANDLER, I euggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFIC The Secretary will call the roll. 


my hand, but I have come into the Senate finding this om up | Call 
ope to 


Senator knows how absolutely necessary it is some- | ing in 


Wolcott. 

Hawley, 
Hill, Smith, 
ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Fifty-seven Senators are present, 
The roll call discloses the — ofaquorum. The question js 
on the motion of the Senat®8r from Mississippi, that when the Sen. 
ate adjourn to-day it be to meet on Monday next. 

Mr. CALL. Let us have the yeee and — ¢ on that question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the yeas and na 

Mr. CALL. I really think we ought not to 
Senator a Maryland 
ee to 


journ over. The 

. GORMAN] made a speech this morn- 
in the passage of the appropriation bills. 

r. PEFFER,. I hope the motion to adjourn over will be voted 

own, Mr. President. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to give notice that on Monday, at 
the earliest ble moment, I shall try to get up the Indian ap- 
propriation and continue its consideration until it is disposed 
of. Lhope these other matters can be gotten out of the way be- 
fore that time. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkins]. I transfer 
my pair to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] and vote 
‘*yvea,” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). Iam paired gen- 
erally with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Hansprovcu), 
I ~~ I ought to withhold my vote. I do not like to do it. 

r. TELLER (when his name was called). On this subject I 
am pone with the junior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Ky xr}, 
roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). [have 
a a pair with the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. M115), 
who has not, I believe, voted. I therefore withdraw my vote. 
While on my feet I will state that the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts . LopGE] is gg, ge and is paired with 
the senior Senator from New York [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FAULKNER. I desire to state that my pair with my col- 

was transferred to the tor from Ken- 
e’s pair is transferred to the 

, 80 that the Senator from 

from Ohio will stand paired and my 


voted in the affirmative). 
ee Lomp ; ence) apa 
Everyone is voting as he pleases. osavea 
colleague 


[Mr. Murrny]} 


Iam paired 


Mr. WAL I desire to announce that on this question 
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. CaMERON] is paired 
with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. IrBy]. 

The result was announced—yeas 36, nays 28; as follows: 








ee 


1896. 





PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 
mitted by Mr. PEFFER February 12, 1896. 

Mr. . It has been so long since we have heard the resolu- 
tion I desire to have the memory of the Senate jogged in regard 
to it, and therefore I ask that it be read. ; . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let it be read as it has been modified. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so read. 

The Secretary read the resolution as modified, as follows: 


Resolved, That a committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the Vice- 
President, whose duty it shall be— 

First. To inv and report generally all the material facts and cir- 
cu conn with the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary 
of the in the 1894, 1895, and 1896. 


Second To in and —— y what amount of available funds, 
classified, was in the United States ury and on deposit in other places 
subject to the order of the Secretary of the Treasury at the time the bonds 
were sold or offered for sale; whether there was or was not coin enough on 
hand to meet ail coin o tions of the Government due at the time said 
bonds were or when they were offered for sale; what obligations were 
dueat that time and the amount of each, stated separately; what was the 
reason for any unusual withdrawal of coin from the Treasury shortly before 
bonds were sold or offered for sale, if such unusual withdrawals were in fact 
made, and by what persons or classes of persons and for what purpose or on 
what account such withdrawals were made; who purchased the bonds, in 


what amounts, and where, whether in the United States or in foreign coun- 
tries, and in what pan one from what persons or classes of persons 
gold was 7 with w 


the ch to pay for the bonds, what the bonds sold 
for, and what was market price of our Government bonds at the time; 

what effect the bond sales on the credit and business of the people of 
oe To in te and report as to the manner of disposing of said 


bonds, by what au ity, and what contracts, advertisements, or proposals 
were the Secretary of the Treasury in relation thereto; what a - 
and whether oral or in writing, and whether publicly or 
privately, were entered into by the Secretary of the Treasury and any syndi- 

persons with respect to the sale and purchase of the bonds 
and the profits made or to be made by such syndicate or any person or persons 
connected with such syndicate directly or indirectly; whether any officer of 
the Government, or any person or persons for such officer, and on his behalf, 
and in his personal interest, and with his knowledge or consent, entered into 
any contract, agreement, or arrangement, directly or indirectly, with any 
person or partnership, corporation, comeney or syndicate, for the 


meageans the price offered or to be offe or said bonds, or any 
Pethem, with the intent and expectation to receive commission or personal 
reward by reason of such contract, ment, or arrangement; whether 
such contract or agreement had any and what effect on the prices offered for 
the bonds, what the effect was, and who, if any person, profited by it, and to 
what extent. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, ae and the new features 
of my argument permit me to note briefly what may be regarded 
as already established in this discussion: 

First. That this investigation is unnecessary. 

Second. That it is pressed as a Populist resolution for political 


would warrant the institution of a solemn investigation. 

Fourth. That the Senate has no jurisdiction to inquire into 
most of the matters embraced in the resolution, and could not 
enforce the attendance of witnesses or compel the giving of testi- 


or relation to such subjects. 
All the legitimate information desired can be otherwise 
obtained. 


Sixth. The resolution is unnecessarily offensive in its terms, con- 
taining insinuations and reflections not warranted by anything 
from any responsible source. 

th. That the reasons urged for this investigation, as de- 

in the speech of the author of the resolution, are wholly 

E — , indefinite, and many of them absolutely 
Eighth. That the whole basis f th posed yf 

whole basis of the pro resolution is upon 

the allegation of the absence of legal power to issue any bonds 

whatever; ce hay question, to be determined by judges and 


Hf 


committees, and not by mere investigating 


Ninth. If the Secretary of the Treasury has exceeded any au- 
— for — _— is no aoomete nate ie oe seats, Con 
remedy peachment on the part of the House o pre- 
sentatives and not tion or censure on the part of the 


cars i gach members word be the judges and not the prose- 


such 
That it has been conclusively shown that the act of 1875 
furnishes ample authority for the issuing of bonds to replenish the 


-Mr. GEORGE. I desire to ask the Senator from New York 
whether the act of 1875 confers any authority to procure gold or 
other coin for any yx purpose than for the redemption of what 


are called backs’ 
Mr. None; and that power never has been exercised for 


ae 
ga ten slow me Serer 
GEORGE. 


: When money is thus " for the 
of redeeming greenbacks can it be la and properly for 
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the purpose of redeeming what are called Treasury notes under 
the act of 1890? 

Mr. HILL. That is another question, Mr. President. The gold 
raised from the sale of gold bonds is used for the purpose of the 
redemption of greenbacks, and when the greenbacks are thus 
placed in the Treasury they can be used for any legitimate pur- 
pose. 

Mr. GEORGE. The greenbacks may? 

Mr. HILL. The greenbacks may. 

Mr. President, as I stated in one of the points made, the whole 
basis of this investigation arises out of the allegation that there 
is no authority now existing to issue these bonds. I may be par- 
doned for quoting the act of 1875 in order that it may be placed in 
my remarks. I will ask the Secretary to read chapter 15 of the 
laws of 1875, an act for the resumption of specie payments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


An act to provide for the resumption of specie payments. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Treasury is 
hereby authorized and required, as rapidly as practicable, to cause to be 
coined at the mints of the United States silver coins of the denominations of 
10, 25, and 50 cents, of standard value, and to issue them in redemption of an 
equal number and amount of fractional currency of similar denominations, 
or, at his discretion, he may issue such silver coins through the mints, the 
subtreasuries, public depositaries, and post-offices of the United States; and, 
upon sach issue, he is hereby authorized and required to redeem an equal 
amount of such fractional currency until the whole amount of such frac- 
tional currency outstanding shall be redeemed 

Sec. 2. That so much of section 3524 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States as ypeortiee for a charge of one-fifth of 1 per cent for converting stand- 
ard gold bullion into coin is hereby repealed, and hereafter no charge shall 
be made for that service. 

Sec. 3. That section 5177 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, lim- 
iting the regate amount of circulating notes of national banking associa- 
tions, be, and is hereby, repealed; and each existing banking association may 
increase at ag notes in accordance with existing law without respect 
to said aggregate limit; and new banking associations may be organized in 
accordance with existing law without respect to said aggregate limit; and 
the provisions of law for the withdrawal and redistribution of national-bank 
currency among the several States and Territories are hereby repealed. 
And whenever, and so often, as circulating notes shall be issued to any such 
banking association, so mereneee its capital or circulating notes, or so newly 
organized as aforesaid, it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to redeem the legal-tender United States notes in excess only of $300,- 
000,000, to the amount of 80 per cent ot the sum of national-bank notes so 
issued to any such banking association as aforesaid, and to continue such re- 
demption as such circulating notes are issued until there shall be outstand- 
ing the sum of $300,000,000 of such legal-tender United States notes, and no 
more. And on and after the Ist day of January, A. D. 1879, the Secretary 
of the Treasury shall redeem, in coin, the United States legal-tender notes 
then outstanding on their eryeeateticn for redemption, at the ofhce of the 
assistant treasurer of the United States in the city of New York, in sums 
of not less than $50. And to enable the Secretary of the Treasury to pre- 

re and provide for the redemption in this act authorized or required, he 
s authorized to use any surplus revenues, from.time to time, in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, and to issue, sell, and dispose of, at not less 
than par, in coin, either of the descriptions of bonds of the United States 
described in the act of Congress approved July 14, 1870, entitled, “An act to 
authorize the refunding of the national debt,”’ with like qualities, privileges, 
and exemptions, to the extent necessary to carry this act into full effect, and 
to use the proceeds thereof for the purposes aforesaid. And all provisions of 
law inconsistent with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 

Approved, January 14, 1575. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, it will be observed, upon analyzing 
this act of 1875, that it embraces a continuing authority, not 
limited in its exercise to a date prior to 1879, the date of specie re- 
sumption, but it is to be exercised whenever and so long as green- 
backs are presented and coin shall be needed for redemption pur- 
poses. Bonds can be issued to procure either silver or gold coin 
as the Secretary of the Treasury may elect. 

The theory of the friends of this resolution is that the authority 
embraced in the act of 1875 exhausted itself upon specie payments 
being resumed in 1879. There arose a question about this period 
of our history as to what redemption meant. It had ordinarily 
been supposed that redemption meant redemption in fact; that it 
meant omens: that it meant retirement; that it meant cancella- 
tion. redemption had been conceded to mean that, then there 
would not have arisen the question which is presented to-day. Pos- 
sibly at the time the law was passed it was not contemplated that 
its exercise would be necessarily continuous; but it will be re- 
called thatsubsequently the act of 1878 was passed, which required 
a continuous reissuing of greenbacks, and hence compelled a con- 
tinuous redemption, and required an issue of bonds whenever the 
coin, gold or silver, was deemed necessary to replenish the redemp- 
tion fund. In other words, this act of 1875, as construed with 
reference to the law of 1878, gave a continuous authority to pro- 
tect the back currency and to redeem it so long as redemp- 
tion should berequired. The two acts must be construed together; 
and, sir, it is perfectly idle for lawyers to stand up in the Senate 
and say that the act of 1875 only applied to one single redemption, 
or that it at any time exhausted itself. Any other construction 
than that it was continuous would have stopped the wheels of 
Government, Mee yd in the present deadlock, when the two 
Houses are divided upon the question of supplying additional 
revenue, 
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Mr. President, I commented yesterday upon the 
‘would have been 
at this hour—if the President and Secre had 
not exercised the power of issuing bonds with which to enish 
ithe gold reserve. The bonds, while properly issued for the pur- 
poses of redemption only, have brought into the Treasury mon- 

eys, greenbacks, available for current expenses, and thereby the 
Government has been kept afloat and its credit preserved. I need 
not remind the country of the chaos:;which would have resulted 
‘from any other course; I need not remind the cou of the dis- 
asters which would have overtaken the Government if this power 
had not beenexercised. Let meread the actapproved May $11 1878: 


An act to forbid the further retirement of United States legal tender notes. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
ws America in Congress assembled, That from and after of this 
act. it shall not be lawful for the Secretary of the Treasury or officer 
under him to cancel or retire any more of the United — legal tender 
notes. And when an y of said notes may be redeemed or be received a 
Sore fs under any law from any source whatever aan shall 
Cages | tates, reise shall not be retired, canceled, or destro 
— and in circulation: 


tacle which 
of the 


but az 


cance! 
other notes of like 
meaiere oe law. 


All Gye tad repealed. 
Approved May oi, 1578 " 


Mr. President, the effect of that act was to provide for the con- 
tinuous reissuing of greenback Will it be said 
that this Government has provided amethod by which greenbacks 
were to be continuously reissued, and at the same time had deprived 
_ that same Government of the power to — and enforce that 
‘redem ? You can notredeem one another green- 
back. After the law was passed w Government 
to the redemption of its greenback caanam sentinvantndiotienes 
ment must redeem its currency in coin or violate its sacred pledge. 
So when the Government provided that this greenback currency 
should be kept afloat, that it should be constantly reissued, it also 
understood this act of 1875 gave a continuous power, when- 
ever necessary, Ser the Goverumaant to: loves ite lente. Sir, that 
has been its construction from that hour to this. 
of the has so argued, every financial officer 
ernment has so understood it, every President of the United States 
who has since been in au Scaeeun neem 
Who doubts it? AsI said yesterday, a new-born 
and that ‘‘combine” says that they have cued 8 
an t upon the bonds of the country? 


thority. Why cast discredi 
Why attempt, in this critical hour, when the ee 
—— mache seers eat ne Aae at he 


bonds. We had to have the cacainoie supported WieGlowee 
ment, and while the bonds were not issued to provide revenue for 
‘the support of the Government, incidentall a 
 sputeceehemiaed chabgalt Amemebtantin 
proc or the p 
tion of greenbacks; and the backs when 
- become funds of the 
of the Government or for any other legitimate purpose. 
a we had not obtained money from 
ert wena — to obtain it — ee rev- 
enue egisla on e —— migh: ve been jporaril re- 
lieved by the coinage of some silver bullion, but it would cove 
been a mere a drop in the bucket. In a short time it would have 
been exhausted. erefore Lask those whosay—who say simply— 
that they doubt the authority of the Government to issue 
how would this Government have been continued in its operation 
during the past year am ge by the issuing of bonds? 
ie known, I not support the Wilson bill. I tried to 
have some obnoxious provisions stricken from it. I used my influ- 
ence to make it a-conservative bill, yielding sufficient 
I doubted the wisdom of some of its extreme 
io it was on 
passed as a 
conceded by its 
duce an amount n 


measure now to object because funds are procured elsewhere to 
supply the ee ee thatact. I wish 
it were otherwise. ob fat so ean at that time had framed 
eee aes ees so a 
been.no question about a deficienc: 
counsels ee as they are 

I wish 


hans Cetin tion 
be better for our 


ty if coumels nok prevailed as 
Therefore, I say i 


does not lie in the moutlis of the 


sosuuted-aaieds the seuntion which would exist | mate 


of eee the Wil- 


ee ee of 


Wilson Act to object. because bonds have been: issued for legiti- 


, namely, the redemption of greenbacks, and because, 
, those bonds have furnished sufficient 


;vernment. , 
spectacl woul liste teanapamuuh trier or a 
6 e coun and 
ents! What a weapon we would have put into their 
this Government had ceased operations because without 


enough money to rt it! This very power, exercised under 
property, regularly, duly exercised, has been the 


the act of 1875, 
means by which the tion has floated the Government 
along. Any other course would make the failure of the Wilson 


Act more apparent and emphatic. We had to have some revenue. 
The House and Senate were 


deaillocked. How else was it to be 

— to supply deficiencies? Not that 
bonds to meet the 

but as we had MA a Ac ney 


Pp 
inciden 


to the | backs, incidentally that 
to mest tho deficiency occasioned Dy t 


It is not to the Senate or to the 
a that the sis waite are thus accumulated by the salo 
of are not kept separate. Taepaeves have been'since tho 
act of 1875 was There is no statute which requires it. 
is used to redeem greenbacks and the green- 

, they become funds available for any 

my should not be so anx- 

-of bonds, ‘the other side 

a false position, whatever the Re- 

bined. do, ao 

the 


ption of greenbacks; 
e green used for the expenses of the 
You would think from some of the arguments pre- 

sented here that the money from bonds had been frittered away. 
You would think it had been . Youwould think that 
this was a pure debt for which the Government has 
received no adequate If we had used the money 
thus obtained from the we would have to have some 
sort of taxation w the We would have had to resort 
to something, and if the two Houses of Congress were deadlocked 
politically, as they have been — the revenue question, how clse 
would you obtain the money? The Government would stop. 


son Act to have contempla 

a ee can be summed up in a few words. 
It is a mere question of arithmetic. The moneys have not been 
taken from the ‘the people. Ifthere had been additional 


revenue et on, em more a would have come from the 


and there- 
money seal i een = = Having to 
@ mere question 
of oisinas oe we 
upon ex the 
is the Government to do? Who 
what they 


so much revenue, and we did not 
by the WilsonAct. Thenyou hadto it fromsome source, 
“ae meena cats to criticise the issu- 


nS vat othe other course was open to your other 


peenreeee petemehe eee “Mhey aia not 


separ tm, een 
them. They inherited them under a system of finance fastencd 








with which they were environed and from which 
not escape. They had to take the laws as they found 
y this carping criticism of our officials of the Govern- 

votes from the other side by this course? 
do to pass the resolution? What object is to 
by it? How will it help silver? How will it 
< the ee) ? God knows we have 

enough of our own witho rrowing any. 

troubles eaident, who are the people who demanded this investi- 
gation? Democrats anywhere in the country? No. Democrats 
understand this question. Republicans inthe main? No, I think 
not. Businessmen? No. The men who bought the bonds out- 
side of the aquanate, who might be offended in some way? No, 
they are not. Are representatives from the States largely 
interested in this question demanding this investigation? No. 
The demand for investigation is political in its character. | I do 
not blame the thro their distinguished leaders here, 
for stirring up question if theycan. That is E litics. They 


make italif they can. But I the le 
Pretty thoroughly understand it. — 
I know there is some ee against the issuing of bonds. 


as lam uring the coming campaign I shall go 
- and tell them the exact truth. I shall say to them: 
“Ty tio to goto al which would give revenue, I did 
not support Wilson bill, because I o to many of its 
features, particularly one to which I need not now allude. I 
would cient revenue to su the Govern- 
are ted that it has not. But 
Sam tee pockets fteon ie 
poc of the people. 

to issue bonds to get gold. Even 
more revenue it would not have solved the question, 
ae have are so ar- 
we to be paidin gold. Youcan 
backs, or in any other lawful money, 
still need gold.” Ishall tell them frankly 
the will be no difficulty in regard to it. If, 
wever, we intend to insinuate that there is something wrong; 
because we do not like all the details of every transaction, we 


are to suggest itxoguiarity ; if we are to t wrong; if we are 
to suggest fraud; if we are to join with the other side in criti- 
cisms of the men whom we placed in power, we might as well 


old Democratic organization and bid farewell to it 


Mr. ALLEN. It has — 

sir; the old party has not gone. I correct the 
Nebraska. That party will live if it is true to itself. 

It will live, sir, to uphold its true principles, and I do not believe 

that the actions of a few misguided men can destroy it. There 

have been darker days than these, and yet the party has emerged 


upon them, 


they could 
them. 


& 


LUTTSsHT 
its 
ss 


ra 


to win great and g ‘orious victories. 
Only a few politicians want this investigation. They want to 
throw mud. 


7 want to create the impression that a great 
scandal exists. ey want to make political capital by a clamor, 
a noise, a tumult, a sensation. They are all who are asking for 
it. The business men, the men who own farms, the men who own 


of the question? I do not intend to 
Se 
a oor. one- of this 

a. t has largely extended wealth. 
country. There is where the 
Londn exe Saate® from all parts of the country. All the conceiv- 


: 
i 
| 
e.. 
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the syndicate. In fact, they said it was already arranged. I 
recollect denying it. I recollect that I said my understanding 
was that the Administration might or might not deal with any 
syndicate then formed or contemplated. 

Finally, when on Monday morning after the famous debate of 
Thursday we read in the morning papers that the Secretary of 
the Treasury had concluded te have a popular loan, what was 
then said? Senators met here and congratulated one another and 
shook hands with one another. I overheard them say, ‘‘ Well, 
we brought the Administration to terms. We smashed the syndi- 
cate. We made them issue a popular loan. They did not want 
to doit. They wanted to favor the syndicate, but we made them 
stop.” Irecollect that one Senator caused to be given to the news- 
— an account of the large number of letters and telegrams he 

ad received from various parts of the country congratulating 
him on his firm stand, and how he had brought the Administra- 
tion to its knees by his little resolution that we debated here one 
afternoon. The public could not have known about all those let- 
ters and telegrams unless he had given them out. 

Llooked to see how the bonds were subscribed for. The total 
subscriptions to the recent loan were $551,026,515, of which New 
York subseribed the modest sum of $450,898,850. I thus speak of 
New York and its interests here as one of the reasons why [ mani- 
fest interest in this question. I do not propose to have the bonds 
which my constituents purchased discredited by any such bogus, 
trumped-up resolution as this if Ican preventit. Massachusetts 
alone subscribed $42,891,650; Pennsylvania, $11,690,200; Ohio, $9,- 
398,950; Dlinois, $5,154,100; Maryland, $3,729,500; New Jersey, 
$3,305,200. Then Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, 
and Connecticut in all subscribed: $6,897,250. Then come Texas, 
Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, North 
Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Delaware, District of 
Columbia, Virginia, and West Virginia, all together, $5,200,635. 
Then comes another group of States, Nebraska, Missouri, Arkansas, 
Minnesota, North Dakota, South Dakota, Kansas, Indiana, Iowa, 
Michigan, and Wisconsin, $5,570,850. Then comes another group 
of States which were going to take all the bonds before they were 
issued at 2} or 3 per cent—Arizona, California, Indian Territory, 
Montana, Nevada, Idaho, Colorado, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Ore- 
gon, Utah, Washington, Wyoming, and all others, $6,289,330. I 
give these figures to show the interest the people of my State have 
in this great financial question. 

The real grievance of these agitators is not the mere issuance of 
bonds, because, as [ stated, even if they are not necessary it is only 
a question of the loss of interest involved, but because silver is 
not forced upon the holders of greenbacks in redemption. That 
is the real grievance. They do not explain about how the Govern- 
ment is to be run by the pursuit of any other course. They say, 
‘*Coin the bullion in the Treasury; coin the seigniorage.” That 
would be only a small amount, which would be soon exhausted. 
The grievance is really inst the Secretary of the Treasury that 
he does not force the holders of greenbacks to accept silver. 

This matter resolves itself into a mere question of option. Who 
shall have the option, the Government or the people who hold the 
bonds? Or, if the Government has reserved to itself the legal op- 
tion, what, under all the circumstances, is the best policy to pur- 
sue? Shall it exercise the option, or shall it, in the pursuance of a 
wise and reasonable policy of keeping all of our different kinds of 
currency together upon a parity, allow the holder to have the op- 
tion? Thatis the question. All else about this question is exag- 
geration; all else about it is misrepresentation; all else about it 
is reckless assertion. It is a question of policy, not of law; itisa 
question of policy, not of honesty; it is a question of policy, not 
of regularity or propriety. What I object to in the resolution is 
that instead of recognizing the difference between the friends of 
the gold standard and the friends of the silver standard, instead 
of recognizing that the difference between the two sides is a great 
question of public policy, not a question of law, our friends who 
are pressing the resolution insist upon making it a question of 
honesty, a question of law, a question of regularity. ere is no 


such question. 

Differ as we may with the Secretary of the Treasury upon these 
matters, this great ee ought not to be diverted into a foolish, 
unwise, senseless, silly attack upon an Administration which will 
emerge therefrom, in my judgment, without a single stain put 
upon it, and to the discomfiture of those who vote for the resolu- 

oO 


n. 
Why not take the other position, the monly position, the square 
position, that the gold policy requires this thing to be done; that 
all that has been done is that which had to be done under the 
old policy? Why not recognize that fact and treat it fairly? 
y not recognize the fact that if this Government insists upon 
preserving the single gold standard as it now exists in law it must 
necessarily when demanded pay its obligations in gold? Instead 
of trying to pass this offensive resolution to investigate the Secre- 
tary of the eu it would be better to concede that he had to 
issue the bonds to keep up the gold standard, Admit it, but do 
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not question his honesty, do not question his integrity, do not 
uestion the law under which itis done. Sir, he has ample au- 
ority for all that has been done. Therefore the matter resolves 
itself into a question of a great public policy. 

I have great respect for those who say that they believe it would 
have been wiser for the Government to have adopted the course 
of redeeming the greenbacks in silver. The friends of the gold 
standard say, ‘‘ Would not that course ultimately drive gold out, 
as the cheaper metal usually drives out the dearer? Would it not 
result in putting a premium on gold?” They say as an answer, 
tifey do not believe it would. I do not question their good faith. 
I think that those who differ with me upon this t question 
honestly differ. I concede the honesty of their motive. I object, 
however, to their assailing those who differ with them. 

Mr. President, there is some excuse, it is true, for what has been 
at times hastily said. 1 know that the words ‘‘ sound money” are 
used by almost everyone. The words ‘‘honest money” are used, 
and the friends of silver are ready to believe that the friends of 
the single gold standard insist that they are the friends of dishon- 
est money and unsound money. I always avoid the use of those 
terms where I can. They are in the public prints; you hear them 
in public discussions, and it is hard to avoid the use ofthem. I 
speak of the gold standard and of the silver standard, the single 
gold standard or the double standard, That is the proper way to 
speak of the different phases of this question. 

Sir, I do not believe that any true friend of silver wants to foist 
upon the country any currency that is not equal to gold or will 
not prove to be. Wou recollect the last words that were uttered 
when the silver bill passed the Senate in Jan . Irecall the 
language of the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dusots] when he said, 
** we expect by the free co of silver to make the silver dollar 
equal to the gold dollar. e expect that within a very short 
time (I think he said, however, immediately) when this law shall 
be passed that the silver dollar will soon be equal to the gold dol- 
lar.” Sir, undoubtedly he believes it. That is the theory of 
those who honestly desire the double standard or desire to see 
silver recognized more than it is. 

Yet, notwithstanding the unfair expressions of many of those 
who conduct the campaign in favor of the gold stan , notwith- 
standing silver men are unfairly, I think, sometimes taunted that 
they are in favor of an unsound currency and a dishonest cur- 
rency, I want to call your attention to the fact that while they 
differ with the distinguished Secre of the Treasury he does 
not offensively use those expressions. I have perused his speeches, 
and while once in a while, but rarely, such expressions are used, 
he argues the question fairly from his standpoint. I have seen no 
abuse of the silver men in his hes. Sir, he is an able man. 
His speeches show most eloquent diction, and he shows his learn- 
ing in every line of his pubiic addresses. In his recent great 
speech at Chicago, no ma’ whether you differ from him or not, 
he presents his side of the case fairly, intelligently, without abuse 
of those who differ from him. 

Mr. President, are the friends of silver in this Chamber upon 
either side to answer this great ent in favor of the le 
gold standard by the Secretary of the Treasury with an offensive 
resolution to investigate him, with insinuations of ess eed 
right upon its face? No, Mr. President; I have too much - 
dence in the good friends here who believe in bimetallism, who 
believe in silver, who want honestly to do something in its behalf, 
to believe that they will countenance any such resolution here 
even at the dictation of the Populist y in the Senate. 

The Secretary of the Treasury believes that the best policy for 


this Government to pursue is to allow the holder of securities to | sf 


have the option as to the kind of money that the _—— currency 
seal he rehoomed in. I am inclined to think that in the financial 
situation which has confronted this country in the few years 
that conclusion has been a wise one. I know not what would 
have been the result of some other policy. It might have worked 
well. We might have avoided r. Thisisa tand - 
ing and strong country, and it a great deal toruin it. I 
can not see any other course ahead for this Government to pursue. 
Possibly if another course had been pursued, and silver had been 
forced the holders of securities, the country t have sur- 
vived. I know not. I+ is not a time to make . 
What is the law? Whether the law is wise or unwise is not the 
uestion. You have to-day upon your statute books authority for 
the maintenance of only one singis standard, and that is the gold 
standard. You may honestly seek to change it by an amendment 
of the statute; but while it exists is there any other course except 
honestly to enforce that policy and enforce that statute? 

Mr. dent, what are the com: ts made u which this 
in tion is desired? If it had been introd by distin- 
friend from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] I would 

ve said that he wanted to have some fun; that he it asa 

; that he enjoys a fracas of this kind—an investigation; that 
would like to have had the tumult which would arise in the 
newspapers in regard to it, and would like to see the Democratic 
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officials squirm under this investigation. That is all very wel] 
from his a but, Mr. President, the people are not inter. 
ested in those things. The t business interests of the country 
are not interested in the gressional squabbles of one party 
obtaining a trifling advantage over another. The business inter- 
ests of the country do not want Congressional investigations over 
grave financial questions if they can be avoided. There is not))- 
ing in it for them. They do not like this attempt to get mean, 
little, contemptible political advantage of one party over anothr 
by using the great weapon of a onal investigation, dis- 
turbing the financial affairs of the country. 

The first two loans, of about $50,000,000 each, are to be investi- 
gated. That is what the resolution says. What was the trouble 
about those loans? What was the trouble about the first two 
loans? Oh, they say there was no authority. That is the whols 
difficulty. We have over that. What was the difficulty in 
fact? e syndicate nothing at first to do with those loans. 
A eee loan was started in one of them and failed; then sub- 
scriptions were started. Who questioned those first two loans, 
their rogue their —. Noone. Weare going to inves- 
— em. I suppose ught the tail would go with the 

de, and put them all in. we are going to have a time, let us 
have a t time. I was going to use a stronger phrase, but [ 
refrain it. Therefore we are going to investigate the first 
two loans of $50,000,000 each just for the fun of the thing; that is 
all. Nobody makes any complaint; nobody has indicated any 
fraud; nobody has said there was any irregularity, but we are 
going to investigate them. 

Now, the second is the syndicate loan of last February. What 
was there about the syndicate loan? I say, andI challenge suc- 
cessful contradiction, that in the making of that loan there was 
nothing done secretly. The gold reserve was rapidly diminishing; 
a crisis was at hand: time was important. Concede, if you please, 
that the terms were somewhat harsh; what of it? That is a mere 
question of negotiation. Unless you will dare to go to the extent 
of saying that the officers of our Government were recreant to 
their trust, the mere fact whether there was a little excessive per- 
cen one oe hey the other makes no difference. It was a ques- 
tion of negotia’ a question of bargain, and if you concede that 


Sa to the contract were honest, there 
r to in te about it. 


The author of resolution, in his h that I referred to 
eran said the ay was aston . Mr. President, 

that so? Will that bear investigation? Before the President, 
eon his Secretary, had issued a single bond prior to the Feb- 
ra = 


really nothing 


oan he sent to Congress a special message, which I will 

Secretary to read, showing that he did nothing secretly, 

wing that he warned Congress of what was coming, showing 

that he ——- the gravity of the situation, showing that he 

pena A discharge duty to his country. That message 
ws 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Since my recent communication to the Congress, calling attention to our 
financial condition and which I deemed essential to our 
the and apprehension then existing in 
Tee eae MAREE. nei tio Gibien of Mikity legislative 110 
a ua ure ve ai 

utious tions have Leon pending to 
of better means, such ex- 
legislation, be exercised for the 
in our Treasury an adequate and 

ld reserve. 


In the judgment of those with this bility, the 
asinanscletedinn toonantionl and STeablctive situation is so unpromis- 
ing, — ee cutenen Bes far — 2° 7 of Congress to ge lly en- 
large powers as to enjolm 
immediate Executive action the facilities now at hand. “ 

Therefore, in pursuance of section 3700 of the Revised Statutes, the details 
of an have day been concluded with abundantly 

U Seates, aath< ir 
years r their 

the amount of a 
porchese of gold coin 
be delivered to the 
now held in our 
tosomething more 
the Government upon 
realized at 3t 

is to be 

vorable feature of the 


Government to substitute at par 
coin bonds, other 
per cent interest, if the 
careful ary. wbpeas in 

. & 8 
desired mee he best 
of investors between 
made payable in gold in 
three-fourths obs cent in annual 
the annual sa’ in interest to 
be substituted for 4 per cent 


Sc Ee nn in 
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never should be a doubt in any quarter as to the redemp- 


Be 
u 
of 


bonds of the Government which are made payable in coin. 
discrimination in the judgment of investors between our bond 

in coin and those —_ made payable in goldis very 
It is hardly necessary to suggest that whatever may be our 
subject, the sentiments or preferences of those with whom we 
negotiate in disposing of our bonds for gold are not subject to our dic- 


to add that in my opinion the transaction herein detailed for 

of the promises better results than the efforts pre- 
the of effectively adding to our gold reserve 
and I believe it will tend, as far as such action 


repealing the silver purchasing clause of the act of July 14, 1890, and 

the of such re g act, the arrangement made will aid 
efforts to * re the maintenance of the parity in value of the coins of 
the two metals and the equal power of every dollar at all times in the markets 


it of debts.’ . 
ann nena ‘as tea GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXBOUTIVE MARSION, sas. 

Mr. HILL. This special m was an able and comprehen- 
sive statement of the then existing financial situation. It in- 
formed Congress of exactly what was contemplated and what 
would have to be done. those who were so ap of syndi- 
cates, if those who in this Chamber so frequently denounce syn- 
dicates desired to deprive those syndicates of the bonds which 
were to be issued, they had ample authority so to do. The Presi- 
dent asked for legislation which would give him the right to have 
bonds issued at 3 per cent and better terms for the Government 
secured. It is true that he asked for gold bonds. It is true he 

es that gold was needed for the oy aoe of replenishing the 
iene und. But, Mr. President, Con was deaf to his 
ea tenrens refused any sort of legislation upon the sub- 
ject. Congress seemed to prefer to denounce syndicates in public 
speeches and playdmto their hands by refusing adequate legisla- 
ti 


on. 

The President of the United States informed Congress precisely 
what he had felt constrained to do. In considering the syndicate 
contract we should not forget the fact that under the very terms 
of that contract one-half of the gold was to be supplied from 
abroad. Need I e before the Senate or the country the value 
of that provision? we not seen under the system of popular 
loans nearly three-quarters of all the gold taken directly from the 
semen Eas had been the practical result. The parties who 
desired bonds procured the greenbacks, went to the Treasury, 
drew out the gold, then came back and bought the bonds, and 
there was no possible way of stopping it, at least no feasible, no 

But the value of this contract was that it provided that half of 
the gold should be obtained abroad, therefore leaving our gold 
intact in the Treasury of the United States. If Congress did not 
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like that ent it could have changed it. If Congress 
wanted & better for the interests of the country, Con- 
gress could have legislated. Mr. President, legislation was not 
given. largely accepted the responsibility and relieved 

President. He had only to proceed under existing law; and 
while this syndicate con of February, 1895, has been criticised 


I have never yet heard the able ar, 
question ted by the Senator 
answered or elsewhere. 

The President in his subsequent annual message did not seek to 
escape the ibility for what had been done. In his annual 
m that followed he detailed this transaction. He defended 

accepted his share of the responsibility for it. He said 
that he believed he had subserved the best interests of the country, 
and he thinks so still. I will ask the Secretary to commence 
where I have marked on page 18 of the President's last annual 


“Te Pee be good matter to insert in my remarks. 
The ING 
cated, 


ment upon that side of the 
om Wisconsin [Mr. VILas] 


FFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 


The Secretary read as follows: 
The purchase and coinage of silver by the Government, un- 
in 








unregulated by business conditions and heedless of our currency 
for more than fifteen years diluted our circulating medium 
eee a ut our nwt rt ak last Calne 
and panic at home, been recently stop © repeal of the 
forced this reckless scheme ee 7 


ni States notes and commonly kn 

was issued in large volume d the late civil war, and 
hg tee eg ad Cy It will be seen by 
Congress time ye were passed ow 
notes that their advocates declared they were 


uary, 1879, the United States notes then outstanding should be redeemed in 
coin, and in order to provide and prepare for such redemption the Secretary 
of the Treasury was authorized not only to use any surplus revenues of the 
Government, but to issue bonds of the United States and dispose of them for 
coin, and to use the proceeds for the purposes contemplated by the statute. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I now yield for a little while to the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Gear], who wishes to present a report. 


PACIFIC RAILROADS. 


Mr. GEAR. Iam directed by the Committee on Pacific Rail- 
roads to report a new bill as a substitute for Senate bills 773, 798, 
and 1369. Iwill state that I shall file the report of the committee 
favoring the passage of the bill within a day or two. 

I wish to state further in this connection that the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcott] dissents in some degree from the report 
regarding the Union Pacific Railroad, and reserves the right, 
which the committee cheerfully accord him, of filing, if he wishes, 
a minority report. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I ask that the titles of the bills be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The titles of the bills will be 
stated. The new bill reported by the Senator from Iowa will be 
placed upon the Calendar and the other bills indefinitely post- 
poned, if there be no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1369) directing the foreclosure of the Government lien on the 
Pacific railroads, and for other purposes. 

Mr. ALLEN. By whom was that bill introduced? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By the Senator from Nebraska 
{Mr. Sanh 

Mr. ALLEN. I want that bill to go upon the Calendar, Mr. 
President, and not to be indefinitely Ler gency 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be placed upon the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GEAR. The committee does not ask for the indefinite 
postponement of the various bills for which it reports the substi- 
tute. It presents a new bill as a substitute in lieu of all of the other 
bills. Of course it will be for the Senate to take what action it 
pleases regarding any of the bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The titles of the other bills will 
now be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

A bill (8.773) to amend an act entitled “An act toaid in the construction of 
a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
and to secure the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 
2, 1864; and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first- 
mentioned act; and to provide for a settlement of claims growing out of the 
issue of bonds to aid in the construction of certain of the railroads, and to 
secure to the United States payment of all indebtedness of certain of the 
companies therein mentioned—introduced by Mr. Frve. 

A bill (S. 798) to alter and amend the act entitled “‘An act to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the 
Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government the use of the same for pos- 
tal, military, and other purposes,” a aeeres July 1, 1862; and also to alterand 
amend the act of Congress approv uly 2, 1864, in amendment of said first- 
named act; and also to alter and amend the act of Congress approved May 7, 
1878, in amendment of said acts—introduced by Mr. THurRsTon. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bills will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GEAR. Now, let the Secretary read the title of the bill 
which was reported by the committee as a substitute for the bills 
the titles of which have just been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The title of the bill referred to 
will be stated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The bill (S. 2494) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to aidin the construction 
of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for postal, military, and 
other pu 8,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act approved July 
2, 1864, and also an act approved May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said first- 
mentioned act, and other actsamendatory thereof and supplemental thereto; 
and to provide for the settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds 
to aid in the construction of certain railroads, and to secure the payment of 
allindebtedness to the United States of certain companies therein mentioned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be-placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN. Withthe consent of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hit], I should like to ask the Senator from Iowa if this is 
what is known as the Frye bill? 

Mr. GEAR. No, sir; it is the committee bill. It is somewhat 
changed from the Frye bill. It is the bill prepared by the com- 
mittee, which embraces the settlement of both roads. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iinfer that the Committee on Pacific Railroads 
has concluded its examination of witnesses. 

Mr. GEAR. I think so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the’Senator if any of the 
shippers along the line of these bond-aided railroads have been 
invited to appear before the committee? 

Mr. GEAR. As I stated once before to the Senator from Ne- 
braska when this question was before the Senate, public notice 
has been given of all the hearings, and shippers, boards of trade, 
and everybody else could have appeared before the committee and 
have stated whatever they chose. 
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Mr. ALLEN. No further notice has been given? 
Mr. GEAR. No further notice has been given. 
Mr. ALLEN. ny @ general notice? 

a 


Mr. GEAR. Simply eral notice, the same notice as has | sho 
been given of all the hearings committees in both branches of 


Oongress during my service ther branch. 
Mr. ALLEN. I should like toask the Senator also whether any 
sific invitation has been extended to any boards of trade or 
c bers of commerce or 3s or Alliance organizations to 
furnish data and appear before the committee? 

Mr. GEAR. No specific invitation has been sent to anybody. 

Mr, ALLEN. What class of witnesses have appeared here, and 
ting what interests? 
r.GEAR. I have not time to recapitulate all the evidence. 
It fills a large book. The Senator can get it by application to my 
committee room, and find out what class of persons came before 
the committee and read it, which I suppose he will do, 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I can read. 

Mr. GEAR. I know you can. 

Mr. ALLEN. I simply desire to say a few words, if I can have 
the ission of the Senator from New York. 

r. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, several weeks ago this question 
was up, and it was then notorious that Collis P. Huntington and 
his lobbyists—because that is the ad designation for them— 
were here in force to influence the action of Congress in tion 
_— the subject of the Pacific railroads. I then called atten- 

on of my honorable friend from Iowa, for whom I have the - 
est respect, to the fact that no invitation had been sent to 

trons of these roads and to the people who were affected by this 
slation, either to appear before the committee or to lay before 

it any data in their possession. I had hoped at that time that the 
honorable Senator toma Iowa, who is at the head of this commit- 
tee, would have sent out an invitation which could have been done 
for 2 cents—a 2-cent 
to the National Grange and the national and State alliances of the 
States through which these railroads run, and the boards of trade, 
the chambers of commerce, and the great body of ——e and 
people whose interests are affected—and deeply affec ‘by this 
roposed an, to ap before that committee and give evi- 
Cae and h data. pposed, of course, that the honorable 
Senator would have done that. I had no doubt that he would do 
it when his attention was drawn to the fact. I regret to say, Mr. 
ened So noes epeses Coane as though there had been a 
off those ie anne to bef ae 
any 0 appear before com- 

mittee or lay before it Seeley oolllines and data, and by that 
means get a full, free, fair expression of popular t 


n the subject. 

a Mr. — if the Senator from New York will 
permit me for a moment, 
made by the Senator from Notraske, 
many years in all the different political affiliations and 
with which he has been connected during the last 


that, as I said before, a —_ notice ne given that the commit. 
a 


EL uma aaeeding 2 kind went ont in the 
reg: & proc went ou 
sociated Press tches. The hearings were reported 

en Gate to the Atlantic Ocean. Every 

in the Senator's 


postage stamp would have carried the letter— | rai 


parties | ask to have it read and put in the Recorp, so 
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w 
think the committee is right or wrong. 
The Senator has no t to come in and impugn the committee, 
or the chairman of the committee, by saying they have not done 
their duty in not out written notices to Tom, Dick, and 
over God's creation to come and before the com- 
the not have done it if 


That is all I wish to say, Mr. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr 


6 t. 

. . J with the indulgence of the Senator 
from New York and the Senator from Kansas, I wish to occupy 
the time of the Senate for just a moment. 

I am not inclined to engage in a quarrel with my distinguished 
friend from lows, for whom I have very great ee indeed— 

Mr. GEAR. You can not get into a quarrel with me. 

Mr. ALLEN. For I have known him since I was a barefooted 
boy. I believe him to be an honest man and I know him to be an 
able man, but I can not understand, and the Senator will have to 
explain his explanation to me before I can understand—it may be 
in consequence of my dullness—why the people of this country 


ae oon eeeseeae or 


of what I have seen with my own eyes, I have been in 
Committee room on two different occasions 

on, and I have seen 

magnate and American poli- 

tics, himself the embodiment of force and corruption, Collis P. 
Huntington, sitting there, apparently a lord the committee 
and everybody around him, and his lobbyists ®cupying the seats 


in the committee room; not a farmer, not a merchant, not a man 
, not a man living along the line of the 


says that it has not been the custom to 
. Mr. President, if it has not, 
ected 


send out notices to these people 
then the custom ought to be c a ——- that excludes 
the t masses of the = who are legislation of 
this kind from a to be heard before this committee, 

other co ttee of Congress, ought to be revoked as 


le, 

going to make any charge the committee—I 
would not do that, for I recognize that they are all honorable gen- 
tlemen; Brutus was an honorable man I ize their 


honesty and their capacity, but I can not help but be impressed 
with the thought there was a studied ont a fixed parpese — 
and I say it now—a studied and fixed to exclude these 


e from representation before committee or an 
Spportunity to Lay before it their wishes or any facts in their 
0 


nl. 
This bill—I do not know what it is, but if it is read, and I shall 
that it shall appear 
to-morrow morning—means what? I can read it as wellas though 
I had it before my eyes at this moment. It means an extension 


on | of the debt of these railroads to the nation substantially upon the 


t is all I 


The Chair thinks this colloquy 
with the permission of the 
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daily session people under oath? Had you not aright, 


as every other man in the Senate, every Senator, every citizen of 


, to come before that committee and make any state- 
? 7 


this 
a cae deal easier, Mr. President, to pull down than it is 


in . 

y deals with the interest. Whether the matter is dealt with in 
ply best manner is for the Senate to decide. The bill provides for 
certain payments, $1,000 a day for the first ten years, $1,500 a day 
for the next ten years, and $2,000 a day th f 
ment. And also the payment of some annual interest. Whether 
the committee in this bill have devised the best method of making 
and adjusting the settlement I do not know. I do not claim for 
the committee infallibility; but I do claim that the members of 
that committee are men cf as high standing as there are in this 
Senate, and itis in very ba. caste for the Senator from Nebraska 
to come in here and impugn the integrity and the reliability of his 
brother Senators because they have not come up to what he thinks 
is perfection. I for one do not propose to stand here and take 
the kind of language that the Senator from Nebraska addresses 
to me. He can get no quarrel with me. I know him well. I 
have known him probably longer and better than many other Sen- 


ators in thisChamber. I know the kind of parties he has affiliated 
with for the list or forty years. Now he turns up with the 
which my from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] **Popu- 


ites.” It is much ocasier for that class of men to tear down than to 

build up. The Senate of the United States and the House of Rep- 
resentatives are endeavoring to build up, in my judgment, and 
save the Government the money due it. Whether the committee 
have done wisely will be found out when the bill is brought to 
the Senator’s notice and he has an opportunity to discuss it and 
vote upon it. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. Just a word, and I shall notinterrupt the exhibi- 
tion of my friend from New York much further. 

Mr What? 


Mr. ALLEN. His speech, I should say. ughter. | 
The Senator from Iowa, I regret to say, loses his témper. I 


have not the motives of the honorable Senator from 
Iowa nor associates on the Pacific Railroads Committee. 


Whatever I might think about that, Mr. President, I would not 
ive expression to it here. I might say, however, that I have no 
toi his motivesor the motives of his associates. 

I would not suffer myself to do that. 

The Senator, however, seems to make, or undertakes to make, 
a point upon me that I have not followed this Pacific Railroads 
Committee around to its committee room. It is not my duty to 
do so. Iwas sent here to represent in part the State of Nebraska. 
e Senator from Iowa, and 


never have come here by his consent. 
Mr. GEAR. That is true. 
Mr. ALLEN. That is true. I am here in spite of him, Mr. 


President, and I am going to stay here, too, for a while, and 
whenever I think a thing is wrong I am going to say so, it does 
not make any difference who is involved, and I am not going to 
say it with any insinuation attached to it. If I think anything 
involves the Guarecter of the Senator from Iowa I will say so to 
him in m. He never in the world will be mis- 
taken as to what I mean. 
GEAR. I interrupt the Senator a moment? 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, yes. 
Mr. GEAR. When this question was up some six weeks ago, 
the Senator will bear in mind that I then invited him to come 
fore the committee. Why did he not come? Please answer that 
question to the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN, I am just answering it, and I will answer it 


shall be glad to have you do it. 

not business to go before that commit- 

ee ee ee e Senator from Iowa 

railroads there are great or- 

ts and consumers and ship- 

deal. of valuable data that t to be laid 
' I did that from my desk in the Senate in 

es dhe teanior dean 2 in Seat oe 
owa, in my ju : 

ite thew the 


Hi 


pa perpen ite dias cede in special 
or a 
exhibition given for Collis P. Hun and his iar class 
of people to the exclusion of the andthe merchant 
the shipper and the consumer. I 


call attention to that 
me 


es of one more thing. The honorable Sena 


tor 
@ most excellent gentleman, says that he knows 


—— 


r until final pay-- 


me well; he does; that he knows of my various political attach- 
ments and affiliations. I beg to inform the Senate and the coun- 
try now all about them, and I will inform the Senator from Iowa 
of something he does not know. 

I cast my first vote for Abraham Lincoln for President of the 
United States. I was in the Army at the time, I suppose not a 
voter, although I was told by the commissioners who took the vote 
that I was, and I voted. I cast my second vote for U. 8S. Grant 
for President of the United States. 

Mr. GEAR. I congratulate the Senator on twice having voted 
right. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. I cast my next vote again for Grant in 1872, I 
— the Senator will congratulate me there. 

. GE I will. 

Mr. ALLEN. I cast my next vote for Samuel J. Tilden in 1876, 

Mr. HILL. I congratulate the Senator there. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALLEN. Thank you. 

In 1880, Mr. President, I cast my next vote for James A. Gar- 
field for President. In 18841 was absent from my State at the 
time the election was held. If I had been there I should have 
voted for James G. Blaine. I believed him to be a very great 
statesman; and I believe also, and believed at the time, and I have 
never had occasion to change my mind, that Samuel J. Tilden was 
one of the greatest statesmen and purest men this country has 
ever produced. 

In 1888, I regret to say, Mr. President, I cast my vote for the 
late President of the United States, Benjamin Harrison. In 1892 
I cast my vote for James B. Weaver, thank God! [Laughter.] 

Now, I have told the Senator from Iowa something that he never 
knew before. The Senator was simply fishing in the dark when 
he said he knew my political affiliations. 

Mr. President, when a man lives to be 75 or 80 years of age and 
never discovers that he has been in error there is no hope for that 
man; none whatever. [{ Laughter. | 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I understand that the test of a man’s 
knowledge is that he must change his politics once in a while. 
[ Laughter. j 

Mr. ALLEN, Oh, no, Mr. President; not at all; but that man 
who puts his party above his country is the most dangerous 
enemy the country can have. What is a political party designed 
for but as a means to produce the end of aan government? 
Whenever a man says that his patriotism is measured and limited 
by the hidebound decrees of a political party, and can never see 
that it is in error, there is no hope for that man, and there is no 
hope for a country the great body of whose citizenship is com- 
posed of that class of men. 

Now I yield the floor to the distinguished Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. C DLER. Mr. President, certainly the Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] is competent to speak onthe subject of 
parties, because he has consecutively belonged to them all, and 
seemed to me to intimate toward the last that he was meditating 
another change. [| Laughter. ] 

The Senator will also notice that he has been obstructing the 
— of the resolution of his Populist friend from Kansas [ Mr. 

EFFER], which we are all so desirous to have passed, and have 
been waiting here anxious to pass as soon the Senator from New 
York [Mr. Ht] shall exhaust himself. [Laughter.] Yet the 
Senator from Nebraska has intervened with the discussion of the 
Pacific railroads question upon the formal presentation of the re- 
port by the chairman of the committee. 

I desired to rise a few moments ago simply to say a word—an 
unnecessary word, it is trne—in vindication of that committee 
from the aspersions (I must call them such) of the Senator from 
Nebraska. As I understood the Senator, he said that Mr. Hunt- 
ington and his lobbyists had been allowed to lord it over that 
committee. He meant, if he meant anything, that Mr. Hunting- 
ton and his associates dominated the committee—influenced it 
ey = the manner of its investigation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not in the result—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me correct the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Notin the result, but in the manner of con- 
ducting its investigation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me correct the Senator. We are all really 
helping the Senator from New York. [Laughter.]} 

r. CHANDLER, The Senator from New York will excuse 
us both. 

Mr. ALLEN. I neither said nor implied what the Senator from 
New Hampshire has stated. 

DLER. That is what the language means as it 
stands in the Recorp. 

Mr. ALLEN. What I wanted to be understood as saying—and 
l ordinarily speak with plainness—was that every chair in the 
room of the Pacific Railroads Committee was occupied by Mr. 
Huntington and his friends except those occupied by the commit- 
tee, They were there to the exclusion of other people. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I undertake to say that the remarks of the 
Senator will read as an aspersion upon the committee, although 
they have been well replied to by the chairman of the committee. 
And the Senator now adds another aspersion. He can not mean 
anything but an aspersion when he says that all the chairs except 
those of the committee were occupied by Mr. Huntington and his 
friends. He implies by that that others who wan to be there 
were excluded from chairs and had not a fair opportunity before 
the committee. 

I do not ak now of the result which the committee has 
reached, but I undertake to say, so far as the investigation of the 
committee and its conduct of that investigation are concerned, 
that they are beyond criticism. It is absurd for the Senator from 
Nebraska to say that the committee should have advertised all 
over this country for ple to come in and make objections, The 
whole country that is interested in this question knew that the 
bills were before the committee. The country has known it for 
years, and anyone who had the least desire to be heard had notice 
and an opportunity to be heard. If advertising was needed, the 
Senator from Nebraska had advertised over and over again in 
speeches in the Senate that the question was pending and that 
rae who had carting to say ought to be there. 

Mr. STEWART. The proceedings of the committee were pub- 
lished from time to time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The proceedings of the committee, as we 
all have noticed, have been repo in the papers. I did not 
enter the committee room, but we have read from time to time 
reports of the proceedings of the committee. The time was taken 
up literally by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 7 ee is 
not in favor of the settlement bill, I suppose. If there been 
any favoritism shown anywhere in the hearings, according to my 
observation it has not been to Mr. Huntington and his associates, 
or his lobbyists, or whatever else the Senator may call them, but 
the time was taken up by the ——— of the settlement, by the 
enemies of Mr. Huntington, and by the men who entertain the 
same views on the subject of this settlement that are entertained 
Zz the Senator from Nebraska. I say that vastly more of the time 
of the committee in the consideration of the business before it 
was taken up by the opponents of the settlement than by Mr. 
Huntington and the friends of the settlement. I call upon the 


Senator from Nevada (Mr. Stewart], who appears at my left, to | sa 


ute me if I am not correct. 
r. STEWART. Th uarters of the time was so employed. 


ree-q 
Mr. CHANDLER. TheSenatorfrom Nevadasays three-quarters 


of the time. Here are the members of the committee: Mr. GEAR 
the chairman), Mr. Stewart, Mr. Davis, Mr. Wo.cort, Mr. 

RYE, Mr. Brice, Mr. MorGan, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. Mur- 
PHY. The committee may have reached a mistaken result; it may 
have reported a bill that we shall not vote for, but I do deprecate 
in all sincerity the attack which the Senator from Nebraska hes 
made upon the committee. Is heaware how much he creates sen- 
timents of suspicion of the Populist party when he intimates that 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart], his distin ed asso- 
ciate in that party, could be actuated by any other t the best 
of motives in the performance of a public duty? It seems to me 
that the Senator should have refrained from criticising the mode 
and manner of the committee and should have withheld his objur- 
gation until the bill came up for consideration. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow me 
for a moment? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Iam inclined to think that the allegations of the 
Senator from Nebraska present good ground for another investi- 
gation. Jae) e 

Mr. CHANDLER. I only hope that in order to prove that the 
Senator from New York is right he will not undertake to read all 
of the proceedings of the Pacific Railroad Committee as a part of 
his brief remarks. 

Mr. HILL. I would not want to promise. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is all I have tosay. I did not need to 
rise, but I think the Senator from Nebraska himself ought to dis- 
claim in the most emphatic manner the idea which it seems tome 
he intended to convey—that Mr. Huntington and his lobbyists 
exercised an improper influence upon the conduct and action of 
the committee. 

Mr. PEFFER. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask the Senator from Kansas to give way for 
one moment. 

Mr. PEFFER. I object to any further discussion, 

Mr. GEAR, I ask the Senator from Kansas to give way for 
barely one moment. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have given way for two or three moments 


Mr. HILL. I have the floor. 


i GEAR. Then I ask the Senator from New York to yield 
me. 
Mr. HILL. I yield. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. GEAR. I understand I am 


recognized. I wish to say one 
word more in re 


to the hearfhgs before the committee. 

Of course the tral and the Union Pacific railroads were to 
make certain tions to the Government in adjustment of 
this debt. The eee Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] requested Mr. Huntington to come before the committee. 
Fully 90 per cent of the time of the committee in the hearing of 
Mr. Huntington was taken = by the cross-questioning of the 
distinguished Senator from Alabama. The other Union Pacific 
representatives came there in their turn to make propositions to 
the Government through the committee. The only method by 
which they could come before Co was through the commit- 
tee. They came there and made their proposition, and were put 
underoath. The gentlemen who represent the Government, in the 

sons of Mr. Ellery Anderson and Mr. Oliver Mink, receivers 

or the Government, were also there, and they were put under 

oath. The hearing took up a long time, a large portion of which 

was taken up by my friend the Senator from Alabama, who, [ 

es is sick and not able to be here. That is the history of the 
earings. 

The room of the committee, of which I have the honor to be 
chairman, is too small to accommodate the crowd that came to 
the hearing. Gentlemen from all over the country were there, 
and the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, kindly gave us his room in which to hold 
the mentees so that we m‘ght accommodate the crowd of 20 or 30 
or 50 people who came there. So it seems to me everybody had a 
right to come and that everybody came who wished. 

he Senator from Nebraska has given us his political history. I 
congratulate him that out of seven Presidential votes he has given 
four or five at least on the right side. When he voted for James 
B. Weaver—a gentleman of my own State—he voted for a man 
who is in favor of confiscating all the railway property and pub- 
lic pro , the telegraphs, and everything of that kind and is- 
suin, eemable paper money for them; who stood then and 
stands now on the same platform that the Senator from Nebraska 
stands on—the Ocala platform. The Senator from Nebraska has 
been a Republican. All right. He has been a Democrat, he 
I a good, honest Democrat. To-day he represents 

y, occupying a position between the two parties, 
according to his way, but em * with his guns aimed toward the 
Republican and 1 the time to the Democratic party, 
with which he affiliates. is his political record. 

Mr. ALLEN. Withtheconsent of the Senator from New York 
[Mr. Hit. , who is entitled to the floor—— 

The P’ ING OFFICER. The Chair is assuming also that 
the Senator from Kansas consents. 

Mr. HILL. I do not see thatthe Senator from Kansas has any- 
thing to do with it. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Kansas has the right at any 
time to raise a question of order, and that is all he has done. 

3 There is nothing in the question of order. That is 


, ALLEN . If Senators will yield to me for just a moment, 
in the first place I desire to make a request that the bill as reported 
by my always amiable friend the tor from lowa may be 
printed in the Recorp. 


Mr. GEAR. I hope the bill will be printed in the Recorp as 
the Senator requests. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of obj 5 
The bill is as follows: 


A bill (S. 2894) to amend an act entitled “An act to aidin the construction of a 
railroad line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and 
tosecure to the it the use of the same for postal, military, and 

” approved July 1, 1862; also toamend an act approved July 

May 7, 1878, both in amendment of said 
acts amendatory thereof and supplemental 

Lege Army! to for the settlement of claims growing out of the issue 

of to aid in the construction of certain railroads, and to secure the 

——— of Sa indebtedness to the United States of certain companies 

men 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House ves of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That of the Treasury be, and 
no in hovey: satganaes and directed to ascertain the amounts of the re- 
e btedness of the 


omy Cees eae Railroad and the Kansas 
itn Sant 


bsidy bonds the United States 
were ad erie Puntiaeniiocndeand branches, 
as of the Ist day of January, 1897, 
of bonds and interest 


the same principle a; if the whole 
and to be paid the United States 
credits on account thereof, were to be 
on said day; and the said sum shall be com- 
ascertained as follows: 
the whole of pba ustacign| of, said subsidy bonds attributable to 
com: shall the interest paid or to be paid by the 
same, so as to ascertain the total amounts that would 
nited States for 


ncipal and interest paid oa the bonds 

maturity if no payments or reim- 
ompanies. . 

shail be deducted any paym2n48 
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pursements made or on behalf of either of said com upon 
or Teh debtedness at eo before the Ist day of January, 1897, as shall 


in the bond and interest accounts of the said companies, respectively, 
_ Eh the United States. 

Compute the present worths of the amounts so found as of the Ist 
day of January, 1897, on the basis that money is worth 2 Yaa cent per annum 
Gorin the between the date of average maturity of the said bonds 

oo ae Ist of January, 1897. From the sums so ascertained there shall 
be deducted the amounts in the sinking fund applicable to the said com- 
vely, computing the value of any bonds in the said sinking 

Fond at market value at the time of such computation, as estimated by 
he Secretary of the Treasury; and said sinking fund shall thereupon be ap- 
as a payment upon the debt of such company to the United States. 
amounts so arrived at shall be deemed the sums that would 

be rajulred to be paid on the said lst day of January, 1897, by said companies 
for the purpose completely discharging their entire debts to the United 


and issued, or otherwise, all existing bonds secured by mortgages upon any 
part of the railway property and lands of the Union Pacific Railway Com- 
pany shall be oalued tak extinguished, and the mortgages securing the same 
shall be satisfied and discharged, with the effect that the new mortgages 
herein authorized to be made shall be the only liens upon the entire railway 
property, equipment, lands, and franchises of the Union Pacific Railway 
Sompany covered by its said existing mortgages,and that the second mort- 
gage herein authorized to be executed to the Secretary of the Treasury of 
the United States shall upon said eatire mortgaged premises be junior and 
subject to no other lien and charge than the new first mortgage herein 
authorized securing new bonds to the amount hereinafter limited. 

First. It may make, issue, and negotiate its bonds dated January 1, 1897, 
and maturing January 1, 1947, and bearing interest at a rate not exceedin 
4 per cent per annum, _—— semiannually on the Ist days of January an 
July of each year until the maturity thereof, to the face amount of all out- 
standing first-mortgage bonds prior in lien to the lien of the United States 
on the subsidized part of its railway, and those secured by mortgages con- 
stituting first liens upon parts of the unsubsidized railway, terminal prop 
erties, equipment, or upon lands of the said company, and those secured by 
mortgages upon the Omaha bridge, amounting in all tothe sum of $54,731,000, 
and to secure the payment of said bonds by a first mortgage upon all the 
lines of railway, rights of way, terminals, terminal properties, bridges, roll 
ing stock, and equipment, and all the then unsold land-grant lands, and all 


on 2 That the Union Pacific Railway Company, successor to the Union 
Pacific Railroad Company and the Kansas Pacific Railway Company, be, and 
it is hereby, authorized to make, issue, and deliver to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, Who is hereby authorized and directed to receive the same, its cer- 
tain indenture of mortgage, which shall bear date the Ist day of January, 
1897, covering and embracing all the lines of railway, rights of way, termi- 


nals, eo: idges, rolling stock, lines of telegraph, and all | the then outstanding land and town-lot contracts, and upon all other prop 
the then unsold mt and other lands, and all the then outstanding land | erty embraced in such existing mortgages of the Union Pacific Railway Com- 
and town-lot con’ and all property eppen\egens thereto embraced in | pany, and upon all of its rights, privileges, and franchises. 

and covered by mortgages of the Union Pacific Railway i Second. It may make and issue its preferred stock toan amount not exceed- 


ing its present outstanding stock: Provided, however, That no dividends for 
any one year shall be paid upon such preferred stock in excess of the rate of 
4 per cent nor except out of such net or surplus earnings as shall be acquired 
by said company in that year and as shall remain after the payment of oper- 
ating expenses, and the interest upon said new first-mortgage bonds, and the 
interest and fixed annual sums required to be paid upon said second-mortgage 
bonds hereinbefore authorized to be issued. 

Sec. 6. That in the event that the railroad and property of the Union Pacific 
Railway Company contemplated to be embraced in the new mortgage in this 
act authorized shall be sold under pending foreclosure proceedings or other 
proceedings now or hereafter instituted, but subject to all the existing liens 
of the United States thereon or on any parts thereof, the purchasers of said 
railway and property who shall have acquired the same subject to such liens 
of the nited States and who shall have filed with the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury of the United States their written acceptance of the provisions of this 
act applicable to the Union Pacific Railway Company within the time here 
inafter limited for the filing of such ~~ ye by the said Union Pacific 
Railway Company, or within such extended time not exceeding six months 


e 

including all its unsubsidized as well as subsidized lines of railway and the 
branches and spurs connected therewith now owned by the Union Pacific 
Railway Company, the main lines whereof extend from Council Bluffs, in the 
State of Iowa, toa point about 5 miles west of Ogden, in the State of Utah 

and from Kansas City, in the State of Missouri, to Denver, in the State of 
Colorado, and from ver to Cheyenne, in the State of Wyoming, and from 
Leavenworth to Lawrence, in the State of Kansas, together with all appur- 
tenances belonging, and all rights, franchises, and privileges owned 
by the Union Pacific Railway Company in connection therewith or with the 
operationthereof. Said mortgages constitute alien upon said properties 
junior and subject only to the new first mortgage hereinafter provided for, 
and shall cover and embrace all the lines of railway, property, franchises, 
and rights embraced in and covered by the said first mortgage. A proper 
and complete description and inventory of all the property affected by such 
mortgage shall be ee under the direction of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, which, when mpraved by him, shall be filed in his office; and such 
mortgage on the caeeee y therein described shall be held as security for 


the t of rincipal and interest of the bonds issued thereunder 
and puthorized by this 
construed to 


act; but this section or such mortgage shall not be | as muay Dee good cause be prescribed by the President of the United States, 


prevent the said company from using or disposing of any of | shall and they are hereby, together with their associates and their suc- 
its or in the ordinary, proper, and lawful course of its cur- | cessors, created a corporation by the name and style of ‘* Union Pacific Rail- 
rent in faith and for valuable consideration, and said com- | road Company.’ Such purchasers and their associates shall file with the Sec- 


may convey for valuable consideration ~~ lands included in 

he land grant and apply the proceeds thereof as requi eS ereraiens 

first hereinafter provided for: Provided, That every 

of any stocks, bonds, securities, or other property owned by 

whether by sale, pledge, or otherwise, shall be reported to the 

ary, of the ‘Treasury wit a thirt days after such disposition has been 

that stocks, o ons, or other property acqu ’ 

mah the of the property so gations of, shall, except as hereinbe- 

fore in like manner and with the same power to dispose of the 

same, be subject to the lien of the said mortgage, and that true and proper 

Seeman oat lists of the same shall be from time to time prepared and 
filed the of the Treasury. 

Seo. 3. That the said Union Pacific Railway Commeny is hereby authorized 
to make, execute, and issue, under its mortgage oresaid, to the Secretary 
of the Treasury of the United States its bonds in an amount equal to the said 
squregese amoent arrived at as above provided, each of which bonds shall 
be for the sum of $1,000 and shall be payee as provided for in this 
= Said shall be dated on Janu 1, , and shall bear interest at 

e rate of 2 per cent per annum, payable semiannually on the Ist days of 
July and January in each year, beginning on the Ist day of July, 1897, and 
continuing until said bonds shall be paid. The said bonds shall at’ the time 
of the execution and delivery of the said mortgage be delivered to the Secre- 


retary of the Treasury of the United States a written instrument executed 
by them as incorporators, designating fifteen persons to act as directors of 
the said corporation, and such persons so designated, or a majority of them, 
shall meet within thirty days after the filing of such instrument, at the place 
where the annual meetings of the stockholders of the Union Pacific Railway 
Company are held, and shall elect officers of said new company under the 
same conditions and requirements as to procedure and character of official 
organization as are prescribed by law and the by-laws of the Union Pacific 
Railway Company in respect of a meeting of the directors of said last-named 
com: y held for like purpose. 

Said new corporation shall have the power toacquire all or any part of the 
railways and properties of the Union Pacific Railway Company and to pro- 
vide for the said indebtedness of the said last-named company to the United 
States by the issue to the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States of 
bonds of the same character and amount as those herein authorized to be 
made by the Union Pacific Railway Company, secured by mortgage of the 
same nature, extent, and relative lien as that authorized to be made by it in 
section 2 hereof; and shall have and be entitled to enjoy and exercise rights, 

»wers, privileges, franchises, and immunities equal in character, extent, and 

uration to those which the Union Pacific Railway Company would have had 
and enjoyed had it accepted and carried out the provisions of this act as 
herein Seaowesee to do; and shall have power to make, issue, negotiate, and 


of the Treasury, and shall be received by and on behalf of the United | deliver its bonds, mortgages, and stock corresponding in character and extent 

as provisional yment of said aggregate amounts of indebtedness | to the like securities which, in such event, the Union Pacific Railway Com- 

ay yo ag in section 1 of this act. pany would have been entitled to retain in existence and to make and issue; 

SEc. 4. the Union Pacific Railway Company shall execute and deliver | and in all its relations and duties to the Government and to the public, and 
its and bonds to the United States for the debts of. the Union Pa- 


in the regulation and management of its corporate affairs it shall be substi- 
tuted toand governed by the provisions of law which would in such event 
have been ap ficable to the Union Pacific Railway Company. 

Sec. 7. That the statutory lien created and subsisting under and by virtue 


2 


Company and of the Kansas Pacific Railway Company to the 
and the said bonds shall be numbered consecutively from 1 
toa number which will include the whole amount thereof, and s be pay- 


able in lawful money of the United States. Said company shall, on the Ist | of the act of Congress approved July 1, 1862,and the act of July 2, 1864, and 
day of January of each year, for a period of ten years, commencing on the | the act of May 7, 1878, to secure the payment of said subsidy bonds issued to 
Ist day of aay, 108, pay to the Secre of the Treasury of the United | the Union Pacific Railroad Company and the Kansas Pacific Railroad Com- 


5. 


interest which then be due on its said bonds 
to him, the sum of $365,000 per annum, and for 
the Ist 7 January, 1908, shall pay to the Sec- 
addition to the interest which shall then be due 
lhe = annum; ane sueneaes, (eeeee 
compan y e reta 
to the interest which shall then be due on its 
000 annum until the whole amount of said 
. The payments of principal shall be a 
company to an amount equal to suc 
number of such bonds, beginning with the 


pany, and the interest thereon, as set forth in said acts, and upon ail the 
property subject to said statutory lien, shall be and remain in full force for 
security for the debts owing by each of said companies to the United States 
until the issue and delivery to the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 
States of the bonds and mortgage hereinbefore provided for, to be subject 
only to the new first mortgage and to the bonds secured thereby, and until 
oxisting mortgages shall have been satisfied and discharged as hereinbefore 
rovided. 
’ Sec. 8. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to ascertain the amount of the respective indebtedness of the 
Central Pacific Railroad Company of California and the Western Pacific 


ae s 
A 
Sam 
ie 


i 
gage 
a 
Y 


e 
: 
2 
5 


— number. Each of said bonds, respectively, when id, shall | Railroad Company, to which the subsidy bonds of the United States were 

canceled and surrendered to the company, and no other bonds | advanced in aid of the construction of the Pacific railroad and branches, as 

shall be issued by said company in lieu thereof. When | of the Ist day of January, 1897, upon the same principle as if the whole sum of 

the securing the same be delivered to the | said bonds and interest paid and to be paid by the United States thereon and 

of Treasury in case the lien thereof is subject only to | not theretofore repaid by credits on account thereof were due and payable 

the the new first mortgage bonds referred to in clause 1 of sec- | to the United States in cash on said day; and the said sum shall be computed 
tion 5 = of the United and ascertained as follows: 


First. Tothe whole of the principal of the said subsidy bonds attributable 
to each of said companies shall be added the interest paid or to be paid by the 
United States upon the same, so as to ascertain the total amounts that would 
have been due the United States for principal and interest paid on the bonds 
issued to each of said companies at their maturity if no payments or reim- 


. tates — any of the railroad and 
Gieteaae eae f - aes ie deten 
ues of such pro’ under or ue 
<= laws shall cease and determine. Awhen the bonds issued 
the commented thereb ~ wholly pb en —e . 
0. n e 

Secretary of the and discharge 


shall can mortgage given to | bursements had been made thereon by the companies. 
ge yy act. Second. From said amounts so ascertained shall be deducted any payments 
ome aa parpose of refunding its mortgage indebtedness paw or reimbursements made by or on behalf of either of said companies upon 
=< be pei he ge with its security holders and as | their indebtedness at any time before the Ist day of January, 1897, as shall 
will to the of its indebtedness to the United | appear in the bond and interest accounts of the said companies, respectively, 
States provided, the said Union Pacific Railway Company is hereby | with the United States. 
to issue its semen ane stock within Third. Compute the present worths of the amounts so found as of the Ist 
the in this section: Provi E . That out of the | day of January, 1897, on the basis that money is worth 2 per cent per annum 
Use of sale of the new securities, hereby authorized to be made | during the period between the date of average maturity of the said bonds and 
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of said 
Pacific R 





of this act shall remain outstanding, and so 
the sums amounting 
of the Treas- 

















with the of the Treasury of a dupli- 
eate lease, duly executed by the officers of both said 
ne authority of boards shall constitute an essen- 
companior the asceptance by the entral Pacific Railroad Com of this 
act. In the event of the termination of such lease by act of the parties 
thereto, or or cancellation of such lease, =e of the 
bonds aad tenth aS act shall, at the option of the 
Src. Si That either of sald companies ma , at any time after the execution 
and de their said bonds, pay the whole or any portion of said bonds, 
by vate thereof, together with the accrued interest thereon, 
tthe of Treasury, who shall thereupon cancel the bonds so 
paid and the so canceled to the said company. No bonds so 
canceled but the Secretary of the Treasury may, by direc- 
tion of the of United States, sell any of the said bonds which 
may be un at time, and the purchase price shall be paid in lawful 
money 
Saree ceee someseine on sil aosept the rovisions of this 
sec. 2 ae and wi the te hereia provided em to it, fromn 
after the of the said ad and settlement, all poor 
of law to tment of t directors shall be, and the 
game are ' and the said office is hereby abolished, and ali 
provisions of law relating to the collection of any percentage of net earnings, 
and to the or ap of moneys due or to become due 
from the for any services either of the said com- 
or any of or auxiliaries or leased lines, other than as here- 
= eee Deena ge a once emvents Bak (peovided 
said shall not be in in the payment of the interest of the 
penis or in the required by this act) be to the said company 
os soon a8 esncuaate have been ascertained; nee law - 
bidding either of said companies from or property 
shall be and oh 


repealed, either of said companies acgouenmee f 
the terms act, as hereinbefore provided, have and possess all the esas 


powers of . ~F Lae DE aa of its assets, 
and of constructing or extending its railway by , or other- 
and its railway and property or parts thereof, and of acquir- 
Ing title to condemnation proceed ings, and such other powers as are 
or may be to and by railway corporations in the tive 
Bates an (Neth rept Daye ellpee Dh mae | 
Seo. 2. That companies acce’ ions of this act 
shall keep its At ——, bs- AF geome FA he 
times transmit over said telegraph line, and mail, 
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Mr. ALLEN. It was under duress. 

Mr. GEAR. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was under duress. 
that it was under duress. 

Mr. GEAR. Lam notin the habit of meeting folks in that way. 

Mr. ALLEN. James B. Weaver is one of the most illustrious 
and intelligent citizens of the United States, a man of great char- 
acter, aman of great ability, of great mental force, of great at- 
tainments; @ man whose character can not be impeached by any 
honest man, and I can not understand it—I did not see it. but I 
heard it—how reference to a man whose character is so well es- 
tablished im all these respects, and whose name has been men- 
tioned here in derision, is greeted with a significant guffaw from 
one of the distinguished representatives of the State of which he 
is an honored citizen. I heard the guffaw. I did not see tho 
facial jon at the time it was uttered. 

Mr. President, it will not do for the Senator from Iowa to stand 
in this Chamber and say that James B. Weaver wants to confis- 
cate property. There is not achild 5years old who does not know 
that that statement is false. 

Mr. GEAR. Does not the Senator consider 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not undertake— 

- Mr. GEAR. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield for a ques- 
on? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Iowa can not crawfish out of 
the statement. 

Mr. GEAR. Will the Senator answer a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEAR. Does the Senator take the ground that it is the 
right of the Government to take all the corporate property of this 
country—the railwrys, telegraph and telephone lines—and pay 
for them in unlimited issues of greenbacks? That is the ground 
that James B. Weaver stands on, the Ocala platform, for [ have 
heard him argue it and defend it in his own Congressional dis- 
trict. I was there when he moved into that district in 1892, the 
Council Bluffs district, and spoke against Mr. Hagmr. Iheard him 
argue in favor of that idea. That is the platform he stands on. 
I call it confiscation. 

Mr. ALLEN. He does not stand on that platform. 

Mr. GEAR. You can dispute with James B. Weaver himself. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, I will not dispute with James B. Weaver 
himself; I dispute with the Senator from Iowa. He is in this 
Chamber. Iam hisequal here, and anywhere else, for that matter. 
He can not stand here and utter falsehoods of that kind against 
one of the greatest and most illustrious citizens of the United 
States because he happens to be a Populist and go unwhipped of 
the rebuke his language justly and necessarily deserves. 

Mr. HOAR. I call the Senator from Nebraska to order and ask 
that his words be taken down. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call the Senator from Massachusetts to order 
and demand that his words be taken down. I resume my seat un- 
der the rule until my words are taken down. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senator from Nebraska be 
allowed to proceed in order. 

Mr. HOAR. The words have to be taken down, and they have 
to be ruled open ue Chair. 

Mr. FAULKNER. There is nothing in the rule which requires 
the Chair to rule upon the question before such a motion is made. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair did not hear the first 
observation of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The motion I make is that the Senator from 
Nebraska be allowed to proceed in order. The Senator from Mas- 


The world can rest assured 





| sachusetts suggests that the Chair must rule upon the language 


as taken down as to whether or not it is ee et The rule 
simply requires that the language shall be read from the desk for 
the information of the Senate. it does not require that the Chair 
shall submit the question to the Senate if a motion similar to the 
one I have made intervenes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for the reading of the rule. 

The Secretary 


read as follows: 


Roe XIX. 
DEBATE. 

a Senator desires to k he shall rise and address the presiding 
x shall not proceed until he is recognized, and the Presiding Officer 
recognize the Senator who shall first address him. No Senator shall 
interrupt another Senator in debate without his consent, and to obtain such 
consent he shall first address the Presiding Officer; and no Senator shall 
speak more than twice upon any one question in debate on the same day with- 
out leave of the Senate; which shall be determined without debate. 
2. if any . eh ey or otherwise, transgress the rules of the 

the cer shall, or any Senator may, call him to order; 
and when a Senator shall be called to order he shall sit down, and not pro- 
ceed without leave of the Senate, which, if granted, shall be upon motion that 
he to proceed in order; which motion shall be determined with- 
out 


8. Ifa Senator be called to order for words spoken in debate, upon the de- 
Senator 


mand of the or of any other Senator, exceptionable words shall 
taken down in writing, and read at the table for the informatten of the 


Mr. HOAR. I suggest the absence of a quorum, 


Fe- 
f 


fe 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is sug- | better equipped from hise: ence as a soldier and his experier cg 
gested. The Secretary will call the roll. as a statesman, his great education and his great capacity, to djs- 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senatoss an- | charge public duties than is James B. Weaver. ve a larger 
swered to their names: audience now than I had a few moments ago when I was cal!oj 
Aldrich, Chandler, Gray, Roach, tomy chair, and I wish to call attention to the fact that when | 
Allen, Chilton, geyey: Shoup, mentioned the name of this illustrious soldier and statesman as 
—— Sociol fou Stewart, distinguished citizen of the State of Iowa and a distinguished  it- 
Baker, Cnullom, * Jones, Ark. Teller, izen of the United States a aw from the junior Senator fro 
Bate, Dubois, McBride, Iowa, audible all over the Chamber, greeted the statement. 
perry a garda, Mr. President, Populist as I am, incompetent as I necessarily 
Brown, Frye, Pasco, must be to discharge public duties in the estimation of the junior 
Burrows, Gallinger, Peffer, Senator from Iowa and his sympathizers and associates, living ont 
carer, arer. NS all on the prairies among the coyotes and the pesitio dogs, I have been 
Cannon, Gordon. Platt’ 2 Wolcott. taught better manners than that. I would not greet the name of 
Carter, Gorman, Pugh, the humblest citizen of this nation with a rough guffaw in the 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Fifty-five Senators have an- | Senate of the United States or in any other place where I could 
swered to their names. There is a quorum present. be put. 
Mr, GORMAN. Let the words be read. the honorable junior Senator from Iowa says that James B. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I suppose that under the rule the proper | Weaver was a confiscationist, and wanted to confiscate the rail- 
proceeding is to have the words taken down and read. I have | roads and telegraphs of the United States. I said, andI repeat it, 
made a motion that the Senator from Nebraska be allowed to pro- | the statement is false. There never was anytruth init. I donot 
ceed in order. mean by that to reflect upon the junior Senator from Iowa. | do 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Have the words been read to | not mean to carry with that the implication that the honora))le 
the Senate. Senator from Iowa made that statement maliciously or knowing 
Mr. FAULKNER. They have not been read. it to be untrue. I simply say, as a matter of fact, that it is false. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the | that is all. 
alleged censurable words to the Senate. I repeat, the honorable junior Senator from Iowa and my al- 
The Secretary read as follows: ways amiable and distinguished and learned friend, the senior Sen- 
No; I will not dispute with James B. Weaver himself. I dispute with the | ator from Massachusetts, never rendered thiscountry the valuable 
Shere sie for fist matter, ‘Hs-enn not sisid here and Utter boboode's | Setyioee, Hever gave the intellectmal or the moral force to the up 
that kind against one of the greatest and most illustrious citizens of ‘the building of this nation that James B. Weaver has given toit; never, 
United States because he happens to be a Populist, and go unwhipped of the | That, Mr. President, is greeted with a smile and a grin and an 
rebuke his language justly and necessarily deserves. _ ; audible expression of disapproval, as the name was greeted a mo- 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, What action will the Senate | ment ago in a like manner and in a rougher manner. Mr. Presi- 
take? dent, there is no more law-abi citizen than James B. Weaver. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senator from Nebraska be | He is one of the greatest lawyers the State of Iowaever produced. 
allowed to proceed in order. I doubt if he has an equal as a lawyer in this Chamber. He is a 
Mr. HOAR. Is that motion debatable? very great lawyer and is illustrious in courts of this country 


Mr. FAULKNER. It is not debatable, as is expressly stated in | where many men who sneer at his name would not be permitted 
the rule. even to take a backseat. He is not only a = lawyer, but he is 
n 


Mr, HOAR, I asked the Chair, an-1 not the Senator from West | a distinguished soldier, whose valor has illustrated upon 
Virginia. more than thirty fields of carnage in this country, and he bears 
Mr. FAULKNER. Very well. upon his person honorable wounds. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. In the opinion of the Chair it is Now, sir, because that man happens to be a Populist, because 
not debatable. : that man, whose ancestors came to this coun ong before the 
Mr. HOAR. Iso understand it. Revolutionary war, who is an American citizen the soles of 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from West Vir- | his feet to the crown of his head, happens to look upon political 
ginia moves that the Senator from Nebraska be allowed to proceed | questions a little differently from the junior Senator from lowa 
in order, and my always disti ed and learned and accomplished friend 
The motion was agreed to. from Massachusetts, name is to be met with a sneer and his 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— defenders are to be called down in this Chamber as violating the 
Mr. GEAR. Will the Senator from Nebraska yield for one | rules fors in his behalf. 
moment? No, Mr. President, he is not a confiscationist. The statement 
Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. is untrue. James B. Weaver believes in the doctrine of the Pop- 
Mr. GEAR. To the language used by the Senator from Ne-| ulist party. He believes that this is a government of the people, 
braska I take no exception. Ihave lived among the people where | as it should be; a government by the people, and for the people. 
Ihave made my home for more years almost than the Senator has | He is not of that aan of statesmen who sail under false colors, 


lived in his life. They know best whether the words he has stated 
are true or false. I am satisfied now, if I never was before, of the 
truth of an old adage. When I got into this unfortunate alterca- 
tion with the Senator from Nebraska I made a mistake. It is an 
old saying that you can not “touch pitch without being defiled.” 
Iam sorry that I had the altercation with him. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, Iam very glad indeed to be able 


who give their words to the people and consecrate their lives and 
give their votes to the corporations. There are some statesmen in 
this country who do that. 

James B. Weaver believes in the Government ownership of 
railways, in the Government ownership of all telegraphs ani! tel- 
ephones. Does the honorable Senator feoas Towa have any argu- 
ment that he can use the accomplishment of that purpose? 


_to defile a gentleman who has seen so much of this world and who | Does he not know that over thirty of the nationsof the earth t« day 
has had such a varied experience as my distinguished and always | own and operate their own railroads? It is something ‘0 be 
) amiable friend, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR], upon whom | laughed at, ts it not? It is something to be ted with scorn 
|Llook more as a misguided father than in any other t. I} and a guffaw when the name of a man who believes in that hap- 
, also thank the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] for hav- | pens to be mentioned here. 
‘ing my words taken down, words that were perfectly parliamen- | How are you going to get eee of the railroads? The 
‘tary. Of course it served to interrupt the pr ings here and | honorable Senator from Iowa, for whom I have great respect and 
to deprive me of some time to discuss this matter. I am always | whom I love asason should love a father, seems to think that 
‘glad to know that the amiable and distinguished senior Senator | it is impossible to accomplish that result; impossible to accom- 
‘from Massachusetts has a kindly eye upon me and watches me to | plish that result—and the Senator laughs Rom a though it was 
see that I do no damage in this Chamber, and whois always espe- | funny and a i be is at. 
cially careful of what I say when I am discussing Populistic doc-| Mr. CHAND . Will Senator from Nebraska allow 1¢ 
trines and Populistic statesmen. to ogg aa 
When called to order by the distinguished and always amiable | Mr. . Certainly. 
‘Senator from Massachusetts I was denying the statement made| Mr. CHANDLER. We are not laughing at what the Sens'oT 
by the honorable junior Senator from Iowa that James B. Weaver | says; we are laughing at the way the Senator says it. \\\ «2 
is a confiscationist. Let me proceed at that — and repeat the | not —_ that. ; 
statement briefly. I said, Mr. President, and I repeat,and Iamj| _ Mr. Y. Iwas not referring to my amiable friend ‘rom 
sorry to be compelled to repeat anything here, that James B. | New ere ‘ a” 
Weaver is one of the most illustrious citizens of the United States, ; DLER. I laughed in sympathy with the Sen:tot 
and I ain glad to have this distinguished audience and ce | from Iowa. : . : . 
‘here to listen to me when I state that there is not a man een| Mr. ALLEN. It seems to be la ble. The doctrine of a 
the two oceans or between Canada and the Gulf of Mexico who is | nent domain seems to have escaped the attention of my «1 
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friend from Towa. Ofcourse my always learned and distinguished 
friend, the senior Senator from Massachusetts, understands it in 
all of its ramifications. And what is that doctrine? What gives 
a railroad corporation power to go across your farm in Maine and 
take your property and construct its railroad upon your farm and 
exclude you from it? Where did that power come from? Why, 
it is the constitutional inherent power in every sovereignty, known 
as the power of eminent domain. Is it not the taking of private 
roperty w a for public use? Thatis the doctrine. 
Tt was ished in the State of New York in the case of Blood- 
vs. The Mohawk River Railroad years and years ago, and has 
become the settled doctrine in this country that wherever the pub- 
lic interest requires the taking of the citizen’s private property for 
public use it can be taken under the powerof eminentdomain. The 
public interest alone is to be consulted, and compensation is to be 
given to the owner of the private es, 
I ask my honorable friend from Iowa and his sympathizers upon 
the other side of the Chamber why this Government can not use 


the same power of eminent domain, the same inalienable power 
that a’ to the National Government, and when the public 
interest requires the great railway and by ea systems to be 
reduced to ernment ownership why the Government can not 


condemn them, if necessary, and purchase them, paying a fair 
uivalent for them, and operate them in the interest of the peo- 

e at ? 
: James B. Weaver believes in that doctrine. Why, sir, he is for- 
tified by every constitution in the forty-five States of this Union 
and by the national Constitution itself. He is fortified by every 
constitution of every country on which the sun shines to-day. And 
yet that is a doctrine which has never occurred to the junior Sen- 
ator from Iowa. No doubt it has occurred always to the distin- 

Senator from Massachusetts. Now, what is wrong about 
t? 1 did not bring on this discussion about James B. Weaver. 

Then the honorable Senator says that James B. Weaver wants 
to take a limitless volume of worthless paper money and buy the 
railroads with it. Mr. Weaver never gave utterance to a senti- 
ment of that kind — the face of the earth—never. Why stand 
here in the Senate of the United States, in the full glare of public 
sentiment, in this place where publie sentiment is formed and 
focused, and hold up a distinguished citizen of this country 
who is 1,500 miles from here as the leader of a doctrine of this 
kind when it is absolutely untrue, when he does not believe it, 
when he has never advocated it and does not advocate it now, 
— = his party does not believe in it and has never advo- 
cated it? 

Now, Mr. President, returning my thanks again to the honora- 
ble an and very learned senior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts for his careful attention to my conduct and my language 
—— my seat, and turn the floor over to the Senator from New 


ork. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will allow the ir to lay before the Senate bills from the 
House of tatives for reference. 

Mr. . Certainly. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8607) to increase the pension of Kate Grant was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to appoint four members of 
the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- 
teer Soldiers was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


JOHN C. DULL. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the re- 
° of the House of Representatives that the Senate furnish 
House with a duplicate ane a of the bill (S.716) to 
correct the naval history of John C. , the same having been 
mislaid or lost; coir unanimous consent it was ordered that 
the request be com with. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. CHAPELL, 
one of its announced that the Speaker of the House had 
in the a, bills cod joint sencbation; and they 

signed Presi ‘o tempore: 

Abill e 3 ting a pension to Rita Stine; 

A bill (H. R. $281) to authorize reassessments for improvements 
and general taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 

A joint eetain (S. R. 181) relative to the improvement of the 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 

Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 
Mr. Perrer February 12, 1896, providing for a commit- 

five Senators to investigate and report generally all the 


! 


i 


material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of United 
States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 1894, 
1895, and 1896. F 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
[Mr. Hitt] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like, with the leave of the 
Senate, to say a very few words. I do not think it will take me 
more than three minutes to say what I have to say upon the reso- 
lution of the Senator from Kansas. I do not expect to be present 
in the Senate when the vote comes on, and I am not quite sure 
whether I shall be present when the speech of the Senator from 
New York is concluded, if it shall be interrupted by other busi- 
ness on Monday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. HILL. I amentirely willing that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts shall proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. I wish to say that I expect to vote for this resolu- 
tion in its substance. The question as to what committee shall 
make the inquiry will be a question of the convenience of the 
Senate. Iam rather surprised that the resolution has found any 
opposition anywhere. The ‘Senator from Kansas [Mr. PErrer] 
will correct me if Iam wrong, but Ido not understand that it is 
proposed as an investigation into any imputed or imagined cor- 
ruption or purposed or intentional wrongdoing on the part of any 
public official. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator is right upon that point. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Kenens assures me that I am 


The Senator from New York 


right. 
Mr. HILL. What is the assurance? I did not quite catch it. 
Mr. HOAR. I say I do not tnderstand that it is proposed or 


suggested as a reason for the resolution that there has been any 
corruption, iniquity, or purposed or designed wrongdoing on the 
_ of any official of the Government or anybody else, and the 
Senator from Kansas assures me that I am right in that sugges- 
tion. 

Mr. PEFFER. Not quite as far as that. 

Mr. HILL. I would in this connection call the attention of the 
Senator from Massachusetts to the speech of the Senator from 
Kansas when he opened this debate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let me put myself right. The Senator from 
Massachusetts, in his first statement, did not go quite as far as in 
his second statement. I do believe that there have been fraud 
and corruption upon the part of some persons. 

Mr. HILL. I mean any official of the Government. 

Mr. PEFFER. Notthe Secretary of the Treasury nor the Presi- 
dent of the United States. I distinctly stated in my speech that 
I did not impute dishonorable or corrupt motives upon the part 
of either of those gentlemen, as I regard them as men of honor. 
However, I do believe that the transaction is covered all over 
with fraud in New York City and here in Washington, but that 
those men in the end of this investigation will be shown to be 
clear of it. 

Mr. HILL. I call the attention of the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to the point that the Senator from Kansas evades the ques- 
tion. When you ask him whether he charged anything against 
any Official of the Government other than the Secretary of the 
Treasury he evades the question. I also ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts whether he thinks it is a proper resolution. For in- 
stance, to take another illustration—— 

Mr. HOAR. I was about to say what I thought it was, if the 
Senator will pardon me. I rose for that purpose. 

Mr. HILL. I will yield, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
setts will proceed. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me that it is the ordinary case of a 
proposal by a Senator, and I do not believe in any preceding Ad- 
ministration of this Government from the beginning any consid- 
erable number of Senators would have been found to object to it. 
The Senate of the United States is charged with important legis- 
lative duties. Each Senator of the United States is charged with 
very important responsibilities to the whole country by the people 
of the Staté whose legislature elected him to his seat, and he has 
a right to the assistance of his associates to obtain instruction as 
to important facts and the —s of existing laws and institu- 
tions so far as that knowledge will help him to discharge those 
duties, and it is a knowledge which never ought to be, and in the 
practice of the Government never has been until recently, denied 
to anybody. 

The only question therefore, it seems to me,is the question of 
the importance of the subject, whether it warrants the attention 
of the Senate or the attention of a committee of the Senate. 

Now, what is the matter under consideration? There has been, 
under the authority or supposed authority of an existing law, 
asale of Government bonds, under which it has been stated by emi- 
nent financial authority, upon this floor and elsewhere, that at least 
$10,000,000 was unnecessarily expended. Some Senators, I think, 


The Senator from Massachu- 
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t it as — as eighteen or twenty million dollars; that is, that the 


t sale of the bonds under the present system was at a rate lower 
than the bonds would then have sold for in the open market, so that 
it cost the United States from ten to twenty million dollars unnec- 
essarily. I am not speaking now of the information which we 
ought to have in deciding whether we will permit the authority to 
continue. 

In the next place, I understand that when the second sales of 
bonds were made a very large number of intelligent and con- 
scientious people, both in this body and elsewhere, believed that 
instead of advertising the bonds at a fixed price, such as the Ad- 
ministration thought they were worth, and putting the op nity 
for bidding at every Presidential post-office or some other place 
accessible to all the people, the bids were so made that no person 
could understand when he made his bid or prepared to be ready to 
carry out his offer if it were accepted whether it was to be ac- 
cepted or not. 

r. HILL. To what loan does the Senator refer? 

Mr. HOAR. The very last one. The result of that, according 
tosome excellent authority, is that from five to ten times—certainl 
five times—the amount a needed for taking the bonds was 
locked up from the business of the country. Every bank that made 
a bid to lock up so much of its resources to be ready to take 
the bid if it was awarded to it. Every small capitalist, as well as 
large capitalist, who authorized a bid to be made or who made it 
in his own name, had to keep for a space of one, two, or three 
weeks this amount of money. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator mean—— 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me, I have a wretched 
head for this kind of financial discussion—— 

Mr. HILL. I should—— 

Mr. HOAR. And I will state to the Senator that I will grant 
him the full benefit of that. 

Mr. BILL. I should judge so from the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. HOAR. ILunderstand that is a gibe which finds its support 
in absolute truth. 

Mr. HILL. I do not wish to annoy the Senator. I want to 
understand his point; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam trying to make myself clear, without inter- 
ruption, if the Senator will let me. If, when I get through, he 
does not understand the point I make, I will repeat it. As I 
understand it, here were 1,000,000 of bids for $100,000,000 of 
bonds. Is that true? Now, if that be true, $551,000,000 of gold 
at least had to be locked up between the time those bonds were 
advertised for and the time the contracts were awarded, so that 
the on was so conducted as itself almost to create a panic, 
or at any rate a very serious stringency in the money market, 

Mr. HILL. Does not the Senator—— ? 

Mr. HOAR. Iam not attacking it; I am merely speaking of 
the thing to be inquired into. Let the Senator understand that 
Iam not critici the conduct of the Administration. 

Now, in de ing whether we will permit the existing law 
to stand without modification. or safeguard, is it not our duty to 
know whether under it those $10,000,000 were wasted, and to know 
whether under it in the last transaction $551,000,000 of gold was 
locked up from the buainess of the country? 

Mr, President, there is another involved in this matter 
which I think _—_ important. It is said—it has been ac- 
knowledged, I understand, by the Senator from New York in this 
debate—that the proceeds of the sale of bonds issued under the 
ae iven by the law of 1876, revived by implication by the 
unre part of the statute of 1890, an authority given for 
the purpose of enabling the Government to preserve the gold 
reserves and to maintain the resumption of specie payments, has 
been used practically for the current expenses of the Government. 
Now, if that be true—— 

Mr, HILL. The Senator has not listened to my remarks. 

Mr. HOAR. I have listened to a great many hours of them, 


Mr. HILL. The Senator will have to listen longer, then, to | self 


understand the point. 

Mr. HOAR. poaes I shall. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator will permit right there—— 

Mr. HOAR. I will omit that. I will withdraw what I said 
about the Senator from New York in order to make my point. It 
isa hot afternoon, and the Senate wants to adjourn. 

Mr. . Go ahead. ; 

Mr. HOAR. I want to make the a es , if Iean. 
It is all and believed—I believe for one and think the Sena- 
ansas believes for another—— 


Mr. HILL. He . 
Mr. HOAR. I think nearly Senator on this side of the 
tors on the other side be- 


Chamber and three-quarters of the 
lieve that whatever may have been the original authority, the 
money gained by this loan has been used to pay the current and 
ses of the Government. 
Mr. 8 ART. Nobody denies that. 


Mr. HOAR. I will not say that, because the Senator from 
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New York will interrupt me if I say it; but a great many men in 
high station and in high authority believe it. 
hold it a very serious thing, indeed, that the President of the 
United States and the Secretary of the Treasury should exercise, 
or claim or have by implication the power of using, the credit «/ 
the United States, without limit and forever, to pay the curren: 
ordinary expenses of the country. I can not conceive how any 
man who takes the name of Thomas Jefferson on his lips, thoug), 
his heart may be far from him (as is the case with a good many 
le who have taken it of late), whatever may be his devotion t., 
an Administration that he has helped to elect, can sit in his se. 
and be willing to have that thing goon. If it be true, it is th 
destruction of republican government; it is the overthrow of :\| 
our maxims of public liberty, of guarding and checking admini,- 
tration. 
I want to know somethin z about that. Ithink the Senator fro, 
Kansas has done — offering this resolution, and has done » 
ublic service; and I do not mean to be diverted from doing 1) 
uty as a Senator and insisting on having the facts kriown on thes. 


y | three propositions, in order that we may correct the ee by 
0 


—— about my confederating or associating with Populists. 

r. HILL. t fact does Senator expect to know which 

is not known now and is not in the public records—the reports «f 

eee of the Treasury? You can not know a single other 
act. 

Mr. HOAR. I expect to have the reasons of the President an’ 
the Secretary ascertained, I expect to have the account of what 
was devoted to the a of the Government put in 
an orderly, clear, and plain t, so that the people and the 
Senate can understand it; I expect to have the circumstance 
forth; IT expect to have from a committee the modification 
or change of the law which is desirable to prevent its recurrence 
in the future recommended to the Senate. matters as they 
stand now are the subject of debate, of quarrel, of controversy. 
ean up and alludes to them on the floor of the Sena», 

gets up and says that the Senator from New 

pshire did something in regard to a Presidential nomination 

i that is a proper and Senatorial ar- 

gument to deal with such a subject. I think if we get a commit- 

i i a special committee of tliis 

a statesmanlike, orderly, clean-cut, straightfor- 

statement on this subject, which will dispose 

of it, and will so m ion, that no Democrat 

and no Republican will rest easy un has done something to 
prevent the occurrence of this thing again. 

Mr. President, that is the ground on which I expect to have ny 
— ee or paired in te of peg a et for 
the sake of getting any political against President Cleve- 
land or m Cece friend, Mr. e, or the Democratic party 
that I s vote for it. I know the difficulties and the trials of 
the past two years; I know what a calamity it would have bec n to 
this whole country, irreparable for a long time, not to be recoy- 
ered from if ithad happened, that our silver currency or our pap:r 
currency had got separated in value from the gold currency. 
think we all believe that that would have been a calamity; at any 
rate Ido. I want to have this great mistake, this great defect, 
this great danger and insecurity in ourexi legislation a 
against. Though I do not often follow the tor from Kansas, 
Tam happy to be counted as his follower in regard to the matter 
which is in question. 

That is all I have tosay. If I have not made myself clear, | 

to explain to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. the Senator from Massachusetts does not com- 
prehend this question any better than would appear 
argument, I think he ought to have at least one investigating c:1- 
mittee, if not more. It is very strange indeed, if the Senator }is 

irsti information in regard to the finances 0! 
was made, that he him- 


from his 


’ y recently. 
Mr. HOAR. It was offered within three days, I think, «f the 

last sale of bonds. : 

to what has 
for the last two 
years. Does the Senator now mean to say that he is ignorant °* 
the situation? Does he mean to say that it has not been state! 
here in special reports, and in from the Secretary 
of the Treasury, as to the on of the Treasury, 201 
what has been done with the avails of the first bond sale, the se’- 
ond bond sale, the syndicate sale, and the last sale? Does he me! 
a the financial situation, and 


? Mr. President, this 
belated plea of ignorance will not do. The Senator can not play 


that upon , and he ought to know it by 
this time, that, as has been stated previously, the bonds have been 
















The gold has been placed in the Treasury, and 

dieee fer Cav parpene ct retnuming the goose 8. 
The greenbacks then have been placed in the Treas 
its general fund—where they have always been 
pecial report which the Secretary of the 


to as Saae Sao 
in which he expressly — upon this subj giving 
aan {information which any ator or citizen ought to desire 


It has been shown further by that that fund has never 
been kept from the day of the first selling of bonds; that 
it has been kept with the remainder of the funds in the Treasury, 
legally applicable to pay the expenses of the Government when 
needed. : 

President, it comes with very bad grace at this late day for 
tho Senator from Massachusetts to say that he wants to know all 
about that, and. he wants to know whether the Secretary of the 





asury has @ right in times of to issue bonds for the pur- 
a of raising the funds for the rt of the Govern- 
ment. No one has: he has; no one made any such 


pretense; but when bonds have been issued and gold realized with 
which the greenbacks have been redeemed, when the law of 1878 
stands upon the statute book and compels the President to reissue 
those greenbacks, how is he to comply with that lawif he does not 
reissue them for the debts of the Government, I should like to 


That is the law the Administration has virtually asked to have 
repealed; that is the law of which the eee has pee the 

peal. has suggested many wa: y which this question 
might be avoided in order to prevent the selling of bonds for the 
future, but wens oy has given no relief. 

The Senator Massachusetts says he does not want to re- 
flect on anybody. Has he read the resolution? Has he seen its 
offensive ? Suppose the Secretary of the Navy had built 
several and spent millions of dollars, and a resolution 
were offered here to the whole subject of their build- 
ing under his direction, that resolution should provide that a 


committee shoald in whether, om any money ~ssing 
his he received any commission, or if » .~ fiicer 
under him or with his knowledge or consent. ~- . done 


it, would the Senator think that a 
cease he yoo conscientiously ee — 
an tion oing, without any corruption alleged? 
to nat fale? ‘Is it right? Is it honorable? Is it manly? This 
resolution is full of insinuations, full of reflections upon the offi- 
cers of the ne Aye, >a Senator ae eae while 
he said he did not per se agains sretary 
of the when eaetien was put to him, how about the 
officers of the t, he evaded the question. What is the 
language of the third clause of the resolution? I read it: 


Whether officer of the Government, or any person or ns for such 
officer, ‘and on his behalf, and in his personal interest, and with his knowledge 


or entered into any agree or arrangement, directiy 
or any person or persons, corporation, com : 
or Spain pieeeee of cibotine: the poten secede or te be o beed 
for said or any of them, with the intent and on to receive 
commission or personal reward by reason of such agreement, or 


No reflection in that, does the Senator from Massachusetts say? 
I concede that the resolution i juni 


—— in H ' 

is resolution to investigate details of this transaction 

in language Shs Eeacttes « mits face wrongdoing. It 

to in the question of the autliority of the 
Has the Senator as a lawyer any doubt but what 

the law of 1875 still exists for the ee of supplying gold with 

which Pa! continue the gold reserve? I ask him the question, and 
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Kansas so far as it provides for an investigation into these partic- 
ular points, and that { understood he disclaimed any imputation 
against the President or the Secretary of the Treasury or any 
officer of the Government. In regard to whether the particular 
form or phraseology of this resolution goes beyond that, or 
whether it should be amended in that particular and will be 
amended by the Senate, I did not consider. I only rose to say I 
expect to be here next Monday, and shall be very happy to receive 
any blast, whether of wrath or otherwise, that may come from 
the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I thought the Senator claimed the floor to speak 
to-night upon the ground that he could not be here on Monday. 

Mr. HOAR. I said I could not be here when the vote was taken 
on the resolution. Lexpect to go away next Wednesday. That 
is the whole of it. 

I repeat that an inquiry into this important transaction, pre- 
senting these three points of danger and of mistake and error in 
our existing legislation, it seems to me, never was refused in any 
previous Congress to any Senator who had asked it, and I do not 
think it ought to be refused to the Senator from Kansas. 

Now, in regard to the lawful authority to issue bonds for the 
purpose of keeping the gold supply intact, I not only believe that 
1t exists, but I voted for the statute of 1890 on that ground, and 
on that ground alone, and should not have voted for what was 
known as the Sherman Act except that it gave that great addi- 
tional security, as I understood it, to the credit of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. HILL. Thestatute of 1890? 

Mr. HOAR. The statute of 1890, the Sherman law; 1890, I 
think, is the date of it. 

Mr. HILL. How does the Senator regard that as affecting this 
question? 

Mr. HOAR. This statute was passed in 1976 as a part of the 
act forthe maintenance of the resumption. Then the statute of 
1890, that part of it which was unrepealed, gave the power con- 
ferred by the statute of 1876 to the Secretary of the Treasury for 
the purpose of maintaining the parity of the two metals. That 
is thesubstance of it, as I understand, and that is the ground upon 
which I myself supported the statute of 1890. 

Mr. HILL. I should beverygladto make use of that in answer 
to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. You will have to get a better argument than 
that toamswer me. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. HOAR. I have no doubt about that; but I have very great 
doubt whether there has been any necessity for the issuing of 
bonds to support the gold reserve. I believe that if other poli- 
cies had prevailed, both in legislation and in administration, we 
should have had no necessity for the use of those reserve powers. 
The gold in the Treasury would have been maintained if we had 
had sufficient ordinary revenues for the purpose. I agree with 
the Senator from Ohio ‘no SHERMAN] in that. Therefore, that 
being the fact, I have believed, and a great many persons believe, 
that this bond-issuing power, whatever may be its limit, has been 
used for a purpose for which it was never intended by anybody, 
either at the time of the statute of 1876 or at the time of the stat- 
ute of 1890, and that the use of it for that purpose constitutes a 
great publicdanger andmenace. The matter ought tobe brought 
clearly to the attention of the people and clearly to the attention 
of the Senate, so that a proper remedy may be supplied. I think 
the American ple propose to supply the necessary remedy, or 
to elect next fall a Congress that will supply it. 

Mr. HILL. What would the Senator /s with the greenbacks 
after they are placed in the Treasury, when the statute of 19878 
says that they shall be reissued? 

Mr. HOAR. If we had a proper revenue system there would 
be no difficulty. 

Mr. . How would you reissue the greenbacks if you did 
not pay them in the payment of debts, I should like to know? 

Mr. HOAR. If we had a proper system of revenue we should 
never have any trouble in calling upon the gold reservé to pay 


ordinary e ses. 
Mr. HILL. It is not the gold reserve, it is the greenback re- 


serve. 

Mr. HOAR. There never has been any trouble in any former 
Administration in bringing in greenbacks for redemption to the 
extent of endangering the reserve. 


. 
BECLAMATION OF ARID LANDS.” 


Mr. CARTER. I am instructed by the Committee on Public 
to whom was referred the bil! (S. 2848) to amend section 4 
of an act entitled ‘““An act making appropriations for sundry civil 
e of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1895,” ed March 18, 1894, to report it favorably with amend- 
ments. lask unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 











' es 

a 
: 
y 





4096 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Aprin 17, 





The amendments reported by the Committee on Public Lands 
were, in line 9, after the word “ approved,” to strike out *‘ March” 
and insert ‘‘ August”; in line 11, after the word “reclaimed,” to 
strike out ‘‘and”; in line 14, after the word “settlers,” to strike 
out ‘‘and”; and in line 17, after the word ‘‘land,” to insert ‘‘ and 
when such water supply is furnished”’; soas to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That under any law heretofore or hereafter enacted by 
any State providing for the reclamation of arid lands in pursuance and ac- 
ceptance of the terms of the grant made in section 4 of an act entitled “An 

making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year en ing June 30, 1895," approved Kngest 18, 1894, a lien is hereby 
authorized and shall be valid nst the separate legal subdivisions of land 
reclaimed for the actual cost of and necessary expenses of reclamation, and 
reasonable interest thereon from the date of reclamation until disposed of 
to actual settlers; when an ample supply of water is furnished in a substan- 
tial ditch or canal, or by artesian wells or reservoirs, to reclaim a ree 
tract or tracts of land, and when such water supply is furnished, patents 
shall issue for the same without regard to settlement or cultivation. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

Mr. BAKER. I inquire what are the changes which the pend- 
ing bill pr es to make? 

eP IDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
bill as amended. 

Mr, CARTER. Ican probably explain the purpose of the bill 
more briefly to the Senator from Kansas. 

This bill is a proposed amendment to what is known as the 
Carey Act, which donated a certain amount of land to the arid- 
land States to aid in the reclamation of arid lands. This bill per- 
mits what the original bill did not, to wit, that the States, in the 
exercise of the trust created, might attach to each acre of re- 
claimed land the lien for the cost of the reclamation of it; and it 
likewise provides that when the water supply shall have been fur- 
nished patents shall issue for the lands. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend section 
4 of an act entitled ‘An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1895,’” approved August 18, 1894. 


SARAH A, BOYD, 


The PRESIDENT protempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2557) grant- 
ing a pension to Sarah E. Boyd; which were, in line 6, after the 
name “Sarah,” to strike out ‘‘E” and insert ‘“‘A,” so as to read 
“Sarah A. Boyd”; and to amend the title so as to read ‘‘A bill 
granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd.” 

Mr. OUP. I move that the Senate concur in the House 
= They are merely to correct the name of the bene- 

Cc . 

The motion was agreed to, 


CORPUS CHRISTI CHANNEL BRIDGE, 


Mr. CHILTON. Iask unanimous consent of the Senate for the 
present consideration of House bill 3549, to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across a a Saar known as the Morris and 
Cummings Ship Channel, in County, Tex. 

The PRESI NT pro tempore. The Senator from Texas asks 
for = present consideration of a bill the title of which will be 
sta 


The Szoretary. A bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas 
Harbor Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across 
the Corpus Christi Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings 
Ship Channel, in Aransas County, Tex. 

e PRESIDENT ze tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr.CHANDLER. I will not object to this bill, but I give notice 
that I shall object to any further legislative business this afternoon. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments, 

The amendments were, in section 2, line 28, after the word 
‘‘owner,” to insert ‘“‘or owners”; in line 25, before the word ‘‘ ob- 
struction,” to insert “litigation growing out of said”; and in line 
27, before the word ‘‘ may,” to strike out “case” and insert “suit”; 
so as to read: 

If any bridge erected under such authority shall, in the ion of the Sec- 
retary of War,obstruct such nevi = is hereby authorized to cause 


such change or alteration of such to be made as will effectually ob- 
viate such obstruction, and all such alterations shall be made and all such 


obstructions be removed at the ex of the owner or owners of ont brifap. 
And in case of any litigation out of said obstruction, or alleged o' 
struction, to the na tion Of said el, caused; or to be 
aaa bri the suit may be brought in the circuit court of the United 
tes in w any portion of said obstruction or bridge may be located. 
The amendments were to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 


——! 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bil! tg 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I move that the Senate proceed to the oon. 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and theSenate proceeded to the con. 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent jp 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock ang 
37 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, Apri! 29 
1896, at 12 o'clock meridian. F 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 17, 1°04, 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

John P. J. Ryan, a citizen of New York; John R. Morris, a cit. 
zen of Missouri, and Chester Wells, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to 
be assistant engineers in the Navy. 

JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 

John H, O’Donnell, of the District of Columbia, to be justice of 

_ peace in the county of Washington, in the District of Colum. 
ia. 
POSTMASTERS, 


Charles Quinn, to be ae at Riverpoint, in the county of 
Kent and State of Rhode Island. 


Richard Hayward, to be | oe me at Providence, in the county 
of Providence and State of Rhode Island. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, April 17, 1896. . 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev, 
Henry N. CoupEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, corrected, 
and approved. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, CEMETERY ASSOCIATION, 8T. PAUL. 


Mr. KIEFER. Mr. Boosts I ask unanimous consent to have 
considered at this time the ill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and di- 
rect the of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon 
and four p ds of condemned cannon balls to the cemetery 
association in the city of St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the 
foot of the soldiers’ monument in said cemetery. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is here}y, au- 
thorized and directed to donate one condemned os four pyramids of 


cannon 
condemned cannon balls to the cemetery association in the city of St. Paul, 
Minn., for the purpose of placing the same at or near the monument erected 
to the memory of Union soldiers who are buried in the said cemetery 

Mr. KIEFER, There is an amendment recommended by the 
committee. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read, 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy such articles 
can be without di ent to aa interests: And provided 
further, t the United States shall not be subjected to any expense on 


account of such donation. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DaLZELL addressed the Chair. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker— 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I wish to offer an amendment 
to the bill, which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the bill: 

my also three condemned cannon for the Grand Army of the Republi: Post 
No. 121 (Col. John M. Patterson Post), for the of decorating the sol 
diers’ in the South Side Cemetery, Pittsburg, Pa.” 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of oriet 
that it is not competent to amend this bill by adding to it the sub- 
stance of another private bill pending. Z 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must sustain the point of order. 
The amendment would not be in order. 

Mr. DALZELL. I hope the gentleman will not make that point 
of order at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it a very bad ent to estab- 
- This proceeding, if entered upon, would have no possible 











- CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


A097 





The Chair sustains the point of order; and 


en question is on agreeing to the amendment recommended by 


ttee. 
toe RICHARDSON. Mr. , before that—gentlemen 
me to me to withhold the point of order. I am 
willing to do so for the purpose of hearing any statement in refer- 
ence to the matter. ; 

Mr. DALZELL. This matter is one in which several members 
are interested, and it is hoped that we can get these matters 
through. It is now e getting on toward the end of the session, and 
I do not want my sent to the committee, because there is no 
knowing wh it will ever be reported in time to be passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let me suggest this: If this precedent is 
established, the very first moment the Chair recognizes any gen- 
tleman to ask consent for the consideration of a private-claim bill 
hereafter it will be absolutely in order, under this ruling, to per- 
mit every other private bill by way of amendment pending before 


Congress. 
I ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if he and his friends 
will not to make the point of order against such amend- 


ments 

Mr. DALZELL. The suggestion of the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee has no ht in connection with this bill. There is onl 
a single amendment possible here. There is already one amend- 
ment of the committee, and this is an amendment to the amend- 
ment. So that it probably will not go beyond that point; and the 
trouble the tleman anticipates can not ibly occur. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ah, but after the amendment is adopted 
it would be entirely in order to offer another amendment of the 
same character, and so on until every'private bill on the Calender 
covering matters of this kind has been tacked on as an amendment. 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman is simply anticipating trouble 
that can not occur. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman can assure me that there 
is but ao — os } nema ty not make _ oint of 
order oug’ oO it as a very prece- 
dent, as [have said. I will not make the point of order in this 
case if the assures me that this is all. 

Mr. D. I do not know, of course. 

Mr. PITNEY. I wish to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order has been made, and the 
question is on agreeing to the amendment recommended by the 


ittee. 
The amendment was — 
Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman insist upon his point of 


order? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not in this case, as I understand 
there is but the one bill of this character to be offered as an 


amendment. 

Mr. PITNEY. Two. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that there is another 
ready to be ted, as the Chair is informed. 

Mr. DSON. Then I insist — the point of order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order; and the 
is on the third reading and engrossment of the amended 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time; and it was ly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. KIEFER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


HARBOR OF ERIE, PA. 


Mr. GRISWOLD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call up for present 
consideration the joint resolution S. R. 131, a joint resolution 
relative to the improvement of the harbor of Erie, Pa. 

The SPEAKER. The joint resolution will be read, subject to 


The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


the of War be, and he hereby is, directed to 
io the feasthative and advisability of the eos of the har- 
Pa., by constructi 


° 


g 
2 


of the entrance of said harbor ae a Weikerccds with anveclinnte 
of the cost of such inprovemnent. : o 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this a new river and harbor project? Is it 
a for a contract? 


_ Mr. GRISWOLD. No; they just want a survey made to see 
what can be done. v3 em 


Mr. DINGLEY. It is not with a view to getting an appropria- 


tion in the t river and harbor bill, is it? 

Mr. GRISWOLD. I do not know whether they will get it or 

not. It is to the matter. 

The Chair is unable to hear what is going on. 

Mr. OLD. Mr. Speaker, in explanation of this resolu- 

tion I will say that it is suggested in the Senate that this investi- 
be made, to see if there are any remedies that can 


the sand from the 


west to the east, and the closing of the harbor at Erie, which en- 
tails constant dredging and building of piers much more expensive 
than this work would be if it is decided that it would accomplish 
the object desired. This is a resolution of inquiry of the Board of 
Engineers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, because this involves a question 
that may be raised in a great many other cases, if this is simply 
a resolution of inquiry having reference to some project of the 
future, of course there will be no objection to that; butif the 
——— is to get a new appropriation on which no survey has 

m made and no recommendation has been made, in order that 
it may beinserted in the pending river and harbor bill on the Sen- 
ate side, it seems to me that similar resolutions would be likely 
— down the river and harbor bill so that the whole thing may 

ail. 

Mr. GRISWOLD. The investigation has been partly made, 
and the subject was suggested in the report of the Board of En- 
gineers. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How much is the expenditure that it contem- 
plates? 

Mr. GRISWOLD. About $125,000, if it should go through. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Go ahead, as far as I am concerned. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was ordered to be read a third time; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GRISWOLD, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid.on the table. 


MARGARET A, LUTHY. 


Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pen- 
sion to Margaret A. Luthy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, under the act of Jan- 


uary 29, 1887 (Mexican war pension laws), the name of Margaret A. Luthy, 
widow of Franklin Luthy, late of Lieutenant Allen's detachment of recruits, 
Missouri Mexiean Volunteers, at —— per month. 


The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment in 
line 9, inserting the word “eight.” 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
in reference to this bill. 

Mr. CROWTHER. As the report shows, this is simply to pen- 
sion the widow of a veteran of the Mexican war. The claim is 
made at the Pension Department that he did not serve long enough 
to entitle him or her to a pension. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Did he not serve thirty days? 

Mr. CROWTHER. The record shows that he served three 
months. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman if the record 
does not show that this man simply enlisted, but never went any- 
where near the front? 

Mr. CROWTHER. He was mustered out at Santa Fe, N. Mex, 

Mr. LOUD. That was as far as he ever got? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Yes; the war closed before he got to 
Mexico. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CROWTHER, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CONDEMNED CANNON FOR BUDLONG POST, GRAND ARMY OF THE 
REPUBLIC, 


Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8077) grant- 
ing to Budlong Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Westerly, 
R..1., two condemned mounted brass cannon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directéd to deliver to Budlong Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass cannon for the 
pu of decorating the grounds around the memorial building of said 
post: Provided, That the same can be spared without detriment to the serv- 
ice and that no expense is thereby incurred by the Government. 


I should like to hear some explanation 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to offer an amendment to that bill, 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 


Amend by adding, before the ‘viso, the words ‘four condemned brass 
cannon for Kenesaw Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Danville, [L, for 
monumental purposes.” 

Mr. HILBORN. There are no brass cannon to be had—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point of order against this, 
if it is in a separate bill that has been reported. 

The SPEAKER. The eee of order is sustained. 

Mr. CANNON. I-would like to be heard upon the point of 
order. oa what ground is it made? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has ruled upon that once before 
this morning. The Chair understands that this is a single bill, 
referring to one subject, and the gentleman proposes to add 
another to it. 

Mr. CANNON. Precisely. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that would not be in order. 

a CANNON. I did not know that such a ruling had been 
mace 

The SPEAKER. The ruling has already been made this morn- 


n 
‘The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being en sag mance’, it was according] iy read the third time. 

CKERY. Mr. Speaker, 1 do not object to the considera- 
wa of the bill, but I understand there are no condemned brass 
cannon, and I suppose the bill will be harmless. 

The question was taken; and the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island, a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


WILLIAM C, DODD, 


Mr. SNOVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
commit bill H. R. 981 and report, for the relief of William C. 
Dodd, to the Committee on Claims for correction. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, let the title be read. 

The title of the bill was read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the bill and report will be 
recommitted. 

There was no ae and it was so ordered. 


RS. MARIA B. BRINTON. 


Mr. TUCKER. oe Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

pocoenb cs consideration of the bill (H. R. 5667) granting a pension 
Mrs. Maria B. Brinton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is, author- 
ized and directed to pace sone wpe the pension roll the name of Mrs. B. 

inton, widow of Brinton, late a member of D, Second 

nsylvania Sie and to pay her a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. McMILLIN, Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. In order t+ the report may be heard, the 
Chair hopes ne will be kind mone to cease conversation. 

Mr.MoMILLIN. Iam entirel y willing ‘or the question of unani- 
os consent to go, and 1 wil witht my demand for the read- 


of the report until that is granted 
et SPEAKER. The Chair hopes gentlemen will take their 
Beats and cease conversation. 


The report (by Mr. MrLzs) was read, as follows: 
sean’ Committee on Invalid Bip) to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


Ham © Brinton, inte Houtenan Kighteenth Penneyivania rania Cavalry 


Wetshoue. having carefully act and considered the facts and circum 


i idk Sonoe. 5 report as f De 
who sol novi oe cn Coonan ‘0 > . sid 
ey toa of Pennayl 
esa a an discharged - 


egg ay ee or pepsion 


A ot nyeoo, Lee bey that the soldier died 
iiss America about March 1881, i yoo marr to soldier November 1 in 
claim was rejec on ground of her y to 
aneeeeory ns of wi dice's death. 


ry 1 soldier sailed on the a lerthe Tucker from New York 
South America, to better 
t indicated 


te to B A 
er io ieaare en en oS uenos 
ure from there to tevideo, near which place 
aeons she corresponded with him at both until 


ng that he intended toleave Moutevideots eo for ee 


soldier ceased, although le 
+ Bu A Monte a Rilo J Chair 
fo Uni States consuls a enos tetas of form a oes "Janel and 


bl 
Pad ee dior oF olbere seonning aden = i departure 
onte 
illiam J. Buchanan, minister to Buenos wrote to the of 
moapen he 1804, ffect that he is informed by Consul Baker 
i So Sones in 1879 cond for some lines of 
‘William P. Brinton came His 


as 
ness he solicited lost Sonia te in him, and he left and went into the n- 
and taught school. His 


& 
Letter Office. Later Mr. E. 8. Bo ) 
}Baker that Mr. Brinton had died in one of the country towns of the 
\ tine Be th but where or when Consul Bak This 


The testimony filed shows widew used every ae ible means of locating 
her husband or finding date and circumstances of his death without avail: 


nee she is without any estate, property, or means of support, except her 
apor. 


In view of these facts_your committee believe that the death of soldicr 
should be presumed, and we earnestly recommend tho passage of the bill. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. FISCHER. the Prides wight a oe to object, I ask whether the 
fenton attends the Fri sessions to aid in this sort of 
on 


TUCKER. Oh, ae we peer has not 
recognized me there avehd Ske very ees to see the gentle- 
man 

Mr. FISCHER. I have never seen the gentleman at a Friday 
night session, 

. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman why he asks so 
small anamount as $8? That almost takes away our breath. Why 
not ask for $30 or $50? 

Mr. TUCKER. Iask for what the law allows. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? (After a pause, } The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passe (. 

On motion of Mr. TUCKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


GEORGE M’FARLAND. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the following bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland. 

Be it enacted, etc., That ito ingue duplicates to Georze AteFrarland he is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to issue land, of McA: 
thur, Gute. in lieu of* oa avian sid 180 cent coupon bonds issued pote rT 

of and January 20, 1871, No. 4972, for 

wo, and tas, al Gents oh eperesd opepens ettntes, Soi Sanuary i 
oJ uen' , € 
ree el That the said George McFarland shal! tle in 


jury, with 


we 
condition to indemnif ae from any claiin 


upon such destroyed bonds and coupons. 
The + cee Is there objection to thogecsent consideration 
of the bill? 
Mr. LOUD.. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
Treasury Department does not redeem these bonds if do- 
stroyed by fire? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not hear what the pain page 
The SPEAKER. The Chair must again ask House in 
order. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. If I understood the request of the gentl- 
man I will state in a word what the isabout. The house 
of Mr. McFarland, a resident of my t, was a , and 

8, reg- 

ted his claim to the dese ete The Treas - 

ury 

ent was able to identify two of the bonds, one for $10) 
one for ass the (pei nse ae 


a 
sent it to == as & step in the remedy to be provided. 
proper Hep the gentleman tell me what the Calendar 
number of aes ‘pill is? It is from the committee of which I am 
a member. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. It is report 1308. I have the report in my 


Mr. BRUMM. What is the —— number? 

Mr. eer a I have not 

Mr. BRUMM Wrio eportd the bi the wil bill? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It was ameeeet x the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Grarr]. It does not ane e for the payment of 


» St provides for a proper indemmity being given. 
© malian te te 


Mr. BRUMM. All . I thank = 
Mr. GROSVENOR. . Speaker, seems to be no objec- 


tion. 

The Se Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

The bill wed ordered to be pee scene oF a third punting: pee 
being engrossed, it third time, and passe 

On motion of Mr. GR a motion to r the 
cate hg: ous asa aap cae teh 

_ GRANT OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 

sent fcr the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 7140) granting 
of the Republic, o 

twenty cannon balls. 








1896. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


1¢ enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Nayy be, and he is hereby. 
»e and directed to deliver to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N.J., four condemned cannon and twenty can- 
non balls, for the use of said post: Provided, That the same can be with- 
theservice and that no expense is thereby incurred by the 


t. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passe. 

On motion of Mr. LOOUDENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

ANDREW V. SENDE. 

Mr. WILLIAM A:STONE. Mr. 8 er, Lask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2618) granting 
an honorable discharge to Andrew V. Sende. 

The bill was read, as follows: 










and 















he is hereby, author- 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be. 
ae to issue to Andrew V. Sende, late private, Company B, 
Ninth t Pennsylvania Reserve Corps, an honorable discharge, to 
date from the 24th day of July, 1863. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
bill? 
OATS TALBERT . "Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman in 
charge of this bill to have the report read or to explain to the 
House why thisman should receive an honorable discharge at this 


day. 
st WILLIAM ‘A. STONE. I ask to have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. Grirrim) was read, as follows: 


he Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
sais) granting an honorable to Andrew V. Sende; having had the 
sane under consideration, respectfully report thereon as follows: 

The records of the War. Department show that Andrew V. Sende (also 
borne as Andrew Von ou was enrolled May 1, 1861, as a private in Com- 
Ninth Pennsylvania rve Corps, Thirty-cighth Pennsylvania Vo!l- 
untecrs, to serve ane years. ‘He is reported on company muster rolls as 
follows: To December 31, 1861, without remark as to his presence or absence; 
1863, present; Jane 80, 1863, and August 31, absent, detailed 
since June 13, 1863; October 31, 1863, “ discharged by writ 
habeas corpus: es oo + 1863, by 
” n a 






the district court of western 
t muster-out roll of a recruiting 
dated at Pittsburg, Pa., reports him “Discharged July 24, 1863, on a 


y ° 
tof habeas order of United States court.’ 
In view of thefact Shatane War Department records show that this soldier 




















legal proceedings, your committee reason why he 
should not aaenen = heneual e ‘iisel , and therefore seoounmaedid 
that the bill do pass. 

Mr. TALBERT. That report does not show what the offense 





was, and I will ask the gentleman to explain the bill a little further. 
‘Mr. WILLIAM A: STONE. ‘There was no offense. 
Mr. TALBERT. ‘The man was not charged with any offense? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. ‘No, sir. He was in the Army for 


more than two years, and he was discharged by an order of the 
court because he was a minor. 


Mr. TALBERT. He was not brought before a court-martial 


for any offense? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. ‘No, sir. 


Mr. TALBERT. There was nocharge of desertion against him? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Ob, no; none whatever. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of Bae bill? 
was no objection. 
‘The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


‘BENJAMIN F,. JONES. 

























































































Mr. SPENCER. Mr. Speaker, lask unanimous consent for the 
t consideration of the bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of 
x IPA which I send to the desk. 
The bill was as follows: 









Whereas at a time, to wit, the 22d of April, A. D. 1883, when Benjami 
Sitemmmmmmmaerer tne tena al Miss., thesaid en 
vet: — swept 7: 

; consequence 0 
Sr euppalies pereaoe 

was 

mails to said ate 
tand earried them 

































id Jones, on his official 
tates for southern dis- 
item of $97 as an 
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contract. prior to the hurricane referred to in the preamble of the 
bill, so that the postmaster could take it to the post-office? 

Mr. SPENCER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Then, Mr. Speaker, permit me to say that the 
railroad company would be the responsible party in this case. 
Under their contract they were required to deliver the mails at a 
certain. point, and if the station or the track was destroyed, the 
railroad company would still be liable for the delivery of the mail 
at that point; and therefore it is the railroad company rather than 


| the Government that should reimburse this claimant. 


Mr. SPENCER. The matter has been fully presented to the 
committee, which reported the bill favorably. The case has been 
fully investigated three times in this House, and the bill has been 
unanimously reported three times. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman says the bill has been unanimously 
reported by the committee. I remember this case, and I remem- 
ber that I opposed it in committee, so the report could not have 
been unanimous. 

Mr. SPENCER. Well, what I mean is that there was no minor- 
ity report. There is. also a statement from the United States 
judge and United States prosecuting attorney, who investigated 
this matter, to the effect that there is no other way than by legis- 
lative enactment to give this party relief. He stood by his post 
after the act of Providence had deprived the citizens of that neigh- 
borhood of .all. mail facilities; and there must have been some 
cause why the railroad company did not deliver the mails, or else 
they would have been compelled to carry out the contract. 

Mr. LOUD. This man stepped in and relieved the railroad com- 
pany. That is the reason. 

Mr. SPENCER. He stepped in and relieved the citizens of the 
neighborhood; not the railroad company. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, Mr. Speaker, this is perhaps a small matter 
to object to, and I do not know that I shall object, though I think 
it is setting a bad precedent. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

There was no objection. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Several members addressed the Chair amid much confusion. 
TheSPEAKER. The Chair thinks that business by unanimous 


consent ought not to go on until members can hear what is said. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 


Mr. MEREDITH (to Mr. PickitErR), Donot do that. Waita 
minute. 
The SPEAKER. If the House will be in order, the Chair will 


lay before it the business in regular order. 
MEDAL OF HONOR. 


TheSPEAKER laid before the House the joint resolution (H. Res. 
85) relative to the medal of honor authorized by the acts of July 
12, 1862, and March 3, 1863, with. an amendment of the Senate 
thereto. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That any person 
who has been, or may hereafter be, awarded the medal of honor provided by 
the acts of Jaly 12; 1862,.and March 3. 1863, respectively, may wear, in lieu of 
of said medal, a rosette or bowknot of ribbon, of a pattern and under regu. 
lations to:-be established by the President of the Unite& States, who is hereby 
authorized to determine and prescribe a suitable ribbon for the medal of 
honor in lieu of that heretofore provided. 

Sec. 2. That theewearing of said medal or ribbon by any other than the 
persons above specified shall be deemed a misdemeanor and subject, on con- 
viction, toa penalty of $100. 


The Senate amendment was read, 2s follows: 


Strike out all after the resolving clause and insert the following: 

“ That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to issue toany 
person to whom a medal of honor has been awarded, or may hereafter be 
awarded, under the provisions of the jointresotution approved July 12, 862, 
and the act approved March 3, 1863,a rosette or knot to be worn in lieu of the 

da ribbon to be worn with the mddal; said rosette or knot and rib 

bon to be each of a pattern to be prescribed and established by the President 
of the United States, and any appro) riation that may hereafter be available 
for the contingent expenses of the War Department is hereby made availa 

ble for the purposes of this act: Provided, That whenever a ribbon issued 
under the sof this act shal! have been lost, destroyed, or rendered 
unfit for use, without fault or neglect on the part of the person to whom it 
was , the Secretary of War shall eause a new ribbon to be issued to 
such.person without charge therefor.” 


The Senate amendment was concurred in. 
LEWIS C, SCHILLING. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House; with an amendment 
of the Senate, the bill (H. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension 
to Lewis C. Schilling. ' 

The amendment of the Senate, to strike out in line 8 the word 
‘“*fifty and insert ‘‘ thirty,” was read and concurred in. 

JOSEPHINE FOOTE’ FAIRFAX. 

TheSPEAKER. The House will next take up the unfinished 

business on the Calendar. The Chair understands that there are 
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some sion cases coming over from last Friday night. The 
Clerk will report the first bill of that class. 

The bill (H. R. 8112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote 
Fairfax was read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the engrossment and third 
reading of the amended bill. 

Mr. UD. Have we adopted the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed at the Clerk’s desk 
that the amendment was adopted last Friday night. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was ay read the third time. 

The SPEAK (having put the question on the passage of the 
bill). The ayes seem to have it. 

Mr. LOUD. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, there 
were—ayes 26, noes 98, more than one-fifth voting in the affirma- 


tive. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask for tellers on ordering the yeasand nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. PIcKLER and Mr. Loup were ap- 
pointed. 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 34, 
noes 142. 

So (less than one-fifth voting in the affirmative) the yeas and 
nays were not ordered. 

he bill was then passed. 


PENSION BILLS PASSED. 


Bills of the following titles, coming over as the unfinished busi- 
ness from the session of last Friday night, were taken up in their 
order and read; the previous question was ordered, on motion of 
Mr, PickLER; the amendments (if any) reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole were concurred in; the bills were respec- 
tively ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and after a 
third. re ere passed: he 2s 

ae (H. R. 8930) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 
ardson; 

A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension Charlotte Weirer; 

A bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J. 
Kiernan; and 

A bill (H.R. 4475) co a pension to Mrs. Catharine Gaffney. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the sev- 
eral votes by which the bills coming over as unfinished business 
were passea was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER (after apause). Mr. Speaker, if there is no other 
business pressing, I move that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the ole for the purpose of considering such business 
as is in order on Frida a 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota moves 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the 
pu of considering such bills as are considered under the rules 
at Friday evening sessions. 

Mr. McMILL Do I understand that that was the motion of 
the gentleman? j 

Mr. PICKLER. That wasmy motion; nobody seemed desirous 
to call oP anything eise. 

Mr. RICHAR N. Imove that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of consid business 
on the Private Calendar. It seems to me that is the only motion 
now in order. 

Mr, PICKLER. I do not wish to antagonize that motion. 
There did not seem to be any disposition to go on with the con- 
sideration of the a on the Private Calendar. 

Mr, McCREARY of tucky. Mr. Speaker, I desire to sub- 
mit a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If a demand is made for the 
regular order, this being oo not the House necessarily 
proceed with the Private Calendar? 

— It is in order to make a motion to proceed 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I understand the gentleman 
from Tennessee has made that motion? 

The SPEAKER. That is the pending motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have no desire to antagonize the motion. I 
only made mine because there did not seem a disposition to pro- 

with the Calendar in the regular order. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. RicHARDSON, and 


it was to. 
ouse acco: ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Payne in the chair. 
The CHAIRMAN, The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole, and the Clerk will report the first business on the Calendar. 
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Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
move to take up a bill on the Calendar—— 
The CHAIR . The Chair will state to the 


mtleman that 
that motion could only be entertained b 


ous consent, 


y 
The bills must be taken — their order under the rule. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. e could not hear the inquiry of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I ask consent to take up for 
present consideration a bill on the Private Calendar under the 
order of business for to-day. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I demand the regular order, 
and ask that the bills be considered in their order on the Calendar, 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will cause the rule to be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

4. In Committees of the Whole House business on their calendars may be 
taken bs in regular order, or in such order as the committee may determine, 
unless the bill to be considered was determined by the House at the time of vo. 


ing iene committee, but bills for raising revenue, general 


appropriation bills, 
an 


bills for the improvement of rivers and harbors shall have precedence. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. It appears, Mr. Chairman, 
from the reading of the rule that by a vote of the committee the 
bill may be taken up, and that it does not require unanimous con- 
sent to take it up out of its regular order. e bill I speak of has 

the Senate twice, and therefore I submit a motion to take 
it up now for present consideration. I refer to the bill (S. 32) for 
the relief of the legal representatives of John C. Howe, deceased, 
being the Calendar No. 473, on page 34 of the Calendar. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a word—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is this debatable? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I only wanted to say that 
this is a Senate bill, that has passed the Senate twice—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I may not have caught exactly 
the a the rule, but my understanding was that except 
where a different order had been og Saonoer oange in the House, 
when the House resolved itself into a Committee, the bills must be 
taken =" their order. 

The mR . The rule seems to allow the committee to 
determine what bills it shall consider, unless previously deter- 
mined by the House. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I ask unanimous consent to 

a le minute—— 

Mr. RIC DSON. Well, Mr. Chairman, this matter is not 
debatable, but if an opportunity is given for discussion we may 
want the same | of time to reply to it. 

The CHAIR . Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman want to discuss the 
point of order or the merits of the bill? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. The condition of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think it would scarcely be wise to take up 
for discussion a matter that is not yet before us. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the title of the bill 
to which the gentleman from Massachusetts refers. 

The title of the bill was again read. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute 
for the motion of the gentleman from Massachusetts, that the 
bills be taken up on the Calendar in the order in which they are 

rted and a’ on the Calendar. 
r. WAL of Massachusetts. I believe that is debatable. 

The CHAIRMAN, It is not. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. It seems to me that we ought 
to take up Senate bills and consider them first at this late date in 
the session—bills that have passed the Senate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The matter is not debatable. 

The question is on ing to the substitute proposed by the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Swanson]. 

The question was taken; and on a division, demanded by Mr. 
WALKER of Massachusetts, there were—ayes 70, noes 10. 

So the substitute was to, 

The motion of Mr. W. of Massachusetts as amended by 
the substitute was then agreed to. 


FRANK M. MARSHALL, 


The ray oye The Chair is informed that the bill the title 
of which Clerk will read was before the Committee of the 
Whole when last in session on the Private Calendar. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H.R. N t of Frank M. Mar 
Weide 

Mr.SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa toforder. As 
I understand it, when the House resolves i into Committee 
of the Whole it has then power to fix the order in which it will 
consider business on the Calendar. Now, the committee has (e- 
termined by the vote just taken that we will begin at the beginnng 
of the Calendar with the bills as they are ; and I insist 
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that that order will not permit the bill to which the Chair refers 
to be omit up as unfinished business. ; 

Mr. D GLEY. But the unfinished business is always first in 

Mr. SWANSON. Under the rule under which we are proceed- 

a direct vote of the committee? 
ing DINGLEY, Unquestionably. 

Mr. SWANSON. As I understand it, that is the general rule. 
But that rule has been set aside by the action of the committee, 
and it has been admitted that the committee can fix the order of 
business. Now, the committee has fixed the order of business, 
that we should begin with the beginning and consider the bills in 


order in which they appear on the Calendar. 
the CHAIRMAN. “This bill is upon the Calendar as unfinished 


Mr. DINGLEY. And therefore is first in order. 

Mr. SWANSON. Not upon the Calendar as reported here. I 
insist it back to the place in which it appears on the Calendar. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That would be a change of the rules. 

Mr. BAILEY. If on from Virginia will permit—— 

The ‘ e Chair does not understand that the 
motion ted by the committee has changed the rule at all. 

Mr. . If my friend from Virginia will permit me to 
make a suggestion, I agree with him in believing that the adop- 
tion of the motion which he made was tantamount to laying aside 


the . 

Mr. SWANSON. That is what I insist on. 

Mr. BAILEY. And it aon to me that the committee, as 
under the rule it may, has determined to proceed at this session 
of the committee in a given way, that is, by beginning at the head 
of the Calendar and going down, and that seems to me to be a re- 
versal of all other orders previously adopted, or an alteration of 
the order. The gentleman from Main e will perfectly agree 





that the committee, under the ruling of the Chair, could begin at 
the or the middle of the Calendar or at the end of the 
Calendar, and then go either way; but in pursuance of the power 


of the committee it determined against all other methods of 


ure to 2 the top of the Calendar. 
Mr. DINGLEY. It simply decided to take up the Calendar 
and proceed in order 


Mr, WALKER of Massachusetts. Oh, no. 

Mr. SWANSON. Oh, no. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It was not competent for the committee to set 
aside the unfinished business in that way. It must be set aside by 


of it. 
ANSON. The ruling of the Chair is that the commit- 


tee has absolute — 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think it would be better to go along in the 
e shall soon reach the other bills, and I think we 

in that =. 
. BAILEY. As I understand, it is not egptetivn of progress, 
but it is a question as to what isthe correctruling. _I would agree 
from Maine that if the committee had decided to 
in the regular order, the regular order would be the un- 
business; but the committee did not decide to do that, but 
on the contrary it expressly decided to begin at the top of the Cal- 


Mr. DINGLEY. But what is the top of the Calendar? It is 
the unfinished busin 


ess. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Oh, no. 

Mr. McMILLIN. If the gentleman from name te. BalLry] 
will permit me, the case is even stronger than stated by the gen- 
tleman from Texas. The —- from Virginia i r. Swan- 
whee remember his motion correctly, moved that the commit- 

up the Calendar in the order in which the bills were 


i 


some 
Mr. 


E 


g 


iN. ppethe. 
Mr. McMILLIN. I thought the word was “ printed.” 
Mr. SWANSON. The notes of the Official Reporter will show 
the of the motion. 
Mr. . If I maybe oned for onemoment longer, 
I think it will be found that the language of the order is such as 
preclude any other idea than beginning at the top of the Calen- 


That motion would be out of order. 
But the t of order was not made. 
The is asto the intentof the motion. 


ed 
See eee ner ne, satnlched business which were 
That settles the unfinished business. Then a motion 
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posed of in the House were none of them this bill, which is pend- 
ing before thecommittee. This bill was pending before the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr..MAHON. The Speaker recognized that the unfinished 
business was through with. Then under section 6 of Rule XXIV, 
which provides: 





= Friday of each week, after the unfinished business has been disposed 
of— 


Which had been done— 
it shall be in erder to entertain a motion that the House resolve itself into 
eS eeeee of the Whole House to consider business on the Private Cal- 
endar. 


Mr. SWANSON. Then read further. 

Mr. MAHON. That is all there is of that. 
o— COOPER of Texas. I want to make a statement right 

ere. 

Mr. SWANSON. There is another provision which states that 
the committee itself can fix the order in which the business shall 
proceed in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MAHON, That is section 4 of Rule XXIII, which the Chair 
had read. 

Mr. SWANSON. The point of order made is that the resolu- 
tion provided that the Committee of the Whole should proceed 
to the consideration of the bills in the order in which those bills 
were on the Calendar. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Now, the bill under consideration ap- 
pears upon the table by a special order passed at the last meeting. 
It is not the regular order. The resolution was offered by the 
gentleman from South Dakota, by whichit became a special order 
for that day and that day only. Now, it should not regularly 
appear on the table. The regular order would be the Private 
Calendar. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined the resolution, 
and the motion was that the committee should take up bills of a 
certain character, and it was simply to regulate the order in 
which the bills should be taken up by the committee at that time. 
Now, in proceeding under that order, the committee took up this 
bill, and it was pending before the committee at the time the com- 
mittee rose and the House adjourned. If the Chair understands 
the motion of the gentleman from Virginia this morning, it was 
that the committee proceed with the bills in their order upon the 
Calendar. This bill 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the 
motion which was adopted in the committee, and that itself will 
be the best statement of what occurred. I concede the power of 
the committee to act in the premises, and whatever it did is the 
law of the House. 

Mr.GROW. Mr. Chairman, isthe order of business debatable? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee has not 
yielded the floor. . 

Mr. McMILLIN. Before I make a motion I ask that the Re- 
porter’s notes be produced, and until they come I yield to the gen- 
tleman. 

Mr. GROW. Is the order of business debatable? 

Mr. BAILEY. A point of order is.. 

Mr. GROW. It strikes me we are wasting our timein discuss- 
ing and postponing the consideration of bills. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order is raised against the con- 
sideration of a bill which was the unfinished business on last Fri- 
day, and the commitee is now waiting for the production of the 
notes of the Reporter. 

Mr. GROW. I move that the committee proceed to the next 
bill without prejudice to this one. 

Mr. THOMAS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. A point of order has been made, and that 
must first be determined. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. SwANnson. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer a substitute for the motion 
of the gentleman from Massachusetts, that the bills be taken up on the Cal- 
endar in the order in which they are reported and appear on the Calendar 

Mr. McMILLIN. I think that settles it, Mr. Chairman. We 
must go to the first bill on the Calendar. I do not know what 
that bill is. 

.The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the first bill upon the 
Calendar is the unfinished bill, and so holds. 

Mr. McMILLIN. My understanding is that the Chair holds 
that the committee does not have it in its power to desist from 
the consideration of a bill when once it had entered upon its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. THOMAS. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair simply holds that the action of 
the committee is to proceed with the bills in order upon the Cal- 
endar, and this is unfinished business on the Calendar. 

Mr. BRUMM. That is not the way the resolution reads. 


It is 
as they appear reported on the Calendar. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Thatisa of the resolution. The Chair 
hae settled this point, and the Clerk will report the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the 
Marshall case be set aside informally, not to be prejudiced, 

The CHAIRMAN. That requires unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. By motion we can lay it aside. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whenthe committee has once entered upon 
the consideration of a bill, the Chair thinks it would require 
unanimous consent to lay it aside. 

Mr. SWANSON, I would like to suggest that the Chair read 
the exact language of the motion made by myself. 

Mr. THOMAS. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. That has already been done. 

Mr. SWANSON (continuing). Astheyarereported. This bill 
is a hundred and odd, and the Chair makes it the first. The mo- 
ion was, in the order on the Calendar in which they are reported 
by the date. Now, under my motion they should be taken up 
under the order in en they are reported and appear on the 
Calendar as ee 

Mr. MoMILLIN. Lhave no anxiety about this, because I have 
no interest im either of the bills. I donot know which comes first 
on the Calendar, and hence I speak only in behalf of the orderly 
———- of the House; but it strikes me when the House re- 

Ives into Committee of the Whole it has the right to a 
nate, when it begins its session, what business it shall take u 
and that necessarily carries with it the right to set aside a bill 
consideration of which had been entered wpon at a former ante, 
if the seas sees fit. 

The CHAIRMAN. But the committee has already decided by 
@ motion to take up bills in this order. 

Mr: McoMILL If the wena A holds: that that rule has that 
effect, of course IT have nothing further to say; but, with all due 
deference to the Chair, until Chair so ruled I was not able to 
construe the order of the House in that way. 

Mr. McCREARY of Ken’ . Mr: Chairman,I rise toa 
of order. The Chair has decided this question, and therefore I 
ask that we proceed in order with the business before the oom 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to criticise 
the ruling of the Chair which held that the motion of the gentle- 
man from Mars ne Swanson] did not require the committee 
to proceed with the bills as they have been reported and as the 
appear upon the Calendar. I hope, however, that the Chair wi 
not adhere to the decision that it is not on power of the 
committee to lay aside business. I respectfully sub- 
mit that that is a ruling so far-reaching in its co mees as to 
at some time seriously embarrass the business of the ittee of 
the Whole. Inview of the fact that = es who made the 
motion under which the committee is acting states that he in- 
tended that the committee should proceed to take up the business 
as it stands upon the Calendar, and in order to aul such a de- 
cision as I have *indicated, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Marshall bill be laid aside temporarily and without prejudice, 

Mr. FENTON. I object. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. T object. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I object most decidedly, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will vend bill. 

Vhe bill (H. BR. 4510) was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, Se ., That in view of the | and faithful services of Frank 
M. Marshallas a hospital steward, Hosp’ rps, United States Army, the 
a be, ont he is here , authorized and directed to said 

M. Marshall a second of cay in the United s Je. 
oe to place him on the retired list with pay of the grade and 
account of the length of service. 

. a amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 

In lines 5 and 6, after the word “ authorized,” strike out “and directed.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, has the general debate-on this 
bill been closed? 

The C The Chair is informed that it has not been 
Mr. DINGLEY. Then before the amendment is considered I 
would like to hear the gentleman who reported this bill explain 
what its effect is. 

Mr. N. Mr. Se. the —— of this bill have been 
the case is generally understood. I will read a few ‘words from 
the report, Which explain the bill quite clear! y: 


ny Cy Fourtoonth New York 8 age. He in Com- 
Reny C, Fourteenth New York = Militia (subsequen‘ 
ew York Volunteers). stow he was 


with view * enlistment as tee 
fins sank and bh Re enlisted as ry = 


ted ever since, so 
been continuous with SEW 7 next will have 
served in the Arny ee Se Gre yet. wel ual hevemaenitcie 
ra steward thirty-three years. 


Mr. Marshall served in the field from 1861 until March, 1863. 
He was in the hospital, suffering from sunstroke, and he saw hard 


service. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that itis hardly neces- 
sary to enter into a prolonged statement of the special merits of 
this case, because the bill has been so fully discussed already that 
nearly all the menxbers of the House are familiar with it, and | 
believe that most uf them are ready to vote upon it favorably. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Is this the case where it is oes that 
somebody who served as a steward in a hospital be retired 
as a second lieutenant of ca 

Mr. FENTON. This isthe case. I will read one letter which 
I have here, and then I will yield the floor. 


HEADQUARTERS ruse oF THE PActrrc, 
Francisco, Cai., July 5, 1890, 
Mr. F. M. MAneeAne, 
Hospital Steward, United States Army Dispensary, Washington, D. C.: 


I take pleasure in complying with yous request to state in writing the estt- 
mation in which you we ro held bg. me when of the Army 


dispensary, You ovouler! the books.and clerical work 
pertaining to we by the rogulations, but you = 0k 
ae plage —Sreumine Coane 
ines. es, so valuable did moon tnd ood ndgment ir n 
all matters sae I never left the office andthe 
were frequent, without and saat me. Indeed, t 


seldom desir Sag nee ou Si ey y highest ap- 


reciation of your serv: and would be Soteuite te tule 
Docasion Se eeeeer tilde) eam terel teredente-gete _ 
Very repectfully, 


BASIL NORRIS, 
Colonel and Surgeon, United States Army, 
Mr.CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this matter was discussed some- 
what at length two orthree weeksago. Gentlemen probably reco|- 
lect about it. I do not desire toconsume time in again discussi) 
itatlength. I think I can cover the whole matter, substantially, 
in afew words, This man is now entitled to be retired as an en. 
listed man. My impression. is that if he is retired as an enlisted 
ee sixty 
or oe a month. 
Mr. ALLEN of Utah. What would he get under the terms of 


lieutenant f cavalry. a tnrteneeealom inthet, _ — 
0} account 
allowances and everything, he would get between $110 and $12) a 
month. Now, I do not know this gentleman. Dhave no doubt 
that he served the country well as hospital steward, but I fail 
to see the logic of ee a man, when he is. ready to retire, at 
double the oS ae e would reeeive if he were retired regu- 
ae the general law. Inotherwords, I fail to-see the loyi« 
giving him promotion and extra compensation as & premium 


the service. 
x gulteing th of Utah. Would there not be just-asmuch reason 
a retiring any any moet soldier with ssn ee second lieutenant 
of cay; his country equally well? 
Mr. CA NON, In my n my judgment, 3 ae m which 
our laws provide a retired list for the Army and Navy is that tlic 
whole life of the man is eee eer 


forequitee qui 


re ce ne 


dly set ge nine cil retired list for people 
who serve ene civil capacity a —a rule violated, I 
grant you, as to the United S indges, s one which there is 
perhaps a to violate aeeiestintes directions—yet, wit) 
that view and upon that theory for the existence of a retired list, 
the question for us to er is whether we are now prepared (> 
say that we will set a like this and say to every wort!v 


hospital steward now in the service: pr m shall 
have promotion as a second lieutenant of cavalry receive 
double the pay that you would receive if retired as an enlist! 
man, and double the Treen you quit work that you received 
“o eer. licy would break down your 1 
n my j ent such a c retire: 
to establish thi a oman a prefer, Bete tt be the 
1 e@ the 
fact that See ee ee oe dices Ue meecion of 
in the Army, to give him a fixed sum 
:000, a 

Mr. FENTON. not recognize his rank? 

Mr. CANNON. He never occupied in the service the rank 


ce 


: 
: 
is 


yieter ad Navy 
rebel. I hope that the House will 
this precedent. 
Mr. Chairman, when this bill was up for 


‘i 
“ 


some three weeks T took oceasion to refer to 
what I the embraced in it. [ rise 
now not for the purpose of repeating the argument I then made, 











but to say that some days aftér that discussion I received from a 
tleman who I understand is a man of the highest reputation 
fT presume gentlemen here would recognize him as such, at least 
he signs himself as the editor of the army department of the 
Kansas City Times) a communication relating to this case and 
commenting upon the remarks of mine as they appeared in the 
CONGRESSIONAL Record. I have no disposition now to pursue 
the di ; but in corroboration of the opinions I have 
heretofore stated, I ask the Clerk to read this letter, that the com- 
mittee may have the benefit of such information as it contains. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
LEAVENWORTH, KANS., March 31, 1896. 
: Cora 10; Recorp of Friday, March 27, 2 3636, 
Dass Om: ee euniiee of the Whole, ‘a ae ee ee a 


4510 for the relief of Hosp. Steward Frank M. Marshall, now and 
doing duty in the Army dispe at Washington. 
/ —perrant = Kansas a I aane had 

commen upon from e standpoin 0 most Vicious 
cocasion to you in the debate in opposition 
his note and giving reasons why 


shows that all of his service as 
ashington. In 1868 and 1869 orders were issued 

. pea - oa oa Pees ft he, = ae 

clera- messengers a ous oO! . 

Ten of ions ana “partments. See General Orders Nos. 92 and 2, respec: 


amed. 
ent commanders were given 


= 
eo 
od 


ms division and 
~men from regiments for this duty. 

stan that given to men in the ranks, there was 

to their regular monthly pay commutation for quarters, for rations, 

for fuel, and extra-duty pay. 
Hospital stewards were also detailed for duty as clerks in the office of the 
detailed for duty in the Arm. disstnsary fan oct anon, 
\ e e sam 

ap r acing duty at W Barrac : ‘Fort 

3 tary ost and station in the country for $35 

month, and doing much harder serv.ce, not service as pharmacists 

Bat S ward in 7 ene ¢ Washingtos 

coming ste nsai'y @ . 

Nave the: under the rovisions G«neral Orders No. 44, Adjutant- 

Qawise Ottice, series of 1900, Steward Mai shall was enjoying the following 


wounded, a duty never 








It wird Marshall could only receive this 
pay while on this special duty, known in the Army as fancy service. He 
was only a hospital steward of the Army ud not entitled to more pay than 

but owing to ta.‘s detail, it being impracticable 
to furnish him quarters, fuel, and rations in } ind, he was given the commu- 
tation. The! that the steward was for th’ rty years in Army dispen- 
sary is btedly due to the influence he was enabled to bring to bear with 
the authorities to retain him in such 


and not because he possessed 

other stewards in the Army and 

such soft duty as Marshall enjoyed, for 
the benefit of the clothing allowance for a 

he never drew, thus having the entire allowance 
ved qo for the retirement of the 


men were to receive 
service, three-fourths of their 


: the general serv- 

pump salary taaking the in pe: _ thine 

a per month, m eve ing 
while their right to retirement after y years’ service wes not 
that Steward Marshall lost his big pay; but the of 
an act, I think, areved inn 1800 or 18 1,1 

he has been really benefited rather than injured, 
to receive the $9 per month, as he claims to have 
on the pay of a hospital steward, 


eee present allowance, would make his retired $49.25. Cer- 
on for an "aaa vapecially for 


In 1804, however, Congress d 
feature connected with this clerical de- 


techment the men of right to retirement after thirty years’ 
It is é RDSON, I desire to t out where the perni- 
cows pat of Sen ie trea ee Reee ation ce ths eerton in 
case law. When this last law was passed nearly 10) men 
were eee, but they were and more 
— had no alternative but ei to remain 
asa soldier to serve out their 
of the thirty- retirement 

aa yo we 

‘ve service, having belonged e 

Later he secured a transfer to the 

so served for nearly twenty-four 

chief clerk for Generals Sheridan, es, 

was a most efficient man. Lap he is a private 

at Benicia Arsenal. He is en eq to the 

for his service has been of great value. has a 

r month he had to fall back 

Marshall is on an ex 





is no reason why he should receive benefits 
could not receive, who, d the years Marshall 
were f up troops in the 
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field and looking after the sick and wounded. It is possible that Marshall 
rendered great service to Dr. O'Reilly and others about Washington, but no 
good reason exists why he should be so greatly favored over the heads of his 
comrades who have been less fortunate in holding down a “soft snap.” 
There is now on the Calendar of the House a bill, No. 4575, reported on 
unanimously by the Military Committee, to which I desire to invite your at- 
tention in connection with the bill discussed. Honse bill 4575 provides that 
enlisted men now on the retired list should be paid three-fourths of their pay 
and allowances. When the allowance question was construed by the War 
Department upon passage of the’act in 1885, the Department said that allow- 


ances only meant clothing and rations, and not quarters and fuel: yet you 
have observed that the Department paid the generai-service clerks Commu: 
tation for quarters $21 per month, and fuel $9 per month, because it could 
not be fu hed in kind. By bill No. 4575 they seek to secure this by direct- 
ing that the Department pay each soldier on the retired list the sum of $7.50 
per month in heu of their quarters and fuel. Now, should this bill pass, 

Steward Marshall on the retired list would be $7.5) per month 


the poy ot 

more t the amount I have above stated, or $56.75. Is this not a pay suffi- 
cient for any ordinary man per month? Surely, if the men who have served 
their country thirty years would all be thus paid, they would regard Con- 
gress with veneration. The opposition to Marshall's bili is not of a personal 
nature, but because its passage would set a bad precedent and do the great 
army of regular veterans a gross injustice. It would be a premium to those 
who seek soft places during their period of service, for surely Steward Mar- 
shall has had such a sinecure, for the record of his service shows this. 

Let Congress pass the House bill No. 4575 and greater good would come to 
the Army. That measure would benefit a thousand retired men, while the 
Marshall bill would benefit no one but Marshall. 

I know that the gentlemen who support the bill for Marshall do so in good 
faith, but I can not make myself believe that the Commanding General of the 
Army would give it his support if asked for his views; he knows that the 
sympathy behind this measure does not come from those who have seen very 
arduous service with troops in the field. 

I y= Ihave given a plain statement of the case and pointed out reasons 
"a7 the bill should not become a law. 

‘0 pass it means that Congress will be flooded with like measures in the 
future,and surely it will not then be in a position to say that they are not 
yy ee for, if I cared, I could cite cases by the score far more deserving 
than Marshall's bill 


Permit me to inclose herewith a list of hospital stewards in the Army, 
showing the date of appointment, which does not include service in the line 
prior to such appointment, which in a number of instances was several years, 

Permit me to remain, yours, truly, 
HENRY SHINDLER, 


Editor Army Department Kansas City Times. 
Hon. James D. RicHarpson, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, I hold in my hand the list which the 
writer of the letter just read states that he incloses—a list of 106 
hospital stewards, with the date of their appointment, who might 
possibly come forward and ask for legislation in their favor similar 
to that proposed in the pending bill. Ido not want to add any- 
thing except to say that Ido not know personally the writer of 
this letter; but inasmuch as I have been accused of filibustering 
in my opposition to the bill now under consideration when it was 
up on the 27th of March last, I simply wanted to have this letter 
published. I donot ask the publication of this list of 106 hospital 
stewards which I have in my hand. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman state how many hos- 
pital stewards included in that list. have served thirty-five years? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ido not know that any have served so 
long, except Marshall. 

. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman tell us how many of 
those hospital stewards have served even twenty years? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman can have the list for ex- 


amination. I would have to go over it before I could answer the 
question. But I will ask the gentleman whether he would be in 


favor of a general law putting hospital stewards, after twenty 
years’ service, on the retired list with the rank of second lieuten- 


ant of a 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Asa general proposition I would not. I 
can not answer as to any particular case until the case is presented. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let the gentleman introduce a general 
bill if he is in favor of such a proposition. 

Mr.BRUMM. Willthe gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Norruway] 
permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I have not been recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from Ohio [Mr. Norraway] 
is now recognized. 

Mr. BRUMM. I wish toask the gentleman how many years 
out of his thirty-five years Hospital Steward Marshall was com- 
pelled to serve? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. He has been in the Army continuously. 

Mr. BRUMM. But how many years was he forced to stay 
there? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. In the service? 

Mr. BRUMM. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I do not know. 

Mr. BRUMM. As he was a volunteer, he was not forced to 
stay longer than the term for which he enlisted. If he chose to 
stay longer, he must have known what he was going to get. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, in advocating the passage 
of this bill I want to say I am not acquainted with the beneficiary. 
I never saw him, so far asi know. Iam not acquainted with any- 
body who has any particular acquaintance with him. Ihave no 

mal interest in him cr in anyenae who is interested in him. I 
not know that any person of any standing in the country has any 
interest in him, and, unfortunately,a matter of that kind some- 
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times makes a wonderful difference in the affairs of life. 
not know anything of the merits of this case except so far as they 
are —— in the report. I have no interest in the passage of 


I do 


the bill further than as I recognize the merits of the case presented 
on behalf of a man whois a stranger to me. I have not been 
asked by him or his friends to advocate the passage of this bill. 

So, sir, I stand here entirely free from any influences whatever 
which can possibly affect my action. Nor would I at this time 
or at any time have anything to say upon the passage of this meas- 
ure but for certain remarks which have been dropped, akin to the 

uestion asked just now a Ba gentleman from Pennsylvania 
r. Brum]. It seems to be argued here: ‘‘ This manis ahospi- 
al steward; we must not promote him; we must not show him 
ny special favor, because that would be setting a bad precedent.” 
It is urged that we have a large Army and a good many hospital 
stewards, and that if we promote or otherwise show any special 
favor to one we shall be setting a bad precedent and shall be 
called on to show similar favors to all. ere it not for arguments 
like this, I would not ask to be heard upon this bill; for I repeat 
Iam not specially interested in itin any way. But I am inter- 
ested in meeting the arguments presented here against the bill by 
certain individuals. 

The other day I came into the Hall while the debate upon this 
measure was going on. That was the first I knew of the mat- 
ter. I then sent for the report of the committee, which I have 
since read. I listened to some of the ar ents inst the pas- 
sage of tho bill; and I propose to respond now, so far as I can, to 
those arguments. We are told here, Mr. Chairman, in this dis- 
cussion, that this man was oe a hospital steward. Unfortu- 
nately for him that is true. He did not e out upon the battle- 
fields as a great general; he is not known to fame or to the millions 
of his countrymen. He is unfortunately compelled to walk in the 
humbler paths of life. 

We are told, inquisitively, by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
that he need not have served in the Army for a longer period than 
one enlistment if he had not desired to do so; as though it were 
an objection toe him and to his claim before the people of this 
country that he served faithfully for thirty-five consecutive years 
his Government. The argument of the gentleman, if anything, 
amounts simply to the fact that a soldier should not serve his 
country but one enlistment, because if he does, if he goes beyond 
that then he is entitled to no possible consideration because he 
has done just a little more than anybody else has done in the same 
direction, and did not exercise his privilege of withdrawing after 
the expiration of his enlistment. I do not understand that myself, 
however, to be an objection to an individual. This man has the 
commendation of two or three of the leading officers of the Army, 
as gailant and brave men as ever entered our service. They com- 
mend his services highly, and tell us that he has for years per- 
formed more duty than those duties which pertain to the position 


of peauitel mowers ; 

Mr. EDITH. Has he not been paid for what he did, all the 
same? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No, sir; he has not. He performed other 
duties than those which belo tohis position. He wasaskilled 
mechanic, and performed the duties of a skilled mechanic, and we 
are informed by his officers that he performed the duty gratui- 
tously. He was simply a hospital steward, and was paid the com- 
ee of a hospital steward, but performed other duties as 
we 


Mr. MEREDITH. But he has been paid his salary, has he not? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Yes, as a hospital steward. 

Mr. MEREDITH. If there is any position in this country that 
can be performed by only one man I am in favor of abolishing 
that position. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I will say to the gentleman that I desire 
to proceed with my argument in my own way. 

officer had charge of the toois, being himself a leading and 
skilled mechanic, and performed these duties, as I have already 
said, entirely outside of his duty as hospital steward. It was nec- 
essary that some one should perform these duties, and this man 
oe and qualified for the ition and performed them 
fai 'y without compensation. We are told also that he was the 
leading microscopist in the hospital and that in the opinion cf 
experts in that line of service he performed valuable and impsr- 
tant duties, services for which he received no compensation, out 
which were of great value, both in the hospital and the sick rom. 
He has performed efficient duty and performed it well. No one 
denies that. In fact, the duties were so well performed that his 
superior officers commended him for it. é 

again, Mr. Chairman, we are told that objection is made 
on the ground that if we it this man to be promoted as a 
me oe to some extent of the services he has rendered we 
will be doing an act which will result in paying him s little more 
money; ore eee he has not earned; and that, I eve, seems 
to be the en objection that is raised. Je we know, 
standing right here, that we have permitted mer’ to be retired, 


ee 
2 


time and again, where it took thousands of dollars to pay them. 
But we are told that that is because they are t generals and 
brave men. Ladmitthat. I voted for each an ay one of these 
bills that ever came up. I plead guilty to that, if it be a charge 
against me; but, Mr. irman, I want to know how could such 
a man who has received our bounty, a t general—how could 
he become great if he had not had back of him, to do the hard 
work, the patient, nameless common soldiers, who performed his 
bidding; the men who won for him the laurels of imperishallo 
fame? I would be glad to know how he could flame out before 
his countrymen as a gallant officer and a successful leader if ho 
had not had thousands of brave men under him to go down to 
death at his bidding? Shall he alone reap all the glory? Shall 

ou say that none of the brave men who by his orders went down 
into the very hell of death at his command shall be recognized 
because such recognition may cost a little money? 

Mr. MILNES. But this man did not go down in that way. 

Mr. LACEY. Let me ask the gentleman if hospital stewards 
were placed in the tion to which he refers? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No, sir; they were not, but they obeyed 
orders and they performed their duty, and there is just as much 
credit and as much honor in performing service and doing duty 
as some of these menedid as if their duty called them into other 
spheres of action. Whether they were privates in the rark or hos- 
pital stewards they obeyed orders, and one may have been as brave 
as the other. The man who could stand in the sick room and per- 
— his a to aid the sick and Mg wounded performed the 

uty which was just as necessary and in many respects as com- 
mendable as his brother who stood before the storm of battle, 
The general officer who is advanced does not shoot down the s\!- 
dier, does not strike a man with his saber, does not kill anybody 
with a weapon, but we all agree to promote him, and Iagree with 
that sentiment. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I disagree with the idea that we shall not 
help the nameless common soldier. I deny the validity of the ar- 
gument here which says in effect that we shall not recognize the 
common soldier and the ordi man who has for years per- 
formed patient services, humble though they’ be. repeat, I 
deny the validity of such an ent. We are here every day 
asked to give pensions to the widows of men who long years ago 
leftthe Army. Atthis very Congress you are going to give twenty, 
—7 fifty, pensions to the widows of generals who have not 

nm in the Army for thirty years; who were mustered out at the 
close of the war, and have been pursuing the peaceful pursuits of life 
since that time. And yet you propose to pension their widows, 
not at $8 a month that oy give to the widows of the common so!- 
diers, but $50, $75, or $100 a month. I have voted for these bills. 
lam not finding fault with them, but only ask way shall our 
gratitude stop here? Why not at once,as members of Congress, 
recognize some one iti the humbler walks of life? Terribly afraid 
of precedent here! ~oting ond nomen | to widows of soldiers, 
widows who could‘rot get — under any law which has 
ever been passed by Sg pen ply because the husbands were 
generals in the Army—the name of being attached to his 
services—not afreid of precedent in that case. 

You will take the commanding general of the Army, when you 
retire him, create a grade for him, and give him more money. It 
is right and pee. I to it, and have voted for such a bill. 
Very likely I shall vote for more when they come up. But when 
we do that I should regard myself as derelict in duty if I did not 
once in awhile recognize some man who was commanded by that 
brave general. Isubmit, Mr. Chairman, that there is nothing in 
the idea of precedent, nothing in the idea contained in that letter, 
that we should be a by applications to promote. As well 
might you say we should be besieged by copes ions to grant pen- 
sions,and there a ee but is that any reason why 
we should not perform a duty? Itis easy enough for this Congress 
to strike at this man, for he no one to back him except his own 
seyvices. He has no “ general” to his name; it is easy enough to 
strike him; but I want to tell that if there is any one thing 
that is creating uneasiness in the minds of the common soldicry 
of our country to-day it is the fact that you are passing more 
pension bills reel og favors to the few who have had the title of 
general a to their names than you are for all the thousands 
and tens of thousands of the common soldiers in our land. 

They object, unless you recognize them once in a while, and 
they have a — to object. If there is any nm under heaven 
who has a right to be recognized and who should be recognized, 
it — — pesriotically oe walk pe life eee = 
gently, an yo ’ order 0 superior an 

rformed his duty to his country, humbly it may be, but per- 
load it well, so that he deserves commendation for that perform- 
ance. I deny that our duty ends when we the great, 
and pension the +, and retire them on higher salaries, and s0 
recognize their dintingnished services. I believe youcan perform 
a great duty to the humble soldiers of our country by letting 
them know that they, too,are remembered. It is easy enough for 














weave the laurels around the brows of great men. _ It 
ontnS ed as so patriotic to take hold of the hand of 
the ones, but I want to tell you that in the late war 

our common —7 performed deeds of heroism, and their great 
example shall stand colossal in the history of this country. and 
we shall do ourselves credit and do credit to the common soldiery, 
do credit to our country and teach a lesson for the future, if we 
take the hand of one of these humble men and elevate him and 
say, ‘‘ Though you have not flamed out upon many a battlefield 
before the wich country, you are nevertheless just as great as a 
man, just as noble as a man, and just as much to be commended.” 
Here is a hospital steward. ere is not another one in the 
whole service him. There are other hospital stewards, one 
hundred or more, but no man like this one; no man who has per- 
formed the duties which he has performed; no man who has re- 
ceived the commendation of his superiors as this man has received 
it. If we had thousands of these men all standing alike it might 


erent. . 
nar How do you know that to be true? 
Mr. NORTHWAY. I take the report. 
Mr. MILNES. How do you know that others may not have as 
fine a record? 


Mr. NORTHWAY. I take the report. If you will read the 
report you will see the facts. I learned them there. I learned 
that he stands an exception in the entire American Army. There 
is no other man likehim. I learn that from letters in that report 


itten by his ors. 
wer. MILNES. PO those letters say there is no other man like 


him? 
Mr. NORTHWAY. He stands as an exception here in asking 
this promotion. It is easy enough for us to think we are winning 


lory by atsuchmen. Itvery likely may be easy enough. 
Perhaps we we are ema Fag by ee some great man 
and striking at an humble man like that. We lift a great man, 


the of our Army, because there is no other man there 
like him. Thereisbutonesuch man. Iadvocate this bill because 
there is no other man like this one. I do not see how it would 
ruin the country to pass this bill. Ican not understand how it 
would harm the Army. I can not understand how it would be 
but a just recognition of a worthy man in an humble 
service, and I want it to be known of me, so far as I am concerned, 
that I had as lief stretch out my hand and take a common 
soldier hand to lift him up and ask the Government to 
him as though he were a major-general. Others may 
differ with me—— 
Mr. MILNES. This man is not a common soldier. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. He has been a common soldier and has 
a 


Mr. . Commnton soldiers do not receive $95 a month. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. This man is not receiving $95 a month. 
Mr. MILNES. He has been doing so. ; 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No; he has not. That man figures out 
forty-nine dollars and some cents. The statement about $95 a 
month is a hens is incorrect, if I understand it. 

Mr. MILNES. t is the evidence here. 

NORTHWAY. No — steward gets any such thing. 
is no such proof here. The — is entirely the reverse. 
getting ns pay of a hospital steward, if anybody 


what b 
Common soldiers do not get $49 a month. 
RTHWAY. Of course, because they do not perform 
nor do they get $7,500 a year, the same as major-gen- 
and yet they are in more ger than a major-general. 
kind of argument is not a valid one. is man 
not fet any great amount—— 
IN. About $90 a month. 
. NORTHWAY. About = a month, I am told, if he is 
as we have asked; and the difference in the pay would be 
difference between what he would get if he should be retired 
and that of a second lieutenant; and that would 
cost to this Government. If there is anybody feels 
Iauts (Miss Cavetel talked siete, ou pat it anes thet growed, 
. CANNON about, you put it upon that ground, 
ene \ the 
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of the poverty of the t, then we have gentlemen come 
in here and $2,000 and over to somebody else in order 
to promote and commend him. I have answered the argu- 
ments of the gentleman, or attempted to talk upon this question, 


because I had any interest in this bill particularly, but be- 
refuting such arguments as bave been 
here, and to say that this Con- 


of commendation which are given in this show 
that there is no man commended as Siharuae we can 
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not recognize him although he has been commended by his supe- 
rior officers. Why? Because we can not win fame by commend- 
ing such ashe. I want to submit to this House that he has per- 
formed his duty, and performed it in such a manner as to win the 
commendation of his commanders. However humble that duty 
may be, it.is:to him a duty, as is duty to a major-general He has 
performed the duty which he has been called upon to perform, 
and has been commended by his superiors for the performance of 
that duty; and therefore I submit that this Congress will do itself 
proud if itrecognizes one humble man. 

Mr. WELLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, it serms to me that the bill 
now before the House ought to have been introduced in the times 
of the elder Disraeli, that hecould have written another boc, and 
labeled it ‘* The Curiosities of Legislative Literature.” I do not 
agree with the gentleman who has just taken his seat, that any 
man who obeys orders is as brave as any other man who obeys 
orders. Itseemsto me it depends alittle bit on the character of the 
orders obeyed. An order to administer pills or to pour out squills 
and medicines of various kinds does not prove a man as brave as 
to obey an order to charge a battery. But I did not rise for the 
purpose of making comparisons of that sort. I rose to defend the 
cavalry service of the United States, because I have always thought 
if Irisked my personal pulchritude in any sort of military service 
it would be in the cavalry, because [have always understood that 
that was less fatiguing to a man’s courage than any other branch 
of service; and I defend the cavalry, notwithstanding the fact 
that during war times, and for sometime afterwards, it was sub- 
— to the: squibs that they were like Captain Jinks of the Horse 
Marines, who used to feed his horseon corn and beans [laughter]; 
and notwithstanding the prevalent opinion in the infantry that 
the cavalry had not put down the rebellion to any very large ex- 
tent; but I particularly desire to defend the cavalry, Mr. Chair- 
main, because I have been told by some personal friends of mine 
who have observed my graceful pose on horseback that if I had 
been of age to have served in the Confederate cavalry there would 
have been great danger to the integrity of the Union. [Laugh- 
ter. 


But, Mr. Chairman, that is not theonly nor the greatest danger 
that I see in this anomalous bill, which seeks to retire a hospital 
steward as a second lieutenant of cavalry. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
here we stand to-day with war clouds all about us. The Vene- 
zuelan difficulties before us and a great navy just being built up. 
In this bill I see a budding menace to this infant navy. Because 
if you can put upon the retired list as second lieutenant of cay- 
alry a hospital steward, pray tell me, in the name of reason, why 
you can not put a female nurse upon the retired list as a commo- 
dore of the Navy? [Laughter.] Andif you should have a civil 
pension list in addition to the military pension list, why, in the 
name of common sense, can not you retire vivandiéres, if you ever 
have any, as notaries public and commissioners of the peace? 
[Laughter. 

Mr. NOR AY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Dowe not retire a major-general as a lieu- 
tenant-general and increase his pay? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. My dearsir, a major-general and a lieutenant- 
general differ in degree, but they resemble in kind; and I can not 
see for the life of me how a hospital nurse resembles a lieutenant 
of cavalry in kind or in any way. This bill is simply one of the 
‘curiosities of legislative literature;” that is all. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is not the other a matter of legislation? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course it is a matter of legislation. Con- 
gress, as a matter of course, has the powerto retire a female nurse 
as acommodore. It isa matter of legislation. Iam merely ap- 
plying the reductio ad absurdum, which sometimes, with some 
people, is a valuable argument. Really and seriously, Mr. Chair- 
man, where is this going to end? If you apply this principle toa 
hospital steward, what is going to prevent you from extending it 
to hospital nurses? And if you apply it to hospital nurses, what 
is to prevent you from carrying it on down through all these lines 
of public service which do not bring the people to serve in them, 
however faithfully, into the immediate presence of danger? 

Mr. FENTON. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FENTON. You agree that a hospital steward is an enlisted 
man, do you not? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, yes; nominally. 

Mr. FENTON. Are you opposed to enlisted men being pro- 
moted as commissioned officers? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Inanswer to the gentleman’s question I will 
say that I can imagine a case where a brave private soldier who 
had had his body permeated by the enemy’s lead, who had served 
faithfully and gallantly in battle, who had perhaps been wounded, 
and who was in needy circumstances—I can, I say, imagine an 
exceptional case, a very exceptional case, where I would be willing 
to put such a soldier on the retired list as a second lieutenant of 
infantry, if he had served in the infantry, or as a second lieutenant 
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of cavalry, if he had served.in the cavalry. But not acase can I 
imagine where I would vo}% to retire and pension a hospital stew- 
ard as a lieutenant of caxiiry. 

Mr. FENTON. This-man served two years in the field. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Prat may be, but there is nothing here to 
show that there was anything exceptional or dangerous in the 
‘character of hisseyvice. Thereis nothing to show that he was ever 
injured, or even. that he was ever in a battle. The proposition 
here is to takes man who arene to be in Washington and hap- 
pens to havg“strong and influential friends—for he must have 
them somgThere or this bill would not be brought in here in this 
shape—tie proposition, I say, is to take such a man and, because 

er, influential friends, to retire him as a military anach- 
ronirfi, a sn ences eee ee of cavalry”! 
r. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, I believe it was Madame Roland 
©, upon being led to execution, exclaimed, “O Liberty! Lib- 
rerty! how many crimes are committed in thy name!” So I may 
say with reference to the private soldier: ‘‘O soldier! soldier! how 
many errors are committed in thy name!” Whenever there is a 
bill of this kind brought before Congress we find gentlemen talk- 
ing about the private soldier and about the legislation that is 
enacted here in behalf of general officers, and attempting to use 
considerations of that kind for the e of some onauiet bill, as 
was done by my friend from Ohio [Mr. NortHway] a while ago. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a hospital steward is not a private soldier. 
In fact, he is not a soldier at all in the sense in which we honor 
soldiers, When you honor a soldier, whether he be a private or 
a lieutenant or a general, you honor him because of services per- 
formed not in peace but in war. I have never yet learned of a 
promotion or of a ion granted to a soldier in time of for 
services perfo in time of peace; yet here we have a hospital 
steward, occu one of the easiest berths in the Army, a man 
who was so with his position that he held it for thirty- 
five vears—we have that man applying for promotion and for 
retirement in a fe iakes tex © war, no sacrifice, no danger; 
simply a fat position here in the city of Washington, with 
a compensation of $95 a month, I assert again—not hi pay P : 
but his commutation, rations, quarters, fuel, etc. aes 
this commutation right here in the city of Washington, and has 
received it for , and now we are asked to make him what? 
Not to promote . That is a mistake. He does not ask pro- 
motion. To promote a man is to elevate him in the service in 
which he is, but that is not what is proposed here. The natural 
promotion of this man would perhaps be to make him an assist- 
ant surgeca, as he is in the ical department—to make him a 
second lieutenant as an assistant surgeon. But that is not what 
is ya here. The proposition is to turn him out of the line 
of his order and his service; not even to keep him in the infantry, 
but to jump over the of second lieutenant of infantry and 
the grade of second lieutenant of artillery and raise him to a 
higher grade, namely, second lieutenant of cavalry; because, as I 
understand, the cavalry ranks next to the Engineer Corps. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I submit that there is no sense, no reason, 
no justice in proposing such a billas this. But itis said this man 
has performed special service; that he isa good mechanic; that he 
has rendered service with the microscope. I do not know what 
he has invented or what good has resulted from his investigations, 
microscopic orotherwise. But whatever may be the facts, we have 
before the Committee on Claims dozens of persons who, in the mili- 
tary or civil service, have performed special duty, who have come 
before my committee showing special service for which they have 
received no pay—architects, for instance, who, while receiving 
their regular as architects, were re upon some special 
duty. 1 those cases are considered, and if there appears to be 
any special value in the service rendered we make a favorable 
report upon the bill, If this hospital steward did anything of 
special value for the Government there would be no trouble in 
getting a bill passed to pay him for that special service and for 

t alone 


Mr. NORTHWAY. How would he a y? 
Mr. BRUMM. Let him bring his bill before Ccngress and sub- 
mit it to the Committee on s. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That would be a magnificent cuneener 
Mr. BRUMM. I could show the gentleman dozens of bi 
which have been sent to the Committee on Claims i 

for special work, and I believe that this bill could be 

easily in that way than in the matter now prese 

amount paid would be a quantum meruit—the claimant would be 
id according to the work done. As has been suggested by my 
iend the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. 

Cannon], if there is any special reason why this man should 

receive special pay let us know what the reason is, let it 

what amount is entitled to, and there will be no trouble, 

think, in getting it pe this House. But to say 

pital steward, who loved his berth in time of so 

stayed there for thirty-five years, shall now be singled out 

of the order of his enlistment and of the kind of service 
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has performed, that he shall be lifted into the saddle of a cavalry 
lieutenant, seems to me so incongruous, so inconsistent, so foolish. 
so nonsensical, that I submit the gentlemen who are pressing this 
bill ought to withdraw it as something that they may well by 
ashamed of. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is there any service which a private or a 
hospital steward might render for which the gentleman woul 
vote promotion? 

Mr. BRUMM. My dear sir, if you will show me a case wher 
a private soldier or a hospital steward has performed any specia||y 
meritorious duty during the war, or even in time of ce if he 
has been called into active service—in fighting the 
anything of that kind—I will wager that you will have to run 
very rapidly to keep up with me in doing all that can be done fu; 
such an one. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Has the gentleman read the report in thi 

> 

Mr. BRUMM. [Ihave heard it read. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Did you understand from the reading of 
the report that this man, while serving as a private soldier, : 
ceived a sunstroke, in consequence of which he was placed «: 
duty as a hospital steward, and has been in service ever since? 

: ) - BRU That certainly was an unfortunate occurren:» 
or him. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Oh, yes! 

Mr. BRUMM. ButI ht answer that by saying, suppose I 
should be struck by lightning while in the service, does it follow 
that therefore I must omoted? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Ihave put the case of a private, but if it 
were the case of a general I suppose the gentleman would vote in 
favor of it? 

Mr. BRUMM. There must be some merit, outside of mere ac- 
cident, to induce me to pass a special bill of this kind. And I 
want to say that Iam not one of the 
soldiers or parade soldiers. 


ndians 


great admirers of Sunday 
I do not see the absolute necessity of 
these soldiers who in time of peace. I believe in those who 
are soldiers when iers are wanted. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. This man was a soldier. 

Mr. BRUMM. Certainly the gentleman is not ing the pas- 
sage of this measure in consequence of the two years’ military 
service which this man rendered. To ask that would be simply 
outrageous. I do not care what horn of the dilemma the gent!-- 
man may take. This man was only enlisted for two years; and 
surely the poten from Ohio would not ask to promote a pri- 
vate from the position of hospital steward to that of a lieutenant 
of cavalry in consideration Bowed apace! service thi 
ago. Why, sir, there are t and hundreds 
of cases more meritorious than this. 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, if I understand this propo:i- 
tion, it is to retirea ital steward and make him a second lic u- 
tenant in the Army. this bill passes, let me say to my frien 
that I trust, in justiee to the sutlers of the Army, he will intro- 
duce a bill oe ey sutler on the retired list with the rank of 
a captain at there was any place in the Army (and | 
appeal to every soldier here, I care not on what side he may have 
fought) that was sought for by men who wanted to escape 1! 
storm of battle and the bullets of the enemy, it was the position of 
hospital steward, It does seem to me the most absurd proposition 
I have ever known to come from sensible people, that a man w).0, 
although he may have been enlisted, was not a soldier, who mixed 
= and perhaps administered them to the soldier, should be r- 

ired as a second lieutenant of cavalry when there are thousanis 
of privates who do not receive any such recognition, althoug) 
they bared their breasts to the storm of battle and are entitled to 
the ree of their country. 

Mr. Chairman, if my friend will introduce a bill to put up 
the retired list of the Army the sutlers who plied their trade vr 
vocation and made oe 

Mr. NORTHWAY. ill the gentleman 

Mr. MEREDITH. Always, with the ki courtesy. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You probably live ina section of the coun- 
try where you may insult men in that way, but here you can 101 
insult men with any of success by in that manner. 

Mr. MEREDITH. dear sir, when I to insult a man, 
and, thank God, I come from a section of the country that ent«r- 
i that when we, when my 


-five years 
thousands 


any man to insult the 

y wate calling a halt. 

say to you that I am not insulting ‘\° 
the contrary, I am upho!l- 

won for himself fame and 

you that the common 

and stand by me when 
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are attempting to exalt a hospital steward, a 
bombproof man, and not a soldier. They are proud of foemen 
worthy of their steel, but not of men of this class. 

Mr WORTHWAY. You are comparing them to sutlers, and 
it is an insult to them, and intended as an insult which they will 
OT MEREDITH. I do not care what the gentleman thinks. 
-epeat that the position of hospital steward is known t» every 
served in the Army as safest, best, and most e’fective 

that could be found, and I appeal to every 
man who has ever served in the Army to verify the truth of that 
assertion. 


I say to m friend, then, that you are insulting the private sol- 

diers of the when = compare their records with that of 

men who hel itions which did not require them 

to meet the in any , but which permitted them to 
draw pay for 


pills and mixing up medicines and per- 

them when the surgeons re 

is an insult, are the man who is guilty of it. 
NORTE Y. Twill take my chance of that kind of an 
Yr. And I will take mine; and you will find, let 
me say to my friend from Ohio, that I am not a man to under- 


responsibility that attaches to me. 
take to fb the private soldiers of this country. If you will in- 
troduce a tn to dier who is 


put on the retired list a private 
y of met the enemy and acted his 
part 


they find that you 


I repeat 
man who 
bom 


the name of soldier, who 
as a soldier, I care not on what side he was, I honor and re- 
him and will vote for your bill. But when you come to put 
ital stewards, the bom man, or the sutlers on the 
retired list of the Axmy, shall vote against your bill, because I 
believe it is an insult to the real soldier who stood by the flag in 
= gy 
Mr. P Mr. Chairman—— : 
Mr. I will yield to the gentleman if for a ques- 
tion. 


M KER. I wanted to make a suggestion which I 
make better after the gentleman has concluded. I 
I thought he had conc his remarks. 

ITH. Ido not desire to detain the committee. I 
my own humble way, and what I be- 
way, to the interest of what I think to be the 


soldiers er I have expressed the opinion that we 
not exalt a man who saw nothing of the war and who did 
danger, but who occupied a bom f position above 
in i for four years, and 

on the one side and the people 
other. 
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of y the British historian does not 
uire whether the man’s ancestor fought under the White 
I say when the historian of our common country 
can write nee Alpe stopping to inquire whether the man 
wore the Blue or Gray, but speak of the powers and bravery 
of the American soldier, I shall be willing to risk my humble posi- 
tion to-day oe a eaten of my friend from Ohio, and 
believe that the real , the true man, will agree with me that 
exalt the bombproof fellow, the man who was not 
bosom to the enemy’s bullets, but who held 

and suffered, as some gentlemen have said, from 
and not fromasaberstroke. 1am for the man, sir, who 
suffered the saber stroke and not the sunstroke, and when my 
aon eee a bill oe con oo gentleman 
a or reasons ut into a position to 
besuchen ae te he was a true sol- 
the bombproof man 
Ohio has. selected in 
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tlemen on the other 
men” and “ pill 
There is one embodied in the general law of the United 
Su Qha th elle ans once ab well ao in War shall 
have a chance at promotion. e examine and spenaie pee 
sergeants, lieutenants, an: tains; 
eandh of hen Anes eureied of 
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the United States who would not have had his promotion long ago, 
in time of peace, had he possessed the ability and devotion of this 
man. He, however, is in the Hospital Corps, where there is no op- 
portunity afforded for promotion by general law. 

What remedy is there? By general law you only promote the 
best, only the special instances, in the Army. Here there is no 
general law. LIobject to special bills where there is any general 
relief; but here there is none. Here the committee thought that 
there was a reason for the exception that I make to the rule that 
special laws shall not be passed as to the Army. Here we found 
a@ man who was. fié to be an officer, who ought long ago to have 
been made an officer, who was a veteran of the war, and who in 
his old days should be put upon the retired list with what rank 
he would | eden got if there had been any general rule for his 
branch of the service. Now, if we are wrong, say so. If the 
House says it will not adopt any special bill even in such a case, 
very well. But I could not, even after all the debate, keep my 
place and allow the debate to run on into an attack upon the char- 
acter of the man, who is a veteran, patriot, scientific man, and I 
can not avoid rising to express my feeling with reference to the 
matter. 

Mr. MAHON rose. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania wishes to 
ask me a question? 

Mr. MAHON. I do not want to consume the time of this 
House in discussing this bill, but this is the second day we have 
had this private bill under consideration—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania was 
only recognized to ask a question. 

Mr. MAHON. I will notstop to debate the bill, but I will move 
that it be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not the floor for that 


Mr. MAHON. Thope some gentleman will make that motion, 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the country 
has recognized that when men have bared their breasts in battle, 
when they have been subjected to the chance of being shot down 
in their prime, that they shall be pensioned, that they shall be 
considered as a special class; but there is nothing whatever in this 
case that puts this man in that special class, so far as is developed 
thus far. I have had in my employ, for forty years, from 300 to 
1,000men. Ninein ten of them have served their country as faith- 
fully as this man, and in as dangerous positions as this man, for 
aught that a s in this discussion, and deserve to be pensioned 
as much as man, for aught that appears in this discussion. 
Why should they be taxed—for they are the men who pay these 
oie should they be taxed to pensionthisman? I have 
nown in my lifetime scores of educated men, college men, spe- 
cialists, who have worked all their lives for an income less than 
this man has had, and they have served their country as well, for 
aught that a rs here. 
Mr. ALLEN of Utah. 
to the point—— 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetis. Well, what is the point? 
Mr. ALLEN of Utah. The assertion has been made here that 
this man is a specialist. I wish the gentleman would call the at- 
tention of the committee to the fact that Dr. O'Reilly recommends, 
not that he be retired, but that he be given a position ata certain 
salary per month, on account of his special services. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr.Chairman, I donot want 
to be diverted from the line of my argument. I want to say that 
this is, to use a slang expression, ‘“‘running the thing into the 
ground.” There is no excuse for it. There is no justification for 
it. Admitting that he was a faithful man, that he served his 
country, and all the things that he did, nine men im ten in this 
country ought to be pensioned upon the same principle if he 
deserves to be pensioned. 
Mr. NORT AY. He is not asking a pension. 
A MemBer. He is getting something better than a pension. 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, 
I want to say to you that I never yet saw the men in my employ 
coming up to get their pay that I did not regret that their pay was 
not. higher. at is the fact of it; and when there is any oppor- 
tunity for a right-minded man who employs other men to put up 
their wages he will doit. It ought to be done by special act of 
Congress, if this ought to be done. 
Let me say to you, Mr. Chairman, that the life of every man, 
with few exceptions, is by turns a poem or a tragedy, just as you 
look at it, from day to day. Wecan bring in the case of any man 
here and make a plea which touches the sympathy of men to put 
him on pension roll; but let me say, in closing, that this case 
is put in here under the peculiar circumstances which exist here, 
in order that justice shall not be done by men who are being 
robbed in their just claims not being considered by the Government 
of the United States, their just claims which have been reported 
favorably and unanimously by the committee to whom this day 
1s 


I wish to call the gentleman’s attention 
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This bill was put in here to be kept here, and be discussed the 
day out, so that women may still continue to haunt the halis of 
Congress in the hope that it will deal justly with their father’s 
and husband’s pg ae claims to money honestly due them. It is 
an outrage and a disgrace for this House and the leaders to put 
in such claims as this, tc be discussed all day, so that these other 
claims shall not be considered. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I am through, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to enter my protest, 
along with the — of other gentlemen, against the passage of 
this measure. I agree with the gentleman ae has rom taken his 
seat that this and similar bills are outrages, especially against the 
common soldiers of this country. I should have been glad had 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. NortHway] resented this as an 
insult to the soldiers and denounced this bill instead of advocat- 
ing it, instead of stating that the gentleman from Virginia was 
insulting the common soldiers by classing this man along with 
the sutlers, camp followers, bounty jumpers, and coffee coolers. 
I am glad to see a revival going on among gentlemen on the other 
side of this House. I am glad to see that the seales have been 
stricken from their eyes and they have begun to see the injustice 
that is being done to the common soldier; that they have begun 
to see the outrages that are being perpetrated upon the taxpayers 
of this country. 

This House, like a greyhound, Mr. Chairman, is hurrying in the 
passage of bills granting pensions and emoluments which are as 
unmeritorious and undeserving as this one is. So far as Iam con- 
cerned, I feel it my duty to raise my voice and enter my protest 
against the passage of all such measures as this, and I shall vote 
against it; and then, if the majority of this House see proper to 
pass it, let them do so and take the responsibility. It will only 
= — disadvantage to their record and reputation before 

e people. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that they have been doing just such 
things as this from the time the Fifty-fourth Congress first met. 
It seems to me that they are making a specialty of unmeritorious 
and undeserving claims—for pee ers, men who have gone 
out for their own profit and efit to take pictures, and fiving 
such men pensions, removing charges of desertion, oning 
bounty jumpers and coffee coolers, and making qpectel plans for 
such parties instead of — tting them in the background and 
bringing to the front the c of the common soldiers, like those 
distinguished veterans who stood here this m with that 
old flag, those men who first enlisted, who went out when the call 
for troops was made. 

I submit, sir, that Ido protest against this discrimination. Why 
is it that they should look over this Calendar, which has on it 
many just and meritorious claims, and make a special plea and 
bring up this bill, which pro s to raise a hospital steward, a 
‘*hospital rat,” as you may call him, and promote him to the rank 
of a lieutenant in the cavalry, in utter disregard of the men who 
went forward and bared their breasts to the storm of bullets in 
battle? Why is it, sir, that you can not take up the case of some 
distinguish — soldier who performed distinguished services 
upon the battlefield and raise and make him a lieutenant 


instead of going into the hospital, going into the bpm gee posi- 


tions, going into the places where the men did not sme wader, 
and leaving out of consideration the men on the tented field and on 
the bloody field of battle, the men who met the storm night and 
day? y, itisan insult to the common soldiers of this — 
and I say, sir, that such bills as this rob and — the public 
Treasury without any right or without any deserts at all. It is 
looting the Treasury for men who do not deserve that which you 
ask to give them. 

I shall vote nst this bill, and I hope that the gentlemen on 
the other side of this House will see that this bill is snowed under 
_ overwhelming jority of votes asa just rebuke to that 
c of members of this House who continually stand up here and 
hypocritically pretend to be the friend of the soldier, the common 
soldier, and all the time robbing him for the benefit of officers and 
officers’ wives, for pho phers, camp followers, bounty jump- 
ers, deserters, and hospital rats, as these men are. [Cries of 
ty Vote! 46 Vote! » 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be laid 
aside with a favorable recommendation. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is an amendment pending. The 
question is on the amendment. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. What is the amendment? 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend lines 6 7 by wi “and ™ 
make 47 read: “* The F a ae tdss teharede, outhnelane tragabe ‘a sald 
Frank M. "e 


The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment, 

The question was taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is in doubt. 

The question was again taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bil! wit, 
a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FENTON. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 24, noes 60, 

So the motion was rejected. 


GEORGE CASE, 


The first business on the Calendar was the bill (H.R. 2740) to 
carry into effect a finding of the Court of Claims in favor of the 
estate of George Case, late of Independence County, Ark. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Court of Claims ha found that Georges 
Case, late of Independence County, Ark., was loyal the United States 
throughout the late war, and that military stores and supplies of the yalyo 
of $475 were taken from him in said county, uy and for the use of the Feder) 
Army, and not paid for, the Secretary of the is hereby directed to 
pay said sum, outof ony — in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 

the legal representatives of said George Case. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask to have the report in 
that case read. 

The report (by Mr. LESTER) was read, as follows: 

‘ ~~ Connie on War Ly to whom was mapraees A a bill (H. R. 2749) 
or the relief of George Case, deceased, respectfully re 3 

The Committee on War Claims of the Forty-ninth Congress referred the 
above-mentioned claim to the Court of Claims for a finding of facts under the 
terms of the Bowman Act. 


ec has been returned to the committee by the court with the follow. 
ing findings of fact: 


[Court of Claims. Congrengional, No. 575. Sarah Case, administratrix, vy, 
The United States.) 

This case, being © claim for supplies or stores oieged to have been taken by 
or furnished to military forces of the United States for their use during 
the late war for the suppression of the rebellion, the court, on a preliminary 

iry. finds that George Case (since deceased), the person alleged to hay 
furnished such supplies or sto’ or from whom the same are alleged to 
have been taken, was loyal to the Government of the United States through. 


out said war. 
BY THE COURT. 
Filed April 29, 1889. 


Court of Claims. No. 525. Sarah Case,administratrix of George Case, de 
: ceased, vs. United States. ] 
STATEMENT OF CASE. 

The claim in the above-entitled case for meetin or stores, alleged to have 
been taken by or furnished to the military forces of the Uni States for 
their use d g the late war for the su: ion of the rebellion, was trans- 
mitted to the court by the ittee on War Claims of the House of Repre- 
sentatives on the 4th day of 1886. 

Mr. R. A. Berton, esq., pares for claimant, and the Attorney-General, 
by Felix si assistant, and under his direction, appeared for 
the defense and p: of the in of the United States. 

On a pre uiry the court, on the 29th day of April, 188°, found 
that the person to have furnished the supplies or stores, or from 
whom they were alleged to ha taken, was loyal to the Government of 
the United States throughout said 


The case was bi ‘ht toa hearing on its merits on the 14th day of February, 
18%. Th her petition makes the mye ions: 

That during the war there was taken from the intestate the following stores 
and supplies of the value stated and of which he was the owner, to wit: 
AID. «snd kta eieuaiasieadidid Lelie nttiitinenns ion siitbmanese ccc. +=. $150.0 


2 wagons 
l set double harness 


7.2 
The court, u the evidence and after considering the briefs and argu- 
monte of counsel on both sides, tales the following 
FINDING OF FACT. 


There were taken from the claimant's intestate, near Batesville, Ark., a8 
alle in the petition, du the late war for the suppression of the re 
bellion, by mili ert or the use of the Army, quartermaster stores 
the reasonable value of w at the time and place of oe was $475 


HE COURT. 
Filed April 2, 1894. 
A true pons. 
Test this day of April, 1894. 
[SEAL.] JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 
Your committee report back the bill and recommend its passage. 


Mr. LESTER. Mr. Chairman, I have no further connection 
with this bill than that which arises from directed by the 
to the House. 
The was referred 
court found as a jurisdictional 
and second, the fact that 
ia lganat is fra dey co, oe 

as as could, and r 
whet! will deren The question now is ime 
8 — to e claim whic 
sajalicaset byte oat ask t + the bill be laid 
to with the recommendation that 


. Chairman, as this is similar to many 
other cases, I desire to ask for information how it happens that 
in cases of this kind where supplies were taken for which, | sup 
pose, proper receipts were given, payment has not been made 12 
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the regular way—on the presumption that the claimant was a| The court, upon the evidence and after considering the briefs and argu- 


ments of counsel on both sides, makes the following 
lo Will the gentleman explain a little further FINDING OF FACT: 
what he means by the regular way? There was taken from the claimant, from his farm in Lonoke County, Ark., 
Mr. DINGLEY.,. By application tothe Quartermaster-Greneral. | Sarin tha Loum jan aha by mur authority fo the weet the Army, 
” $ = c he > ) » we 
Mr. The Quartermaster-General does not pay claims | which at the time and place of taking was 4. ne VEO O 


character. can not be paid in that.department. 
oe DINGLEY. oe not a receipt given for this property, 


the man STEER. They say not. There is a class of claims which 
the Quartermaster-General can pay, and another class that he 
and this is one of the latter class. 
GLEY. But these facts having been judicially ascer- 
seem be no doubt as to the Bro riety of 
t unless some things may have transpired which in the 
time have prevented the court from obtaining evidence 
otherwise have obtained. 
is of the class of claims referred to the 
of Claims to be adjudicated, and it has been adjudicated by 
mgress for payment. 
derstand the matter, these cases are 
th reference to three essential facts. 
to be found is that the man was loyal; the second is 
es and stores were furnished to the Union Army; 
is that the claimant has not been paid. I under- 
facts have been ascertained by the court in 


Filed January 9. 1890, BY THE COURT. 

A true copy. 

Test this Tth day of January, A. D. 1893. 

[SEAL.] JOHN RANDOLPH, 

Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee, with reference to this character of claims, to state the 
probable amount of them. 

Mr. MAHON. Ican answer that in a general way. If I had 
my report I could tell more definitely. All the findings of the 
Court of Claims were paid up to and including the Fifty-tirst Con- 
gress. The Fifty-second and the Fifty-third Congress refused to 
pay any of the findings of that court. The consequence is that 
those findings have accumulated until now we have about $700,000 
of them in the committee room. We have reported about $600,000 
of such claims. That includes those in the omnibus bill. The 
committee reported some three or four individual bills, but after- 
wards they reported the omnibus billandthen stopped. You will 
not find any more of these individual bills on the Calendar after 
the omnibus bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Theclaims reported amount to about $600,000? 
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Mr. LESTER. Yes, sir. The question of loyalty isa jurisdic-| Mr. MAHON. Yes, sir. 
tional I will state to the gentleman. _ Mr. DINGLEY. Is the committee satisfied of the justice of 
Mr. DINGLEY. I do not see any objection to the bill. those claims and that they ought to be paid? 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- Mr. MAHON. The Congress of the United States, to relieve 
ommendation that it do pass. itself of the waste of time and the annoyance of investigating 
PETER COOK. these claims—in fact Congress could not investigate them prop- 
next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. | &™ly—passed what are known as the Tucker Act and the Bowman 
2741) for the relief of Peter Cook, of Arkansas. Act, which are familiar to most of the older members of the House. 
The was read, as follows: The Bowman a a gr to claims for stores and supplies fur- 
Beit etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, nished to the Uni States Army. The Tucker Act applied to 
5 Siaeaet to pay to Veter ee = ee aa ee —— for pro) ar oy nee for er vee 
of any money ey rwise +8 ot S04, | Congress establis e Court of Claims and sent all of these 
being the amount found by Sn aod used te the Podarak yop claimants to that court. Every claimant in the Court of Claims 
late war. has to establish as a first step, in order to give the court jurisdic- 
Mr. DINGLEY. I ask that the report be read. tion, his loyalty. If any claimant fails to establish the fact that 
The report (by Mr. NEILL) was read, as follows: he was loyal, the court thereupon declines jurisdiction of the case. 
The on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 2741) | The loyalty of the claimant being established, he then has to prove 
for the relief of Peter respectfully : 


by undoubted evidence that the property was furnished to the 
United States Army, and also what its value was. Then the 
court, after examining and making a finding of fact, reports in 
each case its finding to Congress,so that appropriation may be 
made for payment. 

I want to say this about the Court of Claims: From my inves- 
tigation of the matter I am satisfied—and I believe that every 
member of the House who has any knowledge of the subject will 
agree with me—that this court holds claimants to a stricter 
accountability, a stricter compliance with the rules of evidence 
than any other court in the United States. In proof of th‘s asser- 
tion I cite the fact that the court, since its establishment, has 
allowed only 8} per cent of the claims presented to it for consid- 
eration. Take this case as an illustration. This man alleges 
that he furnished supplies to the value of $4,859. He gives an 
itemized statement of the goods which he furnished, but the court, 
after close scrutiny and after finding that he was loyal, allowed 


report: 

Cane War of the Forty-ninth Con . to whom was 
an of Peter Cook, of Lonoke County, Ark., not being fully 
end dearer Sevines of all the facts in said claim, referred the same to the 

for a finding of facts, “eer the wovelens of the act of 
as the Bowman Act. 
The claim has been returned to said committee by the court with findings 


Your recommend that said findings of the Court of Claims be 
carried out passage of the bill, which is in harmony with the conclu- 
by the court, and ask that said findings be printed as a part of 


Your committee attach hereto the act of Congress generally known as the 
Bowman Act the decisions of the Court of Claims construing said act, 
and ask that be printed as an appendix to this report. 


[Court of Claims. Congressional, No.230. Peter Cook vs. The United States.] 
This case a claim for supplies or stores alleged to have been taken by 
or furnished to military forces of the United States for their use during 


the late ps Sampressicn of the rebellion, the court, on a preliminar 
, that ter Cook, the person alle to have furnished suc 
or or from whom the same are eged to have been taken, 
ited States U1, 


= 


was to it of the Uni hout said war. him but $904. 
Filed April 29, 1880, BY THE COURT Mr. RICHARDSON. Without interest? 
om Mr. MAHON. Without interest. And that illustrates the his- 
(Congressional. Puqisend loyalty. Court Acta No. 230. Peter Cook vs. | tory of all these claims, 


Mr. RAY. Did this gentleman have any proof that he had 
furnished these articles? Had he any receipt from any officer or 
officers of the Government? 


The in the above-entitled - supplies stores all to ha 
or su or 
> aulitery ao Uni ~ 








to the States for 


war for the su e rebellion, was trans- 


or : 
thar use Mr. MAHON. I do not know anything about that;-but a court 
i en. Se Pp aiiiee om War Claims of the House of Repre- | established by the Congress of the United States, composed of five 


appeared for claiman: ttorney as good lawyers as there are in the country, have found the facts. 
is, esq a pe Aes cae tales be Mcetie cnpunred ics I do not know anything about them myself, but the gentleman 
ion of the interests of the United States. - from New York (Mr. Ray] can rest assured that if this claimant 
had not produced evidence entirely satisfactory to the court that 
— had been furnished he never would have obtained a 
Mr. RAY. Does the gentleman know how many times this 
claim has been presented to Congress and reported upon? 
Mr. MAHON. Ido not know. I believe it was first reported 
to Congress as late as 1893. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not interested in any of these bills. 
I have not one constituent who has a claim of this kind before 
aoa naneenneeenenanenen enenee enecee eeceeenneee 7 | the House; but having examined the work of this court, I repeat 
tot my statement that the court, since its establishment, has allowed 
A ose cnccee only 2 cent of all the claims filed. Up to and including the 
Fifty- Congress this court had such a standing here that Con- 
gress paid every claim of this kind that the court founddue. But 
TE sia iatiei, ceteris aummnoaseaune the Democratic party, when it came into power in the Fifty-second 





to a hearing on its merits on the 4th day of January, 
makes the following 7; 
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and the Fifty-third Congresses, stopped for some reason or other 
the payment of these claims. Itmay have been for lack of money 
in the Treasury or it may ‘have been a matter of poy policy. 
Ido not pretend to state the reason. But, sir, this House ought 
to ao one of two things—either it ought to pay the findings of 
this court or it ought to abolish the court. Sir, aman 85 years 
old called at my office yesterday. He had prosecuted @ claim 
through the Court of Claims, and had secured a finding in his 
favor for $1,500. In order to secure that finding he ‘had mort- 
gaged his little property worth $500 and spent every dollar of 
the proceeds in the prosecution of his claim. Now, why should 
not this Congress pay that claim and others of the same class? 

This is your court. Congress established it for the express pur- 
en of ascertaining in cases of this kind whether a claimant was 

al, whether the goods were furnished to the Army, and whether 
the price asked was just and reasonable. When the court finds 
those facts in any case there is, as the Supreme Court has held, 
only one thing for Congress to do; that is to appropriate the money 
to pay such judgments. If I had time I could cite decisions of 
the Supreme Court recently delivered commending the Court of 
Olaims in the highest terms for its examination of these claims. 

Here is this claim now before us. Congress referred it to the 
Court of Claims. The claimant.employed counsel. He brought 
his witnesses a considerable distance to the city of Washington. 
This was necessary because depositions are not accepted; the wit-. 
nesses must be examined here. His claim amounted to $4,900. 
The court allowed him a little over $900. Probably it has cost 
him that much to get a judgment. The only question is whether 

ou are going to pay him or not. There is no controversy about 

e facts. The simplequestion is whether this House proposes to 

y findings of the Court of Claims in cases of this kind or whether 
poy finding to pay no attention tothem. I say, either you ought 
to stand by the court and pay the judgments which it renders or 
yeu should abolish your courts and save the hundreds of thou- 
sands of dollars that are now expended in the investigation of 
these cases. 

I have found many members of Congress opposed to the passage | 
of bills of this kind; that has been my experience. But, sir, I 
come from a county that 290,000 marching men crossed.and Te- 
crossed in the years from 1861 to 1865. My people and I know 
what war was; and I want to say to these gentlemen from the 
West who did not live in the seat of war that these claims are 
meritorious and ought to be paid. 

Why should not the Government of the United States pay to its 
citizens what it owes them? But it seems to have become.a rule 
in Congress that if a private citizen has an honest and just claim 
— the Government of the United States he may knock at. 

doors in vain. Sir, I would sooner that a pauper owed mea 
thousand dollars than that the Government of the United States: 
should be my debtor to that amount. 

A Memppr. You would paid sooner. 

Mr. MAHON. My experience has been that the greatest robber 
in this country is the nation itself. 

A Memper. You areright. 

Mr. MAHON. Our Government is ee aes private 
citizens of their property and refusing to reimburse th Let: 
us have small ‘appropriations, if need be, for rivers oni ted harbors; 
let us appro less money, if need be, for our great Printing 
Office, on which we spend $2,000,000 a year. And let uspay these 
men who have proven their in a court of juris- 
diction; who have shown that were loyal, that they fur-; 
nished these stores and supplies to the Army,and that ‘the 
they ask for them Poneman and honest. I repeat, if you domo 
pose to pay claims of this kind abolish your court. The time 
come for us to esse poten Phas we => to these claims or not. 
Tf Con to pay claims imd I am ready to vote 
2s the Court of Claims, aithough h my own district is full 
sash le —- claims of this kind. t I have not brought one: 
im here. 


g 
stand that—I say a man who was loyal in the South at 


was at an unusual disadvantage. It Seater ness 
for a man to be loyai there, while up here he could not 
been otherwise. 

m2 EVANS. —_ a 

easy thing, when qu 
Pun Siok eatenet “ame 
con 

ipelitcrumantan tne I 
sideration as the people in the N 
loyal even if 
North and in the 


who could not have been 
a to. These-are the people, both 
ath, wh acnsaagheenantigoeeasataeaiaians! 


fleman 
| Tamake’ 
| ment I had—of the twen 
Congress 


Pen 


to this court for ailjudication. It tis not only the people of A}a- 
bama and Kentucky and Tennessee who bring these claims, })1; 
we have claims from New York and Pennsylvania; in fact, th. ; 
is scarcely a State in the Union from which they do not come. 

Mr. W . No matter where they come from, if they ; 
honest and —_ — gg oe to be paid. 

Mr. e gentlemen who take a position contrary ;, 
the payment not these claims ‘tell us that the aggregate of them 
will run up into the hundreds or millions of dol 

Mr. Chairman, there never was a wilderstatement. Laying ; 
cotton claims aside—and you ‘all know what they mean, cot}, 
captured and turned over 'to the Government—I venture to as«>rt 
— without any fear of successful contradiction, knowing w),.+ 

ak of, for I have had wheter to to examine the matter \ ry 
ot mage le tceapedint ‘by these claims will not ex: a 
$20,000,000, and the wildest estimate of the amount require 
wipe them all out will not beyond that. Pay $20,000,000 toward 
these claims and you w never ‘hear of them again. 

Now, passed a bill ‘the other day appropriating 


Mr. BRUMM. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. HICKS. DoT understand my - omen tosay that twenty 
millions will cover these claims? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. BRUMM. Does:that include the border State claims? 

Mr. MAHON. It incindesall of the claims before the Court of 
Claims—all of them. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the gentleman, the chair. 
man of the Committee on War Claims, to express himself in f:yor 
of as the cotton 

MAHON. ‘No,:sir; Iam ‘talking 
a to the United States Army or taken by 
y, Mr. Chairman, hundreds.of 
and South, who were.in the 
of generals or officers comman 
occupied storehouses, took them Sones contents, kept a mili- 
tary force in control of them, and, when pressed by the Confeder- 
ate forces to depart, put a match ¢ to the uildings and blew them 
out of vonee- ~ Ought not the Government ‘to pay for such 
as thw 

ICHARDSON. If the ; 
ijoak him to say that t 
imum of the war claims’ 


ly now of roperty 
t from loyal pe mate, 
men.in this country, both N 
know that under the direct tion 
United States forces they 


fleman will allow me, T under- 
will cover theextreme muix- 
the Court of Claims—— 


e ; understand the gentleman to say 

i eee allowed, that-is to say, 

the proportion allowed under similar circumst ci 
heretofore, that it would only — about 8 per cent? 

Mr. MAHON ( ). Iam taliting of this, if the zo- 

me. These claims had been paid up to the 

hich eased sound what is known as an 

ae of these 

cleaned up the findings of the court 

Now, including the -second Congress, 


itthat findapeot the court up 
to that date, it Sere pe 000 more. 

Then take the Fifty-third Congress. The findings up to that time 
which had boon reported to Congress amonnted to mt $320,000. 
No provisi there, so that now this om- 
carries $587,000. That, as I have 

of the findings of the court up to this 

whole business, if that bill passes, up 

say, $500,000 and a little over of appro- 

out the findings that have been made 


now another $500,000, and that makes the sum—and 
possibility of ‘these claims before that court exceeding 
one or two hun- 
‘for the next session will dpotihinn out. 
‘The ‘was with reference to the 
of the gentleman Dacaiyadilidaesorer!ns these 


Mr. MAHON. Lam coming to that ina moment, as the ,en- 
will see. 


in this manner: When I made that state 
twenty millions—in mind claims pending be- 

fore: of the State of New Y: a two 
ee tnillions or over; Pennsyl 
round numbers a sum of ahout $3,(0)).()), 

other States arealso included. Now,some 0! the 

lawyers in this country claim that this Government is 1‘ at 

for the claims of those States. This House wil! be 

ov vapeur eee the U os 

pass eee a construction upon the 

eection of the the United States. If the 

test te Scoumbdien Government is not legally respos'- 

ble to pay the: claims of the States it wipes out about ten or twelve 
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of dollars of these claims at once. That would include 
all of the claims of the States. And so I say of the amounts pend- 
before the Court of Claims, allowing everything possible to 


better United States court in the land, that there is no more con- 
scientious court, that there are no findings of any court that are 
better considered; and the Supreme Court of the United States 


ous in, is a wild estimate to wipe them out, and the | have held this court in such esteem that in two cases they have 
boo has been raised about this thing costing hundreds | refused to review the findings of that court, saying they always 
been llions of dollars to the Government is the veriest nonsense. | found them to be correct. Now, you can pay these claims or not, 
is nothing in it. as you choose. 
I want to say let ow Pompey of this House, if he is not Mr. HICKS. Have all these claims that have been passed upon 
tisfied with @ of Court of Claims, go down there | and adjudicated by the Court of Claims been reported by your 
when they are having an investigation. You will find great care | committee? 


Mr. MAHON. Yes; they are always reported by the committee. 
Mr. COX. Not exactly just in that shape. 


are examined and cross-examined and these claims are sifted to The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
the very bottom. WALKER] is recognized. 
Now, I say the time has come for this Congress either to pay | Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. I yield thirty minutes of my 


hour to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray]. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I have been somewhat astonished at 
the position taken and the remarks made by the chairman of the 
Committee on War Claims in reference to this claim and these 
claims. Ican well remember, in both the Fifty-second and Fifty- 
third Congresses, standing up here with my Republican ool- 


these of the Court of Claims or to abolish that court, and 
rel know that this Con does not 
to pay their claims in the future, whether they are found 
rei or not. [Applause.] I make this suggestion for this 
Committee on Claims and _a Committee on 

War Claims. They are like all committees. There is no use in 


Here you have 17 members of this House | leagues almost solidly and voting against these war claims or any 
Pedding night and through these bills, writing these long | one of them. 
and tedious reports, the facts and the law in these cases These claims are thirty and more years old, worn out in the 


service, outlawed, and barred by the statuteof limitations. They 
are stale demands, and no court in Christendom would consider 
them for a moment. They should be allowed to repose. The 
claimants should not stand at the door of the Treasury constantly 
demanding admittance. We are borrowing to pay current ex- 
penses. Let us look forward and exercise due diligence in pro- 
tecting the Government of the United States. 

I remember that the action referred to was taken either in the 
last Congress or in the Fifty-second Congress, under the lead of a 
Representative from Michigan, now a Senator of the United 
States—Mr. Burrows—and he gave us the figures showing the 
enormous sum these claims amounted to; showing 2 most appall- 
ing condition of affairs should the Congress f{ the United States 
enter upon the policy of even attempting to ,ay them, and after 
he had made that presentation of facts 
Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. What (id he say it was? 
Mr. RAY. I have forgotten. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Five or six hundred million dollars? 
Mr. RAY. I think it was at least $600,000,000; possibly more, 
Mr. MAHON. Not without including the cotton claims. 


of 
amber. They do not accumulate. They come in Con- 
2 atver Congress. The bills are printed and the reports are 
, and if you eaiedineeiins toe gelatine tore 
pad sen about $340,000 in this for printing for this 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to ask the gentleman a question, 
a , something of a “r ~tet de ‘i — 
to be a new departure on that side. sire 
what effort he has made during this Congress to secure 
as I believe, under the rules, under 
the House, the duty devolves on the 
on Claims or the chairman of the 


Committee on War Claims to make the usual motion on Friday 
to consider these claims? 
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Mr. = poee tomn this : since the beginning eat es = New a Did = that include not 
of it, every Friday I have ‘or an opportunity to © findings the Court of Claims, but the claimant's own 
bring eee vee Cae © erent ropriation bill or ? 
some a has ruled Calendar out every time. Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. . recollection was that the motion to go| Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. He went to the Department 


into the Committee of the Whole on the Private Calendar to-day 
was made by the gentleman from Tennessee, not a member of the 


committee. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to that the remarks of the 


ee ene. the other hand, the prop- 
osition to pay these claims has come from that side of the . 


for those —— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. He got the bills here. 

Mr. RAY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am willing to answer all 
questions <6 this subject. This is a business, common-sense 
matter, and it is one where people should not let their generosity 
run away with their reason. I think the gross amount is over 
$600,000,000, Now, I myself assisted Mr. Burrows in looking up 
these claims 






















we a new departure on the part of gentlemen . 

on that to pay these claims. The are| Mr. BRUMM. What claims do you refer to? 

under obligations to that side of the House for the payment of| Mr. RAY. The war claims presented in the Fifty-second or 

these claims in the Fifty-third Congress. I think it was the Fifty-third Congress. 
Mr. WALKER of That was an honest Con-| Mr. BRUMM. You simply took the bills that were presented? 

gress. Mr. RAY. We took the bills presented, and those bills pre- 
Mr. MAHON. I said before, and I repeat a the findings | sented, which amounted to over 3600,000,000, were like this bill 

of the Court of Claims have always been by a Republican 


brought in here to-day, simply ‘‘ feelers.” 
Mr. MAHON. Now, I should like to ask the gentleman a ques- 


tion. 
Mr. RAY. Pass this bill to-day, and you will have opened the 
door for raids upon the Treasury of the United States that will 
is Administration selling bonds while it exists, and it will 
the next Administration selling bonds from the very day it 
enters the White House. 


true. 
you can not any place where the 
as chairman of the Committee on Claims, 


to answer for the Committee on Claims. The gentlemen 
other side can answer for the Fifty-third Congress and for 


ee 
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on Mr. BRUMM. I do not believethat. Thenext Administration 

the will money to pay its obligations. It is going to be a Re- 
Mr. . No, I can not; because I do not think | publican Administration. 

there Mr. RAY. That is all right. How shall we provide money? 
Mr. chairman of the Committee on Claims I | We can hot do it byimport duties. If we should undertake to do 

Want b that, there would be no more imports from foreign countries; and 








if you undertake to tax the — of the United States to do it, 
there would not be any money left in the pockets of the people at 
the time you get through. You would simply transfer money from 
the pockets of those who have money to the pockets of those who 
ate making claims. * We can increase import duties to a certain 


t, but a time may come when excessive duties will prohibit all 
Importations 
r. COX. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one ques- 
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Mr. COX. Haveyouever made an estimate of how many dollars 
the Court of Claims have found to be owing by the United States? | 
Y. Ihave not. 
Have you a suspicion of how much it is? 
I think the gentleman here [Mr. Manon] stated the 


Do you think he stated it correctly? 
Why, certainly. 
, Why, then, after you have got the Court of Claims 
upon these claims and pronounce them just, ought they 
not to be paid? 

Mr. RAY. The Court of Claims does not seem to pass upon 
and pronounce them just. They seem to bg ee upon the 
questions whether the property was had and the claimant loyal. 

Mr. COX. Oh, well, my dear sir, there is no claim that goes to 
the Court of Claims for ara furnished during the war unless 
the fact is first determined that the party was loyal. That isa 
jurisdictional fact. 

Mr. RAY. I understand that perfectly well. The gentleman 
seems to think I do not know anything on that subject. 

Mr. COX, I think you know it all. 

Mr. RAY. Oh, no; I do not know it all, because if I did I 
should be more op to these bills than I am; but I know 
enough about it. ithout proof of loyalty no claim can be 
allowed. 

Mr. LEWIS. Will _ allow me to ask you a question? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. LEWIS. Does not the Constitution provide that private 
property shall not be taken for public uses without just com- 
pensation being made therefor? 

Mr. RAY. That is true. 

Mr. LEWIS. How can there ever be a claim for property that 
the Government got and used without paying for it and the proof 
of that fact made, and then escape a violation of the Constitution 
which all members of this House are sworn to support. [Loud 
—ee 

r. RAY. I want to say to my colleague, for whom I have the 
highest re t, who is a good lawyer, an admirable man, and a 
gentleman, I want to say that I would not 5 the payment of 
any claim against the Government of the United States were I 
thoroughly satisfied that private property had been taken for public 
use from a loyal citizen of this Government, and were I further 
satisfied that no just compensation has been made. If these mat- 
ters of fact were established to my satisfaction I would vote to 
pay the claim every time. 

r. LEWIS. Is there not a Court of Claims of the United States, 
established by law for the p e of investigating, ascertaining, 
and deciding these claims, and has not that court certified this 
claim and others to Congress for payment? Everybody knows 
that such is the fact. And yet for years no appropriation has 
been made to pay these claims. I stand here to say, ee 
my eae many of whom were loyal to the Union and stood by 
the Government through all the trials and perils of the war, peo- 
ple to whom the Government of the United States, by the solemn 
judgment of its own court, owes this money, but whom the Con- 
gress of the United States has failed or refused to pay. I stand 

ere to say on behalf of those people that that is repudiation. 
es I say you have no more right to refuse te ymin 
ate mone pay these claims when the court has d them 
to be just than you have to refuse to Seas money to pa 
the interest on the public debt, to pay the interest on those gold 
bonds that have been recently issued and sold by the Administra- 
tion. iA lause. | ‘ 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, that was quite a mo come mpl 
and I do not know that I fully comprehend it, but was one 
statement or assumption of fact in it that I deny most emphatic- 
ally. The gentleman assumes that these findings of the Court of 
Claims are eee the Goverrment of the United 
States. Now, I have not time this afternoon to go fully into that 
question, but I assert that they are not judgments in any sense 
of the word. 

Mr. MAHON. They are ee 

Mr. RAY. They are findings of fact only, a mere of 
opinion, and I thank the gentleman from Maine ers a a 
for handing me the Bowman Act. That act provides in section 
as follows: 

e be found the court shall not en 
my 5. facts am ae oe ter judgment thereon, 

That means the committee of the House which sent the claim to 
the court— 
or to the House by which the case was transmitted for its consideration. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

Mr. RAY. Yes; but I shall want a little more time, because a 
good deal of my time has been used in answering questions. 

Mr. MAHON. Doyou not know that the finding of the court is 
@ finding of all the facts? That is what Congress established the 
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court for, to find all the facts, to find whether the man was |oy,) 
or disloyal, whether the property was taken, and if taken, wija 
was its value. It is the same as where a court sends a case t,) gy 
auditor to ascertain certain facts. The gentleman knows t),t jy 
such a case, when the auditor finds certain facts, the law wil! no 
allow the court to ignore those facts. 

Mr. RAY. I know the con , 80 far as New York and other 
States are concerned. I know well what the old chancery 
practice was. It was this: The judge would send a case ont {;; 
a finding of facts for the information of the court; then, the faci, 
being os tothe court, thecourt would, in its discretion , deter. 
mine whether the finding should be adopted as the finding of t), 
court as to facts or not. The court always reserved the rivht to 
reject such finding. That is the rule wherever the old chancery 
ey ight That is the rule in the District of Columpig, 

at is the rule in the United States courts, and every goo Jay. 
yer knows it. So to-day in the State of New York judges very 
frequently send to a referee certain —- of fact for him to 
examine and rt to the court. tis common in divorces 
cases and in mai involving long accounts. But the court jg 
never bound by the finding of the referee. The court looks into 
the evidence, which must be reduced to writing and reported to 
the court. The court looks into the evidence, and if it finds that 
the referee has found the facts in accordance with the evidence 
it confirms and approves his report, or it changes his finding, 
affirming it in and rejecting it in part. 

Mr.MAHON. Well, your referee has found that this claimant 
is a loyal man, that he furnished ey to the Govern. 
ment, and that the —— was Wi that he asks for it, 
Now, if you can not something in the evidence in this case to 
show that your referee erred you are bound by his finding. |f 
you have ascertained that he did not find the facts as they are, 
that is one thing, but if he did find the facts correctly, then you 
can not turn his finding down. That is the law in every State of 
the Union. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I want to enter my solemn protest 

inst the charge which has been made against the Government 
of the United States by the gentleman from Pennsylvania that it 
is the test robber on the face of this earth. 
— BAKER of New Hampshire and several other members, 
e. 


Mr. RAY. I am exceedingly sorry, Mr. Chairman, to hear 
ae = of the people inthis Republican Congress say that 
is true. 

Mr. MAHANY. So it is true in these cases. 

Mr. RAY. Well, the gentleman does not need to say that more 
than 500 times. He can not make it true by mere vociferation, 
[Laughter.] As a representative of the American people, re- 
ae g, lo the Constitution and the Government 
of the United States and flag under which we all live. I pro- 
test against that statement. We represent the people. The peo 
Wie are Denes Ser Men rae Coy pant Caen. 

Mr. MAHANY. What about honor of the United States? 

Mr. RAY. My dear sir, the honor of the United States. ass 
nation, is We deserve and command the respect of the 
civilized world. 

Mr. MAHANY. Is not the honor of the United States in 
volved in the pa t of its debts? 

Mr. RAY. Yes, sir; but the representatives of the people have 


yia right to say what are its debts, and I have a right, as represent 


of the le of the great. State of New York, to 
e a claim against the United States has 


y judgment or my con- 
follow no man’s dictation. The 
vary my action in any 
If her claim is just ! 
raid on the pork barrel 

ts. 


ten 
gentleman from Massa 


Mr. W. setts. Mr. Chairman, I want 
say deliberately—deliberately—that no robbers ever built castles 
on the Rhine to rob the commerce of the Rhine andthe merc han's 
that transacted their business up and down the Rhine—any mor? 

the Government of the United States robs its honest creé 
on my responsibility as 4 

Congress 

»publican 

them and to use up the 

consideration of private 

not be brought before (on 

y determined. And that is the 

want to say, is the reason wily W® 


Le rccwlece the ndings” 


Claims is simply paltering 


science. I am my own ju 
a of my claim 
er bill. New 
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honest creditors of this country. Why are not the find- 
wie ewe court equivalent to its es The court was 
established to do ju ce, if it was established for any good pur- 
pose whatever as it established that the citizens of this coun- 
try might spend their money and wear out their lives before that 
court for nothing, or was it established to do justice? The find- 
ings of that court, it has been said here by an eminent lawyer from 
Vermont, are the same as the findings of a jury, that may be set 
aside by the judge, if the udge determines that they are not ac- 
to = law and the evidence. But, sir, the presumption 

is in favor of the findings. 
More than that, at Isay that there —_: tobe — 2 eee 
excuse sought—any excuse jus in law and justice—to 
re th rather than that they be robbed. 
sending $150,000,000 into the Northern 
pensions, and justly, to fructify the Northern country, 
to make honorable the lives of the old soldiers, to help educate 
their children, to lift them toa higher plane. Thank God that we 
have an excuse for doing it! Even if they were not old soldiers, I 
we might find some justifiable excuse. Oh, that we might 
some excuse to do the same with the men—honest, but mis- 
guided—who f t those soldiers of the North! In that case the 
whole South blossom like the rose instead of being what it 

is to-day. 





Se 


ere these claims, such as that now presented. Let us 
pay them. [Avpla t Pay them! Do not talk to me about its 
costing $20,000,000, or $100,000,000, or $600,000,000. Do not talk 
to me about its costing $2,000,000,000. Donottalk to me about its 
$2,700,000,000. Whatever may be the amount of these 
ue by the Government arising out of the war, if they be 
y them. Pay them if they are honestly due. You 
me by ~oyggg bog look in the face the aggregate 
onest claim. e man who when an honest claim 
is presented to him sits down and asks, ‘‘ How much does this 
claim amount to?” rather than ‘‘ Do I honestly owe it?” is a thief. 
That is all there is about it. [Cries of ‘‘ Good!” ‘‘Good!”], He 
fi 


@ 


is 1] or his price in order to steal. Thatis what heis doing. 
He is , L repeat, to see how much he shall be paid for the 
theft. 


I have a claim on this Calendar. It was passed by the Senate 
twice. It was fought through the Committee on Claims. The 
claimant had a patent for a cartridge. The Government robbed 
it, and made those cartridges without paying him. He 

through the Court of Claims. It cost twenty or 
thousand dollars to contest it. The first man who presented 
claim has failed, the second man has failed, the third man 
failed, and died. His heirs are now pressing this claim. 
of the last two Congresses was asked to recog- 

to bring up that claim—not the present Speaker, 
yet been asked—but when the Speaker in Repub- 
Democratic ae has been asked to recognize a 
up such bills, his first question has been, ‘‘ How 

* Ought it to be paid?” not ‘* Has it been passed 

Oh, no; but ‘‘ How much is it?” 
when Congress is adjourned miserable Democrats 
country ae about ‘‘a billion-dollar Congress.” 

Congress! e question is not whether Congress 
not whether it passed claims which were honestly 
cursed as ‘‘a billion-dollar Congress.” We know 
of voice in which it is said, for we have heard that 
floor as well as elsewhere. And, sir, when Repub- 
and do not pay the honest debts of the Gov- 
thieves and robbers, as Congressmen, in the 
asdo the Democrats, though they are honest 
Applause. } Then Republicans go round and 
“ Billion Con, Billion-dollar Congress!” as 
ublicans. 
Sir, the Senator from Maryland, when he stood up in the Sen- 
we and — that = mga yo 
obliged to exceed the approp ons of the 
Republican Congress, would have to go beyond $1,035,000,000— 
whatever may have been said of that Senator before, my heart 
pene mene rte him and I said, ‘Those are the bravest words 
circumstances that i 
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the 
mem 
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say 
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en of the South or 
We can never—no, never—grant 
us, for God’s sake, pay their 
claims, that money may be sent into that country to fructify it 
and ee eens beneath due to men at the South 

its day of trial—who were 
justice " 


in the name of liberty, and who are now 
ble, contemptible, partisan reasons. 
of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, while I know noth- 
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ing whatever of the facts involved in the 
are now considering, yet Iam informed that a competent court 
having jurisdiction of the subject-matter has passed upon the facts 
presented—of the loyalty of the claimant in the first place, the 
property taken, and its reasonable worth, and have certified it at 
about $900. 
one that should be paid. 


that the court did not render or had not power to render a judg- 
ment. 


facts that will not be disputed as such, whether they be embodied 
in the form of a judgment or not. 


bill in particular, but of the principle which is involved in it, be- 


my people having lived there for a hundred years—all that I have 
or expect to have being in the South, I thought it proper that I 


merfts to submit for your consideration the views entertained by 


ernment should do with reference to claims of this character. 


people of the South, and particularly when he said that it was 
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articular bill that we 


I take it, therefore, that it is a claim that is just and 
Lam not like my friend from New York 
{[Mr. Ray]; I am not ready to hide behind a technicality or claim 


It is empowered to find the facts in the case, and they are 


They are required to find upon 
the facts presented and make a report to the committee of this 
House. That they have done. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I rose to speak not so much of the pending 


cause, coming from the South—having been there born and raised, 


might claim the attention of the committee but for a few mo- 
the thousands of Union people in the South as to what the Gov- 


I want to second, as enthusiastically as I can, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Manon}, the chairman of the Committee 
on War Claims, with reference to his remarks as to the Union 


very easy to have been a Union man in the North during the late 
trouble, but it required all that a man could do, all that he had, 
that it involved the honor and safety of his family in the South, 
even their very lives, to become a Union man and proclaim it in 
that section. Because, Mr. Chairman, such a man not only of- 
fered his own life for his country, but he imperiled the lives of 
his family and all that he had on earth as well. 

What did it require in the North for a man to be a Union man? 
His neighbors were Union; the old flag still floated over them: 
the church people were altogether Union people; the societies 
were Union people; the wives were Union people; daughters were 
Union people; the young men were for the Union, and were en- 
couraged to come to the front by their sweethearts, by their moth- 
ers and sisters, and to proclaim themselves for the Union. But 
how different was this condition in the South! There, sir, the 
young man who stood out for the Union, who proclaimed his love 
for the Union, who proclaimed himself willing to offer, if need be, 
his life for the sake of the Union and the flag of his country, was 
in many localities regarded as a disgraced man; his sweetheart 
turned her back upon him; his mother said, ‘‘ You are a traitor 
to your section of the country”; the father said, “‘ You can no 
longer find shelter beneath my roof, you must shift for yourself,” 
and the people everywhere proclaimed him a traitor to their cause. 
That was the position of the young man who stood for the Union 
in the South, and who went into the Army from that section. 
Old men, men who had families, men with grown daughters, saw 
them discarded by young men who went with the South; saw their 
sons thrown out of business, discharged from positions of trust or 
honor, because they loved the Union. 

I tell you, Mr. Chairman, that tongue can not tell nor can pen 
describe the heroism, the patriotism, the bravery, required for a 
Southern man during that period to stand out for the Union. 
[Applause. } 

Ihave followed the teachings of a Union man. My father was 
a slave owner. My father had property inthe South; but for the 
Union, for the love of his ecunters, be said to his slaves, ‘‘ Let the 
shackles be stricken from your limbs,” and they went free. He 
said to his sons, ‘‘ Shoulder your muskets; go to the front in the 
defense of the flag of your country”; and he said to the Federal 
armies when they went among us, ‘“‘ You are to share my barn 
and my cattle; knock down, dress, and eat’; and they did, and he 
never received a farthing, nor did he ask it, from the Federal Goy- 
ernment. ong. That is the kind of men that were Union 
men in the South. That is the situation they had to meet on all 
occasions when they proclaimed their allegiance to the old flag. 

But how different wasitinthe North! Their barns were securely 
locked and removed from the scene of devastation or war. Their 
cattle fed on a hundred hills and roamed without molestation; their 
horses stood secure in the closed paddocks; the homes of the people 
were homes of happiness, without fear of molestation or invasion 
by the armies on either side. That is the difference between the 
two sections. But now, when we come over to the other side; 
when the Union man of the South files his claim for stock or prop- 
erty which the Government took and applied to its own uses; pro- 
visions that went from the barn or the field or the shed—not from 
the market—often directly into the camp kettles of the troops 
round the old camp fires; property of which the Government got 
the full benefit, because there were no middlemen in this dealing, 
no commission was paid out of it, what do we find? They come to 
us here in the Congress of the United States, to the Government 
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they helped to sustain, and say, ‘‘I have sacrificed all I have for 
the cause of the country; I sent my boys to the service; I gave 
you my cattle, my stock, to feed the Army, and when you were 
surrounded on all sides, in front, on the sides, and in the rear, 
the foe I, knowing the danger, gave you all the aid and all the 
information I could, — 7 the risk of ed life. me a that I 
ask of you is to pay me for the property that you took—I am poor 
and old. ” Will you doit? [Applause.] 

Congress says, ‘*‘ Certify it tothe Courtof Claims.” ‘You certify 
it to the Court of Claims. The Court of Claims say, ‘“‘ We find 
this man loyal; we find he furnished this stuff; we find it was 
worth so much; we do not allow him any interest.” And they 

it to C . Then the gentleman who comes from the 

t State of New York says, ‘‘ I will vote for that when I am sat- 
that that man was a man and furnished the stuff.” I 

tell you, I may say to that gentleman, without any reflection wpon 
him, that there was as pure Union blood and as much sacrifice for 
the love of country by such citizens as ever dared to be in New 
York or New Hampshire or anywhere else in this great country. 


geen) 
ill you pay them? Will a Republican Congress repudiate 
the obligations that this Government owes to Union men in the 
South, who furnished food for man and for beast, to your armies, 
to pont eae to your brothers? 

r. ON. These claims are not in the South alone. They 
are all over the country. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Iam speaking for the South be- 
cause I love the South. I want to say right here to my friend 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WALKER} I thank him for his kindly 
expressions, but the th is no poor country. The of the 
p= — beggars. The South is filled fullof men of co 
subsistence. But the Union men down there want to be treated 
fairly in this matter, and I want to see the South treated fairly. 


I have been the people of the South, since I was old enough 
to a a —- that the Republican party was a national 
party, the Repu jican party believed in ing this Gov- 
ernment in the interest of the e, that the Republican party 
believed im pa her debts w er found promptly and with- 
oe Sneneee I believe yet that the Republican party will 


I said a while ago that I loved the South. Ido; but I love the 
whole country more. That was the lesson that was taught me 
by may father—to love the South, but to love the country more 

the South; and because of that fact you will find men all 


her hills. Saees SAE eer Aon S fon ch yen Sat 
South is concerned, I ver apologize to man because 
L live in the South; but we do ask justice at the hands of this 
Government. I tell you honesty dictates it. Our senseof justice 


it, I am ng to findings 

the Government owes this man that debt. Will you pay it? If 
we must borrow the money, had we not as well borrow the money 
to pay these men who were loyal and who furnished their sub- 


stance to feed the Union we not as well borrow the 
money to make this lon payment as to borrow money to 
pay promptly, when it is due, the interest on the national debt? 

say to you, if there is any difference in the standing of the two 


obligations, it is in favor of the debt that you owe to the Union 
men of the Sou 


by | the Government fairly owe the money? 
honorable 


urage, 
, and of nerve to dig from’ the earth their | cratic 


Governmentought not to be bounded by Northern, Southern, East- 
ern, or Western lines. We ought to pay them all. 
The only ion that we ought to inquire into is this: Dov, 
honest and Governm ines. 
ent i ‘pay it, and pay it 
promptly. How do we know that the Government ewer this 
money? Gentlemen quibble, and it seems to me that it is n. 
creditable either to the heads or the hearts of members, either |. 
lawyers or men, to quibble about whether these eo the 
Court of Claims are in a technical sense judgments. ey are 
findings of the facts by the Court of Claims, the tribunal to who-« 
arbitrament you have left the i That tribunal has foun | 
the facts to be so and so, and the legitimate result and conseq ue)... 
= cwnete Soma belpguvebeneines ee 
not care w er there is a j Govern- 
ment or not. Just as soon as the fact is ascertained that the de}) 
is due and honestly due, the Government ought not to quibble or 
a ae ee ee anor See 


. court authority to make 
fi upon in q of fact, and that court has don 
sO e legitimate result of that is that the Government of i)1- 


astonishing and prof: : to money; and it is most 
. vt J . =s,® paying man, 
who believes that every debt ought to be punctually and Seectil” 


a mat- 


i 


ter, whether it be a private debt or a I say it is mor- 
to me that any member stand on this and say 

that it will cost teo much, or that we can not afford it. Can not 
afford to pay your debts! Is that honest i or Demo- 
? When you owe a debt you admit you 

owe, is it honest to say you can not afford to it? If the deb: 
is due and you have not the money to pay it borrow it, and 
satisfy your creditor. That is what every honorable and s«|/- 


ting man will do, and the Government of the United States 


Ty paid f Me tap pe me ee os it 
TO: or, or some wa: were careful to 
P mo to the Southern country, 
food for the provender for horses, then there no 
or men or your Was no 
make These stores were taken, and not only 

were to the actual 

and of the Army then and there. There was no 
vouchers and receipts; and 
men under these circum- 
_—- be paid for go Soa neem net mama 
thirty After your own court ascer- 
tae can not afford to do it, forsooth. 


not money enough to rent fora home. He has 

os for the Government 
We are told that you can not afford 
. If we can 


ity Sats thelist rscreeted i bebe! 
were 0 
the saiites when he was in the field. a. 
We do not hesitate to borrow money to pay the obligati: 1s 


are debts that 
oe ; do not hesitate to 
epee pe ay ~ ty a Gusht wo to hesitate to borrow it 


to es the Gov- 
cee the United States was the best debtor in world if 
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that by unanimous consent general 
considered as on the bill. 

I was about to suggest that it is not my pur- 
bill, as I am not familiar with the facts upon 
some gentlemen are interested in havi 
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taken, I am 
result. 
am not interested in the bill further than it is 


eat af my colleague . NEILL]. I know 
interest in it, and I like to have a vote. 
tion to the bill 


— the way of a vote on the 
r. 
to the gentleman from Arkansas 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
be closed on the bill. 


I ask that. general debate be closed and then gen- 
for five minutes. 

. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent that general debate on this bill be considered as 
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am not opposed to the pay- 
passed upon by the Court of Claims, but I 
of the closest scrutiny in order 
to determine which are worthy of favorable consideratio 


n. 
I attracted somewhat by the impetuous remark of the gen- 
Claims 
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. Manon], the chairman of the 
, in reply to mg from Tennes- 
suggested that claims were largely 





: 














gé 
F 








& 
E 

















ore this House roposing to 
upreme Court of the United States. 
State of vania has not a legal 

If it that it has, we 


money. 

That is substantially the condition of affairs 
e gentleman announce his pur- 

substantially all these claims 
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your claim is current or = have some such evidence of indebt- 
be discreditable to the 

oe the claims 
to be ene Se Se of Claims. I 


that are : ; 
care whether they are gments in the technical sense or 
bo BO aso alatans ane just, they are honest, they are well ascer- 


tained, and these facts point to one result alone, and that is that 


in this manner to supplement the re- 
. Manon] and 
upon 
ouse 
as it bears upon 


. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly 


a vote 
Tf an t can be reached so that the vote 
willing that unanimous consent be given to 





ALIS 


Mr.MAHON. AsIsaid before, Mr. Chairman, when this House 
has been in session the great appropriation bills or some privileged 
question has nearly always been pending on Thursday and has 
gone over until Friday, so that under the rules I could not, nor 
could any other chairman of a committee, get the House to go to 
the Private Calendar when privileged questions were in the way. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the gentle- 
man and to this committee that the motion to go into Committee 
of the Whole to consider bills on the Private Calendar is a privi- 
leged motion on Friday, and if the Speaker of the House entertains 
the motion it can be voted upon every Friday. I call the atten- 
tion of the country to this fact, because at the ‘eleventh hour” 
of the session the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McCa.]}, my 
able coll e on the Committee on Appropriations, speaks of the 
exceeding liberality of the Republican party and their desire to 
pay honest war claims. Irepeat thestatement, that since the first 
of December last this body has been fully equipped for the trans- 
action of business, yet on each successive Friday these chairmen 
have failed to make the motion that was necessary to secure the 
consideration of war and other claims. 

Again, I ask whether the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
MAHON] represents the views of the majority on this question, 

use in every campaign in my district [ have been confronted 

by the Republican —- and Republican orators, who have pro- 
claimed to the people that if the Democratic party succeeded to 
worl the Treasury of the United States would be impoverished 
the ae of war claims to the amount of untold millions. 
hat is the position of the Republican party? All of the gentle- 
men who have spoken on that side to-day have professed their 
desire to pay these claims. Up to this moment not a single Repub- 
lican 1 r that I recall has taken a contrary position 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Ray. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Except the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Ray]. I hope that the distinguished leader on that side, the gen- 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY], who sought recognition when 
I arose to address the Chair, will define the position of the Repub- 
lican party on this question. 

Mr. MILNES. ay I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILNES. I want toask you if your party did not succeed 
in emptying the Treasury without paying any war claims? 
[Laughter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Why, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman exhibits 
a lack of familiarity with the fiscal operations of this Government 
that ought not to be displayed by even so new a member of this 
body. he had been familiar with the recent history of his coun- 
try he would have known that it was the Fifty-first Congress, a 
Republican Congress, by its appropriations and its legislation, that 
emptied the Treasury of the United States. 

r. MILNES. Nobody seems to know that but you, I guess. 
Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to say that the Fifty-first Congress 
appropriated $1,035,000,000, and left legacies for future Congresses, 
compelling the Fifty-second Congress to appropriate $1,027 ,000,000. 
But under the lead of the able gentleman from Texas [Mr. Savers] 
in the last Congress, and by the exercise of judicious economy, 
the Democratic party reduced the appropriations to $989,000,000. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. How many millions did you 


leave [er 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DocKkERY] upon what principle he permitted a Repub- 
lican Congress, the Fifty-first, to pay $548,000 of these claims— 
claims exactly like this, with similar findings—and opposed in the 
Fifty-second Congress, which was Democratic, the payment of 
half that amount? [Applause.] 








Mr. DOCKERY. Iam glad the gentleman has come to the res- 
cue of the ublican = {laughter and applause], because it 
seemed to n some defender in this emergency. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman answer my question? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Whether or not I have been consistent in my 
votes upon all questions,I am not here to say. I believe it is 
ose A gamer conceded that I have by vote and voice advocated 
what I considered to be economy under all administrations of 
this House, whether Republican or Democratic. 
one of 356 mem 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why did not the gentleman oppose the 
a of such claims in the Fifty-first Congress? 

. DOCKERY. I do not know whether I opposed them or 
not; but if Idid not, I should have done so. [Langhter.] I may 
have been derelict in my duty in that Congress. But it is no 
excuse for me or for the gentleman now, because of errors then, 
to continue in wrongdoing when we can see the light so clearly. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. MayI ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. No, sir; not at this moment. 

Something was said by the gentleman from Massachusetts _ 
WALKER] about the difficulty of securing recognition for these 
claims under all administrations of the House, and he laid the 
fault, if I remember aright, at the doors of the leaders of the 


But I am only 
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respective administrations of the Fifty-second, Fifty-third, and 
Fifty-fourth Congresses. I take pride in acknowledging that 
under the leadership of Speaker Crisp and the gentleman from 
Texas {Mr. Say = appropriations were limited in the main 
under existing laws during the Fifty-second and Fifty-third Con- 
gresses to the lowest point consistent with honest and economical 
administrations. And I want further to sayin this presence that 
I honor the present Speaker of this House, Thomas B. Regn, of 
Maine [loud applause}, who in this Congress has stood like a lion 
in the path of those who have sought to secure the passage of bills 
imposing large liabilities upon the public Treasury. 

Mr. W ALKER of Massachusetts. Will youallow mea question? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Do you care one farthing 
whether they are honest or dishonest bills? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I do. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Why, you have never mani- 
fested it in this House. [Laughter and applause. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iwanttosay tothe gentleman from Massachu- 
setts that his criticism implies a compliment which I hardly ex- 
pected from that quarter. Of course this is a matter on which 
gentlemen may differ. I have sought to make a just discrimina- 
tion at all times; but perkaps it has not been clear to the judgment 
of the gentieman from Massachusetts. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, so far as the administration of this House 
is concerned in respect to the e of private claims, it has 
followed substantially the lead of ex-Speaker Crisp and the gentle- 
‘man from Texas [Mr. Savers]. I know, Mr. Chairman, that it 
seems somewhat ungracious to — to the payment of these 
claims, and I have rarely, so far as I remember, except in the dis- 
charge of official duty, interposed an objection to their considera- 
tion. I did so during the last Congress in the discharge of official 
duties imposed upon me by the rules and in the absence of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. I have, however, 
not usually gone to the extent of being ‘‘ungracious” by object- 
ing to the consideration of claims. But I want to say here and 
now as a Democrat, believing that taxation is a burden upon the 
people, and that, ae | a burden, we should go into their pockets 
only to the extent of securing revenue for a frugal, economic 
administration, I shall exercise the greatest discrimination in re- 
gard to these claimS, and —— only those where, in my judg- 
ment, the equities clearly require payment. 

I know that sometimes a different oan prevails in this House 
from that advocated on the Maree ’ No member on this side 
goes before the people without failing to proclaim economy i 

ublic expenditures as a fundamental tenet of Democratic faith. 

hy Mr. Chairman, it could not be otherwise. No Democrat 
could pursue a contrary policy without deviating from an essen- 
tial principle of government laid down by that greatest of all Vir- 
ginians omas Jefferson, in his inaugural sen of March 4 
1801, when, in enumerating these essential principles, he declared 
for ‘‘economy in public expense.” Why? ‘That labor may be 
lightly burdened.” And during the long period in which the lead- 
ers of the old South controlled the Democratic party and the pol- 
icy of this nation they exemplified the doctrine of economy in all 
the affairs of Government. 

On page 46 of the second volume of Mr. Blaine’s Twenty Years 
of Congress, Mr. Blaine says, and I quote his exact language: 

During of their domination the arded the 
with eres vig =n * every form of extravagesoe and corruption. 

That is the tribute, Mr. Chairman, paid the old leaders of the 
Democratic a by the greatest statesman Maine has ever given 
to the Republic e continued the same policy after the war and 
subseouent to the tidal wave of 1874, when we first secured con- 
trol ot this House. Under the leadership of that splendid Penn- 
sylvania Democrat, Samuel J. Randall, the Democratic 

use after the war made a reduction of more than $30,000,000 in 
the annual ene of the Government. We went to the 
people and said to them, ‘ We offer you thirty millions of reasons 
every one of them worth a dollar in the market, why you should 
support the Democratic ticket.” In that contest they indorsed 
the policy of economy by a decisive majority. 

Tadmit that now and thensince that time the Democratic has 
not always adhered fastly to the lines of economy laid down 
by the founder of the organization; but in the main it has sub- 
stantially illustrated that policy. 

Now, sir, it matters not whether our banner floats in victory or 
goes down in defeat. Let us, if we can not agree on the mon 

nestion, at least be consistent in adhering to that old 

octrine of the Democratic party which demands economy in the 
public expenditures. The eminent Speaker said upon a notable 
occasion in concluding an appeal to his party friends: 

Whether in victory or in defeat, the ublican is al consistent 
and always maintain its Rieke es. — ayer 

Let us a the sentiment of the Speaker and as Demo- 
crats uphold the essential doctrines which have been laid down by 


the illustrious leaders of the party, and if defeat overtakes us wo 
will at least have faithfully maintained the doctrines of our fat)). 
ers—the doctrines they taught us—and if victory comes, as I }e. 
lieve it will come, we shall all rejoice because we will have fought 
a good fight and kept the faith in respect to public expenditures. 
[Applause. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the only question before tho 
committee is the question of fg Sky tongs war claim amounting 
in the aggregate to about $900. t fact—the pendency of that 
bill—has been taken advantage of by the gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. ne make a political speech, criticising the admin- 

tration of the Republican party in this Houseand in the country, 
and attempting to vindicate the history and career of the Demo- 
cratic party at the same time. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no party in this country to-day more 
ready and willing to pay the honest debts of this Government 
than is the Republican party. And if the gentleman would have 
allowed an interruption in his I should have been glad to 
have asked this question: How many of these bills did you vot« 
for during the Fifty-second and -third Congresses? I did 
not have the honor to be a member of the Fifty-second Congress, 
but was present at all the sessions, or nearly all the sessions, of 
the Fifty-third Congress, and there was no man on this floor who 
more bitterly, either by denunciation of the claims themselves, 
or who sought by argument to show the incapacity of the finances 
of the Government to pay them, than the gentleman from Mis- 
souri, who was always and constantly intervening to prevent the 
pra of any one of them. Now he comes here and challenyes 

he Republican side of the House, and asks us why we are not 
willing to pay them! 

Let me say to you, Mr. Chairman, that the question of willing. 
ness or nonwillingness, the question of honesty or nonhonesty, 
the question of equity or nonequity, does not enter into the condi- 
tion which confronts us at all. It is solely and simply a question 
of our ability to pay the obligations. 

Nothing would delight the enemies of the Republican party bet- 
ter than if to-day, in this House, we should accumulate a series 
of appropriations so large as would allow the little “8 by 1” 
orator in a schoolhouse and at cross-roads meetings to say, as he 
did in the election of 1891, that this is a “ billion-dollar” Con- 
gress. And yet that would bea cheap matter, a matter of little 
consequence, were it not for the fact that we are confronted now 
by acondition. It is not a theory or aquestion of what we would 
like to do, but it is a question of what we can do. 

I stand here to repudiate, without any qualification whatever, 
any insinuation that the management of this House—the con- 
trolling powers in this House—have undertaken to obstruct the 

of proper ap riation bills for any purpose in the world 
except the one question to which I shall hereafter advert. I stand 
here as a Republican to take my full share of the deliberate pur- 
pose of the ublican before this country to not expend 
money that we know we not have. 

It is not worth while for anybody to undertake to create faction 
in the Re ee by insinuations against any members of 
it, against any 1 of House, against any members of any 
of the committees of this House. It is not while to do that. 
I stand here to say to you, Mr. Chairman, and to the members of 
this committee, that the Republican party upon this floor is a unit. 
It has no factions. It has not got any ulterior purposes against 
its own members. It stands here as the _— organized patriot- 
ism of this country to do the best it can in the condition that las 
been forced upon us by the Democratic party, and we do not pro- 
pose to saddle responsibilities upon members. We will take the 
responsibility upon the representatives of the Republican party 

a 


upon this floor, and —— to the blican of the country 
to stand by us individually and vely. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 


t has caused all this? The Fifty-first Congress enacted 
financial legislation that placed this Government beyond a con- 
dition such as we have now. It turned over to the nocratic 
party a su.plus in the , with a law which, if the Demo- 
crats had left it stan upon the statute books, would have 
abundantly supplied the whole necessities of this Government (dur 
ing all of these years. Whatdid the Democratic party do? Com- 
ing into power with a threat that they would destroy the revenue 
raising law of the country, with a threat that they would destroy 
the great principle of tion upon which the industries of this 
ving as they 
into 
the 


were never thriving before, the 
wer, even before they had ac- 
of 1892, blasted as with 4 

yzed the resources 


of money, struck down the enterprises of the country, made bank: 
ruptcy where there had been a , and then, coming into 
power, the la which the Treasury was supplied wit! 


w 

y oo the , and made it impossible that 

the le of — oe. honestdebts. [Applause 
Republican 











, it is due to Democratic 
this country, it is the 
If there is an inability to pay the 
debts of the country, it is the product of Democratic statesman- 
stand here paralyzed by your own utter ineffi- 

ae by scales, by metes 

and bounds, the responsi es of trouble, upon the members 
own party. You gg to-day charging that this faction 


- rae States — into ~ oa of the 
Democratic majority 0 e Fifty-third Congress the declaration 
were guilty of abandoning every principle of Democracy, 
were —- perfidy party dishonor”; and 
redeeming of Grover Cleveland’s Administration— 
which will save him in some sort of shape in the future rec- 
et gy the fact that you destroyed a great 
ue- g, ay yee ans law, and when 
ou did it Grover Cleveland, in the face of and man, said: 
**My name shall never be disgraced by approving that bill.” 
4 ee AR, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
a Mr. GROSVENOR. And you have gone on, with the Treasury 


2 
B 
i 
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You have borrowed $262,000,000 upon the bonds of 
the t. You are attempting to put yourselves in con- 
trast with a ablican Administration that paid $250,000,000 of 
the national in four years, that left the Treasury solvent 


You stand here to-day confessedly borrowing 
$262, 000,000 and mgm each telegraphic report comes from 
the markets in New York lest that money you have borrowed 
under the pretense of upholding the redemption fund shall be 
again drifting, under Democratic inistration, across the water 
into the banks of London, Germany, and France. And you stand 
up here and t to criticise the administration of the Repub- 
ican party. [A on the Republican side. } 

You have it impossible. e can not build public build- 
Wecan not do what weought to do in the improvement of 
rivers and We can not expend the money to pay these 
They ought to be paid. They are honest debts, many 
We can not have it. We can not do justice to the 
soldiers of the country by the application of money to the pay- 
a e are impeded in every direction, and why? 
as 


this points to the advent into power of the 
the cause. At the door of that party, at the 
door of its failure, at the door of its utter inability to administer 
the finances of the Government successfully, lies every blunder, 
every circumstance that to-day weighs with horror upon the con- 
science of the American citizen. And to-day, with the control of 
the Treasury, you have expended, every day since the 4th of 
$1 ,000 or over more money than you have received 

under your Administration, 
back to 1893, more than three years ago, every day, 
week Sunday, Christmas and Fourth of July, you have 
$150,000, at the lowest estimate, more than you have 
in, and to-day you have not a prepontion on earth to make 
where the money is to come from. et you stand up, as the 
from Missouri . DocKERY] does, and undertake to 
the blicans of House financial knowledge. If we 
the , I say to the Democratic party it 
is a sad lesson of your policy that we are warned not to repeat. 
So, Mr. or bankruptcy or 





money. What shall it be? it be borrowing 
money? Shall it be bankruptcy? No. Then what? 
The only ive is economy in administration. And I stand 


here to say that it is not one man, it is not three men, it is not the 
Committee on Rules, it is not the Committee on Ways and Means, 
ee eae, om cae Seen Sek wit see to it that 

plunge 
wer that has 


nation deeper into debt until the 

pee this country restore that great party to 
able to supply . And incidental to its coming 
will be public confidence, public prosperity, the 
industrial prosperity, a plethoric Treasury, a restored 

blican administrati 

ee etree Will eapply the places that have been beaten 
ocratic administration. [Loud ap- 


down 
plause blican side. 
Mr DINGLES. Mr Chaizvoan I desire to say a few words 
before the vote is taken upon this bill in reference to the general 
but it is too late to proceed this evening, so I move that 


accordingly rose; and the Speaker ha re- 
, Mr. Payne, Chairman of the Committee of the 
that committee had had under con- 
H.R. 4515, and that the motion to 


; 
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recomm: 
H. R. 2740, and had recommended that the saine 
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report the 
endation had been decided in the 


AIL7 


do pass without an amendment, and the bill H. R. 2741, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill reported from 
the Committee of the Whole. 
GEORGE CASE, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 2741) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of Claims in 
favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independence County, Ark. 


The bill was read. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LESTER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

PENSIONS. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a privileged re- 
port fom the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I ask that it be 
printed and recommitted to the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 








e: 

A bill (H. R. 2813) granting a pension to Rita Stine; 

A bill (H. R. 3281) to authorize reassessments for improvements 
and general taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
poses; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 131) relative to the improvement of the 
harbor of Erie, Pa. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 2022) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for 
the protection of the salmon fisheries of Alaska ”—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. 

A bill (5. 1537) to provide for the private sale of public lands 
in Missouri—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Joy, for two weeks, on account of important business, 

To Mr. JENKINS, for the day, on account of important business, 

ELMIRA E. DUSTIN. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 3578) granting a pension 
to Elmira E. Dustin. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I object, and upon the distinct ground that 
Friday is the day for the consideration of private business here, 
and that these bills ought to come up in their place on the Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. McMILLIN, I move that the House take a recess until 
8 o’clock. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now take a recess 
until 8 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has made that 
motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. 
until half t 7 o’clock. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object to that. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. The gentleman from 
Tennessee moves that the House take a recess until 8 o’clock, at 
the present time. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, Mr. Lacey, will 
please take the chair at the evening session. 

Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 53 minutes p. m.) the House was 
declared in recess. 


I ask unanimous consent that the recess be 


EVENING SESSION. 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m. 

Mr. LACEY took the chair as Speaker pro — re, and directed 
the reading of the special order, which was read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 

The House shall on each Friday at 5 o’clock p. m. take a recess until $ 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal 
of political disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be 
considered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and ® 
minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering 
bills on the Private Calendar under the special order. 
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Mr. ERDMAN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Is it 
possible to provide at this time that when bills have been consid- 
ered in Committee of the Whole some discussion shall be had upon 
them in the House? I am not disposed to call a quorum; I do not 
want to do it; but there are some bills that ought to be discussed 
in the House, and, with the demand for the previous question as 
soon as recognition is obtained from the Speaker, we are cut off 


from all discussion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hardly thinks that is 
a parliamen question. Ofcourse, the matter is within the con- 
trol of the House when the bills are rted back from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. The House can vote down the previous 
question if it desires discussion. 

Mr. ERDMAN. But is it possible to provide now for discussion 
in the House? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chairthinksnot. After the 
bills have been reported to the House from the Committee of the 
Whole, an arrangement might be made by unanimous consent as 
to a certain time for discussion. It has sometimes been the cus- 
tom to agree that the previous question should be considered or- 
dered upon the bills reported from the Committee of the Whole 
to the House, and a certain time allowed for debate on each bill 
before the taking of the vote. That was done in the last Congress 
ee in order to meet the difficulty to which the gentleman 

ers. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I will say to the other side that while we do 
not want to diecuss all these bills, there are some that we would 
like to discuss, and I should be glad to have some arrangement 
made for such discussion. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think the tleman from Pennsylvania has 

istently refused, every evening when I have asked it, to allow 

@ previous question to be ordered on these bills. We can not 
make any arrangement here now, but I will see the gentleman 
about it later. : 

Mr. ERDMAN. I want to say, Mr. Speaker, that if wecan not 
make an arr ment for some discussion we shall insist upon a 
quorum A 

Mr. PICKLER. Question! 
The question being taken, the motion of Mr. PICKLER was 


agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Hepsurn in the chair. 

MRS. EMILY M. VAN DERVEER. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2143) granting a on to Mrs. Emily M. Van Derveer, widow 
of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand Van eer, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the United States the 
name of Mrs. Emily M. Van Derveer, widow of the late Brig-Gen. Ferdinand 
Van Derveer, at the rate of $100 per month. 

Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 
report. 


read. 
The CHAIRMAN. That can be done by unanimous consent. 
There being no objection, the report was again read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
M. Van Derveer, widow of the late 


carefully considered the same, 


Second 
" continued on duty in command 
. when he was ordered to Hamilton, Ohio, to await 
ion. His resignation was and he dis- 
Mo pevies to Gite Sune 15, 1865, in orders from this Depart- 
dated June 16, 1865. 
The report from Bureau of Pensions shows that General Van Derveer 
ovember 5, 1892; a he ee ee eS ee eee 
service pension), but never ved or appli 
for service in the war of the ; that 


APRIL 17, 


orn testimony of a reputable physician who was 
with General Van Derveer during the last f 
w “that his disease and death was the direct result 
Other testimony to your committee shows that Mrs. Van Der- 
veer is now about 67 years of age; that she has no income whatever except the 
eee ae ae ee ee a whatever ex an 
old homestead in the Hamilton, Ohio, w is incumbered will 
ot es a land sale for delinquent taxes unless this relic? i, 
The military services of General Van Derveer, in both the Mexican war an 
meritorious, and valual)ic. 
of Chickamauga (the batt|., 
) he very commends the 
General Van Derveer during 


war. 
reasons, and in accordance with many ents, 
recommend the passage of this bill, with the ound. 
Strike out “ one ” in the seventh line thereof, and insert “‘seventy- 
five,” so as to allow her $75 per month. 


Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the committee 
say a few words upon 
city that 1 now 


valor 
For the 


severe relapse and 

ired of. He came home 

afflicted as he was, he had difficulty 
ily. The citizens, knowing his 
rendered to the country, 

ino pe = 

judge. 

to make applica- 

he had contracted 


he could a living 
to ask the Government 


as he might have 
thousand 

to apply forit. On 
have come before this 
most meritorious, and 


thirty” in lieu 
this widow on 


This is a very old 


of a little piece of prop- 

which is now incumbered ani 

taxes. She 

that in her 

of some one to look 

dollars a month would not grant her the relief 


£ private scldlers throughout the land who ba‘ 

who have 

to be sold for the tax collector, and who 
even of it. 

friends on the other 

there has been 

time past, and 

on last Friday 

to-night there were 

their experiences, 

of conviction or chance 

The gentleman from 














to-night, 

mind in oa to 

gentleman—Mr. HeEMENWAY of 

on the impulse of his heart in the same 

Mr. Baker from New Hampshire, always 

i two along the same line. 

* want to call their attention to the fact that I think the time has 
; a 


he was a gallant and officer in two 
TkmoW smese are facts which can not be uted. But,sir, that 
statement of itself does not furnish t reason why his 


widow should be $75 a month, while the widow of the com- 
o oo the storm of battle, and who would be 


In with this subject I desire to send to the desk to have 
nk EEE ibee. = gustlemen who wee, I oc , & dis- 
soldier himself, which will speak for itself, and, as I 

CA i we ts ocd faith to. chow the continent 
fore, I up in ai ow the sentiment 

, mo beer throughout the length and breadth of the 
ask the Clerk to read. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 14, 1896. 
DEAR : I think are entirely right when say, “The soldier's 
Widow is as deserving and should be wv otaed for same as the widow of 


sir, I believe the widow of the private soldier, who in many cases had 


Now, 
menial sometimes, washing for the officers’ wi t 
= a Soaies lille their husbands stopped bullets, madeas ranch 
SUPT e ae did the officers’ wives and 


“deserve as well of the Republic.” 
—treat all who deserve alike. 


A. E. REDSTONE. 

Hon. W. J. TALBERT, M. C. 

Mr. TALBERT. I know nothing of the fact stated in that let- 
ter except as set forth by the soldier himself. 

Bearing on the same subject I send another letter which I re- 
ceived from a soldier, I believe from Erie, Pa., to have read in my 
own time, for the information of the House, to further show the 
sentiment abroadin this land. I have been stigmatized and criti- 

measures that it is said I ought not to oppose 
I only do this to show the sentiment in my own 
favor which is based on the right principle of justice and fair and 
equal treatment of all the soldiers of thelate war. I ask the Clerk 


Will the gentleman t+ me to ask him a ques- 
tion before the second letter is read? I would like the gentleman 


to tell us what and regiment the gentleman Mr. Red- 
one from whom the letter was received, served in during 
Mr. TALBERT. Well, the letter has been read and explains, 
as far as Lam able to explain, his position during the war. I hope 
the will listen to the second letter, and if that is not 
Mr. RA The Sillin: hea uct mnaereblnartew P 
‘ 3 eman not answered my inquiry. Per- 
haps he did not anderstand it. 
. TALBERT, Ithink I understood the question of the gentle- 
man. Lrefuseto the floor, and ask + ae necmmgy this letter. 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, [ object to the 
reading of that letter. The gentleman says he desires to have it 
read as a sort of a of his course. I object to the read- 
ing of , because it has no bearing upon the 


s 


ih 


The letter bears directly on the nature of the 


Suerte od sass 
m I w the sentimen 
of the soldiers of this nation. 
Ro 
a a or 8 ouse 
determine by a direct vote whether it shall be read or not. 

Mr. T. . The House can take such action as it pleases, 
att emunce to tho matter, But I think I have the 
“is BALEY. If the Chair will me, I have no interest 
whatever in this matter, but I tthat where a letter or paper 
eat up to be read, pertaining to the matter under discussion, 
‘ane recall to the Chair thet on more than one occa- 


prder being raised, on the ption that it could not 
ere oleae lara ee woe faves pal 


I had thought it good, 


Wy os oe 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read Rule XXXI. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

When the reading of a paper other than one upon which the House is called 
to give a final vote is demanded, and the same is objected to by any member, 
it shall be determined without debate by a vote of the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iperfectly understand that if any member were 
to send to the desk and ask tu have read a paper as an original 
matter, the point of order would lie. The aia from South 
Carolina who is addressing the House has asked to have this 
letter read as a part of his remarks. 

I believe that the rule in the Senate in regard to reading docu- 
ments has always been much more strictly adhered to than in the 
House; yet I am not aware that it has ever been ruled out of order 
for a Senator to havea pertinent letter read asa part of his remarks, 
I submit to the Chair 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I withdraw the objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think that is right. 

Mr. TALBERT. I do not beg the gentleman from New Jersey 
to withdraw his objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Erte, Pa., April 11, 1896. 
Dear Sir: I have read your speeches inthe House on pensions. Thespeech 


ane by you on last Friday night meets my views and expresses my sen- 
men 

I do not believe in this discrimination between the officers and the soldiers 
who fought the battles, giving the widow of one $100 per month, to the other 
the paltry sum of $8. 

I enlisted in 1862, and served during the war in the Eighty-third Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and two of my brothers in the same regiment, and 
one in the Tenth New York Volunteer Infantry, from 1861 to 1863, and I have 
pe oa ‘ ta pension on account of the loss of an eye at the battle of Chan- 
cellors 5 


rem it is time to “ call a halt,"’ as you say, and try to equalize the pensions 
a e. 


Now is the time for those who pretend to be the friends of the soldier to do 
the rank and file justice. 

You are a better friend of the soldier than half the Republicans, and if you 
were a candidate for Congress from here you would get a majority of the 
votes of the “ boys in blue.” 


(Laughter. ] 
Keep up the fire; give them a shot whenever opportunity offers. 
always voted the Republican ticket, but shall not continue doing so. 
(Laughter. ] 
I may have more to say some future time. 


tfully, 
Hon. WJ. TALBERT, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 


Mr. RAY. I wish to ask the gentleman from South Carolina 
what lunatic asyJum that man is a resident of? [Laughter. } 

Mr. TALBERT. The one the gentleman from New York came 
out of, I suspect, before he was sent to Congress. [Laughter. | 

Now, I want to say right here, Mr. Chairman, that we have 
hers another evidence of the want of feeling toward the soldier, 
for whom so much has been claimed by Republicans on this floor. 
I would ask the gentleman from New York whether he means to 
dub the common soldiers of this country as lunatics? 

Mr. RAY. I want to say that I regard any soldier as a lunatic 
who, living in a Northern State, would say or write that the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina, if he ran for office, would obtain 
a majority of the votes of the old soldiers in that district. 
Pasa 

Mr. TALBERT. That may betrue. I have nothing to say as 
regards myself. But I want to say to the gentleman that if the 
Republican party were composed entirely of such men as he is they 
would make lunatics of the whole nation in little or no time. 
{Laughter. } 

But, Mr. Chairman, that is irrelevant. I did not introduce this 
letter for the purpose of making any unsavory or unpleasant com- 
ments. Lintroduced it because the soldier wrote it tome, Ido 
not know him, but I put the letter in evidence and submit that it 
expresses the sentiment of the private soldiers themselves. I put 
the witness upon the stand. Youcan say what you please about 
him, You can take him and cross-examine him if you wish. He 
is your witness. He has been a Republican all his life. He says 
that your conduct has driven him into such a mood of mind that 
he intends never to vote the Republican ticket any more. 

[have no desire to take up further the time of the committee. My 
remarks are already on record in opposition to this discrimination 
against the private soldiers of this country. I move to amend by 

iking out ‘‘seventy-five” and inserting “‘ thirty.” And I hope 
the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as I had the honor 
to report this bill to the House, I ask the indulgence of the com- 
mittee for a very few moments while I state a few of the reasons 
why I believe it ought to pass. 

As early as 1862 perhaps—in the first pension legislation of Con- 
press pertaining to the Union soldier during the war of the rebel- 

on—a provision was embraced that there should be granted to 
lieutenant-colonels and all officers of higher _—_ a pension for 
total disability not exceeding $30 a month. Notwithstanding the 
fact that all other pension legislation has been amended or modi- 
fied in some particulars—always in the line of increase of pensions 


I have 


CHARLES RICE, 
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to privates, to officers of inferior grade, to widows and orphans, 
and dependents—this particular provision has never been chan 
from that hour until the present. In the light of this fact the 
Congress of the United States from the time of the war until the 
present term of Congress has adopted—I think I would be safe in 
saying in every Congress—a policy of increasing pensions to offi- 
cers and to widows of officers of higher rank. 

Congress has assumed, I suppose, that inasmuch as there were 
but few officers of these higher grades as compared with officers 
of lower grade and with privates and the widows of privates, it 
would be better, instead of making a general law applicable to 
the higher grades, to pass special legislation upon the merits of 
each particular case. I repeat, that every Congress since the war 
has a — this policy, until now it is known and r i Vy 
those who have given it attention as the unwritten law of the 
land. For instance, I have collated to-day, hurriedly, a statement 
of what was done in this respect in the Fifty-first Congress, and 
I call the attention of gentlemen upon the other side to this be- 
cause that was a Republican Congress. I will not take the time 
of the committee to read it, as I want to be very brief, but I will 
say that this statement, which I now hold in my hand, giving the 
chapter and page, shows that in the Fifty-first Congress alone 
there were 45 cases of that kind enacted into law, giving pensions 
to widows of officers above the rank of lieutenant-colonel, and to 
officers themselves above that rank, ranging from thirty to one 
bundred dollars per month. 

I cite this, first, to show that this has become by custom adopted 
as a policy of Congress, has become the unwritten law of the land, 
to vote private pensions in meritorious cases by special act to 
widows of officers and officers of a higher grade than lieutenant- 
colonel rather than by general legislation. I cite it again, Mr. 
Chairman, for the purpose of showing that there has been no uni- 
form manner or process by which the exact amount that should 
be allowed to the persons claiming these pensions should be deter- 
mined. The cases must stand upon their own merits; and that, 
Mr. Chairman, is what I understand we desire here and what I 
desire in this case as well as allother cases. There are many cases 
of widows of officers to whom I would not vote pensions beyond 
the amount allowed by the strict letter of the law, $30 a month. 
There are other cases, following precedents and followi ustice, 


in which I would allow as high as $100 a month for widows of 
major-generals, and admirals whose rank corresponds with that of 
major-general, But each case should stand on its own merits. 
That has been the principle adopted by all Congresses since the 


war, both Republican and Democratic Congresses. 

To illustrate that fact, I again call attention to the acts passed 
by the Fifty-first Congress, and repeat that I have here a state- 
ment of cases, 45 in number, showing that that number of wid- 
ows and of officers were allowed sions running from $30 up to 
$100; some $50, some $60, some $75, one as high as $2,000. e 
list is as follows: ‘ 


FIFTY-FIRST CONGRESS, PRIVATE ACTS, 


86. Colonel Ballier, $50. 

&8. Brevet Brigadier-General Boughton, $100. 
136. Commander Gibson's widow, $50. 
137. Colonel Alden, increased from $75 to $100. 

179. Colonel King’s widow, $50. 
218. Commander Baker's widow, $50. 
818. Brigadier-General Ward's widow, $50. 
352. Brigadier-General Schimmelfennig's widow, $50. 
354. Rear-Admiral Nicholson's widow, $100. 
268. Rear-Admiral Taylor's widow, $50. 
381, Lieutenant-Colone! Hook's widow, $50. 
307. Brigadier-General Ayers’s widow, $75. 
455. Admiral Parnell’s daughter, $50. 
463. Colonel Blake’s widow, =. 
596. Surgeon-General of the Navy Whelan’s widow, $50. 
670. Rear-Admiral Stanley's widow, $50. 
699, Lieutenant-Colonel Healy's widow, $50. 
701. Brevet Brigadier-General Michler’'s widow, $50. 
769. Rear-A ral Redford’s widow, $50. 
783. General Whitaker's widow, fe 
784. Rear-Admiral Chandler's widow, $50. 
790. Colonel Potter, $72. 
8&3. B ier-General Harney’s widow, $50. 

% or-General Worth’'s dependent daughter, $75. 
san. Beignal diene raed idow, $50. 

er-Gen 8 widow, $50. 
7. Rear-Admiral Le Roy’s widow, $50. 
Colonel Baker's widow, 


ow, $100. 
953. Brigadier-General Barnum, $100. 

p 084. Rear-Admiral ‘s widow, $50. 
Chapter 1009. Major-General Crook's widow, $2,000. 
Chapter 1138. Lieutenant-Colonel Reed, $5). 

Chapter 1143. Lieutenant-Colone! Barnes, $50. 
Chapter 1149. Colonel McCree: 
Chapter 1179. Colonel Bradley, $50. 
Chapter 1196. General Mower's widow, $100. 
Chapter 1201. Brigadier-General Hartranft's widow, $100. 
Cha: e v ‘s widow, $30. 
hand's widow, $50. 
Major-General Warren's widow, $100. 
r 1228. Brigadier-General Howell's widow, $50. 
ter 1300, Brigadier-General Blaidsell's widow, $50. 


In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention 
# et a to the = a - ursuance of a policy 

op ngress, as applicable e pensions allowable to 
officers on widows of officers of a higher grade than that of lieu- 
tenant-colonel, that Mrs. Grant was allowed $5,000 a year. | 
there a man in this House, I care not who it may be—I present 
this inquiry ——7 to those who are posing here as the special 
champions of the widows of private soldiers—is there a man in the 
House who would begrudge that pension to Mrs. Grant? Is there 
aman here who as the special champion of the widows of 
private soldiers who has the courage to get up here and introduce 
a bill to repeal that law, or the law allowing $5,000 to Mrs. Logan, 
or the law allowing $5,000 to Mrs. Sheridan—I am not certain as 
to the exact amount—and perhaps to three or four other widows 
of distinguished generals? Dozens and dozens of laws have been 
enacted allowing as high as $2,000 to widows of generals, and a 
great number allowing as high as $1,200 to widows of generals 
and rear-admirals. Lamtalking nowabout consistency. Is there 
a man on this floor who regrets that these ladies are drawing 
these pensions to-day, although they are wealthy, comparatively 
speaking, in theirown right. Isthere a man who has the courage 
or the desire to get up here and ask to repeal those laws that we 
adopted in pursuance of this policy to which I have referred and 
which I approve? 

This Congress has followed the same precedent. The Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions have adop the same policy. This 
House has adopted the same policy. I want to call the attention 
of the House to the bill H. R. 4606, allowing to the widow of 
Colonel Houk $30. Immediately following t is the case of 
Brigadier-General Cooper, $100 per month. Then there are the 
cases of Major-General Hamilton’s widow, $50; Major and Brevet 
Brigadier-General Hough’s widow, $30—in that case only a briga- 
adier-general by brevet; Major-General Carroll’s widow, §1\0; 
Brigadier-General and Brevet Major-General Doubleday’s widow, 
$100. And only last Friday a week ago this House —s a law 
allowing to Catherine R. Jardine, widow of Brig. m. Edward 
Jardine, the sum of $100 per month, and he held the same rank 
as General Van Derveer holds. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. That was passed at $50, was it not? 

Mr. LAYTON. Probably the gentleman is right, But the 
House no doubt took into consideration the fact that this lady 
only married General Jardine eight years prior to his death. But 
all this goes to show that there was nouniformity as to the amount 
of these pensions, and it is the general custom and practice to per- 
mit each case to stand upon its own merits. 

Mr. PICKLER. How much did the gentleman say was allowed 
in the case of Mrs. Jardine? 

Mr. LAYTON. I said $100 per month. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. McCLELLAnN] corrected me and said $50. I inake 
the point that there was no testimony adduced, such as we have 
in this case, and the further fact that I believe that every true 
friend of the soldier and of the soldier’s widow will seriously con- 
sider that that 'ady was only married to that officer eight years 
prior to his decease in 1893. 

Now, then, with this preliminary statement, Mr. Chairman, 
permit me to call the attention of this House to the special facts 
connected with this case and whyI believe it possesses such merit 
as will demand its passage as recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. Before you leave that, will you allow me to 
say that the only bill we have passed granting a ion of $100a 
month at this session was that to the widow of . Abner Dou- 
bleday, who was a soldier herself? 

Mr. LAYTON. She was allowed, Mr. Chairman, $100 per 
month, I will admit. I voted for that bill. It was a just and 
righteous bill; but I submit there is not a difference gf more than 
$25 per month, which I am willing to concede, as between the 
claim of Mrs Doubleday and Mrs. General Van Derveer. | will 
concede that there is that much difference and no more. 

Now, then, in the first place, General Van Derveer was a gallant 
suldier of two wars. That is not very often the case. There are 
cases in which this is the fact, but in a majority of cases it is not. 
That ought to be given due t and consideration by this 
committee. He was a t in the Mexican war. He 
enlisted as a private was mustered out as a captain. 

vo second — emae served a — of the _— pretty 
nearly four years or years and two months, 
while a yg rank of colonel only; he commanded a briga:le. 
That ought to be given due and consideration. For the 
unusual period of two years two months he actually com- 
manded a brigade all the time while he was commissioned «s 4 
colonel, and only drew the pay of a colonel during that time, wile 
he was justly and fairly entitled to the pay of a general in the 


y. 
In the third place, although entitled to draw a pension, 43 
shown by the and 7 record, which I very carefully 
i ed when I prepared report—the testimony of his old 


examin 








ysician knew him before, during, and after the war also, 
are nS wes entitled to a pension under the strict letter of 
the law, but he never applied for a pension. Therefore he was 
‘astly entitled to a pension for thirty-five years up to the time of 
iis death, in+1893. Proud-spirited man as he was, as all who 
knew him in western Ohio will recall, he declined to accept the 
charity of the Government so long as he was able to take care of 
fem We should consider that fact in determining the amount 
which this poor widow should receive. : 
In the fourth the fact that death is due to army service 
is another tion that is always considered and should be 
considered by members of the committee. His death was due, as 
shown by his physician, to his army service. In all cases we have 
made the on as to whether death was due to natural 
causes or from service inthe Army. We always make a greater 
allowance in case of death from army service origin than from 
uses. 
- fifth place, the beneficiary, the widow of General Van Der- 
veer, married in 1848. That is a material consideration, which 
addresses itself at once to the sympathy and judgment of men in 
on these ial bills. m 1848 she was his faithful 
wife. the whole war of the rebellion she was what was 
called a favored “‘war widow.” That is another consideration. 
Then she is now more than 67 ne of age, andin very feeble health, 
as shown by the testimony before the committee. t is another 
material 


fact. 

In the seventh ace, 
service pension of $8 a month allowed to her by reason of her hus- 
band’s service in the Mexican war. The testimony before the 
committee shows clearly and conclusively that this old lady has 

whatever except that pitiful ion of $8 a month. 
She has no property st all, except a little old hom 
f 


she has no income whatever, except a small 


estead in the city 
of Hamilton, a few hundred dollars, and which to-day is 
advertised at forfeit tax sale for the nonpayment of taxes, show- 
ing conclusively her and en circumstances; not having 
enough money, not ving enough income, to redeem that little 

she and which she occupies from a forced 
sale for taxes; and this must have been going on for a period 
of two years, otherwise it would not have been thus offered for 


t reasons, I appeal to this committee if 
a case. Conceding all these 
ts as to the ination between the widows of pri- 
vate soldiers and the widows of officers to be true, I will ask 
if under all the circumstances, in view of the policy that has been 

in view of the eight facts I have here stated, this bill 
does not appeat tous asa ly meritorious case, and that this 
old be allowed this small sum of money, which she 
eee seoeetly during a very few years, owing to her 


firm friend of the private soldier, as the 5,000 or 6,000 
names upon pension roll will show, during the five or 
tz youn eet ve been in Congress, in the utmost good faith 
lappeal to this committee to vote this poor widow this sum, and 
~~ the amendment submitted by the gentleman from 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
caine from South Carolina to the amendment proposed by 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Chairman, I come from aconstituen 
has not had a 


that 
blican Representative on this floor in thirty- 


five years, and I am going back to that constituency with the 
record of never voted a pension bill reported by 
this committee. [Applause.] I have not upon the the- 
ory that all the is upon the other side of the House. I 
this ide [agplasech nod upon the torther theory that the Commit: 
u e Commi 
tee on : Pensions is Seuitened of then of rudence, of integ- 
rity, of and that when, after consi: a case, they say 
that the they recommend for a a be lh 
calve $7 a we should not un , hurriedly and 
without full , to reduce it to $30 or to any other sum. 
In the few words I had to say on the general a eeetce bill I 
called attention to the fact the women of this country had 
suffered a deal from the war; that the men who went to the 
front had not endured all the suffering; that sometimes the women 
who remained at home suffered as much from the anxiety and the 
torments of mind and heart which they endured on account of 
their beloved ones at the front.. Apropos to that, I send to the 
Clerk's desk and ask to have read an article from this morning’s 
New York Journal, how, under certain circumstances, 
women are of the heroism. This article tells of 
the heroic of a woman in the t Cuban war. 


presen 
. Mr. Chairman, I must object to the reading of 
that article, It does not appear to be connected in any way with 
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i Mr. WALSH. Very well; I will read it myself in my own 
ime. 


SHE FOUGHT LIKE A TIGRESS AT BAY—SERORA ALVAREZ’S GALLANT AT- 
TEMPT TO RESCUE HER HUSBAND—TOO WEAK TO FOLLOW HIM THROUGH 
THE LINE, SHE WAS SURROUNDED BY SOLDIERS—SHE AND TWO CUBANS 
WHO HAD JOINED HER WERE CUT TO PIECES BY THE SPANIARDS—FELL 
SHOUTING “VIVA CUBA LIBRE! ’—AND 5,000 INSURGENTS ANSWERED THE 
CRY WHILE THE ENEMY CROSSED THEIR SABERS IN RECOGNITION OF A 
WOMAN'S COURAGE. 

Key WEst, FLA., April 16 (Habana, via Key West, April 15). 
Your correspondent, who is with Maceo, has forwarded me the story of a 
tragic incident that occurred dur'ng the battle on Saturday, in which the 

Spaniards. were so seriously defeated by the insurgents. 

“As the Spaniards were retreating,” he writes, ‘one woman was killed 
while performing an act of courage that has been without parallel among the 
women of war, and three men lost their lives while trying to save her. She 


was Sefiora Paquita Alvarez, one of the female company that Sefiora Herandez 
organized. 


Sefiora Alvarez’s husband was in the battle, and during the retreat he, 
with two Cubans, saw a chance to capture Lieutenant-Colonel Debos. The 
cyentene had moved a little too far from the right flank of his command, and 
Alvarez and his companions made a dash for him. Debos saw the movement 
and ran for the shelter of his troops. The Cubans rashly pursued him too far, 
and ina moment found themselves fighting for their lives with a score of the 
enemy. 


“ Sefiora Alvarez saw her husband's danger and rushed to the rescue, fol- 
lowed by two Cuban soldiers, who were determined that she should not be 
unprotected. Sefiora Alvarez fellon the Spaniards surrounding her husband 
with the ferocity of a tigress. He was fighting alone. The two other men 
who started to capture the colonel with Alvarez were both dead. The quar- 
ters were too close to permit the use of rifles, so Sefior and Sefiora Alvarez 
and the two Cubans who followed her were fighting with machetes. It was 
a battle against fearful odds. 


“Suddenly Alvarez a he saw achance of flight through the line to 

safety. He called to his wife to follow and started off toward the rebel col- 

umn through a living wall, but Sefiora Alvarez was too weak to cope with so 

many soldiers, and the two men who formed her volunteer escort were not 
to the task of overcoming the numbers who closed in behind Alvarez. 

“ Sefidra Alvarez and her escort were cut to pieces in sight of their friends. 

As they fell, shouting ‘Viva Cuba libre!’ the 5,000 rebel soldiers answered 


ne ery. Even the Spaniards crossed themselves in recognition of such fanat- 
cal cou 


 Seflor Alvares did not know that his wife was not with him until he ar- 
rived inside the Cuban lines. When he learned what had happened, he put 
the muzzle of his pistol to his breast and fired. 

“* Why did you do that?’ asked General Maceo when the battle was over. 

“*So that it could not be said that I was a coward and deserted my wife 
to save myself,’ replied the soldier. 


Pray for death to come, then, for if you live Ishall hang you. We need 


a to be shot by the Spaniards. We can not waste bullets on ourselves,’ 
8a. 


“Alvarez joined his wife in eternity before dawn next day.” 
FREDERICK L. LAWRENCE. 

Now, my friends, if there isa small minority in this House—and 
I must say it is a very small minority, an infinitesimally small 
minority—who oppose pensions, for Heaven’s sake let them not 
make war on women, ee 

Mr. CONNOLLY. r. Chairman, I would not detain this 
committee to-night one minute were it not for the fact that | knew 
General Van Derveer well in the Army, served with him, know 
what he was as a man, know what he was as a soldier, and know 
full well that he merited as much as any man who wore the blue 
and bore the rank which General Van Derveer did during the 
last year of the war. I first became associated with him in the 
valley of Chattanooga after the field of Chickamauga, when 1 was 
assigned to duty in the same division in which he commanded the 
brigade, and from that time forward as long as he was able to re- 
main in the field I saw him daily in camp, on the march, and in 
battle. I know that no officer who commanded men was more 
kindly, more thoughtful, more considerate of the private soldier, 
of his necessities and his comforts, than was General Van Der- 


veer. 

= LAYTON. May I interrupt the gentleman to say just one 
word? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LAYTON. Right in that connection I want to say what I 
forgot to say a while ago, that while it is true that General Van 
Derveer for a number of years enjoyed a comfortable income as 
ju of the court of common pleas, yet, by reason of his great, 
big , such as nearly all the old army officers possessed, and 
by reason of his well-known charity and benevolence, he was kept 
poor. No old soldier, especially no widow of an old soldier, 
eee to General Van Derveer and went away empty 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, that was simply the carry- 
ing by General Van Derveer into his private life of what I know 
he ticed day by day in his connection with the men who were 
under his command. No soldier that served under him ever suf- 
fered for anything if it was possible for General Van Derveer, 
from own purse or by any means that he could control, to 
relieve his suffering or supply his wants. During all those long 
months of service, when I was with him, [ was conscious, as we 
all were, that the man was overtaxing his strength. 

In repose about the camp he looked feeble. He was never 
found moving about as other men were. Kindly and agreeable 
to all, he evidently was unable to move about with comfort, 7s 
others did, But, sir, when the sound of battle came, when the 
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men were drawn up in line and the enemy was in sight, no man 
exhibited more physical power or endurance, or more courage, 
than did General Van Derveer. I remember, as well as ——— 
it. were but yesterday, when the long lines were drawn out in 

valley of Chattanooga, stretching north and south, confronting 
Mission Ridge, General Van Derveer’s brigade in the center of 
that line and old Turchin’s brigade on his immediate right, when 
the six shots were fired from Fort Wood, I myself carried the 
order to him to advance his line, and I sat there on my horse and 
saw him ride across that valley, immediately behind the front 
_— his men, without a single one of his staff officers about 


orders were all com remain in rear 
By his orders the all led to in in the and 
not risk their lives in theopen field, but he, thoughtless of himself, 
thinking of ncthing but the victory that was in sight, moved on 
horseback over the field, behind the very front line of his 
men, under a heavy fire, until they reached the foot of the ridge 
where horses could no longer go, and then, during some fifteen or 
twenty long minutes, Van Derveer could be seen on all 
fours, climbing up, hand over hand, and he was one of the first to 
leap the breastwork above eee with his men on the summit 
of the ridge. [A plause. | he reached there—when the 
enemy Raquel olen night came, and with it eer 
General Van Derveer sank exha to the ground; and there 
a ee eee 

r. MILN Ought not those men who went ahead of Gen- 
eral Van Derveer—those private soldiers who were in the forefront 
of that bat t not they to receive $75 a month? 

Shien eames Let me - i friend that while 1 pone 
not av © payment 0: pensions, as some 
know—while I have not been in favor of improper 
tions—yet the common sense of all the people of our land and of 
all nations has made discriminations between the paid to 
the private soldier and the salary paid to the officer. officer 
does something more than bring to the service mere personal 
bravery. Ali the men in the ranks had that, and the Government 

id but little for it. Shall we say now that the Government 
lid not do right because it did not pay every private soldier as 
much as it General Grant or General McClellan or some 
of the other hed 


tinguis ? No; the common a 
of the people of this and every other country is that those distinc- 
tions must exist necessarily. 

The ing officer bri to the service something more 


than mere muscle. He brings oe Be Senge Serena ae 


brings the power to think and lead; and these he is 
exercise in moments of supreme . Looking, as he may, 
over the entire field, he is expected to think for the men under his 
command; he is expected to see that they are not put in a dan- 
gerous place for no purpose. Their lives are atthe mercy 
of his naked order. He must, if he occupies high position, be a 
man who in moments of is capa 
Van Derveer wus a man of that kind. 

Now, if my friend from en MILNEs] says that he does 
not believe that any man who a commission should receive 
more pension than a man who did not—— 

Mr. MILNES. I do say so. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Then I recommend him to introduce a bill 
to the pension laws that have given to lieutenant-colonels 


and ggg grb og mre, sahara 
——— introduce such a bill if I thought I 
co i 
faith 


pass 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Try it; introduce your bill; show your 
by your works; otherwise we shall know that you do not believe 
what you oe. 
i wish that this committee, instead of 


bill passed giving her a pension of $50 a month than fail to have 
passed at all. 
anit, SORG. The gentleman need not be alarmed about that. 
Mz. CONNOLLY, I feel that this bill ought to be passed, in 


le of thinking coolly. 


view of the services of General Van Derveer, of his 


personal sacri- 
of the care that he gave his men. I fee] 
who served under him as a private soldicr 
who, if his voice could be heard here to-day, would not say, ‘‘ Giy. 
this pension to the old widow of General Van Derveer, who, whi!> 
he was leading us, was si at home watching and praying {vr 
him and us Ee ] 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. eae, as I understand, the proposi- 
tion of the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. ConnoLLy] is accepte 
endment to my amendment, and the pending amendine: 
is now to reduce this pension to $50. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not believe there j, 
i a eee eenee Caves bo be 
private. do i 


our Friday night sessions, and gi ™, 
we are doing wrong. It is a question here of who shall have pro- 
cedence in this matter—the claims of the widows of general officers 
i the widows of privates and the pri- 

vates themselves. I know that gentlemen on the committee hi\ 
their work. But, Mr. Chairman, I peew ao that 

pigeonholes in this Ca))i- 

of $30 a month to an ol, 

and who is now re- 


in the cases that we 
should giveconsideration 
of just such cases of 

my Own personal 

with jes sur- 

able to furnish the 
these cases must civo 
our time, as we have done here 
a noble lady, I have no 
that fact—i have no 
ven to her 

at, to 

soldiers all 

by reason of tech- 


of the law placed onl it in the Pension 
And these sessions of siege Scapa ag ontnlgen yrange for 
ing pensions, if we them out to their 


to increase a pension of a widow from thirty toseventy-five do!!ars 
a month or more. 
I repeat, I do not desire to criticise the action of the Pensions 
Committee. I have no doubt that they are doing the very best 
can. The trouble is that where a case ae &@ pension 
large amount, the parties 
who have it in charge can stay more closely by the committee, 


,and get it sooner than 

ordinary pension bills. [Cries of ** Vote!” 
allow me—— 

can not yield. To gentlemen who 

state that you may as well aw:it 

take my time on this ion, and shall 


**Vote.” On last 
chairman of the 


. The 

@ similar 

that I did not 
aang: No, 
‘oes not 


The 
im reference to these ladics 


$30 month. He 
to ask a question oie I wanted to 


I ask your attention 

the Recorp, and see where it is calculate: ‘o 

—_ im substance: 

case of Mrs. Helen 

when the utmost 

on @ bill to grant a penn 

$12 amonth?” Now, in that . 

did not desire to reflect upon the Committee on Invalid Pensions; 





























tleman will allow me just a 
SiGe sien ant deus nab wand Oo 
—e 








the 


Tries of Vote!” “ Vote!”) 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly I will allow the gentleman, if 
the members of the committee around me will yield, and not 
insist upon a vote 


now. 
Mr. LAYTON. i thie connection—and I know the gentleman 
man and does not wish to misrepresent the com- 
; ee oe Senses in Selo. connee- 
let me state to that it so happened that just now 
including the test Pettey sight session we have reached on the 
Cal a nest of these cases of widows of offi- 
cers. Butit must beremembered that this committee has reported 
some 300 bills, am unprecedented number for the short time we 


have been in session, and of that number we have rted, I 

I venture to say without knowing the exact facts, more bills allow- 

ing privates from $50 to $72 a month than pensions to widows of 

general officers at or $75 a month. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam very glad to hear it. 

Mr. HULL. Will the gentleman from Ohio allow me to ask 

him a question? : +3 

Mr. LAYTON. Certainly; with the permission of the gentle- 

— ie oan a a 
. HULL. Have you reported a single or a private’s 

vie LAYTON. No; 

Mr. LA No; not at $50 a month. We have at $25. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. ve asingle bill for any 

widow of a at a rate above a month? 

Mr. LA Yes. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. How many? 

Mr. LAYTON. Ido not know. 

Passo May I be permitted to ask the gentleman a 
i. Le = tt ati ee 
. LEIGHTY. ve reported a owing any priva 

a larger sum than pend qut under the lav? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes. course if we had not, why he would 
get his at the Pension Office. 

Mr. I mean if he were able to establish it? 


Mr. LAYTON. Yes; quite a number of them; especially in the 
which the gentleman from Indiana referred to, of old blind 











that idea. They area committee. 
an immense amount of work in this House; but 
riticise a bill or to criticise the 
here, he is not criticising the ac- 
Invalid Pensions. I do not desire to 

eee ene one te 
of committee to the fact 


can, to 


4 
aS 


e 
5 
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down 


BRE 
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the Grand Arm 
Grand Army of the Republic, but the grand army of soldiers 
all over this country, and of soldiers’ widows who are wanting for 
the necessaries of life to-night, and who have very few comforts, 
are back of me and back of this letter, and want this committee 
to stop taking up their time Friday night after Friday night in the 
consideration of claims to raise pensions from $30 to $75 a month, 
but to come down to these poor old widows that need the $8, to 
these poor old blind soldiers who have their little children suffer- 
ing around them, to grant to them what they deserve. 


press this class of claims before the committee. 





oe 4123 


Mr. HEMENWAY. I want to call the attention of the gentle- 


man from South Dakota to this letter which I hold in my hand, 
and which reads as follows: 


HEADQUARTERS GRAND ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC, 
ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Indianapolis, Ind., April 14, 1896. 
My Dear Srr: General Walker, commander in chief of the Grand Army of 


the Republic, directs me to write to you that he has read your remarks in 
the Indianapolis Journal in regard to giving large pensions to widows 


That was the question that I put to the gentleman from South 


Dakota at last Friday night’s meeting— 


instead of acti 
and to say that he heartily indorses your position and believes that Congress 


on general remedial legislation for the benefit of soldiers, 


‘much better service to the oid soldier if they wonld take up 
the bili on invalid pensions, which comprises within its limits the 


1 tion that is most urgently demanded by ex-soldiers. 


Very respectfully, yours, 
IRVIN ROBBINS, Adjutant-General. 
Hon. JAMES A. HemMEenwWAY, M. C., 


Washington, D. C. 


And I want to say to you that not only are the commander of 
of the Republic and the adjutant-general of tho 


And I 
want to say to you gentlemen—I say this in all kindness to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions—— 

Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. HEMENWAY (continuing). It is not the fault of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, it is the fault of members who 
Yes, I will yield 
to the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Doyou understanditis the fault of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensionsthata general bill has not been brought 
forward for consideration here? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have just said, and I repeat it, that I am 
not criticising the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I do not see 
how I can make it any plainer than I have. They have worked 
hard. I pass their committee room down there and find them 
actively at work all the time; but it is this committee here that 
allows these claims to come up to take up the time in the place of 
passing other bills. It is not a question whether these claims are 

ight or not, it is a question of who shall have precedence, the old 
soldier’s widow, who is suffering for the necessaries of life, or the 
general’s widow, who is now receiving $30. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I decline to yield further. It is a ques- 
tion of who shall have precedence. These soldiers’ widows, who 
are actualiy in want for the necessaries of life, these old soldiers, 
who are actually in want for the necessaries of life, whether they 
shall have precedence here or whether these bills to increase pen- 
sions from $30 to $75 a month shall have precedence. Why, in 
Indiana and South Dakota a widow can live very comfortably on 
$30 a month. Whole families in our State live comfortably on 
less than $30 a month. 

Why should we take up our time increasing the pensions of 
those who are well cared for, in place of getting down to and help- 
ing out those poor and suffering widows and soldiers who need to 
be cared for. Grant these large pensions when the time comes to 
grant them; but for God’s sake give to those who are suffering 
the preference in the consideration of their cases. [A cry of 
**Votel” “*Votel”] That gentleman, I presume, claims to be a 
grand friend of the soldier. Let me say to the gentleman who 
made that remark that I represent 6,000 soldiers. I care for their 
interest. LIanswer an average of from 65 to 70 letters a day to 
those old soldiers. I give their interests full consideration and 
protect them in every way I can. I go to the Pension Office and 
go through the files wherever a wrong has been done, and have it 
Sxeehel when Ican. I see sitting about me gentlemen whom I 
meet at the Pension Office. They are out helping the people who 
are needy; and those gentlemen who want to vote, I do not know 
them; but possibly the gentleman is a general himself. I say that 
these cases ought to be laid aside and the cases of widows who are 
in want, and soldiers who are in want, but by reason of some 
technicality can not secure pension under the law—their cases 
should be taken up here and passed upon. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I have taken very little of the time 
of the committee at this session, and do not propose to make any 

remarks to-night. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Lay- 
TON], in his illustration, certainly misrepresented, unintentionally, 
no , some of the pensions that have been granted in the past. 
He referred poe Mrs. Grant receiving $5,000 a year, which 
is true, but she gets that pension as the widow of an ex-President of 
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the United States. Thesameamountis given toevery other widow 

of an ex-President of the United States. He referred to Mrs. 

Logan’s pension as $5,000, when as a matter of fact itis but $2,000. 
r. LAYTON. I stated that I was not certain. 

Mr. HULL. That, however, is the fact. 

Mr, STEELE. The widow of General Sheridan gets the same. 

Mr. HULL. The widow of General Sheridan is also receiving 
a pension of $2,000 ayear. He was General of the Army. How- 
ever, that has but little to do with this. 

I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I believe there is a distinc- 
tion in rank. I do not believe that the comrades of the Grand 
Army of the Republic oe that the officer’s widow shall receive no 
more than the private; but Ido say that every comrade of the 
Grand Army believes this to be true—that the officer’s widow, 
under the law getting $30 a month, is not entitled in equity to an 
act of Congress to increase her pension beyond that, because when 
the soldier’s widow comes here she gets but $12 a month, the 
amount allowed by law. Thatisthe point. The gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CONNOLLY] made a splendid speech in favor of a 
large pension to the gentleman whose widow is now before this 
House. If the gentleman himself were here a plying for an in- 
crease of pension, I think this committee woul doing right to 
—_ the request and increase 1t, but gentleman are aware of the 

act that we do not take into consideration and can not consider 
the disabilities of widows in granting a pension. This widow is 
entitled to $80 a month under the law, which is two and a half 
times the amount of pension allowed to the widow of a private 
soldier wliose death resulted from his service; it may be that this 
gentleman’s death resulted from his service; but it must be con- 
ceded that he lived a long time since the war, as he died in 1895. 

Mr. LAYTON. But he drew no pension. 

‘ Mr. HULL. That makes no difference. 

Mr. LAYTON. But it can be taken into consideration. 

Mr. HULL. If he wasentitled to receivea pension, all he would 
have had to do would have been to put in an application and re- 
ceive it. And I am willing to accept the gentleman’s statement 
that he was entitled to a pension; but the House has no business 
with that question now. But under the law—— 

Mr. SORG. Should not the House take that into consideration? 

Mr. HULL. Well, we will take it into consideration, and the 
widow of this officer is entitled to $30 a month. 

ae SPALDING. Admitting that he died as a result of the 
service. 

Mr. HULL. Admitting that the cause of death was the result of 
his service, and then there is no man in the United States who 

| served in the Army who would raise his voice against giving this 
widow a pension of $30amonth. If she can not get it at the office, 
she can get it at the hands of the United States Congress; and 

nobody criticises the Committee on Invalid Pensions. I do not 

criticise it. God knows they have a hard enough task in dealing 

; with members who desire to have special bills reported. There is 

' — about > Celiaiens I — a hey a par was i 
pe come and applied for or a month, in 
almost every case the committee reported an amendment strikin 
out the $20 or $25 and inserting $12, giving her the pension that she 
would be entitled to under the law if she could prove that the 
husband's death was the result of his service. 

Now, here comes a widow who can get $30 a month if she can 
prove that her husband’s death resulted from his service, and no 
man in Congress would object to giving her $30a month. But I 
want to object now, as I did once before this session, to taking up 
these bills for officers’ widows and granting them large pensions 

_ while thousands and thousands of widows of the boys who car- 
ried the musket are fighting in vain for $8 and $12a month. [Ap- 
plause.] My good friend from Illinois [Mr. ConNnoLLy] drew a 
or icture of a battle where this brave general commanded 

brigade, but in his very statement he admitted that the pri- 
| vate soldiers, with their muskets in their hands and their 40 rounds 
belted around them, crawled upon their hands and knees ahead of 

' the general, and if one of their widows were knocking at your doors 

to-night for relief, saying that her husband had sacrificed his life 

‘in defense of his coun and if she was unable to prove that his 
death was the result of his service, you would grant that poor old 
widow of a private soldier but $12 a month. 

Mr. NWAY. But we would do it in about two minutes 
instead of taking two hours. 

Mr. HULL. ell, you would doit. Now, Mr. Chairman, we 
are unfortunate in another thing in this Congress, and we of the 
oo must be held responsible for it. It is true that our 
friends in the minority, who have a so strenuously to small 
pensions for the widows of private soldiers, have kept mouths 
sealed when it was a question of granting a large nee to the 
widow of an officer, until at last our friend from th Carolina 
[Mr. TALBERT] has thrown himself into the breach. 

Those gentlemen who have fought us so hard on the small 
sions have had no objection to our raising the pension of a widow 
of an officer to $75 a month or higher; but we are responsible all 


the same for the action of this House, and the word has gone oxt 
over the United States that the Republican House of Representa. 
tives can take night after — to consider bills granting from 
$50 to $100 a month to the widows of officers, and yet can find }yt 
scant time to provide pensions for the old soldiers and their wiq. 
ows. I said to this committee when we started out in this s-sioy 
that I should oppose these large increases of pensions to the wiq. 
ows of officers above the amounts allowed by law. I have been 
awfully lonesone from thattime untilnow. Butlast Friday nigh:, 
when we were considering certain bills giving large pensions to 
the widows of officers, a few other gentlemen were found join. 
ing in my — and I am glad now to welcome the erutle 
man from Indiana [Mr. HEmENWAyY] as a champion of the private 
soldiers of this country, by whose devotion and heroism the flag of 
our country has been ntained unsullied and the Union of ih 
States has been cemented so that even the hand of treason cay 
never again be raised against it. ’ 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Iowa a question. 

Mr. HULL. Certainly; two of them, if you wish. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The — said, with much 
vehemence of manner, that the time of this House has been taken 
up and that it has gone out all over the country that the time of 
this Republican House has been taken up with the consideration 
of bills granting pensions to generals and their widows. 

Mr. HULL. I did not say to eo. : 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. ell, pensions to the widows of 
generals, : 

Mr. HULL. Yes; I said that. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. And thatit had gone ont that this 
House could find but scant time to consider bills for pensions for 
the widows of the boys who carried the musket. Now, has there 
been an ao of a widow of a private soldier skipped? 

Mr. LL. No; but how much did they get? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. There has, then, been no claim of 
a private soldier, or of the widow of a private soldier, skipped or 
neglected. That being true, and the cases being taken up in their 
order on the Calendar, what justitication is there for this tirade 
about this Republican House having scant time to take up and 
consider bills for pensioning private soldiers and their widows, 
when, in fact, we have taken them up in their order and have 
skipped none. [Applause on the Republican side. 

Mr. HULL. I will answer that question. At last Friday 
night’s session the time was taken up almost entirely in the con- 
sideration of bills granting high pensions, and if the gentleman 
has read the dispatches in the a oo papers of the 
great Northwest he knows that what I said is true, and that the 

have been discussing the matter as I have stated to-night. 
Pe o not say that we have not considered every claim on the (al- 
endar in the order that it has been presented to us. I do say that 
many of these claims for small ons to the widows of privates 
have been fought, not on this side of the House, but on the other; 
but that does not absolve us from our responsibility in connection 


g | with the fact that in the aggregate of pensions passed by this 


House the number of officers’ widows is out of all proportion to 
what it should be. There is one brigadier-general to a brigade; 
there is one officer’s widow to thousands of the widows of pn- 
vates. Yet on last Friday night how many bills did we consider 
for the widows of privates and how many for the widows of 


officers? 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to 
occupy a moment of the time of this committee; but I fee! that I 
am justified in referring to two or three matters suggested by this 
discussion. I want to say to the gentleman from Indiana | Mr. 
HeMENWAY] and other gentlemen here that if they desire to 
know the reason why the claims of these — widows are 
presented here by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, they «aa 
ascertain the reason by applying to the members who introduce 
and these bills. Committee on Invalid Pensions 18 
divided into subcommittees, each man having a certain termtory, 
embracing sometimes more than two States; and each subcom- 
mitteeman ts the gentleman whose bills come to lum 
select the ee ee oe emma. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is it. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. That is the reason these bills are here. 
It is not the fault of the Committee on Invalid Pensions. !t's 

the fact that the men who introduce these !ills 4% 
hounding the committee to bring them in and are standing around 


and insisting ha them pressed, to the exclusion of the 
bills for the Sienhan wal teeer widows. That is the fact of the 


further and say that if the 

work nights and condemn” the 

presen and what evidence should 

caine ted in connection with their cases, would get it in propet 
and present it to their subcommitteeman, their bills we 











dust in the committee room. Sometimes a 


Congress brings in twenty-five or thirty or forty or 
meat ae half the time he does not get the number of the 
t correctly; then the bills are turned over to the subcom- 


thout any of the necessary evidence, without a single 

Prong apne them; and the Committee on Invalid Pensions is 

to root around and find the testimony, put it in shape, 

report the bills to the House. Iam getting a little tired of 
that sort of 


thing. a) 
Mr. HEMEN ay. it not true that you are overworked; 
tha re have more cases before you, with the evidence all pre- 


t ; 
than bly can get through this session? 

rod, tha CAPRICE. That is meee true. These matters 
must be divided among subcommittees, as I have stated. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I have nodesire to criticise the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions; I know that they are overworked. But, by 
the statement which the gentleman has just made in response to 
my question, it is demonstrated that he has now before him, with 
the evidence made out, more cases than he can possibly report and 
get back before the House this session. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. I might say that the statement is cor- 
rect. Ihave, I believe, 260 or 270 bills referred tome. Some are 

‘with affidavits; in other cases there is nothing but 
the naked bill. Isw that in many of these cases proof could 
be obtained at the on Office. But very few bills are pre- 
sented with the evidence all in shape, so that a man can take them 
up and co 


them. 
Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman remember that at any of 
our three 


times a week, from 10 till 12 o’clock, the gen- 
tleman from has ever appeared before our committee to 
ask foe 2 ea for anybody? [Applause.] _ 

Mr. ATRICK. I do not know anything about it. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
KIRKPATRICK] allow me to answer that? 

Mr. ‘ATRICK. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Have I not asked the gentleman repeatedly 
to report on one of my cases? 

Mr. KIRKPATRI I suppose you have. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Now, I want tosay to pagrememen from 
South Dakota—I do not know how his time is en up; but for 
myself, being a member of the Appropriations Committee of this 
House, and with 6,000 soldiers writing me from time to time— 
I think almost make affidavit that I receive 75 letters a 
day: constant attendance at the Pension Office morn- 
ing after mosning, I have had no time to go down to the commit- 
tee room and the gentleman to report any bills for me. I 
know that the gentleman from South ota [Mr. PICKLER] is 
not the erm for me to speak with; the gentleman from 
Kansas iM, ‘ATRICK] is the man to answer my inquiries; 

he says that I have repeatedly asked him to a my cases. 
No doubt the is doing the best he can; he is working, 


Es 


EB 



















Iam as as any member of the committee. I have no 
to that if I were to ask the gentleman from South 
I would get a answer, because, according to the 


he goes off and gets mad. I do not want to 
‘A! 


insult the 
Mr. RIARPATRICE. Now, Mr. Chairmen — 
The 


AY. His whole demeanor here—— 
. Thegentleman from Indianais out of order. 


Mr. KIRKPATRICK. 4 , [desire to occupy the 
floor a little while. 
AY. Lrecognize that the Chair desires to pro- 
from South Dakota. 
Mr. I wish to finish my remarks, and then 


pote the floor as long as he chooses. 
reference to all cf these bills reported by me, Mr. Chair- 
man, I want to state that with but one single exception the bills 
have been for the benefit of private soldiers, and at a 
where the requisite disabilit 
ted to officers’ widows. [Applause. 
desire to say that I believe the gentle- 
member of the committee. 
I have reported bills for three soldiers 


And private soldiers, too; let that be remem- 


Mr. 'ATRICK (continuing). And I have made it a 
to giv to such bills and present them 
the the committee for its action in p 


erence to less 
oie ae ty. I want to say, as amember from Indiana, 
"e well satisfied + 


with the wa represent the inter- 
from that State. 


, not for me. 
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I have been here at every Friday night during this session of Con- 
gress. I addressed the committee then only in order that I might 
explain to this committee the facts upon which I wanted them to 
grant a pension in the case of a soldier named ina bill which I 
had the honor to introduce. 

I do not think it is wise for us to stand here to criticise the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, for I may state that the trouble com- 
plained of does not lie in the committee at all. I am proud of the 
fact that I am a representative of the private soldier, for I was 
one myself, and I assume the right to speak for them and to 
champion the cause of the boys who marched in the ranks as 
fully as any man on the floor of this House. 

But the trouble does not lie in the committee. It lies in the 
fact that many of the men here—and, I regret to say, on this side 
of the House, too—have got the mouth disease, and they have got 
to make it manifest on this floor every Friday night. [Prolonged 
applause. 

The CHAIRMAN. The quest:on is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee. 

Mr. WOOD. Will the Chair state the question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Thereis an amendment offered by the com- 
mittee, and an amendment to the amendment, to strike out the 
sum proposed and insert ‘‘ thirty.” 

Mr. TALBERT. I offered the amendment, Mr. Chairman, to 
insert ‘‘ thirty” instead of ‘‘ seventy-five,” but the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. CoNNOLLY] proposed to make it “fifty” instead of 
** thirty,” and I accepted that amendment. 

Mr. MILNES. I offer as asubstitute for the whole proposition 
that the rate of pension be fixed at $30. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question, then, will first be taken upon 
the substitute to strike out ‘‘ seventy-five,” as reported by the 
committee, and insert ‘‘ thirty.” 

Mr. MILNES. That is just what she would be entitled to if 
the soldier had been killed in battle. 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken very much of 
the time of the committee and shall not occupy its attention now 
more than two or three minutes. But there are some points to 
which I wish to ask your attention before the vote is taken on 
the pending question. 

Something has been said about the work before the Pension 
Committee, and I desire to say in this connection that its work is 
chiefly done in the committee room, and is confined to the com- 
mittee room and not to the floor of the House. Few members of 
the committee have done their work upon this floor, with the ex- 
ception of our honored chairman and the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, who have perhaps had a little more than their share 
here. It is quite rare that any other member of the Pension Com- 
mittee has obtained recognition on Friday night or at any other 
time for discussion of pension bills. 

But I wish to say a word or two in regard to the pending 
amendment. I speak for myself and not on behalf of the com- 
mittee. This case of General Van Derveer is perhaps as good as 
any upon which to say what [ wish. He was a gallant soldier, 
and the report shows that he won his stars at the battle of Chick- 
amauga. ut, Mr. Chairman, he won his stars at that battle for 
the very reason that he commanded a gallant body of men, and 
his stars came because of the firmness and bravery of the private 
soldiers in the brigade which he commanded. If they had left 
the field as some others did, not only in this but in other battles, 
he would not have become a brigadier-general. 

Now, a single word with reference to the remarks of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. He gave a beautiful and a very graphic 
a of the battle of Missionary Ridge. But, if I remember 

istory aright, it was the private soldiers who stormed that ridge 
and carried our flag to the summit without orders of brigadier 
or major general—yes, despite the orders of the silent commander 
of that army. I oe Mr. airman, if to-day the widows of the 
brave private soldiers who fell in Van Derveer's brigade at Chick- 
amauga were here,‘asking for $50 or $30 or $25 a month, whether 
we should favorably consider their cases? If they got $12, it 
would, I fear, be about the best that we would do. 

I am aware that there was a distinction in rank. The law rec- 
ognized that fact. It also recognized that there was a distinction 
in pay. The privatesoldier got a great deal less pay. The briga- 
dier-general did not trudge along in the dust of summer or the 
mud and snow of winter. He was provided with horses and for- 
age and rations, and a servant to take care of them. When it 
came to the matter of pension, he was provided with a pension 
about four times the amount of the pension of a private soldier 
at that time. The distinction was made in the rank they bore 
during the service, and also in the pa that they received; and 
now, . Chairman, there is no sett et policy in regard to such 
cases as this. If there was, what should we give? What amount 
should be fixed? Should it be $30, $50, $75, or $100? 

There is said to be a precedent for each, but I have yet to learn 
that a private enactment is ever a precedent for anything except 
itself, or that it settles any policy at all so far as legislation is 
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concerned. It isa precedent for that case and for no others. I 
agree with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hui] who has spoken 
upon this matter. When it comes to seeking the bounty of the 

vernment—and that is all that these cases are—we should first 
have meritorious service, and then we should have the need of the 
applicant. I am aware that both these things concur in this 
case, but I do believe when it comes to this matter of bounty 
that the private soldier should come somewhere near the officer 
who was made an officer on account of the valor and heroism of 
the privates. You may say that we could not have gotten alo: 
with an army of private soldiers alone. We could not very we 
have — along with an aoe brigadier-generals alone. We 
should have done a great deal better with the privates alone than 
with the officers alone. 

Little Round —- was not lost when Zook and Weed and Vin- 
cent fell. The battlefield of Chickamauga was not abandoned 
when the commander and two of the corps commanders were 
swept from the field; but oe soldiers turned their faces to the 
foe and their backs to t rocky spur of Chickama: 
fought out that long and weary day, and the next the 
Army of the Cumberland was found across that Lafayette and 
Chattanooga road, as it was at the beginning of the battle. Dis- 
aster did not come when the line of brigadiers or major-generals 
was broken; but when the line of blue that carried the musket 
and manned the cannon was broken and disa; , then the 
day was lost. But in this matter, which is purely one of charity, 
I believe that the policy ought not to be to grant so pensions 
to the widows of officers. [Cries of “‘ Vote!” “‘ Vote!” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment, to strike out ‘‘ $75” and insert ‘‘ $50.” 

The question being taken, the amendment to the amendment 
was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question now is on the substitute, to 
strike out ‘‘ $50” and insert ‘* $30.” 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 


MILNES) there were—ayes 19, noes 82. 
sooo the substitute was rejected. 


.. The question now is upon the original 

a. as amended, namely, to strike out “$75” and insert 
‘ 0.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

ANNIE THOMPSON. 

The next business on i a wa Oe bill (H.R. 
4298 ting an increase of pension to Annie Thompson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
msion roll the 
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has 


APRIL 17, 


tion, but, as is known 

accommodating, in fu thus insidiously )).. 
pared the mind of the reader, saying: 

“There is no doubt in my mind that affiant was prompted ¥ Claimant 

who, by the way, is described asa ‘ business woman.’”’ : 

The claim for reissue was rejected June 11, 1895. 
of the evidence would have resulted in the allowance of : };j; 
a there is any doubt at all in the sat. 
resolved in favor of the claims), 


that the bill be amended by stri\ 
out the word c line 7, and inserting in lieu thereof { 
“twenty,” and that as amended the same do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thequestion is on the amendment to strike 
out “thirty” and insert “‘ twenty.” 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the gen. 
tleman in ve of this measure inform the House whether t))js 
was the case of a war widow, and whether she is a dependent 
woman or not. It is a proposition to exercise the charity of the 
House instead of the a and therefore those would probaily 
be two relevant q 

Now, this man, on Jan 4, 1886, in an unsworn statem: nt, 
says that he contracted a cold on his lungs in the spring of 1%), 
at Benton Barracks, Mo., and was a — at the time. 

Two days later, on January 6, 1886, soldier bethinks him- 
self, and he swears that he contracted cold during the summer 11 
fall of 1863, at Fort Scott, Kans. Then he was acaptain. Now, 
the question as to when he contracted this cold is a very material 
question. ilip in one condition says he contracted it at ben- 
ton and Philip in another condition says he contracted 
it later at Fort Scott. 

then, this pension examiner, who is accused of being a 
gentleman ‘‘ who would insidiously make a report against the in- 
terest of a soldier,” says that he took the testimony of three com- 
rades of the soldier, one of whom states that the soldier was (ei- 

and had before he went into the 
the service, and was up and 

. The soldier, he thinks, 
> not recall the nature of 

The other comrade states that he was with the 
soldier from start to finish of service, and that the soldier had eo} 
and cough at Benton Barracks, and was yill. He was 
again sick at Benton Barracks, when he thought his lungs 
were affected and he had consumption. Thiscontinued to the end 
of hisarmy service. Thethird comrade states that the soldier was 
delicate before the war, had 


he w ni 


month, 
ase as 4 


isapurecharity. There- 
this woman is dependent 
or whether, being a business woman, as tho 
has means of her own, and also whether she 


lead of the gentleman from New 

has voted for every pension 

what the evidence 

York upon hav- 

bill, for having voted for the 

bill, for the teamster’s bill, and for a whole 

of that character. I think he ought to take that rec- 

ord home and 7 for his constituents to study, and then 


see what 
Mr. CURTIS of Now York. They will indorse it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes; some of them will. . 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. New York soldiers indorse it «ll. 
. : ew York soldiers were a brave set of 
want the “bum” rele- 
rear when the fight 
the gentleman 
and tells them that he 


ent prop sed 


The amendment was agreed to. 
eee as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CASSIE A. DAVIS. 


alt aa eee ean te me Oe 
+ ? of James 
Davis and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid daughter. 
The bill was read, as follows: “ 
Girbcted ‘fo piace om the pension soll the mame st, 
p which she 1s 


rate of $30 per month, in to 
were pee oe iT be in lieu of per month 
cr plas dah. Mary 7 Danis and 












ie for the 
bill do pass. 


mend CYNTHIA A. LAPHAM. 


business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
sot) granting a penaion to Cynthia A. Laphain, widow of Wil- 
vie ho bill was read, as follows: 





‘ The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 








The Committee Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
$001) granting a A. Lapham, having carefully considered 
the eet the husband of the of this bill 
served as Seventh Maine Battery ber 30, 
‘y868, to ascaptain and assistant from May 19, 
Wile he fever and 
chronic was to the date of his death 
rate from per which was total of rank as 
first lieutenant. the * Home at Me., February 21, 

and of the surgeon of the Home that he was ad- 
to date of admission to the Home pgoceund of Ginbetes 
mellitus, peripheral neuritis, with a history ving suf- 
ered from ee sequels the war, 
which may causation of the disease for which he was 
admitted. the result of habits. Hedied Feb- 
‘ nny dest Office July 6, 1895, by the same surgeon, 
concludes as 


I feel justified in stating that while m 
1894, is correct so far as it goes, it onene 
an 


fj 


cer- 
bl 


does of the causes operating to produce death, x 
Set al crete wold be mors comics it flu chronic aaa 
to produce death."’ try 

a w. Augusta, testifies that he treated Dr. Lapham 
for about to entrance to ’ Home for 
cari malaria lar disease of heart That he examined the Doc- 
tor’s urine only a trace, but he did not require or receive 
a He did, however, suffer from dyspnoea and 
Dr. Lapham was for some time a member of the United States board of 


at Me. In view of all these facts the commit- 


tee oa death was due to causes arising in the service. 
The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 
Strike out all after the word “ month,” in line 10. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
oe ord to be laid aside with a favor- 
recommendation. 


GEORGE T. STEVENS. 
PR wy apn = poy Private Calendar aot pe om 
relief Semge . Stevens, assistant surgeon, Sev- 
York Volunteers. 


-seventh New 
read, as 
eee en coeectary of War be, ane be hereby. author- 


revoke the 


November 11 George 
-seventh New York Volunteers. 


Chairman, this is along report, 
made it might be allowed to state 
all the facts; if not, I know 
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This bill simply seeks to correct his military record by removing 
the charge of desertion now standing against him. I may say 
that it is not for the purpose of obtaining a pension, as Dr. Stevens 
is one of the most prominent oculists in the United States, with a 
very large practice. The object is simply to make his record in 
this particular perfect, as it is in all other respects. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


PETER FLEMING. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1609) to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of Peter Fleming. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eic., That the charge of desertion now standing on the rolls 
of the Adjutant-General’s Office, in the War Department, against Peter 
Fleming, Battery E, Third United States Artillery, be, and the same is here- 
by, removed. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that that bill be passed 
over for to-night. 

The CHAIRMAN, 
against the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes,sir; I donot think this bill properly comes 
up for consideration under the special order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the pomt of order 

Mr. STEELE. This is a bill to remove the charge of desertion. 
This man, after having performed three years’ service, was re- 
enlisted—— 

Mr. TALBERT. I wish to say to the gentleman from Indiana 
that I have made a point of order against the consideration of this 
bill at this Friday evening session, and the Chair has sustained it. 

Mr. STEELE. I hope the Chair will hear me on the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. STEELE. This is a bill to remove the charge of desertion, 
but the committee have recommended a substitute simply provid- 
ing that the man may be admitted to a Soldiers’ Home. He has 
lost both feet and is utterly helpless, and they believe that it is 
not improper under the circumstances, in view of his service and 
his present condition, that he should be admitted to a Home and 
have the care which he can find there, without any pension or 
other allowance. Both feet, and I think one of his hands, have 
been frozen off. The bill as proposed to be amended simply 
authorizes him to be admitted to a Soldiers’ Home, without grant- 
ing him any other relief. AsI said before, the bill as originally 
introduced isa bill to remove the charge of desertion, but the com- 
mittee recommend this substitute. 

Mr. TALBERT. If that be the case I withdraw the point of 
order, Mr. Chairman, although I do not believe that this bill in its 
present form comes properly before the committee at this Friday 
evening session. 

The IRMAN. The point of order having been withdrawn, 
the question is on the amendment recommended by the committee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

” t Peter Fieming, late a private in Battery E, Third United States 

ii by reason of faithful services asa soldier for a period of nearly three 
ears and his present mutilated and disabled condition, be, and he hereby 
to entitled to admission to the Soldiers' Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers and toany Branch thereof, notwithstanding the charge of 
desertion him, and he shall be so admitted at his request.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


RUFUS BETZ. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the charge of desertion standing against the name 
of Rufus Betz, late a private of Company A, Nineteenth Regiment of Ohio 
Infantry Volunteers, be removed, and he be granted an honorable discharge, 
to date August 9, 1862. 

The committee recommended an amendment adding after the 
words “ sixty-two ” the words: 

That nothing in this act shall be construed so as to allow the said 


Provided, 
Betz any pay, bounty, or other allowances to which he would not have been 
en but for the passage of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear some ex- 
planation of this bill, and of how this man came to be charged 
with ion. . 

Mr. TAYLER. Mr. Chairman, I know that I can satisfy the 
gentleman from South Carolina, as well as all the other members 
of the committee, as to the propriety of this bill. This is simply 
&@ case where, on account of the lack of completeness in the rec- 
ords kept by the officers of the regiment to which he belonged, a 
failure occurred to have his record correct. The fact is that im- 
mediately after the battle of Stone River this man, after a lon 
march, was sent to the hospital with frozen feet, and then was sen’ 


Does the gentleman make a point of order 
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to the hospital at Cincinnati, and furlonghed. When he reached 
home his condition was pitiable. His feet and body were greatly 
swollen. He was unable to take care of himself, and, to a certain 
extent, he has continued in that condition ever since. He un- 
doubtedly had a furlough, because he did receive an extension of 
furlough later on. He was unable to return to the Army, but he 
enlisted in the Forty-fifth Ohio Home Guards and was honorably 
aner from that organization about a year afterwards, his 
ane being on account of his inability to perform the duties 

pe of him. The officers refused to permit him to remain on 
account of his a disability. 

Mr. TALBE Then the object of this bill is simply to cor- 
rect his military record? 

Mr. TAYLER. Simply to correct his military record; thatis all. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


MARTHA M’NEIL. 


iy next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
anting a pension to Martha McNeil. 
eT bill was read, as follows: 


= it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, i ect to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of McNeil, ‘widow of of 
John McNeil, late brigadier-general and brevet abana United Sta 
Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $100 per month. 


The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Cossentttes on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2844) gran ae pension to Martha McNeil, submit the followin ng report: 
oun Me McNeil, who was the husband of the be neficiary of this bill, was mus- 
red into the’ United States service as colonel of the Third United States 
eee Corps, uri Volunteer Infantry, and was mustered out Au 
oe 1861. He was mustered in as colonel Second Missouri State Militia Volu 
r Cavalry, April 26, 1862,and was promoted to brigadier-general May 1 13, 
ae and from that time on he was actively engaged in “andring efforts suc 
= rere , ee pres citizens, and by his u: ene © orts suc- 
pessevans te of Missouri to the Union. His resignatio 
which a po eile 8, aos was accepted to date April 12, 1865. In it] he 


7 T to state that my reason for resigning is that, having been for near] 
four ae in constaut service, I have suffered to such an extent ma ay : 
affairs that my longer confinnance in the service threatens 
financial ruin and my family with beggary.” 
He was a _— - gunshot wound of right hip until his death, which 
on June 
oon wiow. who was married to the soldier on September 10h. is | is now 
of age, is disabled on account of age and its attendan 
and as ay es shown by the evidence before t ~, committee, has an iene 
x pet annum. which in her aah: and disabled condition is totally 
equate her needs. 
_ committee therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 
tatect ded is a memorial of the commandery of the Loyal ee Se Oe for the 
ny f Missouri, which getingsy Goss describes the valuable services 
of the gallant’ officer, Gen. McNeil. 


(Circular No. 16, series of 1891, whole No., 79.] 
y MILITARY ORDER LOYAL LEGION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HEADQUARTERS COMMANDERY STATE OF MIssoURI, 
St. Louis, November 7, 1891. 
At a stated meeting of the commandery, held at the Laclede Hotel, St. 
Louis, on the above date, the following memorial was unanimously adopted: 
IN MEMORIAM—GENERAL JOHN M'NEIL. 

On the 8th day of June, 1891, John McNeil, brevet major guneted United 
States Volunteers and com anion of the Military ae = qarel La pcanen, 

entered into rest. After a pane 


triotic career he died 


tegrity 
reciation of of ‘duty, that between them 
oer nor ex ency ever moe “po : middle ean nd. 
cNeil was born of America’ tage in ax, Nova Scotia, on 
p February, 1813. “After Peceiving a a commana aeheek education 
the t: trade of 4 hatte r in Boston, Mass., at the age of 16, and three 
veure mt he was president of the Mechanics’ Apprentice 
In 1882 he removed to New York and dos’ Apprent 
e, while a resident of that, cit ty, 
a= «ena New York Seventh Regiment. He settled in S 
a in the ouniey, of a Mr. McKee, and su 
and afterwards, upon 8 
1 he a a member of the Missouri 1 
was president of the Pacific Insurance Compan 


e Second Missouri (ca 
erie Mo., April 2 and 1 
of the diairict of northeast 
in action against 


et 


oEeotland and Sohuyior, counties. 


APRIL 17, 


On the 20th of iS Bovember, ¥ 1862, he was commissioned a brigadier-,. 
oe gallant services north of the Missouri River.” From De 
May. ry operated against guerrillas in southeastern —,, beine 
in action at Bloomfield March 1; int the expedition from that place Mar), 5 
15; im command at Ca: Girardea April; in command against \| 
fake and pursuit paeees, 
May 2; 
ite River, 
Chalk Bluffs, on 
From Jul 


isso 
ee from 


eneral 


a 
mt D o 
ver, May 1 and 
‘isto October 19, 1863, he commanded the district of southwestern 
ee lg at Springfield. He was in the campaign ayaing 
Bepte m be ae ioe ber i) being in action at Humansy;jjo 
oe the of October he was en to command the distric: f the 
frontier, pererenens pe ee Missouri. From March to August, 1864, he com. 
manded the district of urche, Department of the Guif an: and Sahee quently 
(anti eer the distelet of prpenen’ of the Missour 
m th of October he was are SO the command of the Rec 
gade of the forces at Jefferson City, M i 
avon of the State from Se heed 2h to 


ulse 
ville October 9 and 11; Little Blue, mont Inde} ndence, C det 
Big Blue, October 23; Coldwater bere 24; Marais d des Cygnes, ang 


the rout of Price's gouty. Gene 
Se 865, he commanded the district of « 


d bri- 


From October, 1864, 
Missouri, and on'the 12th of the latter month he resigned and was hor 
mustered out of the service, neving be 
general of volunteers “ for gallant and 
of the rebellion.” 

Thus for four | p eeneee 
liant ft compaiges = ere hea: 
soldier stand at his Dost of d ce 


less border warfare did 


entral 


rabl 
been on the same day brevetted a : maje Y 
distinguish 


ed services during the war 


unallured by those grander and m 
honors upon other men, did thi 
thus 2 the arena of a fierce and 1 

the forces which vainly str ugg! ied 
from her allegiance. 


é bril- 
bran 


hese services can only be 

ts which must have follow: uy be 
successful occupation of this great ones section of the country by by the 
wers of the rebellion. No more end monument can be builded to 

e honor of our deceased than page of history which ¥ ill 
record that he was one of the leaders whose untiring energy saved this in. 


perial State from the o suemntty and the crime of secession 
ae . war General McNeil are in St. Louis, and wag 


So Se ene 
ee 
St. unty (then incl 
until 1871. deta teamed 
dian until 188%. During 
nspector of United States customs. In 
| Seco was appointed toa pod of the blic, Departmen’ 
mpthetn spn of ee toes flice. Alth ug 
* | in appare health, he died suddenly while in the harge of his official 


fegoute to spound Chad te a citizen in the private walks of life Gen- 

ent always courteous in adress, 

aly int historia literature, he was an interesting conver 

eo ly of fortune, h was cheerful larasive, te 

verse circumstances of 4 was ¢ unobtrusive, free 

om eal society of his o} id comrades of 

tba Saasaniere cn redness 
hastioter, anda Oe Seen an peers ek ee © WARD and t: nder 

bears. which often pe ee tte nga. y concealed emotion. 

is consideration of the com: ae ote pnd hap 9 grew out ‘of the war was 

iaumae’ ‘cn eargaes desire b> eradicate the bitterness which four years 

, and to create in the ate bee FS thé countr , 


the American 
ful appreciation of his reservation of the tr nion, 
the ee ere a ener Geaeene memorial upon its rec 
os 7 h instructions to the recorder to transmit a copy tothe family: f the 


CHAS. E. PEARCE, Chairman. 

NELSON COLE. 

THOS. WRIGHT, - : 
lommittee. 


JAMES G.BUTLER, 
jor, Comm 


W. R. HODGES, 
Captain, United States Volunteers, Recorder 


tr. PICKLER. I move to amend this bill by striking out 
“gioo” and inserting ‘‘ $50 
The amendment was sonal to. 
Mr. $00 a I move to amend the amendment by strikin 
a “ ” and inserting ‘‘ $30 
The CHAIRMAN, net motion is not now in order. 
amendment to the amendment has been agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was adopted; and the |ill a 
amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 


ANN CATHERINE HULL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bi! (1. 8. 
1734) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine Hull. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be 0 sna’ Cs. Te Seuyeey of the Interior be, and is hereby 

to increase the pension of Catherine H 1, widlow of C ym 10- 

Joseph B: Hull, United States Navy, and that she paid a pension of 
Soper 


The report (by - ee was read, as follows: r. 
Committee on valid Pensions, hom ‘erred h bill (H. 
1H) to increase tbe pension of of Ane Catherine Hull pespectrully sub mit the 


follo 
oR ot ee ie ow of Commodore J. B. Hull, who wa 
continuously Ui ates iar? es SS 9, 1813, and 


Dg ae bd to com: 

he was assigned to 

oe Be, until January}, 

epee when assigned 
emesis ee Philadelp a, Py 


aval service seventy-seven year widow 
her pension of $12 per month as® 


was elected sheriff of 
which office he held 
to 1876, also a Uni ted 
nd until June, 1885, he was 
so See eatetant adj itant 
t of Missouri. and j 


court. In 1866 
the city of Bt. Lou 
er 


, and never 
om he was dev 


rnder. 


The 
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of the war of 1812; that she is 62 years of age, in failing} Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman—— 
Traith, aod that her Incora> isnot sufficient for her needs. |) Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I think I can satisfy the 
In of rs Seas an coon of Commodore J. B. Hull. gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] as to the merits 
_ of this case. This is the claim of a private soldier—just the sort 
aoa Cr Janu ra ese. of claim that this committee has been wanting to get hold of all 


this evening. [Laughter.} I want to say also that I have not 
gorthae da folie ee Geen TE been afflicted, as members of the House are aware, with the 
a 


: mouth disease, and therefore I[ shall t ’ 7 i > 
all. Unie! Sad vy N ber 9, 1813; to the ees, Jan 7 12 rome 38, , 0 shall take but one or two minutes 
1814; etached and to the Was en tals cakiced to border sili. dene 13, As the report shows, the pension originally allowed to this 
Captain co eatenant, ey 1825; granted leave of absence, | claimant was $8 a month. Uponan application for an increase he 

iB 1s25; to the October 10, 18%; granted leave, November | was reexamined and the pension was increased to $30 per month 
Tua: = and to the navy-yard, } 
Washington, C., December 16, 1831; detached and granted leave, October 





















| 


on May 29, 1888, for rheumatism and resulting disease of heart and 


1. 1833; August 1834; detached and granted leave, March 8, | resulting locomotor ataxia. In April, 1892, the pension was re- 
1497; of a board, May 5, 1835; pote yoo i * Boston, Octo” | duced to $8 per month—— 

ber 19, 1887; Sores ey tes Wotven "July 6, 3: detachei | Mr. TALBERT. Is that the amount he is now receiving? 
ot reave of absence, 7, 1848; to the Rendezvous at P’ el Mr. BROMWELL. Yes, sir; it was reduced to this amount on 


; tocommand hiladel- 
and wait November 1, 1851; one is di ili i m vici abits— 
November 1 It, eee we captain, Seytomber 1, a Pad the ground that his disability was due to his own vicious habits 
. an 




















ve was the result of syphilis. In thus reducing his pension a mis- 
Lawrence, ber d ted | ; © 

mand toe; to command ms May 22, 1861; detached ‘and wait | take was made in t is way: When he was asked whether he had 

orders, September 18, 1861; to Suny ot St. Louis, May 16, 1862; pro-| ever suffered from syphilis, he misunderstood the question by 

on the aa oa 16, 1862; detached and to com- | reason of his deafness; and supposing the examining surgeon had 


moted 
~yard, October 29, 1864; detached and wait ord 
— Lit 130; veaeens of Beard of examiners, November 21 180; board 
dissolved, July s Morders. October 1, 1870; died at Philadelphia, Pa., January 
17, 1800 
ey seapeeE wo, FM: BAMBAY, Chief of Bureau, 
Hon. Hann Hr prescntatives, Washington, D. C. 
Mr. TALBERT. I hope we shall have some explanation of this 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mrs. Hull is a constituent of mine. I re- 
cently called to see her with reference to this pension claim. I 
Soe be an old woman in failing health, paueeeus yen 

e has 


asked him whether he had ever had erysipelas, he replied that he 
had. As a matter of fact, he never hat syphilitic disease. In 
1894 a careful reexamination was made by the board of surgeons, 
and it was found there was no evidence that the man had ever 
had syphilis; there was nothing to indicate any of the results of 
that disease; and the board gave it as their unanimous opinion 
that the claimant’s locomotor ataxia is the result of exposure to 
wet and cold and rheumatism—not syphilis. 

This man is wholly incapacitated for the performance of man- 
ual labor. He needs regularly and constantly the attention of 
another person. I know him, and I know this is a worthy case. 


; Mr. TALBERT. Iam opposed toincreasing the pension in this 
her needle for maintenance. Last year oe made a rf case. I think a pension of $8 a month is calieient” 
been receiving a pension of $12a month. Her husban formed | “Mr. BROMWELL. Under the general law this man would be 
active service for this Government Prem ears. During the | entitied to $30. 
last half dozen years of his life his h - rapidly declined, sothat} Mr. TALBERT. I understand he is now drawing $8 a month. 
herequares vers gress care, an os nse was incurred | 1+ seems to me that the testimony is exceedingly conflicting, and 
in e could not get a pension because he did not | there seems to be something irregular about this matter. 
die of contracted in the a he ag aye Bee of | “Now, I am not disposed to do any injustice if I know it to any 
old age; the machine had worn out. widow is absolutely | applicant here, but it seems to me that after he went before the 
dependent solely upon her needle, and is in broken | snecial board of examiners authorized by the Pension Bureau and 
simply asks that she may have the same rate of pen- | i¢ was found that the statements made were entirely incorrect, 
sion eo — to oe ee ee and then goes outside and employs another board, and comes in 
— ae that (Cries of me} Vote! fh. Vote! ” and makes a contradictory statement in regard to his condition, 


soven years. that we should not allow an increase on such a flimsy pretext. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. Mr. BROMWELL. Will the gentleman allow me just a single 
JOHN KEHRL. 
The 


word of correction? 
next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. 
1261) for the relief of John Kehl and to restore him to his former Mr. BROMWELL. I donot think the gentleman understood 
rating. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


my explanation in regard tothe bill. I find it was not understood 
Beit etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 


by © score just behind me. 
r. TALBERT. Very well; I would be very glad if the gentle- 
instructed to restore the of John K late of Co 
of Wisconsin Volunteor intantry, to the rate of $80 per 


at man would repeat the statement in my time, and I will hold the 
month, as it was previous to July 


floor. 
Mr. BROMWELL. This claimant was askedif he had syphilis, 
The report (by Mr. Layton) was read, as follows: Sine deems atl erates 
The 


- oa ; eicin roe and understood the question to be whether he ever had erysipe- 
on Invalid om was referred . B. i inelas. : a aneie 
_o one Keli having iy a, oe las. He replied that he had had erysipelas, and did not discover 


ro : his mistake until he found that his pension had been reduced, for 
pany D, Ninth Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, en- 


the board, on the strength of his own statement, reported that 
Sen Samarget Jan 30, after serving more | his disabilities were of syphilitic origin, and then, for the first 


time, he discovered the mistake he had made in answering the 


inquiry. 

Mr. TALBERT. I understood that statement very well, but 
that does not explain the matter. I understand that the first 
board of examiners were the regularly authorized board, ap- 
pointed by the Bureau—— 

Mr. BROMWELL. And so was the last one. They had the 
same er as the first. 

Mr. TALBERT. And they show exactly what the facts were 
in the case. Then he goes before another board, and a sugges- 
tion had been made to him by somebody, or somebody else, that 
he change the name of some of these things. Just like in the dis- 
cussion the other day, when I wanted to ask the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BLUE], who was speaking of the drunkenness of the 
governor of the Leavenworth Home, General Smith—I wanted 
to ask him what constituted, in his opinion, drunkenness. Some 
men have different opinions about that. Some of them will not 
admit that they are drunk as long as they can stand on a 10-acre 
field. Some men call it one thing and some another. Some say 
when they are drunk that it is not drunkenness that is the trouble, 
but they call it sickness; and I wanted to suggest that possibly 
this distinguished gentleman, when he got out of his buggy, as 
we were informed, and had to hold on by the wheels, that he 
might claim that he was feeling badly, that he was suffering, that 
he was sick, but not drunk. 
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IT want to say that much in palliation of the gentleman’s condi- 
tion; and — when he dragged himself along up the steps to 
his door— Ss poor old fellow might claim that he 
‘was not ‘ual either, but still sick. But here comes 2 man 
who has go me before a regular board of 
board of physicians, who find he is not entitled to 
$8 a month; that he has locomotor ataxia, or else, I do 
not know what it is—I do not know what it means I do not 
care—but he knew he could not get a pension beyond the amount 
that he is now drawing until somebody put it into his head to say 
he misunderstood a question propounded to him and gave the dis- 
ease the wrong name. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that no such testimony as that ought 

gress of the 


to operate on a member of this House or on the 
Dnited States in aaa pension to any old soldier or anybody 
else. And the evidence shows just that state of things. The out- 
side evidence explains it, and a gentleman, a distinguished mem- 
ber of this body, who sits just inf front of me, who has looked over 
the whole matter and un the case, suggested to me that 
= just what it is; that it is only a change of name. That 

a 

I am unwilling, if I can prevent it, to see the pension increased 
in this case over $8 a month. I think that is enough. I do not 
think there is any justification or any ground whatever for in- 
creasing the pension beyond that. I see noreason for paying any 
attention to a claim that comes in here under an assumed name 
and asks us to os amends I do not think 
‘we ought to w such a rating of ility in this case. Why. 
that is even worse than the man who comes in, as we had a case 
some time ago, and produces testimony to show that he went 
we death sla dighinention [Laughter.] It grows worse and 


“a ‘AVERY. ae ee 

Mr. TALBERT. 

Mr. AVERY. Om what theory would you give this man 
month if the disease that he ers from is the result of syp’ ? 
Wh Gres him - or Gren. e gate hing? 

r. some disease; there is no doubt 
of that. el cheneeatnn and had sufficient disability to en- 
title him to $8 a month, and ‘the board recommended that. He 

it, but was not satisfied, and wanted to get a higher 
,and rob and plunder the , 88 a, 
to do all the time. I say [ am not 
myse ccluaediiaamion age aekaaaakeliaa 
ent it. 
. The hour has arrived when the committee 
must rise in pursuance to the rule. 

The committee y rose; and Mr. Lacry having re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Herspurnyw 
that the Committee of the Whole House, having had under con- 
sideration business on the Private Calendar, under the special rule, 
had directed him to report to the House sundry bills with various 
recommendations. 

And then, the hour of 10 o’clock and $0 minutes p. m. havin 
arrived the Speaker pro tem declared the House 
under the rule, until 12 o’cloc it to-morrow, Saturday. 


‘REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ( ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under ciause 2 of Rule 


on examiners, a 
more than 


bills and resolutions were severally 


from committees, vered to the Clerk, and referred to | E. Colwell. 


the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 
Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, sub- 
mitted a report pho a m8 2) recommending certain 
Greer County Obie. giv eee 
e 
‘other re 


House on the state of the Union and now 
on 
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Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to 
which was referred House bill No. 351, conartel in lieu thereof ) 
bill (H.R. 8261) to purchase and inclose the sites, or portion 
thereof, of certain forts, battlefields, and other ground contai 
ing the’ graves of American soldiers, ‘sailors, and marines, in tho 
Maumee Valley, accompanied by a report (No. 1344); which sa 
bill and were referred to the Committee of the Who! 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HUTCHESON, from the Committee on Claims, to whic} 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 101) to authorize the Secre- 
tary of the to settle the mutual account between 
United States and the State of i 


Se —— 
( oA) which suid bill and report re 
nw e Whole House on the state of : 

Mr. HILBORN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to w),; 
CH. R. 8262) ane ee, "Hecctine the oe wot the il 
{ au 0 e Navy 

furnish condemned cannon to certain Grand aor ye sts, 
YY & report 
to the Com- 

House nion. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and / \r- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (s. 
1358) to revive and reenact the act entitled “An act to authorize 

of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark. ySBPTOY ve wi 
ya report pte. 1863), which 2 Sa “ee 
0 report w: = 
i torred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 

which was referred House bill No. 881, reported in lieu thereof 
oe entered lands 

by law, accompanied 

were referred 

Whole House on the state of the Union. 


panied os am a 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


By 

The bill B00) pening am inceunen of pension to Charles 1. 
Holly. ( 0. 1323 

By Mr. at cnet Sie Cet Chemtien on tev aiid 


Pensions: 
Ca a pension to Benjamin F. Bell. 
( oO 
(Re- 


Ang? (S. 737) granting a pension to James Richardson. 
rt No 

Pe By Mr: ERDMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
Teall (H. R. 7490) i ae Elizabeth Hieskell, widow 
of the late Pay Director H. M. Hieskell, on the pension rolls. 


(Report No. ee 
oan Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
x bil 1 eT ee eee ee (Report 
0. 


By Mr. ) LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill we imme) granting a pension to Emma Brough Gerard. 


e a (8. 2514) ny increase of pension to Mrs. Annie 


oe M 9 e from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
ae "increase pension Peter ert 
rae 


the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


Phe te bill R. — Charles Harrinzto 
Whole = “pageres Rloventh Regiment New 2 Y« rk 


J. Miller, blind 
of Company 
Infantry. (Re- 


The bill (H. Thine, decease, 
q a a eat amen Now Teck Volumen 
PE Me tie. SULLOWAY. Se eee. 


The wi bill R. the pension of William U. 
Wells. e. 


ee of pension to Samuel C. 


on Invalid eepetons: = 
the pension n of Josiah P. Hill, late 
of Tlinois Volunteers in the 


on Military Affairs: 
C. Parsons. (Khe 


the Committee on Military Affairs: 
for the relief of Peter Young. (Report No. 
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The bill (H. R..2463) to remove the charge of desertion standing 


against hael F. Newell. (Report No. 1341.) 
The aL R. 5499) for the relief of Patrick Clabby. (Report 
No. 1342.) ‘ : 

” PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, the 
bine ie B14 to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of Wear Crawford. (Report No, 1348.) 

Mr. PUGH, the Committee on War Claims: 


from 
The resolution House No. 255) to refer the bill (H. R. 6296) for 
the relief of H. W. Rookwood and ail of the accompanying papers 
Claims, reported in lieu of House b: 0. 6296. 


o. 1346. 
— rouse No. 256) to refer the bill (H. R..5878) for 
of = — Burke, deceased, late e Fairfax 
Va., together wi accom ing papers, to the Court 
of Claims, reported in liew of House bill No. 5878. (Report No. 
athe resolution (House Res. No. 257) to refer the bill (H. R. 561) 
for the relief of theestate of Jane Taylor, deceased, late of Fairfax 
with all eee , to the Court 
in lieu House bill No. 561. (Report No. 1348.) 
from the Committee on War Claims: The res- 
) to refer the bill (H. R. 1900) for the 
heir of D. L. Pritchard, , with 
, to the Court of Claims, reported 
; (Report No. 1349.) 

By Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
. R.3675) for the relief of representatives of John W. Branham. 

Coport No. 

from 


1350. 
v > the Committee on Claims: The bill (H.R. 
1935) for the relief of Irwin Tucker, postmaster at Newport News, 


No, 1355.) 

Mr. from the Committee on Naval Affairs: 
e bill (S. 129) for the relief of Capt. George H. Perkins. 

rt No. 1356.) 

bill (S. 641) to te Commodore Louis C. Sartori, now 
on the retired list of the Navy, to be a rear-admiral on said list, 
in accordance with his original position on the Navy Register. 
(Re No. 1357.) 


The bill (S. 642) for the relief of Commodore Oscar C. Badger. 
(Report No. 1858.) 


Be 


rt 
fit 
i 


ADVERSE REPORT. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, an adverse report was delivered to 
Clerk and laid on the table as follows: 
ee Onemine on eens —. 
( granting an honorable harge ames Cough- 
a Ce Norte Tombe, Kens. (Report No. 1345.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
¢. the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H. R. 8263) to provide 
money for the construction and building of the N. W. ey 
submarine torpedo boat and to authorize the Secretary of the Navy 
to. contract for the building thereof—to the Committee on Naval 


2 WOODMAN: A bill (H. R. 8264) to amend section 3394 
of a of the United States—to the Committee 


. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 8265) donating one cannon and 
balls to Loomis Post, No. 2, Quincy, Mich.—to the 


Affairs. 
A. STONE: A bill (H. R. 
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Custer Post, No. 38 Arm ‘= 
‘0. e 
Suaiaatl aienen ie deenes a. 


y> 












N: A bill (H. R.8272) to create the sixth judi- 
Teton of New Monica , the a t of 
of che supreme 





of the Terri- 
co, and for other purposes—to the Committee 


condemned can- 
, Grand Army of 





















of range lights on Coos Bay, in the State of Oregon—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 8290) to authorize the President 
of the United States to appoint and confer the rank of lieutenant 
of the junior class upon the instructor of swordsmanship at the 
United States Naval Academy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: Joint resolution (H. Res. 174) 
granting permission to the circuit and county courts in Rocking- 
ham County, Va., to occupy the Federal court room in Harrison- 
burg, Va.—to the Cammittee on the Judiciary 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Memorial of the general 
court of Massachusetts, relative to the extermination of the gypsy 
moth—to the Committee on Agriculture. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8248) to 


increase the pension of Mrs. Emily E. Cash, and the same was 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8273) to amend the military 
record of Sidney M. Davis, late a private in Troop F, Sixth Regi- 
ment of Cavalry, Army of the United States—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8274) for the relief of Sidney M. Davis, late 
a private in Troop F, Sixth Regiment of Cavalry, Army of the 
United States—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 8275) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against Philip Beidle—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 8276) granting a pension to Caro- 
line Little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H.R. 8277) for the 
relief of John D. Hudelson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8278) to restore Margaret Barney, 
widow of Herman Fenskey, to the pension roll—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8279) for the relief of Eugenia 
A. Helston—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 8280) amending the military 
record of Frank Paul—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 8281) granting a pension to 
Phoebe A. Leonard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: A bill (H. R. 8282) to pension Mrs. Adelaide 
A. Ayot, widow of Alexis Ayot—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 8283) for the relief of Wesley Van 

Over, late Company C, One hundred and ninth New York Vol- 
unteers, and Company G, Eighth Pennsylvania Cavalry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. SORG: A bill (H. R. 8284) authorizing the Secretary of 
the ry to pay the sum of $400 to The Brownell Company, 
Dayton, Ohio, on account of penalty erroneously imposed by the 
Light-House Board—to the Committee on Claims. 

y Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8285) for the relief of Fer- 
nando J. Moreno, late marshal for the southern district of Flor- 
ida—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 8286) for the relief of Peter 
Meyers, Jacob R. Hiller, and William Brandle, bondsmen of the 
Steelville Distilling Company, and J. M. Key, its successor—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 8287) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against James McGreevey—to the Committee 


on Mili Affairs. 
Mr. RICK: A bill (H. R. 8288) granting a pension to 
Rachel Hurley—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. ERDMAN: A }'!] (H. R. 8291) granting increase of pen- 
sion to Daniel Whitman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8292) grant- 


ing a pension to Edward Whitling, late a private of Company E, 
Twen ———e iment Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Com- 
mittee on ensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Richard A. McClean and other 
old soldiers of Uniontown, Pa., who have each lost a limb in the 
war of the rebellion, for the passage of a bill to readjust the pen- 
sions of those who have lost limbs in the Union Army—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Lodge No. 321, Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen, of McKees Rocks, Pa., indorsing the Erdman arbitra- 
tion bill and the Phillips nonpartisan commission bill—to the 
Committee on Labor, 
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By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of Amos Kiser 
Post, No. 475, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penn- 
sylvania, and citizens of Shippenville, Pa., and vicinity, to accom- 

any House bill No, 8241, granting a pension to Albert J. Goble, 
te a private of Company H, Eighth Pennsylvania Reserve 
Volunteer Co to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of 84 citizens of San Bernardino, 
Cal., for the restoration of forest reservations to the public 
domain—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of 42 citizens of Coalinga, Cal., fayorin 
passage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of 
a by an export bounty—to the Committee on 

eans, 

By Mr. COBB of Missouri: Papers to accompany House bill 
No. 5678, being amendments suggested to said bill by Rev. Fred 
H. Wines and George R,. Lockwood, in regard to paroling United 
States convicts—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COFFIN: Papers to accompany bill for the relief of 
Caroline Little—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: Petition of Spooner Post, No. 294, Ar- 
nta, Dll., for the enactment of a service-pension law—to the 
mmittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of H. J. Yapp, president, 
and Sarah L. McMillen, secretary, of Oshkosh, Wis., representing 
the Winnebago Christian Endeavor Union, of Wisconsin, 1,500 
members, favoring Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia 
equal to the most efficient State Sunday law; to raise the age of 
consent to 18 in the District of Columbia and in the Territories, 
and to prevent interstate gambling by telegraph, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of the Twenty- 
seecend Congressional district of Pennsylvania, in favor of the 

assage of a bill for the adoption of the metric system—to the 
Cessmnities on Cnet Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of citizens of What Cheer, Iowa, 
urging the passage of House bill No, 4709, for revenue, for a more 
equitable distribution of wealth by discouraging vast accumula- 
tions in a few hands, and as a recompense for its fostering protec- 
tion, which has made the accumulation of vast private Rrtenes 
possible—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FAIRCHILD: Petition and remonstrance of 209 citizens 
of Peekskill, “a Sing,and vicinity, State of New York, pro- 
testing against the statue of Marquette remaining in Statuary 
Hall—to the Cominittee on the Library. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of professors in 
Smith College, Northampton, Mass., in favor of the adoption of 
the metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee on 
Coi , Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HART: Petition of 58 citizens of Carbon County, Pa., 
favoring the passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Im ation and Na ization. : 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petition of M. P. Messinger and 61 oth- 
ers; also of L. L. Brooks and 72 other citizens of Blackhawk 
County, Iowa, praying for the enactment of a law to prohibit rail- 

from using cars without extension or adjustable roof or 
some method to close the space between the roofs of cars to pre- 
vent persons falling between them—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Forei mmerce, 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of citizens of . for 
the of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of cul- 
tur — by an export bounty to equalize the benefits and bur- 
je of the protective system—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition of citizens of Oregon, in favor of the speedy con- 
struction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. KULP: Protest and resolution of vonage Camp, 
No, 105, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Berwick, Pa., com- 
posed of 370 members, protesting against the statue of Pére Mar- 

uette remaining in the Capitol of the United States—to the 
ttee on the Library. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the Fort Recovery Monu- 
mental Association, Fort Recovery; I. O. O. F. Lodge No. 458; 
Harrod-McDaniel Post, No. 161, Grand Army of the Republic; 
Fort Recovery Lodge, No. 589, F. A. A. M., and 484 citizens of 
western Ohio nrging Congress to consider and at an early 
day House bill No. 1487, providing for the erection of a monu- 
ment at Fort Recovery, Ohio, in memory of General St. Clair and 
900 American soldiers who lost their lives in battle with the 
Indians, known as St. Clair’s defeat, at Fort Recovery, in 1791—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of San Mateo County, Cal. 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 2626, for the of 
pO antag staples by an export duty—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of M. E. and C. L. Cramer, publishers, protesting 
against the passage of bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 


the 
icultural 
ays and 


% 


relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 
Also, petition of Ponk Manufacturin nr Chicago, Il., 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. > , and 5560, to 
rovide 1-cent postage per half ounce, and to amend the posta] 
aws relating to second-class matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the board of supervisors of Santa Clara 
County, Cal., favoring liberal expenditure of money for various 
improvements in the harbor of San Francisco, Cal.—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of the Minne- 
oe is ee Jobbers and Manufacturers’ Association, in favor 

a national nr law—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, resolutions of the Minneapolis (Minn.) Jobbers and Manu- 
facturers’ Association, in favor of sundry bills for the improve- 
ment of the postal service—to the Committee on the Post-Oftice 
and Post Roads. 

= Mr. OTJEN: Protest of Henry Smith and 19 other citizens 
of Milwaukee, Wis., against the constitutional amendment relat- 
ing. to God in civil government, etc.—to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of Shining Light Council, No. 93, 
Order United American Mechanics, of Middletown, Ohio; also of 
J. E. Parent, J. W. Poling, and others, of Butler County, Ohio, 
favoring the poses of the Stone igration bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7463, for 
the relief of Thomas Mathias—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, April 18, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey, 
Henry N. CoupDEN. 

oe Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved, 

GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
a bill (H.R. 8293) ing appropriations to supply deficiencies 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for prior years, and 
for other purposes; which was read a first and second time, and, 
with the Socompenzing rt, ordered to be printed and referred 
to the Committee of the ole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I believe it is usual to reserve points of 
order “a this bill, and LI desire to reserve all ts of order. 

Mr. CANNON. I desire to give notice, Mr. Speaker, that at the 
— practicable moment I shall ask the House to consider the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON] reserves all points of order. 
NAVAL TRAINING STATION, SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


Mr. HILBORN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


mt consideration of the bill (8S. 744) providing for a naval 
training station on the island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in 
the harbor of San Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: ° 
Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Navy be, and he is hereby: 


authorized to establish a station for naval qporentioes on the islan 
of Yerba Buena (or Goat » in the ‘bor of Francisco, Ca\.; and 
said Sooners» authorized to two officers of the Navy, «nd the 
to te one officer of the Army, said 
th to constitute and so much of 
said island as may be for the of said naval 
t when roved by the President, 
tothe Navy Department for the 


station. 
of the Navy, whether ata training station or 
shail be additional to i member of 
avy. 


a ee Is there objection to the present consideration 
oO 

oa: ica tiamiememc I should like to have some explanation 
of the 

Mr. HILBORN. The ert will give a sufficient explanation. 

The ney vege = a gentleman from Tennessee object, 

ask to have some explanation 

to have the report read, that 


or the can make an tion. 
r. HILBORN. irate. - 
The report (by Mr. HrLBorN) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. ‘44) 


‘ee harted Cal., and for other purposes 
ve to report the same back with 8 


its report the Senate Report No. 100, Fifty-fourth 
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first session, made by the Senate Committee on Naval Affairs, 


the passage of the bill in its new draft. 
the present time of increased efforts to educate the boys of 
seamen of the Navy. =eeg gm be ween 
serve until they arrive at the Sate, oe. 
can be 
ships, and the good 
it by many years of experience. 
while they are und g their 
as of them do, as seamen, 
for the Navy. 
in N: tt Bay, of a 
results. A sim establishment 
unless it is provided no apprentices 
ibility works injustice to the boys 
is to the Government, which needs 
does upon the other coasts of the coun- 
is ample for the Pacific home station upon Goat Island, 
near San and the Navy Department will have no difficulty in pro- 
eitable training 


F 


viding & ship, so that the education and discipline of the 
boys will not be carried of To. ane ceaieek to te poy 

water. ° can ie oO 
ar of Goat island to be taken for the buildings for the 
shore so much of the island as may be necessary to 
the ‘avy t for the purposes of the station. 

“ that the boys constituting the naval appren- 
tices an to the total number of seamen in the Navy allowed 
by law be counted as a part thereof. The vessels of the new navy 
are MW now by law allowed, and indeed the number 
ought to be accordance with bills now pending in 

with in view. To the present bill, therefore, is added a 
provision that who may be enlisted as naval apprentices to serve 
until they are additional tothe number of enlis rsons allowed 

law for the Navy. provision, unless previously e a law in some 
Oil, to remain and be adopted asa T= 
epgeass the letter of the the Navy, dated January 
ad “NAvY DEPARTMENT, 
“WwW January 13, 1896. 

“grr: return to you the bill for a naval training sta- 
wd OP ged (or Gout Taland) tn the harbor of San 
Francisco, for other purposes, together with my opinion, as re- 
The of a training station for naval a tices at San Fran- 

Cal., benefit the naval ice and would tl 
a its efforts to have the enlisted force of the United 
of viso in Senate 


entirely of American citizens. The pro 
bill No. of the Navy, while at a training station or 
on board of an wuining ship, shall be sdditional to the number of 
enlisted - by law for Navy,’ is absolutely necessary for 
“ 


nited ate merchant marine, the Wavy is o 

tice system to supply it with seamen and ty 
that there shall be enlisted annually 
f apprentic itted by the law. The law now in force 
stment ¢ authorizes 750 to be e annu- 
he te number of enlisted persons, apprentices, 


pede ies Ge tae en 
son, 90 that daring the fiscal year end 







894, onl; PE were and during the fiscal 
Peo oy sees Since November 16, 
op all enlistments for apprentices. 
“Very respectfully, 


“H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 


* . DONALD CAMERON. 
Hen, J onan Osenithte Gn Naval Agaire, United States Senate.” 


Mr. HILBORN. The onl of the bill is to allow some 
to be enlisted 


of the 750 in the Navy to be enlisted 
on the are now all enlisted on the Atlantic 
Coast at one It is advisable that some of them— 
such number as the the Navy may see fit—should be 
ene the Pacific is no tion in the 
Mr. RICHARDSON. a Vastassteed thems tee report, the Be0- 
retary of the recommends and indorses this bill. 
Mr. + Yes; he recommends it. 
danue Is there objection to the present consideration 
There was no objection. 
aon eee and it was accordingly 
On of Mr. IRN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A from the by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
/ eae on on 0: 
leges in the District of Columbia; in which the concur- 


rence of the House was 


lo requested. 
The announced that the Senate had the fol- 
owas ao ea 













furnish to the House, in com- 
its requet licate engrossed copy of the bill (8.718) to cor- 


that the Senate had passed the fol- 
of the House was requested: 








Mr. Procror as one of the conferees on the bill (S. 1247) ‘to 
establish and provide for the maintenance of a free public library 
and reading room in the District of Columbia,” in place of Mr. 
HANSBROUGH, 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
resolution were taken from the Speaker's table, and referred by 
the Speaker as follows: 

A bill (S. 682) for the relief of the heirs of Sterling T. Austin, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

A bill (S. 1466) for the protection and preservation of the burial 
places of certain soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, and for 
other yor the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (5. 2289) for the relief of James and Emma S. Cameron 
for occupation and damages to property and for fuel taken and 
used ae United States Army during the war--to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

Resolution— 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House, in com- 


pliance with its uest, a duplicate engrossed copy of the bill (S. 716) “to 
correct the naval history of John C. Dull’’— 


To the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
8S. W. MARSTON, 


Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (S. 69) to authorize the 
Secretary of the Interior to settle the claims of the legal representa- 
tives of 5S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at Union 
Agency, Ind. T., for services and expenses. 

e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 

and directed to cause to be examined and audited the claims of the le 


»gal 
representatives of S. W. Marston, late United States Indian agent at lon 


Agency, Ind. T., for services rendered and expenses incurred by him in the 


months of July, August, Captamanen. and October, in the year 1878, which 
claims were transmitted to the office of Indian Affairs about November in 
said year, and to pay to his legal representatives whatever sum of money 
may be found to be justly due to him for such services and expenses, not 
exceeding in amount the sum of $448.10; and a sufficient sum of money to pay 
the amount so found to be due is hereby appropriated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman ought to make 
some explanation. 

Mr. COBB of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the report states very 
explicitly the character of this bill, but it is hardly necessary to 
read it, I suppose. This was an Indian agency that had been 
abolished. e Secretary of the Interior ordered the agent to re- 
main there to take care of the Government property until such 
time as they could settle everything. This is simply to pay for 
the services which he rendered to the Government after the agenc 
was abolished, until the Government property could be aaah 
The Secretary of the Interior and the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs both approve it, and say it is correct. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read the third time; 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COBB of Missouri, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


ELBRIDGE M’FADDEN, 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H.R. 5999) to correct the mili- 
record of Elbridge McFadden. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is, author- 
ized tocorrect the military record, remove the charge of desertion, and grant 
an honorable discharge to Elbridge McFadden, late of Company I, Thirty. 
eighth Regiment New York Volunteers. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like to ask the gentleman if this bill 
has been considered at a Friday night session? 

Mr. DINGLEY. No; it has not been. Itisa bill to correcta 
military record. It comes from the Military Committee, and not 
from the Pensions Committee. There is no objectionable feature 
connected with it at all. 

Mr. TALBERT. It isa bill that should properly come before 
the Friday night sessions. It is a bill to remove the charge of 

on, is it not? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itis to correcta record, and although it stands 
nominally as such, yet as a matter of fact it is not anything of 
that kind. No pension is involved. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is it merely to correct a military record, or to 
give him a _— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itistocorrect the record of a man who would 
not be entitled to a pension anyway. I will say, if I may be al- 
lowed a moment, that this is to correct the military <<cord of 
Elbridge McF’ » a soldier of a New York regimen., who en- 
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listed at the age of 19, served two years in the Peninsular cam- 


paign, was in the battles of the Peninsular campaign from 
1861 to the autumn of 1863—a gallant soldier. Then he received 
notice that he would be appointed as a captain in one of ‘the-col- 
ored brigades in which his brother was.an officer, and after delay 
he obtained a furlough for the purpose of going to accept this 
new position, but on account of delay the expedition sailed before 
his arrival. He immediately left for his home, thinking he would 
there receive information, but he did not receive it, while he 
was waiting for this he was taken down ill and was unable to 
return in season. The report says, without reading it in detail: 


The facts in this case clear! yy ustify the conclusion that in 
his command, the Tnirty-eig’ New York Volunteers, the beneficia: 


not actuated by any @ or pampese to desert, but becameseparated a 
by reason of r orders and in conformity witha tuslough’ for the 
purpose of uniting wi ‘Dliman' s brigade. 


Tt was not desertion, or an intent to desert, and the committee 
therefore thinks the charge ought to be removed. Ti say that, 
being a strong man, and standing well among his n igh rs, there 
is no ultimate intention of applying fora pension. It issimply to 
give him an honorable discharge. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to. ask the gentleman a 
question or two. He wasa soldier who was seeking a commission 
as an officer? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ue sought none, 

Mr. LOUD. He was supposed to be, no doubt, ® man of ordi- 


in s 
eur. DIN 'Y. He wasa boy of 19 years. 
Mr. OUD. Still he was supposeil to be a man of ordinary 


intelligence? 

Mr. DIN . I take it for granted that he was. 

Mr. LOUD. And he should have known that all he had todo 
was to report to his own 
ae onorable diac 

DINGLEY. .All the ‘facts ‘have ‘been sia ‘befove ‘the.com- 
mittee,and they et ee eee See 
but clear iat Vagus reas aoe 
in all the battles in Virginia for two years; and 
that he should receive an honorable disch 


Mr. LOUD. oe should we give a rome elt to.a I 


was a deserter 
Mr. DIN GLE Y. Istate the facts, and will not-arguethematter. 
pons te faint ite i bs See a oputone gore 
to e an ons 
war service, and he ought to know that all he would ‘have had ‘to 
do would be'to toa h or to his own regiment and 
‘that he then could have rece an honorable discharge. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Does the remember that he was 
taken sick? 
Mr. LOUD. Did heremaim sick until after May, 1865? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I can not:say ‘how long. 
Mr. LOUD. I think that this is a cold case of desertion, as the 
will find if he makes a close examination of th the mat- 
This man did not want to go back as a private. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I think the circumstances do not warrantany 
remade me arene nor did the committee reach such a conclusion. 
I would not ask to have a bill of this character con- 


sidered exoept where justice required that the c be removed. 

OW Saurvind the right to object, I should like to 

hear the report ‘of the committee. . 
The report (by Mr. GRIFFIN) is as follows: 


The Committee on Military A: to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 


a ——— McFadden, having had the 


It is — one ah the records that E TRiebadiden ce (also borne as ETb: Mc- 
years, was enrolled into service June 15, 1861, 
asa — — : Vol a Sa 
pene a naam ew —— 
Volunteers. ten September 23, 1861, an oo thing Don. 


ber or Seven, 1862. He 
hen he is 


Sees pie ene © cose hes ih 
Speedie dockn cemeptbling tas torts ot edict ta? Temata 


nae 


to be an officer, sup-| that he feared 


contracted in the. line of dcty, and the casenot coming within any .: 
the other provisions of the act approved March, 2, 1889. —_ 
It that t DT ants... nt 
affida verde fk mage po ye 
in the State of Maine, and who became a lieu 
United States Colored 





in Rightict) 
Troops, which formed a of Uliman's 
a eee ee ieee 
» such vafiidavit, -28, 1896, that he ca} 
in the b de of Gen. Daniel aa of momina 
cont Lileesatonnbanen os aie ion: oon 
's upon regiment 
in which Elbridge M 
t rine apery" 4 
a 


assured Orrin ‘adden that 
tocuablethe beneficiary to) > 
n being 





ected. De Ts to sea 
about it and was be sent: 
that later Elbri ; ‘had been m: 
in sen instead of to his commanding offi: 
and : , Paigivoned ont, - 
ceived the assurance that the be 
wards that it had been straightened and ‘that Elbridge would htale 
we ‘thy brigade was ordered on board vessel for New Or sani 


not 
Scene rare aces or'tw0, ad- 
Sie General Olimar —_ 


ade. 
by him, Teco aerten York, but wae delayed in Washington frou. =... 


ee York 
until April 13, 1833; tha’ tyne 4 at , Wew York. but 
found place closed: he went to the hotel where his bro: 
fade dae previous put soul Suen wotting furtiee! ie had sailed 
some lan but could learn further; that. arent to the 
Captain had left a letter for him, but 
Bid m ae Po hk Re weitten hin he 
had no doubt had ‘been in 


the advertisement 4 , and that he, 

orance, did call for it; that, bei ‘to learn any- 

, the went home to , Me., ‘ brother, 

the had sent ee ee but again he 
; that @ ‘virtual dis- 

‘from th New and waited : Dresiien, stil! ex- 

to receive the that it did not come; that for 

sev! aoe, with 


Sogo back to his company in Virginia neem Hike ough os and 


ould enable sto join Ulinmeaeis aoe spuch time eit otapeet 
w ena é it he psec 
a eas tee tnat he hiy d 
, and went to Vermontand ion ood age Sucre 
until the war ended. 
eee ae ee the conélusion = eee eeeeeating trom 
notactuated by any or. ‘desert, but became a there- 


prurpors of auitingnaiie Ulianants brigades ant tte “equally clear thet iis 
4 to circumstances 


ailure-so-to do was due to over Which he had no.contr«|. viz, 
the délay in the ‘transmission of ‘the order gh the proper channe!s for 
his transfer to Ullmani's brigade, and also that occurred in proc 


Ing 

sequence of which he aid not reac his journey to New York, in 
untilafter U lms an’ 3 

edi not reach the latter city until after inten 


ae Yo thia: point to. abeniion the service or to desert the flag oi 


= ion flert to tn iteration: r e him wi join 
fe orig ne iy ae amet egative tho 
intention, have waited in expectation of resolving p t any such 


J eee centers ea instrt uC 
tions for the. because of the 
his absence from out 


to own 
with the belief that if he returned ‘to a was, the 
affliction with which he states he was : ence of which 
e became enfeebled, Q a wBomew hat de- 


as young men 
to desert, went home ee ie out of the 
committee that 


It is clear to your the desertion in this case was duc toa 
combination of anfortunate ery bn had no 


control. 
without any ; 
-were such that he a. those 






“was a - Fences hbis-youth « and 
inexperience, been but a, VE oad 
err dpe committee believe - — to that strict acco untabi 


therefore recomuic | 


‘the demand for the reading of ‘1° 
SDR. ds there <dhjection? After a pause.) The 


‘none. 
Ene on the and third reading of fhe bill. 
aes” in 
dd thatthero | oS bill: ‘in order. 


lh in gener aoc ‘Thave ee: the position heretofore tha: these 


ee ee eee nen. considered at the regu- 
lar ior Suaiag age onion: that are specially devoted to 
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claims. It seems to me that they ought to be brought 

there and considered; eT eeds Ge cntteunlly tomainn 
2 and asking unanimous consent for these outrageous claims 
ought to be AKE _— 























endured. and must endure for life. I have had the payment of rent anda 
chattel mortg on all of our household goods extended until June. If not 

aid then [must loseall,and with my wife become a public charge. Mrs. Dunn 
nas become entirely broken down in health with years of effort to keep me 
from theahnshouse. If it isagreeable for youto defeat that amendment and 
get for me what you consider my case merits without ge or caus 


tleman will please suspend. The 


. 4 ing any material delay, [ certainly will appreciate your kindness. I have 
House must be in order. is impossible to what the gentle- po a ene A. Grow relative to the matter, but do not know 
what action he will take. 
ae RALBERT Yours, fraternally Es W T'NN 
: continually press 8, y; JAMES W. D''NN, 
Mr. = ” I think it is — go much toe is <n Company E, Ninety-third Pennsylvania Volunteers, 


Hon. W. JAsPpEr TALBERT, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. TALBERT. That letter speaks for itself, and I think it is 
asad commentary upon the pretended desire of the Republican 
party to do justice to the old soldiers that they have to appeal to 
me, a representative from the South, and a Democrat, to seek 
justice'for'them [laughter]; but I will, am willing and glad to do 
it; atthe same time to do justice to my own people at home by 
opposing unjust legislation. It ison behalf of men like the writer 
of that‘letter that l raise my voice here against the constant bring- 
ing in of these billsto remove charges of desertion from men who 
were notsoldiers, whoalways hati their backs to the enemy—‘‘ bum- 
mers”and ‘coffee coolers” —and I put this House upon notice now 
that:I shall object to:the passage of all bills of that character that 
have not first been considered at a Friday night session. I shall 


this for manimous 

Friday afternoons and Friday evenings for these-special claims. 
on ridt that, -whilenot objecting now to the claim itself, I donot 
want to be put ina wrong _— and then, inthe second place, 
i] can not understand why it is gentlemen will continually bring 
in here and-urge-the claims of deserters, to remove the charge of 
; arms ing to the 
oud of the war, and we hear little of those claims being urged 

before this House. Let justice be first done where ny 
Now, sir, while I am upon that subject, I desire to have a letter 
read from an old soldier, only to call attention to these things. I 
do not know him. Itis strange his claim has-not been brought up 
here instead of this one and unanimous consent asked for its con- 






ing these claims for deserters and bummers, and I think also that do this:in no ‘factional ‘spirit, but upon principle and justice and 
these cases: ‘be considered at the Friday night sessions. | right. 
Mr. . Will the gentleman yield tome for a question? Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.Speaker, I have simply to say that in this 
Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. case the soldier served over'two years and was in six of the great 
Mr. PITNEY. * ask the gentleman if, inthe Friday night | battles ofthe war,so that he can not be properly described as ono 
session -he did not raise the of orderagainst a bill | of those-»who “‘ always had their backstothe enemy.” 1 move the 
of this that it must be c d-in‘the House and not | previous question. 
at the ‘y¢ session? 


* 


“Not in this class of cases. “This class of cases 


Pale, PEENIEY.” Tewas a removing the charge of desertion. 


F 


The —— nestion was ordered. . 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed antl read a third time: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly reat the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the yote 


Mr. Sar FMrninem ee sith tans tenets by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
Mr. . so much ‘on i ; a 
sessions that he does not remember it. I call his attention ree ee 
to »page4i27. Abilltoremovethecharge| Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


of ‘record of Peter Fleming was reached 
on the Calendar, anf Mr. TALBERT said: 
that bill be passed over night. 
_ jsCuarimas. Does the gentlemeat axe <i ae order against the 
Mr. TALRERT. Yes, sir; I do not think this bill properly comes up for con- 
sideration under the special order. 


Mr. TALBERT, That was something in regard to the senten 
of a court-martial. That was a case to correct the record, and I 
made that point of order; and as I wasinformed that it was an 


withdrew . The from 
at TavLEe ) came up wah mato that this SE tellowhad lost 
both his ‘feet, and ' ‘he was taken or ‘would be taken to the 
Soldiers’ Home’to’be taken care of without a pension; and I said, 
n, I will withdraw my obj , notwithstanding 
ata Friday night session.” Now, this 

eo pe Serge deserted, and has both 
s I it it is wrong to continue to press 
you have more meritorious cases that have not 


‘Lhave to-say; and I desire to say that I feel it 
; the great mass of the people from the 
taxed to. such claims. 

of New Jersey. I object tothe reading of that 


present. consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H.R: 6666) pas to Major'C. A. Angel Post, No. 
20, Grand Army of ‘the Republic, of Lambertville, N. J., 4 con- 
demmned cannon and 20°cannon balls, was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is. hereby 
authorized ¥ to deliver to Major C. A..Angel Post, No. 20, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Lambertville. N. J., 4 condemned cannon and 
20 cannon balis,for the decoration of the soldiers’ monument of said city: 

> t the same can be spared without detriment to the service and 
thatno expense is thereby incurred by the Government. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I am reluctant to inter- 
pose an objection, but for satisfactory reasons I shall object in 
this case. al Be tana 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. : 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

t. consideration of the bill which I send to the desk, being a 

ill (H.R.7172) donating four condemned cannon and four pyra- 
mids.of condemned.cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument Asso- 
ciation of Allegan, Mich. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
autherized.and directed to donate to the Soldiers’ Monument Aasociatian of 
Allegan, Mich. , four condemned cannon and four pyramids of condemned 
cannon balls for the monument to be erected in said town: Provided, That 
inthe ju entof the Secretary of the Navy such articles can be spared 
without detriment to the public interest: And previded further, That the 
United States shall mot be subjected to any expense on account of such 
donation. 

TheSPEAKHR. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? ; 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
thatit is not in order to put. two bills together in this way. 

The SPE The Chair thinks the gentleman ought to hear 



















right to 
decide it, 


amendment reported before he makes his point of order. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I will hear the amendment. 
The amendment was read, as follows: 
: “And alsoto Major C..A. Angel Post, No. 20,Grand Army 
ic, ot Lambertville. N. J.,4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon 
balls for the decoration of the soldiers’ monument of said city.” 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, 
in the mterest of good legislation. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the:poimt of order. The 
question is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 
| The bill was ordered to beengrossed and read a third time; and 
, itwas accordingly readthe third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. THOMAS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the’table. 
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COMPANY I, SEVENTH IOWA INFANTRY VOLUNTEERS. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. 8 er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby directed to correct 
the muster roll of Company I, Seventh Regiment of Iowa Infantry Volun- 


teers, s0 as to show that said company was enrolled in the service on the 15th 
day of July, 1861 


oat — Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bi 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I should like to hear some ex- 
planation of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. The sin in this case is quite long, but I can 
explain the matter very briefly. In the Fifty-first Congress I in- 
troduced a bill to correct the muster rolls of this regiment to 
make them date uniformly on the 15th of July, 1861, the actual 
date of enlistment. The Secretary of War reported that action by 
Congress was not n , a8 he could make the correction 





himself, and he made an order to that effect. Afterwards it was | bill 


ascertained that by mistake the roils of Company I had been erro- 
neously dated. e Secretary then issued an order vacating so 
much of his eee order as related to that company. 

Mr. TALBERT. There is no question of desertion involved? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no; it requires Con onal action to make 
the rolls of this company uniform with the others. 

Mr. LOUD. What is the object of the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. The object is this: These men enlisted on the 
15th of July, 1861, but y were mustered in on the 24th. By 
mistake the rolls were dated the 24th instead of the 15th, and this 
is to make the rolls of this company conform to the fact, the same 
as the other com ’ rolls. 

, Mr. LOUD. it not correct as it is? 

Mr. LACEY. No; the rolls should have been dated the day the 
men actually enlisted. All of the nine companies have had their 
rolls corrected already by the Secre of War, but bya mistake 
in the dating of the rolls in this case, the company could not avail 
itself of the benefit of the order of the Secretary. 

Mr. LOUD. In my own case my enlistment antedated my en- 
rollment, and I do not know why I should seek to have it changed. 

Mr. LACEY. If, as a matter of fact, the date is wrong it should 
be corrected, and if the point were made the Secretary of War 
would correct it. 
sont LOUD. What is to be obtained by this? What is the ob- 

Mr. LACEY. The object is this: The bounty law was changed 
on the 2ist of July, and this muster roll as it stands leaves nine com- 

es under one bounty law and this company under another 


w. 
Mr.SPALDING. What is the object of this bill—to give extra 


? 
ie. LOUD. Iwould like to inquire how many hundred dollars 
are involved? How much bounty will be paid? 

Mr. metere. 3 Oe not know. A Ege pe eS can 
not precisel were discharged e of two years their 
rights are affected. Most of the men, however, served three years 
and “‘ veteranized.” 

Mr. LOUD. How much bounty is involved—$100 to each? 

Mr. LACEY. It would be $100 under the first enlistment. 

Mr. LOUD. Very well; this is only a few dollars more; I guess 
we can stand it. 
. a SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consid- 
eration of ee which was — - be a | a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

FRANCIS MILLET. 


Mr. CLARDY. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 


and adoption of the resolution which I send to the desk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Beneteat, S258 Sas Sib CH Di. S580) Set he sellet of Frente with 
the be, and same is hereby, referred to 
of Claims for a facts under the terms of the act of March 
and generally known as the Tucker Act. 


Mr. LOUD. What is this case? 


render ju t? 

Mr. 'Y. Thisis See ee roy ee 
war. The resolution simply to refer the claim all 
the papers to the Court of Claims. 

q b amount of money is involved? 
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The paapees of the Committee on War Claims (by Mr. Puan) 
was read. 

Mr. LOUD. As that report gives no information in relation to 
the claim, I shall be compelled to object. 


ANTHONY O’GRADY. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the Committes 
of the Whole be dischar from the further consideration of the 
bill which I send to the , and that it be placed on its passage. 

The Clerk read ag follows: 


A bill (H. RB. 3671) to remove the of desertion from the military rec 
) torsmthony OGrady, alias John Davis. _ 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to remove a on the records of tho 
Adjutant-General United States Arm mst Anthony O'Grady, alias 
John Da late private of Company F, eteenth Regiment Massachu- 
setts Volun’ and ta te of honorable as of Com- 
pan: F, Nineteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteers, be ed to said 
soldier. 


ay SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of this 


Mr. TALBERT, I object. 
Mr. CANNON. Just one word, if the gentleman will allow me, 
Mr. TALBERT. Certainly. I withdraw my objection for the 


present. . 

Mr. CANNON. For the first time in twen , [have asked 
unanimous consent to pass a bill. The beneficiary in this case is 
a constituent of mine—almost blind and totally disabled. He 
enlisted in the Arm y On onaeens from the record, in the State 
of Massachusetts. Ina c battle near the close of the war 
he had the palm of his hand torn off and his sight destroyed for 
two years. He was absent when his ent was mustered out. 
He is noted on the records of the State of Massachusetts as 
‘*mustered out sick.” But he has never received any discharyo 
from the Federal Army. He is now old and dependent. The 
facts of the case eo my knowledge, they appealed to me, 
ond Tree desire to have the bill passed. 

Mr. ALBERT. Because this is an exceptional case, and for 
the nal reasons stated, I withdraw my objection. 

being no objection, the Committee of the Whole was (is- 
charged from the further consideration of the bill, and the House 
proceeded to consider it. 

The amendmen 


i reported by the Committee on Military Affairs, 
to add to the bill the words “to date from April 30, 1865,” was 
read and agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was read the third time, and d. 

On motion of Mr. C ON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CONDEMNED CANNON FOR SOLDIERS’ MONUMENT, ST. JOHNSBURY, VT. 


Mr. GROUT. I askunanimous consent for the consideration of 
the joint resolution which I ask the Clerk to read. - 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 122) au the Secretary of the Navy to deliver 
condemned cannon to Chamberlain Grand Army of the Republic. to 
be posted by the soldiers’ monument at St. Johnsbury, Vt. 


Resolved by the Senate and House etc., That the Secretar 
of'ta tare aah oe b Aw chee prey tae to deliver to Chany 
berlain Graed Army ot blic, to be by the soldiers’ monu- 
ment in St. Sen, ts 2 of cannon and 20 cannon 
balls: Feet, Soe ae shall be made without expense to the 
United States and detriment to the naval service. 


There no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
< - the jolut eee 


ihe SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the resolution to 
engrossed a third reading. 

Mr. PICKLER. Are amendments in order? 

The SPEAKER. 


ee e } are in order if—they are in 
er. . . 
Mr. plone I desire to have the bill amended by adding 


the clause which I send to the desk, to which I think nobody wil 


“i 
e Clerk read as follows: 


Aga t he jet these words: 
department of the Grand Army of the Re- 


pte eet aces at coamennee sgnaee, tobe elivered toenid departments 
of the order of the commander of the 
Areny of the Republic upon e 


and cost to the Government.” 
Mr. GROUT. I makea of order on that amendment. 
Mr. PI I hope will reserve the point 
fora moment, Let me amendment 


a fair 
way to distribute these canzon. The Grand Army of the Republic 
is oe . as a State ee 

This give each treating 0 em 
ake ight plese of canon, and then when they have the annual 
to place where the 
among the 
the wishes 
without favoritism, and place them Beets foot 
an equal foo 

tar peapadiaredomeee te 
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* a question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
ill. 


7 
Mr. PICKLER. Is this matter open for debate now? 


them in y favored or out of the way 
treats alike; and I can say to the gen- 


that I am sure it will meet the approval 


Grand men throughout the country. Weoughtto| The SPEAKER. It is. 
oun Seasfueton made evenly and upon some + basis, Mr. PICKLER. I do not know whose bill this is, Mr. Speaker, 
and not let the man he to get in first have the right to | for I have not paid attention to that fact. But no matter whose 
secure these to the usion of all others. sap bill it is, I hope it will be voted down. 
Mr. PA Is it the gentleman’s proposition to giveeight| It is not fair to the members of this House and the other States 
pieces to each State and Territory? and Grand Army posts, and the different cemeteries in the coun- 
Mr. PICKLER. Yes. try where they want this artillery, to have these guns grabbed up 


Mr. PAYNE. Then I hope the point of order will be insisted 


upon. 
CKLER. Let me say to the gentleman that each State 
ic nr anized as one departmen and this will give all of the States 


in this manner as the members manage to get their bills rushed to 
the front. It has not been two months ago since this House, in 
order to avoid this very condition of things, requested one of its 
committees to report a plan for a fair distribution of the guns. 


an equal number. Something of that kind ought to be done, and until it is done these 
Mr. MEREDITH. Are we manufacturing condemned cannon | independent measures ought not to be allowed to pass. [ hope the 
for distribution? bill, therefore, will be voted down in order to get a fair distribution. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I wish, Mr. S er, to to the| Mr. MEREDITH. The poor fellows in the cemeteries are in no 


tleman from South Dakota, who es his appeal to me, that 
am not making the point of order — the amendment be- 
cause of any objection to the method of distribution pro by 


tleman. I have not objected to the consideration of a 
= of this kind, nor shall I do so, so far as I know. 
Bu “ae I do object to is the vicious legislation that this pro- 
poses, because if can couple bills of character together, 


hurry to the guns now. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

The SPEAKER. The bill has not yet been ordered to be en- 
grossed and read a third time; that is the pending question. 

The question was taken on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill, and it was agreed to. 


ou can couple all of the pension bills together now pending before| Mr. PICKLER. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
House and pass them as amendments any time you get a single | bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
pension case before this body. You can couple every warclaim| Mr. FAIRCHILD. I move to lay that motion on the table, 
and put them on a single bill in the same manner, 


The ——e was taken, and decided in the affirmative. 
Mr. PICKLER. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 


F 
: 
a 


; but there is no money in this. 






Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing). And thebill may be everso| The oe and nays were not ordered. 
meritorious as an amendment proposed, but it is not proper legis-| Mr. PICKLER. I demand tellers on the yeas and nays. 
lation; nor is it,on the other hand, because of thefact that the bill} Tellers were not ordered. 
has no merit; the objection is to the principle involved and not to} So the motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
the matter. It is simply an objection made in the interest of good| Mr. PICKLER. I move that this bill be recommitted to the 


committee from which it was reported. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 1, 
noes 60. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the House do now adjourn. Is 
it not time for the special order, fixed for 1 o’clock? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the House is dividing and 
that the question must be disposed of. 

Mr. PICKLER. On which question is the House dividing? 

The SPEAKER. The House is dividing on the question of re- 
committal. The noes have it, and the bill is ordered to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GROUT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to give notice that this is the last one 
of these bills—— 

THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE COGSWELL. 


The SPEAKER. The time fixed for the special order has 
arrived. . 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the business of the House be now suspended that oppor- 
tunity may be given for tributes tothe memory of Hon. WiLLIAM CoGsWELL, 
late a Representative from the State of Massachusetts. 

Resolved, That as a cular mark of seqpect to the memory of the de- 
ceased, and in recognition of his eminent abilities as a distinguished public 
servant, the House, at the conclusion of these memorial proceedings, shall 
stand adjourned. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate. 

Resolved, That the Clerk be instructed tocommunicate a copy of these reso- 
lutions to the family of the deceased. 


Mr.MOODY. Mr. Speaker, his office who seeks to construct in 
enduring form a just estimate of the life and character of one who 
has so recently departed from the midst of living- men that the 
glance of theeye and the sound of the voice seem hardly yet a mem- 
ory is never easy of accomplishment. He must neither degenerate 
intomere fulsome eulogy which overshoots the mark nor fail in due 
appreciation of the great qualities which deserve commemoration. 

e difficulties and dangers of the duty, always sufficiently mani- 
fest, are multiplied in the case of the man whose memory we honor 
y. 

WILLIAM CoGsSWELL was the most modest of men. He was im- 
patient of eulogy. If we could respect his wishes, if we could 
accept his own estimate of himself, we should be silent at this 
hour. But that can not be. His life, so full of splendid achieve- 
ment, demands a higher measure of praise than he would will- 

receive. 
Snow how poor are the words which I shall speak. At the 
most, I can expect to recite his history only in meager outline, 
oe - to the loving touch of others to delineate the beauty of 
ts detail. 
There can be no complete knowledge of an individual unless we 


i 


*s measure is so highly meritorious, as he seems 
that the able Speaker, the discreet 
the gentleman at any time 
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tleman will allow me, I think it was 
when the House had a flood of bills of 
every day, applications from all over the 
or Socthar and on my tion, on 
Ohio (Mr. GnosvENon|. the whole 
A Naval i ghee a — 
would report some would dispose o 
though, that there has been no such re- 
are coming in again, as we have 
same we had of them before. 
circumstances the House ought, 
of favoritism in such a matter as 


= 


opm gt cad sea 
a table 
e Grand Army men he all the 
the objection will not be made. 
the gentleman yield for a question? 


y 
ot the very measure you describe 
committee that reports this bill? 
not in form—— 
° Then, why not put it in form and send 
and have it considered there? 
instructions of the committee were to 


itudinous cares and business 


it. 
"ery, availabe for aa —_ 
who Pentel will of the rest, wile 
[laughter], never @ piece 
by some systematic arrange- 


ible objection there could be 
way; and I hope the point of order 
C The gentleman from Tennessee makes the 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


know of what manner of men he was born. WmILLIaMmCoGswELL 
owed much tohisancestry. They were of English origin. He was 
descended from John Cogswell, who appears to have been a man 
of substance and position in Westbury Leigh, county of Wilts, 
where he owned and managed a woolen mill which had been in 
the family for many generations. When about 43 years.of age he 
sailed from Bristol with his wife and eight children insearch of a 
new home across the Atlantic. The voyage began on June 4, 1635, 
in the ship A Gabriel, and ended in shipwreck on the inhos- 
pitable shores of Maine in the great storm of August.15 of that 
year. The Cogswells were among the saved, and with little on, 
the family proceeded to eo in what is now the coun 
Essex, in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, and settled in st 
mee of Ipswich which subsequently became the town of Essex. 
ells were always leaders in the community in which 
they a In the fifth ion of the family eight brothers 
served in the Continen Army in the war of the olution, 
term of service 


their thirty-eight nom, OS One i 
the brothers, the ee of W1LLiam CoGsWELL, entered 


Army as a private at of 15 + 7am, subseq Deca 
surgeon's mate, surgeon, eT sit ee edie hoon 


from which ane 

Witla seventh in descent from John ell, 
was born at Bradford, August 23, 1838, of the of 
George Cogswell and ‘Abigail viene be ps fath een 
th — 1 a fife hen bald ns 

ro a y nee 

~ ome Reeeeeachlicienteeet anal 

in and was a te in the con which nom 
inated Abraham Lincoln in He is now, at the: 
tip at his aomes in Bradford, with aon powers oe 

y the passage of time, serenely awaiting the summons in 
the order of nature can not be many years delayed. Young Coas- 
WELL's mother died when 


He was a bright boy, y, Qeelded and independent $0 bis opinonn, ba 
a 
peoms ent a aa expression, so that he cotiothont thnse 

Gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber can best testify 
how far in this t the boy was the father of the man. 
ing Dartmouth in 1855, he remained 
time and in 1896 and 1857 made the voyage 
a sailor before the mast. 


there only a short 


wea 
man 


ng diligence and exclusive devotion which 
success in the 


Throughout tha 
heard at vazious public ae in support of the 
the conntry. 


Col. George H. of i ; 
May, CoaswELt was aaa into the serviceof ee 


Massa, | propel amachunet 


com- 
For a time he remained in | it was 
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to Massachusetts hearts: ‘‘We carry the flag.and keep step to ¢\,, 
on Seaman: this regiment longer than 
SWELL any other man, 
judge from the words of General Hooker career we can 
from the words of General Hooker, who, when recomm, |. 
for promotion, wrote: 
“— has commanded the regiment with distinction in and out of bat: 
more than two years. Colonels make regiments, and his, as is well kno, 
two armies, has no 
Mr. Speaker, you will forgive a son =< eens if for one 
moment, to a just pride, he this regimen: 
which in its membershi , its ee and its sufferings rep. 
resents so much of all m 
mander, born on our soil, : f the 
Mexican war, was destined to to win new laurels and retire wit) 
rank of brevet Its lieutenan sedmuca te: 
West Point, retired with the rank of brevet major-general. 
officers 85 were eet Sear and more interry))).: 
ae es ee to enter the service, 24 were kille.| - 
battle or died in the hospital of wounds or disease contrac oom 
the line of Sake. The valor and devotion of the enlisted :.. 
were abundantly manifest uponmany fields. At Cedar Mou: an 
the loss was 35 per cent; at Antietam, 25 cent; at Chancellors. 
ville, 33.per cent of those in action, and »44men out 
end | tho wat 100 who went into the battle were killed or wounde:i In 
pies yf egee in action or 
regiment take 
ro spoken by the sido af th mon- 
entered the service with them as 


Enter- | rear 


troops Mountain and at 

the regiment was hotly engaged, and in the latter |).11\: 

CoagswELL receivedaslight wound. OnSeptember 25,1862, |) ws 

detailed as acting major of the and mustered in as |icu- 

tenant-celonel October 23, 1862, thesecond day of the batt!: of 
_CoGSWELL received a 


Chancellorsville, severe wound 
eens suffered. 
Under his command the on this | 


ld _ 
-of its pun aee ane, continue! 

contest with ammunition 

the wounded and dead of 


from the eee tes boxes - 
8 an ame 
nition in its turn was exhausted. ne 25.1863, when 24 years 
of age, he was mustered in as colonel of the regiment. By rea- 
eS ee ee eee Chancellorsville he 
terrible svwhere its com- 
t. 

seliehahamedenta tem Hale dasandie deat in 

e tr 
andin’ ber, 1863, he 5 
Cumbe land. 


t of Mas- 

a furlough of 

of month the 
was received with the most ))- 

the 1,046: men who had left Boston t!ry 


teneo-cuthusiomn, Of 
months 222 returned. At the + Faneuil 
Hall, Colonel Gooswat, replying mr te tema by Gor- 


SSR Sa 


teok 


mc ) they 
ha a secon 
im their praise. 
“a the cam) adie 
of the he was made by 
and im that office 


when it became his (uty 
a importance in that 


but thirty yeats 
later 
— ‘ale o the meme 


ee ae coieaee 


upon to pe rform 
of those who then sat in this a 
cht an ave of tne 
wereasking {rom 

national for the exposition 
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pout to be held in the of Atlanta. Differences had arisen | though it know not the agony of the seedtime, can measure the 
members of this and those at the other end of the | abundance of the harvest: and as one by one, with ever-increasing 
Capitol. Co@sWELL arose in his place and said: frequency, those who by their valor and devotion have united 
discordant States into a lasting Union, sustained by the willing 
loyalty of freemen North and South alike, fal! from the ranks o! 
the living, upon their graves we reverently lay the tribute of our 
enduring gratitude. 
General CoGSwELL wasmarried on J une 20, 1865, to Emma Thorn- 
dike Proctor, who died April 1,1877. Of this marriage there are 
now living two children, William and Emma Silsby. He married 


The day and night and indeed for again on ber 12, 1881, Eva M. Davis, who survives nim. 
moar th entre rene on the morning of the 17th of Novem-| Tye membership of this House for thirty years has demonstrated 





ber Te any man nah it Slee nt how often the qualities of leadership, which were developed in 
under ; en. the war, have led on to promotion in the walks of civil life. Tk 

‘Mr. ent arenes area ago, and 3 was thusin the case of CogswELL. Two years after his retirement 
found ‘the an aie ce teers aan “aoe ——— from the Army he was elected mayor of the city of Salem and 
ashes ‘nad grown en city of 100,000 inhabitants, with — es years in that — Again in 1873 and 1874 he was 
conde ovidenees , of enterprise, of 5 business | reelected to that position. Five times, in 1870, 1871, 1881, 1882, and 
exhibited by any -_ = aes 1883 he was elected to membership in the Massachusetts house of 
limits rehwork after earthwork td pasted is ct a we tee — appointed inspector-genera! of 
tlements, its ‘houses, factories, Sens of oug e State of Massachusetts and held that lucrative 
business awsy - noe Sed at = 1a the wile office for‘ten years. In 1885 and 1886 he was a member of the 
Une of earth Oraay Whero weed engaged in battle when we besieged the State senate of Massachusetts. In all of these positions he ren- 


dered faithful and effective service. 
came tack to.scea typical American , built upon the ruins and the | Jn 1886 he was elected from the Essex district of Massachusetts 


ravages of wer, a cme pt —— non nied to membership in the Fiftieth Congress, and later reelected to the 
where the no —— cnterpuising citizens of At- | Fifty-first, ‘second, Fifty-third, and Fifty-fourth Congresses. 
have ‘ The princi 


of 
gate city" of the Sow principal committees on which he served were those on 
Mr.1 = when Satie in dhivameaein chibi tech A wiations, Rivers and Harbors, and the District of Columbia. 
of ‘ we should take a part and mpeeenotbeveremnens oe nme I a ee upon his service in this 
exhibits een een. people, | Chamber. ose who are ollow me can best do that. But 
“Hist @ voice andl one voko that will give Ataitin tu this muchI know andcan say. To every duty which his position 
in her grand owill be successful exposition. imposed oe him he was faithful to the end. No duty was so 
No in the Union could have spoken more effectively for ¢ that he shrank from it; none so small that he neglected it. 
eteuate onal No onemore could carry from his com- e was neither an orator nor a frequent speaker, but he lent to 
in arms-and the of his their of peace all that he said the weight of sincerity and truth. Massachusetts 
r — good ee een its lim- | 288 had few Representatives who have wielded a greater infiu- 
its, had by fire and sword. : ence than ‘his. He was respected and loved by his associates. 
After of Atlanta, CoaswELL was with Sherman Although he was unswerving in his allegiance to the principles of 


march to Savannah, and in the operations about that the Republican party, he never forfeited the confidence and respect 
S meted apo the a and assigned tothe oboe tem, of gentlemen upon'the other side of the Chamber. While he never 


. brigadier-general . | forgot the cause to which he had devoted the best years of his life 
ae 1864, and ag eda 12. 1885. he ee ee upon ‘the battlefield, and jealously guarded every right which he 
President to the command of the Third the ‘Thi had helped to win, he had no more loving friends than his associ- 
Division, Twentieth Army Corps, and in command ates here against whom he had so strenuously fought day after 


discontinued. day for more than four years. With him there was no shadow of 
a op Neer {n April, 1865 CoGSWELL was again yielding of any of the great results of the war; but, saving this, 
wounded, but not so severely as to keep him ‘from duty, for two with him the war was done when he laid aside his sword in 1865. 


~whern. accordin He so conducted himself in his great office as a Representative 
oe a etnean apes . pose bomen a Zo of the in the Congress of the United States that he grew 
distinct rows dead were in the rear of his brigade. | ¥®8™ year in the esteem of his constituents, so that in the 
Here, too, he received d from a piece of shell. * | election of 1894 he was returned to the Fifty-fourth Congress by a 


a ~ 
At the close of the war, on July , 1865, he was mustered out | Plurality of more than 10,000 votes. 


, three But this message of renewed confidence from his people fell 

lane of Seetaveesitont tte ane upon ears dulled by:approaching death. The disease from which 
I can not to of these years of splendid serv- CoGsWELL ‘had been suffering for many months began in the 
ice. He who has not “ the incommunicable experience of autumn of 1894 to assume an alarming aspect. He was able to 
war” has neither the nor the right to describe it. I take little im the political canvass of that year, and it was 
trust I in my own, I borrow the words | 2° until January that he took his seat in the last session of the 
of Snes ee an: in life ‘has adorned an illustrious | Fifty-third Congress. But his work was done. A few days of 
name. Mr. Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes on Memorial attendance on the sessions of the House served but to convince 
Day to the students of Harvard College ia: him and his sorrowing colleagues of the havoc which disease had 


wrought in the sturdy frame, and he soon sought to recover 
health and strength under more favoring skies. 

In the Island of Jamaica, cheered by the companionship of his 
— wife, he seemed at first to gain in vigor. But the hope 
which the temporary improvement aroused in the breast of the 

man soon away. Returning to our shores, slowly 
he made his ‘way northward through Georgia and Tennessee and 
North Carolina and Virginia, all so full of memories for him. 
The kindness of the people of the South, and especially of those 
of Atlanta, seemed like a benediction in those final days. He 
reached Washington, but he could go no farther. Here he lin 
gered until the 22d of May, 1895. Then, surrounded and sus- 
tained by the love of children and of the woman who had been 
com on, friend, and wife alike, he passed into the eternal rest. 

afew days later, in the city of his home, he lay waiting 
the solemn service for the dead, a great throng of men and women 
came ‘to his side for the last farewell. They remembered the 
steadfast friend, the faithful official, the brave soldier, and for 
him they:mourned. They knew that after a lifetime of public 
servicehe had died in honorable poverty, and in that they rejoiced 

Mr. Speaker, the life which has been so lived has not been lived 
in vain, and its lesson will endure from generation to generation, 
a heritage and an inspiration among his people. 


Mr. CATCHINGS. a I have never known in all my 
life a man for whom I greater admiration than I had for 
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General Coaswe..L. During his whole service in Congress my 
uaintance with him was most intimate. 

In the Fiftieth Con he was assigned to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, of which I was myself a member: The work 
of that committee is laborious and exacting and calculated to 
bring to view both the strong and the weak characteristics of its 
members. It is wholly nonpartisan, and embraces the general 
subject of river and harbor improvement throughout the country. 
Delegations of citizens from every section come before it in advo- 
cacy of the projects in which they are chiefly concerned, and 
explain in guneral and in detail the character and extent of the 
commercial interests to be subserved by the improvements sought 
by them. No member gave ter attention to these demands 
or sought more diligently to sift the good from the bad, and to do 
what on the whole seemed best and wisest for the general welfare. 
It mattered not to him from what section these demands came. 
He was a national man in the broadest sense, and all that he cared 
to learn was whether or not they were worthy and, if allowed, 
would contribute to the general advancement and prosperity of 
the American ne le. It wasa t pleasure to him to listen to 
the recital of the facts furnished by these delegations, which gave 
evidence of the marvelous growth of our country and its future 
possibilities. 

I was soon impressed by his usefulness and his pure and patri- 
otic instincts, and we ily grew to be warm and devoted 
friends. He was a man of extraordinary natural ability, and his 
information on all subjects was extensive and accurate. 

The work of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, while useful 
and interesting in the highest degree, is so exacting and confin- 
ing that its members are largely precluded from general partic- 
ipation in the work of Con and for that reason from mani- 

esting their capabilities. I met him on the streets of this city 
one night shortly before the ee gene of the Fifty-first Con- 
gress, which was to be controlled by his party, and asked him 
what committee assignment he contemplated seeking. He replied 
that he supposed he would go back on the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. I said to him that his abilities and character en- 
titled him to a position which would enable him to take a leadin 
part in shaping legislative policies, and that he would do himsel 
great injustice to again bind himself to the exacting labors of 
that committee, which he could leave without sacrificing any of 
the local interests of his State. His modesty was so t that I 
am quite sure he was somewhat startled when I urged him to ap- 
ply for a place on the great and powerful Committee on Appro- 

riations, but he finally consented todoso. He secured thetrans- 
er, and we all know how fully he at once measured up to his 
inc responsibilities and forged to the front as one of the 
boldest, most attractive, and most trusted leaders of the House. 

No man rejoiced more than myself over the superb manner in 
which he bore his new honors, or the brilliant success which 
marked his career from that time until his death. Democrats 
and Republicans vied with each other in manifesting for him the 
most profound respect and affectionate regard. I remember 
when the committees were being framed in the Fifty-second Con- 
gress, Speaker Crisp asked me to ascertain what assignments 

meral CoGSWELL wished, saying that his abilities and high 
character entitled him to an that he wanted. 

He was a strong and unswerving partisan, as he had the right to 
be, but with it he was so manly, so fair, so honest, so brave, 
and so strong that he commanded the unqualified admiration of 
all. ButI prefer to remember him as I knew him in the com- 
none of private life. Scarcely a ome that he and I 

id not contrive in some way to together and abandon our- 
selves to the pleasures of friendly intercourse. How I enjoyed 
these occasions I can not describe. His thoughts wereso elevated 
and pure, his manners so gentle and refined, and his information 
so varied and rich that it was not only pr eee but ennobling to 
be with him. If he had any faults of character I never discov- 
ered thera. To me he was always a wise, noble, and virtuous 
=. a winsome, knightly gentleman, and a tful com- 
panion. 

The country never had a more ardent defender nor the ea 
truer friend or more devoted public servant. Had he lived he 
would surely have grown in power, and that power would as 
<a pore been used for the public good as he saw and under- 


When the sad tidings of his death reached me in my distant 
Southern home, I grieved as sincerely and as truly as though he 
had been flesh of my flesh and bone of my bone. No recompense 
can be made to his ved for his untimely loss, but it 
should be some consolation to them to know that he was univer- 
sally honored and beloved and that his friends mourn with them 
sincerely and deeply. 


Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, Gen. WILLIAM 
CoGSWELL's name will always be held in highest honor in this 
House, in his town, in his mal district, in the State of 
Massachusetts, and in the whole country. 
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I had known of him for may reaeys but the first time I met 
_ — upon the assembling of the Fifty-first Congress, in Dec). 

?, ; 

I never shall f the meetings of the Massachusetts dele,,. 
tion to take account of our duties to Massachusetts as a delegatiy, 
Congressman Rockwell presided and General CoGSWELL took tho 
lead in discussing the various a whereby each member cou) 
best serve our beloved State. this he peculiarly revealed him. 
self. Eight of us were new members. ere, as everywhere, he 
knew no political parties when the interests of Massachusetts 
were at stake. The two Democrats on the delegation were as 
fully considered as Republicans and secured some of the very 
best assignments. 

His stren of character and skill in making the delegation 
felt in the House asa solid force for Massachusetts was ex ep. 
tional. While always a thorough Republican, he knew no party 
in the House when itics was not forced upon him. 

Like the noble soldier that he was, errors in war or peace, long 
ago forgiven by him and the country, were buried in oblivion, 
Indiscretions in bringing old errors and differences of speech and 
conduct into prominence to revive bitter memories by any mem- 
ber of the House never angered or oked reply from this noble 
patriot. His great heart em by in noble sorrow that 
small minds could not let the dead past lie quietly in its grave in 
the interest of a harmonious and Jy: otic living present. 

His sense of honor and love of justice was keen above that of 
almost any man Iever knew. He always was exceedingly watch- 
ful for the interests and tation of every one of his colleagnes, 
He would be at any pains to protect any one of them from being 
misunderstood or to see that credit was bestowed where justly due, 

He was in every fiber an honest man. In fact, his high sense 
of honor, ever apting him to conscientious discharge of the 
burdensome du the high _ assigned him in this House, 
very percents shortened his life. 

ere has not been a single man in any of the many Congresses 
in which he served who was not proud to count General Cocs- 
WELL or did not feel that he was am his friends. Where so 
much depends upon the perso: of one’s colleagues in 
securi — on desired, no man in Congress was any more 
su ul General CoGSWELL. . His lovable qualities, aided 
to his acknowl ability, made him peculiarly successful. 

His death was to me a very great personal sorrow and ofiiciai 
loss. I feel shorn of half my — and influence in his absence 
from the halls of legislation. be age with his associates, 
which led him always to put the rather than the worse 
construction upon words and conduct, his disinterested advice and 
assistance, seemed to double the influence of each one of us. 
eee — from te of cent yn. 

of us who great felicity of being counted among 
his dear friends mourn him with the acerest sorrow. The dis- 
trict, the State, as well as the whole country he so faithfully 
served hold his memory as a rich inheritance for their children. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. , 80 far as words of mine are 

. I t as well rest i Gmegetye service upon the ex- 
ceedingly u address which has been made in our pres- 
ence by the successor of the distingaished gen whose life 
we honor and whosedeath wemourn. Seldom have I heard in this 
House so beautiful a tribute, and seldom have I listened to an ad- 
dress of this character that has brought back to my mind so dis- 

characteristics dead. 


e 
ow General CogswELL during the war, although he 
came in the height of his career to the army of which I was 4 
humble member. He came by transfer of his ent from the 
Eastern to the Westernarmy. Hecame witha husetts reg- 
iment and in a of the army that had done great service in 
the battles in V: He came wher his training and discipline 
and fitness for a soldier’s life had become puaroughly developed 
the youth of the man. 
which was at once met 
Western and Southern 
Army of the Potomac. But the troops 
shortly made and established their po 
Army of the Cumberland, and dur- 
campaign of Atlanta, as we have termed it, they very 
the best of the Western troops for that 
made them one of the best corps of 
aided in the capture of 

to sea. 

three t armies 
ed competi- 


did, 
which 
excellence. were surrounded by 
in achievement such as no other troops of the mon 


any period in the war ever encountered. There came to 
Army of the Cumberland after the battle of Chickama"@ 
tried as by fire, the Army of the Tennessee, 

of soldiers ever marched to the music 
eben Disciplined in campaign, great 2 
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hardened . and tried by fire, this subdivi- 
Se eet Solemne iotned with to and the Army of 
—- which a sea ph the lead- 
halo which never perished around the names 
. whieh General Coe had in that 

Something of the standing whic OGSWELL 
= which he came to the South I heard of by 
not know him atthe time. I was on the staff of 
bigness iettiig= do ues now what the name 
Buzzards ap—I do not know w e name 
was upon the other side—I was sent with an order, or with a com- 
munication, to be delivered to General Hooker. Idid not know 
what that communication was, but I rode up to General Hooker. 
who was at that time in conference with General Sherman, and 
delivered the paper to him. Heopened it and read it, and I heard 

; to obey that order literally, I would send 
CoasweELL.” And then he said, ‘‘I am directed to send the best 
commander I have.” I did not know CoGswELL at 
the time, oer all about him, and know that 
an . 

I + say in this connection that Hooker did not send him 
upon the detached service, undertaking to discriminate in his own 
favor by retaining CoGSWELL at the head of his command. His 
career as a soldier is best tested by the p of his promotions. 
He entered the Army at the age of 23, without military experience, 
and inside of four years he was a brigadier-general by brevet and 
in command of a brigade of the great Army to which he belonged. 
In the beginning of our war many men rose to distinction by the 
mere election to a company or regiment, but the man who started 
as a captain in a great army and then rose in later years to be a 
colonel and -gen 
the common 
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eral had something in him outside of 
average capacity and fitness of the men of that 


After the war I met General CoGswELL in this House and made 
his acquaintance when he came as a member of the Fiftieth Con- 
. Imet him in service upon the Committee on Rivers and 
Ferbors, where he succeeded his predecessor, who had represented 
the district from which General CoGswELL came in several Con- 
gresses. The service of General CoGswELL upon that committee 
his true characteristics known to me. It is a committee of 
House most fortunate for a broad-minded, statesmanlike mem- 
to serve upon. It is a committee happily very free from par- 
and brings out of the members a broad and 
examination and determination of the rights and inter- 
whole country. Noman on that committee commended 


m 


os eee o for his wisdom, fairness, and 
—— he studied the wants of the whole country than 

General CoGswELL. He criticised with the same acuteness of 
mind and or judgment the claims from his own district 
as he did the from the most remote districts of the South 
or West. I think every en upon that committee serving 
at the time will justify comment upon his character, and that 
= one of the es aeeneenente of — mental ew. 

was absolutely impartial. His was a mind that 
was arse a mind that was fair and just, a mind 
that was wonderfully discriminating and powerful when it was 


anything that came before him. On the floor of this 
was a man of tinfiuence. His distinguished suc- 
said that he did not often speak, and I doubt not that 

the elements of his influence. He did not fritter it 
discussion “ every question that came up, and herein 


was one of the his success. 
When he he spoke with that fullness of knowledge of a 
alone ns en capable and powerful on this 


@ mis in a statement 
of fact. He was never detected in attempting to speak upon a 
question for the purpose of displa: either his oratorical powers 
or spoke from an earnest purpose 
to enlighten the House and carry conviction to its members; and 
had greater influence on this floor than did WiLLiam 


He was true and faithful to every duty he owed toman. He 
& man of stern faith and confidence in the duty and propriety 
manhood he was a man of 

adherence to honor, a 
was only equaled by his 


here in Congress 
e struggle of General 
finally conquered when 
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He was not a provincial representative. He never spoke about 
the section of the country that he came from. It was impossible 
that a man with such a military record as he, a man who stood 
where he had stood, a man who fought where he had fought, a 
man who associated where he had associated, should be a provin- 
cialist. It could not be expected that he would be a narrow- 
minded representative of a single section of the country, and I 
never heard him put the claims of one section against any other 
section of the country. 

But I was speaking of his struggle against death: It was a fight 
for life, and when I saw him coming back from the South with 
death upon him I tried to encourage him. I happened to be in 
the city on the very day he died. I tried to encourage him in 
that way which we are all so much in the habit of doing, saying 
that he had recovered his looks and his strength. He said, ‘‘ No, 
no; the battle is over;” and that was all he said. He did not dis- 
cuss with me anything about his fears or hopes or anything of 
that sort, but simply said, with a resignation that astonished me, 
“No; the battle is over.” 

Mr. Speaker, his example was one worthy of our emulation. 
The grand State that he had the honor in part to represent on this 
floor lost another of her distinguished sons. I honor that great 
Commonwealth, that produces such eminent gentlemen on all oc- 
casions to take the places of her fallen great ones. Webster may 
fall, Sumner may pass away, and CoGSWELL may vanish to the 
other shore, and yet there comes and will continue to come from 
Massachusetts, from that old stock of Puritans, ingrafted here and 
a with the blood of other nations, great men to fill the 
J wars of those who have fallen, but they can have no greater ex- 

ibition of statesmanship and manhood, and no higher mark of 
emulation, than is found in the life, career, and character of WIL- 
LIAM COGSWELL. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. ae I regret that circumstances pre- 
vent me from paying to the life and character of the late Gen. 
WILLIAM CoGSWELL the tribute I would desire to offer. But I 
can not forbear a single observation with respect to the high char- 
coer of his public services and the stainless record of his private 

e. 

My acquaintance with General CoGswELL began with the Fif- 
tieth Congress, and I served with him upon the Committee on 
Appropriations during a period of six years. I knew him inti- 
mately as a member of that great committee, but was brought 
perhaps into even closer relations with him as a member of the 
special committee appointed to investigate the expenditures and 
conduct of the World’s Columbian Exposition, whose exacting 
duties required their presence at Chicago for nearly two weeks, 
Mr. S er, I recall in passing the oft-repeated opinion of Gen- 
eral COGSWELL that the unanimous finding of this committee con- 
tributed very much to the success of that most marvelous expo- 
sition of all time. 

A very brief time has wrought many changes in the relations of 

that committee since their report was submitted to Congress in 
1892. Of those who composed the committee, Breckinridge of 
Arkansas, courtly, scholarly, and the very soul of honor, repre- 
sents the Republic at the Court of St. Petersburg; Compton, genial 
and capable, is naval officer of customs at the port of Baltimore; 
HENDERSON, chivalrous, able, and patriotic, is still an honored 
Representative of the great State of [Iowa on this floor; while the 
sleeping dust of CoGSWELL rests in the soil of the Commonwealth 
of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Speaker, General CoGswELL was an earnest and convincing 
speaker, but to me rugged integrity, exalted courage, and sound 
judgment seemed to be his most conspicuous gifts, and they ap- 
peared to greatest advantage in the labors of the committee room. 
And in this arena, too, he was a sage in counsel and an unrelenting 
foe of every unworthy scheme and questionable proposition. He 
was indeed an efficient guardian of the people’s interests. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I will not enter into the details of his long 
and useful career. I leave to others the privilege of properly pre- 
senting the brilliant record of General CoGswELt as a soldier, a 
legislator, a citizen, and a husband and father. He was brave 
and manly, bluff, candid, honest, tireless and faithful in the dis- 
charge of every duty devolved upon him: 

The knight's bones are dust, 


And his good sword rust; 
His soul is with the saints, I trust. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, one of the greatest pleasures, 
we will all agree, that we have in this public life springs from 
the strong, warm friendships that we form among our associates. 
The saddest experience that we have as members of this body is 
when one is torn from us whom we have learned to love. General 
COGSWELL was one of my closest friends, the dearest and the 
most trusted that I have ever had during my membership of this 
House; and I share with others who knew him in feeling, deeply 
feeling, the great loss that has come to us. 

What can any of us say to-day about our absent, silent friend? 
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We can only feebly summarize some of his leading deeds and 
characteristics—opening, it may be, a page here of his life which 
reveals the lion, and then another page giving us some of the sun- 
light of his warm, rich life. Fortunately for him his life was 
more eloquent than anything that the lips of warmest friend can 
speak this afternoon. 

Did I call him absent friend? No; notabsent while one remains 
on earth who ever felt and truly understood the charm, the in- 
tensity, the warmth, the honesty, the tenderness of his great soul, 
his great life. 

So many die and pass away, and the world says ‘‘Amen,” and 
the fairest critics of their lives have but little to say in their be- 
half. Others come and stay with us and touch our lives and fill 
our souls with tender melodies, and then pass away into the dark- 
ness, and questions loom up im our souls which we seem to hurl 
at the foot of the eternal throne demanding an explanation of this 
breaking up of our loves. And soit was with General Co@swELL. 

For months he bravely and patiently lingered in the cruel agonies 
of sickness, and during that period of uncertainty many of us anx- 
iously hoped that the dreaded m e of the wires, which we 
knew must come, might in some way be averted. When at last 
the cruel, brief, chilling word ‘‘ Dead” came to us it was almost 
rebellion that rose up in our souls, and all our religion, all our 

ilosophies, failed to keep down the bitter plaint that we sent 

the Mester. 

Why should he go while yet so young, so fond of life, so fond of 
all that sweetest is in life? The power that issued the final edict 
must have known how many hearts were pierced by the dread 
shaft when WILLIAM CoGswELL died. 

Some men seem made of only one material. We see one man 
made of gates another is made in softer mold of some fine clay; 
and another rises like some lofty pine until heaven’s warmest 
sunlight touches his head. 

Some seem to have their existence only in the garden where the 
fairest flowers are found. Another seems to draw his life mate- 
tial from the great, dark sorrows of humanity. Then another is 
made of the mel that come to us from 
muses dweil. 

One heart is made only of stern material, while another consists 
of life’s sweetest loves and holiest, tenderest sym: i 
' When the life of General CogswELL comes to be written, it 
will have to be said that he wasacomposite man. All themighty 
feeli that surge through great hearts have passed through his 
and left their abiding influence. 

When heroes were needed, CoGSWELL could easily be found. 
When the tender sympathies of a woman were , his heart 
was loaded with that sweet necessity of life. 

His close compani those whom he loved, knew him to be 
great in God's holiest, sweetest, and tenderest gifts, as well as 
— in the heart that accomplishes the grand achievements of 

e 


He had a soul fitted to reprove the wicked. He had an arm po- 
tential against the oppressor. He had a heart dauntiless in the 
face of , ever quick to d when duty called him to 
action. The tear of a suffering child, the sigh of an unfortunate 
Se of the debased, all found sympathy 

grea sO . 

if he had sins—and who has not?—“‘ they leaned to virtue’s side.” 

We have lost in his death one with every sweet element of the 
dearest relationships of life. The truest orations that will be de- 
livered to the memory of WILLIAM CoGsSWELL will only be heard 
Rep ener ne CNY See ne eee ee 


Mr. MORSE. Mr. § , an effort has been made at 
of which I have been a member, to abolish me- 
morial services in honor of our members. 

I trust that proposition will never prevail, and that the time- 
honored custom in which we are now will continue. 
Surely it is to suspend our labor fora brief season, when one 
of our mem is called away, and recite his virtues, recount his 
service to his country, that others may be incited to 
—— and noble endeavor. I say it is good, Mr. 
~ our busy work here for a hour on such an occasion 
as this and ponder upon the solemn fact that we, too, are mortal; 
that we have here no con city, and that sooner or later our 
work, too, will be done. And Iam sure, in this connection, that 
it is pleasant to reflect that should we be called hence du — 


The evil that men do lives after them; 
The gocd is oft interred with their bones. 
I think it is exactly the other way, and itis well that it should be. 
We love to recount the worthy Sioas ont noble actions and the 
good there is in the lives of those who have fallen asleep. My 


+ tO | of Salem 


Apri 18, 


acquaintance with Gen. WILLIAM CoGSWELL began more thay a 

decade ago, when we were elected members of the Mac:.. 

Sonne State senate; he from Essex County, I from Nor{o); 
unty. 

I learned to esteem him there, not only as a faithful servan: 49 
the State, jealous of every interest of Massachusetts, but as a 1).,, 
of erous im with noble qualities of soul and mind. 

t he was in the State legislature of Massachusetts he w.< 
in a much greater and larger as & tative of that 
ancient Commonwealth for eight years on the of the National 
House of Representatives. 

I need not tell any of the older members here who served wij) 
him of his untiring industry, of his zeal im the discharge »/ },,, 
public duties upon the important committees to which h 

i by Speaker Carlisle, Speaker REED, and er Crisp. 

I need not tell any of his comrades, soldiers of Union Army, 
how willing a , how = = psn + sen mand out of sea- 
son, and anxious ev promote their wel- 
fare and to extend to them a helping and the bounty of the 
Government, when they needed it, ae helped to save. 

He was proud of the Commonwealth which honored him. andj 
the Commonwealth was proud of General WILLIAM Codsw?i 1, 
and I do not think I am extravagant when I say in this prese)cg 
“— on this a ge oe in her service, 

strugg’ vely manfully with disease that was 

gnawing at his vitals. Whenever I met him he seemed cheerfy] 

and hopeful, and longed for the day when he could return to duty 
and the service wo dear penton roe cae. loved. 

@ specimen i and magnanimity and the big 

that was within him let me recite an incident. When tho 

iati under consideration, [ 

that exposition on the Lord’s 


groves where the | tend 


to print my speech in the Recorp. 
inconvenience to himself he procured such 
i owing my views to be entirely and utterly opposed 
to his own. 

On another occasion a sick and wounded soldier came to this 
city from my district to seek my assistance at the Pension Bureau. 
He found me absent in consequence of illness. Genera! (0.s- 
WELL took the man, a humble man, only a private in the Army, 
and went with him to the Pension and procured for him 
the information which he desired to expedite his claim. 

These little incidents, trifling in themselves, show the 

As straws tell which way the 
events of life go to make up character. 
the righteous are y commended 
y when they come to stand before the Judge 
earth to give an account for the deeds done in the bo\v’ 
is notfor t ihatihenat — lum or a sey 
i or en a —great printed in 
newspapers and heralded abroad. 

Oh, no; what does the Judge say? 

Iwasa hungered, and me meat: I was , and ye gave me drink: 
I was a stranger, aud ye took me in: ee on F : 

Naked, ye clothed me: I was sick, and ye visited me: I was in prison, 
and ye came unto me. 


Inasmuch as ye have done it unto one of the least of these my brethren. ye 
have done it unto me. 

General Co@swetu’s funeral was one of the most notable and 
remarkable ever held in Massachusetts. When the funeral escort 
posed of his fellow-members reached his home, in the old « ‘ty 
in mourning, and the tolling 
citizens over the death of the 


His funeral was attended by the governor, lientenant-governT, 
senators, members of the executive council, members of the le+'s- 
lature, judges of the court, and the highest officers of the (o™- 


wealth. 
where such a man would wis! to 


se where for eight years he 
from 
died 


on his shield; he sleeps 
of Massachus: (ts 
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[From the Lowell Times. ] 


Gen. WinrrtamM CoGsWELL, Congressman from the Sixth Essex district, 
was a gallant sdldier, a genial, kind-hearted man, and an able Representative. 
His friends and constituents will mourn his death as a personal loss. 


[From the Lowell Citizen. ] 


General COGSWELL was a brave patriot, a gallant soldier, who won his 
honors on the field of battle and bore them modestly, as all genuine men do. 
If he was a patriot in the field he was no léss a patriot in the halls of legisla- 
tion, and his honorable record in the National Congress rounded out that 
quality which in the time of trial gave him distinguished reputation. 


on the occasion of his funeral, not only the inhabitants of that city, 
put by his constituents from every part of the district he had the 
oun sorrow, mourning, and all classes 
Pe) end for in his death his constituents lost 
an able ny oper the Commonwealth of Massachusetts lost 
one of her enn. tarelaes Seer. : 
following from several o newspapers of my 
ome give evidence of sorrow of Massachusetts over the un- 
timely death of Gen. WILLIAM CoGswELL: 
(From the Salem Gazette.] 
eet 




















{From the Springfield Union. ] 


Massachusetts suffers serious loss in the death of General CocsaweLn. He 
has been very efficient in public service, and his efficiency was large!y due to 













i the kindly personal characteristics which made friends for him even among 
{From the Nashua Telegraph.] his political opponents. He seemed good for a score of years yet, but it is 
His place will not be easily filled. robably true of him, as of thousands of men who fought for the Uniou, that 
- e sacrificed a quarter part of his natural life on his country's altar. 
(Froun the Haverhill Gazette. The governor sends a message to the legislature: 








eee by his ha se 3 rs THE GOVERNOR'S MESSAGE. 

Governor Greenhalge, in announcing to the legislature the death of Gen- 
eral COGSWELL, said: 

“ WILLIAM CoGsWELL, a Representative of the Commonwealth in the Con- 
gress of the United States, died this morning in Washington. Congress is 
not now In session. 

“A statesman in the active service of the Commonwealth has died at his 
post. I deem it fitting that ee es of Massachusetts should appoint 
a committee of their honorable ¥ to proceed forthwith to Washington and 
escort the cortege on the journey back to the former home of your Repre- 
sentative in Massachusetts and do all things suitable and worthy of this sol- 
emn occasion.” 


The legislature of Massachusetts passed the following resoln- 
tions on the death of General CoGswELL, on motion of Mr. Jordan, 
of Salem: 

Resolwed, That the legislature of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts re- 
ceives — sorrow and regret the sad intelligence, communicated 


by his excellency the governor, of the death in Washington of the Hon. WiL- 
LIAM COGSWELL, Representative in the National Congress from the Sixth 


[From the New Bedford Journal.] 
General CoGSWELL's story is something for the rising generation to study. 
[From the Lewiston Journal.] 
His death is a serious public loss. 


[From the Worcester Gazette. ] 
General CoGSWELL was courteous and affable, a man who made and kept 


[From the Clinton Item.] 
He was one of the ablest of the Massachusetts Congressional delegation. 


— 


[From the Lawrence American. ] Masenehunette + Dict ie = ; . 
Tha ule ssac tis and the 
An exceptional career of usefulness to city. State, and nation is that just See acm ol cette lee a eee oe ee 
y of every token of honor and respect; one whose 
closed by death of Representative CoGswELL. life was literally spent in the service of his country. Asa soldier he mani- 


fested a loyal and patriotic devotion to country by raising the first volunteer 
company for the late war, and his able, efficient, and continuous service 


[From the Haverhill Bulletin.] 


throughout the entire conflict resulted in a deserved promotion on the field 
He was a noble son of old Essex Compa, abe love of country spurned all | to the rank of brigadier-general. Asa statesman he reflected great credit 
boundary —_ and broad seope of mind gave him a deep interest in | upon city State, and nation, and was excelled by none in diligent: and effect- 
the interests of all sections. ive pu service, and in faithful and fearless performance of public duty. 
~ He 6 wenpeee’ —_ -_ Guaioees of pasgeee, energy, and 
w and a marvelous stren of character. General CoGswRL.L de- 
[From the Lowell Vox Populi.] this life having won, to a marked degree, the confidence, admiration, 
In the death of Gens al CoGsweL. Massachusetts loses a distinguished son | and affection of his constituents, and of all who were privileged to have any 
and the Sixth district an able Representative in Congress. relations with him, together with the esteem of his associates in Congress. 
Having devoted his life to duty, death found him crowned with the highest 
- aed aa ——s with a national renown, and possessing the 

eepest o © people. 
(From the Springfield Republican. } Resolved, That in this tribute to Gen. WrLLIAM CoGswe.t, the Common- 


wealth honors the memory of an eminent citizen, a brave soldier, and an able 
statesman. 

The Republican Club of Massachusetts, a large and influential 
body of citizens of the Commonwealth, unanimously adopted the 
following resolutions: 


The tributes to General CoaswELt will help make clear to Massachusetts 
By intel nce aed on the confidence of men in public life he had earned 
work in Washington. 


{Prom the Lowell Citizen. ] 
General CoGswELL merited well of his countrymen. 


be The blican Club of Massachusetts, in common with all lovers of State 
and coun’ seoeene rempete the death of Gen. WILLIAM CoGsSWELL, and joins 
[From the Lynn Item.] aye: " —— statesman the heart-felt tribute which his life 

General an q e L 
country, CoGSWELL was an example in patriotism for the young of the ° y or sectional lines bound the mourning for the leader, who has 
5 Saal fonek his last t. RJ, ye nom the ay yaen, 7 a uae man, 

mustered rs ‘ense of his country, to the f his death, is on 
{From the Brockton Times.} — as — — = a grow with the years to 
Massachusetts will onor WIntram Coc come. Everywhere and always he ht for the truth and against the lie. 
Salem. The State has a among it brave so ‘4 and faithfal pubis antes v= enemies were his personal friends, his personal enemies nowhere 
men who ersal esteem oun 
<a" have each univ - as he. He wasa national that brought honor to Massachusetts. In the high 
o ee eeeereinad tis taaell ta vil be leenke wheel, bat ener ally 
many 'e work he w eenly sd, but especlally 
in emanate American. | here eee 8) where = a as a statesman, soldier, friend and 
usefulness to and nation is that . will be most sincere. 

closed by 7 — just nee wife and y the Republican Club of Massachusetts, through its 
executive extends its sympathy and mourns with them over his 


committee, 

death in the height of his . 
FRANCIS H. APPLETON, President. 

FORREST C. MANCHESTER, Secretary. 


When General CoGswE.t was, with myself, a member of the 
Massachusetts senate, Stephen N. Gifford, of Duxbury, a venera- 
ble old man, who had served the senate for more than a generation 
as its clerk, died. 

He-was.a venerable man, beloved by everybody, and the senate 
and house of representatives voted to attend his funeral in a body, 
and the senate voted to pronounce eulogies upon his memory. 

I shall never forget the closing words of General CoGSWELL’s 
address, which are, as I remember them, as follows: 

Dear Gifford, we shall see you no more; we shall listen to your pleasant 
greetings no more. Fare you well, Stephen N. Gifford, clerk. 

So I say, standing here and now in this great presence, in this 
Hall where his voice was heard, in his seat near where he sat, 
Fare thee well, dear General GosweLL, we shall hear your voice 


[Prom the New Bedford Standard.] 
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no more; we shall hear your pleasant greeting and feel the grasp 
f yom hand no more; you have crossed th eat divide”; 

Il little longer wait. Fare you well, General SWELL, sling 

and last and sad farewell. 


Mr. DRAPER. Mr. 8 er, I can not better contribute to 
these services in honor of General CoGSWELL’s memory than by 
emer to the House the story of his military record, dictated . 
himself and confided to me for this by Mrs. Cogswell. 


Te 
It bears a touching dedication calcula to bring tears to the 
eyes of those who knew him: 


To my dear wife, as a souvenir, this substantially correct statement of ny 
weer career is dedicated ted for “ her tender oar ond Lwoenets and disposal’ 
On the 19th of April, 1861, the Massachusetts Sixth was fired u in the 
streets of Baltimore on its march to the defense of the capital. The news 
reached Salem, Mass., at 1 o’clock that afternoon. WILLIAM CoGSWELL, 
then a pang attorney about six months in practice and 22 years of 
turned ce into a recruiting bureau for a company of volunteers or 
reafter he had recruited a full company 


be wee and in twenty-four hours thereafte 
o men. 

This was the first company raised in the country for the war. In May = 
lowing it became Company C of Gordon's famous Second Massachuse 
As captain of that company CoGSWELL with his company and regiment lett 
Massachusetts shortly afterwards and joined General Patterson's command 
at arias , now in West Virginia. en the Confederate General John- 
ston esca’ rom Patterson's front and joined Beauregard at the first Bull 
a. Pat fe Fsom was retired to Harpers Ferry and his command turned over 

eneral 

Here Captain Pe eness. with his own and three other companies, com 
manded the outposts of General Banks'’scommand. Later in the season, Sine 
command having retired to Darnestown, Md., the regiment marched to the 
support of our troopsat the battle of Balls Bluff. That winter it bivouacked 
in the field, and the follow spring made the advance with Banks up the 
Shenandoah Valley as far as Harrisonburg, le en SS = back to Stras- 
burg, Va.,and here commenced the famous cam paige in w ch Jackson drove 
Banks out of the valley and across the Potomac at eee rt. 

During the ogy part of this retreat the Second Massachusetts was the 
rear guard of Banks's column, and — oe COGSWELL's company with an- 
— # ekirmished in retreat oem earl in the afternoon until midn nae 
poh en — at Rf mmeene . os the te Bo pases with 

wo com es, several charges of cavalry supported by infantr were made, 
but repu ised in every instance. Thestout realstance of these companies was 
even mentioned in the Life of Stonewall Jackso 

When the Union command halted at mid zit at Winchester Captain 
CoGSWELL’s company, although it had been skirmishing in retreat since 
early in the afternoon before, was placed on picket in front of our lines, 
which position he poe nena repeated attacks of the enemy, after daylight 
next morning, —_ *s troops could be thrown ther in line, when a 
stubborn fi ut fs way thro But before long, Banks’s whole line nearly 
gesvounses st cut through, and the following night ed the 


WELL with his company and regiment, in Banks's 
otattie and afterwards crossed into the Valley 
of V teed tn in > tle of Cedar Mountain. Thence came the 
retrea water hoe finally to the lines in and around Washing- 
ton; then ~ the battle of A re atetaan wa his company and regiment were 


himself 
me to this Gord res a a brigadier, and after the battle of 


Antietam the then ‘Oneni n Andrews was promoted, and CoGswWELL received 
-_ promotion to be lieutenant-colonel of the regiment, which he 

mmanded as lieutenant-colonel and colonel — he was promoted on the 
field atSarannah to the command of a e and - ed to the command 
of the Third Division of the Twentieth Army Co ch pao he held 


until a the ee review in Washington an his. muster out of service 
in Jul ae, =. 
errillas under the notorious Captain 


WELL conducted a night ex 
into see hi turing a 7 tool of gu 

po in the encounter. For this CoGsWeELL received many 
ore mi Nor ring he took ok partie 7 Hooker's campaign at eae 
at tl wing spring his 


and at the pon fy disastrous battle 
rome 8 the field, and fromn, the 


command, mores the olen 


tion across the river 


oye & er 


the Potomac 
ent and 19 others were selected as 
in Potomac to eo beak $0 to New York 
to quell the riot, svete: that elt ian and subdue . sehel mob which then 


seemed to have bd a duty w 

coolness and caution ona sf ies execution Coesw 

regiment in Cit ty Hall Park, age Ss ee ot yee 

for the ae of two weeks. 

his regiment CoGswELL Bo Smee. 

where it remained until after the battle of Chickamauga, when 
the Twelfth, and the Eleventh Corps, both under Hooker, were 

to Tennessee and becam became part of the Army of the Cumberland. 

‘While his Sree was the line 


esulting in S ae < eee 
moved nu ey Chew and there he made by General 
Commandant of Atlanta while the Union troops held the place, from 


Apri 18, 
per 8 to Movember If 1864. This command he held with from 12,00 

until after the Union Army had moved South a hem 

with his Sel joined main body 

was engaged in front of the works ther 

sone wich he = sent with his regiment to Ary Ie 


in the 1 vannah of cutting off Hardee's: 
treat; but that rewren) 5 ant already begun before this this expedition was com. 


le’ and Sa 

. At point, as os hen ten stated, Colonel Coa: 

the field and fi Bean abrigade command. Crossing 

Lstdagh Both nd Nor Garant costed 
t Sees attacks of the re 


At the battle of Averysboro, in 
1 heavily, and in cedeatn teecee tak htly wounded 
Two days su —y - was detached from its corps and ord. red to 
the Foeswoents ae ~> ae witnlly beh vision had just 
rees, meeting and oh Fees Saocenal lin en, ot 
ov ve es of the en: ar 
Xs'was said in the words of another, “The next morning three distinct «.n%: 
rebel dead could be seen in rear of COGSWELL's line, which showed 
a that it had broken and driven back three d the enemy. 
was knocked over by a piece of 
fared” “With hi his command he marched to 
fon eapit ted to Sherman; thence up through Ric he 
ashington; and, as stated before, in July, ix¢’ 
now pe the Washing rice, having Fen dered a continuous, ac tive 
servieo in the held of four years and three onths. 


In addition to this story of the General's own com 
add just a brief statement ss @ man who served in the same 
command—Gen. Benjamia Harrison, ex-President of the United 
States. He writes to Mrs. Cogswell as follows: 


I did esteem him very highly and we had much delightful intercourse. 
was a man whose h was of bore and 

gallant soldier in a. @ hearty, and ble comrade—and a just, kind. 
clear-headed man. If this brief but most sincere tribute can be made use of 
in any eae Se ee ee enon 00 wee it, and I am glad 
that your letter gives me an opportunity to express my appreciation of a 


noble man. 
BENJAMIN HARRISON. 


SWELL Was promoted o 
yay hh Carolina at the 
and difficult campaign 
eaties freaesatly with his regi- 
bel cavalry, which hovers ad 


his brigade was actively envage d, 


ition, I will 


He 
courage—an unflinching and 


Most sincerely, yours, 


It was not my fortune during my military service to have been 
associated with General CoGSwELL. Soon after the war I met 
him in various military and political channels, and the friendship 
then formed endured to the end. He was brave, loyal, a devoted 
friend, and an honorable and outspoken opponent. 

At the time of his death he Pens one of the most distinguished, 
if not the most distinguished osumaiiing soldiers who served 
from Massachusetts in the "Geil war. His career in public life 
since the war, both at home and here in Congress, was a cre«lit to 
himself and an honor to his State. His associates here, regardless 
of party or séction, unite in sorrow for his loss and honor to his 
memory. In the words of Burns, 

He was an honest man: if there is another wort » he lives in bliss; 
If there is no other world he made the best of 

Before taking my seat I — read a brief il which I have 
received from my colleague, Mr. McCaLL, who would have taken 
part in these memorial services: 


House oF REPRESENTATIV mS, 
Washington, D. C., April 18 

My DEAR GENERAL: on pensive engogumant out of the city ai ys pre 
vent m3 much to my regret, from being present on Saturday at the consid- 
—- the resolution in honor of our former e, Gen. WILLIAM 
among members of the House 
ed. He was able, 

- by, anh his death was a 
of everybody and the warm 

to say, I was one. 


8. Ww. McCALL 
Gen. anal F.D 
House of 


Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I much ereeret that the pres- 

sure of public business has capinanel wns reparing g some- 

thing worthy of this ammivena of our Reaae 0 is the subject 

of these memorial ceremonies, but I am left to speak from the 

of the moment. I came to know General CocswELl 

full of nship and 

day I met I felt that he was a man 

a worthy of allhonor. Our friend- 

Llook back over an experience of seven 

which have been made in that 

whom I have been brought in 

contact, I hesitate not to say that not one of them stands out more 

prominently in memory than our deceased friend, General (00s 
WELL. 


As Sn eee een have been made in 
this body since I have been a member of it, I recall many that 
have impressed me with the la’ skill the orator’s power, 
but, sir, I recall no speech in time that exhibited the great 
virtue of patriotism more than the one made by General (005 
WELL to which caine tent been made. I can never forget the 
im made me mf Fv phate the Atlanta Exposition. 
Twas to the bill to Tyoted against it; 
I doubt not that my honored friend fiend oho aiis before ne (Mr. 












1896. 








yeErs] voted against it; but the broad, catholic spirit of that 
- am its genuine patriotism won me for life to the man who 


Mr Speaker , there was another quality of General CoGswELL 
which the honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] has 
referred to, and which impressed itself upon ne vee knew 


him narrowness in his composition. political 
ue. ian wae P and fixed, but he did not ‘‘play” 
tics at the of his patriotism. -A lie, duplicity in any 


‘orm, could not live in his nature. He was the personification of 


frankn , With all that the word imports, was his 
chief Sa . For of all the qualities with which human 
nature is endowed I believe that one which General CoGswELL 


to a higher extent than any other is the most beautiful 
most worthy of a His was indeed a manhood 
all its elements. 

m I mourn the death of our friend, for I counted 
; but, as has been well said, his life was not 

great trouble in this country which suc- 
civil war aeeeral ~ etme as @ prominent factor = 
i much, in my humble judgment, as any man who 

ae oaliae the fires of that strife forever; 
upon any man as a 


| 


E 
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Fi 
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uRTE 
: au 


i 
i 


ur country. 

of the great men of the Common- 
Massachusetts is written, the historian will find many 
powers of oratory, or for their legal 
in art and in science; but, believe me, there 
catalogue of the distinguished men of 
she can more proudly point as a fit ob- 
emulation of her children in a sturdy and robust man- 
ILLIAM COGSWELL, our friend gonenow forever. And 
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character and drop a flower—a tribute of 
his new-made grave. 


ea * tho inst eeeeeth | seen Parawin - = need 
t of e lottery o wing seats place¢ 
me General CoGswELL, and he seemed to take pleasure in 
inducting me to my new position, instructing me about my duties, 
smoothing the way into pleasant and useful associations, and ex- 
ercising & ee pent which was most helpful and agree- 
abie at the time led to an intimacy and a gratitude which 
impels me now to a word of expression. I appreciate how ade- 
quately he has already been portrayed and s only attempt to 
summarily what to me was most impressive in his 
as I saw him here and what I think was the secret of 

wide influence. It was a quality of frank, direct, courageous 
sincerity which marked all words and conduct. I do not 
think he was endowed with those shining traits which inevitably 
catch public admiration and raise a man above his fellows. He 
was ant seeenee brilliant or profound or farseeing or elo- 
ent, brought to emergency a strong min ided 

a orelltidien’s beats and his judgment was never clouded 
ao ’s baneful calculation of pene consequences. 
He chose what seemed to him right, without afterthought, and 
hence his decision was quick and sound and earned respect and 


In social intercourse he won and his friends by no art or 
oo disclosure of his real eatly, and 

man who does not seek to hide his defects 
reserve, and extended acquaintance extended 
t trustworthiness. He was a warm 


ene not without prejudices, and I think what quickest 
a 


was seeiey, pcinging not from 
conviction, but tical prudence. such assumption 
he was innocent and outspoken in his contempt. Indeed, 
his aversion led him to the other extreme 


! 
1 


i 


5 


338 


of he almost posed as more | ient 
to vice than was his nature. Not only did he never Vienne’ 
virtue if eee, bat virtnss were ingrained in his 


being he never was this same quality of tenta- 
tous sincerity Wich gave lmprestvenens to hs pbc salehanees 


For w a he was 
aha teas eae 
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certain propriety in this conclusion. Albert Gallatin, in 1818, 
wrote to Baring Bros., in reply to their tender of alucrative position: 

I will not accept your obliging offer, because a man who has had the direc- 
tion of the finances of his country as long as I have should not die rich. 

And although that showed a sensitiveness far abovethe modern 
standard, and which perhaps can not be logically defended, yet it 
appeals directly to the popular heart. And I think some of the 
warm sympathy and attachment to General CoGsweELL sprang 
from the fact that public office never brought to him private 
luxury. That heshould leave at his death an estate less than $500 
was accepted as a natural and honorable result of a pure and dis- 
interested public career. 

His position here was eminent and distinguished. infiuential 
alike from personal popularity and proved desert. Perhaps his 
associates were unconsciously affected, too, by the knowledge that 
he had been a brilliant soldier; that his energy and prudence and 
dauntless courage had made him a general when in appearance 
yet a boy, though this was never disclosed by any allusion of his 
own. To those of us who have only known the *‘ canker of a long 
peace ” the reputation of success in war invests its possessors with 
a glamour to which their perils well entitle them, and which I 
trust may never be diminished. The fact that at 26 he had fought 
his way to the head of a brigade gave authority to his opinions. 
Indeed, there was ever about him a flavor of that blunt directness 
which we associate with the resolute soldier. And if he had not 
the poetic, quivering imagination which soars into the highest 
flights of eloquence he was free from the feverish and variable 
judgment of the poet; if he lacked the profound and all-embracing 
grasp of the philosopher he had not his uncertainty and hesitation 
in action; if he was not gifted with genius he was without its aber- 
rations and eccentricities and mistakes. God gave him a noble 
heart and strong talents, which he did not hide in a napkin, but so 
employed them as to be more effectual and fruitful for himself 
and for his country than endowments far more lavish. His use- 
fui career seems but the acting out of his manly nature, and well 
illustrates the classic admonition— 


To thine own self be true, and it must follow as the night the day, thou 
cans't not then be false to any man. 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the resolu- 
tions. 

The resolutions were adopted unanimously; and the House ac- 
cordingly, as a mark of respect to the memory of General Coas- 
WELL (at2 o'clock and 51 minutes p. m.), adjourned until Monday, 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commn- 
— were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 

ows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for rent of the Miner School 
Building for the current fiscal year—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting estimates of deficiencies for pay of Navy, and miscellaneous 
pay for the years 1894, 1895, and 1896—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

By Mr. CATRON, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.7716) to amend 
section 1921 of the Revised Statutes, and for other purposes, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1362); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois, from the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of 
the Senate (S. 1675) to prevent the carrying of obscene literature 
and articles designed for indecent and immoral use from one State 
or Territory into another State or Territory, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1363); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill &. 1565) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Howland. 
(Report No. 1360.) 


BILLS AND 
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By Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 7658) for the relief of Stephen R. Stafford, 
Fifteenth Infantry, United States Army. ( ri No. 1364. 

By Mr. DENN ’, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (8. 
No. 3) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Company. (Report 

0. 1365.) 

- Mr KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Pensions: 

e bill (H. R. 5708) grantin a sion to M. Macauley, 
— of late Brig. oes.) Danie uley, United States Volun- 
(Report No. 

The Mill. &. $316) gran a pension to Cora L. Dodge. 

(hao No. 1367.) ae 


y Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H.R. 
780) r801) to refer the claim of Joseph W. Parish to the Secretary of | to 
jury for examination and report. (Report No. 1368. ) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
< the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
lows: 
By Mr. KULP: A bill (H.R. 8294) donating four condemned 
cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Monnu- 


= Association, of Catawissa, Pa.—to the Committee on Naval 
a 


Also, a bill (H.R. 8295) donating one condemned cannon and 
two of condemned cannon balls to Captain Jackson Post, 


P. 
Grand Army of the Republic, No. 159, Berwick, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


— a bill (H.R. 8296) donating four condemned cannon and 
four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Lincoln Post, No. 140, 
Pa., for their Soldiers’ Monumental Association—to 

the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


By Mr. BAILEY (by nest): A bill (H.R. 8297 2S 
insurance panera Bf the Indian Territory—to the . Committee 
to m 


on the Judiciary. 

Also (by request), a bill (H.R. 8298) relating in 
the Indian Territory—to the ee on the Judiciar 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill [= . R. 8299) eaating the ri right of way 
to the Chattan Rapid it Company to lay ‘cok into the 

ounds of the C ne an and re National Park—to 

Committee on vu (os 

By Mr. HITT: A bill R. 8313) auth 
cannon from the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock 
Park, in Galena, Ill.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were Se ae 
a consideration of the following bills; which were as 
Tho ill (H. R. 8154) for the relief of Alice Severy—Committee 


on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


Papers in the case of Frederick Fisher—Committee on Invalid 
erin: ome , and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, — of the following titles 
were ted and referred as 
. BREWSTER: A bill —_— Rt 8300) granting an increased 
— to Isaiah F', Force—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H.R.8301) granting an increase of 
pension to Rufus H. Duncan—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
Also, a bill (H. en eee eee Te 
Bloodgood—to to the Pensi 
By FENTON: A bill (H. R. 8803) toincrease the pension of 
Lorenzo Thomas—to Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. HADLEY: eee ene ne 
 Parkapilo—to the on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. Bll B. 6309) for the reli of Henry 
oS Mr. a bill LB 8900) ting a pension to Dar- 
vy : gran a 
“= T. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R.8307) to remove of de- 
gertlon now standing James rege od on the 1 of the 
Mr. LON A bill (H. R.8808) gr pension to Eliza 
G: a 
iBpae LONG: Atl Gi 


‘Ao bil (3-1. $0) forthe relief of Simon Neyneir—to the 


phe Sener te 
d, Ill., to Grant 
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Also, a bill (H.R. —— for the relief of Permelia R. Parris—;, 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 8311) for the relief of John 
w.T. to the Committee on Affairs. 
Also, a (H. R. 8312) for the relief of Finn—to the Com- 
mittee a iin Attain 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause lof Rule XXII, the following tions and ya per: 
Sooo pt pon) = — 
By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of Frank Nadler, of Daven- 
{ont an Iowa, asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. & 38, 
and 5560, eee ee ounce, and 
amend the postal laws re tosecond-classand free mattor— 
to the Gommitice on the and Post-Roads, 
Mr. DOCKERY: Petition of citizens of Stewartsville, \{o. 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and 83s; 
the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Offic. ::,| 


Post-Roads. 
By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of the city council of the city of 
Sion Towa, in behalf of the and international 
tion at Omaha—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Rone EVANS: Petition of J. W. McGee and others; ais of 
W.M. Dauner, of Louisville, Ky., for favorable action on 
House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and , to provide 1-cent letter ) at 
age per half ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating to 
secend-dless and fees saatier—40 the Coummitteoon the Post-Uttic, 
and Post-Roads. 
Mr. FLYNN: Petition of 500 citizens of Indian Territory, 
See a go ei holding United 


the Committee aa 
Mr. HART (by (by request): Petition Young Men’s 
tian Association of Chunk, ain aah ake for favor- 
able action on House poate Nos. 838 to provide 

ounce, a to amend the postal 


eee , ee 
whe cer Bs to second class and free matter—to the Committes 


ey 7 Mr. HARTMAN: fe ponemmmenses eo of C. F. 
Schwab and others; also of J. A. Carnegie other citizens, all 
of the State of Montana, against - the statue of Pére 
Marquette to remain in Statuary the Committee on the 


HILL (by ee Petition of Charles P. Haller, gen- 

Conn.; eee J. ea i taking for 

a m., asking for 

favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to pro- 

vide 1-cent letter half ounce, and to amend the postal 

laws relating to matter—to the Committee on the 
Mr. HULING See: Petition of citi f W 

zens oO! est 

Virginia, protesting “i statue of Pére mette remain- 

the Capitol of United States—to the Committee on the 


By Mr. LEIGHTY: Paper to House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion against James Hennessy; of Battery B, 
eee tee cen itary Affairs. 


By Mr. LINTON: and remonstrance of citizens of 
Montpelier, Vt.; also of Jacob Gunsaul and other residents of 
Covert, Mich.; also of citizens of Ravenswood, W. Va., protesting 

the statue of remaining in Statuary Hall—to 


of the mayor and city council 
council of Aurora, Nebr., in favor 
at Omaha—to the Committee 


eee eee Arm of the Re- 
City, Nebr.; also of idk Post, No. 

of Oakdale, N or the 
ae. e Com- 


me J.T. Reynolds 
County, Pa., “favor- 


eaten money (ue 
nee sent purposes— 
oe eee Merchants’ Associa- 


Mass., urging the establishment of a departm«nt 
manufactures—to the Committee on Inter='\'¢ 


Boston Merchants’ Association, favoring 
pony Saienpegy aan 40 the Committee 


Remonstrance and petition of Fran's 
» of Geurtze and others, all of Albany, 
of a statue of Pére Marquette—to 











April 20, 1896, ? 


tee on Commerce, United Senate, a letter from the Attor- 
ney-General, with inclosures referred to, relative to the 

the Fox and Wisconsin rivers; which, on motion 
of Mir Vi.as, was ordered to be printed, and, with the accom- 


n papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He ale iid fore 2 ii ceedtine, te seapenm tora vesstetion 

. , in response to a ution 

of F. 4, 1806, @ statement of the bids for bonds recently 

tor sale by him, the names and residences of the 

bidders, the amounts bid, and detailed information; which, 

oo masta Of Bie ES, was codeeed t be pointed, end, with the 
accompanying papers, ordered to lie on the 


PRESIDENT tempore presented a petition of the Mer- 
quni of dt Louis, Mo.; a petition of the Alton Board 
of Trade of Til., and a petition of the Central Association 
of Retail Merchants of Nyack, N. Y., praying for the establish- 
ment of of commerce and manufactures; which were 
referred to the Committee on Com 


merce. 
. SHERMAN ted a petition in the form of resolutions 
chat by the Traies and Labor Council of Piqua, Ohio, having 


of 1 ing for the free and unlimited coinage 
of silver; ieas-cotiersd to Iie on the tate 
Mr. Lprccented a petition of the Congregational 
‘Church of Benton 


, Mich.., Sa the enactment of a 

Sunday-rest law for the District of ; which was referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

; ALLEN a petition of the New York Mercantile 


for the passage of House bill No. 8008, relating 
oe was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture ’ 

He also presented sundry of clerks of 
Omaha, Hastings, and all in the State of Nebraska, pray- 
eee ene for a reclas- 

in the railwa Ww were re- 
ferred to on and Post-Roads. 

Mr. a of sundry citizens of Jeffer- 


passage of bill No. 7606, 
—_ = pension to Lucy Ord Mason; which was 
to the Committee on Pensions. 






ig a 
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pose, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs; which 
was to. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3852) to amend the record of William 
H. De Freest, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2178) to provide for 
the purchase of a site, and for the erection of a public building 
thereon at Salt Lake City, the capital of the State of Utah, and at 
Ogden, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 131) to provide for the purchase of a site, and the erection 
of a public building thereon, at Nashua, in the State of New 
Hampshire, repo it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. Frye), from the Committee 
on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2391) to amend 
section 2981 of the Revised Statutes as amended by the act of June 
10, 1880, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN (for Mr. Berry), from the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2265) to provide for the 
reimbursement of the expense of constructing a sewer upon the 
permanent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark., reported it without 
amendment. and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2725) to establish a railroad bridge across the 
Illinois River at a point within 5 miles from and above the upper 
limits of Grafton and a point in Calhoun County in said State 
opposite or nearly opposite the said point in Jersey County, all in 
the State of Dlinois, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam directed by the Committee on A ppropri- 
ations, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7664) making ap- 
a for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 

year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, to report 
it with amendments, and I submita report thereon. I give notice 
that at the earliest practicable moment I shall ask the Senate to 
consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

on the Calendar. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2503) for the relief of Addison A. Hosmer, 
—e it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. HILL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1832) to define the rights of purchasers under 
mo authorized by an act of Congress approved April 20, 
1871, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2101) to extend the provisions of 
an act to provide for the muster and pay of certain officers and 
enlisted men of the volunteer forces, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 606) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the late 
Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


NATIONAL HOME FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 


Mr. HAWLEY. By the instruction of the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs I report, back favorably the joint resolution (H. Res. 
160) to appoint four members of the Board of Managers of the 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and I beg leave 
to have it acted upon now. I can explain the reason if desired. 

The read the joint resolution, and, by unanimous 
consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
ite consideration. It provides for the appointment of William B. 
Franklin, of Conuecticut; Thomas J. Henderson, of Plinois; 

L. Beal, of Maine, and Grorer W. Sreene, of Indiana, as 
mem of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Dis- 
abled Volunteer Soldiers of the United States. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


SEWERAGE WORK AT FORTRESS MONROE, 


Mr. HAWLEY. From the Committee on Military Affairs I 
submit a report to accompany the joint resolution (H. Res. 168) 
to amend the act approved August 1, 1894, making appropriations 
for fortifications and other works of defense, etc., heretofore re- 


Meanwhile the bill will be 


me. 

I et Ao to ask for the immediate consideration of the joint 
resolution. It is to complete the sewerage work at Fortress Mon- 
roe, It appropriates no money, but diverts a portion of an unex- 
pended appropriation to that purpose. The Chief of Engineers 
says the work ought to be done now for the health of the post. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will briefly explain the joint resolution. In 
the act of 1894 it was provided that not to exceed $75,000 might be 
expended upon a sewerage system badly needed at that place, 
one-half of it to be contributed by private parties, the owners of 
the hotels and other buildings. e work was done finally for 
$45,000. The private parties paid their $22,500 and the United 
States expended its $22,500, leaving, if I recollect aright, $15,000 
of the United States sum of $387,500 free. Five thousand dollars 
of that amount the Chief of Engineers says must be expended to 
provide a system for flushing the sewers. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


THOMAS JOHNSON, 


Mr. WALTHALL. I am directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 365) to fix the 
date of the discharge of Thomas Johnson, to report it without 
amendment. It is a House bill of less than four lines and can be 


oe of ina minute. I ask unanimous consent that it may be 
pu 


upon its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to fix the date 
of the discharge of Thomas Johnson, Company L, Seventh Ken- 
tucky Cavalry, at November 20, 1862. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


PACIFIC RAILROADS, 


Mr. PUGH. At the request of my colleague [Mr. MorGAN], a 
member of the Committee on Pacific Railroads, who is unable to 
be present in the Senate, I present his views, representing the 
minority, adverse to the (S. 2894) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and telegraph 
line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure 
to the Government the use of the same for pote. military, and 
other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; also to amend an act a 

roved July 2, 1 and also an act rr May 7, 1878, bo 

amendment of said first-mentioned act and other acts amenda- 
tory thereof and supplemental thereto, and to provide for the 
settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid in 
the construction of certain salvoade, and to secure the payment 
of all indebtedness to the United States of certain companies 
therein mentioned, I ask that the minority report may be printed 
in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tuurston in the chair). 
The Senator from Alabama asks that the report presented on be- 
Jae colleague may be printed in the Recorp, Is there ob- 

on : 
Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to ask the Senator from Alabama a 
—— first. Is the minority report the large book he holds in 


? 

Mr. PUGH. Ne, sir; it is only 36 pages of this book. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is the 36 pages of the minority report 
itself, without the accompanying papers, that the Senator desires 
ean Y sir; the minority rt, making 36 

; . Yes, sir; the minority report, g 36 pages. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Without the documents? 

Mr. PUGH. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I make no objection. 
an an IN. Has the majority report been printed in the 

ECORD 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to make a remark in reference to the 
inadvertent statement made by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
ee his colleague _ oe a of 
the ority of the committee. I wish to state that the as 
agreed upon and reported to the Senate by the chairman of the 
committee, the Senator from Iowa . GEAR], is not the unani- 
mous of the committee. I did not agree and do not now 
agree with the rest of the committee as tc so much of the bill at 
least as relates to the p settlement with the Union Pacific 
Railway Company, and I have reserved the right to file such mi- 
nority as I shall deem best. The report which the Senator 

. oe , rey represents the views of the 
bama [Mr. MorGan], also in the minority. 
Mr. PUGH. Alone. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to printing 


he ney sae 
Mr. AL . I merely desire to ask if the majority report 
has been printedin the Recorp. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It has not yet been filed. The Senator's col- 
maaree, the seat Bepend from serene Geen. has not filed 

report, an not been 6 KECORD.. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tho Chair understands that the 

RN ee ee ee een 
‘ . Isuggest that the tworeports should be printed 


— 


together in the same document in some way. It would seem that 
the majority report should be _ in the REcorRD at the same 
time that the minority re ; 

Mr. PUGH. Has the Senator from Iowa any information as to 
the time when the majority report will be made? 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no information on the subject. 

Mr. CHANDLER, If the Senator will allow me, when I as- 
sented to having the minority report printed in the Recorp [ ha 
the impression that the majority report had been printed in th, 
RecorpD. I recall now that no report has been printed, but only 
the bill. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] asked that the 
bill might be — in the Recorp, and it is all that has been 

rinted. So I do not think the minority report should be printed 
the Recorp at this time. 

Mr. PUGH. Is the Senator able to say that there will be g 

mages report? 
. BRICE. The Senator from Alabama will allow me for a 
moment. agen — Committee on rae Railroads is 
now engaged in revising ac 0! © majority of 
the committee, and it will be formally presented to the Senate 
within a day or two. I suggest that as soon as the majority 
report has been prepared the minority report, or both minority 
reports, in case there shall be two, shall be printed in the same 
document or at the same time. 

Mr. GEAR. I will state at the same time—— 

= PUGH. I will withhold the minority report on that state. 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
withdraws the minority report. 

Mr. GEAR. I will state for the information of the Senator 
from Alabama that the eee is practically made out, 
and I am waiting for some figures the ome | as to when 
the a yment, if Co shall adopt the bill as reported 
by the committee, would fall due. I shall be able to present it 
to-morrow or the next day. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill s. 2895) for the relief of 
J. M. Johnson, administrator of Henry Johnson, d; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 


Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2896) to 
register for the ship Charles R. Flint; w was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a es 2897) for the relief of John T. 
Brewster; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 2898) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge over the once ver from the city of McKees- 
port to township of , Allegheny County, Pa.; which 
was read twice by its title, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on . 

Mr. HARRIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 2899) granting 
the right of way to the Chattanooga Rapid Transit Company to 
lay a track and the necessary turn-outs into the grounds of 
the Chickams and Chattanooga National Park, in the State of 
; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2900) granting an in- 
crease of pension to a: ; Ww was read twice by 
its I and referred to Committee on Pensions. 


e ENT tempore (Mr. Frye) (by request) intro- 
duced a bill (8. 2901 as the United stoves Annuity 
was 


de an American 


to incorporate 
, D. C.; Ww read twice by its 

on the District of Columbia. 

S. 2902) for the establishment of a 

light and fog signal on Duck e; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Comm 


erce. 
GROUND MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr.CANNON. Lintroducea joint resolution. I ask that it be 
read at length and lie on the table; and I give notice that to-morrow 
I shall submit some observations upon it at the conclusion of the 
routine morning business. : 

The joint resolution (S. R. ee for the appointment 
of a commission to report upon practicability of establishing 
near Washington, D. C., a map of the United States, was 
oo gemma ye de and the second time at length, 45 

ows: 


of a commission of five citizens 
made in the manner: Three 
tes, one by the 

of presenta- 

report to Con- 

establishing, at oT 


merica 











natural and artificial features of the surface, showing geo- 
topogran Tivisions also mountains, and valleys, forests, lakes, and 
streams, cities and villages; and that commission is to serve without 


PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Utah asks 
eaat the joint resolution lie on the table. If there be no objec- 
tion, that order will be made. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. CHANDLER submitted three amendments intended to be 
prope him to the naval by bill; which were re- 
erred > hes Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed UAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be _—o 

BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil apoE bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore (Mr. Frye) submitted an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed by him to the fortifications appro- 
priation bill; which was refe to the Committee on Military 


Me HAWLEY subsequently, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to whom was refe the amendment submitted by Mr. 
Frye on this day, intended to be proposed to the fortifications 

tion bill, the amendment providing that the ordnance 
now on duty in Washington as disbursing officer and 
Chief of Ordnance, United States Army, shall here- 
the rank of major, reported it without amendment, 
that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
; which was agreed to. 
submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 


F 


lH 


Be 
aE 


ise 
SBE 
it 


submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered 


sei 
un 


PLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. ™ 
; SBROUGH submitted the following resolution; which 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, directed to furnish 

at his earliest convenience with a statement of the amount of 

” claimed to be due the employees of the Governinent Print- 
year 1892-93. 


Ue 


ae 
iF 
il 
E 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Clerk, announced that the House had passed 


authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle 
legal representatives of 8. W. Marston, late 
dian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for services 


ding for a naval training station on the 
(or Goat Island) in the harbor of San 

and for other purposes. 

also announced that the House had passed the fol- 

joint resolution; in which it requested the con- 

Senate: 

468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J. 


2618) granting honorable discharge to Andrew V. 


R. 

R. 

R. 2689) granting a pension to Charlotte Weirer; 

R. 2740) to carry into effect the findings of the Court 
in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Inde- 
County, Ark.; 

(H. R. 8112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote 


(H.R. pas?) te remove the charge of desertion from the 

record of Anthony O’Grady, alias John Davis; 

H.R. 3772) to correct the muster roll of Company I of 
Iowa Infantry Volunteers; 

R. 3932) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 


4456) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 

one condemned cannon and four pyramids of con- 
balls to the ron in the city of St. 

,, to be used at or near the foot of the soldiers’ monu- 

cemetery ; } 

or granting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Gaffney; 


pit 
fel 
aA 


pe 
: 
=e 


Hite 
. ai 


slfkE 


. 


J 


u 


gzes>e>® 
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granting a pension to Margaret A Luthy; 
granting a pension to Mrs. ia B. Brinton; 
) to correct the military record of Elbridge 


.R. 7161) for the reliet of Benjamin F. Jones; 
-R.7172) donating four con cannon and four 
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yramids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 

ociation of Allegan, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland; 
oe bill (H. R. 8012) donating condemned cannon and cannon 

8; 

A bill (H. R.8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass 
cannon; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, to be posted by the soldiers’ monument at 
St. Johnsbury, Vt. 

The message further announced that the House had passed a 
concurrent resolution, authorizing the Public Printer to print and 
bind in paper covers 500 copies of the report of the commanding 
officer of the Watertown Arsenal of tests of materials for indus- 
trial and other purposes; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also communicated to the Senate resolutions of the 
House commemorative of the life and character of Hon. William 
Cogswell, late a Representative from the State of Massachusetts. 


PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to give notice that on 
Wednesday morning next, immediately after the conclusion of 
the morning business, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2281) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act 
granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 
1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Chero- 
kee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892, 
for the purpose of enabling me to submit some remarks. 


STATUE OF JAMES MARQUETTE, 


Mr. VILAS. I give notice that on Wednesday, the 29th instant, 
at the conclusion of the routine morning business, I shall ask 
the Senate to receive a communication from ti.e governor of 
Wisconsin, tendering the Congress the statue of James Marquette, 
and to ask such further action in reference to the same as may be 
appropriate. 





HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. H. J. 
Kiernan; 

A bill (H. R. 2689) granting a pension to Charlotte Weirer: 

A bill (H. R. 3112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fair- 


fax; 
A bill (H.R. 3932) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Rich- 


ardson; 
A bill (H. R. 4475) grar:ting a pension to Mrs. Catherine Gaffney; 
A bill (H. R. 4712) granting a pension to Margaret A. Luthy; 


and 
A bill (H. R. 5667) granting a pension to Mrs. Maria B. Brinton. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 2618) granting honorable discharge to Andrew V. 


Sende; 

A bill (H. R. 3671) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
we | record of Anthony O’Grady, alias John Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 3772) to correct the muster roll of Company I of 
the Seventh Iowa Infantry Volunteers; and 

A bill (H. R. 5999) to correct the military record of Elbridge 
McFadden. 

The following bills and joint resolution were severally read 
twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of con- 
demned cannon balls to the Cemetery Association in the city of 
St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the soldiers’ 
monument in said cemetery; 

A bill (H. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four 
pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument 
Association of Allegan, Mich.; 

A bill (H. R. 8012) donating condemned cannon ané cannon 


3; 

A bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. I., two condemned mounted brass 
cannon; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver condemned cannon to Chamberlain Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, to be posted by the soldiers’ monument at 
St. Johnsbury, Vt. 

The bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect the findings of the 
Court of Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Inde- 
pendence County, Ark., was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 
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The bill (H. R. 7161) for the relief of aes Jones was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the ittee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

The bill (H. R. 7285) for the relief of George McFarland was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 


TESTS OF MATERIALS FOR INDUSTRIAL AND OTHER PURPOSES. 


The PRESIDENT pro Soampons laid before the Senate the follow- 
4ng concurrent resolution of House of ives; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved me day House of sentatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and in paper 


eeereet So commana of the Watertown 
for industrial and other purposes made at said 
during the fiscal year ended June 80, 1893. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent to proceed to the 
consideration of the Indian tion bill. 
. WOLOOTT. Ishonld to ask if the Senator from Kan- 
sas [Mr. Perrer] is aware of the purpose to call up the appro- 
ion bill at this time? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. He is. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6249) mak- 


a iations for current and t of the 
Tatian cat andi tullifling treaty stipalations sith werloas 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 


P\the PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 


ing question is on 
the amendment submitted by the Senator Prous Zenans [Mr. Per- | claim. 


7: which will be read. 
e SECRETARY. On page 59, line 8, after the word “ schools,” 

And i case, if such there be, where the provisions shall op- 
gpenato Gepeive Indian children of preeent school Gacilitics, es; 
Se eee eee mages —— 
sapestte Dangeum ob4he epening af Uhe nent Sapeier eeutten. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDENT pro The question recurs on the 


tempore. 
ainendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter], which 
will be read. 


The Srorerary. In line 20, page 58, strike out all after the 

word “Alaska” down to and including the word ‘‘schools,” in 

— 8, page 59, and including the amendment just adopted, and 
rt: 


to 
prac- | the Senate is the 


the line 20, on 
59. a ne ee ae 


amendment 
junior Senator from Montana [Mr. CarTER]? 
Mr. SOOKRELL. I offer Saincnences come in after the 
amendment just adopted. 


Mr. TELLER. 
— until the Senator from 
© seems to be away. Does he 


?- 
“ir. PETTIGREW. I think perhaps it is 
item until the Senator from Montana returns. 
he will be here this evening at 5 o'clock, 


Roe een up the reserved amendment on 
The PRESIDENT pro tem: Is there objection to passing 


over the ? The Chair hears 
oe 
asks unanimous consent to take up the amendment on page 


Mr. ae ask “a amendment offered by the 
Senator from Missouri may be ordered printed. 
ULKNER. It 


Mr. FA 
: ee tnow. 


Mr. WILSON. Iask the from th Dakota if he wil] 
not yield to me to offer an amendment on page 50. It is a very 
short amendment and I think it will be adopted without oppos'- 
tion. It will take but a minute. 


s Appropriations report to 
the committee amendment ending with line 3, on 
page 56, the following: 

of the Interior be, ais —™ , authorized and di- 


. immedi- 


“An act 
other aan ae 
purposes,” : 
To ¥ 
To Charles A: Webi administra tor of estate of C. M. MeLoud, $5,050. 
To Marcus Erwin, of the estate of Marcus Erwin, deceased, 


ions to sup- 
June 30, 1804, 


Theodore H. N. McPherson, b 
er E. Carey, executrix tee eatate of James J. Newell, deceased, 


‘o John A. Sibbald, $1,000. 
nel W 


To ‘ 
To Reese H. Voorhees and John Paul Jones, $7,003.86. 
To David A. McK t, $1,000. 
To C. M. Carter. 
To Belva A. Lockwood, $1,000. 
To Joel Bi. Bryan, tho remainder of said sum of money after paying th 
‘oel M. sum ing the 
© sums, be the same more or less: Provided, Phat avery 
person receiving the sums herein stated shall receipt in full for all claims 
upon the aforesaid fund. 


The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison agreeinz to 
the amendment of the Committee an dugeepiietions which has 


read. 
Mr. BATE. I should like much to have some explanation 
of the amendment. No one hear it read on this side of the 


Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, Iam in favor of disagreeing 
this amendment. I understand the question now before 
a pene Sanlesticmtaatie ha : , from — 4, 
on page 56, to and inclu op page 57. Lam not willing 
is now before me to vote to give the affirm: - 

to these claims. Ican not find out any- 

to me in the time that I have 

the claims. I have been 

to this amendment and 

and also by coun- 

not think that the apportion- 


here at one time and 

Settlers’ fund amounting to more 

whole amount alma by 

names given 

to do with 

defending 

money in 

me on this 

corruption 
fees 


2 


upon to approve by our 

to these attorneys by 

, who shall have $°!.- 
Lockwood, who shal! have 
fees, I understand, 


on this sub- 

speak. It is, 
information that | a 
do not think 
separately 
seems to me 
the amount should be placed 


ay 
( if 
ki 
i 
i 


F 


i 
j 


3% 
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KF 
31 

Ei 
! 











some one else rather than upon the two Houses of 


ppom sing alaw. If an adjudication is made, and it is found that 

to so much, B is entitled to so much, and that 

é to so much, and so on, the authority to pay should 

bea authority to the claims as they have been adjudi- 

by competent eee eee 

ourselves the responsi paying individual claims as 
stand here upon record. 


; unless some very clear explanation is made of 
; it will all be stricken out. 


is 
ue 
rte 
Te 
lil 
lee 
tel 


enforce them by taking the money of somebody who is 
delivering it over tocertain 

would like to have it. It is a clear act of adjudica- 
Senator from New Hampshire = CHANDLER] has 
It is a judgment; it is existence of a con- 
ee coer and I like to know whether 
ever been had by any of our committees as to the 
the services performed. [If this 


a 


its face this claim is not merely fraudulent, but it is, to put 
it a steal, clean and unvarnished, from one end 
a Itis a proposition to put the hand in the pocket of 
somebody who can not here, who can not be heard here, 
and $29,000 he money of the Indians to this man 
, whatever he may have done. What did he do? What 
service has he rendered? Where is there a report showing these 
facts? Where could there be a report in the jurisdiction of the 
Senate to give him any money out of the funds of these Indians? 
If they made the contract, there are courts in this land whereby 
these parties can enforce it. If they did not make the contract, I 
am sare we ought not to make one for them to take their money 
away. Itseems tome that no man can read this amendment with- 
out having his indignation raised that the American Senate would 
think for one second of adopting it. 
Mr. President, since I came into the Chamber one of our num- 
ber has sent mean article from the Boston Journal, and suggested 
te to thisdiscussion. I will ask to have 


E 
: 


judgment 
‘as is necessary for to pay the expenses, 
or equitably payable on account of the said 
the Indians for the purposes 
ne wasan 
; and the intent of the 


er ace ar 
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sense than that which we had in the Du Pont case, and I doubt 
not my friends on the other side will agree with me that this is 
trenching upon the judiciary as much as that was trenching upon 
the legislative power. 

We also had another discussion, to which I desire to call atten- 
tion, as to the value of the services of United States attorneys 
throughout the country. Some of the members of this distin- 
= body thought that $5,000 was little enough for a United 

tates attorney, and some of our friends over the way, particu- 
larly the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Groror), thought that 
$5,000 was an immense sum, that hardly any attorney in the land 
would earn so large a salary as $5,000, and he thought it was too 
much to give to the United States attorneys. The United States 
attorneys have great duties of the United States to attend to; yet 
here it is p d to give not $5,000 a year, but $29,000, to one 
individual, for what? Not for trying lawsuits, which requires 
some skill and cay acity and learning, but simply for acting as a 
lobbyist to hang around and annoy Senators and Representatives; 
and we propose to give him as much as we pay a United States 
attorney for almost six years, or pay six attorneys for one year, 
namely, $29,000. Is it any more just or any more right because 
the money is to be paid out of the Indian fund than if it was to 
be — out of our own pockets? 

r. President, I submit this amendment ought not to pass and 
that none of us ought to vote for it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I do not know anything about 
the merits of this proposition, but there is one provision of the 
amendment which is very singular. It reads: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to the following persons, and not to their assignees— 
certain large sums of money. That would be dishonorable and 
fraudulent if these parties had borrowed money or had trans- 
ferred their claims. In such case they ought not to receive the 
money, and clearly the assignees ought to receive it. This pro- 
vision in a statute of the United States is a violation of the con- 
tract and a gross fraud, and I hope the Senator having charge of 
the bill will consent to strike it out. Certainly it is dishonest in 
every sense of the word. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I seenoobjection to the amendment which 
the Senator from Ohio offers; I personally have no objection to it. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move, in line 5, on page 56, after the word 
“4 8,” to strike out “ and not to their assignees.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Ohio will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 56, line 5, after the word ‘‘ persons,” 
——— to strike out ‘‘and not to their assignees”; so as to 
read: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay to the following persons, immediately upon the passage of 
this act, etc. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to be informed about this matter. I 
have not had an opportunity to examine it in connection with 
existing law as to whether these are claims which were in their 
nature lawfully and properly assignable at the time they were 


ed. 

*“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts object to the amendment which has been offered by the 
Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HOAR. I rise to the amendment moved by the Senator 
from Ohio. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senate. 

Mr. GRAY. Let the amendment be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 


The amendment is before the 


The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. SHERMAN. 
Mr. HOAR. I do not rise to object to the amendment, but to 
get light upon it before voting. I should like to know whether 
the Senator from Ohio or the Senator from South Dakota can in- 
form the Senate sufficiently of the character of these claims to 
show whether they were lawfully assignable. A claim growing 
out of the ordinary necessities of business and assigned for a good 
consideration and in the ordinary way, of course, gives an equi- 
table and just claim to the assignee; but if they are mere specula- 
tions by men who have sent out circulars and got Indians or other 
—— to intrust them with the care of their claims and agreed 
give them 10 per cent on what they collect, I do not think that 
class of claims should be entitled to much sympathy or respect, 
and I think the money had better be paid to the original claimant 
and let him settle with his assignee as he sees fit. I do not see 
any justice where claims are not technically assignable by law 
for the United States undertaking to deal with the validity or the 
lawfulness of the assignment. 
Task to have section 3477 of the Revised Statutes read, as show- 
ing what is regarded as the honest, just, and wise rule. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read as 
indicated. 
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The Secretary read as follows: 

Snc. 3477. All transfers and assignments made of any claim upon the 
United States, or of any part or share thereof, or interest therein, whether 
absolute or conditional, and whatever may be the consideration therefor, and 
all powers of attorney, orders, or other authorities for receiving payment of 
any such claim, or of any part or re thereof, be absolutely null and 
vold, unless they are freely made and executed in the presence of at least 
two attesting witnesses, r the allowance of such a claim, the ascertain- 
ment of the amount due, and the issuing of a warrant for the payment 
thereof. Such transfers, ~uents, and powers of attorney must recite 
the warrant for payment and must be acknowledged by the person making 
them, before an officer having authority to take acknowledgments of deeds, 
and shall be certified by the officer; and it must appear by the certificate 
that the officer, at the time of the acknowledgment, read and fully — 
ee anne, assignment, or warrant of attorney to the person acknowledging 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to ask the Senator from South Dakota 
what is the nature of these claims that makes it proper to take 
them out of the = rule, and makes it proper for the United 
States to deal with the assignee directly? 1 merely ask the ques- 
tion for information. ‘ 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from South Dakota will allow 
me before he replies to the Senator from Massachusetts, I should 
like to call the attention of the Senator from Massachusetts to sec- 
tion 2106 of the Revised Statutes. Section 2103 is a long section, 
to which there may be further occasion to refer, which provides 
that no agreement with Indians shall be valid unless made in a 
certain way. 
that— 

No godigamens of any contracts embraced by section 2103, or of any part of 
one, shall be valid unless the names of the assignees and their residences and 
occupations be entered in writin, aes So ay and the consent of the 
Secretary of the Interior and the © oner of Indian Affairs to such 
assignment be also indorsed thereon. 

The Senator will see that requiring an assignment to be made 
in this way impliedly makes valid an assignment so made; but 
the clause which the Senator from Ohio moves to strike out would 
invalidate assignments under section 2106 as well as all others. 

Mr. HOAR. Were the assignments referred to in this bill made 
in pursuance of that law? 

r. CHANDLER. I can not answer that question; but refer- 
ring to the motion of the Senator from Ohio, I say that the pro- 
view prohibiting payment to assignees certainly should not in- 
clude ass' ents e in pursuance of section 2106. I ask the 
Senator whether the assignments should not be recognized which 
are made under that provision? 

Mr. WILSON and Mr. Hoar addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator froma Wash- 
— eld to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

.HOAR. IthinkIamentitied tothe floor. I merely yielded 
to have a section of the Revised Statutes read. I have afew more 
words to wy: 

I rose, as I said inthe beginning, merely to put a question, neither 
to oppose nor to defend these claims; but I think, where we have 
an express prohibition, not only the general prohibition of the 
assignment of claims against the Treasury, but an express pro- 
hibition, which the Senator from New a [Mr, CHan- 
DLER] has now read, of an assignment of this c. of claims, that 
it is not proper for the Senate to authorize their payment to as- 
signees without being informed whether the condition of the stat- 
ute making the assignment valid has been —— with, or, if it 
has not been complied with, without be informed whether it 
is a case which comes within the reason of the law. That I do 
not know, and I think the Senate should know before acting. 

Mr. GRAY. I wished to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
before he sat down, and I will ask him now, whether there has 
been any auditing of these claims anywhere within our reach by 
which we can 6 any judgment as to the fairness of the charge 
or the fact of the services having actually been rendered. Has any 
accounting officer of the Government, or any other accounting de- 
partment which would be a sufficient evidence to us to warrant 
the appropriation of this money out of the Indian funds, been dis- 

before any committee or before the Senate in any way? 

. HOAR. All I know of that subject is what may be gath- 
ered from the remarks of the honorable Senator from Utah [Mr. 
Brown \ that there is one claim of $29,000 for the services of a lob- 
byist. ther the lobbyist had his claim audited or not by any 
public authority I do not know. 

ane it be understood — that I do not ee in = ques- 
tion as expressing an opinion or as opposing or favoring this thing. 
I want somebody to tell us what it is; that is all. 

Mr. GRAY. 
quantum meruit to the services of the lobbyist? What standard 
have we by which we could apply a quantum meruit to the value 
of the services of a lobbyist unless there had been a judgment of 
the Court of Claims or the finding of our Committee on Claims? 
What =e we to guide us in appropriating this large sum of 
money 

Mr. PLATT. I want to interrupt the Senator. - I think, if the 
Senator will ae me one word, matter would be 
and I think it will now, if Senators will give an opportunity to the 


Then comes the next section, 2106, which provides 


ow are we to apply, I would ask the Senator, the 
o 
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Senators who have the matter in charge or the chairman of the 
Committee on Indian Affairs to explain it. 

Mr. GRAY. It very much n explanation. 

Mr. PLATT. I think it would be very much better to do that 
than to rest upon the assertion that there are $29,000 payable to a 
ae i dan te to say a Se — $29,000 referred to, 
whic P a © person mentioned 
that that person has not lobbied a day or an hour about the Sen. 
ate. There have been ps wild statements made here this 
morning, and I suggest that perhaps it would be as well to wait 
until there has been some explanation made of this matter. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What did the Secretary of the Interior say 
about this $8,000? 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to ask the Senator, if he will answer 
me, if this William S. Peabody performed no service as a lobbyist, 
did he orm any service whatever? 

Mr. PLATT. I donot think I ought to be called upon to make 
a statement with regard to these , but, as I understand this 
matter, Mr. Peabody was employed directly, legally, and properly 
by the attorney who had the original contract to press this mat- 
ter of the Old Settlers’ claims before Congress, and that a large 
= of his claim was disallowed upon the theory that because he 

ik employment at one time in one of the Departments of the 
Government he thereby forfeited ev ing which was due or 
earned after that time—something of that sort. The whole mat- 
ter will be explained if Senators will give the op unity. 

Mr. P . Mr. President, I should be delighted to hear 
any explanation from any Senator which would remove the im- 
——— from my mind that this is a palpable fraud on its face. 

t seems that the Committee on Indian irs finds that in the 
contract with the Old Settlers they reserved 35 per cent to pay 
the expenses of managing their claim against the Government. 
It appears from the paper that I hold in my hand that a very large 
sum of money, under the auth of Congress, was paid to the 
various parties having claims this fund. It seems now 
that there is a balance of 35 per cent that remains unexpended, 
and that is disposed of by this amendment in this way: 

To William 8. Peabody, $29,000. 


From the statement I hold in my hand it appears that: Mr. Pea- 
body’s claim was submitted to the Commissioner of Indian Af- 
fairs, “ee allowed and paid. 

Mr. G GER. Eight thousand dollars was paid. 

Mr. PALMER. Eight thousand dollars was paid. Without 
goin, into the di on of the claim fully, it seems to have been 
the purpose of the Committee on Indian Affairs to wipe this claim 
se ens on the eleventh line of page 57, this provision is 

ound: 

To Joel M. the remainder of said sum of money after paying the 
foregoing c sums, be the same more or less. 

It seems to me very singular indeed that this Joel M. Bryan, 
who has received, as I am informed, $52,025.11 on his claim, 
should have some moral right to rub out and extinguish the bal- 
ance. If he is entitled to any compensation at all, he is entitled to 
something specific, but if he is simply to rub out the balance for 
what is left, it seems to me quite as unjust to Mr. Bryan as it is 
af nee Thold in hand it is t th f 

m the paper m apparent that some 0 
these claims have been submi the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior, and have been rejected. 
The statement is most interesting. I read from the pamphlet 1 
have in my hand: 

The contract with said Peabody was made by J. M. Bryan, as commissioner 
of the “ Old Settler Cherokees,” to prosecute said claims before the proper 
committees of Congress, the Departments, or courts of the United States to 
a final termination and collection of the same for acompensation of 8 per cent 
on the dollar of the amount collected on said 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs the claim not only upon rea- 


The rejected 
sons of a | , but. because there was no evidence that he rendered 
service which was of any value to his 
the entire claim was based upon 


The leael chisction to the allowance of 

well-esta a The contract was not only contingent, but 
entire. It req continued service of Peabody until the money was 
paid. He voluntarily ‘ified from that service by his 
of an office the Government, which rendered any perform- 
ance of service tion of said claim unlawful. This 
Ne dich etocerel a seaaaeaaaeea tees, Ths cpiuicn 
of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs was in sccord with the princ 

clared by the Supreme Court in Denver vs. Roane. (99 U.8., 
Now, there are $29,000 of this 
liberality with which ee fs this residuum of money that 
belongs to the Indians, w given to this m. He has had 
$8,000; and the criticism of the Senator from Utah is well founded, 
or seems plausible at least, that when $5,000 is thought to be an 
excessive compensation to United States district attorneys, this 
party, who abandoned his contract with the Indians and who |1as 
ved $8,000, is now to have $29,000more. As to what possible 
service was rendered these Indians, I am utterly without informa 


There are other criticisms upon this claim which, to my mind, 
stamp it as a transaction in which the rights of the Indians 4ré 


rinciples de- 
, 361.) 


which the committee in the 














amendment to have 
following are sums proposed to be paid: 
Te Charles x Ww Fe eaistrator of the estate of C. M. McLoud, $5,050. 
To Marcus Erwin, 


tor of the estate of Marcus Erwin, d 
6%, neodore H. N. McPherson, $5,050. 
To Mary E. Carey, executrix 


John A. Sibbald, $1,000. 
Sam! . Peel, $5,000. 
te Sera W, Peal: 8 and John Paul Jones, $7,003.86. 


eKKE 
é 
Ss 
: 
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I spoke of the claims of Voorhees and Jones. 
ETTIGREW. Willthe Senator yield to me fora moment? 

PALMER. With great satisfaction. 

. PETTIGREW. I think perhaps it would be better to hear 
from the Committee on Indi airs with relation to this matter 
before this discussion proceeds further. Senators are laboring 
under a on and_are floundering in the dark in dis- 


the amendment now. 

‘ PALMER. The chairman of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs has been invited in the most insinuating and delicate way 
to afford any information to the Senate he possesses. 

Mr. P. GREW. I will say—— 

Mr. PALMER. I cheerfully yield for an explanation. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will say that I am not on the list of the 
ve talkers in the Senate, and with three or four men on 
the same time I found it impossible to get in. 

Mr. Pettigrew). Go ahead now. 
I certainly yield-—— 
Mr. Patmer). Yield now. 
Inow yield the floor to the Senator from South 


PRRE 
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Fe 
Be8 
ik 
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REW. The Senator from Washington [Mr. WIL- 
committee, has been trying to get the floor. 

. Lyield the floor to whoever may represent the 
ttee on Indian Affairs. He has the opportunity to explain. 
. Mr. President, I certainly am under obligation 
Illinois. It is not my intention to take him 
make any extended explanation in regard to 
the bill. : 
portion of the session I introduced a bill for the re- 
payment to Reese H. Voorhees and John Paul Jones of 
for services rendered the Old Cherokee Settlers. A simi- 
introduced in another branch and passed and came to 
Committee on Indian Affairs. The Senator from New Hamp- 
against the entire crowd. 
been filed, but I call the attention of the 

re and other Senators to the fact that 
ed against the allowance of these claims, 
the following language is used relative to the claim of 
oorhees and John Paul Jones: 


on 
Reose Hl. 

in wh behalf this is made that th 
oa Ae eoposed amendment for the payment to Reese H. 
Voorhees and Jones the amount of $7,003.86 is just and proper and 
should be 


that it is only a fair SF. reasona compensation to 

the valuable services rendered. 
That is in the protest of the Old Settlers or Western Cherokees, 
I the same here only in justification of myself in intro- 
this item. After a very careful and pains- 
regard to their claims, I found that these 
good and valuable services, that they had 
a vast amount of testimony and papers, continued for 
and a half, and I felt they were in justice and equity 
this amount. There is no protest at any place or at 
by any Old Settlers of the Cherokees to the allowance 
oe and Jones. I only rose to 
. Lconcur in everything that has 
tor from Washington [Mr. WIL- 
lines 5 and 6 are undoubtedly for 
services rendered under contract— 
aa with — ee the soos 
original! e@ cou of the and in a 
contract wrth in the letter of the Secre- 
Interior, by which Messrs. Voorhees and Jones were 
amount of the claim for defending the 
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disregarded, for it appears that these mere ee 
ve rendered pretended service to the Indians—are 
— e balance, whatever it may be. The 


‘win, eceased, 


the estate of James J. Newell, deceased, 
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fund against the claims of other attorneys and agents who had 
been employed in the case. The services were regularly profes- 
sional. Though it is not very common, it is not uncommon that 
attorneys of the first class are employed to defend in claims for 
attorneys’ services. The services here rendered were of thatchar- 
acter and were rendered at the instance of and under written con- 
tract with the tribe or nation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Were they successful? 

Mr. TURPIE. They were successful in reducing a great many 
of the claims against the fund. They were successful in defeat- 
ing several of them. 

As the report of the Secretary of the Interior shows, the amount 
here charged is very reasonable, because although the actual hear- 
ing before the Secretary of the Interior lasted only about three 
days and the actual debate of the claims occupied but that time, 
the preparatory labor involved in the inquiry as to who had been 
originaily retained in all the cases, as to what the nature and 
character of the services of the persons retained had been, of what 
value they had been to the fund, and of what benefit they had 
been to the tribe, was very great, and all this was embraced in the 
services of Messrs. Voorhees and Jones. 

I am inclined to think, as the honorable Senator from Washing- 
ton has stated, and I give it as my opinion as an attorney from 
my personal knowledge of the service and investigation, that the 
claim is a very reasonable one. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the amount? 

Mr. TURPIE. Seven thousand andthree dollars and eighty-six 
cents. They contracted for 1 per cent. This is less than 1 per 
cent. 

Mr. PALMER. I should like to ask the Senator from Indiana 
if the claim of Mr. Jones and Mr. Voorhees has been presented to 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the In- 
terior? 
ae TURPIE. My impression is that it has been presented to 





th. 

Mr. PALMER. DoI understand the Senator to say that it has 
been so presented? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; to both, If the honorable Senator 
from Illinois will excuse me. I will state that the Secretary and 
the Commissioner both passed on the claim. They made no ques- 
tion upon its justice, but decided the case just as they did the 
others—on the question of technicality merely. 

Mr. PALMER. It is part of the facts in this case that certain 
of these persons whose names I have forgotten—I have not before 
me the book that I had before—presented their claims to the Sec- 
retary of the Interior or the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, as 
the case may be, and their claims were considered, the amount 
found due them was determined and was paid. Others of them 
have never presented their claims to the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior. They were brought di- 
rectly to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PALMER. That, I think, is in disregard of the statute. 
The Secretary of the Interior was directed by former action of 
Congress to investigate and pay out of the sum that was reserved 
for the payment of the attorneys and agents of the Indians, and 
he did pay nearly $200,000, according to my recollection. 

Mr. COCKRELL. One hundred and ninety-three thousand 
nine hundred and thirty-two dollars. 

Mr. PALMER. That much was paid. 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the honorable Senator from Illinois allow 
me? 

Mr. PALMER. I donot know why thisclaim was not paid-—— 

Mr. TURPIE. Will the honorable Senator from Illinois allow 
me? - will state the technical point on which the claim was re- 
jected. 

The Secretary of the Interior held that he could only pass upon 
claims against the original fund for services rendered in behalf of 
the original fund, and he held avery nice point—perhaps Senators 
hére would not have held the same way—that as the appointment 
of those gentlemen by the tribe was for services in defending 
claims of attorneys and agents on account of the original fund it 
was not embraced within the letter or the spirit of the act of Con- 
ee gave them power to allow claims as a lien on the 

und. But he acknowledged byimplication the entire justice and 
fairness of this claim and recommended that the gentlemen go to 
Con, for relief. It was in compliance with the intimation of 
the honorable Secretary, as wel! as of the Commissioner, that the 
original bills for relief were introduced. One of them has passed 
the House of Representatives and is now pending before the Sen- 
ate committee, and another is yet pending in this body. I say it 
was in compliance with the intimation of the Department that 
those bills were introduced for separate relief. Of course, if the 
payment is made under the appropriation bill, those bills will be 
indefinitel stponed. 

Mr. PEY IGREW. At the beginning of the present session 
of Congress some bills were introduced and referred to the 
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Committee on Indian Affairs to pay these various attorneys. The 
Committee on Indian Affairs appointed a subcommittee to look 
into the whole matter and provide for. the disposition of the 
money, if anyone were entitled to it. 

It appears that this sum of money is a part of the 35 per cent: 
set apart by the Cherokee Indians many years ago out of the 
whole sum they might recover, which they claimed was due them 
from the United States. They a oo eee 
cute the claim, and made J. M. Bryan commissioner and also 
treasurer and attorney. Over twenty years ago he came to Wash- 
ington to prosecute the claim of $800,000 in the courts. He made 
arecovery. Of the $800,000 due the Indians 35 per cent was set 
apart by the Indians, the Old Settlers, to pay attorneys and to 
pay the expense of following up the matter. 

is money is the remainder of that 35 percent. All the money 
that is due the Indians has been paid to . There is nota dol- 
lar of this money which can go to the Indians in any event, no 
matter what disposition is . 

Mr. PLATT. Not without an act of Congress. 

Mr. PALMER. May I ask the Senator from South Dakota why 
this money would not go to the Indians if Congress fails to.appro- 


priate it? 
Mr GREW. I will tell the Senator from Illinois why. 


That is just what I was ape te ee. 
The Cherokee council of the Old set apart 35 per cent of 


the $800,000 to pay expenses.and attorneys’ fees. There has been 
distributed all of this oe ,000 provided in this bill. In 
their council, on July 11, 1892, the Old Settlers passed the follow- 
ing resolution: 

oa odtvencnmens to usof 
each and all 


which we have been aided by such 
sums of money, we haveat 
our conven 


held after notice thereof duly published in 
the ae nation, formal resolution and vote that 
there should be set exer’ 35 per cent of the moneys recovered to us upon our 
claim against the Un 8 thorized 


and aw the pa: t thereof unto 
, wherewith to meet and pay 


our treasurer oner, J. M. 
the obligations which we have met aforesaid and to be devoted to that pur- 


‘Whereas those who have rendered us the said services and have advanced 
to us the said sums of money have relied in perfect good faith upon these sol- 
y and many sepedies Gatesenene St ath cur euupere. oe See 
and authorization of the said to devote said 35 per 
cent of the recovery upon the said claim to fully satisfy and meet our said 
and have so aided us on the security of the said promises of our 

in council; and 
etnetet ion 
reap ee ects Sor ene eee 
andsuch loans, and it would be dishonest and unjust not 

our agreement as above set forth: Now, therefore, 

Be it resolved by the Old Settiers or indians in council con- 


Western f 
cent of w: 

Sin wo Pesovonel pan the eld dats tail Scoot epars for hs parvo 
aforesaid, reaffirming all prior resolutions to the same effect. 

Mr, PALMER. What is the date of the resolution, may I ask 
the Senator from South Dakota? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. July 11, 1892. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is it not November 25, 1875? ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. July 11, 1892, reaffirming the contract of 


1875. 
On July 28, 1898, they passed these resolutions: 


Be it resolved by the Old Settlers’ council in 
commissioner 


session ly convened, That 
of the Old Settler ukeen 


, Hon. J. M. 


the 
Ch 
bution, and that the pay rolls of 1851 be made the basis of 
ap if ‘urther resolved, That the sum of ph pee cent of the am 
Cherokees, in accordance decision of the 


Supreme Court above cited, be bo Hed 1 Inough.tor asrdiamansie 
to be rendered upon the Settlers’ claim, the same to be deducted out 
of the 35 per cent set apart for the prosecution of the Old Settlers’ claim-- 
claims provided for in the amendment, anil it 
does not provide for the whole amount either. That is Baugh’s 
. It would amount to $12,000. He has received $1,000, and 
the amendment gives him $5,000 more— 
t ie t 


distributed to the attorneys named in the amendment under the 
agreement, goes to their commissioner and attorney, J. M. Bryan, 
Be it further resolved, That all previous Satthees cen 
modified by these reso atone | } and ee —_ reaffirmed. - 
Beit her resol our and commissioner, or his success;)rs. 
or 


are hereby instructed to see that no are fees act- 
for the Old Settlers in mo services have been rendere: 


cases where 
w they have failed to strictly comply with the provisions and conditi.,, ; 
of their contracts. 

There were attorneys who filed claims against this fund far jy 
excess of the 35 per cent—one was for ,000, I think—after the 
court had decided and decreed that this money belonged to t}), 
Old Settler Cherokees. Thereupon Mr. Bryan employed attor- 
neys to resist the claim of those pene, who he insisted }.\] 
no right to compensation, and some of items are to compen- 
sate attorneys who a before the Interior Departmen: ¢ 
resist the unlawful claims of persons who had no right to com- 
pensation. But they were employed by Bryan, and as Bryan re. 
ceives all that is left of the 35 per cent, it seems to me no one e)se 
is interested in the controversy. 

This matter was th in the Committee on 
Indian Affairs and re as an amendment to the Committee 
on A’ ons. e Committee on A iationsthorough|y 

the matter, and believed that was as fair and just 
a settlement of the matter as could be reached, and the commit- 
tee were also given to understand that it was satisfactory to \r. 
Bryan, who would receive the balance of the money when ti). 
other oe. So for my part I can not see where 
or controversy a —- 
been into ——— aon Senator 
represen e0ple 
who have no interest whatever in the matter. It is not “the Oia 
Settlers who come here ing. I donot know the purpose of 
this money may all be drawn out in 

tatives of Mr. Bryan. 


saying 
ly whether or not Mr. Bryan shall receive this fun. 
or whether the claimants whose names are mentioned shal! re- 


a cent of it, and,as I understand it, 

m simply des itup among the numerous clain- 

ants in a satisfactory way, so that Congress hereafter will be rid 
of the matter. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will the Senator allow me to read what 
was in the very first, the contract? I find it on page 4. 
It is = first contract, made on the 25th of November, 1875. It 
reads thus: 


Resolved , That it is deemed and a Old 
a, wert that the said 0 


ment of the 
settlement; and for that purpose 
4.1L. MeCoy, J. M. and William Wilson, 
commission, full powers to repre- 

and ample authority 

to be done 

ice in the 

~ and thata sum equal 
recovered, or so much thereof 
to thedraft and receipt of said 


Seettien Gosppld n'y. 

expenses. 
a ee ee ee aoeerived how 
much they allowed out of the 35 The 85 per cent, as I 
understand, ; 


t, but only so much as 
how much was neces- 


‘the attention of the Senator from 
ve just read, which is an authenticated 
on file in the Interior Department. 
Cherokee Nation shall have been reim- 
in full satisfied, the residue of 


and treas- 
valuable services as 
‘Cherokees. 


Mr. COCKRELL. What is the date of that resolution? 
Mr. The , 1898, Thisisa certified 


‘This divides it up 
I see mo reason why 


He spent 

h never stopped 

fifteen years 

is entitled to compensation. 
services, and 

: “Lam 
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— as getting tog 

as a quasi tribe and making this claim madeit on 

or on behalf of one of the nations, or is it to the 
the is due? 

to people and their descendants 

at the early day, and it excluded the 


no claim on the United States. 
os Nation, as a nation, has nothing 
or . 
terrupted by the Senator from Del- 
the same course that ev: In- 
individual 
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claims have never been paid, = 
of people whom they have employed. It hap- 
fortune to be Secretary of the Interior when, I 
Sil cotnent of the Eaissler tsteaterored, 
ior to be approved. 
. This was not a nation; this was not 
whether the contract which had been 
construed to be a contract within the meaning of 
reference to contracts made with Indian tribes. 
the claim, except I knew that it had been 
earlyday. Ever since I had been a member 


the claim be afte 
See aS 
this matter 
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of all the contracts that were made at that time. remem- 
ber now what they were except two of them that my attention 
eee Sowet Mr. Wilt- 

, of the of Arkansas, and of Mr. Peabody, a citizen of 


ifs 
{ 


1881, in the early part of 1882, for the of 
Selec tee aamtioiaaens har teat , if 

sR teenianioner ont aguneyciatel 65,000 Sor > 
expense of thecommissioner. I i aman who still resi 
in this city, who was then residing by the name of Clements, 
ro eeral acgecintenee with 
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then Senator from Kansas, Mr. Ingalls, suggested that inasmuch 
as this was the work of one commissioner and it amounted to 
some $800,000, it was.a case too important for Congress to act 
upon without the opinion of the Court of Claims. Then the case 
went to the Court of Claims,.and the Court of Claims restated 
and recast the account, and it came out substantially with Mr. 
Clements, the commissioner, und then Congress made the appro- 
priation. 

During all this time, commencing in 1875, Mr. Bryan was the 

ited commissioner here of these Cherokee settlers—his face 
was familiar to every man, 1 think, who was here—pressing what 
he believed and what substantially proved to be a just and valid 
claim against the Government. He made contracts with people 
to press this matter before Congress in every way. You may call 
it lobbying, if you ; itwas the only method they had of secur- 
ing what belonged tothem. He made a contract with two gentle- 
mernemed in theamendment, or whose administrators are named. 
for almost always when a claim is allowed that the Government 
of the United States has anything to do with it is after the claim- 
ant is dead; it is generally his grandchildren or great-grandchil- 
dren who come in for relief, and not the man who was originally 
entitled toit. Bryan and McCoy made a contract in 1876, or about 
that time, with McLoud, Erwin, and McPherson. They were the 
two contracts I recollect that I found and that had been approved. 
Two of these gentlemen died, and of course when they died their 
services ceased. All these contracts were approved by the Secre- 
tary, and no contract has been considered that was not made in 
ce with the United States statutes and approved by the 
of the Interior. When Mr. Erwin and Mr. McLoud 
died, as I said, of course their services could no longer be availed 
of; I think they died early in the eighties—in 1882 or 1883, along 
there. In the meantime Mr. Bryan employed other attorneys, and 
he employed a number of attorneys who never rendered any serv- 
ice whatever. Some whom he employed never had their contracts 
a ved. It was found when the time bad come for the payment 
the debt, as stated by the chairman of the committee, that there 
were enough attorneys’ fees, I think, if they had been allowed, to 
take in perhaps the whole appropriation. Men made claims who 
had never rendered service, whose contracts had not been approved, 
or if approved had not rendered the service. Mr. Bryan felt 
it was necessary that he should resist that class of claims, which 
he did properly and rightfully. He employed attorneys, and they 
are entitled to be paid, and I have no doubt they will be paid, al- 
though the Secretary is without power to pay them under the act 
that we passed. He may pay the other attorneys. 

Erwin and McLoud were dead, and when the matter came before 
the Secretary he made an examination and a partial adjudication, 
and I think in some respects—and I say it with all respect to the 
Secretary—a very unfair distribution, and a very erroneous one in 
some particulars. But the representatives of these two persons 
did not know that there was such a claim; that is, they did not 
know that they should present their claimstothe Secretary. They 
did not present their claims, and their claims I believe have never 

acted upon by the Department; they are pending there now. 
Undoubtedly the representatives of those persons are entitled to 
ing; not perhaps the amount specified in the contract, 
because, death intervening, Erwin and McLoud were not able to 
carry it ont. 

Now, I come to the case which is for the largest amount, the 
payment to the one the Senator from Utah (who, I am sorry to 
say. knows absolutely nothing about the matter, as I think he is 
willing to admit) characterizes. asa lobbyist. As the Senator from 
Connecticut said, 1 think there is no Senator here who can say 
that he was ever disturbed or interfered with by either Mr. Pea- 
body or Mr. Wiltshire. They carried on their work in the place 
where it was necessary to carry it on, in searching the Depart- 
ment files and presentimg the case before the commissioner, and 
when the commissioner had made his report the case ought to 
have beenatanend. There ought tohave been no further inves- 
tigation, because we had provided that the commissioner should 
make an examination. e had seected him ourselves and had 

him to act, and when Mr. Peabody came here, in all 

justiceand right that money ought to have been paid. We neces- 
sitated furtheremployment. He and the others had not gone into 
it with an idea that it was to be a litigated case before the courts. 
had any reason to suppose that it would ever get intoa 

United States court in any shape or manner. These were not peo- 
ple who could bring an action against the Government for a fail- 
ureto pay them the money that it ought to neces a generation 
before. ‘But Congress provided that they should go into court. 
Then Mr. made a contract, not callmg upon these men, not 
claiming that they were under any obligation to go imto the court, 
when he employed at least a number of the gentlemen 

who here and rendered him service that they could not 





a in court because they were not attorneys. Then he em- 
ployed Mr. Garland, who had been Attorney-General in Mr. 


's first Administration, to appear for them in the Court 
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of Claims; and he and his partner, Mr. May, did so a , for 
which service they charged $15,000, I say an exceedin reason- 
able sum considering the amount and considering the difficulty— 
the case went to the a Court—and that has been paid to 
them. The Secretary of the Interior made that payment. 

After these services by Mr. Wiltshire and Mr. Peabody had been 
rendered before the commissioner Mr. Wiltshire died. Mr. Pea- 
body survived and kept his contract alive, renewing it from time 
to time ——- the agent, Mr. Bryan, who is to be the beneficiary 
if Mr. Peabody does not get anything out of this claim more than 
he has already received. 

Mr. PLA May I make an inqui 
not stated it. Was that contract a 
amount to be recovered? 

Mr. TELLER, It wasa definite percentage,8 per cent of what- 
ever sum should be collected. 

Mr. PLATT, The sum allowed here does not amount to 4 or 5 


per cent? 

Mr. TELLER. Probably not. 

Then Mr. Peabody taade an assignment to a man by the name 
of Hayden, in the Indian Territory, of 3 per cent of that sum, It 
has never been claimed by anyone that Mr. Hayden attempted to 
do anything for the Indians or that he has ever claimed any part 
of it. Mr. Peabody has claimed but the 5 per cent; that is to say, 
I think he put in his bill for the whole amount in the first in- 
stance, but in this transaction the committees have considered it 
—, with reference to the 5 per cent, and that he does not get. 

r. Bryan was the active agent of these people. The Senator 
from Utah assumes that Mr. Peabody is not entitled to $29,000 
and that he has rendered no service. He inquires what service 
he has rendered. Not only did Mr. Peabody render service up to 
the time the case was decided by the commissioner, but the state- 
ment made by Mr. Garland is that after the case went to the 
Court of Claims, where it was practically a recasting and a recon- 
sideration of the whole case, Mr. Peabody rendered valuable serv- 
ice to him in presenting to him the facts that he had presented 
before, made on another occasion to the commissioner; and with- 
out that service, Mr. Wiltshire then being dead, I do not believe 
the claim would have been made to stand in the Court of Claims, 
as it did, for whatever may be said of the services of others, Mr. 
Peabody was the only man in my day, while I was familiar with 
this subject, who had any longer a personal knowledge of the facts 
in the case. Without his service I have no hesitation in saying 
there would have been‘a different judgment before the commis- 
sioner and a different judgment before the Court of Claims. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 
to ask him a question right there? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. Peabody was paid $8,000, and we are 
now asked to pay him $29,000. What I want to get at is, who has 
determined that this sum of $29,000 is a just sum? 

Mr. TELLER. I will get to that if the Senator will wait. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But it is right on that point. 

Mr. TELLER. I will get around to it if the Senator will allow 
me to go on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator does not wish to have the 
question asked him, I will not ask it. 

Mr. TELLER. 1am willing to have it asked, but I will answer 
it in my own time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I want to say that the suqzogens time to 
answer it is when the Senator is speaking of Mr. Peabody’s claim. 

Mr. TELLER. I am trying to give a history of this case. I 
mention Mr. Peabody because he is a citizen of my State, and be- 
cause he has a just claim, and because I have a thorough knowl- 
edge of the transaction, so far at least as he is concerned. He 
continued to render service up to the time when the case was 
finally adjudicated in the Court of Claims. When it got out of 
the Court of Claims and became a mere quesion of law before the 
Supreme Court, then, of course, it was left to law attorneys and 
oak to him. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tuurston in the chair). 
The Senator from Colorado will suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock 
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business, which will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. A resolution by Mr. Perrer, providing for a 
committee of five Senators to investigate and sagen en wo 3 all 
the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 
United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask that the — order be tem y 
laid aside until we dispose of the In appropriation bill, the 
unfinished business not to lose its — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Senator from South Dakota 
asks unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempora- 
— aside. Is there objection? 

Mr. PEFFER. I will object tem 
some conclusion about the further 


? Ithink the Senator has 
efinite percentage on the 


rarily until we can come to 
iscussion of the bond resolu- 


‘Nation during this time as attorney to 


tion. I am perfectly willing to withdraw my objection unti! 
Senator from Colorado concludes his present remarks, and thes 
we will see what we can do as to further proceedings. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to temporari y 
mune aside the unfinished business? 
. PEFFER. Until the Senator from Colorado concludes his 


remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Until the Senator from (ojo. 
rado has concluded his remarks. The Chair hears no objection 
and the Senator from Colorado will proceed. , 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, when the Supreme Court of the 
United States had settled this question Con made an appro- 
oe for the payment of the claim. On the 27th of February 

893, Mr. Bryan, who was still commissioner, who had been in 
charge on the ground, and who I am willing to say has called op 
me more than a hundred times in reference to this claim (1 have 
no doubt that old man has = up to my house a great deal 
more than a hundred times, both while I was and while 
I have been a Senator, to see if there was something I could do to 
further and help it along), wrote to Major Peabody, who had 
a the chief and active man after the death of Mr. Wiltchire as 

ollows: 

Iam expecting to start home in about a week from now. When our Ol 
Settler claim is and ready for settlement no doubt I will have trouble 
in settling with various attorneys with whom I have made contracts and who 
have not comspiied with their agreement. And our Old Settlers in their coun. 
cils have forbidden me from pa one dollar on any contract unless it has 
been strictly complied with. Now. meee, See our attorneys had acted as 

ou didin the prosecution of said claim I would have had no trouble. a. from 
the time you were employed to now I never knew of you losing a sincle day 
when anything could be done for the claim. But no doubt I will have to 
summons attorneys who strictly attended to the claim to prove the alsence 
of those who did nothing for the claim. 


Thereu Mr. or filed his affidavit, asis required. If 
any Senator wants to look at Mr. Peabody's contract I have a 
copy of it here in the petition which he oe to Congress for 
relief. He was required, acco to the practice, to file an afii- 
davit that his services had been rendered before the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, This he did, and with it he filed the following 
attachment: 

I have carefully read the f 


actually 
rendered. 


loregoing affidavit of W.S. Peabody, and I was 
t when a considerable part of the services therein named was 

I know that all such services were rendered, and that they were 
of value to the claimants to the amounts charged b: 
ments of facts contained in said affidavit I know to 


Agent, Mhiteig, 


affiant, and all the state- 
true and correct. 
) J. M. BRYAN, 
Treasurer for the Old Setilers 
w or Western Cherokee Indians. 


itness: 

J. L. Bavaa— 
Who in the meantime had come in as another commissioner. 
Major Peabody has submitted with his claim which he pre- 

sented to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs a statement by Gov- 
ernor Crawford, of Kansas, who was employed by the Cherokee 


after some other mat- 
ters, fully sustaining the declaration as to services rendered made 
by Mr. Clements, the commissioner, and by various other people. 

nfortunately, in some way the claimant got into a controversy 
in the Indian Office. It is not worth while to recount how it 
occurred or anything about it except to say that the Indian Office 
determined that he was entitled to nothing. They said later that 
he had ——— service from the Government. He had been the 
executive officer of the Geological Bureau for about three years, 
and they said that in upuee such service from the Geological 
Bureau he had forfeited his claim to any compensation, although 
it appeared that at the time he was so a in the Depart- 
ment he could not have rendered, because of the pendency in the 
Supreme Court, any special services except the services that ex- 
Senator Garland declares he did render. They decided on that 
ground that he could not recover. 


— the Senator from New Hampshire were tI could answer 
e 
sist 


=— which he put to me, and which I suppose he will in- 
have not answered if he is not here to hear it. When the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs declined to allow any compensa 
tion whatever, the case went to the office of the Secretary of the 
ee te the [= the a ee a the — 

ven for the nonpa: of Major y was not a good o 
and he had not fi ted this claim, that he was entitled to it; but 
he allowed him only $8,000. Now, I say that that is not con- 
clusive on Congress. e have a right to say that these parties 
shall have a fair com on. 

Mr. CHANDLER entered the Chamber. : . 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from New Hampshire is here now. 
If he wants me to — the question he asked I will answer 1 as 

t. 


I have been . ar 
The of the Interior was authorized by a provision 0 
tion act to settle this question. We suppose! that 
the contracts and allow the claims according t» the 
contracts if the services had been rendered according to t)« = 
tracts. The Secretary allowed some of the contracts in full. ¥ 
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allowed but a small part. Mr. Peabody was en- 
per cent, leaving out the 8 per cent which he had assigned toa man 


rendered no services whatever, and that is what Mr. Pea- 
ine been claiming. That is what he does not get, but he gets 
three or four thousand dollars less than he was entitled to under 


vision of law. 
th vl state that there is a large number of bills pending before 


committee to these claims. I think there isa bill pending 
S three of the cies and for some that are not allowed. It was 


morally certain that if each man succeeded in the attempt to get 


his bill trongh - would very likely be an appropriation of more 


reserved ren in = a 
a sort of ent by e claimants among them- 

tres to distribute the money practically as it is distributed in 
the amendment. Among others who contributed to see that the 
attorneys’ fees were not exorbitant and that men who had made 
claims for large sums of money against the fund—some of whom, 
as 1 said before, had no contracts at all, some of them having con- 
tracts and ha rendered only partial service under the con- 
then their efforts, and others who had never done 


an at all—among others employed to see that no more was 


was Mr. Peel, of Arkansas, a former member of Congress. 
' here for — Now, we come to the conclu- 


ion that these e haverendered service totheseIndians. They 
hed ere eben contracts made by the Indians. Major 


Peabody's contract has been renewed from time to time by the 

val of the commissioner, and the approval of the Commis- 
p aa of Indian Affairs, and the approval of the Secretary of the 
Interior, and when the money was paid into the Treasury of the 
United or appropriated Major Peabody’s contract was still 
an existing contract. 

The Senator from Utah asks why not go into the courts? Mr. 
President, if this were a controversy between the Cherokee Nation 
and these claimants there would be some force in that, but it is 
simply a between the men who rendered the service, 
how much they have, whether there shall be an equitable 
distribution and the men who rendered the service shall be paid, 
or whether some man should get it all. 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado a 
Mr. 


: Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. If there are not other persons who have claims 
upon this money which would amount to more than the whole 
sum to be distributed, is there any reason why Mr. Peabody should 
not have the amount which the commissioner of the Indians con- 
tracted with him for, which is $64,000? 

Mr. TELLER. None whatever, because his assignee never ren- 
dered any service whatever, and he never contracted to render any. 

Mr. PLATT. That would be $40,000, if that is deducted? 

Mr. TELLER. It would be $40,000 without it. . But Mr. Pea- 
pent ee now in the city; he has returned to Colorado, which 
has his home, and his representative, his attorney, consented 
that this amount might be paid him so that others might get a 

and what appeared to be a proper amount. en 
do not all get what they ought to have, neither does Mr. Pea- 


. PALMER. Did not Mr. Peabody assign an interest in the 
claim with the expectation that the assignee would render some 


Mr. TELLER. Certainly. He assigned 8 per cent, and the as- 
signee was to render service. That was explicitly declared. But 
he never did render any service. That man has never presented 
never will, because he would be met 
rendered no service. In addition, the 
uired that with the contract there must be 


said all that can be said about this matter, 
necessary. I havehadavery thorough knowl- 
I want to assure the Senator from Utah that there is 
public funds nor is there any steal here. 
Utah that after twenty years in this or in 


dl 












_ 





under any consideration to over $40,000 on his contract of 5 




































Mr. TELLER, Certainly. 
Mr. BROWN. I wish to say that I designed no such criticism 
to the extent which the Senator intimates upon the Committee on 
Indian Affairs or the Committee on Appropriations; but if we 
may happen to differ with either one of those committees and ex- 
press our difference in strong language, I apprehend that we have 
that right, and that we have a right to do what we please about 
this amendment without reflecting upon the committee. Nore 
flection is designed or intended upon any member of either of those 
committees, and least of all upon the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER]; but I have the right to my opinion about the effect of 
the amendment without reflecting upon him. 

Mr. TELLER. Of course, Mr. President, I would not for the 
world interfere with the right of private judgment of the Senator 
from Utah. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator allow me to ask hma 
question as to this claim? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I believe I have used no harsh language 
about this matter, and I am honestly seeking light. I find here 
the claim approved by the Secretary of the Interior and the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs to dispose of the whole balance of 35 
per cent to Joel M. Bryan. So that that would dispose of the 
whole 35 per cent. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think from the contract, which was ap- 
proved by the Acting Secretary of the Interior July 24, 1894, which 
was read, I believe, by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Pertt- 
GREW], and which winds up by conveying to J. M. Bryan the resi- 
due of the 35 per cent, which, I suppose, accounts for the clause 
on page 57 which disposes of any balance there may be in that 
way. My trouble is that in these intermediate allowances to vari- 
ous individuals which are being made by law of Congress, Con- 
gress gives them that money, and it gives all the balance, 35 per 
cent, to Joel M. Bryan. I know very well that there are other 
claims, and that some of the parties mentioned here claim more. 
For instance, Mr. David A. McKnight, claiming as a representa- 
tive and partner of E. John Ellis, claims $12,000 instead of $1,000. 
He is not going to give up his claim for that $11,000; he is going 
to press it. 

Mr. TELLER. I will say that Mr. McKnight does give up his 
claim and does not expect to get anything more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am informed very differently by a brief 
of his which has been put into my hands. 

The Senator will get my point. These other parties are not go- 
ing to remain satisfied with these allowances. They will be com- 
ing here and aoe for more; and the point I want to get at is, 
who makes this adjudication? Who has made an adjudication 
that we can accept as satisfactory that Mr. Peabody is entitled to 
$29,000 in addition to the $8,000, and that Mrs. Mary E. Carey, 
executrix of the estate of James J. Newell, is entitled 

Mr. TELLER. I will answer the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Please let me ask the question before the 
Senator answers it. 

Somebody adjudicates that Mary E. Carey, executrix of James 
J. Newell, shall have $3,000, in addition to $10,000 which has 
already been paid. What is there to protect and justify Congress 
in Raving all these detailed sums to these parties? 

r. TELLER. As I stated while the Senator was out of the 
Chamber, perhaps these various claimants got together and sub- 
stantially | ammon upon what they would each take and make no 
further claim. It was certain that Major Peabody could not get 
his whole claim; it was certain that the executrix of Newell could 
not get her whole claim; and Mr. Bryan still thought that he was 
entitled to something more than the $52,000 he had received. 
There was a feeling, of course, among all the attorneys that he 
ought not to have anything until they got their pay in full; but 
that would not have been fair, for many of the contracts made by 
Mr. Bryan were made under stress of circumstances, because of 
the death of some of the people like those I have mentioned. At 
least four of the attorneys have died pending this controversy. 
Then the Committee on Indian Affairs took this matter under 
consideration and subsequently referred it to the Committee on 
A a. by whom it was also considered. I have no hesi- 
tation in saying t, so far as I was concerned, I thought I had 
some kriowledge of the services these people had rendered. 
contributed in some degree myself, I think, toward determining 
what they were rightfully entitled to. Then we inserted a pro- 
vision that these people should accept the sums named. I can 
assure the Senator from Kansas that there will never be any de- 
mand made upon the Government or upon the Indians by these 

ie for anything more than is provided for in this bill. If 

had been money sufficient to pay all these attorneys they 

would have been paid, I suppose, what they claim. I know of no 

reason why they should not be paid, unless it could have 

been shown that they not rendered the services they had con- 
tracted to render, 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I ask for the regular order. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business was 
temporarily laid aside until the conclusion of the remarks of the 
Senator from Colorado (Mr. TELLER]. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I now ask unanimous consent that the 
unfinished business be Sy laid aside, and that we proceed 
with the consideration of the Indian ——— bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
asks that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. PEFFER. I object, Mr. President, for the present. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think, then, I shall be obliged to move 
to lay aside the unfinished business and with the Indian 
appropriation bill. I am in favor of the bond resolution, and do 
not desire to displace it to its prejudice, but it can be delayed until 
we dispose of the Indian appropriation bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think if the Senator will withhold the motion 
for a minute or two we possibly may come to an —— by 
which we can go along with the appropriation bill. I would sug- 
gest to the Senators who are opposed to the resolution that we 
, or try to agree, upon a time when a vote may be had. If 
can be done, I shall have no objection to passing the resolu- 
tion over to give Senators time to accommodate themselves to the 


situation. 

Mr. HILL. What is the su tion, Mr. President? 

ume a San OFFI . The Senator from Kansas will 
state hi ———— 

Mr. PEFFER. The suggestion is that possibly we may be able 
to arrive at an agreement when a vote may be upon the 
bond resolution, and if thatcan be done, then we shall have got 
one serious difficulty out of the way, and the appropriation bills 
may be with until that time. If the Senator from New 
York thinks that we can agree upon some such suggestion I shall 


be aes it. 

Mr. It is utterly ae for me to say when the dis- 
cussion upon the resolution be completed. Several Senators 
desire to upon it, and it is impossible to agree now as to 
when a vote shall be taken. “We were assured the other day that 
no one desired to speak upon the other side. If that be so, proba- 
bly in the near future a vote can be had, but we can not agree 
upon a time for it now. 

Mr. STEWART. Let us fix the time. 

Mr. PEFFER. I am quite well satisfied that the friends of the 
resolution do not care to discuss the measure. I think the minds 
of Senators on both sides are made up. I suggest, in view of that 
fact, that we take the vote, say, at 4 o’clock to-morrow upon the 
resolution and amendments. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I can not to that. I desire to 
say right here that when the tariff and silver questions were 
pending, in January, I think it was, I was intending to submit 
some remarks, but in order to accommodate the Senator from 
Arkansas [Mr. Jonzs] J consented that an hour might be fixed 
when debate should cease. During the last hour of that debate 
new matter up, new ms were made, new argu- 
ments presented, in which I des 
see fit to ask for a vote upon them. I have seen that same course 

ued theretofore where unanimous consent had been given. 

hen the discussion is over, there will be no effort on my part to 

delay the debate if the Senate pleases to pass the resolution. At'ter 

I have finished my remarks, and those who agree with me have 

finished what they desire to eee 
further 


it desires in to the 
Allow me to say, Mr. President, that the disposition which is 
manifested to take up a matter of this kind and crowd out appro- 
priation bills is rather new. i have always understood appropri- 
ation bills had the t of way. ae 
tion bills considered in their order and disposed of, and the 
bond resolution can be taken up in its order and er: a nr 
finished business. Twice my speech on the resolution has been 
eut short bythe expiration of the morning hour. It was cut 
on y last by a side discussion between the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. Gear] and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 
Whenever the resolution is taken up I want to continue it to the 
end. That is the best way to do it. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. ill the Senator from New York allow 


ee 

Mr. Certainly; but I suggest to the Senator from South 
Dakota that he has a right to move to take up the Indian appro- 
priation bill if he desires to do so. 

Mr, PETTIGREW. I simply desire to ask the Senator from 
New York a question. He says he has been cut off in debate. 
Can the Senator not name the number of hours he wants to 
and then that we shall vote immediately 
will make it im ble to cut off his . 

, not wish to limit time of other Senators 


ieee oerene 
itr PALMER. Thsve = Qisposition to interfere with any 
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to participate, but I did not | from 


prevent the Senate doing what | has 


“mous consent now asked for by 


APRIL 20, 


ener es Senator from Kansas or the Senator from 

ew York; but I wish to state that it will not be possible +, 

take the vote on the resolution at 4 o'clock to-morrow. Other; 

desire to be heard on the resolution, and for myself I protest, 9;. | 

shall — protest against fixing that hour to-morrow /., 
v 


Mr. HARRIS. L rise to a parliamentary inquiry. I inquire of 
the Chair what is the status at of the saseiution of the 
Senator from Kansas? I see it is the unfinished business. [ ha\-o 
been told, although I am not cognizant of the fact, that it has boon 
— the subject of a unanimous-consent agreement. Is th. 

ue 
Mr. STEWART. That is true. 
Mr. HARRIS. What is that agreement? Let the Secretary 
read it. If there be a unanimous agreement I should be gla {5 
know exactly what it is; and if there be such eement, i hope 
the Senate will not now or at any other time any of the 
terms of the t. 

Mr. PEF . Thatis the situation exactly, I will say to the 

Mr, HILL, Allow mo to right: there tha 

iY. \ ow me to sa: ti re that the last time the 

unanimous agreement was discussed—it has been discussed on 
several oecasions—it was expressly stated in the discussion had 
between the Senator from Kansas and the Senator from lowa that 
it should not interfere with appropriation bills. 

Mr. HARRIS. I hopetheagreement, if there be one, will speak 
for itself. If there be a unanimous-consent agreement it is of 
record, and I shall be glad to know what it is. 

Mr. PEFFER. It has been read several times. 

Mr. HILL. The unanimous-consent agreement was simply 
made ten days ago, which was to take upthe resolution for consii- 
Sule dba qusiartatirapaemmiing een, There sor; 

up le ere never 
has been any unanimous consent that the resolution should be 
= th and not be discontinued until a vote should be 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 
Mr. PEFFER. We all understand that very well. The object 


of this effort on m Lean 

The PRESID OFFICER. The Chair has recognized the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. PEFFER. e Senator will bear with me a moment longer? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. My object is to effect een, if possible, 
as to when we tay diqqese <f the bond uation. Then [ shall 
get out of the way and not annoy Senators any more with respect 
to the appropriation bills. 

Mr. ALLI IN. orem to the Senate 
and the Senator from Kansas. I that the bond reso- 
lution is here not by vote of the Senate, but by the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate. I understood at the time that consent was 

that 
per 


° ‘iation or _ they 
used the Senator 
Kansas wall pe imply y that he was 
gi to allow the resolution to be 
aside tem soustiuantionst appropriation bills; 
but I now —— to him to yield to what has been the uniform 
custom of Senate within my namely, to lay aside 
, by wnanimous consent, the say Near omeery when 
iation bills are ready for consideration. e Senator now 
the unfinished business of the Senate, and no 
bills can intervene to prevent 
ee a bills _ seeatdered 
ae me Senate they must undergo, as ators know 
we well, consideration by the House of Represent: tives 
by conference committees. 

There will be — time, no matter when we shall agree to 
adjourn, outside of bills to consider the neces- 
sary business of the and I can see no reason why the Sen- 
ator from Kansas should ask thatthe bond resolution be considered 
to the exclusion of when he has the absolute 

of else, even if the unani- 
from South Dakota 
shall be granted. So I hope, at least for the present, and unt)! we 

t our docket clear of some bills and get 

will allow his 


haps 
was 


from Iowa a ques 


as one of the senior Sena- 
sincerely, is he of 

shall now give way 

a. bills that it 
resolution of the 


will stand before 











final action—for I take it that is all any of us want— 
—s not to be drifted to one side and 


contest whereby the 
on indefinitely in debate, as we see around us 
exclusion of iation 
control of the te as re- 
bills only intervening, and I 
a custom which has pre- 
certainly twenty-three years, that appro- 
everything else; in fact, 
such ce. Of 
Senator has 
the Senate, but 
ore a appropria- 


ter for us all that 


way. 
. STEWART], who 
tor from meee 
consideration of the 
I will stay with the Sen- 
want me to stay here; 
wish that tion take precedence of ap- 
bills, which are pressing upon us, and occupy the 


. Mr. President—— 
After that statement of the Senator from Iowa, 


I wish to makearemark. Am I ized? 
OFFICER. The Senator from Nev [ Mr. 
entitled to the floor. 

ART. Itis very evident that there is a determined 


: 


r. 








opposition to the bond resclution and that there is an effort to 
prevent a vote upon it. I regard that resolution as more impor- 
tant than the consideration of any appropriation bills; I 
regard it as of the highest importance to the or of this nation 
6 ression of our views should be 
after all has oe ore after all 
ae which we know has occurred. I think it the duty 
of the Senate to pass the ing resolution or some resolution of 
similar It the while that there is a di 
sition, and it is and has become obvious to all, to set the 
resolution that it shall not be considered. We know very 
well if has only the right of way subject to appro- 


i 


that a discussion of it between the consideration of 
bills can be carried on indefinitely, and ‘the resolu- 
aside to the end of the session. 
the business much more rapidly 


| 


finishing it; but when appro- 
My oe alle here every few hours and are to take the 
place of which is pending, it will be very easy to 
consume The only way to pass a resolution of 
this kind d on to it until it is di of. 
If it is to ee eee eee wee ene ae 
ve its opponents a 
ag sen be , 80 that they 
can tervals of time appropria- 
tion bills until of the session, and we shall have no 
sition of the : ee 
consideration , | wan question a Vo 
of the Senate and willing to have that done. 
= from Nevada allow me? 
naan Committe Resaiandions 
ttee on ions 
with the utmost faith. 
did not introduce 
ution. I must say, for my 
resolution the most t mat- 
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going te come when we shall have to stand by the bond resolution 
after day. It is not going to be child’s play. 
r. ALLISON. So I understand. 

Mr. STEWART. The Administration is opposed to it, and we 
must stay here by it. Now, when the time comes will the Sena- 
tor from Iowa stand by us? 

Mr. ALLISON. I will be in the neighborhood, I will say to my 
friend. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. STEWART. Allright. With that understanding. I have 
no objection to the resolution being laid aside informally. 

Mr. HILL. I trust the Senate is not to be bound by the agree- 
ment made between the two distinguished Senators a moment ago. 

Mr. STEWART. No; we are simply bound by your capacity 
to talk. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NDLER. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Nevada 
his authority for stating that the Administration is opposing the 

of the resolution? 

Mr. STEWART. What authority? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes; what authority? 

Mr. STEWART. Must I give authority for what I say on this 
floor? If so, I will say it is on the best authority in the world. I 
do not want to give any other. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 








The Senator from South Dakota 
_ PETTIGREW] asks unanimous consent that the unfinished 
usiness may be temporarily laid aside. 
Mr. PEFFER. ith the statement which has been made so 
clearly and courteously by the chairman of the Committee on 
Apr iations [Mr. ALLIson], I am willing that shall be done. 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? 
Mr. HILL. The resolution is temporarily laid aside, is it not? 
There isno other understanding or agreement on the purt of the 
te? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state the propo- 
sition. The Senator from South Dakota asks that the unfinished 
business be temporarily laid aside. Is there objection? 
Mr. HILL, To that I do not make any objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I think I inciuded in my request that the 
bond resolution before the Senate should not lose its place, but 
should be the unfinished business. 
Mr. FAULKNER. That is the effect of the agreement. 
Mr. CULLOM. That is all right. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I was not entirely satisfied 
with the explanation made by the Senator from Colorado { Mr. 
TELLER] as to the way in which these various amounts have been 
reached. I was not surprised that the Senator took exception to 
some remarks that had been made by Senators in reference to the 
claims. I think one Senator said the claims were a frand. 1 
think both Senators, the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Patarer] and 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown], used very strong language 
in reference to the claims. Although they did not intend to make 
any imputation upon the committee, I am conscious that such 
remarks might well be understood as making a reflection upon the 
committee, and I am glad the Senatorfrom Utah, and the Senator 
from Illinois as well, disclaimed any such purpose. They had a 
right to stigmatize the claim, I suppose, by as strong language 
as they chose to use. They were not justified in imputing any 
disposition tothe committee to press a fraudulent claim, and J do 
not understand that they intended to make any such imputation. 
I certainly do not. I am bound to believe that the committee 
acted with the best of motives and that they believe these sums 
should be paid out to the individuals named. 
Still, Mr. President, I am not satisfied with the situation which 
will be presented after the claims are paid as they are here listed 
in the amendment, and I shall expect the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] or the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Pertt- 
GREW] or the from Connecticut [Mr. Piatt) to explain 
to me upon what basis we are to — our action in this ailjudi- 
cation. Here is a large amount of money to be paid out. It is to 
be paid out to particular individuals. This clause is not for the 
payment of the whole balance of 35 per cent toJoel M. Bryan. It 
withholds it from Joel M. Bryan, to whom it was contracted to 
be paid, and gives it to these individuals. It proposes to give to 
W 5S. Peabody $29,000. He has already had $8,000. It gives 
to McLoud and Erwin and McPherson over $15,000, claims that 


ae the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. TCHARD. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 

allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I! desire to state for the information of the 

Senator from New Hampshire that those claims are now pending. 

They have never been considered and passed upon by the Secre- 
of the Interior. 

Secretary 


of the Interior gave as the reason for refusing to 


_ upon the claims the fact that the Senator from Colorado at 
last session of Congress introduced a resolution forbidding the 


Therefore he could 


payment of any more money on those claims. 
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not consider it. I introduced a resolution during the present ses- 
sion of the Senate asking a modification of the resolution intro- 
duced by the Senator from Colorado, and that resolution was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The committee, in 
onse to my resolution, after considering all the evidence which 
been filed before the Secretary of the Interior, decided to allow 
the claims of McLoud and Erwin in the amount of $5,000 each. 
In order that the Senator from New Hampshire may be full 
advised as to the nature of those claims and the evidence on whic 
they are based, I beg leave to ask that a statement furnished me 
may be read by the Secretary and inserted in the RECORD as a 
part of my remarks. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins in the chair). 
there be no objection, the Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


1. In 1876 Bryan and McCoy, Old Settler commissioners, made a contract 
with C. M. McLond to prosecute said claim. The contract called for 10 per 
cent of the amount that should be recovered. This was the first contract 
rade by the Old Settler commissioners after their appointment by their 
council of 1875. 

2. McLoud assigned & one-half interest in said contract to Marcus Erwin, 


If 


of . 
8. Marcus Erwin assigned one-half of his interest in said contract to Theo- 
dore H. N. McPherson on June 29, 1876. 

4. These three apooenere worked on the claim during the sessions of Con- 
gress from the date of their employment to the following dates: To 1881, as 

Erwin, when he died; to 1884, or thereabouts, as to McLoud, bis health 

down about that time, and failing completely in 1886, when he 

retired from practice, and died in 1892. Mr. McPherson did not continue in 
the case after McLoud died or discontinued his efforts in the prosecution. 

6. The McLoud contract, calling for 10 per cent, would have entitled these 
claimants to put in claims for ae which is 10 per cent of the amount of 
the claim as allowed, viz: $800,386.31; but inasmuch as they did not remain in 
the case to the end, their claims were only made for half of the contract fee. 

As to contract and service rendered thereunder the proof filed in the De- 
partment of the Interior in support of the claims shows the following, the 
same being the substance of the several affidavits: 


Exhibit 1.—Affidavit of James Taylor, of Cherokee, N. C., setting forth the 
ues = — comers with M 
sation, etc. 
rafting bills for 


in d 
tion 
that 


cLoud, its eee as to service, compen- 
of which he was familiar; that service was rendered 
referring the claim to the Court of Claims, the introduc- 
of bills in Congress by Congressman Vance at McLoud'’s request; 
McLoud, Erwin, and McPherson worked diligently before the commit- 
tees to get the bills pegarees from session to session; the iP tion and 
urging, with Newell, of the amendment to the sundry civ in 
e g the case. with other Cherokee matters, to the Secre 
rt; that said services extended over a 
McLoud and Erwin spent many months 


Pp 
r 1895, had a conversation in Washing- 
ryan, Old Settler commissioner, when the said Bryan 
remarked that all of the different contracts with attorneys had been sub- 
mitted to the Secretary of the Interior, except the contract of McLoud and 
Erwin, and he thought it strange that thec under said contract had not 
e 


been submitted, as had rendered valuable services in the prosecution of 


the claim of the Old Settlers. : 
Eahibit 2.—Affidavit of W of Asheville, N. C.: Was in W 
1870 to ; in 1876 McLoud and himself too 
oners ag McCoy, and 
David Tucker, their intrepreter; a contract was made in April or May, 1876, 
said commissioners with McLoud, empl him as 
prosecute the claim of the Old Settlers; 
room Er and in the presence of David 
the same as a witness; that the 


it 

session; that McLoud and Erwin spent 

at work on the claim, fly ins the 
ance 


i 


.; and that said McLoud and Erwin did more 
’ claim than 


any two attorneys ever employed 
and details how he came to be familiar with the facts, from being presen’ 


etc. 
.—Affidavit of Hon. R. B. Vance: Was member of 
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Tucker. 
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Exhibit 4.—An affidavit of six prominent citizens of Asheville, N.C, as to 
the character and standing of Hon. R.B. Vance. (Asummary of the eo));. 


of this paper is not considered necessary. 
Exhibit 5.—Affidavit of T. H. N. McPherson: That he has been 
racticing in the city of W: on for the past twenty-five year. that 
rwin assigned to him one-half of his half interest in the McLoud ¢51,tra,1. 
sets out in full a copy of said nt, dated June 29, 1876; that | rwin 
was compelled to return to North from time to time, and arranged 
with him to look after the claim, so that at all times it would receiy.. ;,; Sab 
tion; that the case had no standing in the Court of , and McLoud. 
Erwin, and himself rendered services in consulting with members, « \|0.;! 
ing data and information concerning the claim, drafting bills, gettin ¢),..,, 
introduced in “yg before committees, Departments. ¢}._ all 
for the pu of indu L posanens to send the claim to the Court o¢ 
Claims; that the services o , McLoud, and Erwin extended o\o, e 
poe of five years, and of himself and McLoud over a period of six year. 
hat all three of them spent large sums of their own money in the priosion: 
tion of said Old Settlers’ claim; that owing to serious ill health at timo of 
making the affidavit he is unable to more in detail the acts of sory. 
ice rendered by himself, McLoud, and 
Exhibit ¢6.—Affidavit of Ella C. McLoud: Is the widow of C. M. MeLoug 
that she is familiar with the services of her husband in the prosecution of 
the Old Settlers’ claim; made seven trips to Washington with her husiang 
in one year on the business; that be Pe Sy ont almost the entire 
winter of 1876-77 in Washington e on said m; that she did not ac. 
company him en all of his trips ee that the journeys were 
eecaere, thousand dollars in the prosecution of said 
c s, alm: letely abandoning his practice at home; relates oon yor. 
sations her husband had in her presence with Ju Robert P. Dick, judgo 
United States court for the western district of North Carolina, and wit) cr 
father, and that he gr ee work he was doing 


large from the 
on the case; that his health failed and he died in 1892. 

Exhibit 7.—Is affidavit of the widow of Erwin: That she frequently 
heard discussions between her husband and McLoud and others concerning 
= roqpentien as the Old ee claim; eee eo 1st, inclusive, her 

us was ashington during every session of Congress; that he se 
lag ye suens-od money 38 Verne Se Spee gre weemerees in yTose’ atine 
said claim, often staying for a month after adjourned; that he spent 
all he had made for several to en’ upon the case, and neg. 
lected his home practice, and died lea’ her ess; thatin consequence 
she has had astruggle to rear her 'y, be: compelled to move on an 
average of about a year erent about preserving 
her husband's papers, at one time burning a barrel full of papers, mostly on 
Indian matters; t she often begged her husband to give up the business 
of prosecuting said claim, but he sald he could not afford to Beso, and thas 
some day he would be compensated. 

Exhibit 8.—Is affidavit of J. E. cashier Battery Park Bank, Asheville, 
as to the character, senting, oat ability as a lawyer of C. M. McLoud 

Exhibit 9.—Is affidavit of les A. Webb, the administrator of the estate 
of C. M. McLoud, d 5 

Upon the testimony, etc., thus produced before the De 
Interior, the attorneys for the claimants were informed that the facts of eon. 

d established, but that the value of the service was not 

set forth irssuch manner as toenable the Assistant Attorney-General to state 
the be proof wascalled for as tothe 


, whereupon the affidavits, of which the 


ven, were filed: 
of Robert B. Vance; services were laborious 
attention and much skill; thinks $30,000 a reasonalle esti- 

the services rendered McLoud and 
Exhibit 11.—Affidavit of W. W. Rollins; knows of his own knowledge of the 
—<—) Erwin,and McPherson in prosecu said * Old Set- 
; that McPherson devoted a great of time to the matter 
hile McLoud and Erwin were in Washington, while they were at 
; that McLoud and Erwin expended several 
for themselvesand others whose evidence 
; thinks a reasonable estimate 
to 000; thinks the latter sum 
the three. . 
. Robertson; that McLoud and Erwin could 
000 out of their home ice during the six 
“Old Settlers” ; that their services 
ree Ser ie ae sum as a reasonable estimate 

fiidavit by James Taylor, ;N.C. McLeod, Erwin, and 
the first employed after the “Old Settlers” con- 
y their services were difficult, laborious, and 
hard, and were worth from $25,000 to at a conservative estimate. They 


yee ors ned. with the same ete., at their home practice or 
in matters fully the latter sum. 

Exhibit 14.— of administration to Lucius H. Smith, Buncombe 

decesned, and power of at 

Asheville, aM C. ca 

and hearing ven e attor- 

Assistant Attorney-General gave 

an allowance to be made on 

t he perenes to ae them 

him; and the Secretary 

Toe eecintiem ot Senate reso- 

advised them that they secure the 

resolution, which is sought to be done by 


the Senate resolution, to which 
‘resolution modified so as to per- 
adjust those claims. The res- 

to the Committee on Indian 
resolution the amounts fixed in the 
compensation to the parties for the 


of my own knowledge. | sim- 
various affidavits which have 
of the Interior. | know 

was a gentleman, and! 
yes would file a 

to be paid for 

md. He was 

, and I am satis- 

the paper read by 

that the Secretary 

matter, at the same 


an attorney 


: 


rtment of the 















Committee on Indian Affairs have preferred to take the 
ee have said to us, “ Rather than to modify the 
and let controversy continue before the Secretar 


terior, we prefer to settle the whole matter at one time”; 
of the Jay have cut down the claims of these individuals from 
0,000. 
30 EAT. Fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. Fifteen thousand dollars in bulk; but I 
was referring only to the claim of McLoud and Erwin. I know 
nothing as to the claim of Mr. McPherson, except to say that he 
isa gentleman. He hails from a different State. 
tlemen lived in my State in their lifetime. 

The entire amount allowed to these people, the amount that they 
have proven the services were worth, was $30,000, and it has been 
peved one-half by thecommittee. I take it the committee thought 
the best to do was to settle the matter while they had it 
before them; to settle all these amounts and scale them down, so 
as to give each individual what he would be entitled to in equity. 
They are not getting their legal rights. If they were getting the 
amounts they are ee entitled to the bill would include an 
appropriation for $30,000. But I take it the committee has granted 
these e what they think is equitable. 

It is true they did not get their claims considered before the 
Secretary of the Interior when the other claims were considered. 
The they account for that is this: They say Major Erwin 
had died and they had to have an administrator appointed. Cap- 
tain MecLoud had died, and they had to have an administrator 
appointed in that case. Pending the appointment of the admin- 
istrators in those two cases the claims were considered by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior’ I feel confident that the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, while 1 have not the honor to be a member of that 
body, have done what they conceive to be for the best interests of 
and for the interests of all parties concerned. 
This fund, I understand, was set aside for the payment of attor- 
neys’ fees. So it is more in the nature of an adjustment of the 
amount due these individuals than in the nature of an appropria- 
from the Government to pay the attorneys for services ren- 


I do not care to mr anything more about the matter. I know 
ividually; but I know that they have estab- 
fact that they had a contract under which they were 
a certain sum of money. I further know the fact that 
that they rendered the services. It is admitted 
Rey have rendered the services, and it is also admitted 
the consideration for the services has been scaled one- 
can see no cg no just cause, for disallowing this 
to ’ 
. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I have no knowledge as to 
claims, whether they are sound or unsound. I 
that if the claimants are entitled to the large 
5 clause there has not been earlier pros- 
an adjudication by some tribunal. No 
these amounts are due except the Committee 


But these gen- 


Z 


g 


aE 
























Ss 


gig 
ue 


E 
i 


ict 
i 
a 


on Indian Affairs or the Committee on Appropriations of this 
wae ere know as the case stands to which committee we 
are this list. We do not know which committee has 


E 


Z f ‘Joel M Bryan that i 
money 0: . we are appropri- 
or itis the money of the United States. tt it 
United States, then none of these contracts are 
unless they were made under section 2103 of the 
which is so long that I will not insert it in 
, but it distinctly provides that any contract which is 
be be executed with certain formalities 
by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
the Interior. Joel M. Bryan’s contract appears 
so approved. I think it was an extravagant and an 
contract; but there it stands. The amendment pro- 
give Mr. Bryan all this money, but before giving any to 
award these various sums to the different parties 


ft 






named. Mr. William is to be given $29,000, who, 
as I said, has already 000. The estate of McLoud, 
the estate of Erwin, . McPherson are to be given $5,050 


i 


them under section 


Ee 
ie 





Certainly. 
. Has the Senator from New Hampshire read in 


XXVIII—261 


ERG pes 
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the protest of the Old Settler or Western Cherokee Indians the 
statement that I made relative to thatitem? Perhaps the Senator 
was not present when I read it. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I do not remember to have read it. 
_Mr. WILSON. I will read it again, with the Senator's permis- 
sion: 


It is conceded by those in whose behalf this protest is made that the pro- 
vision contained in_the proposed amendment for the payment of Reese H. 
Voorhees and John Paul Jones, the amount of $7,003.86 is just and proper,and 
should be paid; and that it is only a fair and reasonable compensation to these 
gentlemen for the valuable services rendered. 

That is in the protest that I understand the Senator from New 
Hampshire is supporting. Their bill has passed the other House 
and it has been tefore the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator admit that those two gen- 
tlemen have already received $32,000? 

Mr. WILSON. The amount that they received, the $32,000, 
has nothing to do with this contract, which was made subse- 
quently. I introduced a bill in the Senate, and that is the reason 
why I feel some interest in the matter. I went all over the papers. 
They gave a year and a half of service. 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from New Hampshire will allow 
me, I will suggest to him that these two gentlemen were attor- 
neys at law and were concerned with Mr. Garland in the prose- 
cution of the case originally in the Court of Claims and in the 
Supreme Court. 
Mr. CHANDLER. What was the $32,000 paid to them for? 
Mr. TELLER. Thirty-two thousand dollars was paid to them 
for that service, as I understand. They have rendered other serv- 
ices. They had a contract—— 
Mr. CHANDLER. I have before me—— 
Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator permit me to explain? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Excuse me, I thought the Senator was 
through. 
Mr. TELLER. They had a contract made according to law, 
approved by the proper officers, and under it the Secretary of the 
Interior paid them the full amount of their contract. 
Mr. CHANDLER. My impression is, from a memorandum 
which is before me, that Messrs. Voorhees and Jones were paid 
32,000 for services in the prosecution of the Old Settlers’ claim, 
and that the claim which is now allowed was for another service. 
Defending the money recovered by the Indians from the Government 
against all spurious, unauthentic, or unreasonable claims of attorneys or 
other persons claiming to have rendered services in securing or aiding in the 
collection of the Old Settlers’ claim. 
So, having received $32,000 themselves, they are now to have 
$7,003.86 for defending the Indians from the unreasonable claims 
of other attorneys. That is a very singular state of things. It 
seems these Indians had to make a contract to pay out 35 per 
cent of all they could recover, and then they had to make addi- 
tional contracts to protect themselves from the unreasonable 
claims of attorneys, and they had to pay large sums to new attor- 
neys to protect them from the unreasonable claims of attorneys 
whom they had already employed. I do not say that these 
amounts are not due, but I ask, where is the adjudication that 
they are due which is to justify the Senate in making this appro- 
priation? 
Now wecometo Mr. McKnight’s claim of $1,000. Mr. McKnight, 
as I said a little while ago, is the surviving partner of Mr. E. J. 
Ellis. The original contract with Mr. Ellis was for 2 per cent on 
the appropriation of $800,000, which would have made a claim of 
$16,000. They have been paid $4,000. They are now claiming 
before Congress the sum of $12,000. They are prosecuting that 
claim before this body; they are prosecuting that claim before the 
House of Representatives. Who has adjudicated that they are 
entitled to only $1,000? What is the justification for reducing the 
amount? 1 admit it may be necessary that it should be reduced, 
but should it not be done by some tribunal? Should it not be 
done by some adjudication? If done by a committee of this body, 
should it not be done in pursuance of a report which shows the 
grounds for the action of the committee of this body before we 
are asked to approve these specific sums as due to these people? 
We are asked to adjudicate that $29,000 is due to Mr. Peabody, 
who has already had $8,000. Why? Because that is the judgment 
of the Senator from Colorado, the Senator from Connecticut, and 
the Senator from South Dakota. We are also asked to adjudicate 
to Mr. McKnight—— 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. C DLER. In one moment, as soon as I utter this sen- 
tence. We are also asked to adjudicate that Mr. McKnight’s 
claim for $12,000 is to be reduced to $1,000. Howis that? What 
are we to say to Mr. McKnight when he comes here after this bill is 
a asks for an additional $11,000? Now I will yield to 

e Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
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New Hampshire that in this case Mr. Peabody’s claim was not 
adjudicated by me. He had a contract. The Committee on In- 
dian Affairs had charge of it, not myself, although I think that 
he is entitled to more money than he is getting. I have detailed 
some of the services he has rendered. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator think that the Old Set- 
tlers cught to have paid 35 per cent of all they recovered to attor- 


? 
wir. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 
allow me to answer? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. nm has the contract for the whole 
$79,000, and has also filed a claim for the entire amount, shutting 
out everybody. He has made an affidavit, which is here, showing 
in detail what his services were, and that they were not paid for. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very good; and we are called upon by an 
act of Congress to legislate the money away from him and into 
the pockets of these people. Weare called upon to handle all this 
sum of money without any report from the committee stating the 
reasons, and when we know that every one of these claimants who 
has not had allowed to him by these two committees the sum 
which he claims will come and complain to Congress hereafter 
and ask for more money, and when we have not any reason for 
overruling the findings of the Secretary of the Interior except a 
clause in an ee bill reported from the committee, not 

y of reasons for the con i 


reached. 
Mrs. Belva A. Lockwood is to be paid $1,000. How much does | the 


she claim? She claims that her contract was for $80,000. Why 

has the committee cut this woman down $79,000 and given us no 

— for cutting down the amount of her claim from $30,000 to 
? 


r. TELLER, I will tell the Senator. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Why should not the women be treated just 
as well as the men in this e of distribution? 
Mr. TELLER. If the Senator does not ask a question for in- 
formation, but only asks to hear himself talk, I do not care about 


interrup him. 

Mr. © . Isupposeit would be more agreeable to hear 
the Senator talk, and therefore I will yield if he wants me to yield. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator really wants to know why the 
sum was cut down—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly I do; but the Senator got angry 
a little while - when I asked him a question; and he can answer 
or not, just as he pleases. 

Mr. . I did not get angry at all. 
rupt him to ask a question, and now he wants to ask me a ques- 
tion. Every question put in the course of my argument, unless 
disclaimed—— 

Mr. TELLER. I will not interrupt the Senator. The Senator 
—_ not desire to have the truth. 

Mr. LER. I recognize the Senator as the fount of all 


D , 
truth, and now I will ask him why he cut down the claim of Mrs. 
Lockwood 


from $80,000 to $1,000? 


Mr. TELLER. I did not cut down the claim of Mrs. Lock- 
. Loc had atall. Mrs 


, haverted kn something ie tae settee ee 
sum ow m 5 

an Dunster 00 ash quactensud a csmnatitee Matabresstes a elt 
en the Senator advocates the sums of 


aj 

I might be willing and probablyshould i 
ance therewith. There is no vad adjudication. 

of the Interior has made his adjudication of smaller 
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ae See oe ee There is no adjudication of the Court of 
, as perhaps there ought to be, upon these cases. There is 
merely this clause in the a bill proposing that 
aalutel Gr the Ghomaines ‘Appropriations. N oon. 
on b ow, I say it is 
not asatisfactory way of doing business. It is not thesatisfactory 
way of finding out how much, if anything, is due tothese parties. 
I give notice to the Senate that if this schedule & law 
Congress will be pestered from this time on by claimants who wi!! 
say they were not allowed what ought to have been allowed, 
and they will come to © eee be done 
to them, Congress having undertaken to the adjudication 
and to determine that these payments shall be made and no oth.» 
shall be made. 
submit, Mr. President, that these claims should take the w.. 
i ee m 


much like thanking 

propriation bill he has not een me. 
ap’ on gone so as some ators 
to say that the proposed is a fraud and a theft. | 
think that the ane on Indian Affairs ani 
on priations owe @ great 

New Hampshire an 


by and by have examined these items. 
we owe a great deal to him, 

that obligation. 

upon these 

serious thing to 

that the pay- 

will be fraudu- 

That charge 

two grounds, that tle 

. that there 


or 

the Senate of 
claims so far as it relates to 
the personnel of the committees who have brought them forward. 
it remains to inquire whether the elaims are here as the result 0! 
inattention or carelessness or want of investigation, or for any 
other reason which militates against the acceptance of this amen \- 


ment. 
I will give the of the claims, and I speak of the matter, 
, because I am a member of tlic 
Committee on Indian Affairs. When the present gress met 
bills were introduced — for payment out of this fund in 
Treasury to attorneys who rendered services in obtaining 
a SS ee ,090 to: the Old Settlers 
or Western Cherokee It has -eomplained here that 
these claims ought to be upon the introduction of bills 
a@reportuponthe bills. I think 
or nearly every 
lina [ Mr. 


investigation | if 


that there is no 
that no subcom- 
ever devoted more atte:- 
before than 
‘ subcommittee. They made a report to 
Committee on Indian Affairs. That Was accom)a- 
written memorandum of the facts to each case: 
the Committee on an Affairs 
the unanimous 

| Perhaps th I 
@ subd- 
of the Committee on India 
fraudulent and thievin- 
plies 
the same argument eR ow 


which comes 















where Congress is asked to pay an honest claim, 
not been adjudicated except by the committee and that 
it has received only the examination given it by the committee. 
Tt will not be three weeks before the Senator from New Hamp- 
: with a report upon some subject, and 
— him where aw he — he was 
‘ndicated, he will 5 ve investiga’ ma as a 
—_ of the ceomeiaiane the committee to which I belong, the 
Naval Committee, hearing the facts, havecome to the conclusion 
this is a proper ” That is the way in which all claims 
Government forthe payment of which 
the ble. It is the usual course. 
Would it have been better to have had a dozen bills reported 
here and acted upon separately than that they should have been 
lidated proposed as an amendment to the Indian appro- 


f 


i bill? 
privrter the matter had received the sanction of the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, and I believe the unanimous approbation of every 
member of the committee, it went to the Appropriations Commit- 
. The same yellow memoranda from which the Senator 
has been reading and same arguments which the Senator has 
retailing here were laid before the Appropriations Commit- 
tee, é I believe, from somebody who thinks he has not 

-as much of this money as he ought to have. The Appropria- 
gore’ Committee have not passed this subject by slightingly. 
They have care and attention to it, and have in some 
respects the recommendations of the Indian Committee. 
They have not exactly adopted the recommendations of that com- 


Mr. penile ee is it that Senators say that these claims are 
fraudulent; they are an attempt to steal something from the 
Indians; eee not been considered, and have not been 

e J Ican tell why itis. First, there are some 
attorneys who think that they have not been fairly dealt with 
here—some of whose claims, or alleged claims, have been disa)- 
lowed entirely, some of whom have not got as much as they think 

ought to have gotten. That is one class of people who are 
Then there is the Cherokee Nation, by its dele- 
here, which has not an iota of just claim as a nation upon 
money, claiming to represent the Old Settlers, who, after hav- 
voted this money away for the purpose of collecting this 
and —- the talanes of it by a vote of the council to 
Bryan, i commissioner, come in and say they 
the money. These two parties, the attorneys who think they 
not got quite enough and the Cherokee Nation and the Old 
who, after the old fashion of Indian giving—give and 
back—have excited the philanthropic sympathy of the Indian 
Rights Association, and so this attack is made upon the payment 


of these claims. 
aword about the claims. I donot think much of con- 
of claim 


FEF 


EeTErEE 


claim against the Government and recovery against the Govern- 
ment, is conducted just Attorneys take such claims 
poet ag era much in case they succeed. I do not 

‘much of it, but the necessity of that sort of employment of 


ee ce ee ncnent in pay 
aa it ought to pay. people who have these claims 
against the Government ordinarily can not employ attorneys and 

Saliiievernment vefases t0 pay, a5 i retuned t pay 
these Settlers $800,000, which it owed them for fifty zo, 
more or less, were forced to put their claims into the hands 


of attorneys, who them for a conti 
old claim against the Government in behalf of these settlers—fifty 
years old, was it not, I inquire of the Senator from Arkansas? I 
think it dates back as far as 1838. 

Arkansas. I think it is more than 60 years old. 

from the treaties of 1832 and 1833. 

claim has been ding against the 
It has been claimed by these that the 


t fee. Here was this 


F 
S 
i 
Fa 


| 
g 


amountof money. They never 
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part of the United States, and I say that the $86,000 belongs to 
some one who has rendered services. It does not belong to the 
Indians; it does not belong to the United States; it belongs un- 
questionably to the parties who have rendered services under that 
original contract. If there are no payments to be made, then the 
United States is simply to confiscate this $86,000. It can not be 
paid. back to the Indians, or any portion of it; they can not re- 
cover it. 

Now, let us take one claim here, for there is no time to go 
through all of the claims. When the Indian Commi' 
gated this subject a memorandum of a report was drawn 
reference to each one of the claims, setting forth fully tl 
in relation to it. Take the claim of Mr. Peabody. I do not know 
Mr. Peabody; I never saw him. I know that he is a citizen of 
Colorado, and I know the Senator from Colorado says he is a 
worthy and estimable attorney and gentleman. What are the 
facts about that claim? When it was undetermined how much 
this recovery was going to be in the inception of it, Mr. Bryan, 
who was the agent of these Indians and had plenary power, made 
a contract with Mr. Peabody to give him 8 per cent of the amount 
which should be recovered. 

Mr, PALMER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PLATT. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask whether it isnot true that the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs or the Secretary of the Interior allowed 
to Mr. Peabody all that that officer thought he ought to have? 

Mr. PLATT. Oh, Mr. President, I do not wish to be impolite 
to the Senator; I shall not be, and I could not be; but this practice 
when a Senator is making a statement with regard to a particular 
subject, and thinks he is making a good statement, and intends to 
make a complete statement, of getting up and asking him some- 
thing with reference to a particular subject before he gets to it is 
scarcely a proper method of discussion. 

Mr. PALMER. Lhope the Senator from Connecticut will say 
that I offend against that rule of politeness perhaps as rarely as 
—- other Senator. 

r. PLATT. I will say that. 

I was coming to the particular subject to which the Senator has 
referred. I was going to examine the Peabody claim, because it 
may be treated asasample claim. It has been styled the fraudu- 
lent claim of a lobbyist for a year’s service. Mr. President, let 
us look at the claim alittle. Mr. Peabody made a contract with 
Mr. Bryan, the agent of these Indians, who was authorized to 
make the contract. That contract was that he should receive 8 
per cent of the amount collected. That can not be denied and is 
not denied. 

It is said that Mr. Peabody never rendered services adequate to 
the amount of his contract. Ido not think that question comes 
very fairly into this case, though I suppose that it is customary 
in the Interior Department to examine the question of services, 
and not to give the full amount of the contract if it be found that 
the services have not been rendered. But when was Mr. Peabody 
employed? How long ago was it? It was said here in the Senate 
that it was the work of a lobbyist for a year. Mr. Peabody 
was employed by Mr. Bryan on the 9th day of September, 1882, 
That is nearly fourteen years ago. So this service ran over a 
period of thirteen years up to the time of the collection of the 
money. His contract recited that there was 35 per cent set aside 
to pay the expenses, of which he was to have 8 per cent for his 
services. This contract was approved by the Commissioner of 
Indian Affairs in 1888. On the 6th of December, 1886, it was con- 
tinued in force for a period of nine years from December 9, 1882, 
by the original ies to the contract, Mr. Bryan, the agent of 
the Indians, and Mr. Peabody. It was again approved by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs January 27, 1887, and the Secretary of 
the Interior. It was again renewed and extended on the 10th of 
February, 1892, approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs 
on the 9th of Mare , 1892, and the Secretary of the Interior March 
11, 1892. It was in full force and effect when this money was paid. 

Now, do Senators come in here and say that Mr. Peabody isa 
fraudulent claimant, with this contract in existence since 1882, re- 
newed and approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and 
the Secretary of the Interior three different times? I venture to 
say from what I have learned in this case that if Mr. Peabody 
had not been employed to do the work which he did, or if some 
other person not been employed to do that work, there would 
have been no recovery in thiscase. I think that Mr. Garland, late 
Attorney-General, has practically saidthat. Mr. Peabody wasan 
expert accountant, familiar with statistics and accounts, and his 

as an attorney was tolook up andstate thisclaim through 
all its: multifarious complications for the last sixty years. He did 
it so successfully that the Indians recovered $800,000, which they 
never would have been able to recover and never would have re- 
covered if it had not been for the industry and skill of Mr. Pea- 
bedy, orsome man of precisely the same character and caliber in 


ID W th 


© facts 
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looking up the evidence and presenting it originally before the 
commissioner appointed by the Interior Department, and subse- 

penliy pots it in shape for the Court of Claims. The Secre- 
tary of the Interior now says for that service, extending over a 
period of twelve years, there ——- $280,000 set aside for the pay- 
ment of attorneys by the Indians themselves, that all Mr. Peabody 
is entitled to is $8,000. 

There are some very peculiar things about the case. The Indian 
Commissioner recommended $8,000, although he said that Mr. 
Peabody had forfeited the — to recover anything under his 
contract by reason of having been employed for two years in the 
Geological Survey. The case was before the Court of Claims, and 
although he said that the service which was rendered to Mr. 
Clements, the commissioner, was unimportant—that was the 
commissioner’s report—he recommended the payment of $8,000. 
The Secretary of the Interior, acting upon that recommendation, 
while he negatived the findings of the commissioner, and said 
there was nothing in the fact of Mr. Peabody’s employment in the 
Geological Survey which prevented him from recovering the 
worth of his services, and while he negatived the fact that his 
services in connection with the report of Mr. Clements were unim- 
portant, allowed him only $8,000. 

Let us see if that is not so. This is what the Secretary of the 
Interior says about it: 

The claim of W. 8. pele Se this claim I am of opinion that Mr, Pea- 

un 


body's acceptance of employmen der the Government of the United States 
can not be considered an abandonment of his contract. 


The commissioner said the contract had been abandoned. 


The proof filed shows that he performed very valuable services during a 
riod of many years, extending from the year 1878 to the close of the case. 
have carefully considered his claim, and I cannot think that, however valu- 
able and meritorious these services may have been, he is entitled to the enor- 
mous sum at which he rates them. Iagree with you that the sum of $8,000 
=? be ample compensation for all the services rendered; and that sum is 
owed. 


That isa most remarkable j ——— on the part of the Secretary 
of the Interior, The Commissioner of Indian Affairs based the 
reduction of the claim upon two reasons: One that Mr. Peabody 
had abandoned his contract, and the other that his services were 
not worth anything. And yet he recommended $8,000 upon that 
basis. The retary of the Interior negatived both of those 
grounds upon which the commissioner e the recommendation 
and only allowed Mr. Peabody the $8,000 which the commissioner 
had allowed. Iwanttoreadthatagain. This is the statement of 
Secretary Hoke Smith: 

The claim of W. 8S. Peabody.—Upon this claim I am of opinion that Mr. Pea- 
body's acceptance of employment under the Government of the United States 
can not be considered an abandonment of his contract. The proof filed shows 


that he performed very valuable services during a period of many years, 
oxtendiun rem the yeer 1878 to the close of the case. -e 


A lobbyist who is to be paid $29,000 for going around to Senators 
and wees year’s time! The Secretary of the Interior says 
the proof filed shows that Mr. Peabody “ performed very walushle 
services during a period of many years, extending from the year 
1878 to the close of the case.” 

The finding of the Secretary of the Interior in this matter was 
not conclusive. Mr. Peabody had a right to present his claim 
under his contract to Congress. His contract called for $64,000, 
and I venture to say from all my reading in the case that he ren- 
dered just as important services as any attorney in this case out 
of court or in court, and is entitled to just as much compensation. 
I am willing to let this amendment stand on this sample claim of 
Mr. Peabody. I think he has fairly made out his case here, as I 
think the rest of them have. 

But, Mr. President, in the usual way in which these cases go 
on, employing attorney after attorney, discharging attorneys and 
employing new ones, it always happens that the c presented 
by eee who have rendered services run u> to a very large 
figure; and there was left over only the sum of $86,000. There 
were claims upon it by attorneys to amount of about $200,000, 
which were presented to Congress, as they had a right to present 
them, and the place where they should be presented, and referred 
to the committee where they should be referred, and adjudicated 
as they should be adjudicated, let me say to the Senator from 
New pshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. So it came to this, that there 
had to be a sort of rude justice done between these different 
claimants, or one of three must follow, to use the 
ive and almost classic of the Senator from New 


the 
about half intimated it ought to do, or give it to Joel M. 
So the Committee on Indian Affairs, through its su 
and its whole committee, with the most tedious and careful and 
ing examination of these cases, came to the conclusion 


ttee 


nstaking 

ar what should be paid to the different ts, making as 
nearly as they could a fair adjustment of these claims, a rude 
kind cf justice and equity perhaps it was, but I venture to say 


that upon any one of the claims in that bill considered b 
the claim would be very much larger than it is as finally adjusteq, 
Then, as I say, the went to the Appropriations Committe. 
and the Appropriations ttee went over all this work, and 
now Senators come in and say it is all fraudulent, thievery) 414 
stealing from the Indians. Mr. President, if that be so, let us 
advance that argument in every case which has been examined 
carefully, thoroughly, and comprehensively examined—by a ¢ 1. 
mittee. Oh, no, Mr. President, that will not do. 

I should not have said a word in this case if it had not been that 
as a member of the Committee on Indian Affairs, I gave my assent 
to the amendment as reported to the Appropriations Committee. 
The Appropriations Committee, following it mainly, has change 
it in some respects, and, as the Senator in charge of this bil! t¢/|s 
you, in a manner that all the claimants .who Claims of any 
validity whatever are substantially satisfied. Now, had we not 
better dispose of the subject? 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. dent, I have endeavored since I have 
been a member of this body to observe its rules with great exact. 
ness. I have sought always to observe the rules of courtesy which 
ought to characterize the relations of Senators, but interruptions 
are so very frequent here, though generally by the consent of tho 
Senators interrupted, that my interruption of the Senator from 
Connecticut seems hardly to have justin ed that discourteous snub 
that he retorted upon me. I am afraid that I have so conducted 
myself in this body that Senators nee that I am incapable of 
feeling a snub tendered to me deliberately. I shall not notice the 
matter any further now; but I hope the Senator will pardon me 
for what he deemed an unusual disco A 

Mr. PLATT. IfI said anything that the Senator thought was 
discourteous I did notintend tosay it. I beg to assure him that [ 
did not intend it. I would not say anything which by any means 
could be construed into disrespect or discourtesy to the Sena- 


tor. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, thatends the matter so far as [ 
am concerned. 

I oppose the allowance of these claims, and I doit upon grounds 
which I think are fairly consistent with my respect for both the 
Committee on Indian Affairs and the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. Iregard committees as important, valuable, and intelligent 
aids to the Seana. They are ul. They are somewhat like tho 
referee, the master in that forum to which I am much 
more accustomed than this. But I have never supposed that an 
ex on to Se sa of a master, however able or intelligent, 
could be con into an offense, except as Barrington says 
that in Ireland, if a lawyer demurred to a declaration, it was 
followed by an immediate challenge. I should be sorry to see 
the rule established in the Senate that no criticism could be 
made upon the action of a committee without incurring its 
resentment. 


itself 


__ I listened to the very instructive remarks of the Senator from 


Colorado se TELLER] with great interest; and I understand 
this to be the state of facts: none 2e° ere were settlers in the 
Indian Territory called the Old ers, who were not regarded 
as a tribe ora nation, but as a sort of voluntary association, which 
could neithersue nor be sued, nor do suppose, as a matter of law, it 
was capable of contracting; ‘but a committee of that body did enter 
into some sort of t with some agent for the prosecution 
of a claim against the United States; and asa result of the prosecu- 
tion of that — the ee ee on cadiger that dis- 
organized and,i suppose, somew. ncapable c of persons, 
that group of persons—for the term “‘ group” describes them, I 
ints mesh more oe any other term I can think of 
at present. I understand, therefore, that these le were under 
the protection of the United States. The United States was 4 
trustee, somewhat like a trustee for the incapable classes, the in- 
sane or minors, and the United States assumed all the responsi- 
bility of a trustee. 
These ns made contracts that were sanctioned by the 
the contracts which were made. | infer 

‘of the Henator from Missouri [Mr. CockrELL}, 

tion of this group adopted setting 

per cent of whatever might be realized to compensate 
— the particular attorney with whom 


Mr. GORMAN. The pending bill, of course, can not be con 
cluded to-night, and there are reasons which Senators understand 
why an t should be had at this time. I therefore 
move that the Senate adjourn. : 

The motion was to; and (at 4 o'clock and 14 minutes 


P: m.) the Senate to-morrow, y, April 21, 
896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


MonpDay, April 20, 1896. 
House met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by the 
ourk, of the House, Mr. ALEXANDER McDowELL, who said: ‘In 
the absence of the Speaker, the House will please designate a 


Mr. TL ENDERSON submitted the following resolution: 


That Hon. Jonn A. T. Hu, a Representative from the State of 
eater and is hereby, elected Speaker pro teunpore during the temporary 
absence of the Speaker. 


The question being put by the Clerk, the resolution was unani- 
a pro tempore on taking the chair was loudly ap- 
Prayer was offered by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. CoupeEn. 


The Clerk was to read the Journal of Saturday last, 
when the Speaker and tookthe chair, amid laughter and 
a 

SPEAKER. The House will beinorder. The Clerk will 
read the Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last. 

The Journal was read and approved. 

TESTS OF MATERIALS. 
Mr. PERKINS, by unanimous consent, offered the following 


resolution; which was read, considered, and adopted: 


Resolved by the House of tives (the Senate goneurréne). That the 
Public be, and he is by. authorized to print and bind in paper 
covers 500 of =e eee of the eeeeneg Smeer of the Watertown 
Arsenal of tests of for industrial and other purposes made at said 


arsenal during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893. 


On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the resolution was adopted was laid on the table. 


DONATIONS OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


. lask unanimous consent for the present 
of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 8262) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish condemned cannon to certain Grand Army 
om, © monument association, and army post, was read, as 


Fes 


Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby 

the to furnish tothe Veteran Brigade, Grand Army of 
, N. ent eces of condemned cannon for the pu 

of the burial lots ount Hope Cemetery and in the Holy Sep- 

ulchre , set apart for the exclusive use of the veteran soldiers and 

sailorsof the war of the rebellion, also four pieces of condemned cannon tu 


Soldiers’ Monument Ageseiation an incorporated body, of 
. + for the decoration of the soldiers and sailors’ monument 


4 


sitions; also, two pieces of condemned cannon to the 
G Army of the Republic, at Harrison, Ohio, for 
use cemetery, and four condemned cannon for the use of the Soldiers’ 
Vt. Provided, That the same can be spared without 

detriment ” service, and that no expense is thereby incurred by the 


There no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
een w ae See crtnaed, t be ; font Se a See 
_ reading; Was acco: re: e ime, and passed. 

motion of Mr. DROMWELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
was laid on the table. 


PETER P. FERGUSON. 


ART of Wisconsin. I ask unanimous consent for 
a bill (H. R. 6481) to pay Peter P. 


i 


s 


zg 


i 


: 


is this about? 
isconsin. The Clerk will please read the 


a 
zs 


av 
i 


objection to the present consideration 


seems to be a just claim, but I think the bill 
money is to be paid. I do not believe 
ly directs that a certain amount 


FE 
ue 
g* : 
a 


a toa individual and makes no state- 

ment of the matter for which pa tis to be made. Unlessthe 
bil) can be put in more specific I shall have to object. 
The Objection is \ f 
GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. ( 


. CANNON. , I move that the House resolve 
for the purpose of consider- 
n 


x Mr. 
into Committee of 
, pe resolved itself into Committee of the 


Mr. Payne in the chair. 


: aoe PRED - The Clerk will report the title of the pend- 
ing bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8293) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, for prior years, and for 
other purposes, 


Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
first formal reading of the bill. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Chairman, if I can have the atten- 
tion of the gentleman from Texas _ SAYERS] for a moment, 
does the gentleman desire any time for general debate on the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. I think we can get through with 
it much more rapidly and more satisfactorily to the committee if 
we proceed to consider it under the five-minute rule. 

r. CANNON. ThenIask unanimous consent that the gen- 
eral debate may now be considered as closed. and that we proceed 
—— r the bill for amendments under the five-minute 
rule. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, and read as 
follows: 

To James Bain, who wasassaulted and injured in the State of Louisiana by 
residents of that State, $1,000. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word for the purpose of getting some information in reference to 
this matter. 

This is an item of $1,000 for payment to one James Bain for an 
assault made upon him in the State of Louisiana. Now,I should 
like the gentleman in charge of the bill, my colleague, to state 
the circumstances of the assault and why it is a subject for ap- 
propriation by the General Government. 

r. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this item and the next items 
following it, three in number, are precisely of the same character, 
and have been examined by the Committee on Appropriations; 
but upon the recommendation of the Committee on Foreign Af- 
fairs—and I see my colleague, the chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs [Mr. Hitt], in his seat, and would be glad to have 
him give an explanation of the matter, as he is more familiar with 
the faéts than I am. 

Mr. HITT. Mr. Chairman, this claim was transmitted to the 
House by the Secretary of State, who recommended the action 
which has been taken by the committee. 

There is no method and no provision of law by which claims of 
this character can be indemnified in any other way than through 
an appropriation by Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I did not understand the statement of my col- 


e. 

. HITT. I say there is no method by which an applicant can 
have a claim of this character acted upon other than by having it 
transmitted to Congress, as was done in this case, on presentation 
by the British ambassador to our Government. The Secretary of 
State laid the matter before the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
with an urgent recommendation for immediate action upon it. 

The British Government, through its ambassador, had asked 
for Bain the sum of $2,500, but after a great deal of discussion 
on the part of the Committee on Appropriations and the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs the sum of $1,000 has been fixed upon. 
Bain, in the disturbances mentioned in this item of the bill, was 
shot, and was a long time suffering from the consequences of the 
wound. He was subjected to very considerable expense for medi- 
cal treatment, and it was thought, on a full consideration of the 
matter, that this was a fair sum, not too high, but sufficient to 
satisfy the British Government. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If my colleague will allow me, was this in 
the city of New Orleans where the assault was made on this man? 
I see it says “‘in the State of Louisiana” in the item here. 

Mr. T. It was in New Orleans. There was no assault. 
There are voluminous papers, giving the details and full explana- 
tions of the affair-—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. But was this an assault that occurred in a 
street fight or riot? 

Mr. HITT. Yes; it was during a riotous disturbance which 
took place on the street or wharf. The appropriation is provided 
in the bill precisely on the same principle as the payments here- 
tofore made in the case of the Chinese slain at Rock Springs and 
the Mafia case at New Orleans, and cases arising in other places, 
where there was no, provision of law to compen the injured 
parties or no redress practicable through local courts. 


Mr. HOPKINS. I would like to ask if this assault was ever in- 
vestigated by the municipal authorities immediately thereafter or 
at the time to determine as to whether this man was in any degree 
at fault in the matter? 

. HI There was an investigation and a report by the dis- 
trict attorney or the subject. The man was injured in a riot 
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between the screw men and the lon remen, certain labor 
organizations in the city, and the disturbance took place upon the 
wharf; this man not being a participant in it, but injured by shots 
fired by this crowd while he was at his duty. It is not certainas 
to whether he was shot accidentally or intentionally. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Then, if I understand my colleague, this man 


belonged to one of two labor organizations which were engaged | su 


in a riot? 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh,no; notatall. If the gentleman from Illi- 
nois will permit me, he had nothi do with the organizations. 

Mr. HiTT. It was during ast when there was some labor 
trouble preva in the city between the labor organizations, 
This aes a eee, was not engaged in = matter, but 
was shot ei accidentally or p y by some of these people, 
A number of were sie . 

Mr. SAY . If the gentleman will allow me, this man, I 
believe, was an officer on an English ship, and was eng: in 
loading the - at the time the disturbance took place. 
the progress of the work of loading the ship the riot 
along the wharves between the labor organizations and he was 
accidentally shot. He had nothing to do with either organization 
or with the riot. 

Mr. HOPKINS. He was not en 

n service then, as I un 

Mr. HITT. No; he was engaged in his duty as an officer of a 
British ship at the time. Six persons were indicted, as I was say- 
ing a moment oF0s but no evidence was adduced proving who 
fired the shot. ere was a total miscarriage of justice. 

Mr. HOPKINS. While we are on this subject, I see that the 
ee ee ee en eT 


Mr. HITT. Yes. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Were theseother persons injured in this same 
or riot? 


Mr. SA No; they arein different States. If the gentle- 
“Mr HITT. They exe in other places, but the injuries origi 
; 3 are in ‘ e injuries - 
; that is, in disorders. , 
8. I withdraw my formal amendment. 
: proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 
‘ows: 


To Frederick D. Da m0 
$1,800; in all, $2,800. 

Mr. KEM. Ishould like to have some explanation of the nature 
and circumstances of this claim. 
sinaliartparachunsea te pucpae rom tora tint 

answer purpose urn him over to 
colleague {Mr. Hitt], chairman of the Committee on Voreigs 
Affairs—that these three 


. or employed in any 


the Committee on Foreign Affairs and concurred in 


ttee on A tions as an allowance to indemnify 
KEM These were British subjects, were they? 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, =. 
Mr. MERCER. Mr. Chairman, my with refer- 
ence to this trouble, which took place in Sarpy , is that it 
by words at first, but wound up in a ; 
is ver — ee ene 


the 


the 
has asked any other government for pay for 
upon our any whanet 

will ask the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs if, 
after he has read the testimony taken in this Nebraska case, he 
ee etd aera 


or supposed inj receiv the Dawson family? tanrrie. 
ceipt of letters from Nebraska this was nething but a common 
uarrel on the highway, and that the Dawsons were just as mach 

blame as the McCartys and the McCartys as much to blame 

as the Dawsons, I do not know anything 

= I receive information by > Toate 
express any judgment about therow. Ihavenevereven 

chance to read the testimony in the case 

that the British Government actual] 


wife, and daughter, for loss (= and 
State of Nebraska by residents of ¢ Bitate, has 


to pay $40,000 becanse a little street fight took 
County, but it has been cut down now to $2,800. 
of this sum will insure better 
traveling abroad perhaps it will 
to stand. 


in Sarpy 

f the payment 
— to American citizens 
good policy to allow the item 


Mr. — What damage was inflicted upon these British 


Me MERCER. I think one of the men had his eye pretty we)! 
ommeled, while others were more or less inj - As to the 
pe pe property, I am not informed. 

Mr. SA The evidence is that some people outrageously 
mistreated a woman. That is one of the items in the damages. 

Mr. MERCER. Does the testimony show that? 

That is what I am told it shows. 

Mr. HITT. The evidence in the State Department, which wa; 
transmitted here, shows that Mr. Dawson’s daughter is now suffer- 
ing See, lene © Go seeee SS Se oe inflicted by this 

desperadoes. Here attorney-genera] 
of Nebraska. There is no remedy our laws. 4 

In answer to another question, I will say that our laws differ 

from those to i oe us 
a judicial channel through ications 

can be e or suit brought for damages. = 

The Committee on the iary of this House are now consid- 

ering a bill to — such a in this country, by which 

Congress shall be forever rid of these claims, which can not now 

be settled in the courts. 

In case of a claim for indemnity by an American citizen against 
the French, Belgian, German, or the Government, there 
are tribunals open with 5 these British subjects 
have no recourse except their minister to our Government, 
and aaa to be settled in segue tis or —- all. The eeenttee 

was impossible through Congressa bill allow- 
or ter ciaseuntcetecabelit cae Gavtedinn and after a care- 
peo: te nes an reaeers to this small sum. 

Mr. MERCER. Did they claim $40,000? 

Mr. HITT. Idonot know the amount of the claim that was 


ally spent for medical attendance and other losses, any- 
thing in the of sentiment for the wretchedness and the suf- 
fering that the y have been subjected to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
Mts, HOPKINS. I move to strike out the last two words. I 
sameiaien ot a is put in this bill eetieies eit a 
with the 
ambassador. There is nothing in the bill, 
however, that indicates that Frederick Dawson, wife, and daugh- 
ter are British subjects. I would like to know from my colleague, 
Ca ee es erans on re ie, ‘eiat . Dawson, 
wife, and daughter were doing Nebraska’ 
Mr. HITT. had there and remained there for the 
time, but were so, we 
Mr. HOPKINS. Were they living in that State? 
were there. 


you mean by Yom g”’ there? 
of that their home? 
, L think, at a little 


Mr. HOPKINS. How long had they lived there? 
OP a a le do ws They were not living in Alliance. 
are now. were ; 
Mr. HOPKINS. Is there cuythine tt the chien as made by the 
British ambassador to indicate whether it was a case of injury 
inflicted upon a British subject 
country, or whether it was done to a 
British Kingdom for the of to America and mak- 
America his future 
. SAYERS. If the gentleman will allow me—— 
Mr. HOPKINS. Now, if this Mr. Dawson had gone to Nebraska 
of the great facilities afforded by that State for acquirin: 
up a , and received these 
that he is not entitled to the con- 


from the British ambassador 
. They were 
from the 


Washington, March 2%, 139%. 
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Nebr., descr the suff of her daughter 
a. ston by _ cruel outrages committed 
gang of desperadoes. 
4 ext this last mis- 


to reme misery by 
leave her daughter to go out and work, has asked me, 
defray the cost of travel of the y to Tacoma, 























upon them in foreign lands. I do not pretend to say of my own 
knowledge that there is any merit in this claim, but I do say that 
the Secretary of State, after full investigation, recommends that 
an appropriation be made. The British minister claims it, our 


at 
i 
re 
i 


bg 
: 
ag 
& 
: 


ee Ak ge pe FS: ou of the | OW2 Committee on Foreign Affairs recommends it, and therefore 
where o beatae Stuer totayeire whether the further ee dons of the we have placed it in the bill; ‘but, as I said before, a point of order 
governor of Nebraska have yet been concluded and whether isa pros- | will take it out. 
pect of some relief granted at an early date to the sufferers. Mr. LIVINGSTON rose. 
T have the honor, etc., JULIAN PAUNCEFOTE. Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
Secretary was unable to give him any assurance of any ae with the view of submitting some observations on this 
oom through the courts in January, and as it was | ™atter. 
end subject should be closed, race pl the question | TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia [Mr. Livinc- 
night be made 4 source of irritation, and as it was a small matter | STON] is recognized. 


taken and the claim sent to be treated Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, the recommendation of 


Fe 
: 
4 
5 


. this appropriation is in keeping with all international custom and 
Mr. HOPKINS. My does not answer my question. as | Practice. We are trying now to get some recognition and some 
whether these Dawsons gone to the State of Nebraska to | Compensation for insult, wrong, and oppression committed upon 

‘0 ske it their permanent home. er mgm citizen = Cuba, Mr. Diaz, a Baptistminister. This 

. There in corresponden is mm accordance with our own practice for a hundred years and 
an or = Tema ioe from it ‘aaieeoe with the practice of other nations for a hundred years or more, 

British and seem to be respectable people. and the only question that I suppose the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr Is there any evidence before your committee nae here is whether this claim is well 

showing how long they had been in the State of Nebraska before Mr. HOPKINS. That isti 

occurred? ; \ ght. 
te eT There is not. Mr. we oe omg . Whether this money ought to be paid as 
. KEM. Mr. Chairman— a. matter of justice. : 
Mr HOPKINS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desireto saya wordor} Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 
an this subject. From the statement made by my friend}, Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, I want to say to the gentleman that 
Mercer] it . | to the best of our ability we have looked into this matter. The 
from the Omaha [Mr. ] it appears that these per. . 7 =. ; 

sons, these Dawsons, were of the same class of citizens as the Committee on Appropriations not only inquired into it, but we 

M that have been characterized in such h had the advantage of the information which we could obtain from 

by the ambesend or. It appears, also, that they had lett ea ae ot <j ae -_ ae 

native country r the purpose of coming here to make it se n 0 ne ommi ee on Yoreign £ airs, whoseems to ave 
home. Now, if that is so, no Treason familiarized himself with the matter. 

aie eee eiiaiger aoe a Mr. HOPKINS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

: aut thebr last sitizenshign pues; Minsiaicovenny eae Mr, SOPEIN abana 

had taken papers, this wo r. 8. e question that I propounded to my col- 

have been one that would have been settled in the local courts of | league, the chairman of The Committee - Sentes Affairs, was 

the State of Nebraska; and if there had been an injury such as is | intended to get at the length of time that these people had lived 
daimed by the British ambassador, the courts of that in Nebraska. If they were simply temporary sojourners there, 
have been to them for just compensation for such that is one thing; but if in fact they had gone there intending to 

But under statement Dawsons, for cards know, | become residents of that State and had neglected to take out their 

might have lived in that 


papers of citizenship, that would put an entirely different color 
upon the case, to my mind. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. In answer to that I will say to the gentle- 


: 
z 
: 
f 
: 
| 


zens of yet when ao into a or any | man that there are no facts before the Committee of the Whole, 
of this kind they invoke , | andnone werelaid before the Committee on Appropriations, touch- 
filch money from the of the United States. | ing that question, but the presumption is—and it is a legal pre- 

i ga armas should be made | sumption-— 
Mr. HOPKINS (interposing). If the gentleman will permit me 
Mr. + Mr. Chairman, thisclaim comes recommended | right there, what I criticise is that any appropriatiqn should be 
by the Secretary of State, i made in con- | sought to be made here on a presumption. We ought got to make 


an iation on a presumption. Weought to know the facts. 
Mr. INGSTON. Wait until I complete my sentence. I 
say the legal and the reasonable ——— is that these people 


were there prospecting and had not yet determined whether the 
would become citizens of the United States or not. 7 


Mr. HITT. The gentleman's whole question is irrelevant at any 


? 

by the Committee on Foreign Affairs, who i it to 
the rr ee oe 
TEM Will ie gutta for a question? 

- a 

Mr. CANNON. Ina minute. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not | rate. 
i Mr. LIVINGSTON. Of course it is irrelevant, but I wanted to 
answer the gentleman from Mlinois. The facts that we have before 
us show that the people were there simply prospecting and had 
not determined whether they would become citizens or not. In 
the meantime this wrong was done to them. Now, I want tosay 
to you, gentlemen of the Committee of the Whole, that there is 
no way out of this business except to pay the claim. If you in- 
tend to protect your own citizens in foreign lands under similar 
circumstances you must this claim. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. e presumed that the State Department, 
which had investigated all the evidence in the case, knew some- 
a. when they found the fact to be that these people were 
Bri subjects we were concluded by that finding, and it is not 
true that we are bound toinvestigate everything in detail. When 
the head of a Department comes to us with a statement and recom- 
pon gy appropriation, we have a right to take something for 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Certainly. There is not a scintilla of evi- 
dence that these people were not British subjects, and therefore, 
as my friend from Ohio has said, we were shut up to the conclu- 
sion that the case was as it was presented to us by the State 


ent. 

. HITT. My colleague from Illinois asked a question which 
the committee did not ask as to these British subjects and their 
intentions, because we will not suffer any foreign government to 
ask such a question in the case of a like claim by an American. 
When an American who had lived eighteen years in China was 
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hurt in an altercation, a ship of ours threatened to bombard the 
town if $19,000 was not paid because this man had had his head 
broken in a rew, and we did not permit any Chinese functionary 
to ask what were the intentions of that American as to permanent 
or temporary residence. 

Mr. MERCER. How much money has this Government ex- 
acted of the Chinese Government on account of the missionary 
riots last summer? 

Mr. HITT. Well, we have not collected all—— 

Mr. MERCER. It seems to take about thirty years to collect 30 
cents. 

.Mr. HITT. But we have collected so much money from China 
and from other governments on such claims for indemnity that it 
does not lie in our mouths to ask the question whether a foreigner 
within our borders is here for a short time or a long time. We 
never permit that question to be asked as to an American in a 
foreign country. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to say to my colleague p=. Hirt] be- 
fore he takes hie seat that his Chinese illustration no bearing 
upon the point I am making. Nobody would suppose that an 
American citizen would want to lose the rights belonging to him 
as such and become a subject of the Chinese Empire. But we do 
know that British subjects come here by the thousands every 
year, and while some become American citizens, we know that 
many remain here year after year enjoying the coe i err 
that are accorded to American citizens, while they still cling to 
the rights of British subjects, so that in an emergency they may 
have other and different rights from those accorded to the people 
with whom they associate. 

Mr. HITT. American citizens do the same thing in other 
countries. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Neverin the world. The gentleman can not 
cite an instance. 

Mr. HITT. We have such cases arising all the time. I could 
refer particularly to cases in France, in Peru, in Colombia, and 
other foreign countries. 

Mr. TU R. I would like to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hopkins] a question. 

The CHAIR . The Chair will say to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. TuckER] that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Hop«tns} is not entitled to the floor, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I see that the pending bill 
proposes to appropriate something like $15,000, to be paid to for- 
eign governments on account of injuries or wrongs supposed to 
have been suffered by subjects of those governments in the United 
States. Here, for instance, is an appropriation of $10,000 to the 
Italian Government, nearly $4,000 to the Government of Great 
Britain, and $2,000 to the n Government. Now, I do not 
pretend to say that these are not just claims and that they ought 
not to be paid, for it is probable they may be just and right. Ido 
not assert that these injuries and losses should not be indemni- 
fied if the damages have actually been sustained by the different 
parties mentioned. But. want to remind the House that while 
we are thus willingly appropriating these large sums for the re- 
lief of foreign citizens or subjects, we on last Friday occupied 
the whole day in the (liscussion of an appropriation amounting, I 
believe, to only $1,000 to pay to a citizen of the United States a 
debt which was a perfectly just obligation of the Government 
which had been so adju y the Court of Claims of the United 
States. It costs us $25,000 or $30,000 a year to maintain that court; 

et we sit here day after day and refuse to pay to citizens of the 
United States the amounts which that tribunal finds honestly and 

ustly due for ravages committed during the war. Ought we not 
pay me debts the Government owes to her own citizens as well 
as others 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that while we are doing justice to these 
foreigners we should not oom that charity, if charity you call 
it, ought to begin at home. e should not neglect to do justice to 
the thousands of American citizens in this country who have for 

ears been awaiting reimbursement for their property which the 
Goommenent took from them under the guise of the rights of rigid 
warfare. indeed, sir, it would seem ost a matter of practi- 
cal im bility to pet one dollar appropriated to citizens of the 
United States on claims honestly due and which the Court of 
Claims has said ought to be paid, and in some cases where the 
money is locked up already in the United States Treasury. 

Sir, this is a ae of injustice toward our own citizens of which 
we should not pe Weshould act honestly toward our own 
citizens; we should pay them what is justly due them; we should 
carry out the rule that charity begins at home, even if it should 
afterwards go abroad. If we want to extend our generosity or 

ustice to citizens of other countries, let us not forget at the same 

me to do justice to our own citizens. Let us be just and honest 
toward our own people before we are so generous to f ers. 

Sir, I know citizens of my own State to whom the 
is justly indebted, and who are suffering to-day for the want of 
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the money which the Government owes them. Some of those 
claims may not yet have been reported upon, but they are hon. 
estly due; but in the case of the claim of which I spoke, which 
was under discussion the whole of last Friday, the right of tho 
claimant had been established in the Court of Claims. Now, | 
say, unless we intend to pay such claims, let us abolish that court 
at once; let us declare in Jain terms that we repudiate our just 
debts; let us put up or shut up; let us do right in these mat. 
ters. 

I do not say that the appropriations now before this Committe. 
of the Whole for the benefit of foreign subjects ought not to be 
paid; ae they ought to be. If they are re and right let 
them paid; but while we are taking care of foreigners, whi|o 
we are taking care of negroes, while we are care of Indians, 
let us try and take care of the poor white people of our own coun- 
try who have just claims against us, for it is the poor people who 
are inthe majority. It seems to me, sir, that God must love the 
poor people more than anybody else, because he has made sO Many 
moreof them. Let us dosomething for this class of people in our 
own country. I have introduced a bill which only asked for the 
right to draw money from the Treasury already there for citizens 
of my own State, and the bill has not even been reported, either 
favorably or unfavorably. If we pay one, let us pay all; if woe 
refuse to pay one party: let us refuse to pay all. ‘Equal rights 
to all and special privileges to none” should be our motto in this 
as in all other ma ‘ 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the 
attention of the committee for a very few moments, I think I can 
state in brief terms the substantial facts with reference to this 
matter, which I have taken some — to investigate carefully, 
as disclosed by the papers filed with our committee. 

It is there shown that these people, Dawson, his wife, and 
daughter, and a gentleman who was with them at the time, now 
his son-in-law, were through our State and had reached 

on the eastern border of the State. They had 
roadside—— 
. . Will my colleague state when this was? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. About eighteen months ago. 

They had camped = roadside, when a gang known as the 
teeters but for — - a — sentenced 

e . » very muc uor. ey inquired 
of the now son-in-law if it was a “‘show” encamped there. The 
young man to whom I have referred replied that if they wouldn't 
get out he would ‘“‘show” them. This answer, it seems, provoked 
afight. The women pieees interfered, and the whole party 
were severely handled by the M ys, the women as well as the 
men badly bruised, and their effects destroyed or at least 
injured. amount in this bill, doubtless, fully covers all the 
damage, including that to their sora. 

Now, these facts seem established: These parties were itinerants, 
ere through the country, going to the northwestern part of the 

tate for the purpose, it appears, of taking up land in that region. 
After they had been engaged in the fight, as I have already briefly 
described, they remained a week or days in that locality, in 
the vicini the i. and partly as their guests—at least 
cared for by them. The McCartys were arrested; but the Daw- 
sons, either through fear or for some other reason satisfactory to 
themselves, declined to appear them; and while the courts 
of the State, both civil and crim were open to them, certain 
it is that no action was ever taken by them against their assail- 
ants. The fact remains, however, that they were British sub- 
— temporarily sojourning in the State, were severely injured 

y their assailants, and have a claim against the people of this 
country for the injuries thus received. 

Now, the point I wish to make is this: Our people under all 
such circumstances demand recompense from foreign countries 
and “2 people wherever our citizens have been unjustly 
treated. e have a right to insist a satisfactory settle- 
ment when the humblest citizen of our is set upon without 
just cause in a f land. When a question of fact arises we 
resolve it, as we d, in favor of our people. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, we would have no whatever with foreign coun- 
tries unless we are a and fair in the treatment 
of those who come here—the of other foreign countries— 
and who have like claims against our people. If, therefore, we 

abroad, we must extend to those 
States the same measure of 
own ; and ve — 
raised, give em the benefit 0 
same benefit on the part of 


conceded that these le were 

ca severely andi 
recompense, that the State au- 

that they be recom for the injuries 
received, that the State Department joins in this recommendation, 
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Committee on App riations, having carefully investi- 
Se: su report favorably the provision abel in this 
I t, Mr , that Congress ought not to cavil 


moment over the money. 


i? Were the McCartys themselves not also British 
“ of Nebraska. I think not. I do not know, how- 
ever. ‘At present, as I understand, they are incarcerated in the 
State pen ER. ” If they were British subjects, what would be the 


effect so far as the liabilities of the United States in this case are 


= HAINER of Nebraska. That I do not concede. I do not 
care, however, to discuss a question which is not before us. 

Mr. KEM. I would like to ask my colleague one or two 

nestions. 
wae IAINER of Nebraska. Certainly. 
Mr. KEM. I understand that these people, at the time the out- 
rage was committed upon them, were on their way to northwest- 
ern Nebraska to take up lands? . 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Yes, sir. ; ¢ 

Mr. KEM. Then, evidently, it was their intention to become 
American citizens? ; 

Mr. of Nebraska. Not necessarily; our State laws 
permit them to take without being citizens. 

Mr. KEM. Does the gen know whether they have since 
become citizens? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Ido not know. There is nothing 
in the record to show it. They are now about Alliance, in the 
of the State. 

I suppose there is no doubt among the mem- 
bers of the House on the proposition that this Government should 
to a fair and just es of a foreign government 
for injuries done to subjects of such government in 
this country. It so to — ee at = that 
arose from my seat and propoun e question to my colleague 
: saoiien first came up; but I think that when these ap- 
are made and the members of the House are called 
upon them, the committee should be prepared with 
circumstances ——— to rae the members so 
that can vote oo y upon the subj 

ons Isaid before, to my ied it makes a great deal of dif- 
the case is one of a senna temporarily within 
our borders or whether it is a person who has lived here for a 

many The statement of the gentleman from Ne- 
(Mr. Hamer has cleared up that doubt in my mind. He 

his — < v affair that these 

were temporaril re an ey were set upon 
ruffians hen. the au ties have since sent to the peniten- 

. Under such conditions I shall withdraw ot Cnewen to 
theappropriation. Let the pro forma amendment be withdrawn. 
Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as fol- 


and transportation of minor coins: The Secre of the 
to transfer to the United States mint at elphia, 
any minor coins now in, or which may be hereafter 
ie PS A Ee 
; an sum appro or 

or such . And the Secretary of the 

to recoin any and all the uncurrent minor coins 


Mr. WILLIS. 1 desire to offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sele earietien aathorintng and directing the President to invite the commer- 
join in an international monetary conference. 
Senate and House wes of the United States 

SEEEEtetnnied ans taeercsthens tenea hota hencty, wutncr. 

‘ toinvite the commercial nations of the world to join in an 


to be held at as early a dateas practica- 
an international standard of ratio between 


rent business 








this 5 ceeeees commiting of 
t the United States in such co er- 
shall be appointed by the 8; House 
members the Senate 
by the President of the U States. 
said delegates, with all rea- 
holding of the conf to be approved 
te, including the proportion to be the United 
expenses of the conference, the sum of or so much 


, is appropriated out of any moneys in the 


CANNON. If the gentleman from Delaware desires to be 
1c EE ee ene Sve-minate specch. 1 


emeene ee ender Wilh bo secerved. 
my purpose that 
that subject Le ig hed If it be 


question of finance and currency, it is as little as we can do to 
urge what is indicated in that joint resolution. 

Mr.CANNON. As we have had legislation substantially of that 
kind upon the statute books for two years and over and it is not 
yet executed—and, so far as I know, not an effort has been made 
toward it—it seems to me under existing conditions that it is use- 
less to take up time in this discussion, and therefore I will have 
to make the point of order. 

The CH MAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. There is a statute upon the books that author- 
izes and directs the President to appoint this commission whenever 
provision shall have been made or invitation given by any foreign 
government; but this is a joint resolution authorizing and direct- 
ing the President to make the invitation, to take the initiative. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CANNON. My point of order is that this is not germane; 
and it can be seen at once that under existing conditions if we 
enter upon this discussion we are liable to have the dog days upon 
us before we finish it. I have no objection to the appointment of 
the commission. 

Mr. SAYERS. ‘There is no question pending before the com- 
mittee. The Chair has sustained the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has sustained the point of order. 
There is nothing before the committee. 

Mr. CANNON. I did not understand that the Chair had sus- 
tained the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIS. Would it be in order for me to have this resolu- 
tion referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs? 

The CHAIRMAN. Notin Committee of the Whole. 
done in the House. 


Mr. WILLIS. I will make the proposition in the House. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Cousins having taken 
the thair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
— amendment joint resolutions and a bill of the following 

tles: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to 
Board of Managers of the National 

ldiers; 

oint resolution (H. Res. 163) to amend the act approved August 
1, 1894, making appropriations for fortifications and other works 
of defense, etc.; and 

A bill (H. R. 365) to fix the date of the discharge of Thomas 
Johnson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor 
Terminal Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
Corpus Christi Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings 
Ship Channel, in Aransas County, Tex.; in which the concurrence 
of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the bill 
(S. 2848) to amend section 4 of an act entitled ‘‘An act making 
po gt ma for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895,” approved August 18, 1894; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested. 


GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee again resumed its session, Mr. Payne in the 
chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Customs service: To defray the expenses of collecting the revenue from 
customs, being additional to the permanent appropriations for this purpose, 
for the fiscal year ending June 3), 1896, $850,000. 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word, and may 
desire ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks that he 
may have ten minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause. | 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, this is an appropriatic~ -ecom- 
mended by the committee of $850,000 to cover a deticiency in the 
collection of customsrevenues. I willcall the attention of the com- 
mittee to the fact that there is a permanent appropriation for the 
collection of customs revenues of $5,500,000 per annum. In addi- 
tion to that, the law appropriates certain miscellaneous receipts, 
which, when they come into the Treasury in connection with cus- 
toms collections, become available for the service. Now, then, we 
do not recommend anywhere near the amount estimated by the 
Secretary of the Treasury as necessary for this purpose; and it is 
so important a matter that we feel that it ought not to be passed 
over without the committee being in full possession, briefly stated, 
of the facts; so that if they see proper to increase this appropria- 
tion, they should have an opportunity to do so, or, if it is suffi- 
cient, that they should have such information as would justify 
the committee in standing by the recommendation. 


It can be 


—— four members of the 
ome for Disabled Volunteer 
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Nov’, then, there have been some extraordinary increases in the 
expenses of the current year; and if you will bear with me a min- 
ute I will show the amount of revenue collected since 1892 to the 

nt time and the cost of collecting the same. 

In 1892 the revenues collected from customs were $177 452,964.15, 
and the expense of collections was $6,504,662.91. 

In 1898,from customs, there was $203,000,000 of revenue col- 
lected, the cost of collecting which was $6,756,000. 

The next year, 1894, there was $131,000,000 collected, which was 
a falling off of $73,000,000. The cost of collecting was $6,941,000. 
Tn round numbers it cost in 1894 $100,000 more to collect the rev- 
enue than it did in 1893, alt the amount collected in 1888 
was seventy-odd millions more in 1994. 

In 1895 the amountof customs revenue collected was $152,000,000. 
The expense of collection was $6,896,000; an increase of $50,000 of 

and an increase of $20,000,000 of revenue. 
1896—that is, the present year—the estimate of customs 
revenues to be collected by the ist of July, provided the col- 


lections for the next three months hold up as they have for the | four 


last nine months, will be $169,000,000. That shows a decrease of 
some thirty-odd million dollars below what they were in 1898. 
Now, the expense of ae are, if we grant the 
full estimates, $7,239,000; an of $734,520 above 1892 for 
cost of collection; of $482,000 above 1898 of cost of collection; 
$397,000 above 1804, and $342,000 above 1895, last year. Now, 


n— J 
Mr. BAKER of New . Will the eman t 
there state what the a Secretary of rao not ue 


Mr. CANNON, Oh, yes. The permanent is 
$5,500,000, and from miscellaneous ,000, and then 
the estimate is $1,150,000 in addition, in all to the Secre- 
tary for the collection of revenues this year, $7,239,000, an increase 
of 000 over last year. 

Mr. HOPKINS. low much over the last year of the Repub- 
Administration 

Mr, CANNON, Well, im round numbers, $734,000 over the 

fiscal year 1892. It is $452,000 over the first year of Clevelamd’s 


, Boston, 
t., amd New York, there is an 


News, Philadelphia, 
increase this year, os clerical force over c)ieal force 


1895 of 272 people. that is notall. There is «a increase 
the salaries of 168 p— at these 5 ports. Now, that 
the increase. have not statement 


additional warehouses 
Mr. CANNON, That fact is, I pe not a sufficient reason 


for making arbitrarily an increase 
and increasing thesalary of 168 others. Now, then, 
over last year amount in the aggregate, as I stated a moment ago, 
to $342,000. 
Mr. HOPKINS. 


In salaries? 
Mr, CANNON. Most of it in 


the 
000; but do recommend $850 
$50,000 more than the service 
tention of the committee, if the 


paREdEr 
st 
; BI 


! 
2 


272 people at these 5 ports, 
these increases 


for the purpose of attacking an . This isa great service jy 
a great t of a great ernment. Every dollar that i, 
required for the honest and economical conduct of the public s..;. 
ice should be granted, and nobody will go further than I wil] ;., 
vote it; but it seem to me and it does seem to me that this :; 
an extraordinary condition of affairs when we compare this cx 
, not with that under any Republican Admini ion, 

t with the expenditure under this same Democratic Adminis:;.,. 
tion for the fiscal years 1893, 1894, 1895, and so much of 1896 as hs 
elapsed; and Iam glad to say that, so far as Tam informed, +}, 
members of the Committee on at both ends of th. 
table were unanimous in recommending that the full deficien:, 
should not be given and im recommending only $850,000. It may 
be that 2 round it requires more money to col). 
less revenue. may be that the ad valorem system affords groi:..; 
opportunities for fraud, and therefore requires ter vigilance 
and commquene Egy than the specific system, Ido 
not know; but feel certain that if it requires three o, 
hundred thousand more this year under the ad \.:- 
lorem system than it required pon yom they must have had |..<t 

administration e 


received 
Y the respecting 
expenditures for collection of customs revenue. 
telegram was read, as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 20, 1594, 


revenue from customs for first 

pm * — + not 
permanent appro- 

has always been treat = 


W. F. MacLENN AN. 
Chairman, before we go on with this item 
some explana- 
ees in 
My colleague 
the committee a most extraordi- 
expenditure 
tion can 
le and to 


how much 
the fees. collected. 


possessed of the in- 
Committee on Ways 


Sms abee into the 
during the 
— from Ill- 

on Ways and 

informed by the gentleman 

Hainer} that most of this increase is duc to 
constructed under the authority 


the courtesy of the gentleman 
to the amount of iemeon he has 


this subject. 
not intend to give any information. 


supposed so, and that is the reason I say that 
ee ee of information 
to of this committee. {Laug)- 
the gentleman, 

iran explanation 

is especially 

ions, with 

upon which 


The tleman 
on Xppropria- 
will say that 
who is now 


from Texas 
some of the 
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According to the statement of my colleague 
of this service has increased about 
was during the last of the Repub- 
aie ret eee ead yop 
are collecting is than it was during the last year o 
oo Republican Administration. : 
ow, the gentlemen on the other side have prided themselves on 
+ that they are statesmen representing retrenchment and 
‘orm; they believe in cutting down a wherever it 
roperly be done; they are i crease of clerical force; 
ae d to be, against any increase 
The statement is made here 


Memes One hundred and sixty-eight. 
= HOPKINS. One hundred and sixty-eight increases in the 
cl force, to the reports, less business is 


: while, according 
ing done than was performed by the force during the last Re- 
ion Not only that, but more than 270 of 
membersof this clerical force have had their salaries increased. 
Now, I see that my friend from Georgia [Mr. Livinestoy] is 


rested in this He is a member of this Committee 
= Ishould like to know whether this increase 


A 
; es of more than 270 members of this force meets with 
in the salari 3 


ment nearly $6,000,000 month ing every month that 
aeover Cleveland has ood the White Ho , more than the 
revenues of the Under these conditions it seems to 


to my friend from Illinois (Mr. HopKrys] is this: Over per- 

one we exercise more care, upon no 
bestow more thought and investi- 
gation, than the one now under discussion. We believe as 

a eDnnia toon apenk for the whole committee—that 
aialescietiok Dames 
d we did look into it as best we 
of the assistant secretaries of the 








are. 
ow me a question? 


Mr . I find ima table attached to the report of the 
committee on this bill a statement which induces me to suppose 
that warehouses and annexes to warehouses have 
been in the port of New York and that a considerable 
increased amount is incident thereto. The gen- 
those are te establishments, 

ividuals as to what- 


Mr. . 
Mr. LIVINGSTON, Certainly 
nine 
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Mr. SAYERS. I desire to take issue with my friend from 
Georgia right here. I do not wish what he has said just now to 
0 out as representing the views of every one of the minority. I 

o not believe Mr. Chairman—— 

_Mr. HEPBURN. Before my friend from Texas goes on I would 
like to ask what has become of my inquiry of the gentleman from 
Georgia? [Laughter.] 

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield the floor in a moment. 
occupy it just now in connection with what the 
Georgia has been saying. 

I do not believe the administration of this Government requires 
the expenditure of a billion of dollars every Congress, and there- 
fore do not agree to the statement of the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If my colleague will allow me, I made no 
such statement. 

Mr. SAYERS. The genileman said this was a billion-dollar 
Congress and a billion-dollar country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes; but I said in the investigation of the 
matter we concluded that the matters presented by the Depart- 
ment must be met, not that we approved of them or said it was 
not too large or too great an increase. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understood the gentleman from Georgia to 
say that this is a billion-dollar Congress and a billion-dollar 


mnt 
Mr. GSTON. Well, [am not going back on that proposi- 
tion, if you want to discuss it. 

Mr. SAYERS. I am one of those, Mr. Chairman, who do not 
believe that in order that the pate affairs of this country may 
be properly administered it wil uire the expenditure of a bil- 
lion of dol for each Congress. believe the expenditures for 
the administration of the Government are already too large, and 
that they should be decreased, not increased, and that they could 
be decreased without any injury to the public service. That is 
- judgment; and what I say applies to all Administrations, 
whether they be Democratic or Kepublican. I think we are 
spending too much money in administering the public affairs. 
And I am not willing for my Republican friends to believe that I 
for one sanction the statement made by the gentleman from 
Georgia, and what is implied in the statement, that this is neces- 
sarily a billion-dollar Congress and a billion-dollar country. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I was making my statement from an 
entirely nonpartisan standpoint. I do not think politics ought to 
enter into these questions. I do not propose to lug politics into 
everything I say on the floor of the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do not forget my question. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What is your question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I asked you the necessity for the increase in 
the number of bonded warehouses and the increase in the detail 
of clerks to them, while there is a constantly decreasing volume of 
dutiable goods to go into them? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I wish to say now again that the Appro- 

iations Committee went into this matter in detail. While we 
coubted the propriety of the increase in the number of employees 
and the salaries of employees, we were met by the officials of the 
Treasury Department with the positive assertion and their posi- 
tive that they could not do the work with less, and we 
granted it on their statement and not on our own personal knowl- 


I want to 
gentleman from 


(Laughter. ] 


Mr. CANNON. Now, will the gentleman just allow me there? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I thought I had aright to get an answer to 
my inquiry. 

r. CANNON. I want to keep matters straight as we go on. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well. 

Mr. CANNON. We recommend $850,000; that is to say, $300,- 
000 less than the estimate. So we are trying, in our recommenda- 
tion, to cure the increase of salaries and the increase of force at 
least in . 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. We suppose that we have been putting 
the Department on notice that we are not satisfied about that 
increase of nditure. 

Mr.HEPBURN. Does not the gentleman know that the bonded 
warehouses are private establishments? The Government does not 
own them. They are kept by certain persons in their own inter- 
est, and they are the atm odin. Ar wr of them. - It is true that the 
Government sends its officers to watch them, but why have you 
increased the number by about 33} per cent in New York, when 
there is such a marked decrease in dutiable goods? That is what 
I want to know, and I hope the gentleman will take time to answer 

hter. | 


the q 
r. HO S. I move to strike ext the last word. desire 
i Hop k he | d. I desi 


to have the attention of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Savers], 

who protests that this is not a billion-dollar country, and that ap- 
should not be made that would aggregate a billion 

of for the purpose of carrying on the Government. 

Now, I find by an examination of the record that the revenues 


MAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas has 
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collected from customs in 1892 aggregated $191,938,887. Under 
a Republican Administration, with Republican officials to collect 
this vast sum of money, it only cost the Government $6,504,662. 
But when this party of economy and reform came in, when the 
tleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] and the gentleman from 
issouri [Mr. Dockery] were p. in power in the House to 
controi the expenditures of the Government, I find that in the 
resent year, while there was only collected the sum of $169,288,- 
from customs revenues, the Department insists that it has 
cost $7,239,183.52 to make the collections, which is just $734,520 
more than it required to collect the $191,000,000 during the jast 
ror of Republican Administration. Here is a splendid example, 

r. Chairman, of the manner in which the Democratic party 
under the leadership of my friend from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] an 
his colleague from Hissouri [Mr. Dockery] conducted the affairs 
of this Government. These are the men who are constantly prat- 
ing to the members of this committee that they are standing like 
a stone wall between the members of the House and the Treasury. 

Now, I want to know from the gentleman from Texas, and also 
the gentleman from Missouri, why it is that in this bill that is 
before us to-day they vote the Treasury Department $434,520 more 
money for collecting $169,000,000 than was required under a Re- 
publican Administration to collect the larger sum that I have 
mentioned? The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] says that 
they are cutting this down, and yet he comes in and favors a bill 
that gives the Treasury Department this vast sum of $434,000 
more than was ever received by a Republican Administration. 
Now, if the gentleman has any explanation, I should like to have 
him rise in his place and give it. If he has not, then I for one 
want him to stop prating about economy. I want him to stop 
parading the Democratic before the members of this com- 
mittee as a party of retrenchment and reform. [Applause on the 
Republican side. } 

.- SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, the first thing I would do would 
be to advise the gentleman to very carefully revise his remarks 
before he puts them in the RecorpD, because I do not think he or 
his friends who have applauded him will stand by all that he has 
just said. Now, Mr. Guivmen, the gentleman has not heard me 
say a word during this Congress about the comparative merits or 
demerits of the Republican and Democratic parties in the matter 
of appropriations and e ditures. I challenge him to examine 
the Recorp and show, if he can, a single word from me that will 
sustain what he has said in reference to the gentleman from Mis- 
souri [Mr. DockERY] and myself in this particular. 

But I will call the attention of the committee to one fact. The 
Con of the United States has not sought to control the ex- 
penditures for the one me en . the first place, a 
permanent approp on of $5,500,000 was made many years ago, 
which the Secretary of the aes is authorized to use ote 
discretion for the purpose of collecting customs dues. In addition 
to that sum the Secretary of the Treas has been authorized to 
use various fees accruing in the shape of miscellaneous receipts, 
which in 1871 amounted to $1,366,890.47. But those fees through 
the operations of laws—— 

Mr. GROUT. Of the Wilson law. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; not the Wilson law. If the tleman 
will read the testimony given before the subcommi on the 
deficiency bill he will find that three laws which were enacted 
long before the Wilson bill are the laws which cipally caused 
the reduction, The — from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] has 
the testimony of Mr. , showing what the three laws were 
which have reduced this amount from $1,366,890.47, which it was 
in 1871, to 966 in 1895. 

a eman will see that this has been reduced more than 
one-half. Now, from year to year, in order to supply the defi- 
ciency, the Secretary of the Treasury has been compelled to ask 
Congress to make up the deficit by such an appropriation as is 
now under consideration. 

The gentleman from Ilinois 
been a member of the Commi Means for two 
Congresses, should be absolutely familiar not only with the amount 
of duties which are paid, but with the cost of collecting those du- 
ties. All the information that the Appropriations Committee have 
had u the subject is what has been read by the gentleman from 
Dlin CANNON]. 

Now, 

increases of es. 

stand by my vote to-day, as I have 

member of , Vo for only $850,000 as 
priation of $1,150,000. 

wrong, it has at least been consistent; and 
have adjourned I will have, I will not say 
portunity of ae the attention of the gen 
nois, the distinguished gentleman who represents the 
trict - HopKrns], to the fact that the a 
Republican House y exceed those 

the Democrats were in control. The gen 

his remarks seems to hold me 


on Ways and 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


. Hopxrys], who I believe has | side. 


APRIL 20, 


Secretary of the in the matter of this increase. [ sy}, 
mit to the gentleman that if his criticism in other matters is yo¢ 
more just and not better founded than his criticism of myse|f ¢,; 
this increase of the customs force, that it ought not to be appre- 
ciated, even by himself, after deliberate reflection. 

2 Mr. — 8S. You repudiate the action of the Depart) Lent, 

0 you 
. SAYERS. I do not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You wash 

Mr. SAYERS. I know nothing about it. Ido not repudiate jt. 

Mr. CANNON. If my colleague on the committee will allow 
me, I have only to state that I said, or at least I intended to gay 
and if I did not, I desire now to say, that I know the Committe: 
on Appropriations are unanimous at both ends of the table and in 
the center in recommending $850,000 for this deficiency, which jg 
$300,000 less than the estimate made by the Secretary. 

Mr. SAYERS. ear is no question as to that. 

Mr.HOPKINS. Right there, before my colleague sits down—_ 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expire. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I move to strike out the last word. That 
$300,000 is $482,520 more than was expended in the last Republican 
Administration, is it not? 

Mr. CANNON. For the year 1892—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct, but—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. And that these figures—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Let the gentleman answer. 

Mr. CANNON. I want to say to my friend that I do not fee} 
justified in sg Bm amount down to what it cost to collect 
the revenues in , while the collections were much larger in 
1892 than they will be this or were year; but yet we did 
not have ient know to be able to say that it does not 
cost more to collect the customs on an ad valorem principle than 
it does on a specific; and we de not know, perhaps, but what a 

rt of this increase might be explained from the fact that maybe 
t was necessary to very great diligence against underval- 
uation in the a 

Mr. HOPKINS. If there is a change from the specific to the 
ad valorem of customs duties, that change was brought 
about by the repeal of the blican law of 1890 and the sub- 
stitution for it of the Wilson called. 


our hands of it? 


so 
Mr. CANNON. Well, I understand, the gentleman knows, and 
history 


the country knows what the of legislation is. [ am not 
now here to say that it cost more to collect under the ad valorem 
than under a ific tariff bill. Possibly that may be so. But 
let me say that under these ropriations, as we recommend 
them, it costs this year, with $30,000,000 less of revenue, $424.1) 
more of expenditure than in 1892, whatever the cause may be; 
and for fear that the service may bly be crippled, we did not 
see to withhold that $424,000 in our recommendation. 
" Gnour was recognized. 

Mr. SAYERS rose. 

Mr. GROUT. If the gentleman wants to ask a question I will 
yield for a moment. — 

Mr. SAYERS. My friend from the Aurora district will ))lease 


stand up. hter. 
Mr. THOPRING. Caltainly. I will be delighted to be interro- 


gated 7 ae 
Mr. The tleman addresses his colleague from 
Mllinois—the gentleman Te chesge of this bill—and refers to the 
pm hay dh npr email 
. HOPKINS. Yes. 
Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman also tell the committee 
whether or not he would reenact that customs law, carrying with 
pay ttc amounting to between $9,000,000 or $1,100, 


eRe as 
Mr. HOP. As compared with the present law, | would 
vote for it a thousand to one. [Loud applause on the Republican 


Me SAYERS. But will you vote for that bill, not as compared 


with any other? 
Mr. HOPKINS. If we find that by the experience of the last 
few years we can for grt « upon that , When we send forth a 
tariff we those improvements in; but | will say 
the gentleman that if we do not, we will reenact that law ast 
is now, for it is infinitely better than anything that could be had 


4 lause. | 
from the present Democrat party. [Renewed eppltas| 
és ter. 
to be a manager of any of the 


. GROUT. . Chairman, the tleman from Texas [Mr. 
auteat) stated that the gentleman Illinois [Mr. Hopkins} 
should ovies pile reesei before they are printed. I say the same 
as to one item, and that he should revise and make the figure 

Mr. SA course. 
Mr.GROUT. Precisely; because the figures 


ustify that remark. 











1896. 
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YERS. Will the gentleman tell us how? 
=. SROUT. The gentleman from Illinois said that the amount 


i 
sit 


eeerens Se tevenw in 1892 was six millions and 
I oS 

a priation for such purpose was $5,500,- 
a oo for that year was $450,000, 


Will the gentleman allow me? He means that 
that extent and make the bill still higher. 
Certainly. 

Now, the gentleman will have to revise his fig- 
use the expression that the tleman is “ talk- 
t,” but he is certainly groping in the dark. If 

turn to page 10 of the hearings before the sub- 
on deficiencies he will find a communication from the 
division of bookkeeping and warrants. That is the 
best authority that I know of—even better than that of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont, distinguished statistician as he is. is 
authority puts the expenditures at $6,000,000 in 1892 and $6,607,- 

39 in 1 
a GROUT. 7, but that includes these incidental expenses 


Set 
ts 
i 


: 


. SAYERS. 
to 


deme 
25 SE 
ie 


3 
iz 
ge 3 
Es 


ich by operation of law are appropriated. Iam talking of the 
pret « which came in here. esumably the miscellaneous col- 


lections were about the same, but the deficiency that we were 
asked to make up in 1892 in the appropriation bill was only 


,000. 
Mr.SAYERS. The gentleman says he presumes that the mis- 
cellaneous ts were about the same. he will turn. to page 
10 of the he will find that since 1892 they have decreased 


than $120,000. 

Mr. GROUT. They have decreased, and I was going to call 
attention to that in this very connection. The gentleman says 
that by of law these miscellaneous expenditures have 
been decreasing. It seems that they have. He stated 
that in 1891 they were over a million, but in 1895 they were only 

000. Thatis correct. But let us look between these dates. 
ee were $1,000,000 and over; in 1891 they were $966,000 
and over 1892 were $909,000 and over; in 1898 they were 
000. But after the Wilson bill took effect, as I said to the 
fetleman from Texas by way of an they dropped from 
down to $682,000 in 1894 and to 


: 


Now, Mr. Chairman, to go back to the other point: I say that 
the gentleman from Illinois a. Hopk«ins] may revise his figures, 
and say that the cost of co ae the revenue, aside from these 

items appropria by operation of law, was less 
lanes he history of these fi d hat it 
wu of these figures and see what i 
1893, the Democrats came in and managed the 
that fiscal under the McKinley ldw from March 
the ciency appropriation? It was $500,000. 
increase of $50,000 under a Democratic Administra- 
the same jaw for only five months. In 1894, 
course, wholly under Democratic rule, but under the 
, because the Wilson Act did not take effect until 
1894, as I remember, there was a further increase to 
was under a Democratic Administration of pre- 
law, the McKinleylaw. Whereas, as I said before, 
was only $450,000, in 1891 it was only $500,000, 
1890 it was $435,000. Here we see an increase from 
000, the amount appropriated under the last full year of Re- 
Administration of the McKinley law, to $685,000, the only 
of Democratic Administration of thesamelaw. In other 


eats 
+ 
Z 


F 
a 


au 
pe 


BE 


it cost the Democratic wae ,000 more to collect the 
customs revenue for a year than it did the Republican party. But 


Semen cin Wen a oe ran 
um . e was the 
fll year of S Wilson Da to it, the focal year ending June 80, 


Now, we have the enormous estimate sent to the Committee on 


by the of the Treasury of $1,150,000 of 
for this purpose for the current year. That estimate, 
as the chairman of the committee has well said, startled the com- 


mittee, and they saw fit to put a limitation upon the Secretary of 
the Treagury in what seemed to them this extravagant adminis. 
of in an increase at the port of New 

was the increase in the force at 
alone, and the salaries of 15 other men were also 


. of Rhode Island. One hundred and seventy. 
Mr. . Thatis the total number. I am g of the 
port ay me. But on examination I find the gentle- 
man 


. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


_ Mr. DOCKERY. Myr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman's 
time be extended. 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


_Mr. GROUT. The gentleman from Illinois, in charge of this 
bill, says that the committee were united in limiting this defi- 
ciency appropriation to $850,000, but let members keep in ming 
that that does not limit the Secretary of the Treasury to that ex- 
penditure. He may go right on and expend his $1,150,000 and 
send in an estimate for a deficiency next winter, and we must go 
forward and appropriate the money. I say there should be a 
limitation put upon the Secretary in this expenditure, and the 
only way to limit him in it is by an express provision of law at- 
tached to this appropriation saying that he shall not exceed this 
amount. That is really the only way to do it. He may, with- 
out regard to this appropriation, go on and employ acditional 
force even beyond what he has employed, thus creating a defi- 
ciency even beyond what he has estimated for if he chooses. 

Under the law he has full authority in the premises to do that, 
and all we have to do is to settle the bills. The particular thing, 
however, which is noteworthy is that in 1892, the last year that 
the collection of the customs revenue was entirely under the con- 
trol of the Republican party—that extravagant party which the 
Democrats have told us about—it cost the people of this country 
$400,000 less than to collect the revenue for the current vear as 
by this bill appropriated, and cost almost $700,000 less than the 
Secretary of the Treasury says it will cost for the current year; 
and it will undoubtedly ultimately cost up to his estimate, viz, 
$1,150,000, and this is a fair sample of economical Democratic ad- 
ministration. In other words, hereis an increase of about $700,- 
000 in collecting about $70,000,000 less revenue than under the last 
year of Republican administration of the McKinley law; and this 
is a fair sample of Democratic tariff reform—$700,000 additional 
expense and $70,000,000 less revenue, and the Government selling 
bonds to meet current expenses. Who can defend such adminis- 
tration as this? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Chairman, I shall not occupy any great 
length of time in the discussion of the pending paragraph. I 
regret that my nonpartisan friend from the Aurora district of 
Iihnois (Mr. Hopkrys], in his newborn zeal for economy and re- 
trenchment, should have precipitated this debate. I had hoped 
that this measure would pass without eliciting any partisan dis- 
cussion, the bill itself having received nonpartisan consideration 
by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. Chairman, the unjust and unexpected decision of the Su- 
preme Court of the United States, declaring the income tax to be 
unconstitutional, has deprived the Government of not less than 
$30,000,000 of revenue annually and resulted in a deficiency in the 
Federal revenues; that is to say, the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment have exceeded its income. Now, then, confronted with this 
situation, the Democratic minority on the Appropriations Com- 
mittee have heartily cooperated with the Republican majority in 
endeavoring to limit the appropriations to the lowest possible 
amount consistent with the inexorable demands of the public 
service. I do not think there has been any division along political 
lines in the consideration of appropriation bills. We have sus- 
tained the chairman of this committee whenever he has pursued 
this policy, because that seemed to be the requirement of patriot- 
ism and sound business judgment. 

Mr. Chairman, I regret that in the pursuit of this laudable pur- 

we have not at all times enjoyed the efficient aid and counsel 
of the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. Hopkins}. I recall that only 
very recently his clarion voice was uplifted in favor of increasing 
the salaries of five Indian inspectors. I refer to this ‘‘ morein sor- 
row than in anger.” I remember also that one short week ago his 
eloquent and persuasive argument was heard in this Hall in behalf 
of a river and harbor bill carrying liabilities of $62,148,770.91. I 
mourned on that occasion as one who would not be comforted 
because my economical friend from Illinois participated in that 
ruthless assault upon the public Treasury. 

But this morning, on a bill unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, we are ambushed by a partisan assault 
from the other side, led by my eminent friend from Illinois. 
What is the occasion of this attack? There is no difference of 
opinion as tothe item. The Treasury ene estimate called 
for $1,150,000. The committee reviewed that estimate and re- 
duced it to $850,000. Why? Because the committee, in the exer- 
cise of its best judgment, thought the very large increase of force 
unnec . It is also beyond cavil—I care not who made the 
estimate—that these extraordinary increases of salaries should 
not be made in times of widespread industrial depression. So, 
Mr. Chairman, the subcommittee having in charge this appro- 
priation bill reached the conclusion without dissent that the esti- 
mate exceeded the requirements of the public service. Possibly 
they did not have all the information that could have been ob- 
tained; but with the information at hand this was the unanimous 
finding of the subcommittee without regard to party lines. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Did the committee take any 
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action which would require the Secretary of the Treasury to di- 
minish these expenses? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was nota member of the subcommittee hay- 
ing this bill in charge, and I am not therefore entirely familiar 
with the facts upon which each item of the billrests. I was speak- 
i only on the general question. 

r. SAYERS. If the gentleman from Missouri will permit, I 
will answer the question of the gentleman from New Hampshire. 
For two reasons the committee took no such action as he indicates. 
One reason was that any attempted legislation on this bill would 
be in violation of the rules of this House and would be subject to 
a point of order. The other reason was that it would be clearly 
unwise for Congress to undertake to determine how much the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury should expend in the collection of the cus- 
toms and to limit him to any specified amount. 

se the hammer fell. ] 

r. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the 
gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dockzry] be extended for ten 
minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. ow, with the consent of the gentleman from 
Missouri, I will conclude my answer to the gentleman from New 
Mampshire [Mr. Baker}. 

There is no business man in this House—I do not care what his 

litical affiliations may be—who will rise in his seat and say that 

e believes that this Government in the collection of customs 
duties, or even in the collection of excise duties, upon both of which 
the Government must d d for its maintenance, should be lim- 
ited to an exact sum. officers must be invested to some 
extent with discretionary power. I repeat, it would be exceed- 


for the collection of the revenues of the Government. Iam willing 
to stand upon those two propositions. 

Mr. Baker of New Hampshire rose. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I prefer not to yield further. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will ask to be zed 
in my own right in order to answer the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. Savers]. 

Mr. DO Y. I prefer that the gentleman take that course, 
as ny time is limited. 

Mr. Chairman, let me refer a moment to the appropriations made 
at the first session of the last Congress—a Co’ which was 
a in both —— ee en — a maanaye 

enditures we accept r ity. e gen: an 
Milinois Mr. Horaime] eceme to think that in thle the 
responsibility rests on the minority. I beg to say that coun- 
try will not so hold. With 150 Republican majority, whatever 
is done = House, wise or unwise, the responsibility therefor 
ay to the Republican party. 

ow, then, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the criticism of the - 
tleman from Illinois let me say that in the last Congress, a 
Democratic majority on this floor, the total appropriations at the 
dun and seaquhtie tol amppeciiey tex Snenagupaeael aan 

n,and assume yy for those ons, 
aud our friends on the other side of the aisle, now constituting the 
Republican majority, must likewise assume the a for 
the i of this Congress. The appro ion s of 
this rots, as they have already passed 
konto exclusive of contracts authorized, which may reach 

And, Mr. Chairman, let me say in that a good deal has 
been said in this debate about the Wilson-Gorman tariff bill by 

ntlemen on the other side of the House. Will the gentleman 

Illinois [Mr. Horx1ns], i i 
what efforts have been in this House, with its 
lican j nity to repeal that law, so odious, as they 
may be that the apn eee ena Illinois in assail- 
ing the Dumaseniie minority, is powerless here, is to divert 
attention from the record of the Republican majority made 
this session. I remember, Mr. Chairman, that in the 
of 1894 no more effective cam) 


‘ , With the record of this Congress I 
that this document can be employed to 
ries tale ova af ce napaly 
Oh ate What have ae eke has this: 
enacted to bridge the c 
increasing expenditures? Where is the so-called 


bill, 
framed by the disti gentleman from Maine? I 


now in a pigeonhole in the Senate of the United States, consigned | 


to its last resting place by the votes of five Republican Senators 
woo ee refused to even honor it with consideration. 


put it there? 


ingly unwise for Congress to undertake to limit the expenditures | lation until after 


use, amount to | The 


inadequate revenues. and | 


And how many Democratic Senators helped to} . 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Why, of course every Democratic Senaio: 
voted against the bill, because it increased taxation to the amou) : 
of more than $40,000,000 annually, and that, too, on the revi|,.| 
‘* horizontal” plan about which we heard somuch and such bit‘. ,: 
denunciation in former years. 

Gentlemen, you have not dared to meet untoward conditiv), 
with the courage that formerly characterized the Republic: 
party. And why? a do not desire to develop to 1) 
public gaze on the eve of a tial contest the divisions | 
your own ranks. Mr. Chairman, the Republican party of |; 
colm in the old days, with 150 Republican majority on this £1... 
face to face with inadequate revenues and the necessity of incr... 
ing them, believing in protection as ao and as you do, would 
have brought in without delay a general bill revising the tariff t., |, 
crease the revenues to meet the dsof the Government. [3 
whathave youdone? You have runaway from atariff bill bec... 

ou sought to avoid the disclosure of own differences. oy 
ve turned down the Banking and Committee. 
— committee is not permitted to 
Sharged with the high duty of revising the currency system of 
= country, it ———— by cnaeaiae Sy es a ity 
privileges w 16 enjo uring Congress, Up to 
Saas a een en tiON 8 
single bi revise currency system, althoug’ @ business 
interests of the country are intimidated and. ing from ocean 


That 
proper functions. 


of the session. He de- 
——— language, 
» W ich means no legis- 


House has attempted was the 

action of the President in resject 

‘ him ‘ additional” authority 
Dingley bond 


believe in thus closing the chasm between income and 

the increase of the interest-bearing 

a time of ~ Lam op- 

issue of bonds to secure gold for the 

greenbacks and Sherman notes when there is silver 

that purpose in the National Treasury, clothed with 

powers, and in all the equal partner with 

ld in meeting the obli e Government. Since the 

i Congress I have over and over voted for the 

Jinage of silver at the old tried ratio of “16 to1.” The 

restoration of silver to its ancientequality with gold during eighty 

of our history would obviatethe necessity for further bond 

issues. The Dingley bond bill andthe Dingley “ horizontal ” tariff 

bill constitute the only a relief measures by the House, 

and in view, therefore, of the utter failureof the Republican party 

suffering industries of the country, I do not wonier 

that the gentleman from Illinois should seek to divert public at- 

Topple — the humiliating record of this do-nothing Conzress. 
the hammer fell. 

. CANNON. Mr: I would be glad now to see if 
we can arrive at some conclusion as to the limit of this debate. 
from Maine [Mr. Dine ey], I understand, wants 

Does other side wish to be 


Mr. SAYERS, [should liketo havea few minutes longer for 
CANNON. Lwould bevery gladtoclose the general debate 
~ minutes 


on this item, or. thirty minutes; that 
proposition and Souniiauee be closed in 


tions of 


oe DinGery] 
glad to have 
re me. The 
committee by the gen- 

were ing ina 

always should when 


gentleman from Illi- 
Aurora district [laugh- 


—injected 

to my friend—he 

: to unduly prolong the 
bills—to allow us to conclude the 
think we ought to have time on 
under the circumstans. 
time—half of it on 


that he let it run 


, gentleman from Tennessee 
on Appropriations are concerned, 











to this time we 


ut 
no disposition 


: thus far 
nate in getting Ovi, side of the 
consideration of the bill. 


. Howmuch time does the gentleman think we 


ht to have? ° 
Oe McoMILLIN. Let it run 
onieae just and fair to the House, and am not disposed 


H . If the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
take the time Of ting this side of the House on this bill, wants to 
Raut the time to ten minutes I shall not complain. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not wish to do that? I only wish to see 
the consideration of the bill proceed. 

Mr. CANNON. I will say to the gentleman suppose we close 
it at a quarter to 4o’clock. 

Mr. gx VERS. Very well. a5 Ye : 

The © tleman from Dlinois asks unani- 


t that debate upon this paragraph be closed 
anata to 4 ———, there objection? 
of New Hampshire. I object. 
Mr. C Then I move that debate on this paragraph be 
ct aes aged 
io time, of course, i os be casey eirifd. 
Inow yield to the gentleman from Maine fifteen minutes. ; 
Mr. DINGLEY.. Mr. Chairman, on the ph in the bill 
which has provoked this debate I have simply this to say: It is in- 
evitable that im all s of thischaracter for the enforce- 
those for the collection of the revenues, 
, which is set to enforce the laws, 
The Department knows the conditions of the 
yarious laws relating to the collection of the revenues, the extent 
of importations, the extent of the efforts to defeat the collection 
the undervaluation of goods, and everything me 
reference 


to form a correct ju t with 
what is necessary in administration of these laws. Hence the 


mittee on have done wisely in appropriating, 
Ce SEE tenant that the Department asks for, 
the Department the es for the proper use 
appropriation. It is impossible to pursue any o course 
with serecese ere nro thischaracter. ‘ you 
Weald be detested and thie revenue would fail. “It is not im this 
be revenue wo is not in this 
Administration such 


= 
| 
g 


F 


legislation or such as may directly to promote 
greater . 
lam not prepared to that the has not 
a appropriate oe in the enforcement and cdllection 
of the customs revenue, although the necessity for the very large 
increase of expenditures has not ap . lam surprised that 
the amount has increased so largely < gthe last fiscal and 





this time; and yet [ am not 





















































no other, two would result: First, there would be under- 
valuation of thereby of itself inishing the revenue; 
and, secondly, would be an increase of tures in col- 
lecting the same amount of revenue under an ad valorem , 

over and above ees ae eeeveneene uties 
are easily and the specific rates provided by the law 
are easily collected. It requires a small force to do 
it, arefew. But 

were chan 
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schedule of the act of 1894, it eet me 
e 
tndervaluation Seal revenue would idly 























©: Semey puletin ender to collec’ any detioe ot all. And you 
. you 

also have increased ant toe . 

eT = Se Manning, in a report to Congress 





























have discussed the bill. It seems to me now 
t half an hour on a side, equally divided, ought to be sufficient 


pee nara has been very fortu- 


any obstacles, and there is 
House to interfere with the rapid 


g. I wasonly stating what I 
to 


said 


AL75 


One hears it often said that if our ad valorem rates did not exceed 25 or 30 


) ~~ eent undervaiuation and temptation to undervaluation would 
t the records of this De 


uphold that conclusion. 


James D. Powers, a special agent of the Treasury under Mr. 
Cleveland, reported: 










disappear. 
partment for the years 1817, 1840, and 1857 do not 


Ad valorem ratesof duty afford temptations and opportunities for fraud 
which can not be guarded against. Under the ad valorem syste 
prospered and demoralized the importing trade, which has passe 


: 
hands of American citizens into the control of men who have enr 
selves at the expense of the revenue and the ruin of the trade 


wholesale firms. — 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend from Maine permit me to 
ask him a question there? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes, although my time is short. 

Mr. McMILLIN. The gentleman speaks of the increased cost 

of colleetion resulting from the method of collecting the taxes. I 
wish to ask him, is it not a fact that both ad valorem and specific 
duties-were imposed under the law before the Wilson bill was 
enacted? 
Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly; but the difference in the schedules 
was this: Under the act of 1890 half of the amount of the duty 
imposed upon each article under the woolens schedule was specific, 
and that specific duty was entirely removed by the act of 184, and 
nothing but the ad valorem duty was left. 

Mr. MeMILLIN. But my friend will admit that the collection 
of 10centsad valorem is as great as the collection of 20cents specific, 
and that the amount does not change the necessity of the force to 
colleet it? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I do not admit that at all, for this reason, 
that the moment every specific duty was removed—for example, 
on imitations of woolen goods—then undervaluation immediately 
became a fine art. So long as the duties were half specific they 
stood in the way of undervaluation, and limited the extent to 
which it could be done. What has been the result? Under the 
act of 1890 in 1892 there were imported into this country about 
$36,000,000 of woolen goods, on which we collected duties to the 
amount of $34,000,000. 

During the last calendar year, ended January 1, 1896, there were 
poe goa $60,000,000 of woolen goods, at a lower valuation, and 
only $27,000,000 of revenue was collected. And unquestionably 
the true valuation of the $60,000,000 was more than $75,000,000. 
There is where the mischief comes in. There is where we find 
the cost of collections runs up and the revenue runs down. The 
loss of revenue on wool and woolens alone has been at least 
$20,000,000 and the cost of collecting the smalier amount of reve- 
nue has been more than the cost of collecting the larger amount. 

Worse than this, you have transferred to Europe the manufac- 
ture of more than $30,000,000 of woolen goods, which under the act 
of 1890 was done in this country,and have decreased the revenues 
and increased the cost of collection and taken away the manufac- 
ture of $30,000,000 of woolens from the workingmen of this coun- 
try. [Loud applause on the Republican ae 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Dock- 
ERY] has said that this side of the House has not undertaken any- 
thing to relieve the country in its distress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I did not say that side of the House. 
this Congress. 

Mr. DINC GLEY. This Congress; not this House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I also said that the other side of the House 
had not — any bill to repeal the existing tariff law. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, there are three factors in leg- 
islation—the House, the Senate, and the President—and unless all 
three concur there can be no legislative results. The House is 
the only one of these three factors that is under the control of the 
Republicans. Here we do havea majority, and we are responsible 
for what we attempt to do. We are not responsible for what the 
Democratic and Populistic Senate refuses to do. [Applause on 
the ublican side.}] Weare not responsible when all the infin- 
ence of the Democratic Administration is brought to bear against 
legislation that may be undertaken by the House. 

ow, what has the House undertaken to do to meet the situa- 
tion? When it met here in December it found that since the Ist 
of July, 1898, there had been a steady and continuous deficiency of 
revenue amounting cn the 3ist day of December to about $130,- 
000,000. ‘That-is what we found. The first thing that the Repub- 
ican majority of the House did was to present and pass within 


n fraud has 
d from the 

i m 
an 


I said 


| five days after the committees were announced a bill to increase 


the annual revenues $10,000,000, which would at once, if it could 
have become law, have provided sufficient revenues to meet every 
iture and stop the deficiency which then existed and has 
continued up to this hour. We did not undertake to revise the 
tariff in doing that. We did not undertake to do it because, in 
the first place, it would take so much time. The exigency was 
too great. In the next place, we knew that it would at once be 
that we had proposed a purely Republican measure in order 
ight not pass a Democratic and Populistic Senate and be 
the Bemocratic President. erefore we selected 


that it 
approved 
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what came nearest at hand to meet the exigency for two years and a 
half and to provide $40,000,000 of revenue to meet the expenses of 
this Government. e sent that to the Senate. 

Now, the gentleman has said that was defeated in the Senate. 
That is true. But every Democratic and every Populist member 
voted against the bill to increase the revenue in this House; and 
every Democratic Senator and every Populist Senator voted 
against it in the Senate, and the Democrats and Populists united, 
working together, as they did in opposition to more revenue, de- 
feated it in the Senate; no matter what four or five Republicans 
may have done, the Democratic and —— Senators were suffi- 
cient to defeat it, and they are responsible for it. 

Now, in view of such facts, what is to be said about the claim 
that the Republican House has pursued a do-nothing policy and 
has not attempted to meet the situation? They have done every- 
thing that they could do under the circumstances, but they could 


not control the Senate nor could they control a Democratic Pres- | did it 


ident. 

When we attempted to reduce the interest on the bonds for 
which authority had been given under the act of 1875, we had 
the united opposition of those tlemen; when we attempted to 
provide that money raised by selling bonds, ostensibly for redemp- 
tion purposes, should not be used to meet deficiencies of revenue, 
they voted solidly against it, and affirmatively for the process that 
has been going on since July 1, 1893. Of course it is evident from 
these demonstrations that so far as the united Republican Senate 
is concerned, with a Democratic President, we were to have no 
cooperation in these measures. Hence, after the repeated efforts 
in this direction, there is but one thing to do, namely, to appeal to 
the people in the approaching elections in November, and to allow 
them to say whether there not be a Senate and a President 
that will cooperate with the Republican House in furnishing suffi- 
cient revenue to run this Government, and stop the industry of 
issuing bonds to meet deficiencies of revenue in time of peace. 
[Loud applause on the ublican side, ] 

Mr. SAYERS. I would like to ask my friend from Maine a 

uestion before he takes his seat. I understood him to say that 
mocratic Senators and Populist Senators had prevented the 
of the bill to which he alluded. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will my friend be kind enough to tell the com- 
mittee how he classes the two Senators from Colorado? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I simply said that so far as any Republicans 
voted against the consideration of the bill their votes effected 
nothing, ene way or the other, because the Democrats and the 
Populists united controlled the Senate. 

r. SAYERS. But are not the Republicans who voted with 
the Democrats and Populists eq ly poeta for the results? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Notsomuch. I think they are partly respon- 
sible, but not so much as the Democrats and Populists who voted 
solidly together, because their votes combined controlled the 


Senate. 

Mr. SAYERS. Willthe jes jag party call upon the Repub- 
licans of the States represented by those recalcitrant Senators who 
refused to cooperate with the Republicans of the House in carry- 
ing forward their le tion to replace those Senators? 

r, DINGLEY. e Republicans of those States will be able 
to take care of themselves. 
to the tleman that the 


Mr. DOCKERY. Let me 
organization of the Senate is in the hands of the Republicans, 
r. DING What do you mean by the organication? 
Mr. DOCKERY. I refer to the Republican trade with the 


LEY. 
Populists. 
Mr. DINGLEY. The gentleman knows that the Democrats 
party is will- 


and the Populists united control the Senate. 

Mr. Mc LIN. Mr. Chairman, the Democratic 

ing to assume, and will assume, every responsibility that justly 

ongs toit; but when the Republican and any other party 
combine to control the organization of the Senate, as was recently 
done, it shall not shift the responsibility upon for it does not 
belong tous. In to the = from Isay you 
bought the organization of the te and paid for it, and why 
do you not control it? The gentleman from Maine has said that 
it was acombination of the Democrats and Populists that defeated 
his bill in the Senate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Inamoment. I am dealing now with you, 
chairman, and when I get through with him I shall take pleasure 
in Fay issue with you. ; 

r. TAWNEY. right. 

Mr. McMILLIN, ee from Maine has charged that 
it was a combination of tic and Populist Senators who 
stopped his bill in the Senate. What are the facts? The chair- 

mblican national executive committee of the 

, Senator CarTER, is one of the “ sts,” who 

stoodin your way and defeated the bill. Another is Mr. WoLcort. 
Another is Senator DuBots, and another is Senator Does 
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the gentleman claim that Mr. TELLER is a alist? Is My 
Dusois one? I believe he is a member of your steering cor); 
tee. Is Mr. CaRTER a Populist? He is chairman yet of yo, 
national committee. Is Mr. WoLcotT a Populist? ‘If y,. call 
those gentlemen Populists, you cut off a good deal of the respect. 
ability of your own party, and you may need some of them j), the 
next election. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any doubt of the fact that the 
cratic Senators and the Populist Senators, united as they 
that vote, did, as a matter of fact, have a majority of the 
no ane where Senator TELLER or Senator CaRTER 1). 
stood 

Mr. McMILLIN. When I say that four or five of your Repnp. 
lican Senators were the men who held the balance of power anq 
said that you should not any longer  ompend the country and de. 
feated your bill, I speak a truth w noonecan gainsay. They 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. May I ask the gentleman a questioy? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Yes. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Why do you not answer Governor 
DINGLEY’s question? Fes 

Mr. McMILLIN, ou are not satisfied with the way that 
Governor DinGLey is taking care of this question and your party 
I will pape Aye ou in his place in this discussion. E 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I want you to answer his question, 

Mr. DINGLEY. I would like to have an answer to my (1nestion, 

Mr. McMILLIN. I have stated the facts. The facts are that 
four Republican Senators threw themselves athwart your path 
and told you that they would no 1 r help you to rob and fleece 
the American ple by processes of taxation. [Cries of © ()!” 
“Oh!” on the Rerublican side.} You can say “Oh,” but I want 
to announce to the country the er fact that when you passed 
that bill here you yourselves said that it was not such a measure 
as ought to become alaw. You had no heart in it. The country 
had no faith in it. : 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 
him a question? 

Mr. McMILLIN. With pleasure. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Why do you not answer Governor 
DINGLEY’s question Commo.) 

Mr. MoMILLIN. I have answered Governor DINGLEY’s ques- 
tion. My only regret is that I can not give you the intelligence 
to see the force of the answer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Oh! 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, he has not 
answered my question. I asked him if it was not true that the 
Democratic and the Populist Senators had a majority of the Sen- 
ate and that their votes would control it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Butthe Democratic party do not control the 
Populists. If they did, you would not have organized the Senate. 

. DINGLEY. The Democrats and Populists seem to work 


ogee, though. 
“ MOMILLIN, You were willing to swap the biggest com- 


mittee in the Senate, the one that has to do with finances—you 
were willing to trade that off in order to get the loaves and fishes 
of the Senate. You made the trade deliberately, and should not 
now complain at the result. 

Mr. DINGLEY. But the bill to raise more revenue was de 
feated in the Senate—in the Senate; we are not talking about com- 
mittees—by the combined vote of the Democratic Senators ani the 
P 


. McMILLIN. I have mentioned the fact, andthe gentleman 
can not escape it, that the chairman of the Republican executive 
committee led against your tariff bill. And he 
did right. You can not get away from the fact. You can not 
bility. You may reason as much about it as 


escape 
‘ou please the fact 

. PW NEY. He came in after the bill was defeated 
and made the he voted as he did. Therefore he 
did not lead the fight revenue measure. ' 

Mr. . gentleman does not deny that he was 11 
the fight. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I deny that he led the fight. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not care who led it. You may say that 
the Democrats led it or the Republicans led it; but the Repub 

| the of power and controlled the action on the 


Demo. 
were on 
Senate, 
ty have 


Will the gentleman permit me to ask 


measure . . 
Mr. TA - Was the measure defeated in 
the committee or in 
Mr. McMILLIN. In the Senate. 
Mr. TAWNEY. = who een os ee —— tet 
. McMILLIN. Republicans ists organ! 
Paps camemapensiatin Senate [derisive sor on the Republican 
that was no credit to blican party—® 


party that is always a y or anything, 








1896. 





WNEY. But the committees do not control the Senate. 
Ms. 34 from Tennessee knows that very well. It was in 
the that the revenue bill was defeated—not in committee. 
McMILLIN. The four Republican Senators that I have 
the Senate. 
ing to let some of the other 
aine escape a little attention. 
The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 


jection. 
MILLIN. The gentleman from Maine has said that the 
Wilson bill is necessarily more expensive in administration than 
the McKinley bill. Why, sir, no man who will think about the 
tion for a moment can come to any other conclusion than 
Pha the tleman must have lost his usual brightness and 
acumen before he made such a statement. Does he forget that a 
number of articles were put on the free list by that bill and 
thereby the laws of collection simplified? Does he forget that as 
to many articles the method of raising revenue by a combined 
ad valorem and sqealte duty was done owe with and a single 
method substituted? The fact is that the Wilson bill _— ed 
ample revenue. Weare not responsible for the state of affairs—— 
TA . Ample revenue for what? 
Mr. Mc . Amplerevenue torun theGovernment. Ido 
not insist that it would run the Government according to your 
method of running the Government, but that it would 
a sufficiency for all practical and necessary purposes. 
Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 
Mr. McMILLIN. Yes, sir. s 
Mr.GROUT. Ifthe administration of the present tariff law 
does not cost more than the previous law, will the gentleman tell 
me why it is that the Secretary of the Treasury estimates for the 
: fiscal year a deficiency of $1,150,000 in expenses of collect- 
S the revenue, to be provided for in this bill, whereas for the 
year of the administration of the McKinley law only $450,000 
was required in addition to the regular appropriation? Why this 
creased ture? 


Mr. Mc . The gentleman knows—he and I have been 
here oo while—that we have never seen a Congress yet that 
was enough to appropriate the exact amount necessary to 
run any one of the Departments of the Government. There is 
almost al a deficiency—sometimes ter and sometimes 
; Tam —and this is the way I answer the 
question—is that when we have reduced the number of articles 
upon which calculations must be made and when we have adopted 
a method of collecting a single form of duty instead of a combi- 
nation of ad valorem and specific duties, there must necessarily 
be less expense under a proper administration of such a law than 
under the previous law. 

Mr. GROUT rose. d 
Mr. McMILLIN. I should be very glad to yield to the gentle- 
man further, but it is impossible for me to do so in my limited 
I was on to say, Mr. Chairman, that the Democratic party 

ample revenue to run the Government. In addition to 
is now being obtained, and which comes within thirty or 
thirty-five millions pos ing expenses, we provided 
for an iucome tax would have yielded from $40,000,000 to 
$50,000,000 a year. If that income tax had been allowed to stand 
and enforced, there would have been no difficulty about revenues 
meeting expenditures. But, unfortunately for the country, un- 
fortunately for the high standing of the Supreme Court, there 


was ag thoyeslene ert cry as , who broken into that 
court, who revolu the law, who overturned the Constitu- 
sn te ely the tang way wh 
e way now, of whic 

Sch, Shires 


ae 


the gentleman so mu is the difference be- 
tween surplus and deficiency. Shiras, who under oath decided 
be ware, oad no reason for his wonderful somersault. 
. it is not true that the McKinley bill was 
sufficient revenue for the expenditures of the Govern- 
ment the of its operation. On the contrary, about 
one of surplus revenue in the Treasury of the 


land left that office after his first Administration, and every dol- 
lar of it was by the operation of the McKinley bill, 
whiter ee eraeenens, Seoul and 
Thus much I was determined should be said on- behalf of the 
legislation last Congress and for of 
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passed a funding bill for the Pacific railroads, whose indebtedness 
is now falling due and which are in the hands of receivers? Have 
you dealt with any of the great questions which are admittedly 
pressing upon the attention of Congress? No; you have done 
nothing. You have acknowledged, by your very proposition to 
adjourn in a few days, that you are not capable of handling them, 
and are going to run away from them. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. HOPKINS. Mr. Chairman, this discussion has taken a 
very much wider range than was contemplated by my colleague 
on the committee when he opened it and pointed out to the mem- 
bers of the committee the enormous increase in the expenditure 
for the Treasury Department during the present Administration. 
Gentlemen on the other side, when this matter was called to their 
attention, seemed to think it was necessary to make an attack on 
the megan party and to make some comparison between the 
Republican party of this country and the Democratic party as to 
the legislation of the last few years. 

Now, sir, it was rather an unfortunate suggestion for my friend 
from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] to make, because every person 
familiar with the history of the country knows that the golden 
industrial period of America was during the four years of Presi- 
dent Harrison’s Administration. lt reached high-water mark 
under the operation of the so-called McKinley law. During the 
operation of that law, during the Administration of President 

arrison, there was not an enforced idle manin America. They 
were receiving higher wages-—higher rates of wages—than had 
ever been known in this country or in the history of the world. 
Our foreign commerce had increased in a marvelous manner. 
Our exports and imports during the last year of Mr. Harrison's 
Administration were $200,000,000 more than under any one year 
preceding it in the whole history of the Government. 

With such a condition of prosperity as that prevailing, with the 
growth of every industry with unparalleled rapidity, with the busi- 
ness interests of the country far in excess of any other point 
which had ever before been attained, the Democratic party came 
into full power. And, Mr. Chairman, what did they do? Their 
first effort was to strike down this law, this beneficent law, that 
had given this magnificent era of prosperity. They were chal- 
lenged be Republican members to the fact that their legisla- 
tion would not bring revenue enough into the Treasury to pay 
the running expenses of the Government, and also the policy they 
inaugurated under the Wilson bill would strike down the indus- 
tries of the country and turn honest workmen out into the high- 
ways and the streets and make tramps of them. 

heir attention was called to the fact that under the reciprocity 
clause of this great tariff measure the ports of Cuba and of South 
America had n opened to American commerce, and that mil- 
lions of the products of our farms and factories were finding 
markets there from which they had been shut out before the 
enactment of this law. Their attention was called to the fact 
that the German ports had been opened under this clause of the 
law to American meats, to American cattle, and American flour; 
that France had been compelled under reciprocity legislation to 
open her markets to American flour as well, and that this im- 
mense trade had already setin. But, sir, they heeded not any of 
these admonitions on the part of the Republicans. They struck 
them all down, knowing when they did it that they would get 
nothing in return, but that, on the contrary, they would deprive 
us of the markets of Cuba, the markets of Brazil, and of Germany 
and France. 

Now, what is the result? Under the Harrison Administration 
the revenues of the Government, brought in under the operation 
of the McKinley law, were not only more than sufficient to meet 
the current expenditures of the Government, but, under the wise 
administration of the Republican party, the excess was applied to 
the payment of the national debt, and more than $260,000,000 of 
the national debt was paid off. Not only that, Mr. Chairman, 
but the Republican party turned the Treasury over with $107,- 
000,000 in gold and nearly $40,000,000 of other money to the in- 
coming Democratic Administration. What has been done by the 
Democratic party or the Democratic Administration since it came 
into power? Instead of paying off any part of our national debt, 
the ve increased our national debt in the enormous sum of 
$263,315.00 in a period of a little over three years’ time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask for five minutes more time, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HOPKINS. This imposes upon the people of this country 
an indebtedness in interest alone of $11,492,616 over and above 
the other expenditures that we had under a Republican Adminis- 
tration. This expense comes year after year, and these $262,000,000 
are a mortgage upon the people of this country extending over a 
period of thirty years. 

Now, Mr. Chairm an, the gentleman from Missouri {Mr. Dock- 
ERY] says that we should repeal this law if it is working in the 
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manner I have indicated. I say to him that he is one of the men 
responsible for increasing our national debt; he is one of the men 
responsible for turning American workingmen out of their sho 
into the highways to trampand for bread. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] The Democratic party is responsible for the 
wrecks which have been strewn from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
in the industries of this country, brought upon the people by this 
Gorman tariff bill. 

Now, what is this bill? The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
McMILLIN] says that it would have brought sufficient ae 
into the if the income tax had been sustained. ~Does 
the gentleman know that when that 
sented a > best lawyers in the House and the country 
him and his colleagues that it was unconstitutional? Did not 
even the great Democratic leader from New York (Senator HILL 
make his tion to that legislation upon the ground that i 
‘was unconstitutional? And yet they pressed it forward, knowing 
- the a that the mong» of - ne + gpralye insufficient 

y the sepeiee. say it comes poor grace for the 
> from Missouri [Mr. DockEry], or any other 
man on that side of the House, to attempt to defend any of these 
indictments a resented here by the Republican members of this 
committee. Now, in the face of all this we find that this Depart- 
—_ here has increased itsexpenditures nearly $500,000 over what 
Os during the last year of Harrison’s Administrati 
GROUT. More than $700,000 in the collection of the rey- 
enue alone. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Seven hundredthousand dollars. The gentle- 
man from Missouri has approved of an increase of 272 new offices 
in the revenue t of the Government alone. 

Mr. DOCKER In igad per mg of the bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I find wi protest on this floor he has 

a salaries of 168 more. 
of the bill? 
{ we are consi 


rtion of the ewer was pre 
d 


idering. i 
Mr. DOCKERY. Why, I protested against that when I wason 


the floor. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, Mr. Chairman, how did this matter 
a up? Did the gentleman to the front like an athlete 

in opposition to it, as he usually when some 
ant with a hundred-dollar ane that ought to be pai 
fore us? Notatall. When this bill was presented here to this 
House the gentleman knew of these increased salaries and this 
increased force, and yet he sat there as silent as death until he was 
forced from his seat by the debate in which other members had 
been participating, when, to save his consistency, as he 
he made his faint ~—— toit. And yet he nOWS, as ow, 
that he voted for the bil! in the committee, he Fnows, asf Fnow, 
that he will vote for it in this committee and in the House. 

A Member. The report of the committee is unanimous. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Mis- 


souri . Dockury]. 
Mr. KERY. | eee, I think the House and the 


country very well understand the respective responsibilities of the 
and Democrati 


of uate revenue. 


SE Oe Oe 7a a es he nes male 


gen from een ee Hopxins]. He announced at the 
outset of his remarks that Administration covered 
= — period af American industries. If so, Mr. Chairman— 

a oe te disposed to agree with 


are concerned—will he the House the 


| ae eg nee pm ag re a Re both, in 1800 and te | 


1892? 
Mr. GROUT. oe did not know what th 
2 DOCKERY. 


aos nee ow = they nde 


t, 
om ae ea 
ministration of Cleveland were but $1, — a 
entire income under the roy era sy, of 


eientinn tetee Bh ant “at 000 


on— F 


clain- : 


c parties in reference to the question | has 


at least so far as haa 
for the 
‘the 4th of March, 1 1800, to $90,518, 088.70, whem he refurned to th 


1 
neem party h..? only ppt me meer 
. enacted under We are required to appro- 
a 


Mr. DOCKERY. Again, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman }) 
rolled as a sweet morsel under his > Stement ot 
$259,000,000 of bonds were retired under inistrs- 
tion. The gentleman is correct as to the statement. of the princi- 
pal, but the cost of those bonds was ,486.67. seating th 
term of President Cleveland’s first 
of $860,419,953.11 were retired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. How many have you retired in Clevelan:'s 
present Administration? 

Mr. DOCKERY. IL regret to say that the President has beon 
following in the footsteps of the Republican by paying on t 
gold only to meet the coin obligations of vernment inste] 
of beth gold and silver. Therefore an ialcueae at of the debt. 
Canes ak ep mapen the aneuntte die e.] 

McKinley bill,so much vaunted in this pros- 
the last four months of President Harrison’ 3 Admin- 
to meet current expenditures 094,021.38. 
Mr. HOPKINS. But that was after wor thactentinn’ the threat 
of the Democratic party to revise the tariff kept the people from 


im ‘ 
Y. The financial disaster was {-|t 
ents of business before election. 
; none. 


ae or 
— 


Mr. DOCKERY. It was because of the business ysis, which 


first manifested itself after the failure of Baring in 18990 
Mr. HOPKINS. It commenced after the success of ‘the Demo- 


cratic 
Mr. The gentleman will please not interrupt me 
without le cueiiien I am willing to yield to all reasonable 


rt. WASHINGTON. Hit him again. 
Mr. DOCKERY (continnui Rens catfoo to the floor. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I will not 
Mr. DOCKERY. I was shoal te a to + Mtr. Uietemen, that the 
i ression began soon after failure of Baring Bros. 
continued until it encircled the globe; and becanse 
party was overwhelmingly 


cash assets. 
KINS. But that was put there under a Republican law. 
Mr. DOCKERY. At the ain of Mr. Harrison’s eeesinistrs, 
tion the surplus had been reduced to 087.88, notwithstand- 
ing the Republican Administration "in the sinking- 
fund uirement to the amount of nearly $50,000,000. 
The MAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 


Mr. SAYERS. i sane ev nt! one 
Mr. DOCKERY. I was about to say that 


pers for the dist time sinop the ct 


surplus was thus 
party, had de- 
civil , in the payment of 
$50,000,000; ding they 
on 1, 1891, amounting to 
the ae ee Mr. Harrison 
under it Cleveland; not- 


Sherman Act covered into the 


. | Treasury to eon for current expenses a trust fund belonying 


to the holders of of national-bank notes notes amounting to $54,207,975.7); 
and the surplus was thus , notwithstanding Mr. 
reduced the balances of officers available 
t of —— from 905,423.30, the 
eredit when Mr. from office on 


eee at aia a ca are the facts and figures ‘is- 
can indulge an ae © the caotem ~ 
During 


four years tion the Re- 


Congress to an easy 
in the last Congress 


Cleveland piled up in 
the debt with 
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out during his first Adminis- 
000 for the purchase of bonds. 
tle, but not near so much as was 


ial figures and am willing 
should they prove to be inaccurate. 


that the cost of the bonds retired by Mr. Harrison 
the cost of the bonds retired by Mr. Cleveland 
a on the Democratic side. | 


tleman is a member of the Committee 
mt gentleman and an honest 
he ought to be candid in this 
not knowingly make a misstate- 
misled as to the facts. 

Mr , that the gentleman 
ems to desire to 
side of the House and no member 


& 


s 


ays and Means Commit- 
, he seeks to avoid responsibility for the 
remember that the Republican 
of the Senate committees. There 
There are 44 straight Repub- 
uding Senator JonEs of Nevada, who 
and has always acted with that 
d bill and upon questions relating to the 


declared himself a Populist over a 


or 


party he organiza 
pted that responsibility as 
Senators, who sat 
when the Republicans captured the o 
‘ore, escape their responsib 
t is concerned, it is not a mat- 
consideration at this time. This do-nothing 
; asingle relief measure to the Presi- 
though there was no occasion 
financial questions 
the Republican party 


i 


i 


| 


it _— that 1 
more nearly in accord wi 
of his.own party. [Ap 

< just a weed with reference to 
says about the relative amount 

under Harrison’s Administration and the 
It will be remembered that of 
wo years when 
debt. The two 
the McKinley law, 
to the demand of the Democrac 
uced by over $60 
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Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman state the amounts of bonds 
that were retired under President Garfield, President Arthur, 
President Cleveland's first Administration, and President Harri- 
son’s Administration. 

Mr. GROUT. I can not give the exact amounts. 

_ Mr. DOCKERY, Will the gentleman give the amount approx- 
imately? 

Mr. GROUT. I will not undertake to state the figures here, 
but I will insert them in my remarks. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I thought the gentleman knew the figures. 

Mr. GROUT. No; [ stated in the outset that I could not give 
the exact figures, but I have already stated them approximately. 
I have said that President Arthur and President Garfield paid 
almost twice as much on the public debt as Mr. Cleveland paid. 

_ And now, Mr. Chairman, in extension of my remarks, accord- 
ing to promise, I give the exact amounts paid on the bonded debt 
by the three Administrations above named: Garfield and Arthur, 
$479,983,280; Cleveland's first, $341,396,280—just $138,586,300 less 
than Garfield and Arthur; and this difference was more than three 
times as large as the free surplus left by Cleveland in the Treas- 
=z at the close of his term, which was but $48,096,158.50. 

arrison paid in the first two years and four months of his term 
$234,009,640—within $107,386,640 as much as Cleveland paid in a 
full four years. As already stated, during the last year and a 
half of Harrison’s term there was no excess of revenue for appli- 
cation on the public debt. It was only a little in excess of expend- 
itures. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, how much time remains on 
this side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that there are ten 
= remaining on the gentleman’s side and seventeen on the 
other. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad to notify the Chair now, ina 
modest way, that I would like to have the last five minutes 
myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize some gentleman 
upon the other side now. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, a parliamen- 
tary question. I understood the order to be that the discussion 
should close at 4 o'clock, which would leave forty minutes re- 
maining. 

The CHAIRMAN. The present occupant of the chair is in- 
formed that the vote was that the debate should close at a quarter 
to 4. 

Mr. CANNON. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will now recognize some gentle- 
man on the other side. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not think the Chair should undertake to 
control as to when this side of the House should speak. 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. 
BAKER], on the other side of the House, has been desiring to speak 
for the last half hour—— 

Mr.CANNON. Wehave but ten minutes on this side, and there 
are seventeen minutes remaining on the other, I believe. I will say 
to — colleague on the committee that it looks to mo as if possi- 
bly this side ought to close the discussion. 

r. SAYERS. Very well; but you have fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CANNON, No; only ten. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well, Mr. Chairman; then I will proceed 
now. 

This is the first time in the history of appropriation bills—at 
least since I have been a member of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions—that the chairman of that committee and the majority of 
the House have precipitated a political discussion when the bill 
was under discussion. I had ae Mr. Chairman, that this bill 
would be considered in an orderly manner and with reference 
alone to the items in the bill. But the gentleman from [linois 
{ Mr. posse has seen eae to precipitate a discussion by an 
assault upon the Secretary of the Treasury because of an increase 
of several hundred thousand dollars in the expenditures for the 
collection of the customs. 

It is true, Mr. Chairman, and I admit it, that there has been an 
increase in the expenditures in this branch of the service; and it 
seems, from the statement given by the Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury, that this increase has been brought about partly by the 
increase of salaries and the increase in the number of officers. 
Now, I do not approve of the increase of salaries, nor do I approve 
of an increase in the number of officers, unless it can be shown 
most conclusively that such increases are justified by the exigency 
of the service. I submit that no information has yet been given 
to this committee which would justify it in reaching a conclusion 
as to whether these increases were necessary or unnecessary. It 


Re- | is impossible in the present status of the question, as it is before 





this committee, for any gentleman to arrive at a conclusion as to 
whether those increases were proper or not. 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me a question? 

Mr. SAYERS. I will yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I find on page 15 of this bill, 
under the heading ‘‘ Collecting internal revenue,” this provision: 

That the number of oat collectors and clerks employed in the collection 


of internal revenue shall not be increased, nor shall the salary of said officers 


and employees be increased beyond the salaries paid during the last fiscal 
year. 


Now, I wish to ask the gentleman ae is not entirely feasible 
and proper to attach such a proviso to the portion of the bill now 
under discussion? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Chairman, any gentleman who is at all 
familiar with these two branches of the service—that which col- 
lects excise duties and that which collects customs duties—must 
know that the methods of collection in the two branches are 
entirely different. The chairman of the Committee on Appro- 

riations, Republican as he is, representing the majority on this 

oor, would not, I am confident, from his seat and advocate 
the putting of any such limitation upon the pending paragraph as 
has inserted in the bill with reference to theinternal-revenue 
service. It would be unwise to do so. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I was going on to say that from a criticism 
of the item of appropriation under consideration members of the 
committee nave proceeded to discuss the question of expenditures 
under the present and the past Administrations. I do not think 
this discussion should have been entered upon at the present 
time. I was in the hope that it would have been delayed until 
Congress was about to adjourn, when, in an orderly manner, the 
representatives of both parties on the tp apemmrer Committee 
could present statements to the House and to the a to the 
character and amount of the appropriations made by the present 
Congress. But the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. —— has 
pepe such a presentation of the matter; and I now desire 
to his attention—— 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Texas has 


Mr. SAYERS. I had more than five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood that this discussion 
was proceeding under the five-minute rule. 

Mr.SAYERS. I understood the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cn to say that one-half the time would be under my 


control. 
Mr. PITNEY. I ask that the pea from Texas have the 
privilege of occupying so much of the remaining time on his side 
as he ma ne a 
The CHAIR . Without objection, that request will be 


anted, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, let me invite the attention of my friend 
from Illinois to a few . Itake the Fifty-first ae. 
There were then no Populists in the Senate to interfere with the 

of a bills. The Democrats were then sadl 
E the minority. The Republicans had control of the House an 
of the Senate, and the President was a Republican. Now, let us 
a a 2 vg matter stood in that Congress upon the question of 
‘iencies. 

Notwithstanding large appropriations were made at the first 
session of the Fifty-first , we find that at its second ses- 
sion that Congress was called u to ap riate $38,699,746.96 
for deficiencies, to say nothing of the $19,498,531.10 carried in the 
mi Will the gentleman find anything in the conduct of th t 

eman an e con e 
Administration to com: with such extrav ce in Daeen: 
nditures as that? tis the total amount of es at 

e presenttime? Mr. Chairman, the gentleman in of this 
be = associates have u the woe 

,w was passed some ago, sums of money w 
in no sense of the word can be called encies, 

Mr, HOPKINS. Will the gentleman allow me? 


Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman speaks of sums — : 


fect ewer @ Sime related Sat Chee ti 
e no’ ow y to pension a: 
which are necessarily indefinite, because we can no the anet 
amount oe refer now to the act of 1890. 
Mr, SA . Well, I will show the gentleman. Exclude the 
msions, and what do we find? The encies, coupled with 
us appropriations, amounted in the second session 


friend’s attention to the e total number of 
deficiencies at the second session o: amounted to $88,- 
699,746.96. That included $29,335,598.34 for pensions. Now, sub- 
ke on deficiency from the sum total, we have left 
$9,364,148.62 for other deficiencies, and add to that $19,498,531.10 
catried in the miscellaneous acts, and we have $28,862,679.72, 


of the Fi first Congress to nearly $30,000,000. Let call 
e - n , E me 
on actual figures Th we 


besides what was carried in the regular appropriation bills of tho 
second session of the hee Segue Congress. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Can the gentleman from Texas take the in js. 
cellaneous items and mention or a to cee sae or to the 
country any money misappro or e vagantly appropri- 
sted? You give gross sums, but no Democrat has rere to my 
knowledge, since the Congress of which you speak held its ss. 
sions, pointed out a single item that was extravagant in charac. 
ter. the contrary, the matter before us now, and to which [ 
made allusion in the course of my remarks at the opening of t)js 
debate, is 1 mpocite item of expenditure. 

Mr. SA S. Now, Mr. Chairman, here are over twenty-cic¢ht 
millions of dollars, excluding the deficiencies for pension })i\\s. 
Let us see how the deficiency bills at this session have been loaded 
with appropriations that can not be classed as deficiencies. [p 
the urgent deficiency bill there was put $300,000 for printing an 
agricultural —s in order that the members might have the 
report before the termination of this Congress; but it was in no 
sense a deficiency, and ought not to have been included in that 
bill. For the Library building another was also included in that 
bill—an a. of $480,000, not a penny of which will be 
expended during the present fiscal year. 

r. HOP . Letme interrupt the gentleman for a moment, 
That printing bill to which he refers was for a report to be circu- 
lated all over the _ for the benefit of the people, I believe, 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Agricultural Reports, were they not? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes; but the appropriation for them was not a 
deficiency. 

Mr. HOPKINS. It does not matter whether it was or not. 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, yes; it does. That is the very question at 
this time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. My point is that the appropriation itself is one 
that commends itself to the good —— of the country. 

Mr. SA Well, now I can ost foresee what the gen- 
tleman from Mlinois will say when he mounts the stump during 
the coming campaign and presents the Republican side in the con- 
troversies that wil po ang Raa 

When he is faced with a on-dollar Congress the gentleman 
will say: ‘‘ Why, the -third Congress put upon us the neces- 
sity of appropriating $11, ,000 of deficiencies.” Now, my pur- 
pose is the attention of the gentleman and the committee 
to the fact that items are included as deficiencies that properly 
belong to other a tion bills. 

There are inclu in the present bill, Mr. Chairman, near 
$500,000 of appropriations that can not be considered as detficien- 
cies, and for which the last Co was not pede in any 
sense of the word, and for which it should not be held accountable. 

But there is one thing to which I wish to call the attention of 
the gentleman from [linois, if he will listen to me for a moment. 
~ Mr. HOPKINS. Entirely. 

Mr. SAYERS. Can the gentleman from Illinois point to a 
single item of ap made by the ee ag which was 
indefinite in + Did not oes pale which 
passed that Congress at both sessions carry on ‘ace the exact 
amount of the money the bills ted? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Oh, now, if oe 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). Task him to compare that 

with that t Congress in this particular and tell 


Mr. HOPKINS. Now, you challenge my attention to another 
matter. You evade the t I make. 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. I understood the point you made 
ook Nave eee er ee to a point that 
a direct bearing upon the pending controversy. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS. On the contrary, I think not. In the discus- 
sion here I called attention to nearly uarters of a million of 
in one of the Departments of the 

that the Fifty-first Con- 
challen the issue, and 
was extravagant in character and 

val of all honest men, and you fail to 
~second Congress you hai the 


is only answering my question 
to the gentleman from 
instance in the appropriation bills 


That does not meet the issue at all. 
on last suspension day the 
the passage of the river and harbor }1!! un- 
true? 
would do it-again. 
gentleman has expired. 
ve five minutes more. 
be given to the gentle 
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Mr As I understand, the time of the gentleman 
from Texas is exhausted, but if he desires more— 
Mr. SA 


I should like to have five minutes more. I 


ask unanimous consent that the time 
extended ten minutes, but I want to ask the right to control 


be 

time except five minutes. 
all of the romEMAN. The atiemen from Illinois [Mr. CANNON 
asks unanimous consent that the time of debate on this paragrap 


be extended ten minutes, five minutes to be given to the gentleman 


Mr. CANNON. That will leave fifteen minutes on this side, 
and I should like to control the last ten minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 


There was no on. 
Mr. SAYERS. Now, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hop- 
KINS —_— give me his attention. He began this debate. 
We should we passed this bill by this time if it had not been 
for him, The gentleman says he favored the river and harbor bill, 
and that he would do it . That bill carries nominally upon 
0,000,000, besides contracts amounting in all to 
over $60,000,000. But yet there is to be added to this amount a 
concealed and an in te appropriation which will amount to 
at least $3,000,000 when itisexpended. The House generally knew 
othin this item, though it provides for the expenditure of 
fully $3,000,000 which is not expressed on the face of the bill. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. What was it? What was the concealed 


of $3,000,000? 
. SAYERS. To purchase the locks and dams on the Monon- 
Ja River. You voted for it, and not one gentleman in ten in 
e House that he was voting for it. Now, whatever 
may be the sins of the Democratic party —— 
rt. COOPER of Wisconsin. I am a member of the Committee 

on Rivers and Harbors, and I wish to state to the gentleman from 
that there was nothing concealed about that. 

Mr. SAYERS, Oh, I do not mean to say—the gentleman under- 
stands me—— 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 


: 
srr ae 
2 


3 


ap 


“There was no appropriation of 


$3,000,000. It is to be a condemnation proceeding in open court, 
andin the of the executive officers, if the award is not 
, the tis not bound to take the property. The 


from Texas is entirely wrong in his construction of it. 
Mr. SAYERS. My friend must not take his seat now after 


that question. Is there not an indefinite appropriation in 


Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. No, sir. 
Mr. SAYERS. To pay for the award? 


Mr. COOPER of . No, sir. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman state that? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Let me answer the question. 
There is an oe 2 that award, in the opinion of the Sec- 
retary of War,is and just. There is nothing saeeeaaey so far 
as the provision of the is concerned, u the United States 


to take the award and pay it —— of its amount. 
Mr. SAYERS. ath the appropriate a sufficient amount 
of money to for the award, if it should be accepted by the 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; but I can defend that, and 
any other man can who knows the facts. 
SA gentleman another question. 


the office of the a that it will prob- 
to pay this award 


Wi . Possibly; yes. 
Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman, then, has admitted the truth 
of what I have said. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It is to relieve the great amount 
of business which goes up and down that river from paying tolls 


ER eT notre 
. am not the merits of the case at all. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. : 


You assumed that nobody knew 
it. openly and notoriously discussed in 


the for and 

Mr SAYERS I not deny the statement. 

Mr. of Wisconsin. And stated upon te floor, 
think every member ex eman 

from Texas knew all about — i 

o— did. But I hear several 


fentlemen around me that not know anything about 
We are not all as arto front limos [Mr. 


It was 


5 


Sere over baving reed itce any one read it. 

Mr, Not at all. difference between the gen- 

tleman Texas and “the gentleman from Illinois” is that he 
Me his and the gentleman from Texas does 


ye 


bate has wandered a long way from the original starting point. 
We were considering a provision to appropriate $850,000 to meet 
the expense of collecting the customs revenue, in addition to the 
miscellaneous collections that may be appropriated in that way 
and the permanent appropriation of $5,500,000. That becomes 
necessary because of an increase of 169 officers as compared with 
1893 at the port of New York alone. A little while ago a great 
deal of prattle went out through all parts of this country because 
in one of the Departments, by dismissing the seed division of that 
Department, the expense of employing some 30 or 40 clerks was 
saved to the Government, and a gentleman, one of the economists 
of the House, all of last Congress was devoting himself to saving 
the expense of the salaries of 169 clerks in this very department of 
the acme 

How gentlemen plumed themselves upon this economy! And 
yet here we find an officer, with the apparent approval of that 
side of the House, certainly without any word rebuking him, as- 
suming authority to increase the number of employees in one of the 
custom-houses of the country 169 and increasing the expenditures 
more than a quarter of a million of dollars. Not one word of con- 
demnation from that side of the House! The gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. Dockery] said that they were not responsible for 
what was done in this House or Congress. But, Mr. Chairman, 
they are responsible for this item of increased expenditure, because 
it is done through the power that is lodged in the Secretary and 
done by him, and, as I have said, without any comment upon that 
side. It is done, too, sir, in my judgment, under circumstances 
that are absolutely indefensible. 

Compare the imports at that custom-house in 1893 with those 
of last year and you will find, Mr. Chairman, that they have de- 
creased $21,000,000. Twenty-one million dollars less of merchan- 
dise went through the hands c* the custom-house officers at the 
port of New Yorkin 1895 than there didin 1893. In 1893 to handle 
all this amount of $548,000,000 of imports there were 1,733 em- 
ployees. In 1895 to dispose of and care for $477,000,000 of imports 
of all classes, dutiable and nondutiable, there were of employees 
at that port 1,922, an increase of 169, to dispose of a smaller volume 
of business; and that, too, at a great increase in the salaries of 
these men. I find that there are 66 examiners in the appraisers’ 
stores at New York whose salaries have been increased, not by 
act of Congress, but by act of the Secretary, under that discre- 
tionary power that Congress gives to him. This $850,000 of de- 
ficiency is not the amount that he requires, for under the esti- 
mates $1,150,000 are necessary, he tells us, to make good this 
extraordinary expense for the payment of 268 officers in half a 
dozen custom-houses. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has eight minutes of his 
time remaining. 

Mr. CANNON. I yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I am obliged to 
on from Illinois for yielding me this time. I just 
asked him to yield it for the purpose of resenting a statement, or 
rather an insinuation, I should say, put forth by the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. SAYERS rose. 

_Mr. HOPKINS. Do not interrupt the gentleman from Wiscon- 
sin. 

Mr. SAYERS. You can not control me. 

Mr. HOPKINS. You would be a better man if I did. 

Mr. SAYERS. Possibly so; probably not. I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman may have five minutes so that [ can 
disabuse his mind as to any intimation by me that the provision 
was improper. What I intended to criticise was the manner in 
which the appropriation was made; that is all. 

Mr. COO ER of Wisconsin. That explanation is no explana- 
tion. It does not deceive or delude me at all as to what I thought 
the gentleman intended to convey by hisremarks. There was but 
one construction to be put upon it. There was as much in the 

tleman’s manner as what he said, and it was to convey the 
impression, in connection with the river and harbor bill which 
was before this House under suspension of the rules, that there 
was in that bill what is known in common parlance as a ‘“‘ job.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I disavow any such meaning as the gentleman 
intimates. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman may disavow. 

Mr. SAYERS. I meant that the appropriation ought to have 
been ‘* $3,000,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. He said that he called the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that this bill, which was before this 
House under suspension of the rules (with his fists clinched) was 
a bill to pay for the property of the Monongahela Company, and 
not one member in ten, or rather but very few, knew that it was 
there. What does that mean? What did that mean? That it 
ought not to have been there. 

“Phe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. HEPBURN. When we had the national tion a year 
or two earlier, did not the State of Georgia refuse cipate? 
Was not Georgia the only State that ites. 
and did not the whole dekegption tn Congress vote against the «)). 
propriation for that —— 

. LIVINGSTON. State of Georgia did not refuse :, 
participate. Under the State constitution the legislature of (:.,-. 
> ee from making any appropriation for anything «: 


Mr. HEPBURN. Did not the gentleman from saangia himself 


vote the OF for that exposition 
Mr. GSTON. I did not vote them all, I voted 


against some of them, but some of them I voted for. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Payment to John Iffiand: To John of Port Townsend, W 
tor board and 1 stesven Solipuknund tian pamame et Ce 





















Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I ask for one minute more. 
Mr. CANNON, I — it to the gentleraan. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I simply wish to say that that 
provision in that bill was inserted upon grounds of high public 
policy. The Mo ela Company controls the traffic upon that 
river. It exacts a toll from the enormous tonnage of coal which 
passes down the river, and thereby adds to the cost of coal to the 
consumers of this country. The Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors investigated the subject and saw that there was a net income 
to that company running up into hundreds and thousands of 
dollars levied upon the consumers of coal. Therefore the com- 
mittee, in its wisdom, after carefull looking into the whole mat- 
. to insert a provision the river and harbor bill 
whereby the Government could take proper proceedings in the 
United States courts to condemn the property and franchise of 
that Company. so that if the award by the court was, in the 
i the made—and 
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opinion Secretary of War, a proper one to be American schooner C. G, White, in A two days, at $ per day ea), 
not unless it was in the of the Secretary of War— Bx"td Tor conveyance from hotel to whazf, $1; in al $3. . 
the p pure and the commerce of that river} Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 


the last word. 

A great deal has been said in the debate here to-day in regard 
to the falling off in the revenues of this Government and th. 
insufficiency of the revenues derived from the tions of the 


y 

rel from the unjust burdens im upon it. [Applause.]} 
Mr. CANNON. ee tho. want to say 
that I am going to ask this committee to stand by me in the con- 
sideration of this bill and to finish it to-night. It is desired to- 
morrow, as I understand, to take up the pension bill, and other | Wilson bill. I wish to call attention to the fact that for quit» a 
business will crowd iater in the week, and I desire that we shall ernees St pease. the change in tariff laws, there has been 
'-, send this the last appropriation bill to be passed by the House, | a constant falling off in the revenues of the Government derived 
with our oom tenetee, to the Senate before we adjourn this even- | from customs. As com with the fiscal year 1890, the receipts 
s . It is quite practicable to do it. omnes) for 1891 from customs off $10,146,879.34. For that same year 
ow, a8 to this item, there has been a good. of talk about it, | there was an increase of $57,636,198 in the ordinary expenses of tie 

but let me call attention for a moment to just what itis. It is vernment. 
oe tae eae ey sg ptr in addition 
permanent a collect customs revenues 
for the balance o Bis fiscal year. That is over $700,000 more 
than it cost to collect the revenues in 1892, when the revenues 
were far greater than are this year. It comes from an 
increase in the number of ; it comes from an increase of 
































086. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, oe pane I to make is this, that in- 
ey of the Mc ey bill (because there was a falling 
before it was enatted)—tnbipentiatige? the Wilson bill (there 
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was Brae Selon eek ees dependently of any of 

these bills, is a constant cause in anaes codneed 

this falling off. When you diminish capacity of the people 

ik to read. to purchase and for goods, whether foreign or domestic, there 

The Clerk read as follows: is to be a falling off in receipts. Not only was there 

Building for Government exhibit, exposition at Atlanta, Ga.: The Secre- off in the from eustoms duties on foreign 

tary of wuenensy 04 beveby authorised, and directed to transfer to the goods, but there was a falling off in the sale of American goods 

forest, of the United Btntes fa and to % the building erected for aim, and in- | which resulted in the shutting up of a great many manufact: ries. 

ment exhibit at the Cotton States and In Exposition recently held | _So, gentlemen, there is aconstant cause, independently 

in said city. of any of these tariff laws, to ea @ constant result—a 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear some | paralysis of business, a “—— the Government, and a de- 

explanation of this ph. Probably the gentleman from | creased demand for labor all that result, in 

oo LIVINGSTON] cam give us some information as to ae eee, Sasha ae eee the majority of the Re- 

= me eoreaee is found in the bill. pau party insists contin to the injury of the people 

. NON. The gentleman from Georgia points to me, and | of the country; that policy which the party first foisted 

I will ty to —— it. This building cost about $50,000. upon the in 1873, and which great aeertty of that 
Mr, LIVIN N. Forty-two thousand dollars. 





penteeee a ,gold and allits 

Mr. CANNON. Forty-two thousand Seana ee gentleman of attendant evils. is trouble with this country, 

from says. It is onaparknear Atlanta. t <a so-called “ on” can only aggravate the 

asks for for the purpose cf making a contract to move it off. by throwing the entire burden of the gold stani- 

Our experience in the sale and removal of buildings at ard and unequal taxation upon the baeks of the farmers ani the 

: that they bring practically nothing, and it seemed to the on ao who no benefit from your McKinley laws. 

that it was proper enough to give this tothe} Mr, of New ro forma to strike 
that the Government would not lose 
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out the last two words. 
Mr. Chairman, whe has just taken his seat 

. TERRY whenever 16 tO 
para i - _ y be reduced 
can to instance which t the 

ete has been ee eaer the 
Wilson-Gorman bill he can have my time in which to make 
other man can point out any 

such instance. I Se eee, See ot this time to refer 
additional Seteiaiiee stapes: oC colic 
expenses of collect- 

was privilege in the second 
eaten to the increasing ‘e- 
Back in the seventies and in the eightvs 
the paca mgantminn fly disengage 4 ae Aono pre for 
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enough appropriated ’ 
of the city of mann one Se Sepeea on Sepeny SNe ee 
Se Fe aad etn ene nt 
there for the Government. 

Mr. HEPBURN. For the Government exposition? 



















the passage 

sect a eed teen eee 

into has a general in- 

qronmp Sa Senpengannes for some years past; and they are 105- 
every 


there was in both 
head, in the Fiftieth et: in the Pifty-frst 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Yes. They built a warehouse for 
customs office and dida many other things, that revenue from customs. It is true, as was state’ by 
the Government would not cover them. Now, I/| the from Texas [Mr. Savers , that the amount which 
















ted 

than ‘00D. And now, here in the very first year of this 
oe the Secretary of the oun ter om iation 
Coen with that made in. the urgent bill, 
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arene 
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fillet 
ierifep 
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PUBLIC BUILDINGS. 

, Ky.: For outstanding liabili . 

of old custom house, $911.68. ne 
. Chairman, 

to pass Tres- 

have one or t to 

which seem to have been omitted by mistake. 


. Iwould say to the gentleman from Kentucky 
out it be attended to by the Senate. I want to 


the bill ioaiees, if ; 
EVANS. I do not want to impede the progress of the bill, 
is a matter of some importance that ought to be included. 
.CANNON. Has the gentleman another estimate than that 
Mr. VANS. hope to have one during the course of the after- 
noon. ; 
Mr. CANNON, Well, we can turn back, if correction be nec- 


‘Mr. EVANS. I would like to pass this over informally. 
Mr. CANNON. renee ne cones Oa we cen Bes back to 


eee 
‘eu lat 
: 


KE 


Fe 


‘ 


tisfactory to me. 
care will be no objection. 


in of the after the word “ cents,” the following: 
is allowed by the accoun officers of the Treas. 


of Meade County, 


; 
ft 
: 
: 
; 


ment No. 284°to the Fite ird Congress and not only certified 
in that, but also in Senate Document 189 to this Congress for 
ow, if wecan embrace in this bill a of fourteen thou- 
sand and hundred dollars, ie Sie ae Coe 
Ett {dt endortandinn te pt of ort canbe mad 
how the of order can be made 

to exclude or prevent the payment of a debt due to the people 
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of the State of Kentucky, a debt which the Government of the 
United States owes them beyond all question. 

This debt has been pending for many years, and it is a just and 
honest debt of this Government. The people of Kentucky pay 
into the Treasury of the United States $30,000,000 a year in rev- 
enues, and I submit that no pretext against the payment of this 
paltry sum should be set up on the part of this Government. 

But it is said that there is not money enough in the Treasury; 
that the itures of the Government exceed the receipts, and 
consequently itcan not pay its debts. That isa new plea to me, Mr. 
Chairman. I was licensed to practice law in 1863, and have been 
trying to do something in the business ever since until elected a 
member of this House, and have occupied my seat on this floort 
and I never yet knew, in all of that time, a man sued for a debt 
who made the plea that he did not have anything; that he had no, 
any money to pay it, and hence judgment ought not to go against 
him. ido not think that any court in Christendom would regard 
such a plea as of the slightest possible value, and I am only 
demanding here the right of the ple that I represent at the 
hands of the Congress of the United States. The proper officers of 
the Government—the Government itself—acknowledge the use 
of the property, and that the money is justly due. 

ee ee have been made to pay similar claims to the 
people of this country for twenty-one years; in fact appropriations 
were never refused to the people until the Democratic Congress— 
the Fifty-third Congress—so celebrated in the history of America, 
in order to make a sham and bogus pretext of economy, refused 
to meme And this Republican Congress will be asked to fol- 
low example of the Fifty-third Congress and refuse to pay this 
little sum due to the loyal people of Kentucky, a people who are 
putting into the Treasury of the United States to-day, to pay the 
=. of the Government, $30,000,000 a year. Will you refuse 
a that you owe them? You can not do it honestly, and I 
stand here representing my people to denounce the act, if it is 
refused, as dishonest, unjust, — a shameless repudiation, which 
is a disgrace not only to the Congress of the United States, but 
would be a disgrace to any American citizen in any part of this 


country. 

The CHAIRMAN, The only question is whether this is in- 
cluded in the estimate. The Chair will hear the gentleman from 
Illinois on the subject. 

Mr.CANNON. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will not make the point 
of order. The gentleman has made a speech upon the merits, and 
now I think if I can be heard for five minutes the committee will 
be ready to vote, if nobody makes the point of order. 

Mr. LEWIS. If they can pay this railroad company $14,000 
upon a claim certified here, why can they not pay these claims 
certified to the same Congress and again certified to this Congress 
in a Senate document. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if I can have the attention of 
the committee, I will say that this amendment covers one of many 
claims for the occupancy of court-houses in Kentucky, Missouri, 
and perhaps in other States. 

Mr. WASHINGTON, In Tennessee. 

Mr. CANNON: The principle would apply to all the States in 
the late war. 

_ NORTHWAY. The claim dates back to the time of the 


war 
Mr. CANNON, Certainly. It arises out of the occupation of 
these court-houses by troops, as they were marching through the 
country and within the enemy’s lines. 
Mr. LEWIS. No; Kentacky was not within the enemy's lines. 
Mr.CANNON. Weil, I think sometimes it was, and sometimes 
it was not. Thatis my understanding. But I will say—and I 
want the attention of the committee—this class of claims, includ- 
ing these specific claims, were investigated fifteen years ago by 
the ent, and turned down and rejected by Comp- 
they slept the long sleep until the late Mr. 
> i, was appointed Second Comptroller. When 
he was appointed Second Comptroller, as [ recollect, in a general 
way, he took up these claims and reversed the former Comptroller, 
after a period of fifteen years, and audited these claims upon the 
d that there was an implied contract between the United 
tates and the court-house or court-houses, that the court-house 
or court-houses should be paid. 
Weill, it came up for consideration. It was duly certified to the 
It was fully examined by the subcommittee on 
in the House. The House rejected it. The Senate 
put it on by way of amendment. It went into conference. The 
conferees were Representative re of Kentucky, the 
gentleman from Texas {Mr. Savers}, and | believe I was there 
as a spectator on the part of the House. 
Mr. SAYERS. And took your part in the proceedings, and 
were to the conferees. 
Mr.CANNON. Senator CocKRELL was chairman of the Senate 
I will not state what passed in that conference room, 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


but I do state that the matter was put so strongly by the gentle- 
man from Kentucky and the gentleman from Texas, myself as- 
senting with my brother conferees, that the Senate receded. 

Now, this matter has been referred back to the present Comp- 
troller, and in this document he says he can not reopen it unless 
he is authorized to do so by a resolution of Congress. I wish 
Comptroller Mansur had held the same way, because he reopened 
it after it had slept the sleep of death for fifteen years and it. 

Now, my judgment is that the safer way is to leave this amend- 
ment out and for Congress to direct that the Comptroller reexam- 
ine these claims, You will say that the $18,000 or $20,000 for these 
two court-houses, or whatever the amount is, does not amount to 
much; but it establishes a principle which, in my judgment, will 
make the United States, by an implied contract, pay for the occa- 
pation of every court-house, every schoolhouse, and perhaps every 
church that was occupied by the troops during the late war. 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to state in response to the distinguished 
gentleman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. LEWIS. I ask a little time in which to respond to the 
gentleman. I should like ten minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Will not five minutes answer the gentleman? 

Mr. LEWIS. Tenminutes. I will conclude my remarks inside 
of ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LEWIS. e gentleman talks about “‘ this class of claims,” 
but in the executive document which I send to him, and which he 
has, it is shown that the whole amount of this class of claims for 
the whole country is only $63,000. Now, they have put into this 
bill without complaint—there was a good deal of debate, but it 
has been passed—an item of $800,000 to meet deficiencies, as they 
call them, in paying the expenses of the customs service. 

For twenty-one years these appropriations were made upon these 
cleims, certified here to Congress by the Treasury De ent, 
without objection. They have al y paid other counties in Ken- 
tucky outside of my district for the use of court-houses, and I want 
to say to the House of Representatives here that because the Fed- 
eral Government took these court-houses of Meade County and 
Taylor County, for which I am asking this appropriation, because 
the them as barracks, when the Confederates through 

in 1862 they burned both these court-houses and 
em. They are poorcounties. The people of those coun- 
ties have been taxed $15,000 to $20,000 to build new court-houses. 
They do not expect to get pay for the court-houses, but for the 
use of them by the Government that caused them to be destroyed. 
They do ask the Government to pay them a reasonable rental for 
~ oa — used them as forts against the public enemy. That 
e . 

Now, i do not know what this Comptroller of the Treasury 
might have done, ene another Comptroller; but I do know 
that it is regularly certified to the Congress of the United States 
in the usual manner for — not $16,000, as the — 
from Illinois says, but in the case of Meade Courity $1,000, and of 
7 County $1,666.66. That is all that is asked for—$2,666.66. 
. STEELE. Is that all the a priation you are f 

Mr. LEWIS. That is all lam for. And I want to say 
further that it is already certified in a Senate document to the 
present Congsess for payment in the document that I sent to the 
gentleman; and the gentleman is paying in this deficiency bill to 
this great railroad company—and if it is right they ought to have 
it—upon a certificate exactly the same as this to tho Fifty-third 
Congress, over $14,800, and yet he stands in the attitude of object- 
ing to and refusing to my people, a patriotic people, a paltry sum, 
when they pay into the Treasury $30,000,000 in revenue every ; 
helping to pay this railroad company and other creditors of the 
Government. He says further that Mr. Breckinridge objected to 
this in the Fifty-third Well, [have seine ey about 
Mr. Breckinridge. I stand here to say that Mr. oe 
speak f f th 1 cae + this time. Ide 

or any part of the e of Kentucky at thi o 
not think that this Howst eal follow Mr. Breckinridge’s advice 
and the example of the Fifty-third Co in this matter. 

I stand here ——_ a — who were loyal, and always 
loyal, and who always be loyal, tothe country and to the flag; 
a people who sent 128,000 brave men to fight the battles of this 
country, and whose support turned the scales in favor of the Union 
and the Government of this country. Iam simply asking justice 
for them. When a mere schoolboy i remember the issue in 
Kentucky, and I heard the great secessionist, John C, Breckin- 
ridge, i yd to persuade the people of Kentucky to Bo into seces- 
sion; and I heard that great man and statesman and leader, John 
J. Crittenden, appealing to the ——. I heard Crittenden say to 
the people of Kentucky, ‘Stand by the Union; stand by your 
Government; stand by the flag: try it, try it, and try it again. 
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If one Congress will not do you justice, another will.” The peo- 
ple of Kentucky followed Crittenden and did stand by the flac 
and the Government. And I am here to-day asking only justic. 
of this Congress for my poses. You may deny it; but the peo) ic 
of Kentucky will still be true and loyal; andif this Congress || 
not do us justice, they will, following the advice of Crittenden. 
try another and try again, until the people send here a Congress 
that will do justice and pay just claims against the United States, 
a Congress that will despise, as they ought to, repudiation or any- 
thing that looks like favoring repudiation of just obligations, 
[Loud ene) 

Mr. CANNON. I move to strike out the last word, and wil] 
not take over a minute. Let us understand what this amend- 
ment means. I should be glad to vote an appropriation to the 
gentleman from Kentucky, eloquent and splendid as he is in his 
advocacy of his amendment. I believe I would on account of 
the speech he made. But let ussee. If we put thisappropriation 
in we establish the principle that it was an implied contract 
between the Government of the United States and the county 
authorities that the value should be paid and the op should 
be paid for every court-house —— by the Army during the 
war, if it was injured. Now, then, it may be that is a good law, 

Mr. BAKER of western oe . Will you allow me—— 

Mr. CANNON. Comptroller Upton said fifteen years ago it was 
not good law, and it slept the sleep of the dead until Comptroller 
Mansur came in, and he on his own motion resurrected and 
reversed the decision of Comptroller Upton. 

Mr.SAYERS. Will the gentleman permit me to say he did so 
over the protest and ob of the Auditor of the Treasury 
when he considered these claims in the first instance? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. The Senate tried toget another 
Comptroller to guess at it, and sent it to Comptroller Bowler, and 
he says without authority of Congress he has no power to review 
it, it ha been passed upon by a Comptroller. Now, then, be- 
fore this adjourns I hope there will go on this bill or 
some other bill a definite — that will send these cases to 
the Court of Claims, and let the principle be established, or we 
will send it for another opinion by the accoun 
Treasury; but I think we are not ready to establi 
now. Iam ready for a vote. 

Mr. COX. Does not the principle involved include the occupa- 
tion of churches, schoolhouses, and everything of that kind? 

Mr. CANNON. In my opinion it does. 

Mr, COX. What is the distinction that can be drawn between 


officer of the 
the principle 


em? 
Mr. DINGLEY. Why not private houses and all other places, 


thus paying for the damages of the war? 
Mr. CANNON. ~ do not think private property would come 
ple. 
. But churches and schoolhouses would. 


within the 
Mr. CO 
Mr.CANNON. _ Certainlyschoolhouses and court-houses would, 
Mr. COX. And churches. 
Mr. CANNON. And —_— churches on the same ground 
Mr. BAKER of New pshire. If I will draw an amend- 
ment will the gentleman accept it, that all claims not appropriated 
for go to the Court of Claims, with jurisdiction vested in that 
court to determine them in a judgment, 
_ Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend,no. There are ail the 
intimations that are usually given that the Senate is ready to 
amend this bill by eng on these claims; and I will say to the 
gentleman that e House honors me as a conferee I will do 
what I can to work out a re-reference of these claims, so that we 
can get the correct principle fully established and the cases dis- 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But will the gentleman give 
the Court of Claims authority oe upon these questions’ 

Mr. CANNON. It is not practicable here and now to prepare 
such a provision. I withdraw my amendment, Mr, Chairman. 

Mr. LEwiIs rose. 

Mr. CANNON. How much time does the gentleman ‘esire? 
If five minutes will satisfy him, I will ask that at the end of five 
minutes we may have a vote. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know, nor has it been 
explained, what Comptroller of the Treasury or what other ofli- 
cial of ae Government certified this claim of $14,88°.! of 
the Pe vania Railroad Company. Neither have I hear it 

refer that claim back or to refer it to the Court of 
. That was certified to the Fifty-third Congress, just like 

the claim that I ask to have paid. 
the which this amendment covers 

committee? 


it has. 
. Not through the Committee on Claims; it may 
h the Committee on War Claims. 
ot know; but at any rate it is here regu 
regular way. 











1896. 


Mr. BRUMM. But in this Congress has it gone through the 
’ ? 


i LEWIS. I think not. It was certified, just as this rail- 
road claim was certified. Now, in addition to what I have said, 
I want to say this. It would take just six of the claims that I 
ask to have to pay this railroad company’s claim which is 
allowed in bill. We stand in this Congress in the attitude of 
allowing that claim, which was certified to the Fifty-third Con- 

and at the same time ns this claim of the people of 
entucky, which was certified to the Fifty-third Congress and 
which has been certified by the proper officers of the Treasury 
and by the Secretary of the Treasury to the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress also. Gentlemen need not be scared about this opening u 
a channel through which the Government can be flooded wit 
claims. This House has already bills carrying $500,000,000, 
and if Uncle Sam can pack that load I am sure that this small 
pittance for the people of Kentucky, who give him thirty millions 
a year, will not break his back. [Laughter.] I am sure, too, 
that this Republican House, when the people of Kentucky have 
contributed five Representatives to the Segertty and, barring 
myself, as good men as ever came to Congress, wi i not be guilty 
of the mean, the niggardly, the dishonest, the unjust discrimina- 
tion of refusing them this paltry appropriation which is their due. 

The question being taken on the amendment, the Chairman 

decl that the noes seemed to prevail. 
Mr. LEWIS. Iask for a division. 
The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 54. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the desk. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Page 17, line 21, strike out “eleven” and insert in lieu thereof “ sixty-one.” 

Mr. CANNON. That is a revised estimate. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I now move to strike out the para- 
graph beginning on line 3, page 15, and ending on line 8, on the 


same b 
Mr_CANNON, I make the point that that paragraph has been 


The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. The 
Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
LIGHT-HOUSE ESTABLISHMENT. 


Brpenmne of vessels: For expenses of light vessels for the fiscal year 
1894, to adjust account of Commander M. R. 8. Mackenzie, United States 


Nary, inspector of the Sixth light-house district, for expenditures made from 


the “ Expenses of fog ” 1894, for the services of the Davis 
Coast Wreeking Company i recovering and floating Rattlesnake Shoal light- 
ship, South eee F 0. 31, held by the Commissioner of Customs not prop- 
erly chargeable to apy ropriation, $2,000: Provided, That this shall not in- 
volve the further payment of money from the Treasury. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


Something has been said to-day by my affable and distin- 
on friend from Missouri [Mr. DocKEry] relative to the fact 
the blican in session of Congress has not re- 

the Wilson tariff I want to tell my friend that the 
blican party in this session of Congress has its eyes in the 
front of its head. It looks ahead and does not, like a mule, kick 
ter.) We sometimes wonder here why, if our 

are of such great foresight as they 
should have the Wilson bill in this House when 
that it would be repudiated, absolutely repudiated, in 
of the United States and denounced and derided by 
ready to pass a 


blican stands in this Co: 
wilt wive every man labor, that will start every 


and every wheel turning, but it is not ready to 
upon the desert air, knowing what will be 
end of the Capitol and — a ae ot the 
Repu party isa party of foresight, and during 
Republican rule never one bond was issued to pay 
ee. Government. Under the McKinley 
pe law enacted by the Republican party 
to get revenue enough into our to 
expenses of the Government and to pay off besides 
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ail Donating te of takin polit. 
or the oO ng poli 
ical has never paid off $500,000,000 of the public debt from 
ite nae” Aon tothe present. hter and 
derisive cheers on the Democratic side.] You may laugh, gentle- 
the Republican Ta having Saunaeelt some ‘ones Me | a 
; some 0 
tionist who the protective tariff po F, who represents 


and fighting 
off and scatter- 
ublican can- 


be running on to victory. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


That on and after July 1, 1896, all expenditures on account of the Reform 
School for Boys, the Girls’ Reform School, and the board of children’s guard- 
ians shall be made by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia upon 
itemized vouchers approved by the auditor of the District and certified by 
the Commissioners, as required by the act of June 11, 1878, in the case of other 
expenses of the government of the District of Columbia. And all acts or 
— of acts So for treasurers for the institutions herein named are 

ereby repealed, to take effect June 30, 1896. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. 
whole paragraph. 
Mr. CANNON, 


I make a point of order on this 


I will ask the gentleman whether he is deter- 
oint of order? 

fork. Iam. 

Well, with the single statement th at the legis- 


Mr. CURTIS of New 
Mr. CANNON. 


lation here proposed would give better service and save $3,000, I 


will concede that the point of order is well taken and let the para- 
0 out. 

URTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Accounts of Pay Director H. M. Denniston: The accounting officers of the 
Treasury are hereby authorized and directed to pass the voucher, under the 
appropriation “ Pay, miscellaneous, 1895,"" from which it was paid by Pay Di- 
rector H. M. Denniston, United States Navy, namely: For services of a detec- 
tive agency, $845.64. 


Mr. WASHINGTON. I offeran amendment, to which Iask the 
attention of the chairman of the committee. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after the paragraph just read the following: 

‘“ Publication of records of the Continental Congress, together with all the 
official documents relating to the Revolutionary period now in the custody 
of the Secretary of State, and which have not heretofore been published, 
$25,000, or so much thereof as may be needed, to be expended under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of State.” 


Mr. CANNON. I will say to my friend from Tennessee [Mr. 
WASHINGTON] that this amendment is subject to a point of order; 
and I shall have to make it. 

Mr. WASHINGTON. Of course, if the chairman of the com- 
mittee makes the point of order, without allowing any discussion, 
I have no opportunity to explain the amendment; but if he will 
withdraw his point of order 

Mr. CANNON. If it were not so late, and if we did not want 
to finish the bill this evening 

Mr. WASHINGTON. My friend knows that I never take up 
time unnecessarily. 

Mr. CANNON. I shall have to insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is sustained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


For allowance to the following contestants and contestees, audited and rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Elections, for expenses incurred by them in 
contested-election cases, namely: 

To H. R. Belknhp, $2,000; 

To L. E. McGann, $1,522.86; 

To James E. Cobb, $2,000; 

To W. F. Aldrich, $2,000; 

To G. A. Robbins, $2,000; 

To H. St. George Tucker, $1,971.96; 

To G. W. Cornett, $1.350; 

To J. L. McLaurin, $2,000; 

To C. A. Swanson, $1,350; 

To D. B. Culberson, $750; 

To Oscar W. Underwood, $2,000; 

To George P. Harrison, $2,000; 

To Joshua E. Wilson, $2,000; 

To Asbury C. Latimer, $2,000; 

To Miles Crowley, $2,000; 

To William Elliott, $2,000; 

To J. W. Stokes, $2,000; 

To John L. Rinaker, $2,000; 

To W. C. Owens, $1,993.05; 

To John W. Maddox, Pn 

To Truman H. Aldrich, $2,000; 

To Albert T. Goodwyn, $2,000; 

To James C. Spencer, $350; 

To A. M. Newman, » 

To John 8. Williams, $175; 

To Peter J. vier $1,350; 

To Jerome C. Kearby, $2,000; 

To A. J. Rosenthal, $2,000; 

To Jo Abbott, $2,000; in all, $49,162.87. 


Mr. CANNON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
ik 


esk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 66, in lines 13 and 16, strike out “three ’’ and insert “seven.” 
On page 67, in line 7, strike out “ three’ and insert “ five.” 
On page 67, in line 15, strike out “ forty-nine "’ and insert “ fifty.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, these amendments will 


to. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that Election Committee No. 2 
have not yet certified to the Committee on Appropriations the ex- 
penses of either contestants or contestees, but that the Committee 
on Appropriations will investigate the certification to be hereafter 
made, aon will send the items to the Senate for consideration, 

Mr, CANNON, Yes, sir. 
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The question being taken, the amendment of Mr. CANNON Was 


agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


para of the Charles Carter and Erastus Green for caring for subcommittee 
the Committees on Appropriations and Ways and Means, $75 each, 


Mr. PICKLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


esk, 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add after the paragraph just read the following: 

“To pay W.H. chard,as extra com or services rendered as 
assistant clerk to the Committee on In Pensions aarkuy tho Scab auamon 
of the Fifty-fourth Congress, $500.” 

Mr.CANNON. That is the usual provision for the assistant 
clerk of that committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

‘The Clerk read as follows: 


L. B. Cook, i Goon Win R. 8 Goudelock, ©. L. 
win Gilat an 'katgh St Dale, etch, Wo Atarencs tween HSB and 
<item reaaaaae Fe Eg tg Bm nye Pa 


Mr. CANNON. To correct an error I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 
‘The Cierk read as follows: 


On page 69, in line 16, after the words “e’ hteen hundred and ninety 2 
strike out “six” and insert “ eight.’ is an 


The amendment was agreed to 
The Clerk resumed the reading of the bill, and read as follows: 


For cde Sovin tight hon $585.67. 
or 8 e8 t-houses, ae 
For expenses of of buoyage, $96. 


Mr. EVANS. ios diidiasi: Xela dciatinniniaies Cael 
the desk 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend of inserting the foll words: 

CF efayina ote Plat of ently tne um of 6A amount du 

a re- 
fi ‘don, as saperted in Senate Document a 73. Pitty. fourth Gmaeenn.” 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I think I must make the +t of order 
on tuat amendment. We have had nothing to the House, 
as far as I am aware, in this matter. 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the ae from Kentucky desire 
to be heard on the point of order 

Mr. EVANS. in ae ene provision of the rule—if so, I would 
be if the gentleman will point it out—that requires a matter 
of kind to be certified to the House before it can be consid- 
ered by the House? 

Mr. CANNON. I will state to the gentleman that the law re- 
quires that the audited accounts shall be certified to pe ae for 


consideration. The Senate has a wa; Sal ccties ween Wenariae 
cates that the House does not get acting upon and the 


best way, when they do ph aad act is to let them 
The House is not in the bit of dealing with these until 
they come to it in the shape of audited and certified accounts. 

Of course I have not given this matter any examination; knew 
nothing about it until this moment, _ had no 
according to my recollection, of giving it any Butit 
seems to me that under the rule it is not before the House, ae 
the law, as a certified claim. 

Mr. EVANS. I will address myself entirely to the point of 
order raised by the gentleman from Illinois, because if there is any 
rule that forbids such an amendment to the bill it is a rule that 
has entirely escaped my observation. 

Here is a claim from ‘the State of Kentucky; a claim that is re- 
—_Z y the Auditor of the Treasury t to be, on acer- 

in calculation, a justly due claim % to $22,022.31. 
i document, ae a se Speci oa in on executive | veocusmmendiabion 

ocument sent to the Senate, an yw eke oh. orm — signed 
by T. Stobo Farrow, Auditor. The communication 
to Hon. John G. Carlisle, Secretary of eee 
these various claims of the States in a table 


Tir pene doubt that the amount is due and Qnbh eben 


for 

Mr.C NON, What is the date of this certificate to which the 
gentleman refers? 

Mr. EVANS. ee this matter 
to the President of the Senate dated January 15,1 and as to 
oe ean Oe ee "I do not know date, as it is not 
oe Sore. Leneemagioneeanes 
un e rule we ado * gen 
iit ene 5 wll cantina thes tage, zg 

Mr. EVANS. Here is the document. 


Mr. CANNON (afte the paper). I if the 
aterelll dow an, te lennon = om 


(Bahibit B) dad ko dinceted by the onder re ae. 


ate Bow York, tho following 6 sen, en Manche, 1898, the Secretary 


“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, March 29. 105° 


“Respectful, hein genes we ; a ny 
ene approve the nave hi Me ye Pe ot aa 
Lambertson, and decline to modify the rules as by the ieee i 
. The order of Secretary Foster of 8, 1898, hereto 
is accordingly revoked. 
“J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary.” 
Then further on I find the following language: 


Se conttos af She coder of Se, 8, Seetiee seneteations conse 


Taking now provisional standard the modifications suggested. tl 
would be due to the several States the following sume if the proposed ay 
in the rules should finally be - 


adopted: 

The trouble is that Mr. Foster adopted one rule and Mr. Car}is|> 
revoked it. Now, the Auditor says that if the Foster rule wer. 
Sean, ae he appends, theamount that 

the gentleman has fixed in his amendment for the State of Ken. 
wer a 
nee claim, is not wudited as the Fale retire and is so 
aoe, It is not mires, and the 
Chair understands the where the law for a certi- 
fication. Rcd nite and certified under the law for the 
consideration of Congress. The will see for himself 
that that is the exact condition. is a mere communication to 
the Senate, and not an audited claim. On its face it shows that 
it never was audited, as the Chair will see on examination. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the statement of the gentleman from 
Illinois the Chair must sustain ere, 

Mr. EVANS. The does not point out any provision 

g that an amendment shall be based on 


poe oe first place, tho 

of the United States for the coming a ee Government 
m tl “e 3 an resent ye 

aud then the custom obtains of for deficiencs “1e er 


An audited claim 

so uit We of the Court of Ci: 1ims, 

do not take cognizance of 

— of +t is sustained, and the 
the bill. 


he reading of 
The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 
Mr. = I ask unanimous consent to return to line 10, 


Pitts 6 ren The gentleman wishes to recur to page 68 of 
Tho CHAIRMAN, | Unanimous consent is asked to recur to 
on no objection. 
an’ HOWE. I offer the amendment which Isend to the Clerk's 
The amendment was read, as follows: 


aRwtee Pe eG, Ge 2 
ee ge Porter, for extra as assistant clerk Committee on 


Mr. CANNON. That is the usual appropriation to the assist- 
comunittee. 


ant clerk of that 


The amendment was to. 
And.then (on motion of Mr. Cannon) the committee rose; and 
ving resumed the chair, Mr. Paynz, Chairman of 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
that that committee had had enn the bill 
. R. 8293) as a aes, - » 
) year ending une .i and for 
a foro syste a th he 
same to with the 
recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 
‘Thy smendments recommended by tho Ooasmitice of the Whole 


to. 
Fil cnttinh sin itiduthiaitn and read a third 
read the time, and passed. 
,amotion to reconsider the last vote 


a the res 


it shall be in 
debate until 
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be to 
Mr. McCLELLAN. The effect of this resolution would 

oat OPICKLER. This provides for general debate. It is in the 
‘power of the House to make such order as it may desire for debate 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. Why not specity now what time shall be 
consideration of the by paragraphs, so there 
devoted to the cee sbout the matter? 


to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2461) to grant 
lands to the State of Alabama for the use of the Industrial School 
for Girls of Alabama, and of the Tuskegee Normal Industrial In- 
stitute, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1376); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LORIMER, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
4176) to extend the uses of the mail service, reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1382); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Ways and Means, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1306) to authorize 
and encourage the holding of a transmississippi and international 
exposition at the city of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska, in the 
year 1898, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1381); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. 
TIS of New York. Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thurs- 
anit Phhould not think it would be necessary to hive so long a 
time 


SPEAKER. The Chair desires to say that under this order 
he enld of course rule that the would continue 


ald of couPhureday, and that a vote would be taken on| | 2=PORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole Honse, as follows: 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 3295) for the relief of John K. Dixon, of Portsmouth, 
Ohio. (Report No. 1369.) 

By Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

bill (H. R. 7282) for the relief of Charles T. Trowbridge, 
George D, Walker, and John A. Trowbridge. (Report No. 1370.) 

The bill (H. R. 2600) to define the status and for the relief of 

the heirs or legal representatives of certain recruits for the Four- 


Is 
Mr. COX. Iwant to understand what is the character of the 
proposition? What is the point? 
SPEAKER. It isa pension bill, which is numbered in the 


teenth Kansas Cavalry Volunteers who were killed at Lawrence, 
resolution H. R. 8271. Kans., August 21, 1863, by guerrillas. (Report No. 1871.) 
Mr. COX. Mr. —. a parliamentary inquiry. How far| By Mr. DY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
does that bill go? is the proposition involved? (H. R. 2141) to increase the pension of Joseph Claire (Report 
Mr. It relates to the administration of the Pension | No. 1373.) 
Office. 


By Mr. HOWE, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 


(H. R. 8048) granting a pension to Bethany Bostwick, daughter of 
John Bostwick. (Report No. 1374.) 


By Mr. COUSINS, m the Committee on Foreign Affairs: 
joint resolution (S. R. 76) authorizing Lieut. William 
McCarty Little to accept a decoration from the King of Spain. 


. CANNON. Why should we not have a vote, Mr. Speaker? 
Tho SPEAKER. As as are in favor of the motion to 
mages the rules and de resolution will say “aye.” 

. ALLEN of i. I demanda d 
The 


second, 

SPEAKER. asked if a second was demanded, 
and no one asked for it. The question is on suspending the rules 
and passing the resolution. 


The question taken. 
Gn Ce Een oy Mr. Axiant) theve wore—ares 02, 


noes 5. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The i there is plainly no quorum 
present. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Dina@LeEy (at 6 o’clock and 3 min- 
utes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


me No. 1377. 
The bill (8. 153) authorizing the pues herein named to accept 
certain decorations and testimonials. (Report No. 1378.) 

The bill (8S. 1676) authorizing Rear-Admiral W. A. Kirkland to 
accept a gold box presented to him by the Emperor of Germany. 
(Report No. 1379.) 

The joint resolution (8. R.107) to authorize Prof. Simon New- 
comb, United States Navy, and Prof. Asaph Hall, United States 
Navy, to accept decorations from the Government of the Republic 
of France. (Report No. 1380.) 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: 

bill (5.1578) for the relief of Dr. 5. A. Brown. (Report 
No. 1383.) 

The bill (S.306) for the relief of Thomas Chambers. (Report 
No. 1384.) 

The bill (H. R. 7980) for the relief of Redick M. Ridgely, post- 
master at Springfield, Ill. (Report No. 1385.) 

The bill CH. Re. 8375) for the relief of W. A. Walker, of Albu- 

uerque, N. Mex. (Report No. 1386.) 

The bill (H. R. 4538) for the relief of John Keefe. (Report No. 
1387.) 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
3668) for the relief of Willbert Bowen, of Cripple Creek, Colo. 
(Report No. a 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

bill (8S. 830) granting a pension to Mary Allard, widow of 

John Allard, formerly of Company E, Seventh Connecticut Vol- 
unteer Infantry. (Report No. 1389.) 
The bill (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to William 


H. Morgan. (Report No. 1390.) 

By Me. MoCLELLAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (6. 706) for the relief of Eugenia Wood. (Report 
No. 1891.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (S. 1949) granting an additional pension to Capt. 
Bradbury W. Hight. (Report No. 1392.) 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
Ows: 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H.R.8814) to amend an 
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act entitled ‘‘An act to provide for the adjudication and payment 
of claims arising from Indian depredations,” approved March 38, 
1891, and for other porpeme Se the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8315) to impose a 
tax upon and regulate the manvfacture, sale, importation, and 
exportation of adulterated beer—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 8316) to amend the charters and 
enlarge the powers and franchises of certain railway companies 
in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H.R.8317) donating one con- 
demned cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to 
O. R. Whitman Post, No. 346, Grand Army of the Republic, 
ape Buchanan County, lowa—to the Committee on Naval 

rs. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 8318) to amend the acts re- 
lating to the United States court in the Indian Territory, and for 
other parpooee oe the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8319) granti 
a pendion of $8 to officers and enlisted men of the military an 
— services of the United States—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 8820) for the improvement of 

the public service, by optional and compulsory retirement of cer- 
tain Governm employees, and for the creation of a fund for 
the benefit of such employees, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 
By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 8321) to authorize the county of 
St. Louis, in the State of Minnesota, to build or authorize the 
building of a foot and wagon bridge across the St. Louis River 
between Minnesota and Wisconsin, at a point near Fond du Lac, 
in said State of Minnesota—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. , 

By Mr. BABCOCK iy caaneet: A bill (H.R. 8322) to incor- 

te the United States Annuity Company, of Washington, D, C.— 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 8323) granting 
condemned cannon, carri , and balls to Nelson Post, No. 40 
Grand Army of the Republic, Bristol, N. H.} for monumental 
purposes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCKE: A bill (H. R. 8324) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to donate four pieces of condemned 
cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to the 
Grant County Union Soldiers’ Monument and Memorial Associa- 
tion of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a resolution (House Res. No. 260) relating to the employ- 
ment of sten hers and typewriters on the Committee on the 
District of Columbia—to the Committee on Accounts. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 


‘ollows: 

The bill (H. R. 8047) for the relief of William J. Norton—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Orne bit i. Boone seo ion to Elizabeth Horrah, 

e (H. R. ) granting a on iza 
widow of Thomas Hicesals oUomeanionen on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 8068) for the relief of Eliza Percival—Commit- 
tee a id Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on ons, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETO, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following | J 


titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8325) for the relief 
of Syivania A. Brown, only surviving heir of the late Lieut. Col. 
William A. McCartney, of the One hundred and thirty-third Penn- 
— Volunteer antry—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 8326) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against the military record of James 
W. McKachney—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. OLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8327) to re- 
move the charge of desertion against the name of John M. . 
late of Company L, Fourth Michigan Cavalry Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 8328) to increase pension of 
John D. Craig--to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. COFFIN: A bill (H. R. 8329) 
= to George W. Speake—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8880) to increase the 


gue an honorable | ha 


Apri 20, 


pepdon of Susan R. Knight—to the Committee on Invalid Pop. 
on: 


8. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Towa: A bill (H. R. 8331) granting ay 
increase of pension 10 Adam Crawshaw—to the Committes oy 
Invalid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. DANFORD: A bill (H. R. 8832) for the relief of James 
se the Committee on ——. Affairs. 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. ) for the relief of Daring 
Adkinson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HEINER of P lvania: A bill (H. R. 8334) for the 
relief of Samuel G. Cook, of 0, Pa.—to the Committee on Ip. 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 8335) for the relief of Jaco} 
Cohen—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 8336) granting a pension to 
Daniel Sullivan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LINNEY: A bill i. R. 8337) for the relief of G. L, 
aaem of Wilkes County, N. C.—to the Committee on Inyaliq 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8338) for the relief of Hezekiah A, Wood—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8339) for the relief of J. Washington Hays— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. d 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8340) for the relief of L. L. Coffey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8341) for the relief of Rebecca E. Coffee, of 
Wilkes County, N. C.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. M EARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8342) for the 
relief of Thomas W. Caldwell—to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. PRICE: A bill > 8343) to remove the charge of de. 

on against Randall th, late a landsman on the U. §. §. 
eee, Arizona, and Sachem—to the Committee on Naval 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 8344) ting an increase of pen- 
—_ to Kitty F. Musselman—to the Sommittes on Invalid — 

ons. 


Mr. RAY: A bill (H. R. 8345) 

8. Murray, late private Eighth New 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 8346) for the relief of Nicolai 
Bros.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H.R. 8347) to remove charge of 
of desertion from record of Conrad Springer—to the Committee 
on Mili ‘Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 8848) granting a pension 
to Charles F. Hamme—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill s . 8349) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against Fitzpatrick—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 


ting a pension to Hen 
ork Independent Battery 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following eons and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNEY: Resolutions of citizens of Wisconsin, relat- 
ing to the Armenian outrages—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 

airs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: Petition of the Boston Merchants’ Associa- 
tion, of Boston, Mass., urging the establishment of a department 
of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. é 

Also, petition of the Boston Merchants’ Association, favoring 
So ne a— of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
on the Ju 

By Mr. BLUE: Resolution of the Commercial Club of Newton, 
Kans., in favor of a bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the 


u h 
Also, resolution of the Commercial Club of Newton, Kans., in 
favor of Senate bill No, 2447, creating a mt of commerce 
and manufactures—to the Committee on ufactures. 
By Mr. CLARK of Iowa: Petition of B. Tracy and others, of 
an a ee for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
and 838, to the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
By Mr. COUSINS (by uest): Petition of D. D. Rorick and 
. : on 0) . D. KOrick 4 
of Oxford J : on, ying for favorable action on 
os. 4566 and 838, Pthe laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and 
Repablic Departenant of a ‘fi ieee cf 
aoe ‘or the passage 0 
House bill No. 1196, for the relief Pilon’ and sailors and their 
heirs, formerly under the act of June 27, 18%), who 
ve from the pension roll or who have been rerated 
thereon at a lower figure, and a standard of rating 
under said act—to the Committee on In Pensions. 
Iowa: Petition of the city council of the «ity 
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of Boone, Iowa, in behalf of the transmississippi and international | pension and bounty money due the estates of deceased colored sol- 
tion at Omaha—to the Committee on Ways and Means. diers to military and educational purposes for the colored peo- 

. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of J. T. McKnight, of | ple—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
, Nebr., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos.| By Mr. PERKINS: Petition of H. H. Crow and others, of Paul- 
4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the | lina, Iowa, praying for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, 
Pos and Post-R us. sca _ | toamend the postal laws relating to second-class matter: also in 

By Mr. HATCH: Petition of citizens of Francisville, Ind., in | favor of bill No. 888, to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half 
favor of bills Nos. 4566 and 838, to amend the postal laws—to the | ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Su By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of the Young Men’s Christian 

By Mr. HEINER of Pennsylvania: Petition of 200 citizens of | Association of Butler, Pa., hy J. B. Caruthers, secretary, asking 
Armstrong County, Pa., asking for the passage of House bill No. | favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 
2626, for the tion of mage staples by an export bounty | 1-cent letter —_ per half ounce and to amend the postal laws 
to equalize the benefits an burdens of the protective system—to | relating to second-class and free matter—to the Committee on 
the ittee on Ways and Means. : the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of L. A. Hill and others, of Tabor, By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of Jasper E. Lewis and 138 other vet- 
Iowa, pra for favorable action on House bills Nos. 4566 and | erans of the Union Army, citizens of South Bend, Ind., favoring 
838, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office | the passage of a service-pension bill granting $8 a month to hon- 
and Post- a orably discharged soldiers of the late war—to the Committee on 

By Mr. HYDE: Petitions of citizens of Spokane, Spangle, and | Invalid Pensions. 

L , State of Washington, against permitting the statue of| By Mr. SAUERHERING: Petition of 84 citizens of Wisconsin, 
Phre Marquette to remain in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on | in a = pe assage of a bill for the adoption of the metric 
the Library. ; system—to the Ccmmittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also enn citizens of La Camas, Wash., favoringthepas-| By Mr. SPALDING: Papers to accompany House bill to remove 
sage of feet egretion bill—to the Committee on Immi- | the charge of desertion from the record of Conrad Springer—to 
gration and Naturalization. the Committee on Military Affairs. 

iy Me. JENKINS: Petition of G. A.Sherwood and 41 others, By Mr. TERRY: Petition of the Press Publishing Company, of 
of Emerald, Wis., for the removal of the statue of Marquette from | the State of Arkansas, praying for favorable action on House bills 
Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. “i Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half 
By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of the Minnesota State Historical | ounce, and to amend the postal laws relating to second-class and 
Society, in favor of the Crandall bill, relating to public docu- | free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
ments—to the Committee on Printing. By Mr. THOMAS: Petition of Grange No. 37, Patrons of Hus- 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petitions of J. M. Cavaness, C. E. | bandry, of Wayland, Allegan County, Mich., favoring the pas- 
Moore, Adrian Reynolds, F. W. Frye, W. M. Jones, F. M. Hart-| sage of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural 
ley, and W. M. Graves favoring the passage of House bill No. | staples by an export bounty—to the Committee on Ways and 
4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on | Means. : 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. Also, petition of 50 citizens of Covert, Mich., against the accept- 

_ LAYTON: Resolutions of the New York Board of Trade | ance of a statue of Pére Marquette—to the Committee on the 


and Transportation, for the enactment of a national bank- | Library. 
~~ known as the Torrey bill—to the Committee on the By Mr. TOWNE (by request): Petition of citizens of Morrison 
Judi ’ sas sas County, Minn., protesting against the statue of Pére Marquette 
By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrance and ne of citizens of | remaining in the Capitol of the United States—to the Committee 
New , Il.; also of citizens of Millburn, IIl., respecting | on the Library 
the Marq statue—to the Committee on the Library. 
Also of E. C. Van Ness, of Owosso, Mich., praying for 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide SENATE 
1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and to amend the postal laws =r 
to on and free matter—to the Committee on the TUESDAY, April 21, 1896. 


« By Mr. LOUD: Petition of merchants, manufacturers, and| Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mixpury, D. D. 
shippers; also petition of shipowners; also petition of marine | he Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
insurance companies, all of San Francisco. Cal. fot improvements ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. WoLcort, and by unanimous 
in the harbor of San Francisco—to the Committee on Interstate | ©°mSe™t, the further reading was dispensed with. 
and F Comarnerce. _ The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Journal will, without ob- 
of H. F. Samford, of Chicago, Ill., praying for | J¢¢tion, stand approved. 
> action on House bills Nos. ee oe og to yerwete EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
-cent letter postage per half ounce, and to amend the pos WS | The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
ho. ooo free matter—to the Committee on the meniontion irom the Becretary ot Wer, tranamitting, in compli- 
. ance wi @ requirements 0 e joint resolution approved 
By Mr. MoCALL of ee aro of bana — April 10, 1896, directing the Secretary of War to prepare aaa sub- 
to the a the Judi a onal bankruptcy law— | mit estimates for the improvement of the harbor at Portland, Me., 
Committee of the nt nts’ iad mien | ® letter from the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, upon 
ea resolutions i. oe p= esctgee a aVOFr | the subject; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
yy oy oe the tee eens ii commerce manufac- | to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
ne wane of nied i tion of Th W. Cala He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
oa —— for bi to th an fitee on | “8zY, °F. War, in compliance with the requirements of the joint 
accompany House or his relief—to the Committee on yeniation| epyeoved ril a8, 1896, directing ee Secretary of War 
Affairs. . cause prepared and submit a plan and estimate for the 
a - MoCORMICK: ae of aes ee ae improvement of the Nebraska side of the Missouri River opposite 
for f io ea eee Dilla Nos. — Geen 4 3860 fauee Sioux City, Iowa, transmitting a report of the Chief of Engineers, 
> , , 


United States Army, on the subject; which, on motion of Mr. 
bon vamos te half ounce, —* Pee a ALLEN, was, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
Post-Office and Post-Road matter—to Commi on the! mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
of War, transmitting, in compliance with the requirements 

of the .joint resolution approved April 18, 1896, a report of the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, upon the survey of the 
waterway connecting the waters of Puget Sound, at Salmon Bay, 
with Lakes Union and Washington; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 

to be printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a petition of the 
Chamber of Commerce and Merchants’ Exchange of Cincinnati, 
Ohio; a petition of the Paint, Oil, and Varnish Club of Chicago, 
Il., and a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Pittsburg, Pa., 
praying for the establishment of a d ent of commerce and 
manufactures; which werereferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

















United States, the 
I ask that the amendment be 
oat bil for cuddeation, 
or . 

The P i N'Tyro tempore." Without objection, a new print 
of the bill will beordered, to theamen iment now b 
Mr. McMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom ‘was referred the bill (H. R. 5790) to 
rmit the Pin Com Company to la: er mary 
Prreets in the city of W , to it without amendment. 
Task that the Dill jast reported shall take ft place. 
: that place. 
nitely post peTDENT tempore. If there be no objection, the 
pill (S. ea) to perms the ew 1 iy 
pipes in certain streets in the city of ashington be post- 
poned indefinitely and the bill just reported will take its place 
Mir, McMILLAN, from the four. + District 2 Co 
whom was referred . providing for the 

oe t by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
of the Industrial Home School, and for other pur- 
it without amendment, and submitted a report 


Committee on Commerce, to whom was re- 
submitted by Mr. Quay on the 20th instant. 
te the sundry civil tion bill, the 


pill (H. B. 4968) to Helen A. Jackman, 

aepenent ; Jackman, late of Company 
I, Fourteenth t of Maine Volunteers 

Mr. G@ on Pensions, to whom 


Carlton; 

A bill a to Mrs. Marietta Hayes. 

Mr. G. from Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the bills, submitted adverse reports 


thereon; which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefi- 


hitely: 
1684 ee ean F- Seed, Co - 
wh ie inden walry Volunteers; and 7 


pany : 
al S yd pee eee M. Bliss. 


: 
5 
E 
3 
: 
: 
F 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


A191 





He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1181) to pay the heirs of the late John Roach, deceased, 
$330,151.42 for labor and material, dockage and detention, and 
occupation of yards and shops for the gunboats Chicago, Bosi'on, 
and Atlanta, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 527) for the relief of Margaret C. McKay, 
widow of the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S.515) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen Sexton, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1010) for the relief of the owners and crew of the Hawaiian 
bark Arctic, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1185) granting a pension to Rachel Patton; 

A dill (H. R. 1020) granting an increase of pension to Gilman 
Williams; and 

A bill (H. R. 3189) to increase the pension of John S. Cochenour. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1611) granting a pension to Clarissa E. Hobbs, 

rted it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

6 also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 2645) granting a pension to Jane H. Vandever, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported adversely thereon; and the bills were 
postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (5.1791) granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Bennett; and 

A bill (8. 1808) granting an increase of pension to George K. 
Morgan. 

Mr. PEFFER. Some time ago I reported from the Committee 
on Pensions the bill (8. 1465. ~ranting an increase of pension to 
Elijah A. Gilbert. The bill was accompanied simply by a state- 
ment recommending its passage. I now wish to file a supple- 
mental report setting out the facts in connection with the claim, 
I ask that it may be printed and lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be printed 
under the rule. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2342) granting a pension to Nancy E. Rowe, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 2074) granting a pension to Sarah L. Hively, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (8S. 2763) granting a pension to Silas B. Hen- 
— reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 2529) for the relief of Sarah E. Catton, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3606) granting a pension to 
French W. Thornhill, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a thereon. 

Mr. PER 8, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of James Duke, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CHANDLER, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Hii on the 
15th instant, providing for the construction of tide gates in the 
causeway across Wallabout Channel, Brooklyn, N. Y., intended 
to be to the naval appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 

and ted; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BA , from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the biil (H. R.708) to increase the pension of Albert Ellis, 
revorted it without amen nt, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. BR. 491) ting an increase of pension to Francis Walsh, 
of , Nebr., reported it with an amendment, and sub- 


mitted a rt thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the 14th of April the bill (H. R. 1181) 
for the relief of Maria E. Wilson was reported from the Com- 
mittee on Pensions with an amendment, and on the next day it 
was recommitted to that committee. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Pensions to report it back favorably with an amend- 
ment, as was recommended in the eh ae report. 

PRESID. 


gt 
T pro tempore. bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2711) granting a pension 
to Ira Harris, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 989) to place the name of Fannie Kautz, widow of August 
V. Kautz, deceased, late brigadier-general, United States Army 
retired, on the pension roll at the rate of $175 per month, reported 
it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1124) granting an increase of pension to Albert B. Simp- 
son, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the — resolution (S. R. 124) to 
facilitate the reorganization of the Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, to secure to actual settlers the right to purchase at a price 
not exceeding $2.50 per acre the agricultural lands within its grant, 
and to prohibit said company or any euccessor company from giv- 
ing by consolidation, sale, or other corporate action control of its 
sallrcad to any corporation, company, person, or association of 
persons owning, operating, or controlling a p: el or competing 
ane reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon, 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 17th instant, intended to 
be pro to the sundry civil appropriation bill, the amendment 

Vi that any State having a claim or claims against the 
Bnitea tates shall be given the right within one year to file a 
tition in the Court of Claims and have the same adjudicated and 
Scharnient. reported it without amendment, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 


as agreed to. 

Mr. BRICE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 937) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
E. Comly, widow of Maj. Clifton Comly, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

PORTS OF DELIVERY IN COLORADO. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam directed by the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (8S. 2508) to establish customs ports 
of delivery at Pueblo, Durango, and Leadville, Colo., to report it 
favorably with an amendment. It is purely a local measure, rec- 


ommended by the Treasury a, having reference to the 
of the smelting works 


at different sections of the State of 
Golo oon an ae so that they can all be bonded. I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill ma = upon its passage. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read in full 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Clbgcaka based ave bonchy, spake cuntemne porte of Galivery, sack bunched 
e e of delivery, 

to the port ob Denver, in seta Btate, with all the rights and privileges now 

ot dah cepervice the ceukgeat bomeeas oh salt Puskto, Derenge, tnt Leet 
Pile in the same manner and to the same extent as at Denver. 

Mr, CARTER. The bill relates to a subject which the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. Dusois] has had in charge to some extent, and 
I ask that it may go over until he comes in. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I shall be very glad indeed to move to recon- 
sider its if the Senator from Idaho has the slightest objec- 
tion. I think, does not touch at all the subject to which 
the Senator from Montana refers. It puts the smelters at Pueblo 
and enae on an equality with the smelters at Denver. 

I will state to the Senator in a word that Colorado isin the cus- 
toms district of New Orleans. The Department refuses to put 
employees at meng ate in Colorado except where there are 
ports of delivery. orado is not on the border, it is not on the 
sacle oh Sunwear, Shar tetngs pork of deliver, aon peceanen 
smelters at ver, a of delivery, are 
to bond their warehouses. At these other points, 120 sadlies eas . 
where they are on an equal seeeg they are not tted 
bond, and to See e only effect of the bill. 
mcthing 40 cap, bak I Chall nah have tho dighaah aieastere 
say, bu not have the oO a 
motion to sconmathet, and I will myself make the motion, if 

hereafter desired. 


is 

Mr. CARTER. I understand that a contention exists between 
the Senator from Colorado and the Senator from Idaho relative to 
the a lead ores at the border in Government 
works, which is contended for by the Senator from Idaho. the 
sam at bonded smelters throughout the States, which is con- 
tended for by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator is stating a contention which 
never has arisen, never has been voiced, and never has been 

oat himself. The only point involved % the enol 

ve indicated. ee Se oe 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CARTER. I ask that the bill may be passed over until the 
Senator from Idaho comes in, 


that | it without amendment; 


APRIL 21, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore: There is objection, an 
bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. CARTER su uently said: Upon inquiry [ ascertaj; that 
no objection exists to the repo by the Senator from (5), 
rado [Mr. Wotcort] from the Committee on Finance, ),j | 
renew the request for unanimous consent for its present 1,cjq. 
eration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of ¢), 
Whole, pr ed to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read in fy) 
to the Senate. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. There is an amendment from the committes 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stateq, 

The SECRETARY. e Committee on Finance report to add, aj 
the end of the bill, the following as an additional section: 


Sec. 2. And such other places in the State of Colorado as the Se. 
the Treasury may designate from time to time shall be 
with all the privileges now accorded by law to the port of the 
surveyor of customs of which port shall supervise the customs |usiness 
transacted at such places in the same manner and to the same extent as at 


Denver. 
agreed to. 


d the 


retary of 
rts of delivery 
mver, Colo. the 


The amendment was 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, reqaq 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “‘A bill to establish ens. 
toms ports of delivery at Pueblo, Durango, Leadville, and other 
places in Colorado.” 

MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to pro- 
vide for the proper distribution of the publication entitled Mes. 
sages and Papers of the Presidents, to report it with an amend- 
— I ask that the joint resolution may be considered at this 

e. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
ae proceeded to consider the joint resolution; which was read 
as follows: 


the Senate and House of sentatives 


etc., That the quotas 
mbers, and Delegates tne we 


House Miscellaneous D cument 
No. 210, second session Fifty-third being a compilation the title of 
which is “* Messages and Papers of the ents,” be delivered by the Pub- 
lic Printer. when printed and ready for distribution, to the Superintendent 
of Documents. t the Senators, Members, and Delegates of the Fifty- 
fourth be, and are hereby, authorized to designate to the Superin- 
tendentof its the names of persons to whom their respective quotas of 
said document shall be sent from time to time as the volumes are published. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was to add the 
following proviso: 


Provided, That in the distribution to the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives the fraction in each case shall be delivered _to the compiler: 4nd pro- 
vided further, That the Public Printer shall bind in black half Turkey morocco 
one the use of each 


: r, Member, and Delegate in the Fifty- 
ow 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The joint resolution was reported tothe Senate as amended, and 
the amendment was concurred in. 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the joint reso- 
lution to be read a third time. 

The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

HANDBOOK OF EXPERIMENT STATION WORK. 

Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom was 
referred the f concurrent resolution of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, it without amendment; and it was consid- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

ing), That there 


Resolved 2 OS (the Senate concurri hat 
be printed copies of Bulletin No. 15 of the Office of Exper- 
ot ture, entitled Handbook of 


iporiment Btation Work, of which 24000 copies shall be for the use of the 
members or 6 use o 

of the copies for the use of members of the House of 
Representatives, and copies for the use of the Secretary of Agriculture. 


COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Grar Jan 80, 1896, reported 

it was considered by unanimous con- 
eee Seen eon ce Ta os sesctr, = 
tenn en Fema arte Benen Soa 
from the coutingent fund of the Senate. 


STENOGRAPHER TO COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the of the Senate, to 
whom was the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW ] Fe 12, 1896, to report I 
favorably without amendment, and I for its present consider 
ation: 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved Indian Affairs and is hereby, autho 
ized to ® stenographer, the expense of te sae tb: peid from the 
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PRESIDENT tem . Is there objection to the pres- 
enn consideration of fhe: resolution? : 

Mr. HILL. What is the object of the employment specified in 
= PETTIGREW. Iwill state to the Senator from New York 
that I care nothing whatever about the resolution. I would just 
as s00n have it go over or be mJ . 

Mr. do not care about objecting to it. ; é 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What the Committee on Indian Affairs 
needs is an assistant clerk. There is more work in the committee 
than one man can do. Ihave been hiring some one at my own 


a the entire session. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 
Mr. IS. Is the resolution reported from the Committee 
to Audit and Contra! the Contingent ses of the Senate? 
The PRESID pro tempore. It is reported from that com- 
mittee. Is there objection to its present consideration? 














The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting to the 
American Invalid Aid Society of Boston, Mass., the abandoned 
Fort Marcy Military Reservation, in New Mexico, for the purpose 
of a national sanitarium for the treatment of pulmonary diseases.” 

PACIFIC RAILROADS. 

Mr. PUGH. Yesterday I agreed to withhold the minority re- 
port of my colleague [Mr. MorGAN] adverse to Senate bill 2894, 
etc., until the majority report is ready to be presented by the 
chairman of the Committee on Pacific Railroads. My colleague 
left the city to-day at 11.30, and before leaving he addressed me 
the following note: 


Please file my report adverse to Senate bill No. 2894 to-day and ask that it 
be printed. It has reference to three bills reported to the Senate by the Com 


ution was consid by unanimous consent, and | mittee on Pacific Railroads and placed on the Calendar, and is not merely a 
The = y f response to Senate bill 2804, which was not introduced in the Senate and was 
agreed never seen or discussed by me. 


HEARING BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PATENTS. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent ——— of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submi by Mr. PLatr February 17, 1896, reported 
it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as ere se ae 

Resolved, That rempio 
Committee on Deteote of Corkion interested ig tee bill (8, MoD) feeetee ree 
of Daniel Drawbaugh be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

HEARINGS ON UNIVERSITY OF THE UNITED STATES. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. KyLe March 23, 1896, reported it 
without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to, as follows: 
antonella tl Haeahin e Unley of ts Gatien Saneea jas 
interested in the bill (S. 1202) to establish a university of the United States 
be paid from the t fund of the Senate. 

COMMITTEE ON CONSTRUCTION OF THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the sernanns Mapencce of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submi by Mr. Moraan February 7, 1896, re- 
ported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent and agreed to, as follows: 
eo te Eek Opetivantion of the Hicareqnan Cnuel is authorised to caploy 6 


whose compensation be paid out of the contingent fund 
of the Senate. 


NATIONAL SANITARIUM IN NEW MEXICO. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam unanimously directed by the Committee on 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2593) granting to 

the American Invalid Aid Society, of Boston, Mass., the abandoned 
Fort Stanton Mili Reservation, in New Mexico, for the pur- 
pose of a national tarium for the treatment of pulmonary dis- 
eases, to report it favorably with an amendment, and I ask for its 


Upon that statement of my colleague, I present the minority 
report signed by him, and ask that it be printed in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
presents a minority report, as indicated, in behalf of his colleague 
and asks that it be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. PUGH. The minority report comprises only 36 pages. My 
colleague does not ask that the whole document be printed. . 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Therequestis that it be printed 
in the REcorD? 

Mr. PUGH. That it be printed in the Recorp. My colleague 
says the bills to which it relates have been printed in the Recorp 
and he desires to have the minority report printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object for two reasons, which I should 
like to state to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. PUGH. I can not hear the Senator from New Hampshire, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I object to printing in the Recorp for two 
reasons. One is, I do not think the Recorp should be cumbered 
by the majority and the minority reports. They would appear in 
fine type and nobody would read them. When Senators want 
them they will inquire for the document and read them in that 
form. Secondly, while the bill reported by the majority of the 
committee is printed in the REcorD, the majority report itself is 
not yet printed in the RecorD, and it would be unprecedented to 
print the minority report in advance of the majority report. 

Mr. PUGH. I donot understand from the note of my colleague 
that the minority report has any relation at all to the majority 
report upon Senate bill 2894. It is his view upon the whole sys- 
tem of legislation embodied in the three bills which are now on 
the Calendar of the Senate. His report is not directed to the bill to 
which the majority report relates, because he says he has never 
seen that bill, that he never read it, and never discussed it in the 
committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I do not see why it should be put 
into the Recorp. If, when the bill comes up for discussion, the 


: 


present consideration. pene nn For ee a ~ it is ogee that a paper 
ving his views sha read, I certainly would not object to it, 
eae oe Pollo en Fort Stanton R a but here are 36 printed pages with a vast mass of matter accom- 
and all the improvements thereon, situated in the Terri of New Mexico’ | Panying, and in the interest of keeping the Recorp within reason- 
be, and the same is pee - fed to the American Inv id Aid Society, of =— ae I think a to object, in a ae of anything 
Boston, upon ons ety es an n- | from the majority of the committee printed in the Recorb upon 
a See Tat ld eee tothe thon deere tea ae; | which to found this request. 
after of this act accept this grant and shall establish on said reser- The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made to printing 
rane te ee parpose Berets nesnens cad Veanacer the said | the views of the minority in the Recorp. 
See ceeee ve be eaod, by ante Bintes ” PUrposes | Mr. PUGH. My colleague requests that his views be printed. 


Mr. PLATT. That is nota request that his views be printed in 
the Recorp. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. That is the usual request made 
when areportisoffered. The views of the minority are presented, 
and they will be printed. 


The PRESIDENT tem . Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 7 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
proceeded to consider the bill. 


ve 
| 
3 
: 
z 
2 
& 
: 


strike 5 . Mr. GEAR. I will state in reference to the report offered by 
‘aon at tee iilitery Reservatir a read the Senator from Alabama, that I understand it is the report of 
Mr. GRAY. Ido not dthat. Will theSenator state the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] who is ill, and relates 
the m of it? to ST the Baaator fre eo Nebraska | Mr. THurs- 
TON e Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], and the Senator 

en erence © tho Renetcs trom Delaware, from Maine [Mr. Frye}. It has no direct connection with the 


bill reported by the majority of the committee. The reason why 
the Senator jm Alabama, did not see the bill is because he was 
confined to his house for the last ten days or two weeks and has 
not been able to meet with the committee. What may be his 
views on the subject of the bill reported Ido not know. The ma- 
jority of the committee shall not ask to have their report printed 








mn ak aterry Invalid Aid Society. It consists of 
Dr. ard Everett Hale, Hezekiah Butterworth—— 


» 
understand that; but I ask as to the amendment. 
/ The amendment is simply to give the Fort 
vy. tion at Santa Fe. It has been found that 
m Military Reservation is a hundred miles or more 


ailr hence applicable m the Recorp. It will be printed as an ordinary document. 
the s ae Sass merertenaea te acing to've ae MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
the a Fe if it is not given to this very laudable pur-| A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
rant are agreed it is better to have the pro- | Brown1na, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
made, the bill (S. 1353) to revive and reenact the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
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authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark.,” 
approved March 2, 1891. 

Phe e message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 7140) granting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 8262) authorizing and directing the Secretary. of 
the Navy to furnish condemned cannon to certain Grand Army 
posts, a monument association, and an army post; and 

A bill (H. R. 83138) authorizing the transfer of a cannon from 
the mee _— Arsenal, Rock Island, Dil, to Grant Park, in 
Galena, Tl 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the S: r of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolutions; and 
they were thereupon signed by the President ~ | tempore: 

A bill (8. 69) to authorize the e Interior to settle 
the claims of the 1} representatives of ‘s. W. Marston, late 
pa seo States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for services 


~*~ S 

island of Yerba na (or Goat Island), in the harbor of San 
Cal., and for other purposes; 

A bill . R. 865) to fix the date of the discharge of Thomas 


Johnson 
Pt. bill (a. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 


A joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863; 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to t four members of the 
Board of anges for the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers; and 
A joint resolution (H. Res. 163) to amend an act roved 
A t ; an een , making appropriations for fortifications other 

0 ‘ense, etc. 


S. 744) Mas oviding for a naval training station on the 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 2908) to increase the pension 

of Sarah , widow of Benjamin Q. A. Gresham; 

which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee | in 
on Pensions, 

‘ iieciee eeiensh a bill 
kin of Christian Reimers; w: en Sees by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on 

Mr. HOAR introduced a we (S. 2905) for the relief of Mrs. 
L. A. Barber; which was read twice by its title,and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2906) for the establish- 
persis ype pinnae sar tee Fear River, near Wil- 
mington, N. C.; which was read twice by ite title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (8. 2907) an increase of 

its title, and 


pension to I. ©. ; which was 

rT BEIGE ote Sul Si) erenting a pin to 
nced a gran 

- sen emt eee 


idle sal ahaed tome 


pension to Mrs. Essie 
its title, and referred to the 


Mont oe he its title, mage ge ie 


Gomnpattere on Pensions, 2912) increasing the of 
cians C Danae: alld ce aa pees te ,and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 
submitted two niu intended to be 


nti 


Committee on 
He also introduced a bill (S. a a 
E. Powell; = es —_ twice 


on be printed. 
5 him to the 
b ot ——— 
eS eae ee 
and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. CALL submitted an amendment 


amendment intended hich was Fo 
fared 0 tho appropriation bill; w re- 
ins Cammalinen an peeepliptionn, tal 


(8.2904) for the relief of the next of | be 


CHARLES E, JONES. 
Mr. BAKER. A few days since the Senate passed a bill for t)o 
relief of Charles E. Jones. Noamount was stated in the bil] +),.,; 
a. He was "for hi to a status in the Pension Bury. . 
t being necessa: to prove his claim in the Pensio, |); 
reau, he desires ees ae > Gockice of the Sec. 
retary of the Senate be  Commetond to the oner of P 
sions to be co as testimony in his case. I ask that a) 
order ma a a 


The P’ tempore. Without objection, an orjc 
sig Ges anaah all hacameee e hemes tered. sree 


MARY J, HICKMAN, 


Mr. GORMAN submitted the following resolution; which wa; 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin 


rent 


the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is here thor 
te pay Soe Se sieaitecee mn ot he contingent: =) : 
J. Hickman, widow Anthony an, late a laborer 
in in of the Senate, amount 
in charge of ara a ie sai * 
uneral expenses and allowances. 


sum to be considered as in 
lieu of all f 


JUDGMENTS OF COURT OF CLAIMS, 


Mr. HILL submitted the in which was con- 
sidered by pene consent, and agreed to 
the Senate a list of eo 7, the Treasury be 3 eet ioe 
thone heretofore sansmuitted, and which require an appropriation for their 
REPORT ON THE NICARAGUA CANAL. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; 
ee aL eaa 
Ludlow, Budicots and, 3 nae 


Oeits Si te be the ene 
use of the Senate. 


hich 


ene by Me ssrs, 
upon the Nicaracua 
the same, 6 000 of 


mee oat plane Representatives and 4,00) for the 


NATIONAL NEW HAVEN BANK. 

Mr. PLATT. On the 17th of A the Senate passed, upon my 
motion, the es 1865) for the of the National New Haven 
Bank of the State of Connecticut. I find that there is a mistake 

in the corporate name of the bank. I therefore move that the 
votes by which the bill was ordered to a third reading and j)assed 
reconsidered. The bill is still oe oF the Senate. 
The motion to reconsider was agreed to 
Mr. PLATT. In line Imove to strike out the words “ National 
insert in lieu the words ‘‘ National New 
— 


The am 
The bill was read the ireisiaiineiiit 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
te, A DS seeeins,  £ E. Betewn Post, No. 42, 
Grand Army of the iblic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon was read twice by its title, and re- 
Th bil (HH. 8202) authorizing and directing tho So tary of 
e retary 0 
the ae cannon to certain Grand Army 
coealation adil 


ts, a monument Aaa twice 
tts title, and roleraed te the Comadinne on aval Affairs. 
UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY LANDS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheChair lays before the Sen 
abst siaedines near caer Gemineianaas dey, which wil be 


The Secretary. A resolution, by Mr. WARREN, directing the 
Beene eS ee orders to the ge 
the Land Office suspending work e Union 
lists now on file, embracing yienda along the 


Nebraska. 

Senator from Wroseiner tits es a) 
Senator from . ARREN | 15 
that the Taliiin mae os.oree without 
aot... I caught 

I should like to have it read 


tempore. The Senator from Wyom'ns 
Senator from Washington asks unanin 
ee rere nee tae Ss place 
‘es, sir. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection? The ():.' 
beans ment, anil thie Sb colinell. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


House Mr. W. J. 
Clerk, Get is Foes bad pasced 


ate to supply deficiencies 
in the appeopeiations for tee year ending June 30, 189, and 
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prior and for other purposes; in which it requested the 
ane the Senate. 
GROUND MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. CANNON, I ask unanimous consent to call up from the 
table the joint resolution (S. R. 135) providing for the appoint. 
of a commission to re upon the practicability of estab- 
lishing near Washington, D. C., a ground map of the United 
States, that I may submit a few observations upon that proposed 
measure. 1ask that the joint resolution be read in full for the 
information of the Senate. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

That a commission of five citizens of the 

Ctl Sites te mes be et the following manner: La ome 

bors to be SEMaaty tha Mesalcer of the Honne ot epeeesmtatives, 

conte c the Bene : To examine into and to report to Congress 

“ atthe United States of pelsinanomen 

of ob Washing Se an cueinas for square mile of actual area, said 

be as nearly as may be our centr] ip auaiseere, reproducing 

ground map other on scale, the boun and the topograph 

onsteeees ies, bills, and valleys, foreste. invent sod otreama, 
aint fling and that said commission 

Mr. CANNON. Do I understand that I have the 
the Senate to with some brief observations on this subject? 

The P pro tempore. The Senator from Utah asks 
unanimous consent that he may address the Senate at this time on 
the joint resolution. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

tr. CANNON. Mr. President, I shall move that the joint res- 
olution be referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds at the conclusion of my remarks. 
will be observed, Mr. President, from a reading of this reso- 
purpose is to provide for the creation 
of @ certain = regarding what I be- 
lieve to be a most desirable object. It will also be observed that 
will be entailed upon the National Treasury if this 
shall be , except by further specific action 
by Congress to that , 

The I have in view ultimately by this resolution is to 
establishment at or near the capital of our nation of a 
ee which shall in general and 

detail a com sive view of the vast domain within the 
United States pro To provide so large a 





permission of 


as this the 1 be required 625 
pn u witch would be projected all the omapeahial lines, 
all the , and what makers call the culture of the 


tate lines there would run foot- 
80 the pass around each State, and 
the larger States, where such paths would not interfere 
the culture 


with or . 
Mr. Present pen such a tract there would first be established 
- United States, ~~ miles in length of land 


boundaries, and then from t sea level on 
SEITE: ten Wroclsuntad colic, to: show the qreates 
, ow greatest 

attained ng of our mountains, 
season of year might be selected for representation, 
either the awakening or the ing summer or the serene 

; June, ch is, generally 
the year in the United 







illuminated at night. 
cont aia gualeahle, Mr. t, with the skill now at the 
of our scientists, to thus reproduce the country. to give 
for Seneee aR qreter punpcess than imac 
diate so great a to the people of the 
The commission to be appointed would inquire into three propo- 
sitions: T "he cost, and the advisability of such 
8 projec under the head of ‘‘ ity ” the 
and tions; inasmuch as it is not wise at this 
time ork of , I will simply state, 
Mr. eeercanee Weelteneny om these ts tha 
he cost be extravagant nor will there be any physical 


way of such a proposed production 
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or administrative officers are not confronted by problems which 
could be more speedily, more justly, and more intelligently settled 
by reference to a map of this character. 

It is not for me to reflect upon the general intelligence of the 
people of the United States of America; but our country has grown 
so fast and so rapidly that it has passed the possibility of » man 





engaged in active public, professional, or business life—and there- 
fore moving forward the many interests of the people of the United 
States—toso keep himself informed as to be thoroughly conversant 


with even the physical development of the country over which 
legislative and administrative officers preside, and for which they 
perform such signal service. A map of this character would at 
once, upon visiting it, convey to the mind of the observer some 
correct and comprehensive idea of any physical question under 
consideration. There is not anything pertaining to railroads, in- 
ternal navigation, public improvement, or to any other physical 
ae requiring conversance with the physical conditions 
of the United States but that will be settled by reference to such 
@ map if established. 

Mr. President, I listened not long since to a very interesting 
address on the subject of fortifications in this Senate, Coming 
from the vast West, without any intimate knowledge of the de- 
mands of the seacoasts of the United States, it was practically 
impossible, except in the most general way, to receive even from 
the learned Senator who addressed this body an idea of the require- 
ments for the national safety on the seaboard. 

Our seacoast, Mr. President, is 5,300 miles long in the main, and, 
including indentations, is 21,000 miles in length. To defend that 
we have 70 forts in ater or lesser degree of inefliciency—so 
generally inefficient that we could not kill an attacking enemy 
with even civilized raga. We have some 124 war vessels to 
guard that long line of coast as against the 489 which England 
possesses. One visit to a map of this character would convey 
more information of the actual need or give demonstration of 
the correctness of addresses delivered on the subject more com- 
prehensively than hours and hours of talk in both branches of 
Congress. 

Any member of the legislative body, any citizen of the United 
States visiting here from any section of the country, could gain 
an idea of the requirements of any part of the West or of the 
East. People from the Mississippi Valley and from the farther 
West could see represented the towns where are manufactured 
$9,000,000,000 worth of products per annum, the result of quin- 
tupled powers within the generation of men now living. People 
from the East could see the wonderful growth in that vast West 
which is opening, with its possibilities of homesteads for all the 

ple of the United States who shall have the desire and energy 
become independent owners of their country’s soil. 

We have arrived at an hour when the renaissance of home 
seeking is necessary. Wo have 12,600,000 families, according to 
the last census, and only 11 40v,000 dwellings in the United States, 
Somewhere within 2,000,000 families in this country dwell under 
the same roof with other families, thus destroying the sweetest 
sanctity of home life. 

There is in the vast West of public lands yet unoccupied nearly 
1,000,000 square miles, sufficient in that arid and semiarid region 
to give to 16,000,000 home owners each a farm of 20 acres. In 
1850 we had buta million and a half of farms in the United States. 


i Now we have more than four and one-half millions, and from 


those homestead farms have come up hundreds of great soldiers 
of civilization, Mr. President, who, had they been reared in the 
crowded cities of the East, where humanity grows cheaper year 
by year because of its superabundance, might, many of them, have 
servitors of sovereigns. We should so incite the 
thought and the sentiment of the people in this country that we 
shall re-create the ambition of home owning, adding strength to 
the mightiest bulwark of this great empire of freedom. 
Historians have noted that the highest civilization of . past ages 
was reached in rainless lands. There is a reason for that, Mr. 
President, because in lands where God sends the rain to enrich 
the soil the tiller of the soil is enervated. He goes out and looks 
up to the sky and says to his sons, ‘‘ Well, please God, send arain 
storm and we will make a crop,” or, ‘‘ Please God, no more rain 
and our crop will be saved.” Butin rainless lands, where irriga- 
tion is practiced, the husbandman at 6 o’clock in the morning 
says, Up boys and turn the water on, and by our own energy 
we will make a crop;” and crop failuresare never known. There 
is thus a significant physical reason why in rainless lands men 
should develop to a stancher and more self-reliant type. The 
men who are dons developing would prefer that rain should come, 
but in the centuries the result will be shown; and in the great 
arid uplands of our country, where the soil is nearer to the stars, 
there may be developed some of the greatest and highest effects 
of our civilization. It is to such waiting and welcoming lands 
that we should direct the attention of the masses of this country, 
that we may stay the swelling of that army of discontent, whose 
banner is rags, whose courage is only despair, and whose battle 
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cry is merely destruction of the thing that is. 
the time, and anything which can draw the attention of the 
masses of this country to the opportunities which exist for home 
getting will add more than any other one thing I can conceive of 
to benefit and to bless the nation. 

Mr. President, upon such a map would be spread out a showing 
of the 236,000 schoolhouses in the United States, where there are 


It is growing all 


ee, Beyer by the State more than 12,000,000 of those people 
who have the Godlik e possibilities of the future, the children wee 
oing to do what we of the older generation thought we would 
ut which we have failed to accomplish. 
r. President, while all these practical questions are > 
sented, there is one more of greater importance. I think it is de- 
sirable at the present time to give some common, patriotic impul- 
sion to the thought of the people of the United States. We grow 
a in our consciousness of our duty toward Government. 
e scientist says that the day has almost come when a student 
will give his whole lifetime to the study of a bee’s foot. Because 
of the wonderful trend to aes in all the departments of 
life, and notwithstanding the facilities for intercommunication, 
notwithstanding the wonderful diffusiveness of the daily papers, 
which furnish information, and sometimes misinformation, to the 
popular mind, it is a fact that men are raising around themselves 
a necessary environment, narrowing all the time in their appre- 
ciation of the wants of others with the growth and wonders of 
our civilization. And anything which can have a tendency to 
promote thought of the common duty of all the people to the 
common end, anything which can show every man who shall care 
to open his eyes and see, the wonder of his duty toward a country 
comprising such a vast variety of soil and climate with such a 
vast variety of needs, certainly is desirable. 

Mr. President, every man in the nation should feel by example 
made to his physical sense, if he does not obtain it otherwise, that 
he is a part of a great monument like that which stands here upon 
the reservation—square, white, and majestic—every stone of which 
is abso.ately necessary to its perpetuity and to its stability. 

Upon this map, Mr. President, would be displayed all the colors 
of all the earth and its culture within our confines—the red soil of 
the lands east of the Alleghanies, the black loam of the — 
Valley, and the rainbow tints of the Colorado chasms of the far- 
ther West. Vineyards and sand dunes would be shown; the cot- 
ton fields whitening to their ripeness; the rice plantations and 
the fields of grain. a the Great Lakes of the country would 
stand at moor the 8 Which give to our internal commerce 
greater facilities on water than is known on all the oceans of the 
world. Wewould have the Detroit River, with its chain of steam- 
boats, showing to the actual physical sense of the observer that 
way which carries more commerce than any other si space 
of water on the globe. 

I have said, however, that the physical advantages and the ed- 
ucational results to be attained are not so t, in my humble 
judgment, as the patriotic advantage to the coun to have 
— a oe established “ oe ~ Se . eee 

tes, kept in good repair up te, with pro yan a 
tendant furnished by each State to give the information of changes 
so fast as they occur. I would hope, if such a map were estab- 
lished, that there might be some margin left to the north and to 
the south where extensions of the map might occur. I would h 
that the patriotic scientists of this commission, if they finally de- 
cide to recommend to Congress, and if the idea should be carried 
out under their direction, would leave a little space off to the far 
southeast corner, from which ht rise some time in the dear sis- 
terhood of republics, if not in t dearer sisterhood of States, 
crucified Cuba. When 
haps some time her sacrificial ruby flow will mingle with the 
sacred scarlet of our own flag. 

Mr. President, I would hope that the representatives of other 
lands lying to the north and the far south, g at such a dem- 
onstration as this 
and twenty years of free civilization, will take heart of hope and, 
as our fathers did and dared, will themselves do and dare untilno 
throne of earth shall cast its shadow on this hemisphere. 

I move that the joint resolution be referred to the Committee on 

blic Buildings and Grounds. 

The motion was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 8298 ees tions to supply deficien- 
cies in the appropriations for tse ending itm 80, 1896, 
and for prior years, and for other purposes, was read twice by i 
title, and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 


BVT. COL, THOMAS P. O'REILLY. 
GREW. I eo Senate proceed to the con- 


Mr. PETTI 
sideration of on bill. 
Mr, SMITH consent for the consideration of 


os 
oO 
M 


the Indian ap 
Task 


i . Tas 
@ bill which will not occasion any debate. 


the wound in her side shall be healed, per- | disa 


map would be of the miracle of one hundred 


its | fited these 


Mr. PETTIGRHW. I shall have to object to any order of busi. 
ness except the praene bill. 

The PRESID. CER (Mr. Burrows in thechair), The 
Senator from South Dakota ob; 

Mr. SMITH. 1 will wn Ay e Senator from South Dakota that 
as I must leave the Senate for a few days, and this bill wil! not 
-_ to any debate, I should like to have it taken up and disposeq 
of now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield for that purpose? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will yield to the Senator from New Jor. 
sey on his statement that he wishes to leave the city. 

r. SMITH. I ask unanimous consent for the ae consid- 
— of the bill (8S. 559) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas p, 
eilly. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authorizog 


to appoint Thomas P. ot second lieutenant in the Twenty-second 
Infantry of the Army, a first tenant in the Army, and to place him upon 


me nw p ARAL ene grade, the retired being thereby 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 
third time, and passed. _ 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Inow move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the Indian a tion bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
a Whole, es ee of the eo R. 6249) mak- 
ng approp ons for current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian ent and fulfilling wy stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 
ee the pending question being on the amendment submit- 
ted by Mr. SHeRMAN to the amendment of the Committee on Ap- 
riations, on page 56, line 5, after the word “‘ persons,” to strike 

out ‘‘and not to their assignees”; so as to read: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
<= pay to the following persons immediately upon the passage of this 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, yesterday when interrupted I 
was about presenting to the Senate my views of the actual condi- 
i ef the Old Settler Indians and their relations to the United 

tes. : 


These persons made contracts that were sanctioned by the United States, 
and among the contracts which were made,I infer from the sugvestion of 
the Senator from Missouri (Mr. CocKRELL), there was an order or resolu- 
“tion of oe group ee per —— < aasever might be 
realized compensate attorne or compensa’ particular attorne 
with whom the contract was mate. “ited 


This group of had rights, somewhat tows, as I sup- 
posed at the time. They were to a limited extent by 
the Department of the Interior as having some capacity to con- 


tract. I apprehend that as a matter of pure law they had no such 
power. Lapprehend that the Secretaries of the Interior recog- 
nized them somewhat of necessity, and treated these contracts as 
having some binding force. .But the particular idea I wanted to 
present was that ee See of making contracts 
that ought to bind anybody; that they were under the protection of 
the United States, as we sometimes say, as persons laboring under 

is ae are under the protection of a chancellor, ot rule 
being, as in , that where an incapa © person—as, [or 1n- 
Sea, nuaie- ae oaatinoaatie capable of contract- 
=o court will recognize the contract if it is for the benefit vf the 
minor or the ble. Isuppose it was in that view or to that 


extent and with limitation that the Secretaries of the Interior 
recognized this contract as it t to be enforced upon principles 
of sooty and according to the of the courts of equity— 
that is, to the extent that the persons who have served this group 


of individuals are entitled to 
merits and should = that w 
it Bae aout aseicaialiaae tracts; but the United 
e ve an con ; but the Unite 
Staves haben tae trustee, having complete jurisdiction over this 
subject, stands in the place of a vigilant, earnest, careful trustee, 
g all that has been done to the extent that it has bene- 
persons and that the fund shaii be made to pay these 
persons for the services actually rendered. That is the extent to 
which I am to concede any right to these attorneys, who- 


ee 

er nited States in ee itis fond =I sree 
the fund apart expenses, the 35 per cent— 

un of the fund, and, as i have maintained, ought to aimin- 


it upon principles of equity and justice. The laws that have 


m to the extent of their 
they reasonably deserve to 
I can not conceive that 
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been passed in regard to this subject—I of them without 
reference to any particular statute—confided the execution of this 


































of claims ‘or destroys the defenses, furnishes statutes of limita- 
es co Hen ae oo ly the — = evidence lost. Why is it that these 
trust to the Departmen e or, an © Secretary 0 @ | claims have n withheld until now? Why have not those per- 
ie became the representative at once of the justice of the | sons submitted them to the adjudication of the Comaniaalomer of 
United and he is bound, or the United States is bound in | Indian Affairs, the guardian of this fund selected by Congress, 
him, to see to it that absolute justice is done to all | selected by the United States, which is under the highest obliga- 
claim these funds as well as to those to whom the | tion to be just and to discharge all just obligations? Twenty 
ultimately belongs. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. | thousand dollars of these claims has never been presented to the 
PerTiGReW said on ao no part of this fund will ever | Department of the Interior, from which I infer-—— 

Indians. If pa aieerees fear it is true; if _ Mr. TELLER. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me, he 
it is an assertion of a legal proposition, tfully contest it. | is mistaken about that. They were presented, but not until after 
This fund belongs to these tribes, and upon the basis of the con- | the adjudication was made by the Secretary. 
tract, because, as I understand the statement of the Senator from | Mr. PALMER. I beg pardon. 

Missouri [Mr. commen, 3 is that 35 per cent, orsomuch thereof} Mr, TELLER. I understand the reason why two were not pre- 
as may be necessary, shall be set apart. It was not a contract | sented is, that the administrators were not aware that the matter 
with anybody; at least there is no contract anywhere to be found | was being considered. When they did find it out they presented 

in any of the papers by which any particular person acquired the | their claims, so I am informed. 
this fund. It was a mere setting apart,in an| Mr. PALMER. That would make it necessary to modify the 
sense, of money for this purpose, but the ultimate right | generality of my statement. I grant that persons who were ignor- 
to remains belon the Indians. ant of this peculiar method of adjudicating claims are entitled to 
The of the Interior, acting through the Commissioner | the benefit of that plea. It was not a tribunal of general juris- 
of Indian received the claims on this fund and passed | diction, but one of special jurisdiction created for the purpose, 
upon them. He allowed to various persons the amounts which | and, although I do not remember that any such fact appears upon 
upon of equity and justice were due; as, for example, | any of the records which I have examined, yet if supported by 
to one of the claimants—I speak of Mr. Peabody— | proper facts it would be a sufficient reason for not presenting the 

$8,000, and that was supposed to be aaes Somennsen for what- | claim. 

ever service he had rendered the Indians. By reference to the | The argument against the claims growing out of their non- 
pam I hold in my hand, which contains extracts from the | presentation is, that the claimants declined the jurisdiction and 
pambon of the Secretary of the Interior, it will be seen that this | preferred to appeal to Congress, where the facts could only be im- 
was intended to be a final and complete adjustment of the claim poeety known, rather than to appeal to a tribunal where all the 
of Mr. Peabody against the fund. It is true that the Commis- | facts might have been distinctly investigated and a proper con- 
of Indian Affairs rejected the claim altogether, as one | clusion reached. Therefore, whatever may be said by way of ex- 
having no just foundation. It is also true that the Secre of | cuse, it would seem that persons holding claims of this magnitude 
the reversed that finding of the Commissioner of Indian | would have been put upon inquiry; that they would have watched 
Affairs and allowed to Mr. Peabody $8,000. the progress of their claims, and when a plea of the statute of 
Now, what reason can be given for increasing the amount? It | limitations is made to a demand the mere ignorance of the right 
was the United States to a commissioner, if I may use | or of the tribunal has never been regarded as an excuse for not 
that term, ample a to investigate and do justice with | presenting theclaim. The statutes provide for disabilities, non- 
fund and to the claimant. Eight thousand dollars | residence, infancy, and many other things, which may be replied to 
was allowed as full erage. and yet the amendment of the | a plea of the statute of limitations, but this being a tribunal where 


nd 


Committee on Indian to allow him the additional | justice, pure, absolute justice, should be done, I am not disposed to 
sum of $29,000. If he received under the adjudication of the Secre- | adopt that rigid maeny. 
tary of the Interior $8,000 in full of the merits of his claim, upon | I maintain that the fund was only conditionally set apart by the 


what principle can the $29,000 additional be allowed? 
It ge in the course of an examination of the papers that 


most of these ted their claims to the re of 
ball iadet 0 them were passed upon, were adjudicated. 

, because the United States, the trustee of this fund, charged 
the obligation of a to all—just to'the Indians, just 


Indians by a contract which was imperfect of itself. It derived 
its sanction largely from the acquiescence of Congress and the 
agents—the officers of the Department. It ought to be adminis- 
a principles of absolute justice, and no right ought to be 
asse here simply upon the arbitrary ground of contract. 
These persons ought to be paid the amount they reasonably 
deserve to have for their services, and perhaps I may allude to the 


to the claimants—referred the matter toa officer, and these —_— of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, when speaking of 

persons their claims to him. 6 claims were adjudi- | the claim of Mr. Peabody, as illustrating my meaning: 
cated allowed, and so far as the extent of the allow- | 1 am therefore unable to find that Mr. Peabody is entitled to anything 
ance goes were paid. I submit, therefore, that the ultimate | under his contract. He has filed four affidavits of services, neither of which 
balance of the fund after paying the just claims belongs to those | Panjum of his services, and that it would be impossible for Lith ty file a 
from whom the fund was derived—the Old Settlers. statement showing each act of service, with date and fact in detail as re- 
The United States, in the tion of this fund, in the clear | quired by law, and that the best he can do is to give inclusive dates within 
exercise of its determined that the Secretary of the Interior which he rendered service. This he has done in his affidavit of November 
’ ‘ : a 13, 1894; but even in this, asin all his other affidavits, he fails to give even one 

Soquited Gant all claimants should apply to that adjudicating oft | "is tuseaanre ke says tise votwesy coe aces st Dacor 

Oo a uv - n affiday © says tween the dates of December 9, 1882, and 
cer for the adjustment of their clatee Vrhere een > rm ——_ he rendered ae —— C. C. Clements the soem ' rent 
. oO e In or Department; ween January 2%, 1883, and December 12, 1883, 
which were never submitted to the adjudication of the Secretary | he rendered service before the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the Secre- 
of the Interior. I should like to know upon what principle it is | tary of the Interior; that between December 1, 1883, and February 13, 1884, he 
that the committee to allow that class of claims. The | Temdered service in connection with Mr. Wilshire and Mr. Sibbald in advanc- 


| 


eee a competent officer, with authority 


ing the case before committees of Congress, where it was then pending: that 
r 


‘ u during the period from February 13, 1834, to February 9, 1885, he was all read 
to adjust the whole matter. are claimants with claims to a to consult win his associates, and did go consult when desired: that he, from 
considerable togeth ijuris- ‘ebruary 9, until March 8, , while the case was pending before Con- 
Richon amount who have al er declined the 3 gress on the findings of fact by the Court of Claims, was in frequent consul. 


of the t of the Interior, and the committee, upon 
folea ee 


tation with his associates, and aided in all actions possible by appearing 
evidence with have not been furnished, without requir- 1 


rsonally,and whenever it was proper and advan ous to the case for him 
appear, and in furtherance of its rereference to the Court of Claims; that 
after the case was sent to the Court of Claims the second time, he considered 
his work performed, oe he was consulted from time to time between 
March 8, 1889, and April 21, 1891, on which latter date he entered the Govern- 
ment service, where he remained until October 30, 1803, and during which 
i he rendered no service under his contract; that from about November 
1, 1893, until the passage of the act of August 13, 1894, he was in consultation 
with his associates from time to time and rendered service such as was tu the 
best interest of the claim before committees of Congress. 


There are loose, vague specifications, that admit of no absolute 
statement. It is difficult enough, at best, to fix the value of 
ee ee It was said by one of the judges of the Court of 

i a citizen of Illinois, ‘ the way—who has a good deal of 
humor: “‘ What a remarkable thing it is to be a lawyer. No man 
can tell whether the service is worth $40 or $400. It has to be es- 
timated.” That was illustrated very much in a celebrated case in 
which Mr. Lincoln was concerned against the Illinois Central 
Railroad Company, where the elements that enter into the value 
of the services of an attorney were taken into account, were con- 
sidered separately. One of them was the amount involved in the 
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controversy, which necessarily imposes higher responsibilities 
upon the attorney than where the amount is much smaller, and 
that is a part of the theory on which compensation is adjusted. 
Here is a claim of $37,000. I do not speak of this claim because 
I am particularly hostile to it, for I regard them all as being 
alike. Here is a claim made by a party who does not ~— 
does not attempt to specify, except in this loose way—what he did, 
who abandoned the service of client for two years, during 
which time he not only performed no service, but during which it 
would actually have a crime and a misdemeanor under the 
statute to have served his client. This person comes and demands 
$37,000 on an account without There is no le 
example of appearance before any tribunal. I speak now of the 
affidavits—I quote from so much of the affidavits as is i 
in the a of the Commissioner of Indian i 


t 
I mention the case of an attorney who has claims upon 
of the bar at least, not perhaps a brother lawyer, 
-in-law to all lawyers—the claim of Belva A. wood, 
This active and intelligent lawyer claims— 
I read what has been written and printed— 


This active and inte nt lawyer claimed the insignificant sum $80,000 for 
her valuable services. clans wan both the oe 


ected by 
Indian Affairs and the Secretary of the Interior, such satisfactory and 
conclusive reasons —— preclude See 
any act which shall ¢ this moctude the posabaity of Co the moneys 


to these Indians. 
Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator from Illinois —- 
Seopa aaa he refers agreed to accept $1,000 in lieu 


$80, 
Mr. PALMER. I have not the confidence of that sister-in-law 
ion, but I venture to say that she will not be satis- 


it. 
RAY. Why does the Senator from Illinois ‘say “sister- 


ALMER. mm agen me tery apy 
RAY. I beg Senator's pardon, but to whom is he 


, MER. Iam referrin 
I pardon. I 


2 
F 


te 
WB OW.32 


FE 


to Belva A. 


FE 


Lockwood. 
I may be forgiven for any 
mention the name and the sex the 
with 


HE 


FARe 


the Committee on Indian Affairs has simply determined by a proc. 

very fully to consume the fun, 

ve been allowed to them t)5 

final residue. I maintain 

and paid are enough. One hu». 

already been paid out 

the amendment pr. 

8 = par- 

@ proper tribunal 

Yet this is a proposition to add to 

the Peabody claim again. P..-. 

= &@ quantum meruit, 

Doemndetnt of _— to the 

8 terior or 

; Tr to be ample reasonable ¢.2)- 
for the services he had rendered. 

matter in a hasty way, [ 

oceasion when Congr: ss 

further spoliation. 

to the ment 

to-day is that the 

‘hich the claims can 

nature of a court 

areaffected may have notice, may be brouyht 

claimants may be determined by evidence 


interest to what has been so clearly 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and the ar- 
tne peer pom PLATT] and of the 
and it seems to me that the 

we om t the facts 

miry should 

I yy eel, 

rights © parties 

contract. Begin with that way 


as by the rts befor 
it is by William Wi. 
and H. T. Landrum, secretary, 
a sort of contract was made with Mr. 


provided a sum not exceeding 35 per cent of 
amount received should be set for attorneys, but 
‘Senden It was a 
as I understand 
The Supreme 
it, say that these peti- 
all the bene- 
. They say in the 
(148 U. 8., 479): 


as by ail the benedciaries a es = 
as agen 

the amount 
then certain persons who were not represented in 
apne’ ne 3 per cent; and 
awarded to per capita must 
are deprived of 35 
any hearing, with- 
whatever to say whether 
we might stop 
of that contract being absolutely 
the 35 centit should be only 
justand aquantum meruit 
contract we find in it a clause, 
‘Senator from Dlinois, that it is 
be .” It was 
of the convention 
determine just how much 
with the otlier resolu- 
we come down to the 
or, at least, I have 
was read here yes- 
tten or in writ- 
have set aside the 
T do not quote 
understand that to 
The whole pf the 55 per 


. What was left of it. ‘ 
ofcourse. The whole of it 


> honestly, 

have right to 

Tam not here to say that 
was or was not, I have hear! 
a sarees 

a suit in they are in the position of defen" 
to take their property under that contract. 


elit 
} 
é 
8 


He f 


F 
A 
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@ right to have an opportunity to appear and be | lobbyist it could only be corrected by saying that he was assist- 








_—_ Seat ank by their witnesses to show that that | ing in lobbying, that he was assistant to a lobbyist. That was 
was procured improperly? Whether it was properly or the business in which he certainly was engaged. 
improperly procured, Congress is not the La to enforce Mr. Bryan, it is said by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tai- 
contracts or to make them. The enforcement of contract, or LER}, took such an interest in this matter that for years his face 
branch of it, ought to. belong to. some place where the parties | was familiar to every member of either House. How did it be- 
Tay have am to be heard come familiar, Mr. President, except by his engaging in the busi- 
So “ 


in step reason we find here additional ness-of lobbying? The Senator says that at least a hundred times, 
grunts for. demanding aj ial tribunal. The last bill that in all, he-came to visit him while he was Secretary of the Interior 


was before Congress in 1894 seemed to have left itin.a measure to | and while he was a Senator. What was the erraad? Was it the 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, with an appeal to the Secre- | trial of a lawsuit? Wasitanything else but exerting his personal 
tary of the Interior. Aé all events, these parties.acted upon the | influence as a lobbyist with the distinguished Secretary and dis- 
¥ that the Commissioner of Indian Affairsand the Sec-| tinguished Senator? It could be nothing else. I did not know 
retary of the Interior had the right to adjudicate their claims. | Mr. Peabody and did not particularly intend to single him out 
we-find that nearly all these claimants (and I do not | from the rest, but he has been engaged in this service during a 
know but all of them and many more) appeared before the Com- | period of over twelve years. What could he have been doing all 
; _ of Indian Affairs and mted their claims. To be | that time—over twelve years? It is not alleged or stated by any 
sure, the defendants.in the case, the Indians, had no notice of it. | of the distinguished Senators who know him or know the service, 
It was an ex parte hearing. It was a place where their claims 























it is not stated in the testimony of any witness, not even by affi- 
were in. their own favor, nobody had the right | davit, that he spent any twelve years in this service, nor, if t mis- 
to d them. These claims werethere heard and were | take not, is it stated anywhere how much time he spent. It might 
awarded. Lwill reverse the order in which they appear in the | be true, and these affidavits also be true, that he was employed in 
bill. The prin one, Mr. Joel M. Bryan, had his: cause pre- | this matter over twelve years ago, and that once a year he would 
sented there. appeared there, and his claim was examined | spend.a. day upon it. So he could have been engaged in the serv- 
and there, He received upon his claim for his serv- | ice over twelve years. The mere length of time through which 


ices fifty-two thousand and some odd dollars, and it was adjud 
to him. He accepted it. Sens Saseesrene. If L under- 
stand the correctly, it was paid to him. In other words, 
his claim for whatever it was, was awarded $52,000, 

ee ee ne entl and selon 

——— te cnaepe says a ny me 

of ‘can not apport any \y 

differ with the motility coumbiines then have had. 
not that I express any criticism of them, 
I wish to say upon the subject of this 
of examination or criticise their 


this claim was: drizzling through the different Houses is not the 
measure of the compensation of a lobbyist or a lawyer. If it be 
true that the longer a lawyer could keep his client’s case in court 
the more compensation he was entitled. to, then, indeed, it might 
operate to put a premium on the delay of the law. The question 
must be, it seems to me, in considering any one of these cases, 
how much time, diligence, ability, and reputation each man put 
into it; how can we properly judge of these things here in Con- 
greas; have we the machinery or the knowledge by which we may 

etermine them, oris it not proper that it should be referred to a 
judicial tribunal? 

This.claim:of Mr. Peabody was considered by the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs, carefully examined, and, in an elaborate opinion, 
rejected. He appealed to the Secretary of the Interior, and the 
Secretary of the Interior reviews the evidence, weighs the evidence, 
considers the case, and awards him $8,(00, which he accepts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Utah will 
oe suspend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair 

ys before the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Skorerary. A resolution, by Mr. Perrer, providing for 
a committee of ‘ive Senators to investigate and report generally 
all the. material facts.and circumstances cumnental with the sale 
of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iask unanimous consent thatthe unfinished 
business may be passed over without losing its place as the un- 
finished business. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I think that is the understanding. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. asks unanimous consent. that the unfinished business be 
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that he has done it, and that some of this paid for that 
unlawful encroachment, and that the claim of at least one of the 
claimants was:for that purpose. But now he “T mnst have 
the whole of ittfor doing it.” What good would it be to the In- 
dians to have this 35 cent protected against these unlawful 

Twente have some of it, if there should 
be any left over?” 


en pro) thatif there should 
ne ane or get what tliey want, | passed over without losing its place: Is there objection? 
the shall be handed over to Mr. Bryan. It . HILL.. We do not want: any new understanding about it. 
that the claim of Mr. under all these circnmstances I want to stand on tlie old understanding and not make a new one 
not to be allowed in this . i all the time.. There is an understanding now. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I did not ask for any new understanding, 

I refer to the old. one. 

Mr. HILL. One is enongh. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 
The Senator from Utah will proceed. 

Mr. BROWN. All Lask is that that acceptance shall be final. 
I seeno reason why with that acceptance it is proper that he should 
be permitted to. ae& for it.over again. It is said here that it was 
insufficient. It is: among tlie misfortunes. of human trials that 
causes are not aa determined rightly. This is not the only 
plaintiff, thisis notthe only claimant, who has presented an honest 
and claim and: yet has not received the full amount of what 
he thought was.due him. Yet it has been held, by the common 
sense of all mankind, that. when aman does present his claim and it 
-been.once decided and he reeeives the benefit of that decision, 

uth should be estopped forever upon that subject; so with 
the others. It seems to me that they have no legitimate 
come before Congress. Many of them, and I think most 





















Eu 


of them, hold by contract from Joel M. Bryan. Thatisespecially 
true of the last two, in lines 9 and 10, page 57, and. I think of ail 
the rest on page 57. 


2 


w,.L submit to the Senate, what have we todo to enforce the 
contracts of Bryan with the different persons who claim that they 
have made arrangements with him? If he owes them 1 per cent 
or 2 per cent or one-half per cent. of what he receives, the court 
where he lives.is-the proper and. the only tribunal to dispose of 
his. indebtedness.and to test the validity of his contracts. 

Tt has been said here that the Indians are non compos, and 


other 
are liis associates, his 
If it was wrong to call Mr. 





















4200 


therefore we must pass contracts for them and take care of them. 
Does that apply to these claimants and to Mr. Bryan? For aught 
that appears here, they are able to take care of themselves. Iknow 
there has been a peculiar clause put into this amendment, which 
the Senator from Ohio has asked to be stricken out, which is 
found at pase 56, lines 5 and 6, directing the payment to be made 
to the following persons and not to their assignees, as if these per- 
sons were incompetent to assign. And ~~ most of them were 
assignees under Bryan, or contractors under Bryan, in whichever 
capacity, substantially it is the same thing. hy are we asked 
not tor ze any assignment now when the very gist of their 
action under their claim against these Indians was that they are 
the assignees of Mr. Bryan’s right? 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that as we examine into this 
case the reasons and causes that were urged yesterday ae 
only the more prominent. These are claims which sho be 
determined by some court or tribunal, and they are the claims of 
lobbyists whose claims have been once adjudicated and who have 
been in large part paid for their services. 

What I have to say does not apply to one or two whose claims 
are still pending. ndoubtedly the Interior Department will 
take care of them at the proper time. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, after the amendment of the 
Senator from Ohio to the amendment is disposed of,I shall move 
an amendment to the committee amendment and which I will 
ask to have read at this time as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e Secretary will read the pro- 

amendment to the amendment. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Strike out on page 56 all after the word “ that,” in line 4, to and including 
the words “ out of,” in line 7; also all from line 18 on geees so line 14 on page 
57, inclusive, and insert after line 17 on page 56 the following: 

‘Shall remain in the to be available, with 4 per cent interest 
thereon from said need a. _ for the payment of the claims of the par- 
ties meee oe equitably entitled to said balance; and all claimants may bring 
suits therefor in the Court of Claims within three months after the 

consider all existing evidence 
rior t. and such other evidence as may be p’ ly taken. 
and the judgments of said court shall be final and conclusive ritmo appeal 
as to the amount and validity of said claims; and said balance with interest 
thereon shall be paid out in accordance with said judgments without further 
legislation by Congress.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, it seems to me that this 
amendment meets the objection of the Senator from Utah to the 
amendment of the committee. I trust this method of di ing of 
this vexed question will be satisfactory to the Senator from Colo- 
rado and the Committee on Appropriations and to the Committee 
on Indian for the more I consider the propositions upon 
pages 56 and 57 of the bill, which are d ed to commit the Sen- 
ate to a judgment that these particular individuals are entitled to 
these sums and no more, the more am I opposed to having an ad- 
judication of this kind made by the Senate, 

I was struck with one curious incident of this adjudication of 
these claims which has been made by the Committee on A 
—-. It seems that Messrs. Reese H. Voorhees and John 

ul Jones, who had received $32,000 for their services in secur- 

ing the allowance of the Ss were also employed by a further 
contract to defend the Old Settlers nst the unreasonable claims 
of attorneys, and they are to be pai oa for defending the 
Old Settlers from the unreasonable claims of attorneys. Now, 
the Committee on A tions bring in a proposition here 
which wholly nuilifies the services of Messrs. Voorhees and Jones. 
They were successful before the Secretary of the Interior in pre- 
vering the allowance of all the demands which were made upon 
this fund, and they are to be paid $7,003.86 for their success in 
pgs | the Old Settlers from these exorbitant fees; but now 

® 
priations come here and set aside all the results of these attorneys, 
and go on and pay to these claimants the sums which the Secre- 
tary of the Interior has refused to pay them, and in the same bill 
nee to pay Voorhees and Jones $7,003.86 for defending the 

ld Settlers from unreasonable claims. 

It would seem to me as if the employment of Mr. Voorhees 
and Mr. Jones ought to have been 
clients before the Committee on Indian Affairs and the Commit- 

and that there ought to have been another 
particular defense. They defended their clients 
before the Secretary of the Interior and are to be 


aside and nullified by the Committee on Indian | made 


and the Committee on Appropriations? 


mittee on Indian Affairs and the Committee on Appro- | the Sena 
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Mr. President, the more Senators study these items the more 
unwilling will they be to be responsible by their votes for tho 
declaration and the adjudication that those particular men anj 
that particular woman are entitled to the sums which are namej 
here. And the more Senators will investigate the subject tho 
more unwilling will they be to adjudicate that to Joel M. Bryan 
the remainder of this 85 per cent upon $800,000 shall be paij in 
acco ce with the contract which the Senator from South Da- 
kota read to the Senate a ane, for the purpose of showing that 
in no event could the Old Settlers realize anything from the }al- 
ance of the 35 cent. 

As to the claim of Mrs. Lockwood, when I said it had been cnt 
down from ,000 to $1,000, I was not mistaken. e Senator 
from Colo: said she had no contract. I did not say that she 
or abo I said she claimed $80,000, and her claim was cut down to 

Mr. TELLER. I do not hear what the Senator from New 
Hampshire says. If he is addressing his remarks to me I should 
like to hear them. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Colorado said yesterday, 
addressing himself to me: 

If he knew the facts as well as he thinks he knows them he would get along 
a great deal better. 

Nothing disturbs me more, Mr. President, than to have an im- 
putation of ignorance placed wu me by the Senator from Colo- 
rado. Iowe the Senator a debt of gratitude, however, because, 
as he has been in the habit of me from year to year that! 
knew nothing about the silver question, adding occasionally, by 
way of gentle admonition, that I did not desire to know, I have 
been led to study the os yi somewhat, and I wish to say to the 
Senator that the result of my studies of the silver question has 
been different from what en been in this case, to bring me 
nearer to the Senator from Colorado in my views than I should 
ners oon if it had not been, I might add, for his paternal ad- 
mi ons. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I am delighted to hear 
that the Senator has been making progress in that direction. [ 
have been aware of that for some time, and if anything | have 
said has stimulated him I am very glad I said it. (Laughter. | 

Mr. CHANDLER. Faithful, Mr. President, are the wounds of 
a friend, and it is a good thing for aman to be hugged 
ay if he succeeds in getting away with his life. {Laugh- 

I have been investigating this subject since yesterday. 
struck by the fact that these Old Settlers seem to have made a 
contract with Mr. Joel M. Bryan, by which they agreed to give 
to him the balance of this 35 per cent. It struck me as singular 
that after Mr. had been working all these years of his life, 
econ on a contract by which he was 
t of amount recovered, which amounted, 
.81, to $52,025.11, they had on the 28th day of 
1893, made another contract with Mr. to give him 

of the 85 per cent. I say it ck me as very 

Old Settlers had been to do that thing. 

of with which the Senator 

which seems, as he said, to 

a a 7 that it 

persons to whom this money 

inquiry, and I found an afli- 

upon that last aes, y, I think, was 

6 from [Mr. SHourp], but I was in- 

that the original of this affidavit was placed in the hands 

of the Appropriations I shall be obliged to either of 
tors is, and whether or 

. ee cmeniiice: but I 

found this affidavit, I was then led to contemplate this contract, 
ch Senator from South Dakota claims deprives the Uld 


this con ay. a" te 
struggle on 6 part 0 

by Congress was made in 

to the efforts which had been 

by the settlers, or 


after 

. an 

ssa a ei 

made by the Old or 

by the attorneys, or by the lobbyists, or by all of them together— 
settlement was 


a Congress was 
i. that by some 
cent of the $800,000, this 
would go to the Old Set- 
some little remnant of 
So, on the 28th mee 


to Mr. 


it was satisfactorily 4'- 
of this 35 per cent 


ropriation 
wet cat the 23d day 
of this contract of July 
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Mr. TELLER. Mr. Heard was employed by these Indians be- 
fore he was a member of Congress. When he became a member 
of Congress his connection with the matter ceased, and the In- 
dians, recognizing his services, consented that he should have $10,- 
000. Congress passed an act, which originated in the House of 
Representatives, and which passed the Senate, giving him $10,000 
out of thisfund. There can be norefiection upon Mr. Heard. He 
had earned the money and was entitled to it, and everybody, un- 
less it may be the ‘Senator from New Hampshire, agrees that he 
was entitled to it. So that matter ought to be considered settled. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I meant no reflection upon Mr. Heard; 
none whatever. The Senator is too sensitive altogether about 
these claims. I knew very well that this amount had been allowed 
to Mr. Heard after a full debate in the House of Representatives 
as to what should be paid him. When he was going out of Con- 
gress, after many years of service, it was suggested that many 
years before he had done something, some mysterious thing, some 
wonderful service for these Indians, and the House of Representa- 
tives, the Senate concurring, donated him $10,000, equal to the 
amount of his salary as a member of Congress for two years, for 
what he had done away back. I undertake to say the Senator 
from Colorado does not know to this moment what Mr. Heard did. 
He located the service away back in a time almost before the 





os tong is to be adjudicated by this Senate as 
er of said sum of money after poying the 

, be the aie more . less.” e — _ 
pronounce that contract was , was fair, was equitable, 
d ought to be carried out by these special provisions of this act 


1 learn that when the Old Settlers made this new contract they 
su that only one-half of 1 per cent of this 35 ~ cent would 
be eae of by the contract which had m made by 
Mr. Bryan in addition to his own contract of 6} per cent; they 
sup that the barest pittance of this whole sum was to remain, 
and they were induced to agree that Mr. Bryan might have that 
money; whereas in truth and in fact, according to this statement 
made by this tribunal, consisting of the Senator from South 
Dif T am right, about $20,000 under this bil 
there is to go, am right, abou ,000 under this bi 

neon an. aoe epee that there was a half of 1 per cent 
to go to which be $4,000. That was all they supposed 
would to him, and the fact that they made that contract under 

abtaben is a mt from the affidavit, the original of 
which is now on the files, I am informed, of the Committee on 
A i but which has not been submitted to the Senate 
by either of the Senators who have spoken in behalf of this appro- 


! 
g 


priation. I ask that the affidavit may be read. deluge. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- Mr. Heard never brought in any bill for the service until it was 


"The Secretary read as follows: 


CHEROKEE NATION, Tahlequah District: 

Personally before a clerk in and for Tahlequah district, Cherokee 
Nation, came this J. Robertson, R. Wofford, J. M. Smith, John Hen- 
dricks, and , who, after being duly sworn according to law, 


jointly make the statement: ; 
“ members of the ‘Old Settler Cherokees,’ and have been present at 
We are active part in the deliberations and transactions of the 
Cherokees’ during the past twenty years, more or 


“ were present at and icipated in the business done by 
the Oud in 1893, at which time the said council passed a mo- 
tion or allowing J. M. whatever should remain of the 35 per 
cen t t the United States to pay attorneys’ 
fees after all already contracted to be paid had been so paid. We 
further state such action by the ‘Old Settler council’ was had on the 
express understanding that said residue would not exceed one-half of 1 per 
cent, the said J. M. Bryan having there made a report to the effect that 34} 


found that $800,000 were to be appropriated by Congress and that 
there was a bare possibility that some portion of the 35 per cent 
might remain with tlie Old Settlers, and it was determined to 
use that up. So this arrangement was made by which Joel L. 
Baugh was to have $12,000 and John B. Heard was to have $10,000. 
Then the Indians were told that there would be a little remnant 
of one-half of 1 percent, andit was suggested tothem, ‘‘ You are per- 
fectly willing to give that to Mr. Bryan in addition to his $52,000, 
are you not?” e Indians said, ‘‘Certainly,” and so that con- 
tract was made, the Indians believing that it would not amount 
to over $4,000. Now we are to pass this bill, and it is asserted that 
Joel M. Bryan, in addition to his $52,000, is entitled to $20,000 
more than the $52,000, in order that the whole 35 per cent may 
be used up. 

Mr. President, if I were not afraid that I should irritate the 
Senator from Colorado, I would ask him how much Mr. Joel M. 


: 
1 
é 


: 
: 
: 


Per Ga ee poaltively that the said Old Settler Council never allowed or | Bryan is likely to get under this bill. : 

agreed to allow J. M. eny more than the amount named, one-half per r. TELLER. . Bryan should get, I think, about $11,000; 

cont in ae dais had 7 been allowed im. vowed the said 3, | Ut Ween ten and eleven thousand dollars, as I understand. 
S earnestly protest against any further claim being allowed the said J.| Mr, CHANDLER. I thought it was $20,000, but whether it is 
they state not. §. J. ROBERTSON. $20,000 or not, I will call it $11,000, if the Senator says so. It 
JOHN Ge mark) HENDRICKS. | would be altogether more satisfactory if we could have a report 
} we oun ’ showing the reasons why this settlement should be made in this 
LEWIS (his x mark) MILLER. way. It would be altogether more satisfactory, if we are to be 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this the 7th day of March, A. D. 1896. 
Witness my hand and official seal on day an shove has written. 


Clerk Tablequah District. 
By ARCH SPEARS, Deputy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, if the original of that affi- 
davit is in the possession of the Committee on Appropriations, I 
like to have it submitted to the Senate in order that it may 

not be said that this is not a true copy. 
transaction is a sin one. On July 28, 1892, 
came to this resolution, they person- 
resolved that the sum of 1} per cent of the amount due the 
Settler Cherokees be paid to Joel L. Baugh for services ren- 
rendered upon the Old Settlers’ claim, the same 
be deducted out of the 35 per cent set apart for the prosecution 


ete eee, fom the pe rs in the case who Joel L. 
Ba is a relative and connection of Mr. 


the judges, if we are to decide this question as between all of the 
claimants of fees in this case, where it will cost these Indians 
$280,000 lawyers’ fees, and druggists’ fees, and female fees in order 
to get 9 ag on gga ger would be altogether more satis- 
factory if — a report stating why these different amounts 
are to e 
There was $6,000,000 appropriated for the Choctaw and Chick- 
asaw Indians, and $600,000 of that had to be paid out in fees. 
Fortunately we were not called upon to approve the whole sched- 
ule of fees. The $600,000 was put into the hands of Mr. James 
S. Stansley, and he took the larger part of it toSt. Louis and paid 
it out there. He paid out the other portion in Washington, and 
all the lawyers from all parts of the earth, including, I think, 
New York City, were paid out by Mr. Stansley. I should have 
regretted very much if that whole list of lawyers’ fees, for whom 
that $600,000 was paid, had been brought in here by the Appro- 
priations Committee, and we had been obliged to indorse every 
one of those payments by name, as we are here asked. to indorse 
this extraordinary list of attorneys’ fees by the Committee on 
Appropriations to say, in our judgment and by our votes, that 
they are due. 
r. President, I believe that last contract made in 1893 was not 


4 


of and i} per cent would have been $12,000. | binding upon the Indians. I am very anxious to say that I think 
Twelve thousand was to be taken out of the 35 per | it was a fraud upon the Indians. I think I can say that without 
cent for Joel L. Baugh. That would not exhaust the whole 


utting any imputation, which I disclaim, upon the committee. 
e Indians were a set of innocents. The did not know what 
they were doing, and the Committee on Indian Affairs and the 
Committee on Appropriations were a set of innocents when they 
brought in this list and asked us toapproveit. They ought to 
have had counsel, Mr. Voorhees and Mr. Jones, before them, in 
order that they might defend this sum from the claims of all these 
harpies who have m making prey upon it. Mr. Voorhees and 
Mr. Jones have successfully protected the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, and they are paid for it in this bill. Who was there to pro- 
tect these two committees when they undertook to approve and 
adjudicate to be valid this deceptive contract which these Indians 
were induced to make, and when these committees were led to 
ask us to say by our vote that each of these sums of money, and 


i 


, and so John B. Heard, of Missouri, is provided for. 


Beit That the contract entered into July 25, 1898, by and 
zr erase dine pat fe Bh 
ia . Missouri, part, for 

did 
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no more, is due to each one of the distinguished lawyers and asso- 
ciates of the lawyers whose names are contained in this bill? I 
respectfully submit, in all candor, that the Senate of the United 
States ou not to have been put to this test. I submit that this 
money either ought to have been paid over in a lump to Mr. Bryan, 
if he were entitled to it, and he should have been compelled. 
settle with these parties, or the mo ‘should have been left: in 
the hands of the Secretary of the In r, and these parties should 
have been compelled to prove their claims to him, or else the Com- 
mittee on A; tions ought to have brought in a provision 
these claims to - Court of Giiate, where they 


80 elected. Cnanaittos Zot veins tapeet. at report, chon was adopted: 
Among other things in the report was the following: 
TAHLEQUAH, CHEROKER Natron, July 23, 1893. 


Then follows the report of these ie atone ae ee 


ing into all these matters, say: 
Cherokee Nation be reimbursed for 


FO mn erry ye 
suction ti eee be allowed to the Hon. 
St ieoee Sapee, een to the 5¢ per cent already approved, as an additional 

his valuable services. 


the adoption of the following resolutions as embracing the | 


Ceeenes | 
aubntenca of this vepext: 


This is signed by the six members of the committee. Then the The encoutive oeers 


tion: 


proceed to pass this 
Be it weenie, Sint aie Seana nein een see 
force satisfied the residue 


‘or borrowed money and all contracts in 
of the 35 per cent shall be allowed te Hon. J. M. Bryan, commissioner and 
treasurer, as an consideration and valuable services 
as commissioner, delegate, and attorney for the Old Settler Cherokees, 
Then follows this: 
Be eae 
be, and the same are hereby, 

a eer ined: Than 

ee eS 3 

for the Old Settlers in cases. 
wiltere they have faled to strictly comply with tho provisions and conditions 


ne een ame $7,000 was —— to Voorhees and Jones’ 


it 


Fre Peace ile 
a 


; 


bi 
; 


5 


7 


rf 
i 
ee 


: 
u 


FES 


i 


ee 


That all previous acts of the Old Settlers’ councils not 


the committee now allow |. 


APRIL 21, 


Congress, even b 5 
method of comm: aad 


of prececupied 

E had hada large 

cdaim. I believed I 

Sa cea, My present 
earned at the expense of 


a me that [ 
United States may 


If it is sent to the Court of Claims he will die continn- 
ae in this belief, for he will not get a.dollar out of it for five 


aie. GRAY. How — has he 
Mr. PETTIGREW. amma and encores 


nme eee er, that 

ot betore he dies, and he is: willing that it 
be distributed in this way if he can get lis $11,000 —— 
into hi gare “ahnainittaees 
man ; e con an t 
to beat him: out of it: “ean 


- Ibis but: Safientomapetite: say that, when I assumed the masponsibility 


the money & and gave 
eae are 
a 
a 

og lag 

ind consumed ip alland was 


y well to 

heavily in 

oat in im session, I 

taakcing, prob! 850 

fuaking, prot! press- 

Bi ts bitend eoteetaoer of my serv- 
: I wish it to be understood: as part of my 
was I a noncombatant, 

bills by which relief 

ce, made written and oral arg ru 
cone constanty ais 


y interview! 
their action with 


Then. he gives a history of the case in detail, what he did in 
each showing that he spent every moment 
He mode 72 trips from the Indian Ter- 

fe Washington and back. all these facts, know- 
valuable service, knowing that he had talren a contingent 
fortune, tle Cherokee Indians chose to 

as they had a right to 

and contract which it is 

and © eye sete of a lot 
putin Bere by the Senator trem: Weve Hampshire. If 
he ee le would hardly under- 
aie 


a said the Soeretnry allewoik like 6; per cent, or $52,025, 


+ consumed 
ineurved in the Beene “ution of 
rest, and for 


eats the safe conduct 


of this-cnse, 
He not only had ‘his fortune, but he out nearly all of 
e- is here pressing his 
n for the remainder of Tb seems to me, in view 
that there is no le. equitable elaim on the 
a dollar of this money, and that not 4 
anung the attorney an to Bryan, if not distrib- 


Bryan is satisfied that it 
hasoecasion to complain’ 


have not against 

genre who 

Tt seems to me only 

who are igno- 

Seager eee about it, They have 
of diseussion for the purps? 


succeeded in 
on sont jg, and et nd by a bill of 
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full for 


to do is to dispose of this 
and have it done 


ee ee oun to ngaiee words 
that gentlemen who have 
shaper yg are made the object of 
special attack some Senators, it is repeated, notwithstand- 
Wy, the Senate to yesterday, that 

. PALMER], 


the fact that 
report of the Commissioner. 


perPictl 
F se 

i lie 
eli 

i 

: 


; but it was the basis of all the proceedings in 
the courts. else subsequently. I repeat, but for 
oy oy a a 
sented to Congress and the Old Settlers would have lost 








is representing his claim before the mcomittee, and he consents 


that these ple shall have the money and consents to take the 
balance of it. 

Now, what weare contending for I am unable to say, unless, as 
was suggested yesterday, somebody may thinkthatthe Government 
will confiscate this money and keep it itself. It does not belong 
to the Indians. It belongs to the attorneys. It is theirs of right. 
and it ought to be paid to them. They ought not go to the Court 
of Claims, whieh is so filled with business that it will be five vears 
before a decision is reached. Oldman Bryan will be dead. Some 


of the rest of them will be dead. They have rendered service, 
they are entitled to the money, and every year we adjudicate on 
just such evidence claims aggregating millions and millions of 
dollars. 

The Senator from Utah says we are not the proper tribunal. 
We every day take cognizance of claims involving as much money 
as this, because we have the right so to do, and there is no reason 
why we should not settle this question, which is a mere question 
between attorneys, and the attorneys themselves agree to the set- 
tlement. If the nation is trustee, itistrustee for whom? For the 
people who are entitled to the money. Weare not trustees for 
the a who are not entitled to it, but for those whoare. When 
all the people who have contracts, as here represented, who have 
not been paid in full agree among themselves, which they have 
ene done, there is no reason, and there can be none on the 

ace of the earth, why the claim should not be paid. 

Eam very certain that if the Senators who have been contesting 
this claim known as much then as they know now, probably 
they would not have contested it so hotly as they have. I know 
how easy it is whem we get into a controversy to bear it out and 
go with it. I know that in our own profession itis ex- 
ceedingly natural that we should, but after all what good can 
come of ing the claim to the Court of Claims? The division 
is fair. Itis agreed to practically by all. Some of them think 
they do not get enough. They could not get enough. There is 
not money enough to give them under their contracts. There 
have been too many contracts made. 

Mr. PLATT. What right has Congress to send these parties to 
the Court of Claims? How can we oblige the Old Settlers to go 
inte the Court of Claims? 

Mr. TELLER. Isu if we say they have to go there and 

caning else, the poor creatures will have to 


go there. 
Mr. PLATT. Itis not a claim against the United States. 
Mr. TELLER. It is not a claim against the United States. 
Mr. PLATT. It is not a claim against the Cherokee Nation. 
Mr. TELLER. Itis not aclaim against the Cherokee Nation. 


It is a claim inst the fund which we hold as trustees, which 
we are as of settling on the equities of it, the right of it, 
as the Court of Claims. 


Mr. PLATT. The Old Settlers constitute a voluntary associa- 


Mr. TELLER. Thatistrue. This is nothing more to me than 
to any other member of the Senate. I happen to be conversant 
with the services most of these people have rendered. Some of 
them rendered services in the matter before I got into the Interior 
Department, like the two gentlemen in North Carolina who are 
dead. But they rendered the service under a contract which was 
—e and they are entitled to as much as they will get, and 
I have no doubt they are entitled to more. 

Mr. Bryan has given thirty-odd 
paid large sums of money and he will not get any extraordinary 
compensation. fees are not large as [understand fees. They 
would not be regarded in my country as especially large, or in 
Utah, as I recollect, for the amount of service and the time. [ 
think the Senator from Utah would hardly render the service 
these men have rendered and charge less. Unless attorneys’ fees 
in Utah have fallen in the last fifteen years, he would expect 
quite as much as it is proposed to give to these people. They are 
entitled to their money. It would be a great hardship and a 

wrong to send them to the Court of Claims. Of course, if 
they can not have it without going there that is 


rears to this matter: he has 


gress says 
The | the end of it, and they will have to go there and fight it out and 


— the money onag a lot of attorneys. There will be 
gation o 


long li and some the claimants will die before they 
sualien anything from the claims. I believe thatthe two commit- 
tees, acting independently of each other, have arrived at practi- 


cally the same identical conclusion, and I think it is very stramge 
if there can be any better adjudication than that which has been 
made of the claims by those committees. 

Mr. ALLISON. Is there an amendment pending to the amend- 
ment of the committee? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pending amendment is the 


amendment proposed by the Senator io (Mr. Sauruan] 
to the entondmenh of the committee. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Davis Lindsay, 
Allison, Dubois, McMillan, Sewe 
Baker, Elkins, Mantle, Sherman, 
Bate, Faulkner, Martin, Shoup, 
Brice, e, Mills, Teller, 
Brown, ear, Mitchell, Oreg. Turpie, 
Burrow George, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Butler, Gray, Nelson, Wal 
Caffery, Hansbrough, Palmer, White, 
Call, Hawley, Pasco, 
Cannon, Hill, Perkins, 
Carter. Hoar, pettlerew, Woleat 
Chandler, Jones, Ark. 
Shilton, Jones, Nev Pritchard, 

k, yle, Pugh, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-seven Senators have re- 

— ee mane A og a is aoe. , — 
e pending question is upon the amendment pro 
Senator ~ Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] to the amendment of the 
mittee AR ropriations. 
Mr. GEO E What is the amendment? 

Tho PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The Secretary. In lines 5 and 6, page 56, strike out the words 
*‘ and not to their assignees”; go as to read: 

enn Pe Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


ne, ter immediately upon the passage of 
this ac out of th the the balance remaining of the 8 per er cen pS reever er yey. 
he: acini to the amendment was edie 
FE we — DLER. Now I move the amendment which I send 
e 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 


— sowed Hampshire to the amendment of the committee will 


The Secretary read as follows: 


Strike out, on tye the word “ That,” in line 4, to and including 
the words “out of ele te also . 


Peal roma insert adte Tne tt pane 68 tun te aoe os 

ve, an r line 17 on ¢ 

the said August £3, 1804-f ow a ret the cls Sorter pitiee 
reon f. or ent of the e 

legally or “equitably entitied fo said balance, and all caiman may bring suits 

trevelor | ithe Ocart of Claims within three mon’ after the passage of 

this act and not afterwards, which shall consider all existing evidence in the 


Interior Department 8 other evidence as may be 
the judgments of ss - 
ount and validity of said claims, and said bala 
=. paid out in accordance with said judgments without 
Mr. GRAY. I should like to ask the Senator from New Ham 
shire if it is within the a gooey bel his amendment that this whole 
fund shall be distributed by the Court of Claims as a fund or 
whether they shall be at liberty to decide upon claims against 
them, and if perchance there should be none established against 
them, the fund is to remain undistributed to go to the Indians or 


ay none 


whoever may be the lawful owners? 

Mr. C DLER. My amendment contemplates that the Old 
Settlers will themselves suit for this money, and that the 
various es who claim to d fees from the fund will bring 
suit, so that the clause as a whole creates an interpleader suit. 


Mr. GRAY. Are the Old Settlers capable of bringing suit, may 
I ask the Senator? 

Mr. CHANDLER. 

Mr. PLATT. 

Mr. GRAY. They ‘are a capable, in a legal sense. They are 
recognized as a Cones a — in wart, 


eee oe os om Mr. President. 


not inco: ted a bod 
Mr. PLATT. Unless special auth 
Mr. GRAY. Are they — authorized b y Cuan 


Mr. PLATT. Not by the amendme: 
Mr. GRAY. They on to be spostally authorized, 
gy oe ew Hampshire, to bring that suit. 
5 ik yk The amendment to the amendment is, in my 
judgmen s vonters to say, entirely and absolutely inoperative. 
FFI . The question is on (Mr — 
tnt] the the Senator from New Hampshire 


— amendient of the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. CHANDLER called for the yeas and nays; 
and a they wer was dake 
TE. Nowlet the amendment to the amendment be read 
Mtr, PEAT. ‘Now, fo show how utterly inoperative that is, 
Mr, PLATT ow, to show how lee ey ye 
ust suppose that that Belva 


ew Seems to represent en this oor and to think Sho 


ge me A 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Connecticut misappre- 
hends me. He is the tative of Mrs. Lockwood to the ex- 
Sane S Soseent Cie, and I am to represent her only to the 


aa gh ane eae 
TT. The Senator seemed to be very much troubled 





I suggest | Silicon, 


because the claim of Mrs. Lockwood had been cut down. Suppose 
she brings suit for $80,000 and gets the first suit on the do. ket 
and recovers that amount, who else is oats badly get anything of 
the fund? Thereis no sno provision in the amen ent that the court 


shall determine as between the different claimants what portion 
each shall have. pg will sim ind allow the first Mm Who gets in 
there and can establish ee to have it paid, and then the next 


one, until the fund is jonentell One or two claims may exhanst 
the whole of it and the others be left out. It is utterly inoper. 
ative. 

Mr.CHANDLER. There is no such intention and no such pro. 
vision, as the Senator very well knows. I suppose the amendment 
can be expanded so as to make it a bill of interpleader or an inter. 

leader suit, which is certainly what is meant. When the time 

or the presentation of claims is limited to three months there js 

no danger that all the parties will not be in court. The Court 

of Claims is to decide to whom this fund belon I think the 

amendment is sufficient, and it can be amended after it is ai ypted 

~ it is nee other words should be added to it to make its 
clear 


e . lLask the Senator why he proposes that 4 per ce 
interest shall be paid? — 

Mr. CHANDL Several Senators have asked me about that. 
I inserted 4 per cent ‘interest because it is the custom of the l" nited 
States Clans.” Woone a per cent interest on patennente of the Court of 

ht to have paid this money. Under the circum. 
stances, however, I ask leave to strike out clause “ with 4 per 
cent interest thereon from A’ 23, 1894.” 

The PRESIDING OFFI The amendment will be so modi- 
fied. The question is on to the amendment of the Sen- 
peptone Ham eo — LER ee eendme nt of 

e on W. yeas m ordered. 

The to call ee ell. 

Mr. HANS a vatnatipamnael hie. DUBOIs wascalled), 
I am au to announce that the Senator from Idaho | Mr. 
ae neaet is paired with the senior Senator from New Jersey | Mr. 

MITH 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). I am paired with the 


Senator from GORDON 
withhold my wn d 
Mr. HILL (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Rete ng from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr 
r. Mc 


is not present, and I 


MILLAN (when his name was ofied}. 
with the Senator from Ken Mr. BLACKBURN]. 


I am paired 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). | 
have a general with the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. 
Vias}, and d my vote. 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Pennsylvania . CAMERON]. 

The roll call was 


Mr. FAULKNER (after ha 
wae iemaheaak-auneacarea 


voted in the affirmative). 


my colleague [Mr. ELK1ys), 
Eisaitien: I therefore with- 


voted in the affirmative). 
. MCBRIDE] voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not voted. 
Mr. GEORGE. 1 withdraw my vote, as I am paired with that 


Senator. ; 
The result was announced—yeas 15, nays 36; as follows: 


Has the 


YEAS—15. 


Sewell, 
Vest 
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prejudices ran in the direction of looking upon the entire oa recites that services had been rendered by said Ellis prior to its date (Senate 
ute ele- 


. Executive Document No. 18, Fifty-second Congress, second session, page 67): 
sition as one devoid of merit if not of the absol ** Whereas the said J. M. Bryan is desirous of securing the services of the 
ments of fraud, and I had intended to cast my vote against the | said E. John Ellis in the future, and to remunerate him for services rendered 
amendment of the committee. Since that time I have received a | inthe past,” etc. * * * “And in consideration of the services heretofore 


communication from a friend of mine, a man who would not ad- rendered by the said E. John Ellis, and the services hereafter to be rendered 


: and performed by him,” etc. 
vocate the of a bill that was not a just one by this or any | “2. Said contract also recites that Mr. Ellis’s employment was “‘as assistant 
other l ——. He has called my attention particularly a or —— Le Fp on —_ Ge Nabevo the =e et of 
i ongress,’* etc. e Comm! son Indian airs of both the House and Sen- 
to one in the which ae entirely meritorious, ate had reported favorably on February 7, 1888, or more than ten months 
whether the other =— aniecaan rious OF not. before (Fifsieth Congress, rat session ; Senate Report 217; House Report 342). 
the ughly— | Hon. H. L. Dawes, then chairman of the Senate committee, and Hon. 
Ihave examined f D. A. McKnight— - 8. W. Peel, then chairman of the House committee, both certify to Mr Ellis’s 
That ao om a cata nee a services before {heir respective committees “while they had the subject 
believe thou 5 5 mgress | under co eration.” 
a inequitable oeeee Sou ont beckon toad iorior, which was SENATE OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
‘ ied on several mistakes ce 


Washington, D. C., April 21, 189%. 
for him To atsorneys Fameapted comme of“ mpistels,” gan tir. Ereaite gre ay Dyan pump 3 anew tan ete B. Sebe, Bibs very well, and bad 0 very Mah 
at “spurious” claims, which this claim manifestly is not. Tso! re or im. new tha © interestec 11M S¢ very mu¢ 1 in 
was leveled , he prosecution of the claims of the Old Settlers or the Western Cherokee 
Accompanying this letter isa printed brief, which I presume | Indians, and acted amen | as if he was counsel in the case. He frequently 
by Mr. McKnight, in fact it is signed y D. A, | consulted with me upon the subject, and with other members of the com- 


ad for the surviving partners in which the uities and mittee. Iam not sure that he ever apeenees before the full committee in 
Cc. , 
4 rab 


A oy hearing that was had in their behalf, for I do not remember of any spe- 
haps the law of this case are argued at considerable length. | cia hearing. The matter was considered by the committee, and Mr. Ellis 
t is that— and others interested in it presented their views mostly to the committee 


individually. 
made D. A. McKnight was originally for $16,007.72, or 2 per we 
cent of the Of $800,386.31 for the "Old Settlers” or Western Lam, truly yours, : & L. DAWES. 
ent 77, Pifty-fourth Congress, D. A. McKyient, Esq., 1416 F street, City. 
id 


first session, of ek wat 3 000 the Secre f th 
w ,000 was e of the a 
Interior Cid page 3 -” claim now made Bic. e difference between 


the said or House OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 

The grounds upon which the claim rests are the errors committed by the Washington, D. C., Februarg 22, 1890. 
Secretary of the potas tos ta reeching oy 2 to ees t = Friend McKNiGuHtT: Yours received. E. John Ellis, late of your firm, ap- 
services of the late a op a . which oans peared frequently before the sub and full Committee on Indian Affairs, 
McKnight, and vrho - the f eovie pes or which this compensa- ouse of Representatives, as attorney for the Western Cherokees, or Old 
tion is pra ron my ery ey joan ins that the se of said ee ane S bill to oe said claim to C: he Claims United 

. pe \ that, —e c Tvices 3 e rende the service that an attorney at law could have done. 
» That is <nttheg ua ie Sabediee es ew noo 

aq — . W. PEEL. 
“ were notof long duration, for he died a few months (namely, four) after he a 
was employed in the case"; whereas the record shows that he was employed Hovse or REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES 
in the case at least sixteen fants aie his +. ond be aurviess were Washington, D. C., April 20, 1892. 
—— nee & os a times the valuation which the Secretary DEAR Str: In regard to the bill passed by the Fiftieth Congress conferring 

2 of fact, in the Secretary has found said Ellis’s services to jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to determine the rights of the Old Set- 
be of the value of $4,000 only, while finding the services of W. W. Wilshire tlers, or Western Cherokee Indians, I am requested by the friends of the late 

hose “ most valuable service” was his work in connection with the first E. John Ellis to refer to the part he took as attorney in the prosecution of 
reference of the claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman Act and in | the claim. 

it to be worth $13,500; whereas said Ellis’s most valuable The firm, I think, was Ellis, McKnight & Johns. I can say that Mr. Ellis 
‘k was the second reference to said court by act of Congress, was very zealous in the prosecution of the claim; it was one he had had under 
wirer it had adversely by the House, and preparing the his control, as I understand it, for many years. He frequently appeared be- 
in said eet an therefore reasonably worth more than said fore the Committee on Indian Affairs of the House in its interest, and made 

s work. 


on argument mae aeons of weice I was chairman, and was very 

Secretary ound said , efficien getting up the law anc ta tosubmitto Congress. After our com- 

be of the Te ee GL OD) ont She Hee fading the ——— a Pie's seevices to mittee had come to the conclusion that it was a meritorious claim, or sufli- 

and A. H. Garland to be ‘the te value of $28,500; whereas the In- ciently so to go to the courts, Mr. Ellis appeared before the whole committee 

diane themselves the value Ww ‘s services at | 000, and, since and presen it in a more forcible manner than I had ever seen it dcne be- 

after oe o and Garland rendered the re: der of the serv- fore. There is no doubt but what he rendered valuable service, and I believe 
to perform, the services of Ellis were therefore he did all any lawyer could under the circumstances. 


we more 500. Respectfully, 8. W. PEEL. 
antes = ae ie etary has (implicitly) found that the | Tue SecreTary or THE [NTERIOR, Washington, D. C. 

under at t of ae individual employment and not 4. The affidavits of the late John Johns and D. A. McKnight (Thid, pages 
the firm, as well understood by said Ellis, by said Johns and McKnight, and 61, 58) aver their personal knowledge of Mr. Ellis’s assiduous efforts in Con- 
by Bryan, the “ ” agent; and, the contract entered into never hav- ; and another affidavit of D. A. McKnight (copy herewith filed) explic 
ing been and several members of said firm having partially ren- tly avers his knowledge of Mr. Ellis’s services “for many months. and, as af- 
dered, and being always able, ready, and willing to render the full services | 140t is informed and believes, for more than a year prior to the date of said 
stipulated for, said firm were justly entitled to the $16,000 provided for in | Contract. 





- @ —— is no denial =e to deny git = said valuable services be- 
: i ‘ore the committee o! ongress except the following statements by Mr. 
this statement is an argument of each of the points | B ; 


F an: 
made, I will ask to have inserted in the Recorp a iiiens ‘The late E. John Ellis did no service in the prosecution of the said claim.” 
reading. I think the matter is discussed very intelligently, and Mr. Ellis rendered no service > procaries the passage of this bill, to m 


7 knowledge or to the knowledge of the Old Settlers or Western Cherokees.” 

my mind it is discussed very conclusively: “Affiant and the said Wilshire worked ener etically and successfully to 

First. The erred in finding the period of E. John Ellis's services | Secure the passage of the said bill until the death of said Wilshire, affiant con- 
to be of short 


abou toge reas . | tinuing thereafter to care for said bill." 
tended over aeiveeneibe at = Ser ean .S the ——_, een ee The first of these statements is absurdly false, and is so proved by the con- 
acter,” and were reasonably worth $16,000. tract itself. The second statement is limited to Bryan's personal knowledge, 
In to compensation for the services rendered by Mr. Ellis the Secre- | #24 the third is not a denial that Mr. Ellis also aided in the matter. They do 
is as follows (ibid., page 25): , not shake the positive evidence hereinbefore recited. 
“ithe that this claim is of the most meritoriouscharacter. To | _ S#id evidence shows conclusive! 


shows Old Settlers t saws © ey bay by? _ ay engaged inomving the 
be sure, services Ellis were long ttiers for at le a@ year ore the date of his contract, which period 
months eibomaiccel in the —- ~ do een Oe the Secretary did not consider in valuing his services. Since the Secretary 
tances, thet the ves of Mr. Ellis are entitled to a very consider- | as found four months’ service to be worth $4,000, on the same basis a rea- 
able for .'* *® Tam of opinion that theestate | 80nable value for sixteen months’ service would be $16,000. 
Bilis showid bee the sum $4,000 in full for services." Indeed, the most valuable part of Mr. Ellis’s services were in procuring 
y arose from his reliance on the rt | the favorable reports of the committees, for it_is to be remembered that, 
which took December 15, 1888, the date notwithstanding the favorable finding of the Court of Claims under the 
Ellis, as the date of his employment Bowman Act, the House committee had reported against the claim in the 
of the Attorney-General ¢ under — se Congress, second session (House Report 2651), and the Forty- 
services rendered “after the date of | Dinth Co had done nothing to forward its progress. 
tbia 17), and the Commissioner Second. Secre erred in finding the services of E. John Ellis to be 
‘ithe s f = wt Wauee culy, woerene, being etutias to and more valuable ee 
The Commis- recogn: serv oO} ° We ire, which were found to be wo 
contended that oe: Pate eis, Revised Stat- | the sum of $13,500, ewe reasonably worth the sum of $16,000. 

fund set apart for the payment of The Commissioner carefully discussed the services rendered by Mr. 

+ in this he was overruled by the | Wilshire (Senate Executive Document 77, pages 12 and 13), and his conclusion 


the tion act, au of fact is as follows: 4 . 
cept navatie on account of “The most valuable service that was rendered by Mr. Wilshire was, there- 
services rendered upon contracts exe- fore, in connection with the reference of the case to the Court of Claims for 
but “under ts not strictly within | ® finding of fact and the prosecution of the matter in the court under that 
Statu’ which ve just and equitable | Teference, he having died before it was referred to the courts for adjudica- 

\eanional’ » This ruling | tion by the Congress.” 

services rendered before the date of the This reference of the claim to the Court of Claims was by the Committee 
services of Jones and Voorhees so rendered | ©" Indian Affairs for a report under the Bowman Act, and it need hardly be 
tre- | Urged that the amount of work required to procure such a reference was 
‘ohn and he ew. a. — p Sees eae oe _— a pas ones Conarese a mecona time 
had looked facts erring the claim court for udication. in obtaining the former 
a oe = = Ge of said references, Mr. Wilshire aupetes to have been aided by hoe. John T. 
15, 1888, between J. M. Bryan and E. John Ellis ' Heard, who also, in connection h Hon. John W. Douglass, aided him in 
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paring the cause for trial, as appears by Mr. Heard's affidavit filed in the | tofore rendered and hereafter to be rendered” to “the said E. John E})i. , 
terior pertences in connection with claim, as follows his legal representative or " After Mr. Ellis’s death said ¢.) . 





*“ John T. Heard, being duly sworn, deposesand says that he, together with | was assigned by his to John Johns and D. A. pean tract 
the late Ww. W. Wilshire, procured the reference by a committee of Congress | viving partners, as of the assets of said firm. (Ibid., mish hic 
of the claim of the Old Settlers t the United States to the Court of | action of the is conclusive of her opinion that the proce... .; 


Conins Soe she Sadinae of a un ae So Bowmen Act nad that later he, to- es Te a - 4 ~<a 

gether with saic shire and assisted also ohn W. Douglass, prepared ‘The late John Johns has explicitly testified that in deali ith Mr 

said cause for trial, and that on January 20, 185, the said Heard argued the Bryan in this matter Mr, Bilis was "acting for on account of hi.., Mr. 
“in — 


same in court.” snes ® one comemany Sis coussnese ot ae nee 
For their said services Wilshire (and his assignee, Mr. John A. Sibbald) | the individual mem’ the firm,” that Ane Rlsce.of rofessional jyysi. 
were paid Rooee wee id $10,000, and Douglass was paid $2,500, or an | ness bel to the firm,” that Bryan offered the . 

v 


te sum of $26,000 ( a e 2). n 
Fie Commissioner has found (tbid., page 17) that Mr. Ellis “dia pretare their services, which were re. but that Were never discharged 
some services in connection with the passage of oes bill,” and Ls he was | and wa always able, ready, and willing to perform said services. (|) 
Claims as ; Any 


interested in the preparation of the petition filed in the Court pee 

“consulting attorney” and as “attorney of record” (Tbid., page 18). The Mr. D. A. McKnight has licitly testified that this contract was ),,,), 
affidavits of Messrs. Johns and McKnight (Senate Executive Document No. 18, | in Mr. Ellis's name in confo: with a custom Aipining in the firm: that 
pages 58 and 61) show that Mr. Ellis's efforts contributed to if not mainly | it was so made with his know and Mr. Ellis advised 
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procured the of said bill, and were of essential service in the prep- | him that he intended to to the firm; Was fully ~ 
"i Ration of the case for the Court of Claims. vised of the fact “that his was firm business,” and that © i). |. 

The affidavit of Hon. John W. Douglass, on file in the Interior Department, | affiant to believe that he him as one of consulting attorneys": 
is to the same effect, as follows: that it was that shoud have cheape this business in Congress’ 

“Mr. MeKnight has called my attention to the fact that in addition to the | that Mr. prepare the case for the courts, and that |.) 
meetings at the office of Jones and Voorhees there were several meetings also | them should argue it there; that in a conversation with Bryan sulise).)..);\y 
on the same business at Mr. Ellis’s office. The meetings at Mr. Ellis’s office | to Mr. Ellis’s death he did not deny “the ’s interest in the business" 5; 
did occur (two or more of them); but as my affidavit made on the 28th allege “that said Ellis was employed or that the firm was not om. 
Pusret, 1804, was made simply to show the part taken by Jones and Voorhees, | ployed,” but admitted the firm’s em and that the surviving part. 
on not think it necessary to refer at any length to part taken by Mr. owes aes , = Ey ES -. ayen, vee = rejected, but that 

were case, Were always ab] 

“My recollection is that Mr. Ellis was looked to largely to take careof the | willing, and ready to perform said services. Cli. age 5) — 
matter before Congress and its committees, being considered very competent 4. Confirmatory of statement is the ang letter from the 
in such cases." Hon. 8. W. Peel, which was into the record by Mr. Bryan: 

It was also shown by the affidavit of D. A. McKnight, above referred to “DEAR UNCLE JOBL: aow E. the law firm of EB. John Ellis, 
(copy herewith, ), that Mr. Heard has personally stated that said bill | Johns & McKnight, y: tells me handed the papers in the 
was * put thro Mr. Ellis. : case over to him, with uest that he attend to it in court, and said tha: ).. 

There is no denial or attempt te deny Mr. Ellis’s said valuable services in | would tell him all the a day or so, but died before he did so. Now 
passing the bill referring the claim to the Court of Claims, in the | he wants to come to oa soon on yon can and post him on the 
Bitorney on fon yd we Fe A yy a pa ay ey ey Ly SLL) 

or W! Tr ’ . at the counc 
mae following from the affidavit of Mr. an above referred t write this. —_ 

“That at the date of the said contract (i. e., ‘ber 15, 1888) the work “Ss. W. PEEL.” 
necessary to and which in fact did secure the passage of the had been 5. In further tion of the nature of the em t, Mr. McKnight 

This statement is oe potas Sotly contradicted not only by Oe er eneeewhot ny tok erohoters slated te his affidavits that asa 
Byran’s contract with Mr. but. by letters of the chairmen of the | matter of fact Joel M. Bryan employed the firm of Johns & McKnight 
rem eave Comapitioes on Eadtinn ASsirs (above quoted, page 5), and by all | ay counsel for the Old Settler $ptnne, snd that while he undoubtedly 

© ust a recited. expected to have advantage of Mr. Ellis’s and ability in Congress and tho 

Tt is submitted, ore, that if eo Rovoanetenct gerne et Dinas. courts, he never did intend to gmniog Nima alone, or to abe Saumtrect with 

and Si (in aiding the reference C Ginim to, the Court of | said firm for said Eilis's And affiant further says that tho 
Claims and the preparation of it there) were worth $13,500—and contract executed was in the name of E. John Ellis, 
that they were actually worth more—then the services of Mr, Ellis not at the instance or request Mr. but at the instance and request 
were reasonably worth the sum of $16,000. of E. John Ellis himself, for his not for Bryan's, and with the full 

Third. The Secretary erred in finding the services of E. John Ellis to be of knowledge and consent of affiant, the expressed intention of said 
the value of $4,000 wr. whereas the themselves fixed the value of Ellis to subsequen to the ” F 
Pine aidod weld Wi betene Congrene and in the conrtes) (ASR ant | ‘Theve f me kental or to deny any one of the material avermonts 
Bel Seg mance een te oars "a oS cos cmap by ir Bryan too 
of said bill thereafter, and a in the the case for court, and te i scien 
—— meet, ont eae - A — tis soeain aaeereen Seam 9p Decsnaen af 1008. It was made 
ices Wilshire and Garland were sauregate sum of 5 It needs no > to onloree proposition that Bryan's sail state. 
said Ellis's services are yess pace tan between | ment is a of socnsthing « was Rover offizmed 5 the surviving 
BH end 910,088, and are worth ae partners, for, as above is as a matter of fact the written 

Mr. Eltis's employment was not : him toperform all the | contract was made with Mr. not with the firm. But as a matter of 

rk to collect the Old Settlers’ claim, but was to be rendered “in fact it is equally plain upon y above recited that 
connection with such other counsel or attorneys as have been or may here- | the employment the services under it were mployment 
after be employed" (evnnte meecutire Decusness Se. Ss pages). During his and services of the firm, an that said contract was made in Mf. F1i\<< name, 
empl was cnscciated, a the reseed shows as was at his instance, and for benefit, and not at the instance or for the benefit 
cqnivect, with Mesrs ilshire, Sibbald, and Jones oor- | of the Old Indians. as a matter of law it is clear that the reduc 
hees, and upon death of Mr. Wilshire, Ellis services in his stead, tion of the contract to writing in the of Ellis alone would not 
and w death of Mr. Mr. Garland was employed. Since the sery- | Aiter the nature of the SPURL Setimain ot the partica 
Messrs. . . have valued at $28,500 | unless it was their 80 or them, of which there is no 
{Benate Raseniire Hocmens = 77, page 2), it reasonably follows that, upon | indication in the testimony. 
thi themselves, the of would be worth | “jt is submitted that upon the record as above shown, the Commis. 
said amount and , namely, sioner of Affairs not that the services ren- 
$11, And, since 8 in a reference bill were necessa- | dered by Mr. Ellis were an and the Secretary 
rily than Wilshire's services committee's | was not in concurring it is submitted that 
u as t, it would follow services were rea- | the ha: been and ready to render neces 








ee services in the courts, having to said Indians, are 

Fourth, ‘The Secroiary orred in finding that the firm of Bis, Johns & entitled to the full compensation of 72, 
McK: rendered no services to the Settlers, but that ren- oTrhe which this claim rests are ecited i 
° a contract of ee et ie aie ee the iret heretoore Phat of said claim (Senate pace telly oes 
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D. A. McKNIGHT, 
For Surviving Partners. 
attention this moment called to the fact that a 
I have hed my tote by the Committee on Indian Affairs of the 
ives, under date of April 16, 1896, which com- 
finds in favor of this claim. 


mittee, : 
desire to occupy the attention of the Senate unneces- 
BS intl Siscussion of this question. What I rose to say more 
i is, that I trust in taking the vote on these several 
claims in the amendment may be separated and that the vote 
may be taken upon each upon its own merits. I have an 
that 


os having etter ae cae 
Secrotary, never co y him, or adju- 
— s very different attitude from the claim 
to which I have called the attention of the Senate. Whatever 
on some of the other claims, I certainly want to re- 
in the affirmative so far as the claim of McKnight is 
cont to B aid, ier L know of oe eae it paid than 
be no way to ge paid than 

ae For that reason if no one else makes the 


SS ae TDA Meknigh a 

f vote upon of D, A. McKnight. 

Or SANDLER. I ask my colleague if he knows an ene 
n 


do not know that I quite understand the 


uestion. 
. Mr. CHANDLER. I will say that the original claim was 2 per 
cent, which would be 000. He has been paid $4,000. Now, 
a viet he be paid only $1,000? 
AM. G. I do not understand that it is es eye 
Mr. CHANDLER. There is $1,000 given in the amendment of 
the committee. 


: 
g 


t examined the amendment very 
carefully, but in the brief which I have read, submitted by Mr. 
night, he speaks of a balance between $4,000 and $16,000. 


i 
A 


Mr. The Senator will understand that one of the 
criticisms I made of the amendment of the committee is that we 
are called to deal with $16,000, upon which $4,000 has been 
paid, and $1,000 is amount priated. I can 
6 le ,000 is to be . The from Colo- 
a to be paid use McKnight is satisfied 

Mr. GALLINGER. As I said in remarks, Mr. President, I 
confess I have not seen the bill recently. I have been called from 
the Senate and did not even hear the entire speech of my colleague, 


en 
rey when I left; but the brief 
says, I base my observations 


Four thousand dollars paid Secretary terior. 
claim now nrtnatiis Coteece the said = en 
Mr. The difficulty is that the committee only 
put in $1,000, and there ismo way for Mr. McKnight to get the 


ALLINGER. I quite agree with my colleague, if that is 

I ie badamso wee provided fox in thetill: I had not 
en oe remarks upon what the brief of 
to individual members of the Senate, 
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Mr. Ellis did before he died. This percentage that is to be paid 
to Ellis was based upon continuous service until the claim was 
allowed. He had no opportunity to earn the money, yet the com- 
mittee under the circumstances thought he was entitled to $1,000. 
We tried to do what was equitable in adjusting this matter and 
we took into consideration the equities of his claim and the equi- 
ties of all the other claims and agreed to give him $1,000 and the 
others the amounts stated in the bill. I do not believe that the 
Senator or anybody else would be able to make a better or a more 
fair adjustment of this matter than has been done. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is the principle which 
McKnight $1,000 instead of $12,000? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The principle of equity, the principle of 
service, the principle of fair dealing, to divide what there was 
among the claimants—the principle which does not apply to any- 
thing in New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGE That does not apply to New Hampshire, I 
will say to the Senator. 

I want to call the Senator's attention to the fact that he makes 
a broad declaration that Mr. Ellis only performed four months’ 
service. There seems to be a good deal of testimony that he per- 
formed sixteen months’ service, instead of four. 

Mr. PLATT. There is no question but that the contract was 
certified in December, 1888, and Mr. Ellis died on the 20th of 
April, 1889, about four months; but his contract was signed, and 
it could not have been approved by the Secretary of the Interior 
before it was signed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But he had been rendering service for four- 
teen months before. 

Mr. PLATT. It is possible that previous to the time when he 
made the contract for this service he might have rendered some 
service. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think thatit is an undisputed and an in- 
disputable fact that he had rendered partial service, and that that 
had been taken into account. It does seem to me that in the equi- 
table distribution of this fund it is an extraordinary thing to give 
a particular claimant one-twelfth of the claim after other claim- 
ants have been given a much larger proportion. 

From the report of the House committee I will read a single 
paragraph: 

And while it is true that this committee has recommended the passage of 
the bill for the relief of Voorhees and Jones, and one for the relief of S. W. 
Peel for defeating the various claims against the Old Settler Cherokee In 
dians, which your committee believes should have been defeated, and those 
bills in part were based on the fact that the claim of David A. McKnight, 
who represents the estate of Mr. Ellis, was reduced; yet, in view of the fact 
of the great services rendered by Mr. Ellis, your committee believe that his 
estate should have been paid in full for the services rendered by him, and it 
was admitted by the attorney for the Old Settlers that this estate should 
have been paid at least $8,000 for his work. 

There is other evidence, and quite a good deal of evidence, in 
the brief which I submitted to be printed in connection with my 
remarks, showing that Mr. Ellis did render service for a much 
longer period than four months, and that that fact was taken into 
consideration when this bill was submitted. I think the amount 
allowed in this bill for Mr. Ellis is out of any proportion to the value 
of his services, and yet possibly, if this matter goes to conference, 
justice may be done through a conference committee to all the 
claimants, for whom I make this appeal and against whom I think 
the worst kind of discrimination has been exercised by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order on this 
amendment. The entire amendment of the committee of the Sen- 
ate is contrary to the fourth clause of the sixteenth rule, which I 
will read: 

4. No amendnient, the object of which is to provide for a private claim, 

shall be received to an eneral appropriation bill, unless it be to carry out 
the provisions of an ex g law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited 
on the face of the amendment. 
This seems to be a general appropriation bill; these are all pri- 
vate claims, and the amendment is not to carry out the provi- 
sions of any existing law or any treaty stipulation. I therefore 
submit the point of order, Mr. President, that the entire amend- 
ment is out of order. 





gave Mr. 


Mr. TELLER. Thisis to carry out an existing law. Wemade 
an ap riation of this money, and this is to make a distribution 


of it. It never been held at any time that such a provision 
was within the rule invoked by the Senator. 

Mr. PLATT. The point of order comes too late. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair finds, by reference to 
the act making appropriations to supply deficiencies for the year 
ended June 30, 1894, and prior years, among other provisions in 
that act, the fc'lowing: 

The Old Settlers or Western Cherokee Indians, by Joel M. Bryan, William 
Wilson, and William H. Hendricks, commissioners, and Joel M. Bryan, treas- 
urer, etc. $300,386.31; and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs is directed to 
withhold from distribution among said Indians only so much of that part of 
the said judgment set apart by the said Indians for the prosecution of their 
claim as is necessary for him to pay the expenses, and for legal services 
justly or equitably payable on account of said prosecution. 
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The Chair thinks the amendment is in execution of existing law, 
and therefore overrules the point of order. The question is upon 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think we had now better take up and 
dispoge of the school question, which was put over on account of 
the absence of some Senators who have now returned. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
pending amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think it is the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL]. 

The Secretary. Instead of the amendment proposed by Mr. 
CaRrTER, it is proposed, after the word ‘‘Alaska,” in line 20, on 
page 58, to insert: 

And it is hereby declared to be the settled policy of the Government to 
make no appro tion whatever for the education of Indian children in any 
sectarian school just as soon as it is possible for provision to be made for 
their education otherwise, and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby author- 

and directed to make such provision at the earliest practicable day, not 
later than July 1, 1898: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may 
make contracts with present contract schools for the education of Indian 
pupils during fiscal year 1807, but shall only make such contracts at places 
where nonsectarian schools can not be provided for such Indian children and 
to on gucuns not exceeding 50 per cent of the amount so used for the fiscal 
year 1895. 

Mr. PLATT. It is stated that that amendment is a substitute 
for an amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. 
CARTER]. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Including the amendment of the 
Senator from Montana. 

Mr, PLATT. I wish it may be stated for what the amendment 
which has been read at the desk is a substitute? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands it is a 
substitute offered by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL] 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. 

ARTER]. 

Mr. PLATT. Let that amendment be stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. CarTER] will be stated. 

Mr. CARTER. I t the substitute of the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Cocxnz, and withdraw my amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenatorfrom Montana with- 
drews his amendment. The pending amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
Alaska,” on page 58, line 20, down to and including the amend- 
ment which followed the word ‘‘ schools,” on page 59, line 8. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To the proviso after the word ‘‘ schools.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to hear that amendment read 
once more, and I should like to ask the Senator from Missouri— 
my attention had been called away from this matter—if he pro- 
poses to strike out the language after the word ‘‘Alaska,” in line 20? 

Mr, COCKRELL, I propose to strike out the words after 
“Alaska,” in line 20, on page 58, down to and including the word 


**schools,” in line 8, on page 59. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to hear the amendment read 
once more. My attention was called away from it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
“Alaska,” in line 20, on page 58, down to and including the word 
**schools,” in line 3, on page 59. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understand that anamendment has already 
been made there at the instance of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
Perrer]. I move to strike that out also. I ask that the amend- 
ment be read. 

The Secretary. The amendment adopted was inserted after 
the word ‘‘schools,” in line 8, on page 59, as follows: 

And in any case, if such there be, where the provisions of this act shall 
operate to deprive Indian children of present school facilities, the Secretary 
of the Interior is hereby authorized to provide such temporary school ac- 
commodations, inclu teachers, as may be necessary for the time being, 
and report to gress at the opening of the next regular session. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wanted to include that and leave in the 
proviso beginning in line 3, on page 49. : 

Mr. PLATT. t amendment has been adopted, has it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It has been. 

i. The Secretary again read the amendment submitted by Mr. 


OCKRELL. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Mr. President, a few days ago I had occa- 
sion to submit some brief observations touching the matter of the 
ete of public money for sectarian purposes. At that 

me I was laboring under a lity to the extent of not know- 
ing precisely what the facilities of the Government were for tak- 
ing charge of and educating its wards, the children of Indians in 


the United States. Su uently the Senator from 
Towa [Mr. ALLIson], rag er of the Commit 


priations, spoke at considerable on this question, 
understood him correctly, and ladon : 


I 
I did understand him, he | the 
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stated to the Senate that evidence had been submitted to the com. 
mittee that under conditions the Government could cars 
for and educate every In child in the United States. 

If that be so, I do not see why we should waste time or pass y, tes 
for the purpose of shout a : 


: different condition of things 
and diverting the money of the le of the United States into 
sectarian c . If, on the other hand, it can be shown coy. 
clusively that, under the bill as it came from the House of Repre- 
sentatives, any considerable number of Indian children woi\) jj. 
deprived of the advantages of education which they have hereto. 
fore enjoyed, I should be strongly in favor of standing by {ho 
amendment which has oa incorporated in the bill which 
was submitted by the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrr:). |; 
seems to me, if we are going to do an other than what the 
House of neuen has done, if we provide that the (oy. 
ernment s care for children who may be deprived of education 
under this bill, providing teachers for them, providing s¢}o9). 
houses for them, and doing whatever is necessary to give them an 
education, when we have done that we have gone far enoug). 

I simply add this single word for the purpose of saying, in the 
first place, that my mind has not been changed in the ae by the 
discussion; that I still believe it will be the part of wisdom anq 

ood legislation for the Senate to take up the eons of the 

ouse bill precisely as a came to this body. I can not believe 
that the committee of the House of Representatives and the House 
of Representatives itself has sent to the Senate a bill which is go. 
ing to wrong any considerable number of people in the United 
States whom we are bound = equity and by justice to take care 
of; and the plain, ee statement of the dis- 
tinguished chairman of the ttee on Appropriations of the 
Senate to the effect that if this bill is passed precisely as it came 
from the House of Representatives no harm will be done, no 
wrong will be done to any Indian child in the United States, it 
seems to me, ought to be a sufficient answer to all the arguments 
that we ought to depart from the ooey Bape y the House of Rep- 
resentatives laid down wher it passed bill. 

I understand that the conclusion reached by the Committee on 
Appropriations, or by ee ae chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, that if this bill is passed no harm will be 
done to any Indian child, is based upon statements made !y the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. If that be so, I submit in all 
kindness, for I have nothing but kindly feelings on this su} ject, 
that it will be unwisdom in the highest d for us to amend 
this bill in the least particular so far as the support of Indian 
schools is concerned, when if we it precisely as it is no harm 
will be done to a le Indian child in the United States. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I think I know wliai trans- 
_— in the Committee on Appropriations, and I must say that I 

i entirely with the Senator from New Hampshire. | do 
not any such was reached or agreed to in 
any particular. It is certain that this bill, as it came from the 
House of Representatives, will not provide for a very large nun- 
ber of Indian children in my own State. In the first place, we 
are bound to educate all the Sioux children under the Dawes Act 
when they become citizens of the United States and citizens of 
my State and voters in my State, when they take allotments of 
land and become of age. There are 1,200 Indian children in my 
State who are in no school at all; there are no schools provided 
for them, and no schoolhouses built for them, and all the money 
which has been added-by the committee to this bill will not build 
schoolhouses enough to take care of those 1,200 children who are 
in no schools at ce 

lf the Senator from New Ham: is anxious that no injustice 
shall be done to any Indian , and is anxious that money 
shall be provided to take care of the children who are not provided 
oe he will vote for the provision reported by the com- 

In addition to thes, there are 300 children in two State schools 
in my State who be for, and there is no means 
under this bill of providing for them, because they are in schools 
upon the reserva There are no other buildings within miles 
and miles which could be rented or bought or secured in any way 
to take care of those children. The only possible way they © be 
taken care of is for them to continue to be educated in the sect’ 
rian schools until we can build schools. The Government will 
not build schools between now and next ber. The Govern- 
ment is always slow in the construction of anything. It will - 
two years before schools can be built, and in the meantime the 

tion is to turn those 300 children out of doors. That ~ 

clear proposition; Senators say they do not wan 
ustice to any Indian ciitaren, , it 
GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator, if he mee Pen the 

m 
of Affairs — doors? 


, if 


these 
. Yes, sir; he does agree with me. 
that they willall be turned out unless the le now in chargé 
schools will care for them and do the work themselves. 








1896. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Did the Senator from South Dakota hear 





the * made by the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations 


the other day? ea 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I heard the statement, and it did not have 
the force the Senator givesit. — 
Mr. GALLINGEK. Perhaps it did not. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam fully as cognizant of those facts as 
the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Iowa certainly gave me 
to understand that in his opinion no injustice would be done. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I have a letter from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs which completely answers all of 
this talk and shows what his position is upon this subject. His 
letter is addressed to Hon. R. J. GamBLE, of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and is as follows: 


ARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Dap Washington, February 15, 1896. 
: the honor to acknowledge receipt of your letter of February 8, 
m2. - certain school matters. Inreply I advise you seriatim as follows: 
First. Number of Indian children receiving education in sectarian or con- 
tract schools under pay from the Government: 
‘or - pupils, eee She reese attendance on these 
shown by reports of contractors 998. 
schools is by d_ by the Government to such schools for the 
above purpose for each of fiscal years of 189% and 1896, and how much is 
proposed to be used for such purpose for the Sissel year 1897? 
ring fiscal year 1895 contracts were made for 8S purpose aggregatin 
sy for 1896, _ A like reduction for 1897 would reise the 
mnird. Bow —-y money if any, has been used_by the Government sin 
. ce 
the for the fiscal year 1895 for the Indian Department in the 
constru or purchase of school buildings for educational use for the 


Indians? 
An @ estimate shows the cost of this item to be $216,612, to which 
should be added about $50,000 more for minor repairs, improvements, water 
‘ems, sewerage. 
Fourth. If all contracts by the Government with sectarian or other schools 
were at this time terminated, what appropriation of money by the Govern- 
ment necessary to construct or purchase suitable buildings and 
sites with equipments to adequately and sufficiently supply the service equal 
to os he the discontinuance of any of the contract schools under the 
ww of ? 
ST bebe, if the contract school system were abolished and the Gov- 
ernment forced to care for the 4,000 children now being educated therein, it 
would at least twenty boarding-school plants, with capacity for 200 
To construct and eante Seve lants would cost not less than 
000 or a total of $1,200, is estimate is based upon the actual 


this office in constructing such schools. 
““Kith How long would it take the 


4 


is ae oe a a equip Ge 
school buildings by purchase or otherwise before the same wo rea r 
use and coommaney without inj to the cause of education of the Ind is? 
By putting for effort it would take from two to three years. 
As tothe policy of Bureau and the De ment, see reports transmitted 
toC Executive Document No. 107, y-third Congress. 


ees D. M. BROWNING, Commissioner. 


The amendment offered by the Senator from Missouri provides 
for two years longer in which to dispose of the contract school 
For my part I am willing to accept that amendment in 
interest of t is just and fair, and in the interest of the In- 

children. I think that when the two years are up these peo- 
eS have disposed of those schools which they are not able to 
care of themselves, and it will give the religious denomina- 
tions an ae to raise more money than they are now rais- 
ing, and to raise i ually, so that no Indian child will be 
turned out, his term broken into, and his education aban- 
doned. Itseems tome it is cowardly to strike down the provision 
for contract ; that we are running from something in the 
dark, under cover somewhere, and are d to do what is right 
because of something that is threatened from some quarter, from 


some in ambush. 
I @e aah Gao in sectarian schools, but I do believe in doing 


ul 


what is just and fair and t and honest in this connection. The 
Indian contract has grown up in this country, be- 
ginning back many I it was first established in 
870, and it y after 1885. At that time the Com- 
missioner of Indian Pam eirevise, eapdcied invited the 
peigious denominations to schools, and the Catholics took 
Fe el erity, more so than any other denomina- 
tion, very fine school buildings indeed. They built 
two school buildings in my State. They have done excel- 
lent work. Now, all 


<7 ask is that they may be allowed an 
money to take care of those schools. 
is a reasonable, just, and consistent 


j 
- 


request. 





Will my colleague state, just for a moment, the 
features of iesaaliahens propesed ot time? Is it the same 
as that here a year or two ago, proposing a decrease of the 

20 per cent each year for four years, until it finally 
Mr. No. 

hy This is 


more than the 7 

eee ee year 2 cent. 2 oo 
we woul cent o 

‘of 1808, and it would take three years finally to 


or eee ‘ 
ee é pats 
3 ri oa 
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dispose of the whole system; but instead of that the proposition 
is to appropriate 50 per cent of the appropriation of 1895, taking 
1895 as the basis from which to figure, and next year to appropri- 
ate 25 per cent, and by 1898 it will be entirely disposed of and we 
will be out of the contract-school business. 

Mr. KYLE. It seems to me that there really can be no objec- 
tion on the part of the Senate to that proposition. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not see how there can be. 

Mr. KYLE. It is perfectly fair to the people who established 
those schools. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am very glad to hear my colleague say 
that. It certainly is just and proper. These people, as I have 
said, have 35 boarding schools and 20 day schools. They have 
been doing what the Government has neglected to do, for with all 
the appropriations for Government schools and sectarian schools 
there are still 1,200 Indian children in my State for whom no pro- 
vision whatever is made. If we increase the appropriation in the 
bill by $200,000, every dollar of it should be spent in South Dakota, 
even if you continue the present contracts to the full amount, in 
order to reach all those Indian children. When we consider that 
those Indians were gathered from all the surrounding States and 
put into Dakota when it was a Territory, and that the burden of 
their residence among us is upon the people I represent, it is seen 
that we have a right to demand that Congress shall appropriate 
money enough to educate them and to fit them for the citizenship 
which is imposed upon us by act of Congress. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] has read a letter from the Commis- 
sioner of Indian Affairs, and makes the claim that it entirely sub- 
stantiates the position he holds on this question and creates an 
absolute necessity on our part for adopting the amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Missouri. The other day in discuss- 
ing this question I ventured the observation that if the Govern- 
ment went out of the contract-school business, as I think it ought 
to—I believe it can not get out of it any too soon—the school 
buildings will still remain, and the Government can rent those 
buildings and continue to educate the children. 

The Senator from South Dakota on that occasion rushed into 
the breach to say that no matter what action we take here the 
church schools will continue, and if that be true I should like to 
ask him what becomes of his argument to-day that the children 
in those schools will be turned out into the world and will have 
no means of education whatever? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will answer the Senator from New 
Hampshire right now, if he chooses. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ishall be pleased to have an answer. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. In those twoschools there are300 children. 
The church will continue them with 50 children in each school. 
Next year they will take more and the succeeding year more, as 
they raise more money; and in the meantime 200 of the children 
will be turned out, their education broken into. Those children 
will not go back. Other children will come. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ifthe men who arerunning the schools 

Mr. PETTIGREW. They will runtheschools. They will not 
turn the buildings over to the Government and let the Govern- 
ment rent them for a year or two and, when the Government 
builds schools by the side of them, be out of business, in the mean- 
time their teachers dispersed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I shall not vote, and I hope the Senate 
will not vote, for any system that is in open and palpable opposi- 
tion to the common-school system of the United States. 

If the men who are running those schools are as patriotic as the 
Senator from South Dakota usually is, and if they can not raise 
money to conduct the schools, they should turn the buildings over 
to the Government upon a fair rental and let the Government 
educate the children. If they do run the schools it is evident that 
they will take care of a portion of the children, so that the num- 
ber turned out will fall far short of the number stated by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, whose figures are based on the pre- 
sumption that all the children in sectarian schools will be deprived 
of educational advantages. 

Mr. President, I have no fears as to the competency and the 
ability of the Government of the United States speedily to pro- 
vide school accommodations for any Indian children who may be 
wronged, if any shall be wronged, by the passage of the pending 
bill. “Think of the proposition of the Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs that it is going to take the Government of the United 
States three years to Build a little schoolhouse that a Yankee 
would build in three weeks. It is utter nonsense. I do not be- 
lieve there is any danger, if we pass the bill, that those children 
will be turned out into the cold without opportunity for continu- 
ing their education for two or three years, waiting the building 
of a little schoolhouse out on the plains in South Dakota or any- 
where else. 

The Governnient will see that some means is provided for tak- 
ing care of the children, and if a few are turned out, if a few are 
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deprived of the means of education, they will be no worse off than 
thousands of children are in the District of Columbia to-day or 
were one year ago. 

I am not throbbing with intense and patriotic Coe g ed 
larly for the Indians or the Indian children of the Uni States. 
I think they have been as well taken care of as the white men and 
white children of this country have been in the past; and even if 
a few of them, as I have ye said, shall be deprived for a few 
months or maybe a year of the advantages that this great Gov- 
ernment has so liberally bestowed upon them in the past in the 
matter of education, I will not allow that consideration to swerve 
me one iota from my support of the bill as it came from the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. President, I do not care to poms the discussion. As I 
said a moment ago, I have no unkind or bitter feelings on this 

uestion, and the insinuation that I understood the Senator from 

uth Dakota to indulge in, that there was some occult influence 
back of individuals, back of the Senate, inducing any member of 
this body to advocate the abolition of sectarian education in this 
country does not apply tome. I believe that we have come tothe 
parting of the ways in re; to this matter. I believe it has been 
a reproach and a shame to the Government of the United States 
that not only thespirit, but the letter of the Constitution has been 
viclated in the matter of the appropriation of public funds for 
sectarian pu . I feel that I can stand here in the spirit of 
patriotism and justice to all parties concerned and advocate the 
roposition laid down in the bill as it comes from the House of 
tatives when they declare it the intention of the proposed 
act that ‘‘no money herein appropriated shall be paid for educa- 
tion in sectarian schools.” 

That, Mr. President, is the American doctrine. That is the 
doctrine which the people of the United States are going to stand 
upon in the future, and if the Congress of the United States does 
not respond to the demand of the le in that respect this year 
the Congress of the United States will respond to it, in my judg- 
ment, before many years come and go. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me ask the Senator from New Ham a 

uestion. I believe it is understood and conceded on all hands 
t the policy of the United States is to be what he has described, 
to support nonsectarian schools, and that it is utterly averse to 
the apt iation of any money for the support of sectarian 
schools. But while we are making this change, and inasmuch as 
there aon Pg 4 amen schools a pare been in a are 
suppo ublic appropriations, doing the great work of edu- 
po welch hen been slow to go by default by the Govern- 
ment of the United States, what is the necessity of running the 
risk of turning any children out while we are in the process of 
transition from the old system to the new? What is there so 
objecticnable and so abhorrent about the schools that have been 
appropriated for in the past that for the sake of doing no wrong 
to those helpless people we can not endure for a few months 
longer the existence of those schools as contemplated by the 
amendment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CockRELL]? 

Mr. GALLINGER. In reply tothe Senator from Delaware, if 
he has completed his question—— 

Mr. GRAY. 1 have. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that there is a very grave doubt 
= _ mind as to whether we are going todo wrong to any Indian 

n. 

Mr. GRAY. But the Senator said he did not care whether we 
did or not, so far as the amendment is concerned. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I did not quite say that. I said if_a few 
Indian children are made to suffer they will be no worse off than 
many white children. 

Mr. GRAY. Why run the risk? 

Mr. GALLINGER. We have to run such risks in legislation. 

Mr. GRAY. Where there is a worthy object. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, sometimes. It is a matter be clear 
a that this policy should end, and end now. IT had 


the case, but I have no reason to believe and neither has the ¢,... 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], nor the Senator from So1;); 
Dakota (Mr. PeTrigREw], any reason to believe that any consi:|. 
erable number of Indian children will be ived of the adyan- 
tages of education, The Senator from South Dakota talks a})>);; 
ten or twelve hundred Indian children in his own State havin, ;,,, 


opportunity 


to be educated. I do not know whether that is +), 


or not. I observe that there are ee in this bill for tho 
construction of two additional school buildings in that State w},,,.), 

I presume, in the course of two or three years, more or less, \v\/| 
enable some of those children to have the advantages of educ;ti.». 
The Senator must know that the continuance of the 50 per oo); 
appropriation will not do anything toward educating the chil.» 
in South Dakota who the Senator says are now without the mops 
of education. It will not reach them atall. It simply contin jes 


in full blast schools that are clearly, manifestly, undeniably 0+... 


hich 


rian in their purpose and in w 


the teachings are sectari;),. 


Mr. President, I am againstit. If we the amendment su)- 
mitted by the Senator from Missouri pu the matter over until 
1898, no one can foresee what action will taken by the next 
Congress, and I apprehend that if we amend the bill as is pro- 
posed the sliding scale will be continued after 1898 and that the 
year 1900 will find the Senate of the United States still voting the 
money of the people for sectarian purposes, which it has no riyht 


to under the 
grea’ 
ornalty at orced 


Mr. GEORG 


Constitution of the United States. I stand on the 


iple that church and state should be absolutely and 


vi 


E. Mr. President, this isno new question. I shal! 


vote against the appropriation of money out of the Treasury for 


sectarian schools as a matter of 
by the first amendmen 


I will read 


two lines: 


principle. Itis prohibited, I think, 
t to the Constitution of the United States, 


Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion. 
It is not that Congress shall make no law organizing, creating, 


an establishment of 
ment of religion. Any 
people out of the 

for sectarian 


, but no law respecting an establish- 
w which pa ga the money of the 


denomination to be 


is a law respecting an establishment 


purposes 
of religion, and it is not only in violation of the clause of the Con- 
stitution which I have read, but manifestly unjust. 


There are man 
who contribute 


people, millions of » in the United States 
eir money to the Treasury of the United States. 


Those people do not believe that the which they thus con- 
tribute should ‘be ee to the purpose ting any reli- 


ious tenets which 


ieve that the —_ ought not 


ating religious 


y do not entertain. y of them also 
to be — for propa- 
ch they do en in. One of the 


est churches in this country in membership has uniformly 
from the a Sees to accept riations of the 
i under . It refused toestablish schools or any 
institution and receive from the Government 


er ene ip to 


them. I think, sir, that it is not 


in violation of the tution, but a violation of the just 


rights of conscience of a 


Sta 


ficulty of escaping from it. 


number of people of the United 


shall vote against the amendment 
off by the Senator from Missouri. 

One more remark and then'I shall be through. I know that 
some little inconvenience may occur from ceasing to make such 
appropriation. One ofthe — evils of a bad system is the dif- 


the best way, when the system 


is of and y when it is ted by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, is to quit right off and make no more 


© opportunity to vote against the appropriation of public | reli 


oe for sectarian p when it was first entered upon, I | the 
shoul 


have so voted, have cast my vote against it on ev 
occasion I have had since I have been a member of this body, an 
I shall continue to do so until the system is wholly abandoned. 
Mr. President, I happened to be in a Western State not a great 
many months ago, and I visited an Indian school, a v 
ous and flourishing school, su by the Go 
alinost whet pomp engine fe peed’ beet i 
suppo part ons from the public Treasury. 
not like it, tame $s ane bather to-day than 1 68 when 
I looked from the Government school over to the sectarian school 
and wondered what they were there with the of the 
le. I believe that this is a principle, and as I con- 
for it and trust that the Senate will stand by the proposition 
that comes to us from the other House of Congress. 
I presume that a few Indian children may be caused some hard- 
ship if we adopt this policy at once. I assume that that may be 


or to unite in 


Mr. President, in 


to the reading of the 
the Senator fom Miscesiopt . GEoRGE] it 
that his quotation is not to the t. It says tho 


wW respecting an 
hadanestablished 
as a guard against 
m the established 
on the part of 


this nor is there a desire on the part 
of the Congress of the United States now, to establish any sort»! 


a bad 
practice of 


school | money for sectarian 


ts not only to 

of the Church. 
Mr. GEORGE. Not all of them. : 
Mr. KYLE. Several branches of the Protestant Church. 0 °S 
to carry on the missionary work among the Indians of the U»''«'! 


As the Senator from Mississippi has just said, this has not bea 
oe ee ee a very 
United States. They believe 


sense church and state in the United 


I have always con- 
—indirectly of course— 

for years we have made thes? 
Church, but to the numerous 


number of the citizens of 
church and state should be 











is true, and I think they are to be 


The Presbyterian, Congregational, and other 

four years to pursue the same 
appropriations of this kind. 

been remarked _ my colleague 

with a great 

upon the frontier at 

Ce ten: far beyond eee of ae ene 

donations, upon contract e Gov- 

me Sena 

a ons. e ques- 

e Catholic Church itself is will- 


the it nothing more than fair and just 
‘dey docls be-allioweri two or three years to adjust matters, 
ectly willing at that time to prosecute their school 
further ahem | ; They — en- 
present system, and we 

to allow them time to make dif- 


. President, I am a profound believer in 
have the utmost respect for every spire 
for every creed that looks to God. be- 
and broad enough to draw no line against 


BE 


Pwitat 
- 


j 


any man or the advancement of oa in this country 
on account of his convictions. t I have for many 


Setar eget a ee 
public moneys of the e, collec 
from the only be enpendieb tes publi pa , and 
they should always and under circum- 
officers and instrumentalities of the 
now, in voting upon the pending 
belief. 
under our theory of Government 
colleeted from the —— ‘to assist in the 
ion, whether condu an @ religious or- 
otherwise, which is not an institution of the Gov- 
a t, and administered by officers 
Government. It is confessed upon this floor 
the Chamber that the whole policy of our 
for the education of the wards of the 
schools has been from the inning 
to me there is no place where we 
fundamental wrong i the Con- 
States. A carbuncle on the body human 
must be treated by the knife, and so ought acarbuncle on the body 


stand by 


d 
i 





bill as it comes to us from the other 


and I stand here to assert belief that 
that Indian children will from our 


the of the bill as it comes from the other 
Silaenipehchateenan.cf the Oramalttes on Ap TO- 


every man 
I believe that what 


lat Gn, and for their children will at 
of this to properly take care of the Indian wards 
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proper appropriations, can provide all the school facilities that are 
necessary and no Indian child will unnecessarily suffer because of 
our standing now by the Constitution of the United States, when 
we are all determined that from this time on the fundamental 
policy of the Government shall be recognized, that church and 
state shall be and remain divorced, and that Goverftment enter- 
prises shall be carried on by Government agencies and through 
the administration of Government officers. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, it seems very strange that at this 
quiet hour in the history of our country, when the fundamental 

rinciples of the American Constitution are accepted all over its 
readth and length, when there is no one so far as I know in this 
body of representative American citizens advocating any policy in 
contravention of the great American doctrine of separation of 
church from state, when there is no propaganda anywhere so far 
as I know which threatens that condition of things which all 
Americans take pride in maintaining—the absolute divorce of the 
one from the other, to hear these solemn warnings and invocations 
uttered in the eloquent language of the Senator from Nebraska to 
fright us from our propriety in dealing simple justice to a class of 
helpless children whose education depends upon the wisdom of 
the American Congress. 

If it be so that our Constitution is framed upon such lines that 
we can not do justice when justice stands plain before our eyes 
and its dictates are unmistakable, we have not builded better than 
we knew, but much worse than we intended. 

Mr. President, I have not one drop of blood in my veins that is 
not Protestant. My education was drawn from Puritan sources. 
But I never learned that this country was laid upon any founda- 
tions less broad and sure than those which meant to deal out exact 
justice and charity to all, and to tolerate the widest difference of 
religious and political thought. 

hat is the proposition before us? It is not to unite church 
and state; if is not to support any policy looking to their union; 
but simply that in passing from an administration of Indian 
schools in what was only a short time agothe far West, we should 
recognize present conditions and seek in establishing absolute 
nonsectarian schools to do no injustice to the work nor to the 
character of the devoted men and women who have given of their 
time and means to do what the Government of the United States 
was unable or unwilling in the past to do. 

It appears now that we are both able and willing, and we are 
to adopt a system of nonsectarian schools. Isay amen toit. It 
is right; butin doing it I should rather forget, I think, that I am an 
American citizen imbued with the principles that lay at the foun- 
dation of our Government if I could not do justice to those who 
are also American citizens and who have been laboring in their 
own way to educate those who, without their efforts, would have 
been bereft of educational advantages. 

So, Mr. President, as I said a moment ago, in a question that I 
asked the Senator from New Hampshire, it is merely whether we 
shall take the risk of doing any injustice to these Indian children 
in passing from this provisional state in which the Government 
of the United States, whether for good reason or for bad reason, 
chose to avail itself of these schools established by Christian men 
and Christian women—whether in passing from that we should 
not only do them injustice, but in the mode of doing it do them 
insult and injury. 

Mr. President, it was no crime, however impolitic it may be, 
and I grant thatit is, to continue these schools, or to continue aid 
tothem. Itwasnocrime to have these children taught even bythe 
Catholic teachers or Baptist teachers or Methodist teachers. They 
were all Christians and they were American citizens, men and 
women both, who were giving their endeavor and making the sac- 
rifice for the great cause of education. 

That there is no danger in adopting this provisiona! arrangement 
contemplated by the Senator from Missouri, but only doing simple 
justice and relieving ourselves from the imputation of a narrow- 
ness and bi that do not belong to the American character, I 
will ask to have read at the desk a passage from the address of 
Archbishop Ireland in yesterday’s Washington Post, which I 
think, on account of the patriotic sentiment, and the eloquent ex- 
pression of it that he has given, ought to be spread upon the rec- 
ord. I will ask the Secretary to read from the heading ‘“‘ Church 
and state.” 





The IDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, 

The Secretary read as follows: 

SPHERES OF CHURCH AND STATE. 

The church izes as her own sphere faith and morals. She possesses 
and claims no mission in civil and political matters. The state ap “+ 
to itself civil and political matters, and assumes no authority in the domain 
of faith and morals. ‘There is no room for conflict between church and state; 


If the church encroaches upon 
her be away. If the state enters into 
of conscience, the proper empire of the church, the appeal is 
and the state is ordered to hold offits hands. There is not an Amer- 

will not say, “ Better obey God than man,” and this is all that Catho- 
would be permitted to say by the Catholic Church. 


both move in separate and distinct epberes. 
the sphere of the state, we should bic 
= sanctu. 


ican 
lics ever 
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Separation of church and state, as we have it in America—church and state 
revolving freely in their separate and distinct spheres. Catholics fall behind 
none of their fellow-citizens in admiring it and demanding its continuance. 
The Catkolic Church wishes no aid from the state in the preoeens of her 
oo. She rests her cause on its truth and beauty. But liberty from the 
state she wishes and clamors for asa sacred and inalienable right; liberty in 
its fullest gifts under the common law of the land; liberty which other asso- 
ciations are enfitled to and receive. Yes, we claim liberty in our religious 
belief and observances, and in the entozment of all our rights of citizenship. 
I am a Catholic, I am a priest and bishop; but I am an American citizen, 
and I must be debarred from no rights or privileges accorded to other citi- 
zens because Iam a Catholic or because I 7 upon me the insignia of m 
pecemene, I can hold office, and I can do work, educational and charitable, 

‘or the state, although I am a Catholic and a priest, and no one in the name 
of liberty shall debar me. 

Se tion of church and state! Most assuredly. The state must not aid 
in the proy tion of the faith of a church, but she must not impede and 


hamper the church in her work and close her out from the necessary oppor- 
= jes to do it 


paration of church and state! Most assuredly again. But let there not 
be, in the working out of this se tion, wild and extreme measu which 
would tend to make society godless and destroy in it all moral life and super- 
natural hopes. Often under cover of se tion of church and state infidelity 
and imploty a are stealthily advancin, their cause. 

My words betray no fear for the future. Americans are a people of sin- 
cere religious convictions and of profound common sense, and they well 
know how to keep church and state separate and yet give liberty its full 
sway and guard religion and morals. 

Mr.GRAY. Mr. President, those utterances would have fallen 
with propriety, and I have heard many such, perhaps not so elo- 
~~ y expressed, from the mouths of Protestant clergymen, 

m men who were high in the priesthood of other than the 
Roman Catholic Church, expressing just that estimate of what 
true Americanism is in regard to church and state; and when it 
falis from the lips of a Roman Catholic bishop it does not cease to 
be true, and it remains true to-day, and thank God there is room 
enough in this country for all denominations, and surely for all 
Christian denominations. 

The amendment expressly declares in the following lan 
the purpose of adherence to this American doctrine so eloquently 
portrayed by the Senator from Nebraska: 

And it is hereby declared to be the settled policy— 

Says the amendment— 
of the Government to make no a pearmtion whatever for the education of 
Indian children in any sectarian just as soon as it is possible for provi- 
sion to be made for their education otherwise; and the Secretary of the In- 
terior is hereby authorized and direci2d to make such provision at the earli- 
est practicable day, not later than July 1, 1898. 

What more do you want than that? Does not that fill the 
measure of American common sense and of American Christian- 
7! should say? 

. President, Protestantism is not bigotry and Christianity is 
not fanaticism. They are both consistent with that broad com- 
mon sense and that true American spirit that I have tried to de- 
scribe and which I have heard d not only in the words of 
ae Ireland, but from the lips of many of our Protestant 

ergymen. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
ask him. a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. If it isso entirely proper and constitutional to 
make provision for sectarian schools, where is the necessity for 
cezsing to make it two years hence? 

Mr. GRAY. I was interrupted by the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. FAULKNER], if the Senator will pardon me, just as he 
was the question. 

Mr. GEORGE. The question I propounded was this: If it was 
so entirely proper and so consonant with American institutions 
and the American Constitution to make re out of the 
public Treasury to sustain sectarian schools, where is the propri- 
<< ceasing to —— that operation in two years? 

. GRAY. Ido not exactly understand the question. Per- 
- that is my fault. 

r. GEORGE. I will . 

Mr. GRAY. It is my fault. 

Mr. GEORGE. I understood the Senator to say that in about 
two years from now we would get out of this system; that we 
would have no more of it. 

Mr, GRORGE. ‘Now, wh getting out of it, if it is 

: ow, why are we out o a 
good thing? 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, no one denies, I do not deny, and 
you, sir, do not deny that education by a Protestant weal, edu- 
cation by a Baptist minister, or education by a Catholic priest is 
better than no education at all, and that the foundations of free- 
dom in this country were not laid in any wise to forbid the Inere 
touch of a Christian minister as if 


ormed, sir, a i 
Tine have carried on a great 
uth, and I have never that any lesson that was wanting 
patriotism was ever inculcated by a clerical teacher of de- 
on. I, sir, have received instruction from clerical 


I teach 
ers. I recollect with ee ee eee 
them of duty not only tomy Creator, but to the country State 


and society in which I live. They came from the lips of cleric) 
teachers, and notwithstanding that Iam not willing that public 
money should be appropriated to pay such teachers, but neither 
am I willing that in the public laws of this country we should 
treat with insult and contumely that portion of our citizenship 
that has devoted itself to preaching the gospel of Christ, whether 
it be in a Catholic cathedral or a Methodist or Baptist or Prespy. 
terian church. - 

No, Mr. President, I do not believe that any such feeling is ¢on- 
sonant with American patriotism anywhere. I know the Sena. 
tor from Nebraska entertains no such feelings; he has disclainiq 
them on the floor, and we all knew that he did not before he made 
his disclaimer. But all I want to say is that the great principle 
: ne of a a forbid us to do simple 

ustice in i arrangement—simple jus- 
tice to both teachers and children. ao 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, I can not consent that my 
silence should even impliediy admit that I disagree with any of 
the genéral statements or p tions of the Senator from Dela- 
ware. I am at a loss to erstand how it was possible that 
anything I said upon this floor aroused him to such a pitch of 
defense of one particular ous denomination, for I said no 
word, I made no tion, which could be claimed as pointed to 
any denomination in the United States. The Senator can vo no 
further than I do in my reverent admiration for the barefoot 
priest with the cross of Christ upon his breast, who has made 
pathways into the wilderness and has spread for many genera- 
tions, aye, for many centuries, the divine doctrine of the lowly 
Nazarene. 

Sir, this is no question, and it can not be c into a ques- 
tion, of ous intolerance. I do not care what may be the 
religious faith, the religious creed, the religious association of 
the man who teaches the Indian children of this country, or who 
teaches my children, but when he teaches them he must be the 
employed officer and the employed agent of the Government 
toward which I contribute my quota of taxation for the support 
of the education of the children of the country. That is al! | ask 
for; all that I insist upon. I will not raise any barrier of religious 
intoleration or of bigotry against the selection of any man, | care 
not what his religious creed may be, or of any woman, to teach 
the Indian wards of the Government of the United States. I 
only insist that he shall teach them in a schoolhouse of the United 
Sovermmauh tunpention, aaniaak ae lapatatoes reguistion a0 

vernmen , su en ation, and 
that the teacher who stands there and teaches Americanism in 
the education of the children of the United States shall stand 

subject to direction of the Government and subject to re- 
moval if he abuses the trust conferred upon him by the United 
States of America. 

I think the Senator from Delaware has been unfortunate in an- 
other respect. I had supposed up to the time he arose that the 
ee of our consideration was as to whether or not by 
this on of ours we would deprive the Indian wards of this (iov- 
ernment of that immediate and necessary support and education to 
which their helpless condition entitles them from us, But the 
Senator from Delaware, it seems to me without warrant, it seems 
to me without excuse, it seems to me without justification from 
any that has been said, stands up here and charges that this 

action of ours, confirming action of the House of 
resentatives, is directed as a reproach against some particular 
institution which has heretofore maintained schov|s for 

the education of our Indian wards. I do not so understand it at 
or implied, on the part of 

is year or any year 

one dollar to assist in the —— of any private or sectarian 
school of the United States. fact that we have done so in the 


immediate or present conver- 
many yearsof deliberate thought, animated 
motives, that having for the 

I will vote moneys of the United 
officered and managed by 

to pursue. Itisa patri- 

insist that it works no 

works no wrong to any 

this Government is big 

all the necessary schoo 

wards of the United 


it, sir, the only question before 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
that the Secretary of the Interior 

t contract schools, thereby show- 

been authorized in the past by the 














Government or availed of by the Government for Inclian educa- 


That the Secretary of the Interior may make contracts with present con 


tract schools education of Indian ils during fiscal 1897, but 
shall ale fx ooh comsracts ot places where nonsectarian schools can not 
be for such Indian children, and to an amount not exceeding 50 per 


cent of the amount so used for the fiscal year 1895. 


That is the amendment the Senator from Nebraska is opposing. 
That phy amendment toward which he has directed his elo- 
den That is the practical question before the 

te, whether we can afford to allow such Indian children as 

can not be with nonsectarian schools to use for one year 

the sectarite coisa, What preventeour doing it? ‘That is what 

a; that is all. prevents our doing i s what 

12k. Not the principle of nonsectarian schools, for I believe in 

it as much as the Senator from Nebraska; no principle of division 

between church and state, because we avow in the amendment 

that hereafter it is— 

settled overnment to make no a) riation whatever 
tor the ott’ Bon of fadian children in any sectarian bchool. 7 

The amendment declares our settled policy; but it is a mere 
question of convenience of administration; it is a mere question 
whether we shall subject these Indian children, or any portion of 
them, to the and to the inconvenience and to the cruelty 
of being turned out without any education, in order that they 
not be continued even for a short time in the sectarian schools 
have been accustomed to attend. 
TT. May I not ask this question: If there is to bea 
t reduction during the year for which this appropriation 

will there not be the same risk of children being 
? 


Ss 


is 
r.G@ 


re 
a 


x 
2 


. Lamafraid so. I should not make a 50 per cent 
I supposed in the collision of opinion that there 
certain concession to this feeling which I can not un- 
, though of course I am bound to respect it because it is 
an opinion uttered by men whom I am bound to respect, but I 
can not understand feeling, agreeing with them as I do that 
there must be an absolute division between church and state, that 
we can not afford, in simple justice, to provide in this temporary 
way during the transition from a provisional system to a perma- 
_—o for the care and custody of these children. 
Isaid nothing about a defense of one denomination or of another. 
I read from the remarks of Archbishop Ireland, because they ex- 


os what I have heard before expressed from cler- 
foals of denominations. We agree with him; the Senator 
from 


Ez 
fj 
: 


. Letthem goon fora year and con- 

the work they have been doing until the United States is 
able to take it entirely into their own hands. That is all there is 
; and what is to prevent it? ; 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, there seems to be no division of 
sentiment here as to the riety of the Government of the 
United States taking charge of In education directly. The 


ony it seems now, whether it can be done properly 
pee. Bs is, whether we can discard the old system of contract 
and the Government can furnish the necessary appliances 
for the education of the Indian children or whether we must by 
—< reach that point. ’ 

. President, a majority of the Committee on Appropriations 
very clearly and conclusively given by the 
believed that it was better to accept the 
bill as it came to us. We brought before 
committee the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, who very 


8 
: 


i 
F 


frankly stated to us, I think, that he could take care of substan- 
tially all the Indian children. I do not believe there would be 
any more trouble in taking care of the Indian children under the 


bill as it came from the other House than under 
amendment now pending. The Committee 
have recommended to the Senate very large 
appropriations for the purpose of meeting 


the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 


{ 
' 


; 


Certainly. 

. PLATT. Will it not be more difficult in taking care of the 
Indian children if 50 per cent is withheld the next year and 50 
Er cut, ie after than if this change is made all at once? 

is the 50 per cent of the children going to be provided for? 
Those are not for by the Government. et 

Mr. It is not 50 per cent of the children; it is 50 


i 
: 


cent for the education of the children. 
That will be taken from certain schools, and 
allowed their whole number, as has always 


schools somewhere must be discon- 
all the schools must be discontinued. 
of Representatives sent us a provision some- 


Kix 
i 


: 
i 
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thing similar to the amendment of the Senator from Missouri, 
which is now pending, providing for a gradual reduction of the 
contract schools and a cessation of the system. The Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs stated to the committee that he did not pro rate 
them in the different schools, but discontinued certain contract 
schools entirely, and in that way he brought himself within the 
provision of the law. That is the way undoubtedly he will do it 
again. If we say we will cut off 50 per cent of the money we 
shall cut off 50 per cent of the children. It seems to me that, 
inasmuch as we are entering upon this system of discontinuing 
and discarding the contract system, it would be better for us to 
seize this question to-day and prepare at once for taking care of 
these children. The Commissioner of Indian Affairs made the im- 
ression, at least upon my mind, that that would be substantially 
one if proper appropriations were made. 

Mr. President, there have been some erroneous statements made as 
to the system of contract schools. It was asserted here by at least 
one or twoSenators thatit originated with President Grant. There 
never was a greater mistake. President Grant had nothing what- 
ever to do with the contract schools, and never made, so far as I 
can learn, any suggestion about them. That statement arises 
from the fact that President Grant thought it would be a good 
thing to allow the peace-loving people of the country, like the 
Quakers and church people, to select the Indian agents. He had 
an idea if they selected the Indian agents from the class of people 
they knew, the universal complaint of robbery, stealing, etc., at 
Indian agencies would cease. So the whole country was parceled 
out by the Secretary of the Interior. He said such an agency 
shall belong to the Methodists, such an agency shall belong to the 

byterians, such an agency shall belong tothe Moravians; and 
I believe a few agencies were allotted to the Catholics, but not, I 
think, in proportion to the number of their membership or their 
zeal in the cause of education. 

It was found this did not work well. The church, in their desire 
to serve some good brother, would recommend people who had 
not the qualifications and who did not and could not make good 
Indian agents, and it was found to be a very bad system. I know 
of instances where designing and bad men even went so far as to 
join the church in order that they might get Indian agencies. 
When it became my duty to administer the law in 1882 the first 
case that came before me was from the State of Colorado, where 
an Indian agent, appointed on the recommendation of one of the 
great curekee of the country, had been caught substantially in 
stealing the supplies which the Government provided for the 
Indians. Having seen for some years the bad effects of this sys- 
tem, I very promptly asked the President to remove the man and 
appoint a man of whom I had personal knowledge, and I did it 
without consulting the churches. As may be supposed, that raised 
something of a storm about my ears; but the church was not the 
church in which I had been brought up and to which my family 
belonged, and I rather got along with that fairly. 

The next case that came was from the Methodist Church, of 
which my wife was a member, and of which my family had been 
members for many years, my father, and my relatives generally. 
While not a member of that organization myself, it was consid- 
ered a very unfair thing for me to thus treat the church that I 
had at least some attachment for, and I received very severe casti- 
gation through the press and through the secretaries, and from 
church people generally, because I had interfered with this valu- 
able system. had taken the advice of the President of the 
Uni States, who had very kindly said to me that if I thought 
it was not a good system I might tear it up by the roots, and I 
had determined to tear it up by the roots, and did tear it up by 
the roots, greatly to the benefit of the public service. 

At that time there was very little interest in Indian education. 
The number of Indians in sdansie was comparatively few to the 





number to-day. Up to that time there had not been very many 
appropriations for Indian schools. About $800,000 of Indian 


money put into the Treasury and made available for 
Indian schools; and that, under the administration of my prede- 
cessor, had been practically paid out. 

I came to Congress for appropriations, having some notions of 
my own, and urged Congress to allow me to take charge of all 
the schools—there were some few contract schools at that time to 
take charge of—and give me money enough to enable me to do so. 
It cost the Government about $150 apiece, from that up to $170, 
to educate the children in its own schools. The good people who 
had established sectarian schools, or church schools, or mission 
schools, or whatever you choose to call them, were able to do this 
work for less; in some instances for as low as $70, and from that 
up to $100 and $108—in that neighborhood. The Department was 
compelled, in order to provide for the Indian children who were 
demanding access to the schools, to make use of these agencies, 
and gradually they began to grow in extent. 

The Catholic Church had had comparatively few schools. I 
knew myself that the Catholic Church had been a very powerful 
agency in the civilization of the Indians. Their order of doing 
business and their methods are much better calculated to get the 
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entire control of the wild people than those of the other denomi- 

nations. They had been successful, and I parceled out to some 
of them at feet the privilege of taking charge of Indian educa- 
tion; and some of the most successful Indian schools in the United 
States have been the Catholic Indian schools. 

I am a little like the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 5 
come of an anti- race, arace which suffered as much 
Catholicism as any race that ever lived an tbe face of te ots 
but I have no prejudice whatever against any organization which 
ne ft and elevate the human race. I can see virtue 
in the Ca schools as well as in the Methodist schools; but, 
Mr. President, I was, as Secretary of the Interior, o and 80 
declared to the committees, to any sectarian sch whatever, 
against any contract schools, beli , a8 was stated here on the 
floor ee that the Government of the United States is rich 
an = strong enough to educate its own children without 

ity of anybody, and be also that the American 
le do not want the Government of the United States to save a 
dollars on the education of the Indians of this country. I be- 
lieved then, as I wanes now, that it is the duty of the Govern- 
ment to take char minaf cbitactecionmantbenmbontioden 
to several Indian. of which the Government has taken 
which are vastly better than any contract schools which have ever 
been conducted by any denomination. I will mention the Carlisle 
Bobosl and the ont at Lawrence, Kans. I might mention a 
dozen others which have been very successful, and even more 
successful than the most successful of the contract sc which, 
LT again repeat, have been, I think, in the hands of the lic 
Church and not in the Protestant churches. 

Mr. CALL. I will ask the Senator if it will be agreeable to him 
to continue his remarks in the morning? 

Mr. TELLER. I only want ny or two more, and I 
prefer to finish what I have to say now. 

I have no omelets to makeof the Catholics. They have pon 

- mm! the Indian a when tof allowing a withdrew 

t the w system, in m pean - any religious 
body to educate these “aithen I believed, as has 
been stated on the floor, that the adoption of tho pending or 
similar amerdment or an adhesion to House provision would 
turn out of the schools or deprive a large portion of the Indian 
children of the benefits and advantages of the oo 
not vote for it; but I believe, and eet believed for many 
that it is the duty of the Governmentto takecharge of ey ican 
and educate the children. Whetherthey be white or black or red, 
ees to 2 of public policy, the duty of educating them 


Mr. President, I come from a State which adopted a free-school 
peatee ere en ane or’s chain put upon an acre 
its land; a school law which has in force ever since, and 
to which no man has ever contributed one cent, exce’ ae cele way = 
taxation; a school law which has, I think, brought 
Colorado into loving communion with the idea that She tate ws is 
bound to educate its children. To such an extent have we e 
in Colorado that not only have we provided that each man 
wane Sie eee Ss De peaks schools, but, if he is too 
life, and the State puts the clothes 
them the books; and no rate bill com 
, that it is the Siat's duty to educate, I am op- 
LB except the State putting out their 
ee meu dren. 


clothe them, the State in nds that its citizens shall have 
ities and benefits of an education no matter what 
eee eee eee ae Se See er 
sommes of tae ¢ dren, white, black, or 
For that reason I have been 


a 

ppropriations w. Committee on Appropriations 
have recommended to the Senate over and above those provided 

by the sane of Representatives if the Senate shall adopt those 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment the Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRELL]. 
nee touiehe,. ea ae 
as there not a quorum ; 
but I should like unanimous consent i the von 
on this t to-morrow, say, at 2 o’clock. 
as ee ms uu can not do that. 
Mr. COC not think that is necessary. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Can we not agree upon an hour 
ae. See It seems to me we ought to dispose of 
maniet ane nh he shad: CERO AOR AEES Sena eee 
etter ha.sceiine unetene Sena 
I suggest that we agree to finish the bill to- 
einenie betenn os hho: 
Mr. CULLOM. The entire bill? 


APRIL 21, 


Me: FEL, Io no rane ome 
r us se of the pen amendm< 
by 2 o’clock, -sgeesing, ta take up the bill immediate! ly after the 


me OO 5 eugene Get in 
we go on in an order] 
Wo.shal tan consusne «giant dent eal less time than, will bo or 
in secure agreements, an: o not think th 
Cees more discussion on the amendment. I = cer 
ee re oe mee Pet pcne 


Mr. PETTIGREW. We may be able to dispose of it earl 


than 2 o’clock to-morrow 
Mr. COCKRELL. With the Senate in the condition it now is, 
I can not consent to a unanimous-consent tt. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. made. 

Mr. TELLER. I offer an amendment to the pending }j!!, to 
come in at the foot of page 79. It is an amendment which is do- 
sired oe on ene and I ask that it may be printed. 

G OFFICER. Theamendment will be receiy od 
and ordered to be printed. 
CONDEMNED CANNON FOR GRANT PARK. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I beg leave to ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of a bill which some of my friends in the Se1.:10 

ly anxious to of now, and which is needed 
is now lying 


The m the table, 
tee bmp ary m the table 
this It is House bill 83 
The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the. Senate the bill 


(a. R. 8313) a, Hook Island, Hy to of a cannon from the Ro. : 
Arsenal, Rock Ill., to Grant Park, in Galena, 1I|,; 
which was read twice b 


its title. 
Mr. HAWLEY. unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
acs ae the Senate in Co! 
no » as mmittee of the 
| to consider the bill. 
The Mili Committee wishes to move an 
brackets on the face of the bill, 
The amendment will be stated. 
to amend the bill, after the 
striking out “and bearing an in- 
of South Carolina in 
commemoration of the 20th day of December, 1860, by citizens 
abroad’”; so as to make the bill read: 
Be ieennated, e6e., That Damen oe praminentent 
cause 
Grant Park, in Galena, Ill.,a 
Tilinois Infan: : Provided, 
jot atesaneas. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
-The bill was Se Oe arenas, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the 
The motion was 
m.) the Senate 
, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


d dire 
Island Arsenal, Rock | Island, ill . 
ess be y the Forty Le 
t the transfer shall made without expense 


adjourn. 
oo and (at 5 o'clock and 30 minutes 
until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, April 21, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. Prayer * 


The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 


a 
vance Mr. Speaker, ask unanimous consent that 


was made for the a of the 
cuaasd tee Friday morning g 
= and Thursday 


Mr. 
the derapicy bill on ‘We 
changed to Tuesday, Wet there are other matters which 
will be considered this week, so that we can not get that bill up. 
Mr. BAILEY. Thenam I to understand that the considerstin 
to be had on Tuesday and Wednesday and tlw vole 


The vote is to be taken immediate!y «{te’ 
. His just the same 


except it is for next 


to that; but I 
im view of the fact 
to me a desire to 


the vote immedi- 
ake later on Thuré 











1996. 


.HENDERSON. Thatcan bearranged afterwards. I think 
aan better allow the order to be transferred one week, and that 


. Iwill say to the gentleman after we make an 





Mr. 
ngement unanimous consent it will then bein the power of 

a to prevent an extension of the time. wis 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will amend my request so that it be that 
the vote be taken on Thursday. We can arrange then at what 
hour it shall be taken. 

The — Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from 

Mr. HEPBURN. I object to the consideration of any bill of 
this character. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, 


. HARDY. Mr. I ask unanimous consent for the 
aul consideration of the bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and di- 


recting the of the Navy to donate one condemned can- 
non and cannon to U. 8. Grant Post, No. 72, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Washington, Ind., Department 
ofthe bill was read, as follows: 


hetak yon yew my beeen Fee geal Are and he is aan au- 


Seuppuamiipte U.S. Grant Fost, Ho. t, drast Army of the 

A oO. y of the 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

after the word “Indiana,” insert the following: 

pe ji Thatin the eens the Secret r ‘of the Na such articles 
can be without det t to the public interests: And provided fur- 
ther, That the United States shall not be subjected to any expense on account 
of such donation.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there abjgetion to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause. | e Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and 


On motion of Mr. HARDY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TRANSFER OF CANNON TO GRANT PARK, GALENA, ILL. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a report, and ask 
for its immediate consideration. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
eo) on the transfer of a cannon from the Rock Island Arsenal, 
, to Grant Park, in Galena, [l.. having had the same under 
consideration, report it favorably with an amendment, as follows: 
—— the transfer shall be made without expense to the Goy- 
ernmen' 
The bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (EL RB. 8313) authorizing the transfer of a cannon from the Rock Island 
¢ ‘Arsenal, Rock Island, fil., to Grant Park, in Galena, Il. 

Be it enacted, That the of War be authorized and directed to 
to be from the Island Arsenal, Rock Island, Ill., to 
Park, in 
of 

citizens 


? 


cause 
Til, a Confederate cannon captured by the Forty-fifth 
an inscription, ‘“‘ Presented to the sovereign 
be at in commemoration of the 2th day of December, 10, 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
RAILROAD BRIDGE AT LITTLE ROCK, ARK. 
Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani nous consent for the 
pe consideration of the bill (S. 1353) to revive and reenact 
act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize the buil of a railroad 
at Little Rock, Ark.,” approved March 2, 1891. 
bill was read, as follows: 
eee the act approved eS petting the little 


over the Arkansas River at a point 
y of Little Rock, in 


State of Arkan 


or assigns: 
shall not be obstructed by 
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On motion of Mr. TERRY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


A. T. HENSLEY. 


Mr. NOONAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of 
A. T. Hensley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and.is hereby, appropriated, out of an 
moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, 
the sum of $422, to be paid by the Secretary of the Treasury to A. T Hensley, 
in full compensation for dressed flooring and rough boards furnished to the 
United States in August, 1865. 

_The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from 
Texas will give a brief statement concerning the bill. 

Mr. NOONAN. The statement is that these parties furnished 
the lumber 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. These bills 
ought to receive the attention of the House. 

Mr. NOONAN. Mr. Speaker, this bill for lumber was incurred 
for the use of the Army of the United States years ago. This 
gentleman was keeping a lumber yard at Lavaca, Tex., and the 
lumber was furnished to an Indiana regiment at that time. It 
has been pending since, and for one reason or another it has not 
been paid. It has now been favorably reported by the committee. 
It is a small amount of money that is due, $400. 

Mr. LOUD. The — is very short. I think it will be well 
to have the report read. 

Mr. NOONAN. The report can be read. 

The report (by Mr. Cooper of Texas) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on War Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7200) 
for the relief of A. T. Hensley, submit the following report: 

Theclaim of A. T. Hensley, late of Lavaca, Tex., against the United States 
for $432 is fora house sold to the United States, and was by order of Col. E. D. 
Swain, nee post, furnished to Lieutenant Zollinger, acting assistant 

nartermaster, the lumber to be used for building bunks for the soldiers of 
the Fifty-seventh Indiana Veteran Volunteer Infantry to keep the men out 
of the mud and water. A committee composed of J. S. McGraw, lieutenant- 
colonel er carenth Indiana; J. E. Loyal, captain of Company G of Twenty- 
eighth Kentucky Veteran Volunteer Infantry, and R. J. Clow, a citizen of 
Lavaca, after examination of witnesses, approved the claim for $42 on No- 
vember 18, 1865. 

This claim was approved by J. Rowan Boone, lieutenant-colonel of Twenty- 
eighth Kentucky Veteran Volunteer Infantry, commanding post of Lavaca, 
and sent him to Joseph Conrad, brevet brigadier-general, commanding at 
Victoria, Tex., and by him sent to D. 8. Stanley, major-general, at San An- 
tonio, who returned the claim with his approval November 28, 1865. 

This claim was presented to the Yor tmermester General United States 
Army for payment by Attorney G. W. Paschal, and he was told that the 
fund from which this claim should have been paid was exhausted. 





[It has 
been presented several times since 1873, and was not paid, as it required an 
Se to be made for its payment. 
our committee, in view of the foregoing statement of facts, recommend 

the passage of the bill with the following amendment: 

In line 6, after ‘‘ Hensley,” insert “ late of Lavaca, 'Tex.” 

The loyalty of Mr. Hensley is established by the testimony of army officers 
stationed at that time in Texas. 


Mr. NOONAN. I trust the gentleman will not object to the 
consideration of the bill. The report, I think, sets out all the 
facts and shows that the party is clearly entitled to the amount 
that he claims. 

Mr. DINGLEY. One suggestion. Why was not this paid in 
the regular order? It seems to have been approved by the officer 
in command—by the quartermaster. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. There was no appropriation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any question of the loyalty of the 
claimant? 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. None at all. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It seems on the face of it that this was an ac- 
count that might have been presented to the Quartermaster- 
General. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. It was presented and allowed, but 
there were no funds to pay it. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is all right, then. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. NOONAN, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS AND BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 
resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 
A bill (H. R. 365) to fix the date of the discharge of Thomas 
J : 


[After a pause.) The 


A bill (H. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 


Schilling; sik 
A bill (S. 744) providing for a naval training station on the 
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island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in the harbor of San 
Francisco, Cal., and for other Png me 

A bill (S. 69) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to set- 
tle the claims of the legal representatives of 8. W. Marston, 
late United States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for 
services and expenses; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863; 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to appoint four members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 163) to amend the act approved Au- 
gust 1, 1894, making appropriations for fortifications and other 
works of defense, etc. 


SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the bill (S. 2848) to amend section 
4of an act entitied ‘An act making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
80, 1895,” approved August 18, 1894, was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Irrigation of Arid Lands. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 con- 
demned cannon and 100 cannon shot to the Grand Army of the 
Republic Cemetery Association of Colorado. : 

e bill was read, as follows: 

Ke it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to deliver to the Grand Army of the Republic Ceme- 
tery Association of the State of Colorado, for ornamental uses in its burial 
ground, 4 mounted condemed cannon and 4 unmounted condemned cannon 
and 100 >-pound or 8?-pound round cannon shot: ided, t the same can 
be spared without de mt to the service and that no expense is thereby 
incurred by the Government. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera*ion 
of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker,I desire just a minute for discus- 
sion upon this bill. I am in favor of the passage of the bill, but I 
want to make a suggestion to the House. Iaformation comes to 
me, which I have not verified, that there are plenty of condemned 
cannon at the various navy-yards, most of them, perhaps, at 
Mare Island, to meet the demand for monumental tee gem gen- 


‘erally throughout the country. Gentlemen understand that the 


ordnance which we have had fore is practically of no account 
except as old iron, and that it would be an expense to the Govern- 
ment even to get ridofit. Now, most of us have Grand Army posts 
that are pressing us to secure for them condemned ordnance for 
monumental purposes, and gentlemen are urgent here every morn- 
ing to get unanimous consent for bills of that character. I know 
I would be glad to get unanimous consent for one or two such 


Now, m cnngecien is that, by unanimous consent, a resolution 
be vebeeel to the Committee on Naval Affairs and one to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, which will practically exhaust 
this whole subject, give us some idea of the supply of this con- 
demned ordnance that is on hand, and make some apportionment 
of it in an omnibus bill, thus disposing of the whole matter and 
getting it off our minds and off our oe and if the Speaker will 

ize me for the purpose, I will, later on, offer a resolution 
for reference to those committees, directing them respectively to 
make +icr and report touching this subject. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. — I am informed by the gentleman 
from California, Mr. HiLBorN, that there is a very large supply 
of cannon at the Mare Island Navy-Yard that are not even wor 
breaking up; that is, the Government can not afford to ship them 
to the points where it would be necessary to send them in order to 
break them - The cost of shipping those cannon to points in 
the East would, perhaps, be more a good many Grand Arm 
posts would be willing to bear, but the cannon are there practi- 
cally useless and more than sufficient in quantity to fill every re- 
quirement of the bills that have been heretofore reported. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. er, has unanimous consent 
been given for the consideration of this bill? 

The SPEAKER. It has, : 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I would like to have the bill again re- 


rted. 
PThe bill was read as above. 
Mr. RICHAR N. od object in asking to have the bill read 
was to find out whether it contained the provision that the 
ee should be put to no expense in connection with the 
matter. 
aing sngyreonvd, is weancouritenhy read the tind tne, Sakae, 
e ssed, it was acco e e, an 
On motion of Mr. SHAPROTE. a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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NORTHERN PACIFIC INDEMNITY LANDS, 


Mr. TOWNE. Mr. a I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4974) for the relief of set- 
tlers on the Northern Pacific indemnity lands. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That those persons wae, after the 15th day of August 
in the year of our Lord 1887, and before the Ist day of January, in the yea: 
1889, settled upon, improved, and made final on lands in the so-called 
second indemnity belt of the Northern Cc Company's grant 
under the homestead and preemption laws of the United States, or their 
heirs, may transfer their said entries from said tracts to such other vacant 
surveyed Government land in compact form and in legal subdivisions, sy}. 
ject to entry under the homestead and mption laws, as they may select, 
and receive final certificates and receipts thereof, in lieu of the tracts proved 
up on in said belt by the respective claimants: Provided, That such transfor 
of entry shall e and completed within two years trom the date of the 
goasnge of Sip act, and Be so made in person claimant, or, in case of 

—_. by his legal representative, and without intervention of agent or 


a 
. Be essing misite qualifications under the 
homestead and preem laws, who, Loeieens said Ith day +f Angust, ee 
u roved, an 
lived six months upon in said second indemnity belt, ving made ailing 
or entry of the same, and who, for any reason other than voluntary aban. 
donment, failed to e ereon, may, within two years after the pas. 
sage of this act, transfer their claims to any vacant vernment 
land subject to entry under the h laws, and proof therefor 
in the same way as proof might have been made for their nal entries 
oo Ev eemne Seas ; and in making such proof credit shal! be given 
for the amount of their improvements u their claims in said indemnity 
belt as if the same had been made upon claims to which the transfer js 
made. Payment for such final selections shall be made as under existing 
laws. =e eevee of this act shall be carried into effect under such rules 
and regulations as may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object until I can hear 
an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. TOWNE. The report is very brief and I will ask that it be 


read. 
The report (by Mr. W1ison of Idaho) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred House bil! 4974, 
submit the following report: 
On Ma t resolution gave to the Northern Pacific 


Railroad Company an yaaitioual, or second, oa? limit of 10 miles. 


In . gave an opinion 
that the company was not entitled to additional 10-mile limit, and that 
the: h and preemption entry. 
On January 17, 1888, Attorney-General Garland rendered an opinion over- 
ruling the posreneny gee Ses 0 oe y to be entitled to the additional 
eee belt, the Supreme Court (36 Fed. Rep., 282) has sustained that 

on. 


t this decision of the Attorney-General was not delivered to the local 
land office at St. Cloud, Minn., until some time in November, 1888. 
lands to entry, and in many cases during 
the -General’s opinion and its receipt 
at the St. Cloud land office, hundreds of went upon these lands, male 
homestead and preemption entries, resided the necessary length of time, 
made improvements, and either received final receipts or were prevented 
from doing so by reason of the opinion of the Attorney-General before men- 


The object of this bill is to afford relief to both classes of these settlers 
that were thus injured—those who had made final proof and those who had 
not. The formerare permitted to transfer their entries to other vacant (iov- 
ernment land sub; to ane oo that such transfer be made within 

from the either the claimant himself 
or, in case of his death, by bis legal ve. Those who failed to make 
final proof are permitted to transfer their claims to any remaining Govern- 
ment land subject to entry,and prove up on the same as they mig!it have 


done in the case of the entry, receiving credit also for the improve- 
inggts mate.ce Re cee claim. 
The act is to be out under regulations prescribed by the Secretary 


Mr. TOWNE. Mr. Speaker, the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office and the Secretary of the Interior are both favorable 
to the of this bill with an amendment which I have sent 
to the Clerk’s desk, as indicated by the letters which I have here. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman please put those letters 
into the REcorD? 


: . Will the gentleman kindly have the letters 
read from the desk, as this is rather an important matter’ 

Mr. TOWNE. ; 

The letters were read, as follows: 
— ee Washington, D. C., March 23, 1806. 


Sir: Ibave joatneninge the reference from the Department 
for report, of a ofa hwy 753 1 ete Solio of settlers on North- 
ern Pacific pptomatey Sands. 

The text of the bill is as 


» 
and House of Representatives of the United States 
who, after the 1ith day 
‘ore the Ist day of January, 
f of lands in the 


| 
| 


Company's 

cent under the homestead and laws of the United States, or 
heirs, may transfer their entries from said tracts to such other 
vacant eurreyed Government land in compact form and a egal 2000. 
su to en’ preem ws, as they may Se 
isc and receive final certideatos and recs therefor, in lieu of the tracts 
proved up on in said belt by Sapiived chtkstante: Provided, That such 


> 











shall be made and completed within two years from the 
transfer of entry of this act, and be so made in person b: the claimant, or 


his legal representative, and without the intervention of 


agent oF, hateli professin uisite cations under the home- 
stented preemption ae who, be een the 15th day of August, 1887, and 
said Ist day of January, ,in good faith settled upon, improved, and lived 
six months upon land in said second indemnity belt, having made filing or 
entry of the Someke pt eee a yy Ge 
ne Bor claim -to any Vacant surveyed Government land 


under the homestead and make proof therefor in the 
ject eel might have been made for their original entries had the 
; and in making such proof credit shall be given for the 
their claims in said indemnity belt as if 
claims to which the transfer is made. 
ions shall be made as under existing laws. The 
of this act shall be carried into effect under such rules and regu- 
eens of the Interior.” 


that when the line ot the Northern 


entry. eens year limits, 
mile first indemnity limits, and the 40-mile or second indemnity limits. 
Tighe Some eter ebro ecg veh 
was one jem ween the 20 an mile 
authorized by law within which the Northern Pacific Company could 
\ands losses within the primary its. 
had applied for and selected lands within the second indem- 
decision of the Secretary aforesaid and in pursu- 
given the local land officers in relation thereto, 
upon and entered, an¢ some made proof and pay- 
or applied for. 
determined that the font resolution of May 31, 1870, 
second indemnity belt. L. D., 13.) Therefore, all set- 
indemnity belt after a proper applica- 
e any were illegal. and all 
entries made of the lands were subject to cancellation, and most, if not all, of 


October 1, 1890 (26 Stat., 647), Congress passed an act authorizing certain 
tries of these lands between August 15, 1887, and 

fanuary 1, ae transfer their entries and claims to other vacant surveyed 
t subject to entry under the homestead and preemption 

laws, but provided that the transfer should be made within one year from its 


EE 
i 
3 


| 


il 


Bea 
a 


k: 
: 
: 
E 
i 


f 
: 
E 
i 
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passage. 

The is an extension of the time allowed by 
the act of 1, for e ti er of said entries and claims for two 
years from its it become a law. 

As the passage of the bill could not interfere with the rights of or in any 
manner other persons, and might afford relief to meritorious entry- 
men who to avail themselves of the privileges conferred by the act of 


Jase Re segeceeee Soins Secoming a law. 
copy of the bill and the letter of the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Lands, House of Representatives, are herewith returned. 

Very respectfully 


; 8. W. LAMOREUX, 
Commissioner. 
The honorable SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, March 28, 1896. 
Srr: Ihave the honor to hand you herewith a rt from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office on H.R. 4974, “ for the relief of settlers on 
Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands.” 


‘ 


In addition to what the Commissioner has said, I desire to our atten- 
tion to the fact between August 15, 1887, and Jan 1, 1889, the land 
fad Company wa NEE cctiiot Geen ley parsons cocking to exaeire 

was se upon Trsons acquire 

homes on fille domain and unless ican te mando to a that per- 
sons who upon said lands between the dates mentioned can not com- 
to the lands which they are seeking to acquire because of the deci- 


plete 

aoe Department holding that the joint ‘resolution of May 31, 1870 

Provihed ae 8 indemnity belt, I can see no reason for the 20 

authorizes SEEENGh econ’ the tarcttory te qoahion tekwreen 
u e uestion w 

August 15, ihr and 1, 1889, TD treasfor thetr entrice or claims to omy 

ject to entry under the homestead laws. It 


is I think, this right should be extended only to those persons 
whose Were affected decision of the De ment of Janeary 1, 
1889, rf Sonal are not enabled to perfect title to their lands, 
and recommend that the bill be amended so as to comply with this 


JNO. M. REYNOLDS, 
Acting Secretary. 


an amendment yesterday at the Department which 
covers that and to which I have no ehjection. 
The was read, as follows: 
m8 No shall be entitled to the relief herein granted who may 
upon any of said second indemnity lands and who can 
same and patent therefor under the general land 


Speaker, I desire now to ask that the unan- 
uested be made applicable to Senate bill 
use bill (H.R. 4974) be substituted there- 
chairman of the Committee on Public 
tion in that connection. 

tleman from Minnesota asks that the 
consideration of the pending 
ing Senate bill indicated by him, 

Senate bill to be read. 

4LIN. I should like to inquire whether the bill of 

contains the amendment suggested by the Interior De- 


The Senate bill covers in a general way the 
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same ground as the House bill; but the provisions of the F.ouse 
bill are considered by the settlers concerned much preferable to 
those of the Senate bill and are so regarded by the committee. It 
is now desired as a matter of parliamentary procedure to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the Senate bill and substitute 
the House bill, in order to facilitate the passage of the measure 
through the two Houses. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Then, as I understand, it is proposed to in- 
corporate the amendment which has been suggested by the Inte- 
rior Department? 

Mr. LACEY. That amendment is not in the Senate bill as it 


stands. 

Mr. DINGLEY. AsI understand the request of the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. ae is that the Senate bill be taken 
up and the provisions of the House bill as amended by the com- 
mittee be substituted for those of the Senate bill, for the sake of 
the parliamentary position which the bill will thereby gain. 

Mr. TOWNE. That is it precisely. 

Senate bill No. 2221, for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pa- 
cific Railroad indemnity lands, was read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? The Chair hears none. The gentleman from Minne- 
sota moves to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert 
the provisions of the House bill with the third section as reported 
to the House. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

The Senate bill as amended was ordered toa third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TOWNE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


ELECTION CONTEST—RINAKER VS. DOWNING, 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. I desire to submit a report of a ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections No. 1, in the case of Rinaker 
vs. Downing, from the Sixteenth Congressional district of Illinois. 
I am also directed to ask that the minority of the committee be 
allowed to file their views in this case on or before Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee in this case will 
be printed. The gentleman from Illinois asks that the minority 
of the committee have leave to file their views on this case not 
later than Monday next. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The resolutions appended to the report of the committee are as 
follows: 

Resolved, That Finis E. Downing was not elected a member of the House of 
Representatives of the Fifty-fourth Congress from the Sixteenth Congres- 
sional district of Ninois, and is not entitled to the seat 

Resolved, That John I. Rinaker was elected a Representative to the Fifty- 


fourth Congress from the Sixteenth Congressional district of Illinois, and 
that he is entitled to the seat. 


ELECTION CONTEST—GOODWYN VS. COBB, 


Mr. DANIELS. I desire to call up the contested-election case 
of Goodwyn vs. Cobb, from the Fifth Congressional district of 
Alabama. 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions reported by the committee 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That James E. Cobb was not elected a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Con asa Representative of the Fifth Congressional district of the State 
of ‘Alabama, at the election held in said district on the 6th day of November, 
1894, and is not entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress as such Rep- 
resentative. 

Resolved, That Albert T. Goodwyn was elected a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Con as the Representative of the Fifth Congressional district of the State 
of Alabama, at the election held in said district on the 6th day of November, 
1804, and is entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress as such Repre- 
sentative. 

Mr.DANIELS. Mr.Speaker, it has been agreed with the minor- 
ity of the committee that an hour and a half may be occupied by 
them in addressing the House, and the same time by the majority 
of the committee, and that the time on the part of the minority 
be controlled by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] 
and the time on the part of the majority by myself. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the proposition is 
that an hour and a half be allowed each side fcr the discussion of 
this case—— ; 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. And that the case then be voted on. 

Mr. DANIELS. The time on the part of the minority to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BarTLeTT] and on 
es of the majority by myself. 

e SPEAKER. Is there objection to the arrangement pro- 


posed? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I hope that our side will not be 
confined to an hour and a half. Originally there was an un- 
derstanding that we were to have more time. So far as I am 
concerned, I should be satisfied with the arrangement, but the 
gentleman from Alabama, Judge Cobb, who will conclude the 
argument on our side, will probably desire more time than he 
could have under the arrangement pro’ d. The original prop- 
osition, which I understood was for a time acceptable to the chair- 
man of the committee and members on the other side, was that 
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three hours be allowed on each side for the discussion. I hope 
the House will not limit us to an hour and a half. 

Mr. DANIELS. When the previous arrangement was made it 
was understood that the minority of the committee desired to ad- 
dress the House. We were informed afterwards that they did 
not desire to do so, and then an hour on each side was suggested 
as a sufficient time. This morning a further conference has taken 
place and on the part of the minority an hour and a half was re- 
quested, and that we have conceded. Llobject to any further time. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the proposition of the 
os from New York [Mr. DAniELs], that the debate on 

case be limited to an hour and a half on each side? 

Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is oak. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
DanIzLs] Las to do is to move the previous question at the end of 
three hours. 

Mr. DANIELS. Very well; Igivenotice that when three hours 
— — been occupied I shall move the previous question and 
ask a vote. 

I yield three-quarters of an hour to my colleague, Mr. Royse. 

. ROYSE. Mr. 8 , this case is somewhat voluminous, 
and it will be impossible to cover it fully in detail in the three- 
marters of an hour allotted to me for discussion. I have there- 
ore been compelled to condense what I shall say, but hope to be 
able to convince you that the judgment of the majority of thecom- 
mittee with reference to the question presented is a correct judg- 
ment. 

Before going into the evidence relating to the various pre- 
cincts involved in this contest, allow me to make a few remarks at 
the ons one or two technical questions raised by the con- 
testee w bear directly upon the case, and of course if he is 
correct in them it ends the case and he is entitled to the seat. 

He insists that the record of the vote of the precincts, the record 
fn ag evidence before us of the — of voters and poll 

, are not properly before the ittee on Elections and 
therefore not ea before the House for consideration. He 
maintains that there is no law in Alabama making these things 
of record or authorizing them or authenticated transcripts of the 
same to be introduced in any court or body where a controversy 
arises. It will be seen, therefore, thatif that position is a correct 
one we have no evidence in the record of the vote of the various 
precincts in that Congressional district, and hence we can not 
make any calculations at all with respect to it. 

Now, the law of Alabama authorizes the registration of voters. 
It provides for an original list to be made by the registrar of the 

, and the registrar 
each voter as he appears before him in a book provided for that 
pur . Atthe nning of the list is the oath to be taken by 

voter, and at the end is thecertificate of the registrar. When 
the list is completed he returns it to the bate judge of the 


the law under which we are o 


APRIL 21, 


ing—the law of the Unit.4 


States—authorizes a notary public who takes the deposition in ;\.. 


e@ 


icular matter to subpoena the custodian of any recor ; 
ibited, to receive certified copies of any public record: 4). | 
if 6 deus net a0 autheriae then Ongoems oviden 
lict in its duty, and has left the 
dence with but meager power and 


) 


tl has been dk re- 
ublic who takes the ey;- 
mited authority to pro- 


cure that which is the best evidence in the matter. 


But, Mr. 


best can to a rule is, What is 
the on of such a rule? 

not put an extreme 

We can go to those cases 

rule were adopted, it would 

from a Congressi:1)4] 

hand. In Lowndes 

the officers made a mistake 

Mr. Cobb 240 votes more than 

can not go back and take the 

to correct that mis. 

Now, we do that? Shall we 
prevent us from going to tho 

the true vote of a precinct and corre: t- 


i and 
a mistake of this character made in the returns? [ need not 
further than this—but there is another case in point. [n the 


committee in that case, after in 
. The majority of the 


Mr. Craig contested the seat from the 
The contestee was Mr. Shelley. The 


@ unanimous 


vi out nearly §.000 
Craig, who was honestly elected, and gave 


defea % 
the seat to Mr. Shelley, who was not honestly elected. 
Saimin 


the 
to those incts and take the vi 
of tne cestion eiheate 3 


time refused 


we could not go back 
returned and the certifi- 
officers in order to ascertain what was the 
. How would it be possible for us to 

y elected? But the committee at that 


to adopt that rule, and adopted the other on. s» 


and right, and went back and counted 


these returns, took the-certificates of the returning officers, and 
when they came to count the votes over, in that way they seated 


Oe 


iving him a majority of 3,459, when the returns 
was defeated by 2,721. 


But this question is really settled now in another case in the 


down on the record the name of | Fiftieth Congress, where 


contest was between Mr. Duffy 
put a number of witnesses upon 


stand who said they voted for him. He introduced « si‘li- 
cient number of these witnesses to overcome the majority that 


county. The probate judge of the county then takes the list and | f 
from that mule 


up another list, putting down all of the voters 

registered in their alphabetical order. The statute, therefore, pro- 

vides for the making of two original lists, the one by the regis- 

trar himself, which is an original list, and then the other, an 

list, made by the probate judge, which is also an 

list, and is to be certified to b the probate judge. After 

the probate ay Hinge hy bvwady mg alphabetical order he is 

required by of Alabama to make out a correct copy of 

the same for each and deliver it to the judge and inspect- 
ors of election of 


precinct. 
Now, it is objected that these lists are not required by the law | 
of Alabama i 


and are not rly before us. This matter has 
been discussed at length in the 
majority of the commi 
it. The statute of State of Alabama expressly provi 
these lists (and I may add here that after the election is 
over and the votes counted, and the certificates of the returns of 
the election are made the lists and the registration lists 
are all returned to the ae, ae Bee Se oe 
these shall be in office; that a ee 
t of the entire — or State be open to 
by any voter who to them. 


‘true that in no express language is 
public records. It is true that there is no express direc- 


are 
tion to the j of probate that he shall make out or cop- 
ies of them w shall be t evidence in a judicial - 


there should be an express 


Mr. he did not go to the 
and a majority of 

to consider the evidence that 

was honestly elected, 

men who said they had 

ia You must go to the record; ” 

record of these votes is 

say to one man who comes 

ou can not be heard be- 

* and then when he 

and say, “ record is not ad- 

of logic we are asked to believe in in 


urged by Mr. Cobb, 
of the State of Alabama are 
uestion as to whether they 

which they stand, for the con- 

shall constitute a legal voter, 

that he reside within the 

residence in the pre- 

the legislature may 

increase it, but that they 

beyond three months. Then another prov 
legislature may pass res)> 

registration laws 

time a man shall 


books for registt’- 
May da continue 
ee srorties that 
the registration shall 
no registration after 
of age between the 
. ‘Those may be res 
of the reg- 

ior to the 

shall not 
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& mistake made in adding up the precincts in Lowndes County, 
and Mr. Cobb was given 240 more votes than he actually received. 
By deducting this mistake fram Mr. Cobb’s vote it leaves his ma- 
jority on the face of the returns 508. The contest relates to the 
vote returned from three precincts in Macon County, namely, 
Tuskegee, Cotton Valley, and Honeyeut, also to seven precincts 
in Lowndes County, namely, to wit: Benton, Church Hill, Gor- 
donville, Haynville, Lowndesboro, St. Clair, and White Hall: also 
to two precincts in Autanga County, namely, Statesville and Days. 

The report of the majority of the committee covers all these pre- 
cincts in detail. In nearly all of them more or less fraud was dis- 
covered which led to a deduction of 2,866 votes from the total 
given to Mr. Cobb on the face of the returns. Ashe had only 50S 
majority to begin with, his majority is completely wiped out, and 
in its stead one of 2,358 is substituted for Mr. Goodwyn by this 
finding. It is my a now to show that the majority of the 
committee had reached the correct conclusion. But let me assure 
you that I shall not attempt to run through all these precincts, for 
that would consume more time than is allotted to me. All that is 

uired is that enough of the returns in favor of Mr. Cobb be cast 
aside by reason of fraud to elect Mr. Goodwyn. The size of Mr. 
Goodwyn's majority is not very important when you are once 
satisfied that he is elected. 

Let us make some comparisons between various portions of the 
district. We have seen that it was composed of 9 counties. 
The contest is about the returns from 3 of these. No objection is 
ur, against the returns from the other 6. 

e returns from these 6 uncontested counties gave Cobb 5,727 
votes and Goodwyn 9,339, a majority for Goodwyn of 3,612. 

The other 3 counties to which the contest relates by the returns 
gave Cobb 4,924 and Goodwyn 564. Here in these 3 counties, 
where a majority of the voters are colored, Cobb comes within 
800 of getting as — votes as he received in all of the other 6, 
where a majority of the voters are white. Hereisacircumstance 
that throws great suspicion on the returns from these 3 coun- 
ties. Just why in the white counties Cobb should receive only 
40 per cent of the white vote and none of the negro vote, and 
then all the white vote and 90 per cent of the colored vote in the 
3 counties where the negro vote largely predominates we would 
like to have explained. No such explanation is given us in the 
record. 

Let us now take up Macon County and make a comparison of 
the vote in the contested precincts with that in those where no 
contest is made. I have already said to you that only 3 precincts 
in this county are contested. Im these by the returns Cobb gets 
768 votes and Goodwyn 9 only. 

Why Cobb let these 9 votes get away from him is something I 
can not explain. Lest you might think he was not vigilant, let 
me say that these 9 votes slipped through his fingers in 1 precinct. 

@ goose to his credit in each one of the other 2 
precincts. Frem ‘hens doen Mr. Cobb get this large vote? The 
census informs us that in these 3 precincts there are 306 
white and 1,307 colored voters. The proof shows that Mr. Goed- 
wyn did not have a representative favorable to him in either of 
the election boards of these precincts. There are 7 other precincts 
in this county. On the election board of each of these precincts 
Mr. had a friend. Now, let us look at the returns from 
these precincts—Cobb, 267; Goodwyn, 141. 

In these precincts there are 655 white voters and 1,447 colored. 
Here Mr. Cobb fails in getting 388 of the white votes and gets none 
of the colored. He gets but about one-third of the white vote and 
none of the colored. Inthe other 3 precincts he gets all of the white 
vote ana 462 of the colored—about one-third of the entire colored 
vote of these 3 precincts. Can anyone tell why in 3 precincts he 
gets all the white votes and 462 negro votes besides, and in the 
other 7 only gets one-third of the white vote and not a single colored 
vote? This occurs all in the same county. Now, you are asked 
to believe that the election in this county was square and honest 
in the face of this unaccountable condition of things. 

I want you now to go with mé to Lowndes County. In this 
county there are 1,078 white voters snd 5,422 colored. Yet in this 
county there is returned for Cobb 3,276 votes and for Goodwyn 
-— 1 Cobb must therefore receive all the white vote and in 

2,200 negro votes. No explanation is given as to why he 
receive such a large negro vote in this county. 

But this is not all. There are 20 precincts in this county. In 
9 of them Goodwyn had no representative on the election board. 
In these 9 incts 2,722 colored votes and 267 white votes were 
— returns give Cobb 2,777 votes and Goodwyn only 13. 

order to make this Cobb must receive all the white votes and 
2,410colored. But now let us look at the other tt precincts, where 
Goodwyn had a friend on each board. In these 11 precincts there 
are 711 white votes and 2,500 colored. Yet the returns show that 
Cobb gets only 229 votes and Goodwyn 176. Here Cobb gets less 
one-third of the white vote—482 out of the 711 white people 
refuse to vote for him, and he is not able to induce even a single 
colored person to vote for him. Can anyone explain why in the 9 
precincts he should receive all the white vote and 80 per cent of 
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the colored, and in the other 11 get less than 30 per cent of the 
white vote and not a single colored vote? You are asked to be- 
lieve that this unaccountable thing actually happened, and that 
the election in this whole county was honest and fair. If Mr. 
Cobb was a man of such wonderful strength and popularity as to 
be able to carry all the white votes and over 80 per cent of the 
negro votes in 9 precincts, why is it that in the other 11 he gets 
no colored votes and but less than 30 per cent of the white votes? 
No explanation is offered and none can be conceived. 

In 8 of the precincts of this county not a single vote is returned 
for Goodwyn. In 5 of these, where there are only 179 white votes 
all told, the returns give Cobb 1,848 votes and Goodwyn none. 

We have seen that in 11 of the precincts Cobb lacked 482 of re- 
ceiving all the white votes in these precincts. There are only 
1,078 white votes in the county; this would leave him only 596 
white votes, so that he really gets but about five-ninths of the 
white votes of the county. e residue of his majority of 3,276 re- 
turned for him in this county must come from the colored vote. 

Let us now go to a few of the precincts. I say a few of them, 
because it would consume too much time to review all of them. 
Besides, it would not be a for all that you desire is that 
we go far enough to show that Mr. Cobb was not honestly elected 
and that Goodwyn was. 

Some of the evidence ht forward by contestant tending 
to — the returns from these precincts is from persons pres- 
ent at the polling places and who state that a much smaller num- 
ber of persons actually voted than are returned by the officers of 
the election. Other evidence is introduced tending to show that 
many persons on the poll list did not vote; that the names of dead 
and absent are returned as having voted. We also have 
some proof that only the white voters were the supporters of Mr. 
Cobb, while the returns show that he received a large negro vote. 
Other proof discloses that but a small number of the negroes either 

tered or voted. 

he contestee presents witnesses who contradict this and say 
that all who are reported as voting did actually cast their ballots; 
that large crowds were at the polling places, and that the negroes 
in mass were supporting Mr. Cobb, and in some instances with 
much enthusiasm. Here is a direct conflict in the evidence. I 
shall not go into a discussion of this evidence further than to state 
that the witnesses for the contestant were at the polls for the 
_— purpose of learning the number of voters; t this was 
their special business, and that their attention was given to noth- 
ing else, while, on the other hand, the witnesses for contestee had 
no such purpose in view. They were not at the polling places for 
the purpose of ascertai the number of voters, and their atten- 
tion was not specifically ted to that subject. It is evident, 
therefore, that their statements are not so reliable as those made 
by the witnesses for the contestee. 

But we can settle this question without weighing the evidence 
of the witnesses arrayed on either side of it. ere are things ap- 
parent on the face of the registration and poll lists which are not 
contested, and which seem to be incontestible, and by which 
fraud in these precincts is established beyond doubt. I will first 
take up the precincts of Macon oo e three contested pre- 
cincts in this county gave Cobb 769, wyn 9. 

If these ts are thrown out Mr. Goodwyn is elected by a 
majority of 261. 


Let us take them up in order: 
TUSKFGEE NO. 1. 


This ve Cobb 426, Good 
175 white, 224 colored, and 86 color not 


9. This is made up of 
own. 
, Walker and Grimmet, swear that they were at the 


persons 
polls for the p of counting all the negroes who voted and 
remained there a They say that thenumber was42. Thirty- 
six names on the poll list as voting are not found on the 
tion list. Thirteen names appear on poll list two and 
times. Twenty-nine persons whose names are on the list swear 
they did not vote. 

were two boxes at this precinct. Box No.1 (Record 119) 
shows that from No. 167 to No. 194 the voters are put down in 
alphabetical order, In box No. 2, from Nos. 127 to 151, they voted 
in alphabetical order, and the strange thing about it is that oer 
took box No. 1 and ran down in alphabetical order to “ L,” 
then they commenced on box No, 2 with ‘‘ M,” and continued in 


al , 

ow, let me call attention to Cotton Valley precinct. In this 
precinct Mr. Cobb gets 287 votes and Mr. Goodwyn none. Eutetr. 
six persons whose names are on the poll list swear that they 
not vote. -seven names on the poll list are not found on 
the registration Mr. Lynch, who was at the polls all day for 
the purpose of counting the persons who entered the 

> —e there were but 42 persons who voted. 

made and furnished by the judge of probate 
names. The registration list made by peed pray 
tains only 30 names. Yet the judge must get his 
precinct registrar's list. I want to refer to another thing 


APRIL 21, 


erence to this precinct. One hundred and eighty persons are ro. 
— to have voted at this precinct in the precise order in which 
Mow we will go toH t precinct, Macon Co 
ow we go oneycw i unty. 
the vote is 106 for Cobb and nothing for Goodwyn. Forty.” 
sons on the poll list are not registered. Several witnesses wo) 
acquainted with the precinct have examined the poll list and ayo 
unable to recognize a single name from No. 58 to No. 104, being 
46 names. Mr. Covington hunted two days and could not find , 
singleone of thesemen. William Pierce, a Democrat, and a });;\\¢ 
in whose hands was placed a su for the persons bearing 
these names, searched three days the precinct and could 
not find one of them. And when Mr. Cobb comes to offer his eyj. 
dence in contradiction of the evidence of the contestant he can 
not find a single one of these men in the precinct. 

Now we will go to Lowndes os take up Benton pre- 
cinct No.1. There are returned from precinct 311 votes, al) 
for Cobb. There are two lists, one made by the pre- 
cinct registrar and the other by the probate judge. The ona 
made by the registrar has 203 names upon it. Remember, it js 

resumed that tl of the — registered the men as 

ey came to him without any reference to alphabetical order. 
yet upon his list there are 33 names in alphabetical 
order. Then the judge of probate, without any authority in the 
world, adds to this registration list 123 names. No persons bear- 
ing these names can be found in the sae ange The contestant 
produces a number of witnesses who testify that they are well 
acquainted with the voters of the and do not knowa 
single person bearing any of these 123 names. in, Mr. Cobb, 
when he comes to reply to that evidence, can not find one of these 
men, and does nct uce one. Now go toChurch Hill precinct 
No. 2, Lowndes County. Here are 278 votes for Mr. Cobb and 2 
for Mr. Goodwyn, ng a total of 280 votes. We have in the 
record two registration lists, one the original made by the rezis- 
trar and one made by the probate judge. The list prepared by 
the registrar shows only 32 names—— 

{Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DANIELS. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. ROYSE. I refer to only one more precinct—Hayne- 
ville precinct, Lowndes County. are 611 votes, and they are 
all returned for Mr. Cobb. We have the two registration lists, 
one by the registrar of the precinct and one by the probate judge. 
The original contains 493 names, 22 bein in August. 
In the hands of the probate =o list grows to 501, 

go conf the precinct reg- 

this, the judge of probate adds 118 

Ate of supplement to the list. No persons bear- 

these addi eaat names are known to anyone in the precinct. 
,& Democrat and a constable, who had a subpcena for the 
unted through the precinct dili- 


1 list are not 
bl bL of 6.” bet in ; ; om they are 
voted in blocks—not “‘ blocks of 5. irregular blocks. Let 

ustrations: Here is the first block, starting 
mse oe down to 47. The persons in 
v atonce. Then there is a skip 
with 64 we have 6 more voting in a 
; then there is a block of 3 

, a block of 5 is voted. Next 

of 3, next a block of 7, next a 

a block of 24, next a block 

the entire list. 

that I might run through, but it 

0 unbiased man in the world 


Mr. Cobb is not honestly 

———_ it may be to any of us who 

him on the floor of this House to 

case, yet we owe a higher duty. lt is4 
a duty we owe to the House ani to the 

to what we conceive to be the 


el an overwhelming duty to 
J 


. Speaker, Ihave not the time, 
intone as I had hoped | might 
Indiana [Mr. Royse) who has 
through the record, and has 
was not elected, and that 
Alabama and to the House to 
are contained within the pages 
illustrating his argument 4s 
he found it a tos te to refer to, 
from the State from which 
notorious by reason of the 
case It may be that, unexplained, the evidence 
would suggest and does suggest wrong in the elect1om 
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testimony of the contestant, upon which the committee 
Nowe mete up report, so far as it is contained in the record, 
is to be accepted as absolute verity, if no attention is to be paid to 
the evidence with which the contestee met the charges of fraud, 
if one side is to be heard and reported to the House, then 
in t we as well abandon all hope of having this case 
fairly adj 

Thad 


occasion to say, Mr. 8 er, in another case before this 
House, that noman can point his finger solely to Alabama or that 
section alone as being the State or section where frauds are com- 
mitted or where frauds are charged to have been committed in 
elections. 1 might detain the House, but I have not the time to 
do s@, and prove the testimony delivered before Republican 
courts and executive committees in the great cities of 
Philadelphia and New York the wrongs committed on the ballot 
box as grievous asthose which have ever been charged or 
aaged in this record or in any other case pending before the House 
of Representatives. I have the proof at hand here before me; but 
Ihave not the time to read it, nor is it necessary, Mr. Speaker, that 
Ishould readit. The public journals in the city of New York and 
elsewhere have denounced the padded poll lists even when Repub- 
licans vame to select delegates to their State conventions, and 
where it has been shown also that the 80,000 Republican majority 
in the city of Philadel was made up of returns honeycombed 
with fraud, and the ballot list contained names of men who never 
voted and could not be found as residents of that city. 

But that does not answer an argument in this case. It could 
buat serve toconsume time. Yet, when gentlemen make charges 
of fraud against the State of Alabama and her election laws, let 
them look at their own States and at other Republican strongholds 
throughout the country. ; 

Mr. Speaker, Iam not here either to indorse or to sanction for 
a moment any wrong committed upon the ballot box, no matter 
where it be committed. I hope the day will come, if such a day 
can ever come in tics in the United States, in our elections, 
when the law be so stringent, when the ballot will be so 

the law, by prescribing methods and manner in which 

votes be cast and counted, that no fraud can possibly be 
committed the ty of the ballot box. But I stand here 
at the same to this House, at least that small portion of it 


Ihave here. I took the record in an orderly way, and first put 
down the names sworn to by the contestant’s witnesses as not 
being present at the polls and not residing in these districts. I 
then took the evidence of contestee’s witnesses, shown to be repu- 
table witnesses, which demonstrates that these men were at the 
polls and voted—men of that name, men who appeared at the 
— and voted at that election. It appears in the evidence here, 

0th of the centestant and contestee, that the colored voters in 
Alabama—and it is known to be so everywhere—have a number 
of names that are similar to each other. Upon the large planta- 
tions, taking the names of their former owners, or taking such 
names as they may fancy, to suit their pleasure, there are some- 
times as many as five men of the same name living in a district, 
There were as many as five Naith Forts living in the one precinct. 
One poll was attacked because Naith Fort was shown not to have 
voted; but the proof shows that five Naith Forts lived in that dis- 
trict, and that one of them voted. 

_ Why, they even undertook to prove that two men upon the poll 
list were dead on the day of Guatten, Judge Cobb swore the 
brother of one of the men who was swornto be dead. Thebrother 
of one of these men swore that the man was present at the elec- 
tion, if I recollect right, and swore further that he did not die 
until Christmas, because he, the brother, was present at the death- 
bed and bought the coffin to bury him, and that this was during 
Christmas after the election. 

So that to present to this House a report asking you to unseat 
the contestee who has served here so long with some of you, and 
not present to the House the evidence that he offered before and 
submitted to the committee, properly taken and certified,in order 
to meet these charges, is, to say the least of it, unfair, unjudicial, 
and wholly partisan. It certainly is an utter disregard of that 
fair judicial rule of conduct we were assured would be laid down 
for their guidance on the 17th of December, when these commit- 
tees were appointed, and when we were told that an impartial and 
judicial consideration and determination was to be given to these 
contested election cases. 

I desire to refer to another thing, because Judge Cobb, who will 
conclude this argument, will doubtless not care to refer to it. 
The suggestion is made by the distinguished gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Royse]—although he at last pulls the sting out of 
it before he concludes, and although his report endeavors not to 
charge upon Judge Cobb, the contestee, anything wrong connected 
with these alleged wrongs—yet it is stated by the gentleman from 
Indiana [Mr. Royse] upon the floor of this House that Judge 
Cobb is, in a measure, responsible for the frauds committed, be- 
cause at a meeting at Cross Keys and at a meeting at Bentley he 
refused to vote for but opposed certain resolutions which provided 
that Judge Cobb should request the election officers to give Good- 
“= ape at all the beats in the county of Macon. 

r. Speaker, I apprehend there is not a man on this floor, Repub- 
lican or Democrat, who would not have acted as Judge Cobb did 
on that occasion. What were the circumstances and the facts, as 
disclosed by B. F. Walker and Lynch and J. R. Wood, the first 
two witnesses for the contestant, and the other a witness for the 
contestee? It appeared they had a little meeting at Cross Keys, 
at which there were 35 people present. There were 35 people, and 
not all these 35 people were voters. When Judge Cobb was there 
to make an address upon terms that had been agreed upon between 
him and his opponent, three-fourths of that 35, according to 
Walker's testimony, being opponents to Judge Cobb, a resolution 
was introduced, which, if sanctioned by Judge Cobb and his 
friends, would have carried in the preamble as well as the reso- 
lution a statement that the Democrats of Macon County, the offi- 
cers of the county where Judge Cobb lived, the probate judge and 
the sheriff and clerk, intended to defraud Goodwyn. 

The consequence was that only those who were supporters of 
Mr. Goodwyn voted for it, and nobody thought it worth while to 
vote against it, and did not vote against it. That is thesize and 
importance of this meeting. Those are the resolutions of the peo- 

le of Macon County—35 men, two-thirds of whom were Populists. 
ow absurd to give any importance to their action. One word 
more with reference to the appointment of these inspectors and 
managers of election. The record discloses that there are no Pop- 
ulists in Macon County, except in one or two beats. In these 


record, which has been taken and reported and 

printed here for unseating the contestee, would not have been 

accepted or acted in any court that was solely guided by the 

rules of qeccsbure faid down by the statutes of Congress and pre 

scribed and adjudicated by the courts and the precedents estab- 
lished for a hundred years. 

Mr, Speaker, the majority of the Committee on Elections (and 

ane eee shall say on this occasion with reference to them 

construed in any way otherwise than that I entertain the 

eu for them all, but I must criticise what they have 

and it respectfully and earnestly and not personally in 

any sense of the word, use for each one of them I entertain the 

consideration and esteem)—but I t, Mr. S er, that 


_ 
_ 
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the of the Committee on Elections, I think, fell far short of 

this case when — nted to the House but one 
side of it. You may examine their report which they presented 
to the House, and I say that there is no reference made to any one 
of the witnesses of the contestee, although he introduced a mass 
of —: which fills a book, to meet at every point charges 
made and the evidence given for the contestant to sustain them. 
I wish I had the time and the physical ability to go through with 


but 
me, before I shall undertake to present the argument 
have laid out for myself, to call your special attention to 
case. I with the on and the state- 
o friend from ae nr reference 
certain names on the w witnesses swore 
not to be ie ties bust ehate they voted. 
, Mr, Speaker and gentlemen, I have been through this 
EEE ase on Statements and the names of ae see 
witnesses, who swore these men were no e ct 
and did not vote. 


by unreliable | beats where — Cobb received his majority there was nox a 
” witnesses who have no ,no place of residence, | single white or black Populist, except in Tuskegee. They did not 
no or character, but by men in the community who have | even register or vote. 
been by a of trust, men of character, business | The gentleman calls the attention of the House to the record 
ten swear these men, alleged by contestant’s witnesses | which loses that at certain precincts Cobb got all the votes and 
not have been in the precinct and not to have voted, were resi- | Goodwyn got none. Why was that? The gentleman says that 


the fact that a man could not get any votes in some precincts 
and only 6 in Tuskegee is evidence of fraud. There is no proof 
in this , there is no charge made, as I now remember it, in 
the notice of contest that a vote that was cast for Goodwyn was 
counted for Cobb. On the contrary, the whole theory and pur- 
pose of contestant in the conduct of the election and the campaign 
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made by him and his followers were to advise his followers to stay 


away from the polls and not to vote in certain counties, these three | wi 


that we have under discussion. 
But to other counties, two of which, at least, had a large ma- 
oat, of colored people and a majority of Populists, he sent reso- 
utions or requests from the committee that they go to the polls 
and vote, they did go and vote. He surrendered in Macon, in 
Lowndes, and in Autauga, and did not ask them to vote in those 
counties, but rather begged them not to vote at all. There were 
no white Populists, with rare ions, and I can point to the 
testimony of colored men in this record who swore that in these 
three counties the colored men were for Judge Cobb enthusias- 
ticaliy, and that they had no usefor a Populist. That is the state- 
ment of one of the witnesses offered. 
Another thing. Why should it lie in the mouth of any gentle- 
ty of the committee to suggest that J Cobb 
was responsible for any wrong when it is not true, when 
their says he is not? I call attention to the testimony of 


lican, and was a supporter of 
of United States marshal under the 


at Bentleys Cross Keys he di 
or intimate that Judge Cobb in the least palliated, 
aided fraud at any time or under any circumstances. 
conpected with frauds publicly oF otherw ine, I 


nor indi- 
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polled, a little more than half of the number registered. 7, 
tnesses—Grimmet, chairman of the ublican committee, ond 
off the court-house 41 

they a saw a certain num. 

the polling place. Grimmet 4, 

; and gentlemen of the Ho», 

sat side by side or stood side by side |) ;),. 
together a part of the time at the <.,,,,. 
could and only could seo 
© necessarily failed 


and other men who knew that that 
fairly found out what these {\, 
went to them and said, * We kn: Ww 
not see where you are now sta- 

you can see and we will fur. 

all that aan. Come 

yourselves behind e stone walls 
not see the polling place, but 

g On and see it.” 

a8 Witnesses for the 

where they could see 

well, and that they 

certain number went 

by six repu- 

by @ diagram, by 

it was as absolutely im- 

sat as it would be for 

House through it, 
haveseen the polling place 

werful cathode X rays that have yet 
swear, swear positively, 
came over the spirit of 

for dimner while Grim- 
went out. So many people 
doubt his own memory, 

is, in order to satisfy his 
conscience, in order to swear 
on the day that his testi- 
position, measured it off, 
eame back before the commis- 
testimony. I was mis- 
court-house door, and [ 
judicial turn of mind of 

—_ committee did not —— to sugg st to 
very witness upon ence they destroy 
tirely had taken back his testimony, 
that his former testimony was 


record, and if I had the time! 
testimony is concerned, the 
returns made by the elec- 
the contestee met his assailants 
ity. Bat why do it? 

' g the precedents 
the majority report will doubt- 
or inquiry into the merits 
make that it should be. 
any man who wants to 
the reports and the 
the distinguished 
record I have quoted 
the majority with- 
important evidence’ 
this minority report main- 
court or judicial 

majority find that the 
testimony and ought 

to present authori- 

nited States, constru- 

taken under the act of 

are to be excluded. | 

ch, repeated in 14) 


Reports, and especially laid down in 17 Wallac, 


a @ motion to sup- 
testimony being illegal or 
he was present when 
them. Now, let us 

the United States 

it to the phases 
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These are the legal aspects of the case. I have stated in a gen- 
eral way what the contestee did to meet the case as made by the 
evidence in chief. I have shown that he could not meet the evi- 
dence offered in chief and taken in the time allowed only for re- 
buttal. Yet a majority of the committee sitting as a judicial 
tribunal to determine the result of this election and to apply a 
uniform, unvarying rule of law to the case have said, in spite of 
the imperfections of the evidence, in spite of the violation of the 
statute and the principles of law, ‘‘ This is enough.” They have 
raised the ‘‘ red flag” of fraud and flouted it in the face of this 
House, and aii else must be lost sight of because itis raised. As 
evidence of frand they presented here that which the contestee has 
had no opportunity to reply to. 

This may be judicial; this may be right; but if so, Mtv. Speaker 
and gentlemen, we shall have to learn anew the judicial rules for 
the interpretation of statutes and the admissibility of testimony 
as laid down by Greenleaf—rules which have grown hoary and 
sanctified Toe We shall have to unlearn the rules of law as 

y Engl 


chief, were sworn 
to facts in Cotstrict of outside of 


and sworn in rebuttal, but testified 
not call over, were called > ie Mon a aan in 
before blic who was appointed in Elmore 

a 


established ish and American courts and as upheld by the 
Mark it, in rebuttal only— ee court on the face of the earth, occupying a chamber not 
during the remaining ten days. ar from this Hall. That august tribunal will have to learn new 


lessons from this Republican majority which establishes new 
a of law in order to unseat a Democrat and seat a “ com- 
ine” alite-Jeffersonian-Democrat-Republican—the Lord only 
knows what he is! [Applause. | 
I desire to yield the balance of my time to the gentleman from 
Alabama, Mr. Cobb, but before taking my seat I will ask leave 


to print as part of my remarks the report of the minority of the 
committee. 


The report is as follows: 


VIEWS OF THE MINORITY. 


We, the undersigned members of Committee on Elections No. 1, not being 
able to indorse the reasoning and conclusion of the majority of the commit- 
tee, present these as our views: 

The questions of law submitted in this case to the committee, and a deter- 
mination of which was asked at their hands, are these: 

First. ““ Whether evidence taken before a notary public, acting as commis- 
sioner to take testimony, could be considered when the testimony was taken 
before such notary public in a county of the district other than the county 
for which he was appointed?” We believe that this could not be done, 
and that the evidence en before such notary public in this case should be 
suppressed and not considered. The reasons given therefor have already 
been reported to the House in the case of Aldrich vs. Robbins, and will not be 
re here. 

Recond. “Whether evidence taken outside of the Congressional district 
from which the contest comes could be taken by and before a notary publi 
who does not reside in the county or district where he takes such testimony ?"’ 


= 
E 
= 
E 
E 
S 


saw fit to decide against him on that question, and to-day 
it is proposed to send him out of this House as not having been 
elected or having been declared elected by fraudulent v when 


In this case important testimony was taken in Montgomery County, Ala., 
the evidence which that verdict is was offered by the | in the Becond Congressional district of Alabama before a notary public yao 
last ten the time the takin j- | resided a county in the Pifth Congressional district of Alabama. is 
contestant in the poenat ca & —_ testimony was that given by B. W. Walker, U. D. Lynch, 8. M. Dinkins, D. D. 
mony and when contestee never any opportunity to Askew, and J. D. McDuffy, and certain exhibits then made before such notary 
reply toit. Is that judicial? Is there a court on earth that ever | public.’ It is clear from the statutes of the United States, as contained in 
permitted such a proceeding in the trial of any cause before it? I | section 117 of the Revised Statutes, that the notary who took this testimony 
the the majori on in Montgomery County was utterly without jurisdiction to do so; and as the 
challenge on ty, or any gen want of jurisdiction appears upon the face of the papers, according to the 
this floor, to t out or name a case when this was ever done. | unive and accepted rules of law, advantage can be taken of it at any 
Section the Revised Statutes declares 


time, and this was done in this case by the contestee in a motion to rule out 
and suppress this testimony. 

Section 1l7 of the Rev Statutes declares that “ depositions of witnesses 
residing outside of the district and beyond the reach of subpoena may be taken 
before ay ee authorized by law to take testimony in contested election 


— — byes the witness to = et may on There 
There ber can be no question t this section expressly provides that the testimony 
is the plain provision of the statute. Yet a num of shall be taken before an officer such as is deseri in section 117 of the Revise 
these witnesses, the most witnesses for the contestant, | Statutes, who must reside in the same district in which the witness to be 
were examined in the county of Mon before a b- | examined resides. No other officer or person is clothed with authority to 
lic, an officer not residing in Montgomery or in that . | take the testimony of a witness who resides outside of the district in which 
the contest is pending except an officer who resides in the district of the resi- 
district, but in the county of Elmore and in | gence of the witness. 

Fifth Congressional These witnesses might as well ‘ The statute of Alabame definin the power and authority of s notary pub- 
have been sworn before private person notary migh: ic confines power an jurisd ection to ie county for whic suc notary 
have been taken from New York to take oe testimony > Nem is appointed, and the statute of the United States confines the power to take 


the testimony to an officer who resides in the district of the witness, so that 
neither the laws of Alabama nor the United States permit or authorize this 
officer who did take the testimony in Montgomery County to take it, and his 
actions in taking the testimony are absolutely void and the evidence thus 
taken wholly illegal. If this testimony is not considered, then the most im- 
portant evidence which was offered for the contestant should not be consid- 
aes would be impossible for any fair-minded tribunal to arrive at the 
cone which the majority of the committee have reported. 


Third. The contestant began taking testimony in rebuttal April 9, 1895, 

apart from that T lay down the broad of law, as | and with rare exception introduced original testimony, and inks evidence 
declared by the ‘ Court of the United States in cases ~~ a ae. by the sabetty of the es on 
which have majori ve [oun er re . a our jucgmen nis testi- 
ifI F to, and I could furnish a wuiectis oo 14 | mony should not have been considered or acted on. The testimony given by 


the contestant himself, which is related in the report of the majority, and 
all the exhibits attached to his testimony, beginning on page 3 and ending 
#47 of the record, without which it would be impossible for the ma- 
to reach the conciusion it did, is original testimony taken in rebuttal 
the of the forty days in which the contestant was permitted 
by law to original testimony, and was taken in the remaining ten days 
in which the law declares “he -hould take testimony in rebuttal only.” 
(See section 107 of the Revised Statutes, which declares “the contestant may 
testimony in rebuttal only during the remaining ten days of said 
» 

; of the statutes is but an affirmation of the rule of the com 
mon law. Noruleof lawis more firmly established and universally observed 
that evidence in chief can not be used in rebuttal unless, after its intro- 
by the exercise of the ae ne aes ie oppapite party 

ven the opportunity to meet it by con evidence. No court w 
. a tiff to ‘eminen a part of his evidence in chief and then when 
defen has closed his evidence to introduce other evidence in chief, 
under the pretense that it is only in answer tothe evidence of the defendant. 
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In view of this well-recognized principle it surprises us to see in the majority testimony and carried it about with him out of the caro, 
report this declaration: commissioner, and at one time when the testimony that had been ta\:... 
Evidence was taken which the contestee urges was not within the called for the commissioner did not have it, but stated that the co... ... 
of a proper rebuttal; but it was mainly to prove that persons did not vo’ testant to give it to him on hisdemanj 
whose names were not on the poll lists. Similar proof had been previously fact that a majority of the com; 
taken, and there can be no reason for supposing that the contestee, Mr. | tee wholly neglected and failed to refer or call the attention of the Ij...” 
Cobb, was specially prejudiced by the order of this evidence, for it seems to | the evidence of the contestee taken in the case, although a large mas. .;..° 
have been beyond power of contradiction.” : timony was taken by him in reply to every charge mate: and the officers .; 
How does it seem beyond his power of contradiction? Such a fact could | election of e precinct attacked were offered and sworn: and |.) 
not possibl supose until he was afforded the eppereunity to contradict. rsons were offered who did sustain the fairness 4); ),.° 
This apporte ty he sought at the hands of the committee, by asking that if nr the election. The witnesses for the contestant were flatly ..... 
they saw der this rebuttal evidence, he should be allowed an | d to terial facts sworn to by them, in every instan:. .4 
opportunity to met it by contradictory proof, as he declared his ability and t to disbelieve the testimony of conte... 
willingness to do. This request was reasonable. The rebuttal evidence. esses if the it is the right of this House to kn... 
which clearly appears to be evidence in chief, should have been suppressed committee to inform the House, of the evider 
or the committee should have reported a request to the House that the con- | wit for th were shown to be worthy and reliable 


testee be granted time to contradict it. mending. Garectes, and probity in the eo, 
If this rebuttal evidence was mainly to prove, as asserted, that yecgens did if their y is the truth, then th. - 
not vote whose names were on the poll list, it is certainly true that this is ot the conclusions they have. —— 
made by the contestant the vital issue in his case. But it will appear from The House is left only the witnesses named for the contestant 
examination of the record that the rebuttal evidence took a much wider truth. In each precinct attacked + ; 
pe. There were examined in rebuttal more than 25 witnesses, whose evi- b nm it the votes returned were voted and eoynte. 

pont which it was conceived could possibly affect rs of voters were present at the time at 

he contestant. Among these witnessesare found lace, the colored voters were for Ju Cobb, contestec 
Smith, A. J. Wood, C. E. Reese, J. L. Long, B. W. Walker, D. D. Askew, and his friends, and had no affiliation with or «,, 

W. A. de Bardelaben, J. M. Williams, A. T. Goodwin, J. A. Reese, W. E. con’ t. Great stressis made jn th 
Booey. and J. V. McDuffy, all of whom are mentioned in the report of the on. the poll list were shows 
ori 7, the witnesses on whose evidence reliance is mainly placed to w voted, that some were shown to 
n the cause of the contestant. Here, then, we have the case in which | bedead from and that a number of them made 
the trial court makes up its judgment on rebuttal evidence, entirely cutting up the last proposition first, wa 
off from the party against whom the judgment is re’ in viola- Dp affidavits in the teen ewooe | ) by the 
tion of law and for no reason ed except the presumption of court stated in gopert of the majority or any other to that 
that the evidence could not be rebutted—a presumption y in conflict | effect. The made is the testimony of D. D. Askew 
with the established law of more than one hundred years. , 1895, before a notary 
The contestant failed during his first forty days to prove the vote of the Fifth Congressional district and not author. 
whole district. Without this proof it was impossible, by amy genous st olbew to tak taken after the expiration of the forty 
rr that he — sustain his contest. eee on oa this, testan’ take the or ginal testimony, and 

an presum: strong, if not conclusive, e eld this neces- take present, and like evidence of Aske 
sary for the irene of cutting off the contestee from an attack = evidence. ve 
upon it. When the case was submitted to the committee there was no On page 308 of record the statement of D. D. Askew. in 
ss before even in the rebuttal evidence, legal in character, proving certain ex parte affidavits were made before hin in 
vote of the This was so a nt that the committee called on Ne ee ee Sees renee ee eae any n0t vote,” and he gives 
the contestant for additional proof on —. He was permitted ee davits are not in the record, nor does it appear that they 
ce’ transcri from the secretary of state of Alabama. On a were ever sworn to before the commissioner qr that the contestee was ever 
of those pts the fact was made apparent that the vote of one whole | notified that they be did he, the contestee, ever cross. 
county should have been disregard in examine them, use ex . Other than this there is 
t had been transmitted tothe secretary of state. Hi ty in record to the statement made in the report of the 
been excluded, as clearly it should have Doel, toes rsons made affidavit that they did not vote, 
would have nose increased at least a thousan votes. did opportunity to meet these affidavits, 

w testee 


yy to be considered. In nearly every instance where it w 
contestant that a voter whose name appeared on the pol ist 


t i“ and by reputable citizens that the 
ber of precincts with no returns before the county board to show that such alleged appeared on the poll list, 
votes were ever Jegally cast? died since rsons of the same name 
Noreason is offered by the majority of the committee for the introduction in the precinct voted, 

f, except that it is a record, when the mosti cursory vidence th reference to Hayneville, 


negative such anidea. It was evidence sub- | Gordonsville, in Lowndes County. In two 
rson alleged to have 


at that time, but died 


ms on the poll list in 
on election day. Especially is 
’ Benton, Churchill, and Whitehall. 
testimony, in and not wappemte, taking up the names of 
considered, Not'to do so tes, . by others not to have been in 
ute and rules of law that have not heretofore been questioned. To permit witnesses that the voters whose 
this course of procedure would authorize testants in election cases to did reside in the beat and did vote, and in detail 
most vital and important evidence in their possession until contestant and disproved the statement made by the 
evidence in rebuttal, and then cut off duty to at least call attention of the 
not only be in violation to contestee, and, what is more, jus- 
would be > appecring ane demand that the allegation that dead people 
were voted, should be, if it can be, 
was made by the 
thought proper to submit 
or statement, and that by means t that so many persons 
and hearsay, that contestee’s appeared on the list, when, in 
t = witnesses either that they did vote or that 
s Tajoutey was only 508, in- 
ony the contestee a witness that a voter was or was nota 
t with contestant, entered in therecord, been considered suff- 


334 . and 404 of the ” 
is _ ny, by House in Letcher vs. Moore 
479), Gooding vs. Wilson (Smith's Digest of Elec- 


not availed himself of 
attention to the fact that it was shown that every 
presented inspectors by a person who gave 
cago the to Be a iegal voter; and 
of the is effectually robot, 
of both for contestant an 
to find ora colored people bear- 


statements made in the report of the 
the appointment of 

t representation at the 

to join in request ing the ap 

of “ managers,” and the state- 

it was shown that the ap- 

+ “that the predominant 


w 
that Regence a Hepublical 
eo appointed did not serve, 


» of Ala- 
provisions of the statute of A 
“ ” m Mr. Grim 
managers” of — i satisfac: 
that had ever 
ted were intro 
cts; and at the 
ac- 
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mnt, there 

= wore the supporters 

yoted on the resolu 
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eh. 
‘isai because the witnesses 








having every constitutional qualification. To illustrate: A citizen lives in 

the county of Macon in the month of May and registers in all respects as re- 

— by the registration acts; immediately thereafter he removes his resi- 

public who had no authority | dence to the county of Lee. In November following there is a general elec- 
tion, or in January following there is a special election. 

test evidence in the record “He is, under the registration law, denied the right of voting in either 

. Cobb, at any time objected | county, although under the constitution he isa qualities voter of Lee County, 

as election officers, or that he in | having resided there three months immediately preceding the election; he 

the appointing officers. can not return to Macon County and vote, because he can only vote in the 

hose evidence the majority | county of his residence; he can not vote in Lee Conaty, because he did not 

now and has always been | and could not register there during the registration period. Here is a pos- 

responsibility for any wrong- | itive denial by a statute of the right to vote when the Constitution says it 

may be exercised. Again a citizen is sick or absent fron his home during 

rules of law and the plain words of the | the whole of ‘he regis’ ration period; he can not register after he recovers or 

election contests are observed and fol- | returns. Thus, for causes for which he is not responsible, he is denied the 

majority base their report should | exercise of his right of suffrage. It is too plain for controversy that we must 

has no case. the testimony that was | overrule all the adjudicated cases or hold this election law unconstitutional. 

considered, and due regard is paid tothe | The registration law must fall, and with it fallsall the evidence in the record 

conclusion can not be reached that the con- 


touching the matter of registration. The exhibits of registration lists must 
House should be of opinion that the testimony 


be excluded. They can not be looked to for any purpose. Not being legal 
genemering Se testimony of contestee, should be papers in the office of the judge of probate, they were incapable of certifica- 
makes a case t the contestee should reply to, then | ti 
it shall unseat the contestee upon testi- 


on, and there has been no attempt to otherwise prove them. Not only do 
opportunity to y, it should, in fairness to 


the lists made exhibits go out of the record, but with them goes also all the 

evidence of witnesses who are presented with these lists and asked to testify 
—- the contestee to take testimony in re- 
and in violation of the express terms of 




















































































from them.” 

But we repeat, it is upon the evidence in chief, offered in rebuttal, and the 
evidence founded on a void registration law, and secondary evidence when 
the absence of the primary is not accounted for, that the Committee make 
strongest merit, and which, if regarded, effectuall the case of the contestant to rest. Take away this illegal evidence, and the 

it to aseat in the House. It is that all the evi- | contestant’s case vanishes with it. And here we call attention to a strong 
of voters contained in the record should be 
The of this contention are, first, that 






election void. 
by the contestee which, in our 




























expression of Greenleaf: 
“It (the best evidence) is adopted for the proventien of fraud; for when 
tion was by certification only in the | it is apparent that better evidence is withheld, it is fair to presume that the 
for such certification and without an rty had some sinister motive for not producing it, and that, if offered, his 
pers in uced, even if such law existed; and, — would be frustrated. The rule thus becomes essential to the pure 
law sw to be of force in Alabama at the | administration of justice. (1 Greenleaf, page 126, section 82. )"’ 
and void. This contention 














was tutional a 
ee lene deteliod opment en the question of Waiving for the time being the line of reasoning thus far pursued, we pro- 
‘of evidence by certification, since it is too plain for a con- | P0S¢ to examine the case in other aspects. 


the law was unconstitutional it was not only In the beginning of their report the majority of the committee make this 
every Siiaes saber it was likewise void. Men may differ in | 0bservation: 
of laws which admit as evidence papers certified by an 


“The said district consists and then consisted of nine counties, namely: 
would contend seriously, as we apprehend Autauga, Chambers, Clay, Coosa, Elmore, Lowndes, Macon, Randolph, and 
virtue of an unconstitutional enactment could be 



























Talla 







; “The counties of Autauga, Lowndes, and Macon were designated as black 
=a ee tae it a. en i eiekammaente counties on account of their large colored population, and the others were 
een ase statement is as follows: designated white counties because of the predominance of the white people 






in them.” 
They also say: 
“The returns from the white counties gave the contestant, Mr. Goodwyn, 
a majority of 3,612 votes, while the 5 black counties returned majorities so 
large for the contestee, Mr. Cobb, as to extingu‘sh the majority for the con- 
testant in the white aes ane give 9 a meres y of 508. =e returns 
were so canvassed as to report a majority of 748 for the contestee, Mr. Cobb; 
but that was evidently a mistake in the footings, by which the contestee, Mr. 
Ee deoeined of ne wene ts tks prohibi. pobe was allowed 240 votes more than the returns stated to have been given 
or him.” 
Hones thee te tee cooeties ape conep Be De pm in making these statements seems to be to convey in the out- 
it was rative = to adult persons taking | S¢t,of their opinion the idea that at the election under consideration the con 
tion and three Snaaene testant was supported by the majority of the white voters of the district. 
_regietent constitution to te There is no foundation for such belief, as we will show. It will be borne in 
_— mind that the contestant claims that in what he calls the white counties the 
to be made on the idea that an enactment may be | °°!0" — ee sees re a y for him. e population of these 
class of persons and valid as to all others, and also | ©°U8ties, white and colored, is as follows: 
es t as unconstitutional unless he shall first 
inj 


that the registration law was in conflict 
the of Alabama, and that all of the registra- 
conflict exists between the statute and the fun- 
w as? consists in the prohibition that no person not 

he shall become 21 years of age after the regis- 
completed. The prohibition can only affect persons 
between the close of the May registration 



































































. | | 
coiiimam te eet iene cara ee County. White. | Colored. || County. | White. Colored. 
Sean’ qoeered youd, not sey oo te Se parties {| ———————_—____ ——|—___— — 
ae on thes v Selene ld te een. Chambers ......---- 12,400 | 13,858 || Elmore ......--.-.--| 11,444 | 10,288 
and other Btatecof the Uninn, | Coosa .............-. 10,552 | 5,354 || Randolph ....-..... | isteia | 3,305 
say in effect that the constitution- | Clay --.............- 14, 061 1,704 || Tallapoosa .......- | 12,951 | 8, 508 











not injured by the enforcement of the law, 
100 votes at one precinct, shown to have been 
, because the persons who cast them were : ee idiatiatienianal oie 7 nee 
this contradictory logic we confess ourselves y | ; 
a ee ed was unconstitutional County. Majority. | County. Majority. 
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ay he was uot injure not a matter of concern to the 

















SIND siciccuttniinatoninnn NIE aioe cnn sii cess | 1,049 

Dida die Ghani cbieet takin 400 || Randolph.................. 621 

Til iindmevsedunine eduureutat 257 | ID Gnete cddindenes M7 
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It will thus be seen by comparing the colored vote in these counties and 
the eo received in them by the contestant how utterly unfounded is 
the c that he had the support of the white voters in the so-called white 
counties. 

We proceed to the examination of the evidence touching the conduct of the 
election at the several precincts which the majority of the committee have 
found to be tainted with fraud, taking them up in the order in which they 
appear in the majority report. 

HONEYCUT PRECINCT, MACON COUNTY. 


The majority report gives the names of the witnesses on whose testimony 
they altogether reject the returns from this precinct. The only three who 

ve any direct evidence for the contestant of the manner in which the elec- 
fion was conducted are J. D. Brooks, William Pierce, and Hilliard Judkin. 
Of these, J.D. Brooks was examined in the absence of ‘the contestee and his 
counsel, and therefore escaped a cross-examination. He lived ina different 

He says he knows about 60 per cent of the voters in Honeycut. 

After making this statement, the following occurred: 

Q. Are you uainted with the names on the poll list of said beat from 
08. 104, both inclusive? 
A. (Witness examines poll list.) I do not know any one of them. 
Y ou know the voters on the poll list, Nos. 16, 17, 19, 56, and 56? 
He 
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{ don’t know any such persons in this beat. 

then makes a statement about the conduct of the inspectors. Supposs 
this statement to be true, what does it amount to? He does not pretend that 
the names on the list handed him were not legal voters of the precinct; the 
paper on which he looked is not shown to have been the poll list. Whether 

















4226 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. Aprm, 21, 


it was the poll list or some other r we are left wholly to conjecture. It 
is not jo or even intimated that the disorderly conduct mentioned had 
the slightest effect on any voter, and in this connection it must be remem- 






instance so much stross | 


to aes 8 to 
is it that the qquiadites om Soak ta] ot, ation 







bered that the contestant's claim is that his su remained away from | tration lists, as they do without hesitation, to which the name cone 
the voting places. Therefore, if disorderly conduct affected enyboty. it was does not a ? It does not appeur on tiny Fogistration list fr eae 
the supporters of the contestee. County. To show the honesty of purpose on t),. 

Three reputable whi H. Foster, G. F. of Judge Hurt, it be that while he was.a witness on th. «..).°"' 





ite witnesses—F. H. . Hagood, and Thomas 
O'Donnell—flatly contradict Brooks, and show that he was not so situated 
that tt was for him to know who entered the polling or how 
many. The witness Walker, whose testimony is commen’ upon in the 
majority report, was twice examined. His first examination was in Mont- 
gomery County, outside the Fifth onal district, before a notary 
public living in one of the counties of the district. This examination 
aiimitted to be illegal, but it is upheld notwithstanding its ae and 
notwithstanding it was had in the absence of any representative of the con- 
testee until after his examination in chief had concluded, on the ground that 


the contestee, and he was being cross-examined — contestant, he 


tion list 


recinct. ‘To propositien theetterneye contestee Reem 
hn ‘the light of the that might with all ty eve Mected tc 


attorney, and then and there the contestant and his attorney had;))).,.. ~ 
to have the whole book copied in the record hed theyso desired. |.) 
bo eat Sineen Steer Sas Seeeeneee Se ne weaiing rather to 1 h benefs 
as they should gain from secondary and hearsay evidence of the ¢..;....,, 
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ees Ses Pldses chetsteie ra With a Rieeos the Re ae of McDuffie, to which allusion is mad 
an matter o lence i ow e on ieee 
courts everywhere hold that evidence ahould be excluded from con- is not tn theprinted evidence. It was illegall taken 2 2 on = 
sideration whenever Aaeeien to it is made, without regard to the period of for that reason excluded by the Clerk. Its printing Was refused by st. 
time at which the objection is urged. All the evidence of a cause may be in | committee, and hence we ay concluded it was not to be roran.. 
and the case being submitted to the jury. and even at that stage the court | Hence we have not examined it, ‘what we have said above with rejep,., 
will, without hesitation, exclude on mo any —— testimony. Besides, | to the copaeuaiey, afforded him to have the tion book of thie. 
under the contest law, even consent of parties would not justify the taking | put into record effectually disposes of his with reference t.: 
A ed EOE Saas 
conten es ma n © in wit! © testimony at 
put in mages | before an officer or person not au to take evidence. | Essex Menefee. The contestant did at one Tabeeeera with indiffer 
On_the second occasion Walker was examined in rebuttal, the effect of | ence. In his first brief he makes allusion to Essex Menefee as 01). . ; =" 
which course has been discussed. Further than this, his statements testimony It was not until he came ; 4 






were contradicted by Sheriff Thompson, from whom he states that he received 
his information and whose truthfulness is vouched for by the ee oe 
offe and examined by him as a witness. He was also contradic 
. H. Hurt, probate gndse, and W. H. Roney, clerk, who, with Sheriff 
constituted appomting board of inspectors of 
These three men swear that they made no such ee 


spectors on Ww! he relies. bein ann 
ond brief that it seemed to occur to him that Essex Menefee was 1 © jc)», 

terate man.” Meantimeattention had been called to the fiji). 
which in Menefee’s evidence, and to which allusion is made in the 





for me to come over there, 






































Wi hen testimony in this contest’ 
with an honest purpose to anybody, but rather to report t oe ~ pont 
parties named to him could not be found. He says the precinct was a Did 
one; that the weather was the worst he ever knew in Alabama; it when it was, and what he said. 
traveled on foot, visiting some houses and ; such persone as he met "He sent for me.and took me downon the lower side of the house, before 
whether they knew any of the names which his con His cross- | I went in the room, and he said tome—he asked me if I didn’t want (0 make 
examination effectually disposes of the pretension that he ms le search | some money; he asked me wouldn't I swear that there wasn’t no wore tian 
for anyneny. Lat of Roreuies this method, B oa com had —_ about 30 or 40 voted at Cotton Valley. 
an earnest purpose to ascertain existence or n persons mention . When he asked you if you wanted tomake ‘some money, what did ; 
him, there were other means to which he could have resorted far more ote 7 — 
ective than those him. Itold him 1 wanted to make some money, but I couldn't swear there 
Hilliard Judkins as follows: more than 80 or 40 voted when I knew there was more 
Hri1arp JupKxrys, being duly sworn, deposes as follows: 2 He asked moi —— of the al told him . Yes, sir.” He 
. What is your full name? said would swear there was more or 40 voted I could make 
; Hilliard Judkins. some money; he had Sane ees Ttold him I couldn't say there 
2. Where do live? t 
. Honeyeu' t. 
> How Ca hove you lived in Honeycut beat? 
I have been there about teen renee: maybe longer. 
Q. Where were you on the day of Congressional election, the 6th of 
November last? 
A. I was at Hardawa 


. Were rom ome of the managers at the election? 











. 
A. Yes, sir. 
2. What did you do in the ment of the election? 
7 the tickets in the box when they handed them to me. 
a: en eee eee the day and when they were counted out of 
A. Yes, sir; I was there. 
Q. ae Fn ee Sa NT RR ANS ane ep ae I ee Se ze 
election es, there. 
A. See's ton myent. I told one of the other managers to sign for me. I | The facts about the first examination of this witness were thes: Iie was 
Blow ad senentsd Jahon Dchb receive st that heat aemeiee anamnan SEE eeceemntnetion was being 
. How many votes u receive a { examination was beit 
z Scop baanlicehenh Ove ertin—tne or the other of those numbers. neat, Sete Se Se eae had already been examined might be 
ou know all that came in there to vote? 





that he might was refused. He asked to see their 
ri or to be permitted +o take a copy of 





fope 
ok 
eg 












testimony. © This was 

. called as a witness by 
Ren they voted? the voters to surrender their registration certificates the testimony cnaten swore to the eee wreees ret — rae y th 
AI from that Seat useerenine: witho ny 
2 Do you know of any or Third Partyites in Honeycut beat? satlatactory results to him. He said that un his prior . 
. No, sir; 1 don’t know of any. amination ven ‘as ‘were asked him to the best of his 
2 Do you know any white Populites or Third Partyites? knowledge at that such secretiveness on the part 0! tho om 

. [know of only one, Mr. Covington. Ihave never heard of any others. | testant to the of this witness's testimony. is « questi 
ty it te vote we — tno pent on the contestant. “eg — 
_- Wothing that l know of “ Leneten was on tand as a witness in his own behalf after ow, 

. Did you allow anybody to vote at that election who was not a registered | fee had examined, wet cententics Sint, nor did he call any 
ant voter? | “the men” . — he took him. ma _ Fons 

A. sir. A certificate was demanded of . Two or three asked reject the above-guoted they still rely on other: 

if they could vote without being registered, Mr. Bagood t0h4 taumnne, unless —— as to warrant rejection of the whole vote 
on cross-examination he said that he did not know persons |_ If are to beexcluded on testimony like this ier es 
nguged po him. He also said that there were a great many in the precinct taken in an ex Feport should ne eoe 
= whom he was not acquainted, and that have been of precetons. law — pensoesd sat ate et to an bot- 
number. ‘much so-called 
Ep wees meen, thts evilenes, given of the instance ct indefinite pa Premiere cys but ee Tae Gppor tunity to cor 








— this 4 contestee touching the om 
i “aan aoe ee owore tothe number of 
number of voters present and vorlns— 

ae more overcame the evidence of the « yntestant. 
1 ‘TUSKEGEE PRECINCT. " 

| f the retar 
from this aww, to “1 the integrity of ti rare 

polli > el interest of the 
testant. They oveer toe ere <3 the int ie Src 

vines , but upon cross-examination it appears ths* 













































not from their own knowledge, but from testimony con- 
testi them watchers who were oned on the opposite side of 
the court-house which the election was held and who were not called as 


witnenmet swore that he could see to the entrance to the court-house from 
xamination, 









here he stood. He on cross-e retracted this state- 
aah Me ire ia the and answer on is petet: 

Q. Is it not a fact you could not see the of the court-house from 

‘A. On examination to-day I find that I could not see the door of the court- 





where I was. 

















Q. Were not mistaken in r former testimony, in which you said you 
could see the door from where you were? 








c 
E 
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fact that don't know that the list reported to you by the 
was 
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‘A. Lean't say that I know that it was correct. 5 
if Grimmet could not see the entrance to the polling place, Walker could 
not, for ther. The contestee proved by several witnesses, 
including le that Walker and Grimmet 





place; that a number entered 
ore they were stationed, with- 
coming in range of the view of these witnesses. It was also shown 
side of the court-house opposite to the witnesses was the business 
of the town, from which the large majority of voters approached the 


of witness Thompson is referred to in the majority report, 
but with emphasis. The credibility of Mr. Thompson 
and indorsed, as it was when he was called to the 
for We also affirm Mr. Thompson's credibility, 
attention to his clear and inte ttestimony. It will be 
he swears with t distinctness Grimmet and Walker 


the pei the polling place, and that a jority of col- 
place at a point where the not possi- 
me = Grimmet and Walker in tof Russell's 


: 
g 





d 
: 








: 











g2 
2 








4 


| 






















ee 
i 





= 
E 





5 
: 
z 





sa 
Bs 





= 
2 





7 But the t we especially emphasize is 























f report, to effect that the contestant was to be deprived fra 
sentation at Here we have two witnesses whose credibility 
is vouched for contestant, who contradict other in their state- 
ments. . Walker. 











each 
, Sustained no while the other, Mr. 
folly sustained ae dieeeies to cites . 


give extracts from the testimony of Thompson: 
ot ae teentn ee that the colored voters in this county 
are averse : 
and extra deputies out to keep the Populites 
=o frees the polls fercne beet in this county. 
that the colored voters are active and 
party in this county? 


PF rag does Captain Goodwyn, the defeated candidate 
district, belong? 
a Ca tobe a eabssenion 


Explain, Mr. Thompson, if there odatioces: te tin 
‘ wasa voting 
piace, aad whi it there? 

A. was. 
of the 


put it there myself; was 50 feet from any window or door 
Q. How many openings were there through the rope? 

Fee een po ie eller audit ant the other in the 
__— these openings from the door that enters the court room 
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ose pve ie 
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@. To what political 
for 
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60 feet. 
~~ located, could he possibly see all of the 














not? 
of the court-house wall. 
near could he see to the opening that was beyond the wall from 


ne catnaet con withitn 30 ov 35 fest of fe on 
spend the part of the a 
that tn the rope? 
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about half 12 o'clock. 
the day? 
a fact that a greater number of voters passed in that way to 








Most of the darkies voted there. 
eee were in town on the 6th of November at the 


were in all day. 
See pat tie votersin town that da occu- 
whose Ir. Grimseet was located?” 
























to obstruct a voter at this box, within your knowl- 














any conversation with Mr. B. W. Walker, in which you 
conspi which Mr. Good- 
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ber, did you not go to Mr. Walker's place, find him in his 


conversation with him in which you expressed the 
were to be committed at the coming election it would be in Honeycut, Cotton 


and I think Mr. Walker got in my buggy; we wert to his hous 
all night with him. 


for Mr. Goodwyn and asked Judge Clark to sign requesti! 
clerk, and sheriff to appoint their managers. 
going to appoint Goodwyn managers in every beat in the county where Good 
wyn 

would appoint negro managers. 


colored witness, A. J. 
main! 


reliable his statements are we extract from his testimony: 











4227 





to be committed in this county it would be at Tuskegee, Cotton Valley, and 


Honeyeut precincts? 
A. I did not. 
Q. Didn't you have a conversation with him in which you used expressions 


conveying that idea? 


A. Ididnot. Mr. Walker asked me about the managers, and I told him that 
we had appointed the best negroes, and that Mr. Grimmet had said that they 
were good managers and good Republicans. 

Q. Some two or three weeks before the election, or some time in Septem- 
field, go with him 
with him all night, sleeping in the same bed, and have a 
Opinion that if any frauds 


to his house, sta 


Mare | 


i's 
A. 3 


and Tuskegee precincts? 
©, sir; thatis not the conversation. 


Idrove by Mr. Walker's fish pond, 
and I stayed 
Mr. Walker was telling me alout the resolutions he had 
written out for Mr. Goodwyn, alsoabout a proposition which he had writter 

ing the pro 
W 


ten 
ate judge, 
alker that we were 





[told Mr. 
any men, and in Tuskegee, Cotton Valley, and Honeycut that we 


The majority report denies that Walker's testimony was taken in rebuttal, 


but it is true that it was taken in the county of Montgomery in an illegal 
manner, as heretofore stated. 


The evidence taken at this precinct for the contestant was contradicted in 


every particular by a number of witnesses introduced by contestee, to which 
the majority report makes no allusion. 
polled at the precinct, some of them by direct testimony and others by facts 


going to show the number of voters who were in town and about the polling 
place. 


These witnesses prove the votes 


BENTON, LOWNDES COUNTY. 
To sustain their conclusion in regard to this precinct the testimony of a 
Wood, is mainly relied on. His testimony is made 
to the effect that he did not know certain persons. To show how un- 
Cross-examination: 
Q. You said in your direct examination that you knew Jim Burnett and 


that he lived in Dallas County; are you positive that he lived in Dallas County 
on the 6th day of November last year and for three months prior to that 
time?—A. Yes, sir; I am positive. 


2. Do you know where the lines are between Lowndes and Dallas counties? 
. Lknow pretty much where it is. 

Q. You do not know, then, exactly where the said line is, do you? 

A. From what people have told me I know where scme of the lines are. 

Q. How, then, do you know that Jim Burnett does not live in Lowndes 
County? fs it from hearsay? 

A. Jim Burnett has told me that he pays tax in Dallas County. 

& Do you know of your own knowledge where James Grumbles, Perry Hill, 
E. J. Johnson, Jordon Maxey, and Dave Wright lived last year, or on the 6th 
day of November last year? 

. Lknow that all of them except Dave Wright lived in Dallas County and 
that Dave Wright lived in Lee County. , 

Q. Is it not a fact thatall of the voters asked about above live on or near the 
line which divides Lowndes and Dallas counties? 

A. E. J. Johnson and Jim Burnett live near the line; the others do not. 

2 How do you know in what beat fke Cunningham lives? 

. Ike Cunningham has told me where he pays his tax. 

%. Is it not a fact that all the voters in this county pay their tax to the tax 
collector of this county or one of his deputies? 

A. It is. 

Q. Well, then, how can you know in what beat a man lives by where he pays 
his taxes? 

A. I heard from the man that pays his tax and by his tax collector’s and 
tax assessor's receipts. 

Q. Have you ever asked him to show you, and did he ever show you, his 
tax assessor's or collector's receipts? 

A. Ldon’t recollect that I ever did. 

2. Well, then, are you swearing here on what somebody has told you? 

. No one, unless it was Ike Cunnigham—the one that we have been speak- 
n, 


g of. 
Q. Then Ike Cunningham is the man who is so truthful that you will swear 
he tells you? 
A. He is not. 
We fail to find support given to the conclusion of the majority report in 
. to this precinct from the other witnesses named in the report. 
hile Ed Freeman does say that he ‘“ didn’t see airy one vote,’ he does not 
say that nocolored man entered the polling place. We give the following 
extract from his ae. 
Q. Do you know Hamp and Jim Barnett; and if so, do they live in this 
county or Dallas County? 
(Contestee ob; s to the question on the grounds that it calls for illegal, 
irrelevant, and incompetent testimony.) 
A. Yes, sir; I[know Hamp Lee and Jim Barnett. Well, Hamp Lee lives in 
Dallas County. I am not certain, but have been told that he lives in Dallas 


y. 

(Contestee objects to the answer on the grounds that it is secondary, hear- 
say, or illegal, and irrelevant testimony. ) 

o Has the line between Lowndes and Dallas counties been pointed out to 
you or shown and do you know the house in which Jim Barnett lives: 
and if so, is t house situated on the Dallas or Lowndes side of the line 
dividing the two counties? 

(Contestee objects to the puation on the grounds that it calls for illegal, 
irrelevant, incompetent. and secondary evidence, and the said question has 
no bearing tothe issue in this cause. Contestee here objects to the inter- 
lineation of the words “ you or shown you" in the last above question after 
the witness had to answer said question and after the objections of the con- 
testee tothe question, as it then stood, had been made ) 

A. They were not exactly shown to me, but have been told to me. The 
house in which John Barnett lives was shown to me to be in Dallas County. 


Cross-examination: 
2. Are you itive that Hamp Lee lives in Dallas County? 
lam ive that Hamp Lee lives in Dallas County. 
How do you know that he lives in Dallas County? 
. [have been told that the lines are this side of where he lives. 
9. Who gave you this information? 
. Old Dr. Kendall, in his lifetime. 
. How long has it been since Dr. Kendall gave you this information? 
. Lreckon it has been fifteen years, to the best of my recollection. 


Q. Where were you and where was Dr. Kendal! when he gave you this in- 
formation? 















































































A. In his office, here in Ben 
Lee Barlow has noting ei. to say about the ration list. His 
intelligence is shown by the following extracts from his testimony: 
2 Lee, aor ou know who is now governor of Alabama? 
I hear the em say who are. 
wees ne do you hear them say is governor of Alabama—Mr. Cleveland or 
A. AVell, I hear them say Mr. Kolb. 
2. Do you know who is ent of the United States? 
No, sir; I haven't ‘ht on to that yet. 
The colored witness, Ed yden, was examined in the absence of the coun- 
sel pening et handed a list and asked to look at it and say how 
peer > . Whether ib was any lies now in the recordsof o ence 
> oe ore except by the statement contained in the = uestion. He signs 
th a mark, thus leaving it a question of doubt whether he could 
list. We give the following extracts from the testi- 


the names on the 


mony of Mr. Robinson: 
. t has been your mt ad? Ave y to become acquainted with the voters 
of ton qrecias, good or Are you not acquainted with nearly all of 
voters in said precinct 


(Contestee objects to cee because it calls for illegal, irrelevant, 
= incompetent testimony, and does not tend to prove or disprove any issue 


A. Have 4 here seven or eight years, and within 5 miles all of my life, 


but I don’t suppose that I know more than one negro in ten in the precinct. 
The contestee examined 8 witnesses, including the m rs of the Vieotion. 
These witnesses fully the regularity of the election, and they prove 
also the num ys | <. ie votes 
The witness 8 peaches the contestant’s witnesses. Wood. Freeman, 
and Hardy. 


CHURCH HILL, LOWNDES COUNTY. 


The testimony of James ant was secondary in character. He was not 
ows} the pegiretion book, but was handed a paper, and asked if it was a 
copy of this . He answered, * *It was, so far as he could then recollect.” 

it gD evidence that the majority report relies as proof of the 


e colored witness, Scott Moore, testifies simply that he did not know 
certain persons which were named to 
Of character is the (eotencey of Charles Heabowski. This colored 
ona hence contestee could not offer evi- 
ed his occupation his answer was, “ Farm- 
clocks; sometimes shoe work; some- 


contestant, but one 
mane they ought to be 
about 250" net. 


Mealing's ovidenoe, like the others, is eecondary an el When asked 
how he knew that ce’ rsons were not voters, his answer was, “ Because 
their names were net on poll 

In direct with contestant's witnesses is the testimony of five wit- 
nesses examined for contestee. 


HAYNEVILLE PRECINCT, LOWNDES COUNTY. 


orit rt mak 


should not be rejected exceptinextreme cases. (McCrary, 


Goss not authorins the aan te 
oe dishonestly 


page 2 eon 38 
be thrown out. It must thirst be aoe. 


collusively. (Paine on ain sani 
ho chowsd. conclusi ar the contestoe, both white and colored, 
ly the latter, t t hat wore present at the Polling place their enthusi- 
asm for the contestee, deposit their ballots. If any’) whole day 
ee Wao. any ovenenee) eee 


to aiden to 
sustain Speetais . To throw out 
eo wae Fee eS ead be eck antde uttacat ance tee 
strongest of 
Saieaeeiiiade PRECINCT, LOWNDES COUNTY. 
Spe witness Sisiiee oye ne Sennen can be regarded as legal. 


is not shown an SS swears to what his recol- 
oe \ecthneny Would neh have 


and ; 

J.T. does Sreed cooled te les canal tran 

ee ieee Uae crane of sakaas te the poeta, bas eat of ae 

num n 

By re [He oe 

aaa contestee that there were twice that number of voters 

J. A. Reese was examined in rebuttal, and therefore the defendant had no 
counter to ona witnesses touching the matter of his testimony. 


2 


Ee 


WHITERALL, LOWNDES COUNTY. 

The main reliance f hate quainion Seating Sis prota & 
A. De Bardelaben.” He was twice on the stand, papgeene ne Se ee 
ee eee car a Coen, 
to have been a ve strong partisan, and suffered himself 

own 


$0 be used to imp 
examined in repettel, He is a 


pie tenes peer 


man who had been indicted for ‘eee es.cnd 
pe shrwesceneral bax teeeenin His testimony 


The majority report says that this witness was in great part corroborated 
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APRIL 21, 


J. L. 


» When the eniy Sontraem 
Tctk 


STATESVILLE, aeons COUNTY. 


The only wane oe named in on which sus 

condemn as to t ae preeee® beg tare oa Leather right 
says that an effort was made to impeach this witness by one Golson. 
re is an en’ mistake. Golson was called on to sustain Prather after ho 
had been successfully impeached we six supunaule white gentlemen of that 


ese witnesses show not only that Prather was entirely unworthy of bo- 
lief. but a not possibly have seen _— he testifies to have seen. They 
also swear that the election was and that the contestee received the full 
number of ion votes returned for 


ous conaioe enpeninetion of the etinin touching the several precincts 
which pean ® y the contestant we have closely followed the report of 
= majority, f op thot reason that this sea? the evidence on yinich its 
usions are a of i how far short it comes 

all the decisions to warrant the 
can not be given to the fact 
contestant has no case. This 
the unreliability of the witnesses referred to in the ma- 


ot make extensive effort to attack the conduct of the 
election in counties in which the friends of contestant had control of the 
election , for se sengen, 6 stated by him before the committee, 
and which reason we believe to be supported by the record, that the contest: 


ce 


sede ek this rection to show tht 
ut con @ registra- 
tion law, on which the eae canal te to stress, was disregarded 
by the of the contestaak or them to control illiterate 
voters in the interests of the a. It was Zien Got a * one precinct 
in ree oe int more 
than one assistan oa ecole the © witness, 
= wee | a Demowene etckets for the col- 
ie how oe See ead te 

FF dees tee Si a oe Eerste were 
not uae, oe provided by election ration ce some of them were 
allo pre without producing 

At another precinct Sve re oe assistant declared 
publicly that if a white man asked him to x his oe would do so ac- 
Sortine bo RS sunsonsed wie. DEE 8 to him he would 
fix his ticket just 2 on bo Se eee desired hit yd ote: and that this 
assistant took con as pee Bolling place 
nel halt Gdais Gen Cee e booths. 


friends of the 


contestant were and such proven facts the injustice done 
to the contestee the case him on evidence which he had 
no opportunity afforded him to con et. 

The following extract from the report is significant: 

“The io woreeneinee in favor of the acts of the public officers whose 
condu become involved in this contest eee ey oxen uished 


tempt fo disprove thelr guft would have been fru pe Liane Soar that their at- 
ae is quite viden‘ more proof bopond that hich was given could 


e it 
ae 


By Cis Sind 2 pecan ya ce tg justifies the acceptance of 
e in aiden ates given in re d 7 to the con con- 
testee to meet it, and the utter disregard of She tate cans dant evi 
dence given by contestee. 
bt Ln OT are not based or authorized by 
in the record, nor can conclusion stated be be justly reached by 
a in’ of the record. 
all the it is declared that fraud is not to be presumed an‘ can 
not be inferred from evidence that merely raises a of its existence; 
one ea oe an 5 the law Seb? ears 2° fraud can only be es- 
tablished strongest proof. assumes a conspirac 
Selasraaiesd eteaiaacsenaiaaiiommiicad erties tsecnrt ak 
assum: 
iPeincipes of lw about which there are applied in the trial 
of 7a tera hot so much asa ie reeeretin 
the contestee. coeds nan objet on the whole evi- 


Sieh. ane regard being 


star thee A se a ot convestee as that of the contestant, the con- 
So that, to reach the conclusion of the the la nt 
Risomptions indulged re tats bere 
We most to both propositions, and believe that the 
ew nd but Sr salon . the 


we offer in substitution of those 
aoe elected « Member of the Fifty- 
a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Congressional district of the 

to a seat a eve” 

HUGH A. DINSMORE. 

8. 8. TURNER. 

(Mr. Barrett). The gentleman 
asks unanimous consent that tlie 


of the committee omen c De rt of 
there The Chair hears 


unless it is 
Betis the entle- 

Georgia to the residue of his time to the gentleman 
Alabama. 


. BARTLETT of Georgia. Yes, sir. 
Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker—— 
pro tempore. The gentleman from Alabama is 


The SPEAKER 
entitled to the foo. If the report of the minority into the 
goes 
RECORD, we desire that the report of the majority shall also go in. 


i 
Fee 


ue 
E 
= 
a 
ad 


: 


I object, 
pro 


ig 
a 
? 











Mr BARTLETT of Georgia. I have no objection to that. inspectors of election in each precinct or ward immediately preceding every 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ala- ection. ; ; 

t]: from N. Y £ D The probate judge, it will be seen, is not to make a copy of either the regis- 

bama the eman ew ror [Mr. ANIELS]. tration list or of the copy of it. But he is to make a complete alphabetical 

Mr. BB of What is the proposition? list of the electors registered by precincts or wards, and to certify the list 


SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman from Alabama, 
= a eattonds, eclines to viel 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. COOKE of 


ntleman from Georgia and none ‘“* Copies of official bonds or other instruments or papers required to be kept 

o to the — of the ge : ‘ : by any officer of this State, and transcripts from the books and proceeding 
ss \ s ‘ OKs 3 proceedings 

was made; so the of the minority were ordered to be printed required to be kept by any sworn officer of the State, are presumptive evi 
in the RECORD. th ‘l from New York a cues any ctv came, and pave the same legal effect = if the originals were 
. But the eman from New York rose and | produced and proved, upon the certificate of the custodian thereof that it is 
Mr. DINGLEY gen a true copy of the original; but the court may, on motion, require production 


to the request. . ; 
DANIELS. I did object, but the attention of the Chair 


another way. “All transcripts of books or papers uired by law to be kept in the office 
was directed OE Meenore The gentleman from Alabama of the secretary of state, or the office of the auditor, when certified by the 

The ee 7 ? | proper custodian thereof, must be received in evidence in all courts; and it 
as the Chair ds, has yielded the floor. is no objection to such transcript that the book from which it is taken isa 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. No, sir. copy of office books belonging to the United States.""—Code of Alabama, sec- 

: on 2785. 

The SPEAKER nere. The Chair understood the gentle- | "'ti,5 contestee, Mr. Cobb, has denied the application of this section to the 
man to ; and so, the gentleman from Illinois {Mr. CooKE] certified copies made because the law has not declared that the list shall be 
has the oost in the office of the judge of probate. But an express direction to that 

effect is not necessary. It is sufficient that the statute by implication con- 


Mr. COOKE of Illinois. Now, I ask unanimous consent that in- 
asmuch as the gentleman from Georgia desires that the views of 
be printed in the REcorp as part 
be also unanimously agreed that the report of the majority be 


it is found, and that is in the custody and office of the probate judge as one 

printed in the RECORD. phe of the public papers or records. The list is, therefore, a paper as much re- 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. I hope there will be no objection | quired to be kept by him in his office as if that had been done by the most 
to that. explicit lan of the law. For what is plainly to be implied from the law 


The SPEAKER maapene. The gentleman from Illinois asks 
e 


tee be printed in the Recorp. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 
The report of the majority of the committee is as follows: 


subscribers, members of the Committee on Elections No. 1, do here 

































































BARTLETT] requested that the views of the minority 
be in the Recorp as part of his remarks. Now, that is 
ob to, unless the report 


g 


and James E. Cobb is the contestee, and have considered the 
preumnees, oak objections of the said = and duly examined 
by said parties, and do determine and decide as fol- 
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officially; and one copy of said list for each precinct or ward the judge of 
probate shall deliver to the apeanes of election in each precinct or ward 
immediately preceding every election. The list required to be made by the 
judge of probate is therefore not a copy of the registration list, but a new 
and different list, containirg, it is true, the same names as are on the regis- 
tration lists, but alphabetically arranged. It is to be an original list so far, 
to be furnished for the convenience and instruction of the inspectors of elec- 
tion, and when he certified to a copy of that registration list it was to a copy 
of his own list, which remains in his office as a part of its permanent papers 
or records. And his authority to certify a copy of that list and make it evi 
dence has been fully supplied by the follow ng provisions of the laws of 
Alabama: 


eld to the gentleman from 
the purpose of making the request. 


Illinois. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 


of the majority may also be printed. 
pro tempore. The Chair asked if there was 


of the ori 2 a. when necessary to promote the ends of jus- 
tice." —Code of Alabama, section 2788. 






templates that one of the list shall remain in the office; and that it clearly 
does by the eighth section of the law already quoted. For that provides for 
the probate judge to deliver to the inspectors one of the lists made by him, 


of his remarks, it 
and as no other disposition has been made of the other it must remain where 










is as truly within its intent as though it had been most clearly expressed. 

e inspectors of election were also required to send the poll list of the 
election to the judge of probate, for the obvious reason that it was to be the 
basis of the final and official canvass of the votes; and that in like manner 
became a pager. in the language of the statute, to be kept in his office, and a 
copy of which he could make presumptive evidence by his official certificate. 
United States Revised Statutes, section 123, also lends its sanction to certified 
copies of papers delivered to the officer taking evidence in contested election 
cases by requiring him to return them to the Clerk of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, to be used as evidence in the hearing and decision of the contest. 
The returns of the voting precincts were required to be canvassed by the 
board of supervisors of the county, who were directed to state the exact 
number of votes cast in the county for each person voted for and the office 
voted for. The canvass was to be made on the returns filed with the pro- 
bate aap The canvass certificates of the supervisors were required to be 
filed in the office of the probate judge, who must immediately forward them, 
so far as they include Representatives in Congress, to the secretary of state, 
where, within fifteen days after the election, they were to be opened and 
counted in the presence of the governor, secretary of state, and attorney- 
general, or any two of them; and of the result the governor was required to 
give notice by proclamation. 

This was the final canvass, and it may be assumed from the fact that the 
queens ; is in this ae > ne oer that ie canvass both by = 
rds of supervisors and at least two of these State officers were made, anc 
votes of the colored a ee oe that each board had the votes returned by each of these precincts or counties 
he November before them. A certified statement of the tinal canvass was produced in 
‘| evidence. But the contestee, Mr. Cobb, objected that the secretary of state 
was without authority to make the certificate evidence. The grounds taken 
in So. of the objection are agi ard the same as those already con 
side concerning the power of the probate judge to certify copies of papers 
in his office. But it is the manifest pu of the law that all these returns, 
-_ — ee —_ — s,s _ peenes sntends in these yete 
offices, preserved and maintained as evidence of the titles of the 
ae ny pee et ee various officers found to be elected; and as such the certificate of the cus- 
oy at 808 ‘The veturnes todian thereof that it is a true copy of the original has the same legal effect 
~ Cobb: | if the original were produced and proved. 

~ There was introduced in evidence over this and other objections a certifi- 

cate of the secretary of state with the following heading: 


“STATE OF ALABAMA, Office of Secretary of State: 


“TI, J. K. Jackson, secretary of state of the State of Alabama, hereby cer- 
tify that the records in this office show that on the 19th day of November, 
1804, the returns of the election held on the 6th of November, 1494, for mem- 
bers of Congress were duly canvassed by the governor and secretary of 
state, as required by law, and the following result was declared:” 

Then follows a statement, by counties, of the vote of the Fourth Congres- 
sional district, and immediately under that is the following statement: 


report of the majority of the commit- 















that they have heard the contest in the election case at 
of Representatives, wherein Albert T. Good is 














and contestee were candidates for the office of Repre- 
from the ee district of the State of 
held in said on the 6th day of November, 1894. 
consists and then consisted of nine counties, namely 
Clay, Coosa, Elmore, Lowndes, Macon, Randolph, and 


Lowndes, and Macon were di ted as black 
colored population, and the others were 
of the predominance of the white people 




















tions. 
contestant, Mr. Good a 






Fifth Congressional district. 








| James E.| Albert T. 








County. Cobb. Goodwyn. 

ied inns chen debnehasdenacceccences coccss 613 225 
Nee eT sha acc atinwecns concccaces 1,195 1,733 
AE 810 | 1,210 
a 1, 066 | 2,115 
SR TT 8,276 | 189 
te, a cecaacenseecesed seceseeeasuenat 1,085 | 150 
ih ebendchenacstenncsss ceccsensooccensece sense 646 1,167 
10, 61 9, 903 








And in conclusion it is added: 
“In testimony whereof witness my hand and the great seal of State at the 
capitol this the 6th day of December, 1804. 
[SEAL] J. K. JACKSON, Secretary of State.” 
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This instrument was given in evidence after a statement made by the con- 
testant of the returns sent by the different canvassing boards of the Fifth 
onal district to the secretary of state, which is the same as that 
contained in the certificate of the secretary of state. There was no objec- 
tion taken to the secretary’s statements and certificate when were 
offered in evidence. But at the conclusion of the deposition of the t 
it is stated by the contestant alone— 

“That to each of said questions and answers such exceptions and objec- 
tions are reserved as the contestee could and can legally make and reserve, 
and such legal ex and objections are to have the same force and effect 
as if entered y to of said questions and answers when pro- 
pounded and en, and this argument a) tr P 

And in qonaegoenee of this 
the objection the secretary ormall 
But this objection does not seem to require the exclusion of Se Comment, 
for the aayy ban cine. contined tp Sie copatins Sneterqquined $0 be 
and shown, and they are that the returns of this election had been canvassed 
by the governor and secretary of state, two officers of law empowered to 
make the canvass, and the result following was declared, which included the 


ond inthe other two black counties, in which beats the contestee secured },:; 


ties. 

illiam who had been a dailiff in Honeycut beat about a yea» «... 
tified ee ee ea ae ee teetaen oy ~ 
Honeycut beat. He was then asked if he knew any of 52 mamed to him. 
and he testified that he did not; that he had an effort to find them and 
spent three and a half days traveling over the beat, inquiries for the», 
as best he could; that he looked for them and did not anyofthem. He 
acted under a subpoena for them as witnesses to give evidence. Thes. ,,.. 
sons appear to be on the poll lists of this beat as part of the vote of 10) ¢/\., 


to the contestee. 

Hilliard Judkins testified for the contestee that 105 or 106 votes were tak. 
at this t at the election of 1894 for member of Congress, but he kn.w 
were i 















ecture as to the number beeen Tedkine toro cone 8 tair 
oo oe the best that can be done, and the practical dis). iti ao 
is to reject the returns , With that one ex ; for certainly they 
ots ee ee and Judkins, who not even sign the ro. 
turns from his a to a large number of names on the list...) 
number of votes aotnally woken. An additional cir. 
cumstance this conclusion is fact nearly 40 names are.) 
the poll list which are not on She sagiteaticn list, and it was not intimated 
or shown, if any of these persons reside in county, that they did no 
reside in the county when the registration . 
COTTON VALLEY PRECINCT, NO. 5, MACON COUNTY. 
she Seagectces reported 237 votes cast in this precinct—all for Mr. Cobb, 
The evidence roves that the contestant, Mr. Goodwyn, had no representa. 
tive in the of inspectors and clerks in this He was informat 
he was to have none, and the contestee, + Cine Objected to the re- 












3 








quest to give him representation, at the meeting Mm mentione 
In September, 1894, a written ce was had between Mr. Goat 
the contestant, and Mr. Cobb, contestee, ing the latter to 
Sip contestans 2 perenne for equal representa. 
to both parties in all the w the contestee, Mr. Cobb, 
declined to agree to. 





It had been reported that the contestee was to derive his majority in part 
from this precinct by means of fraudulent votes, these facts surely indi. 
cate the truth of the information; but the evidence not connect thie con- 
ve ae eee contestant also applied to Judge Hurt 

oS oe. He also uested permission to 













see the ; also for permission ; each of which requests was 
then refused pet the condesnans Aid secure of the registrati mn 
and poll tion list so that there were about 
250 voters this while the registrar’s book showed no more 
than 30. the certificate of registrar is to that effect only. How the 
additional names ange to Be pigsed on the list was not lained. It is cer 
tain that there could not have so many etathing the age of 21 





between May 26 and November 6 One hundred and 
Uventy-ix of the wdditional are By the contestant in his — 
s handwriting. “Neither page was certified or si 

nor signed, and 3 en- 


The of the witness, eratemed thane einte ts, for he 
testitied that thé book was ere officer Galting the evidence 
in the present mee that the names for this seaenes followed con- 

along there was no certificate that onia- 
tered, except as to the 30 on the last page. wore 3 ames of the 
on . were 


first one page. nae after the 2 names. 
Then names commenced on ree Tran consecutively from 
155 naan was made of J ‘urt for a copy of these pages, 


_ An inspector (Menefee that he did not think there s many 
as 100 =e ae hy was afterwands examined 0‘: 


Bra sh and he had been offered money 
the con! to swear more 30 or 40 voted at Cot- 
ton Valley; he further testified were 287 votes voted for the 
contestee, Mr. Cobb. It is little, if any, reliance can be 
placed on this witness, by reason of the in his statements made 


Thirty-six names are which contains 237 
names, were thas thay not ee tee cine in 1804, and 


of no other the same names, Seventy- 
two persons also they did not vote at this precinct at the 
November their names are on the poll list; and these atl 
received by the . But it does not affirm- 


atively appear that the contestee was when the affidavits were 
received. He however, if he was ask when he was 
a ow is be = out. taide from the evidence other 
- sufficient this recine as faise 
Ga aaccaenen ae ieiniog the legal 


and 
votes of the seems to be no other rational alter 
















nf limits of the Fifth re wins consent. = 
as ve witnesses whose taboo Montgomery Coun 

the of want of a’ was onl to the witness L and 
fai key Solan Repent po oceasion. As to the the 





on 
there can be no reason for ion cree ae Oe 
ciall Drejudiced py the order of ths evidence, for ie sects to have boon be- 
ongressional 















TUSKEGEE PRECINCT, NO. 1, MACON COUNTY. 
contestants Str 426 votes for the contestee, Mr. Cobb, and 9 for the 
t in other two precincts of the effort to 

for the contestant, and the re- 
report existed sto the 

for the contestee. ‘And what 
the and p> 1] lists 









wyn. Two hun- 
of the two boxes o! 
while ee ad 
counties. which Macon 
counted as given, and they 














be, that the 


See apie are  l, 
one a marshal, 
jas te fact tapnod out Eo ts 











d be in County; that they 
Reid Smi ve similar evi the seven precinct s the 
seven County w OCEDCes. 
to be true, but in these three beats he This witness 





inct, and 


be the fact. He was present at the iece of 
hada ay eee Se 
around 


Ben 
to unite in securing tatives for 
Valles and Honeycut, and he stated that 
it it was adopted, 






bu 
tion uesting 
Seatiiens ted Ete tees 
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left of voters, made bya rope drawn around in front | cinct is proved to have been badly tainted, both in the registrations and poll 
ae, 6 ee Se een S the ae ist. mn yee oy was given to show the number of legal votes given, and it 
ae roug y. no more ) | would be merely guessing to try to estimate them. It is apparent that tho 
And b¢ persons were in  court-house square that day, and only 42 voted | lists a and en are fraudulent. The petarne one false en i 
E unreliable, and no other alternative is presented than to exclude the entire 
there thet oe that he watched all day, and there were 42 colored voters | vote = ’ . _— — 
t into the that day. And the position occupied by these two LOWNDESBORO, LOWNDES COUNTY. 
onthe diagram, was in plain view of the way through - 
Poe rope in front of the court-house, and also of the rear door of | Beat No. 18 returns 526 votes —all for the contestee, Mr. Cobb 
There was another door to the court-house, but it did not | . The registration and poll lists are brought in question as affected by fraud 
the court? . any entered that way; and the front inclosure by the | 1 this precinct. ; Me 
appear with the passage opening in it for the persons approaching to A. C. 3 cRee was the registrar. He testifled that he thought there were 
sege ws were that way. contestee is mistaken in the statement | bout 151 voters registered in May, and he did not recollect registering any 
the com house vulker in rebuttal. It was evidence in chief, taken a ater May one sending = list to Hayneville as a supplementary list 
that recal and exam eba mocrat. is recollection is supported by the r att ion list, 
in PA pape eat tees aye eee which is certified by the registrar and contains no more than 151 names 
Seat ret fo. is objected that both Walker and Grimmet are not This = Si oe ss to ~ voters’ names—é3 more than the 
ppeared discrediti registrar registered. en there is added a supplemental list of 322 names 
worthy of credit, but nothing a) having the effect of a making 536 in all the laws of the State of ‘slat ama this supplementary list 
: State of Alab s 11s suppiementary lis 
either of them. swore that there were three in the rope, | C22 on y consist of the names of persons attaining the age of yy yoars bet en 
Se nn into the hallway, and the voters had to pass the close of the registration day in May and the day of the election; and by 
gn th the door i northern portion hallway; that there was an oe oan ae yey y= in the county three months 
one ave the © vote. To render the supplemental list lawful, 322 voters 
opening in eastern voters could abate sole = must have me residents of the precinct or attained 21 years of age, or 
et livery stable see both openings. his | both, during this ee Tae a fact which ts utterly incredible. 
son wes and stated that part of the day he was acting as r- | There were added to the original list 63 names without authority, and this 
witness supplemental list was fabricated to the extent of 32 names. 
and horses. He also stated that he appointed f 
of this . T. Dickson was shown this supplemental list. He was a merchant hay- 
on and the other two precincts, but | . : 
such as the contestant or his friends a ing a general acquaintance in the precinct, and testified that he did not know 
they were evidently not 
y ll list. to hav: to exceed 4 names on the list, and they were of persons over 21 years of age 
About 30 persons stated on the po! t e voted in this precinct who . ’ } x 
ferent peroa eerie a reported to have voted whose names fo ieice Oe - for comes ee ze L =. And he reckons there were 
: 29 whose names are on the poll list testified | 2>0™ voters in the precinct, mcluding, of course, white and colored. The 
ee an not vote, and ‘others made affidavits that they did not vote, | Poll list is certified by the probate judge to be a true and correct « — of the 
fant the other two precincts, no reliance can be placed on the returns, and poll list filed in his office, and that it contains the names of 526 persons as 
the hate voters. According to this list every person named on the registration list 
should be And re is no evidence w ver showing what , . 
jecal votes were at this precinct. exce £6 votes, at all for the contestee, Mr. Cobb—certainly not a state- 
men eved. 
BENTON, NO. 1, LOWNDES COUNTY. J. A. Reese, a Democrat, was clerk of the election. He testified that he 
‘This precinct returned 311 votes for the contestee, Mr. Cobb; none for Mr. | turned over his poll list to the inspectors after the polls were closed, and 
a ie ‘ sa a he thougns tore ~~ between 100 and 125 names on the list, and that 
an a who had resided precinct five years, included names om registration certificates brought in by Manager 
knew a people there, testified that he noticed and estima Dickson. C. E. Reese, also a Democrat, testified that R. S. Dickson, a mana- 
the number of town on the day of election. In his judgment there | ger of the election, told him that there were not exceeding 80 votes cast at 
were less than 50, 2% or 30 voted. were about 200 colored and 25 or e election. He added further that there were not exceeding 60 white 


voters in the beat, and they claimed to be Democrats; and he thinks 1 colored 
poceen voted for Cobb. Seven persons whose names are on the poll list testi- 

ed that they did not vote. And Democrats testified that there were but 
few menat the during theday. This precinct is certainly deeply stained 
by fraud, and in no event can more than 81 votes be given to the contestee 
here, making a deduction from the vote returned for him of 446 votes. 


: 
i 


where he could see the polling lace and 
men voted, and added: “I didn’t see 
as proven by Mr. Traylor, A. J. W 
Hayden, who were well acquainted 
to contain over 100 names of not res- 


! 


q 
| 


idents of many of whom are named in the list as havin . 
voted at the Other yess. registered as ha voted, testifi ST. CLAIR BEAT, NO. 19, LOWNDES COUNTY. 
that they did not vote and to the other names being those of dead persons, 


This beat returned 8 votes—all for contestee, Mr. Cobb. 

J. T. Dickson was in his store all the day of election, about 75 yards from 
the place in which the election was held. He testifies that there were but 
few persons in St. Clair that day, and two of the managers told him about 4 
o'clock that but 6 votes had been cast, and these two managers were Demo 
crats. Two names were —- to be of persons who did not vote. It will be 
seen that the evidence is by no means decisive, and it will be safest to allow 
84 of these votes to remain to the credit of the contestee, Mr. Cobb. 


WHITE HALL BEAT, NO. ®, LOWNDES COUNTY. 


This beat returned 209 votes—all for the contestee, Mr. Cobb. 

W. A. De Bardelaben testified that he knew ® per cent of the voters of 
this beat; that 6 persons reported as voting were then dead. He had beena 
collector of taxes. The managers of the election were part of the day at- 


ao caer =H —— = 

over rsons, being white, voted a 

ere were + many who voted for the contestee, 
from the vote returned for him in the Benton 


@HURCH HILL, NO. 2, LOWNDES COUNTY. 
Vote returned: 278 for Cobb and 2 for Goodwyn. 
testimony 


Bryant, assistant is that he registered 

Saari statement of certificate to the two lists. 

says that him is a correct e ration 
cy tad ia ed 


le he knew the people who resided in | tending to other business. About 2%5 to 250 men lived in the beat. Sixteen 

in detail, that there were about persons | persons named on the poll list testified that they did not vote at this election. 
Charles Heabowskie gave evidence, | Alexander White testified that he had been postmaster there. He knew 
on registration list. And it was proved | nearly all the voters in the beat, and that the 19 persons named to him did 
persons residing in were on | not live in the beat the last year referred to, which was the year of the elec- 


tion in question. And he was in t part corroborated in this by the wit 
ness, J. L. . He also swore that§ persons whose names were on the poll 
list had been for more than a year; and his testimony was taken in 
February, 1895. He also stated that 64 were names on the poll list of men 
whonever lived in the beat. The names of other persons on the list were 
also shown to be fictitious; and no proof of the polling of a legal vote has 
been given. It follows, therefore, that the return from this precinct shouid 
be wholly disregarded. 
STATESVILLE PRECINCT, NO. 2, AUTAUGA COUNTY. 

oe precinct 71 votes were returned—all of them for the contestee, Mr. 
Cobb. 

The conduct of the election officers was shown to be riotous, threatening, 
and disorderly. The witness, M. L. Prather, testified that he was in full view 
of the polling place during the entire day, and to the best of his count 28 men 
were on the ground; that he was positive there were no more than 28, and 27 
entered the iting — An effort was made to impeach this witness by 
the witness J. B. Goldson; but he swore that Prather’s character was good 
and he would believe him. Prather’s evidence seems thoroughly reliable, 
and it requires the vote of the cu.atestee to be reduced in this precinct to 27, 
making a deduction from the returned vote of 44. The fact that the contest 
ant was allowed no representative in this precinct is a further fact warrant 
ing this result. 

to these several precincts, it should be added that no evidence was given 
in any form justifying any different disposition of their votes than has been 
above mentioned. 


and et witness 

there were 14 to 16 white Demo- 

he total v: about 170. Scott Maull put the 
between 175 and 180. W.E. Meal- 









NO, 4, LOWNDES COUNTY 


precinct was 172—for Cobb, 170; for Goodwyn, 2. 
by the judge, had 170 names; 33 persons 
swear that did vote, and a few others were 
ee enna ae Sear 
as eo VO 
for the contestee, Mr. Cobb. 


DAY'S BEAT, NO. 5, AUTAUGA COUNTY. 


This beat returned 50 votes for the contestee, Mr. Cobb. 

The contestant had no representative in the clection board of this precinct, 
and the proceedings were Seaoteales in the extreme. But these facts alone 
will not justify a reduction in the vote, although there is a probability that 
it was not genuine. 

the contestee, Mr. Cobb, every possible item of proof does not 

the results already noted. The presumption in favor of the official 

acts of the public officers whose conduct has become involved in this contest 

has been completely extinguished by the evidence establishing their frauds; 

and it is very clear that their attempt to disprove their guilt would have 

been fruitless. With so many stubborn facts against them their denials or 

tions would be acceptable to no one beyond their own confederates. 

It is quite evident that more proof beyond that which was given could be 

secured tthem. The nature of the case is such that a general knowl- 

of population of the locality compared with the registration and 
lists must Tisclose the presence of fraud whenever it exists. 
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The effort to deprive the people of the result of the expression of their will 


at the ballot box whenever these avenues of proof are carefully followed can 
always be defeated. Andit is fortunate for the cause of free government that 
the presence of these and other eee facts which may be accessible will 
not fail to vindicate the right of the le to legaland honest representation. 
Their will is sovereign, and whoever they select and whatever may be his 
ronounced sentiments, he is their representative, and his right can not be 
Rented because of political differences. In these precincts there was a delib- 
erate purpose to defeat the real design of the people. It was not the case as 
to a few persons, but all who endeavored to exercise control were implicated 
in the common d ; and other public officers whose concurrence was nec- 
for success were confederated with the election officers in the devices 

hey nstituted and endeavored to out. 

6 reductions in the vote returned for the contestee, Mr. Cobb, te 
2,886, obliterating completely his stated majority of 508 votes. They do not, 
however, increase the contestant’s majority. e election officers were care- 
ful not to allow him any special gg in the way of votes, by reservi 
their favors waely for the contestee. But he can very well stand, as he 
entitled to do, on the psenes part of the majority secured to him in the other 
counties of the district and the precincts not contested in these contested 
counties. His vote will then be over that of the contestee. 


There is but one mode, therefore, in which this House can maintain what 


appears to be the right, and that is to unseat Mr. Cobb and to seat the con- 
testant, Mr. Goodwyn. To that end we recommend the adoption of the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 


* Resolved, That James E. Cobb was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
fourth Con asa mogrenanenre of the Fifth Pages district of 
the State of Alabama at the election held in said district on the 6th day of 
November, 1894, and is not entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress 
as such Representative. 

d, That Albert T. Goodwyn was elected a member of the Fifty- 
fourth Co: as the pepecesnae sve of the Fifth Congressional district of 
the State of Alabama at the election held in said district on the 6th day of 
November, 1504, and is entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress as 


such Representative.” 
CHAS. DANIELS, Chairman. 
L. W. ROYSE. 


FRED C. LEONARD. 
D. COOKE 


. Z. LINNEY. 
W. H. MOODY. 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I hope to have the ear of 
the House, and eee ot gentlemen on the majority side of 
this Chamber, w I attempt to make a fair and concise statement 
of the side of the contestee in this case. I am aware that, taking 
this case as contested elections generally go, but little hope exists 
that there will be in this House a reversal of the action of the ma- 
jority of the Committee on Elections. And if it were a matter 
affecting myself alone, a mere matter of mal concern, I do not 
think I would feel at all inclined to enter into this argument to-day. 
But the action of this House, if it should unseat me, has a more 
far-reaching effect than an sneer that it may to 


we 


myself individually. It be a declaration on the part of 
body that gentlemen whom I know and honor, gentlemen whom 
I esteem as men of integri 

in the disc of their o duty. It is also a declaration that 
the people of Fifth Congressional district of the State of Ala- 
bama shall be represented on the floor of this House by one who, 
in my opinion, is not of their choice. 

I be necessarily brief and unable to examine the case in 
all of its details. I must content myself with mere ms, 
trusting that the gentlemen who do me the honor to listen to what 
I will say will take these ons and draw from them the de- 
ductions to which they legi tely and spoelty lead. My belief 
about this case is that the question of fraud, which has been raised 
and urged here with such persistency, would never have been 
raised at all if the case had been roperly examined and treated. 
My own views are that in the of an election case the same 
rules should ail that obtain in courts of justice. We are in 


the search of truth, and the rules established by law and govern- | the 


ing all judicial tribunals in their efforts for the ascertainment of 
the truth have been so long and so well recognized that it has 
become axiomatic that there can be no pan ascertainment of 
that which is true on an issue made—that there can be no reliable 
elimination of the true from the false—except by an unvarying 
adherence to those rules which have received the sanction of man- 
kind for hundreds of years. 

And so, Mr. Speaker, I understood at the last session of the last 


that that was to be certainly the manner of the procedure | w 


of this House in the trial of the contested election cases which 
would be brought before it. It was openly declared 
that this Congress would ents in these cases w no 
man could assail, and which would bring; honor upon those who 
made them. The belief engendered by these declarations—for I 
gave to the gentlemen who made them my confidence in their 
sincerity—jroverned and determined me largely in my course in 
ro ‘evidence that you now find embodied in the record 
in case. But to this t further on. 
intalllgen ‘aul eee —~ tim ying co 
y . pu or the time par- 
ton thes nad yactionn nee ces, can come to but one conclu- 
en ae S inion, and that is that if there was eliminated from 


deg y ee na contestant- has absolutely no case. 

abstain m making extensive attack con- 
tentant in the counties where 1 was advised that feuale ish bare 
committed me. 


the testimony wae eee eee eras = 





Now, what is the foundation for the assertion that contestant 
had made no case at the expiration of the time allowed to him to 
take evidence in chief? 

When the contestant closed his case he had not introduced g 
single particle of evidence to show the vote of the whole district— 
not a particle. Forty days were consumed vy him with diligent 
effort to fill the record with evidence which he conceived would 
benefit him without regard to its relevancy, and yet he abstaineq 
from inserting a word which even tended to show the vote of the 
district. Therefore, Mr. Speaker, no matter what amount of 
proof there might have been tending to show fraud in the three 
counties attacked by him, it could not be made to appear that 
that fraud affected in his favor the vote of the district. But that 
is said to be a gentlemen on the other side. That 
Mr. Speaker, is the cry of every man who finds himself hard 

ressed in a matter un judicial investigation. Technical, 

- IP is pao of law, it is a rule s) versal application, 

is a rule that is recognized everywhere, in every court through- 

out land, that those things which are matters of primary 

evidence, evidence in chief, shall be given in at a proper time, so 

that the opposing party may have an ty to meet and 
ve them. 


ro ; 
ow, when the time of the contestee had expired, when no op- 
portunity was to be offered to him to put in a single 
— of evidence, then for the first time the contestant intro- 
uced the evidence as to the vote of the district. And what kind 
of evidence was it? It was wholly , because it was hearsay, 
8 and swore positively that 


tained his information. 
out authority of law, by the secretary of state of Alabama. This 
was the ce on which he relied. It was so illegal in charac- 
ter, so defective in every respect, that the Committee on Elections 
——— -— rely or announced to the poereet that - must 
amen case particular producing er and better 
evidence. This course of the Ssaahine was not only unfair, but, 
in my view, it was 
The true rule, as stated by McCrary and sustained by every 
t worthy to be followed, is not to allow the introduction 
of evidence, whether it be record evidence or not, unless it is put 
in before the commissioner, so that the other contending party 
may have an eeeeeey to see its effect upon his case and gov- 
ern himself 


y. 
Now, what was the result? They sent down to the secretary of 


Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Does the gentleman from Alabama 
mean that this foundation of the contest was supplied by testi- 
mony taken at the instance e the contestant the time for 


taking y had 

~ Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes; it was so done. I do not know 
whether it was at the instance of the contestant or at the instance 
of the committee, but the committee advised me and the contest- 
ant that the contestant would be compelled to supply this testi- 
ee kia tak to do it. 
— ee Georgia. And were you permitted to reply 


Mr. COBB of Alabama. Nota bitof it. I said to the commit- 
tee, “Gentleman, this is all wrong. You have no right to (Jo this. 
It isa right'and power belonging to the House alone, and not to 

committee, and if you propose to amend the record, I demand 
as a matter of right and justice that you go before the House of 
Representatives with a suggestion that testimony is needed, 
that I may have an —~ being heard before the House, 
so that I may show to them effect of this course upon my 
claim to this seat in cu me off from testimony that I know I 
can produce in answer to very testimony that you propose to 


They refused it. They could not trust this House, with its over- 


Republican majority, to deal with a question like that. 
ved of tho right of a hearing lore the only body 


I hold in my hand, 
the secretary of 
purports to be a cop 
his own county, whic 
face that under the law of Alabama it was 50 ‘e- 
I have not the time 
that these certifi- 
sheriff, and the 
— and the -_ 
may be supplied, but not so with the shet 
are no contingencies that would pre 
either personally or by deputy. He 
an unlimited number. 
of probate and by 


= either the name of 
sheriff appears upon it, and 


and character, have committed fraud | state—— 














and returns without strict scrutiny. 
Now, what would have been the result if attention had been 
called to the in the return from Elmore County? One 


which makes the paper ill 


a — on its 
committee should have excluded the vote of that county. 


ttee 
rule of law which was violated was in the receiving of 
Lee ~ Why, it is all through the record. But before 


the introduction of evidence in chief in 


Evidence was taken which the contestee u 
proper rebuttal; but it weameinly to prove 


on 
there can be no reason for eapposing 
the order of 
cially prejaciwrer of contradiction. 

A judge on the bench, hearing a contest to be decided judicially, 
tells one of the parties ‘‘I will depart from the rule of law in favor 
of your opponent, and I do it because I assume to determine that 
about to be offered is such evidence that 
Who ever heard of such reasoning from a 
before a court I have the right of an op- 
to eee evidence to contradict that of my 
til I have that opportunity granted there is no 
man who has the whedon Bagg evidence of my adversary is be- 
yond my of con stion. ; 

And Ty nih is the deliverance of the judicial tribunal in 
was committed the pending contest. 
is notall. It is not true that this evidence was yey to 

that mer. did not vote whose names were on the poll list. 

But s had been. That was one of the main points in 
case. This whole case turned on the charge that men were 
ted as voting and their names made to appear on the polling 
when, as a matter of fact, they never cast a ballot. Now, 
\ ,you are the plaintiff in a court of justice. The 
You P ng up one witness to make out your case, 
and defendant puts up his witness, and then 
, fifteen, or twenty witnesses to sus- 
witness on the pretense of legitimate rebuttal. 
not the course sanctioned by the decisions of high judicial 


tlemen, do you wish to be fair? Do you intend to be fair? 
intend to redeem the pledge you made that you would 
sound precedents in the contest cases before this Con- 
rare Is it not far better that you should do 
_- one _— or another man should occupy one of the 


was not within the scope of 
t persons did not vote whose 
roof had been previously taken, and 

t the contestee, Mr. Cobb, was spe- 
evidence; for it seems to have been 


BigeHie 
£ uty : 
aha 

: 

i 


ay 


if 


But, as I said, that was not all of this pretended rebuttal evi- 
dence. Itcovered every phase of contestant’s case. Init sepeaned 
for the first time pretense of evidence of the vote of the dis- 
trict, without evidence the contestant could not possibly 

as [have shown. I was thus denied the opportunity to 

meet this evidence and disprove it. More than a score of wit- 

nesses were allowed to give evidence in chief in rebuttal, includ- 
ee oonistoe soem mainly to have relied. 

I must hasten. It contained all the evidence that has been 

insisted on here, and eects over and over again about my re- 

fusal to join contestant in a petition, and about certain pretended 


tizens of Macon County. I was given no 


opportunity to contradict these statements, which distorted the 
true facts. I will say in that m end in his opening 
speech said something to the effect that I refused to have a fair 
Sn ee ee 2S I over any oF write one 

I have not time to read the correspondence, but the letter 
addressed to me by contestant was not a letter petiti for a 
fair count. It was a letter in which he that we should 
ask judicial officers to abrogate their power under the law and 


i 
i 
i 


that itself on its sworn officers. 
Me MEAN, Ana wh ty lo rg, 
\ n er 
noth ee mmaceives Hable; and it would have been an 
ote La and say: ‘“‘I am afraid of 
you; you too much power; turn it over to my friend here, I 
ee US a 
and of official conduct.” That is 
tna Bat on every samy and quite different from more sd- 
tation, Tow Sipe tn thas clactions ec I had’ boon tn other 
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defect 
thousan ditional votes added to my majority! But the defect 
es , and hence the 
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elections, of honest balloting. Mr. Walker so states, if I can turn 
to his testimony. Here it is. There had been an effort, as I 
thought, to draw from him some sort of an insinuation that I had 
been guilty of misconduct. I challenged him: ‘‘ Do you mean to 
assert In any statement that you have made that I have been at 
any time, directly or indirectly, engaged in fraudulent practices?” 
He promptly and emphatically protested that he meant no such 
thing; and that I had been known in that county always, and was 
then known, to be in favor of fair elections, and stood with those 
who were advocating and urging them. 

And what of the meeting of citizens on which so much stress is 
laid in the majority report? 

It was a small gathering of about 35 voters, asstated by Walker. 
They had assembled to hear a joint discussion to be held under 
agreement between the opposing candidates, and for no other 
purpose. It was ag a es over by an extreme partisan friend of 
contestant. To this I had consented, for I was innocent of sus- 
picion that any unfairness would be attempted. To my amaze- 
ment, certain resolutions intended to secure improperly a partisan 
advantage to contestant were offered—not, however, in terms as 
stated by Walker and Smith, according to my recollection. 

With indignation Idenounced them, I said in substance: ‘“‘ We 
are not here for such paren. We are friends of the opposing 
candidates met together to listen to a joint discussion to be had 
under terms of agreement between them, andan attempt to secure 
advantage to one of them by resolutions of this sort was never 
before heard of when honorable men were engaged in free and fair 
debate.” I was indignant, as I had every right to be. But my 
surprise then is exceeded by my surprise now that a committee of 
this House should accept this occurrence as a reason on which to 
base their report. It is but an evidence of the weakness of the 
contestant’s case. 

I extract from Mr. Walker's testimony: 


Q. Do you not remember that my objection to the resolutions spoken of 
was to the breach of faith and unfairness in presenting them at a meeting of 
the friends of both eee called together to hear a joint discussion, the 
terms of which had m agreed upon between the candidates, and that I 
expressed garprice that they were offered? 

. Yes, sir; I think that covers fully the substance of your remarks; I 
don’t know that you expressed any other objection in your speeches, both at 
Cross Keys and Bentley, only you stated that to pass such resolutions might 
be a reflection on the officers who were toappoint the inspectors, and that you 
were not willing to do anything that would reflect on the officers; that they 
were honest officials and a had no reason to believe that they would not 

harge their duty faithfully under their official oaths; that is in substance 
as what I understood was your objection to the resolutions. 

Q. Did I not any sino that I had written a letter to Mr. Goodwyn in answer 
to me, addressed by him to me, in which I set forth my reasons for declining 
his proposition to petition the officers, and did I not then and there direct 
attention to the correspondence which Mr. Goodwyn had in his possession? 

A. I understood from your remarks that you charged directly that to at- 
tempt to those resolutions at that meeting was absolutely in bad faith 
in view of the agreement which you had had by a written correspondence, 
and in view of the fact that you had answered and given your reasons ina 
letter which had been pub as to why you would not join in a petition 
to the officers. 


. Isaid in that connection, did I not, that I had always been and was then 
in favor of a fair and honest election and believed that we would have it? 
A. Yes; I understood you to make statements to that effect. 


But, Irepeat, what have these things to do with this case? 
are they brought in here? But I pass on. 

Ex parte davits—why, gebiinanen, I never dreamed for a 
moment that there could gotten together in this House, or in 
any House, an elections committee that would receive ex parte 
davits as evidence. While the commissioner was taking testi- 
mony, or in the interval of the examinations, a friend of contest- 
ant, armed with affidavits all prepared for their signatures, was 
procuring ignorant negroes to sign them, and these are the proofs 
upon which the majority of this committee rely largely for the 
determination of this issue. 

I have alluded to the secondary and hearsay evidence that is 
introduced in this record. Here is a sample. How is it ascer- 
tained that 240 votes should be deducted from the majority of 
contestee as the same appear from the returns made? There is 
not a scintilla of proof in the record to show errors in addition 
except that Mr. Goodwyn swears that he happened to be present 
in one county and heard the sheriff call out the vote, and it did 
not amount to the number that was afterwards certified to by the 
three election officers, and that McDuffey told him that Judge 
Caffee told McDuffey that there was an error in the count in 
Lowndes County. is is the evidence, not only on which the 
majority of the committee rely, but on which they state that 
it is apparent there was a mistake. The contestant introduced 
first the statement of the judge of probate as to what the vote of 
Lowndes County was, and that certified return gives me a ma- 
jority of 748 votes, and if the gentleman on the other side can find 
any mistake in the addition he will do more than I have been able 


Why 


0. 
I will not dwell here longer. Time aa. I will briefly allude 
to the question of the introduction of the copies of registration 
lists. ese were introduced without other proof of genuineness 
than the certificates attached to them, 
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Mr. DANIELS. I yield for an inquiry. 

Mr. BAILEY. I insist that we are not dependent upon any. 
body’s courtesy for the right to make a apenansery inquiry. 

e EAKER pro tempore. To w gentleman does the 
gentleman from New York yield? 

Mr. McMILLIN, I do not ask to be recognized, except for a 
pemenentety inquiry, which is addressed to the Chair anqj 
nobody else. 

she EARS aoe dete . The Chair has asked the gentle. 
man from New York whe he yields, and to whom he desires to 


yield. 
. BAILEY. No gentleman on either side asks the gentlo. 
man from New York to yield. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will ask the gent}. 
man from Texas not to speak on the floor until he is recognizeg 
ir BAILEY. Irise to liamentary in 

r. - Irise to a quiry, and I haye; 
t to address it to the Chair. , 
SPEAKER tempore. The gentleman will be seated, 

Mr. BAILEY. anybody were in the chair having sufiicieyt 
knowledge of the rules it would not be necessary to insist upon 
the right to make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro senaom. The tleman will be seated, 
Does the tleman from New York yield to any gentleman oy 


Mr. DANIELS, I yield to the gentleman from Alabama to 









The law on this subject is this: No paper writing, at least below 
the dignity of a solemn record, can be introduced into a court of 
justice on the certificate of an officer, unless there exists a statmte 
authorizing that sort of paper, thus certified, to be received as 
evidence. That is the law. 

Now, in the first place, there is not one single registration list 
in this record, not one, that has the certificate which the law re- 
quires to make it eviflence by certification, if indeed there was 
such @ law; but, secondly, there is no such law. It is like the 

lea, ‘‘I am not guilty if I was there, but I was not there.” There 
8 ne proper certificate even if there was any law, but there is no 
law. But, Mr. Speaker, it makes no difference about the intreduc- 
tion of these registration lists by certificates, because the legisla- 
tive enactment provi for registration existing in Alabama at 
the late election is utterly null and void by reason of its uncon- 
stitutionality. Why is it unconstitutional? The gentleman who 
drew the majority report does not meet this question fairly. 

The purport of the report on this point is that evenif the lawis 
unconstitutional it does not make any difference to the contestee, 
because he has not shown that he suffered by it. Asif a consti- 
tutional law had any validity whether anybody suffered from it 
or not! The rule of law is that the moment a law comes before 
the court for construction and the court denounces it as uncon- 
stitutional, that law is null and yoid as to everybody and for all 
parnees. The supreme court of Indiana has decided the question 

volved here; the — court of Pennsylvania has decided it; 

of North i identical 















































































the supreme court Carolina has decided the make an inquiry. 

ae. The of Alabama, in the efforttoenactalaw| Mr. of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, there was no agreo- 
t would make futile any attempt to commit fraud in » | ment—— 

made its provisions too stringent. It enacted that registra-| Mr.COX. Mr. 







the 
Som should bp had fa May, cinatng tm thet month; that 
no one should register except those coming of after that date 
and before the day of election, and that no one vote unless 
registered. Thus it was that many men fully qualified by the 
constitution of the State to vote, but who failed with 
out fault of their own, were denied the right of suffrage. 
This point was raised in the decisions to which I have referred 
and the courts held without hesitation that such a law was null 


Speaker — 
The tempore. The tleman from New York 
has yielded comieean from ome for the purpose te 


to the 
i and the izes him to make the inquiry. 
Tr. BB of Alabama. t want to state a fact. Thore was no 
agreement as to the time to be in this discussion. I am 
entitled to an hour, in absence of any agreement, 


The SPEAKER tempore. The Chair was advised by the 









































pro 
and void. Now what effect does this consideration have in this tleman from New York that an t had been made to 
case? It is a question as to the admission of evidence. t the debate to three hours—one and thirty minutes on 
Cagle ot ene Snares dna me wy Vee eee each side. 
enac t were introduced by certification only. But certain! Oh, no. 


Several MEMBERS. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. That proposition was not agreed to. 


jesnaun Meaiheté, whe ; 
le , who was not in the 
House when the debate began, sent to the gentleman from New 
York, who has the matter in , to ascertain what the agree- 
ment was. The answer by the gentleman from New 


no lawyer will contend for a moment that a list could wore 
evidence by certificates the of which was authorized 
no law. What would have the result if these principles 



















ally tied e York was that an t was reached by which one hour and 
all these out of the evidence; take out the testimony; | thirty minutes was to be consumed on each side. The Chair there- 
take out the ony Clearly hearsay and secon ; take out | fore allowed the gentleman , Cops] to proceed 


the testimony which was admitted against me in rebuttal. which 
was evidence in chief, and confessedly there is nocase here. Gen- 
tlemen admit it. But seek to uvoid the force of what they 
can not answer by the w and specious plea that these things 
are “ technical.” 

But I hasten on. I have many points which I am forced from 
the want of time to omit. The majority of the committee have 
stated in their re what votes exclude and upon what 

unds. And this case is practically tried on that report, But 

e report does not one word about the many that 
I examined contradi the witnesses of the contestant at 
step. It has been stated that I could not meet this case as 


such a claim was the testimony of the numerous witnesses who 
one after another swore that the testimony introduced by the 
contestant was utterly and entirely untrue. But the ty of 
the committee reject all this without so much as an to it. 

Now let usgoonalittlefurther. Theeffort ismade to make this 
House believe that if I was elected it was by negro votes, the 
votes in the ‘‘ black counties.” Thecontestant comes 


from Alabama 
for the thirteen minutes rere s the of the gentleman 
from Georgia, and then allowed minutes additional, 
giving the gentleman from Alabama in all forty-three minutes, 
= us completing the one hour and thirty minutes allowed on 


side. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr. yee 
jy Does gentleman from New 


SPEAKER pro tem 
Yor one Daxims} yield to the gentleman from Georgia’ 
Mr. DANIELS. sir. 
£ Georgia. The record will not show that 


Mr. BARTLETT of y the 
there was any agreement as to eens mene to be occupied in 





















































this discussion. Naar page tion was made 
that there be an hour and a of debate on each side, and that 
aks ty GEHL Gk Tes ak eine frome Hoe York sai 
ew York saic 

Tao conclusion of three hours he would call the previous 


all that has been done with reference to the matter, and 
wili bear out the statement of fact. There was 10 
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ferred to, and as there seems to be a misunderstan(ing. 


having given notice that he would 
mi the ccphetilon ot three hours, though, 


New 
der primal, aeserenmgy: yates. he would not have been able 
take the floor for that and the temporary occupant of 
the -_ not be aware of the fact that this Seageation of te 
objected acted u S$ 
fion that it was pte aioe as to _ division of time. The 
matter has arisen vcoely from a misunderstand ob the part 
of the temporary of the chair, who merely carrie’ © 
or attempted to carry out in good faith what he understoo: to be 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 






she RVD hene oes Senpene ee. BARRE). The time of the 
gentleman from Alabama has expired. 

Mr, Ne pain siglfaad a ye Mr. Speaker, I do not under- 
stand that any time was 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Dantes] is recognized. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. A question of privilege. ; 

By LS an pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
ork yie 

Mr. BAILEY. He must yield for a question of 

Mr. McMILLIN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from New 
York yield, and to which gentleman does he yield? 


































be entitled to go on, 
he to do so, 


DANIELS. We shall claim the same extension of time. 
ir BARTLETT of Georgia. 

York as to when he 
Nir. COBB of ' 
how much time I will be entitled to? 


will demand the previous question. 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman has thirty-three minutes, as 


the Chair is informed. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, Mr. Speaker, when I was inter- 
rupted I was calling the attention of the House to the fact that the 


claim of the contestant is that he carried certain so-called white 


on the other side in drawing up his re- 


port say that certain of these counties were called black counties 
and others white. There is not a word of legal proof in the record 
about this, so far as I have been able to discover. But what are 
the facts? Here is the population of what the gentleman from 

nite counties, and here is the vote which 


ork calls the w: 
ee eae received in those counties: 


received in these counties are as follows: 


Thus it is shown comparing the colored vote in these coun- 
aie senetacd 


ties and the for the contestant in them, how 
absolutely unfounded his claim is that he had the support of the 

i SoRnnnEaiaeded** white” counties. Take out the col- 
and it utterly annihilates the majority in every county 


emer majority. These are the figures. 
not on that. 


to the beats, and I will hasten over them. I will 
attention to Honeycut precinct, in Macon County. 
deal of imony with reference to this point; 
the majority of the committee gives the names 
witnesses on whom they can mainly rely. They are J. D. 
publican of y » - ¥ neti g br vver ge 
manager of t::9 election, and swears wi inct em- 

phasis that every vote {iat went into the box was cast by a legal 
voter, and that every vote that was counted out of the box went 
it in a legal man.er. aoa manager, and 


his testimony in the records. J.D. examined 
in the Ghee alt the contestes and his attorneys, and therefore 


TM ieincnre ce. 
§ Peparkaoe tneesen ae aL de NN ge TT eS acs 


N 
I don’t know any such persons in this beat. 


783 
bias 
E 


ty 
a! 


Z 


fi 
i 


were known. If he meta col- 
~ whether he apes ee 
contained, and if a response, “ A 
= accepted as conclu- 



























t of order is this: Under the state- 
ly and correctly made by the Chair, 
t the gentleman from Alabama, being on the floor, was, under 
- invariable re of the House, entitled to an hour, and 
taken off the floor by an interruption arising 
— thinks A <pale Cinks = 
misunderstanding on the part 0: gentleman from New 
ork, which was communicated to the pep t of the 
, . 


in view of the notice of the gentleman 


Ce: y: 
TheSPEAKER. Thatrests, of course, with the gentleman from 
Mr. Speaker, may I be permitted to ask 


The majorities which the contestant claims it is shown that he 
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Mr. COBB of Alabama. Why, he was sent out to prove that 
certain men did not live there. That is the way they proposed 
to determine the fact that certain votes were illegal. 
y 2 . . . . » 

Now, Hilliard Judkin I have already referred to. 
will remember, the Republicam manager. He says: 

Q. Did you know all that came in there to vote? 

A. I did not. 

Q. Did you require the voters to surrender their registration certifi 
when they voted? 

A. I did. 

2. Do you know of any Populites or Third Partyites in Honeycut beat? 

A. No, sir; I don’t know of any. 

rs Do you know any white Populites or Third Partyites? 

3: I know of only one, Mr. Covington. I have never heard of any others 


He was, you 


cates 


. Was there anything said or done there to prevent anybody from voti! 
who had a right to vote? 

A. Nothing that I know of. 

Did you allow anybody to vote at that election who was not a registered 
and qualified voter? 

A. No, sir; a certificate was demanded of everyone. Two or three asked 
if they could vote without being registered. Mr. Hagood told them no, un- 
less they were registered. 

At Cotton Valley precinct, Essex Menefee is the man whose evi- 
dence is relied on. Essex Menefee was twice on the stand. He 
was put on the stand once in the absence of the contestee, and 
when nobody was there to represent him. The counsel of the 
contestee was delayed by severe weather. When he got to the 
pe examination he found that a number of witnesses had 

m examined, among them Essex Menefee. He asked to see the 
examination. He was refused. He asked to see the list of wit- 
nesses examined. He was refused. He asked that they be called 
back to be cross-examined. That was refused. 

Essex Menefee was made to swear that about 100 voters voted 
there. On this evidence the contestant claimed in his first brief 
that the whole vote at this precinct should be exciuded. In his 
rebuttal brief the contestant called Essex Menefee an ignorant 
colored man, Attention was called to his evidence taken on a 
second examination when both parties to this contest were repre- 
sented. Read his evidence and see what he says. He says that the 
contestant attempted to bribe him to swear that only thirty or forty 
votes were cast at Cotton Valley, and then took him before cer- 
tain men. The contestant was on the stand after this testimony 
was given and did not contradict it, nor did he introduce any of 
the men who were there at the time. The majority of the com- 
mittee reject this statement of Menefee, but are quite willing to 
rely on his first evidence to discard the whole vote of the precinct. 

Menefee swears that that poll was regular, and that the 
number of votes returned were actually cast. 

Now, take Tuskegee precinct. They say that there are a num- 
ber of votes here apparently cast in alphabetical order. Well, 
grant it. Ido not pretend to explain anything that does not ap- 
pear in the record; but this I say, that the most that can be said 
1s that it is a suspicious circumstance. To impeach the integrity 
of the managers of election you must go further and produce 
something definite, and not something which merely makes you 
suspicious of wrongdoing. This can be accounted fer. It could 
have been accounted for if attention had been properly called to 
it. I will not ulate as to the cause of this appearance of the 
poll list; but I w that in some precincts the poll lists were 
copied after they had been written down, and this is the proof as 
to one, at least, of the precincts of Lowndes, But be that as it 
may, Walker swears in effect that there were 200 votes polled at 
Tuskegee, and he is the contestant’s own witness. Yet the com. 
mittee do not give me credit for 200 votes, but throw out the whole 
poll. It is to be further remarked that the fact that this pre- 
cinct contained 900 voters and the fact that the inspectors returned 
less than one-half of them are not consistent with the idea of delib- 
erate fraud on the part of the inspectors. 

It is admitted in the notice of contest that legal votes were polled 
there. No credit is given for that admission. 

How much time have I remaining, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has twenty-three minutes. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. So it is with all these precincts that 
are excluded, It is admitted in the notice of contest that so many 
votes were cast for the contestee, and proved that there were so 
many votes cast for the contestee, and yet it is all ignored. 

Now, let us take Hayneville. I want to call your attention par- 
ticularly to that beat. It isarule of law that whenever a man 

a witness to the stand he vouches for his integrity, and can 
not thereafter impeach his character for truth. But in order to 
discard a whole poll you have got to impeach the integrity of the 


Now, what about Hayneville? Two of the managers were called 
to the stand by the contestant and vouched for by him, and they 
were good reputable gentlemen, too. They testify that this elec- 
tion was all right; they say that every vote that was returned on 
the poll list represents a vote handed to them by a man who ap- 

to be a lawful voter, and nobody challenged him. I put 
the other manager upon the stand and he swore to the same thing, 
and, although the contestant was there with his attorney, he did 
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not ask that manager a single question by way of cross-examina- 


tion. How is it attempted to be proven that there was any fraud 
here? By men who swear, some of them, that they did not vote. 
And if you would look at the cross-examination of witnesses had 
in this and other precincts in the district, you would hesitate, I 
apprehend, to unseat a member on their evidence. 

** When was the election held?” 

**T don’t know, sir.” 

** Was it an August election?” 

**T don’t know.’ 

** Was it in November?” 

** Well, I can’t tell.” 

**Do you know the obligation of an oath?” 

** No; I don’t know what that means.” 

**Do you know who is President of the United States?” 

** T haven't caught on to that yet.” 

**Whom did you vote for for President last?” 

**T voted for a man down in Eufaula, named Mahany.” 

** What did you vote for him for?” 

**For President.” 

** What sort of a man was he?” 

**He was a colored man—a yellow man.” 

Such are samples given from memory of the answers on cross- 
examination. But my friend, Mr. Roysz, in his argument said 
that this sort of proof ought not to be admitted against the record. 
He alluded to the Davidson case and said that the committee 
properly ruled that they would not receive the evidence of men 
who swore that they voted; but that the record must be examined. 
And yet the committee allow this sort of testimony to which I 
allude tooverturn the integrity of the official acts of sworn officers. 

At Benton beat a witness named A. J. Wood, a colored man, is 
relied upon. Wood says he is a merchant there. He said he did 
not think there were more than a few votes there. I do not re- 
member how many he gives, but less than were returned. Then 
he was asked on cross-examination where certain parties lived, 
and he replied that they lived in Dallas County. 

**How do you know they live in Dallas County?” 

“They pay taxes in Dallas County.” 

“How do you know they pay taxes in Dallas County?” 

** Well, the tax collector says so, or the tax receipt shows it.” 

That is the kind of testimony on which I am to be unseated. 

The main man who is relied on in Church Hill beat is asked to 
look upon a certain paper, and to state if it is a copy of a book. 


They tried to prove a copy by just handing bim a paper; and he 
says, ‘So far as I recollec a. ell, heis anes: ** Who 
are you? What is your occupation 


“Farming, working on sewing machines, clocks some; 
times shoe work, sometimes 


some- 
itics, and sometimes mission work.” | req 


eral precincts of one county—the home county of the contestant 
with the result, to put it mildly, of showing gross and wil]f,) jr. 
regularities, which, in the e of the supreme court of Kan. 
sas, ‘‘invite and conceal fraud.” In these precincts there was 


scarcely the semblance of obedience of the tration law, and 
if this law is to be held valid as t me, it certainly shouiq 
also be so held against contestant. one Jeecinet only one as- 

or as many i 


sistant was allowed, while the law a hoa as needed 
and this assistant, a Populist, marked the tickets of colored voter, 
just as he pleased. Thesame course of appointing only one assist. 
ant was pursued at another inct, in each instance the cop. 
testee being denied representation in this important office. 

In yet another net the — assistant was heard to do. 
clare that he would mark the ots of negroes to suit himself 
and it was shown that he took officious control of this class of 
voters, making suggestions to them con to law and preparing 


< 


their ballots without taking them to the ths. In these pre. 
cincts the voters stance were not sworn as to their 
ability to read, and tion certificates were not demanded 


from many of them, All this evidence was overlooked by the 
majority of the committee, and shows the management of tho 


illiterate voters by the friends of the contestant having ful! contro] 
of the election machinery. 

Mr. SWANSON. In howmany counties did he have the election 
ee 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Insix; andine one of them the evi- 
dence points to the conclusion that I received the majority of the 


white vote. 


Mr.SWANSON. In sixofthe counties he had the entire election 
eo 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Yes. And let it not be forgotten that 


there is no complaint that in the so-called ik counties any col- 
ored voter was ever denied the right to vote or that his vote wag 
manipulated at all. The complaint is that the colored voters re- 
mained away from the and that the inspectors made upa 
fictitious poll list. And yet it was proven, sometimes by wit- 
nesses for contestant, that the attendance of colored voters at the 
i , and that they were enthusiastic sup- 
porters of the bay So Pe aon = charge of fraud 
Democratic inspectors y counter proof, the 
of law by Populist and Hopuntions Managers stands 

confessed by the failure of an attempt to disprove it. 


I would that time had been allowed me to analyze and examine 
the eviderice in this case more minutely, in justice to the people 
whose cause I defend to-day. But in obedience to the rules of 
hems REN: MEA gente dantice to yours: 

ow, 0} > Justice to yourselves 
uires thatif believe has eoete i treatment in the 


Lowndesboro precinct. It is said that there was not any regis- | way of denial o' y to me to meet the evidence on which 
tration aon ae taken of the voters at this precinct. This is | the opinion of the ty of the committee is based _ ought in 
contradicted; but sup there was not. I have already shown | common fairness to give me hac ga secure At all events, you 

ou that it is imma‘ whether there was a registration or not. | can not, without ill y, come to the conclusion 
¢ majority report has a very singular way of dealing with this | that the contestant is You must put the law under your 
uestion of on. It waives the decision on the constitu- | feet and refuse to consider any testimony of the contestee before 
onality of the law because the contestee does not. show that he u can cast your vote in favor of the resolutions here introduced 
was injured by the law, and yet when it is shown that 100 voters | by the ority. 
were wn out at one precinct because those casting them did| I know udice I have to meet. I know with what per- 
not appear to be tered, that action of the inspectors is — sistent assiduity you have been with the cry of election 

They say that J. T. Dickson swore there were only 300 in | frauds in Alabama; and I know, too, the methods resorted to to 

this precinct. His statement is: ‘‘ I reckon there are 300 voters in | mislead and deceive you. 


the beat that I know.” 

Now, as to Whitehall. De Bardelaben was the man who was 
called to the stand to ay ong the integrity of the action of his own 
brother, the manager there. He is a bitter partisan, and swears 
on cross-examination that he could not see the voting place from 
where his store was, and that he was in the store most of the day. 

Autauga County precin 
the pve og ed hired watchers, 
but directl 

Mr. 8 r, there is not a particle of testimony here for the 
contestant that has not been contradicted by reputable witnesses, 
and, as I believe, entirely overturned. But at all events, if you 
will take the evidence and fairly and justly consider it, there is 
not a sufficiency in any precinct to overcome the integrity of the 
action of the - eee wees hee eee 
pee was upon contestan w enough irregular an: 

egal votes were cast in order to overcome the majority appear- 
——— This he has failed to do. 

now to glance—for my time is so nearly exhausted that 

it must be but a the evidence to show 
misconduct on the 

I stated in the ou that when the time had expired in which 
the contestant could take evidence in chief he had failed to 
outhiscase. For this reason I refrained from going into extensive 
examination of the election t in the counties which re- 
turned majorities for him. But I did take evidence 


who were not only con 
peached by reputable witnesses. 





cts are attempted to be thrown out on ; 


Who are the men who come here and make these charges and 
to these methods? How long have they been aroused to the 
conviction that there have been election frauds in Alabama, and 
that to correct them? Search 
how this sudden change of 
and what the evidences are 
the people among whom 
of his own people—whet 
; york 0 

agent to do the meanest wo 
is not upon the face of this broad earth a people more 
believe more in honor and truth and 
who are more sincerely attached to the 
our Government, or who would do more and go further 
white people who live in this so-called 
are not to be oe by these 

© 


Srcntek propio, af us (0 th 


le, as true to this 

; furthermore, they at 

colored have, and the ogg 
since come to recognize that fact. 

him to the attainment of 
Yet now it is pro 


disfranchise the of a Congressional district upon such 
as I have and outlined here to-day. 
If the dic is cast, ave rey and ariely owned en i 
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personal concern, and | earnest- 
has been in behalf of the people I love, the people 


who, if you knew them well, would command 

I respect, the ped esteem. [Appla J 
= shall spend ae roar ne my — 
Ww ve Se saan 90 rately to the 
upon the otfat bave been made and whi ap) in the record in 
registrar has certified in all instances to the cor- 


proofs; that the act applies only to oral evidence and such other 
testimony as may in the course of the investigation be brought 
before the notary. Now, upon this subject it was said in the case 
of Vallandigham vs, Campbell, 1 Bartlett, that— 


; It was objected that the committee ought not to receive and consider the 
“abstract ” of votes returned to the office of the secretary of state, because 
the document was not “ obtained " or “ taken within the sixty days limited 
for “ taking testimony.” This objection, in the opinion of the undersigned, 


. The . ; | is destitute of force. Without deciding whether it was not rather the dut 
tness of the as it has been presented here. His certi- | of the sitting member, than of the contestant, to produce it before the a 
is in the case. e bate ju has certified to the cor- | mittee, oe are clearly of the opinion that the negative provision, as to 
ficate of the ll lists «Rich are in the case. The secretary of Seay n the ninth section of the act of 1851, was intended to apply, and 


does apply. solely to the testimony of witnesses, or, at most, to suc 
as can 


state has certified to the correctness of the final canvass that was 


made by himself and the governor, for the purpose of determin- 
1 elected in district of Alabama, and— 


P ) f 1 writing 
proved only by the examination of witnesses; and that docu- 


mentary evidence, at least that which proves itself, may be obtained at any 
time after the sixty days and produced before the committee at the hearing. 
The “abstract” in question purports to come from the proper office and 
officer, and bears upon it the impress of the great seal of the State, than 
which there can be no —- evidence of authenticity. In confirmation of 
this view the undersigned find that, in a majority of cases since the act of 
1851, the abstract or copy of the returns has been “ obtained or taken’ sub- 
sequent to the sixty days limited in the act. 


That seems to be a very decided authority in favor of produc. 
ing this documentary evidence at any time, either before the 
committee or even afterwards before the House, 

. Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
im? 

Mr. DANIELS. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman regard what he hasread 
as a proper commentary upon the provision of the present act 


that in the last ten days testimony in rebuttal only shall be 
received? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman was reading a comment on 
the old act, the act of 1851? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. And that act is entirely different in its terms 
from the present law? 

Mr. DANIELS. Oh, the act was substantially the same. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Does the gentleman find in the old act the 
same language with regard to testimony in rebuttal only? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir; aubstuntially. 

Now, in reference to this document of the secretary of state 
certifying when and how the final canvass of this election took 
place. It was brought before the notary upon the examination of 
a witness. In the course of his evidence this paper was produced; 
and it is stated in the record, ‘‘ Contestant now offers in evidence 


URN. At what time in the conduct of this contest 
aid these proofs appear in the case, in the testimony in chief or in 


ANIELS. This certificate of the secretary of state con- 
= ne election appeared in the course of the rebuttal evidence, 
certified by secretary of state, showing the canvass of 
the votes and the number of votes in the district for each candi- 
date. We insist it that where papers of this description are 
introduced in , it is a matter of no consequence where 
they are introduced as to the order of proof, because the certifi- 
cate of the officer is of such a character that it is not in the least 
degree that any evidence could be given for the purpose 
of coun’ or contradicting it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Do you anne the presence of that proof as 
essenti the contestant’s case 

. in I do not; for the reason that in the record in 
this case it is stated that the contestee, Mr. Cobb, is here on a 
majority of 700 and odd votes, and we have in the case over 2,000 
votes —_— him upon a fair examination of the evidence con- 
tained in this record. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think the gentleman did not understand 
my question. What I want to get at is this: Was it essential to 
the contestant’s case that he should establish the facts that were 
established by the certificate? . 

Only for the purpose of making the case more 


’ URN. Was it essential at all, in your opinion? 
Mr. DANIELS. No; because we have in the record itself, in 


: 


: ; ; paper marked Exhibit O.” There was not the slightest objection 
— CEE th manjortiy 7 —- ee * —. of any kind or character then made to the introduction of that 
Cobb, holds his seat in this House. | ; paper, and it was received in evidence. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Do you not know that I had nothing r. COBB of Alabama, Will the gentleman allow me? 
todo with that phical sketch; at least with the matter in| Mr-DANIELS. No, sir; wait a moment. ae 
relation to the . Mr. COBB of Alabama. At the beginning of that examination 


Mr. DANIELS. No; I do not know that. ’ 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. Was that matter in evidence before 
the committee? 


Mr. DANIELS. It is not important whether it was before the 
ae or not. It is before the House, and it was brought up 


it was understood that there was to be no objection until the end. 
Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. It was sostated at the beginning. 
Mr. COBB of Alabama. es, sir. 

Mr. DANIELS. I will read the agreement to which the gentle- 
men refer, and the House will see whether it sustains the position 


they take: 

before committee uggesti n 

Mr. eet oe not val gt ar Senet. : It is omnes pees by = bonoen ie. quutentes - contestant, both present 
But is to be ? Will any member here believe that | ™ —- t - an every of o eeomcs anc one — : now — ant 
these statements are made up and put into the records of the pounted ool ad answered im a ‘rempects as it sande coveraity ieench and o very 
House without any concurrence or knowledge on the part of the question and answer, and this agreement is made for the purpose of saving 
members whose records are affected? - 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Well, Isay that I had nothingonearth | That is the agreement which was made before this paper was 
to do with it and never knew of it until I saw it published, and I | offered in evidence; and that agreement is expressly restricted to 
say further that it is not true that these statements are obtained | the questions put to the witnesses and the answers made by way 
always from members. The Clerk gets them; I do not know | of response to such inquiries. So that when this paper was offered 
a a them. in evidence a was no S sscenpe 7g > + capeang = it was 

. He them from the members. I a to | received by the notary as part of the proof of the case, as showing 
to cceeatt their own recollection as to whether | the state of things forming and attending the canvass. 
are not made up in the way I have sta’ Under these circumstances, and inasmuch as the manner in 

Mr. McMILLIN. Does the gentleman that even if this | which these votes were canvassed and the result reached is thus 
statement had been made out by the gentleman from Ala proved by the certificate of the secretary of state, we have before 
(Mr. Cobb] and it had never been ited as evidence in this | us the f prescribed by the laws of the State of Alabama, upon 
jase, it would be a legitimate adhieut of consideration in the case | which This election was determined and the certificate issued to 

the contestee. 

Mr. DANIELS. I do. It was objected when this certificate was produced (and that was 

Mr. uaa. Now, as a matter of fact, if the House will | the only objection apparently which was in the mind of the con- 
pardon me, I state that I for one can say that I have never | testee at that time) that the certificate did not conform to the re- 
made out a statement of my own bcm years, and I | quirementsof thelaw. In the first place, he objected that the facts 
guess that is the ee of other mem could not be proved by the certificate at all, being in effect the same 

Mr. DANIELS, ell, Ican say that I have been required to | objection which was made to the certificates made to the regis- 
make out mine. In reference torecord evidence, no matter where | tration lists and the poll lists—that the certificates were not evi- 
it isto be brought in—and I desire to call attention, if any question | dence because the secretary of state had not certified as fully as 

of consideration is to be raised on that subject, to a de- | the gentleman on the other side desired him to certify as to the 
cision in on Elections. It is there seid that so far as docu- | facts which had transpired in the canvass. 
of tinny, cvidence is concerned it does not come within the limit Upon the examination of this certificate, however, it was con- 


Prescribed by the act of Congress for taking the ordinary | cluded by the committee that the certificate was sufficient. But 





_* 














placed it that the officer is to be excluded from the 
we) of sertifioation because the law did not say to him when 
Piese registration lists came into his office or when the returns of 
the of election came there that he must keep those papers 
u e files of his office? He was not bound to keep them, and 


pon : 

he was at liberty to the deposit and send them 
oa ’ that his certificate under those circum- 
stances, if the remained in the office, could not be used as 


papers 
idence or presumptive evidence of the fact? 

oTThe law isa generalone. The papers of course include papers of 
thischaracter. Wherever the papers are required to go toa public 
office, and as there is no other provision relating to the disposition 
of these , the officer must take care of them. They must 
remain in his office as a part of the files of the office, and when 
any information is required as to these papers the place to go for 
it is the office of the ee judge or sec.etary of state, as the 
case may be. When information is required to be used you 
have no power to take away these papers from the office. All you 
can ordinarily do is to take his certificate to a copy of the paper, 
and that, the law says, shall have the same force and effect as the 
original would have if it were produced before the tribunal or the 
au oy a the subject. 

Now, law also provided that these returns of these votes, as 
were sent in, shall go to the board of supervisors, and they 
make their canvass of the votes, and then upon that being 

done, as I think I have already stated, the whole thing goes to the 
office of the secretary of state, the papers are required to be sent 
Gon, pee these —— were sent there, and this canvass 
is req to be made a certain period of time; and after 
it is made there is no provision declaring that anybody can ab- 
stract one of those from the office of the secretary of state. 
On the —. of the law is that they must remain 
there, and there as evidence of the proceedings which have 
been taken upon the basis of these papers; and one of these pro- 
ceedings is the declaration or proclamation that a certain man has 
elected to upon thea ce of the documents as 
y have been ited to that office. So that, in reference to 
matters, are mere technical questions, and the objec- 
to them have no substantial foundation in the laws of the 
of Alabama. If these objections are allowed to prevail upon 
a contest of this character, where can you then find the proof that 
any person has been elected a member of the House of Representa- 
tives? 


Now, objection was made during the progress of the proceed- 
ings that certain important evidence was brought ore the 
after the ‘s proofs in chief were closed. And I 
here to present to the attention of the House one or 
a The most important of the objections 
to ‘act that Mr. Walker, who had been a 
marshal in the State of Alabama, was allowed to 
evidence on the part of the contestee had been 
in these contested incts that the 

to be honestly and fairly — er counted, and 
testee was to found in such pre- 


See dee ee ee tere resented the 
to the House that this was improper evidence, for the 
reason that it was taken by way of rebuttal, and that Mr. Cobb, 
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do you find in that testimony upon this 


tiie Thi ebfect ia mut the basis 


of the objection that, for 
the oo) sttease, Ute Gott wna tronghet into the 
case. 5 repeated upon examination only 
what he had testified to before. I will read briefly what he says 


he 
the same on page 67 of the cuuend, in the evidence 
taken on the et ef Wekwanty 1206, onl eee wae carved in 


Pl —— ee aii tethen Caen as 
And the here mentioned are the precincts considered 
= which has been made by the committee. 


person to represent and that in those th: 
ea et othe ry a Ppt we Hag re 
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could. What Mr. Walker says, in his rebuttal evidence, is sim- 
ply this: He was speaking of a gentleman with whom he was 

In driving along he said: “‘ We have agreed upon a plan forthe appointment 
of those managers,” and. siated that,‘ We are going to give Goodwyn just as 
good men as we can “ind to represent his ir s 
that we are not goir.g to give hima ee i 
namely, Tuskegee, Cotton Valley, amd Honeycut.”’ 


t in Tof the 10 precincts; 
e at the other 3 precincts, 





Where is the 2iffculty, whereis the hardship, where is the trou- 
ble and embarrassment to this man in the fact that this testimony 
has been repeated while the witness so called back is repeating 
only the same’ testimony that was given on the ist day of Febru- 
ary, and still more fully on page 67 of the case? : 

he objections which have been taken as to these subjects are 
very much of a similar nature all the way through. And where 
copies of records were given, the contestee could have produced, 
if he had been disposed to, certified copies of such records. It has 
been objected that the notary had no authority to take testimony 
outside of the Congressional district. He did not have any such 
authority, but there was only the testimony of one witness who 
was objected to on that ground. The testimony of the other wit- 
nesses appear without objection, and there is evidence given on 
the part of the contestee in his rebuttal case going to rebut the 
testimony which the other four witnesses gave. 

Now, if that is the case as to the testimony of these four wit- 
nesses taken before the notary out of the district, it must be agreed 
that substantially it was taken by consent. We have paid no 
attention whatever to the evidence of the person whose testimony 
was objected to, and it is so stated in the report, but as to the tes 
timony of the other witnesses, we have regarded it as in the case 
because there was no objection made to taking it, and the testi- 
mony itself is of very slight importance. Now, another objection 
that was taken on the part of the contestee as to evidence in 
rebuttal was concerning the statement of 13 witnesses, who swore 
that they did not vote for the contestee, although they were named 
in the poll lists as persons who had voted in thatelection. It was 
simply an enlargement of similar evidence given before on the 
part of the contestant when the case was before the notary on the 
ist, 2d, and 5th of February. I think those are the days. At 
that time a large number of persons were sworn, and swore out 
and out, with as much positiveness as the English language can 
express, that they did not vote at this election; and most of them 
swore that they did not register at this election. 

Now, under these circumstances, when these people came up and 
swore as they did, that they did not vote, is it to be supposed that 
the contestee had the power to prove that they did vote, unless 
perhaps by these inspectors of election, who were appointed for 
the very purpose of carrying out this system of fraud and iniquity? 
These are the objections that are mainly relied upon as to rebuttal 
evidence. 

I desire now to call the attention of the House to other matters 
which complicate the contestee with the fraud and rascality which 
appear to have taken place in thatelection. I have read a por- 
tion of the evidence of Mr. Walker, on page 66 of the record, as to 
the current report that fraud was intended. Two meetings were 
held, and I maintain that the evidence complicates the contestee 
in that design. Although he did not go and put his handful of 
ballots into the ballot box, although he did not make fraudulent 
and false registration lists and poll lists, he opened the way by 
which all this iniquity could be successfully perpetrated, and 
therefore he was responsible, morally responsible, for what took 

lace in these controverted precincts. There were two meetings 
eld in Macon County, one at Cross Keys and another at Benton, 
and it makes no difference how many people were present at those 
meetings. It has been said that there were only 35 persons pres- 
ent at one of them, but the number is immaterial. At the meet- 
ing at Cross Keys a resolution was offered, and also at the meeting 
at Benton, asking Mr. Cobb, the contestee, to join with the con- 
testant, Mr. Goodwyn, in requesting the officials who were to 
appoint the election officers to make a fair division of them be- 
tween the parties. I may as well read the resolution. It is as 
follows: 
the citizens of Bentley, in the county of Macon, the same being 
the home county of the Hon. James E. Cobb, having learned on what they 
regard as relia information that the appointing board of managers of 
elections 


would not appoint a representative manager for Goodwyn in three 

= in Macon, namely, Tuskegee, Cotton Valley, and Honeycut, and 

t the refusal to appoint a division of managers was, in their judgment, to 

fraud in the interest of Judge Cobb; that, therefore, be it resolved, 

that the citizens of Bentley do hereby urge Judge Cobb to join with them as 

citizens of his own home county in a request to the appointing board to give 
Mr. Goodwyn a division of managers in the aforesaid three precincts. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. Now, will the gentleman please do me 
the justice to state that that is not the resolution itself, but merely 
Mr. Walker's remembrance of it? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes; we will not stand on that. We will not 
hold the contestee responsible on the sole ground that he did not 

ee to this resolution, even if its language has been accurately 
given by the witness, but we will bring him down to his own sig- 
nature, not only with reference to these three precincts but to 
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each one of the precincts now in controversy, where it is claimed 
on behalf of the contestant that the fraudulent votes were given 
and returned in favor of the contestee. I read from a letter from 
Mr. Goodwyn to Mr. Cobb: 


RoBINnson SPRINGS, ALA., September 14, 189%. 
Hon. J. E. Cons, Tuskegee, Ala. 


DEAR Sir: As the onal nominee of the Jeffersonian and People's 
Party for the Fifth I make the following proposition to you, as the 
nee of the nized Democratic 3 


Orga: : 
1, That in the interest of free ball and fair counts in the cnsving Ove 
we join in a petition to the county appointing rds 


gressional election, 

ones ee both con ing parties be represented at ores pees place in 
the district among the inspectors of election; and that inspectors be 
nominated by the ized county executive committees of each party, 


recogn 
respectively; and we furthe tition the board of inspectors ppoint 
clerks of one ee perty, and an equal number of assistants } eo each 
party in the preparation of ots. 

That was not limited to any particular precinct, but applied to 
all the precincts, including those mentioned in the resolution, 
and it was intended to require that these officers should appoint, 
for the benefit of each party, persons designated by a committee 
and who would have the power to see to it that there was an 
honest election. The con _— to a part of the letter, 
tg to the joint discussion. en Mr, Goodwyn telegraphed 
to him: 


Do you positively decline to accept my first proposition? Answer. 


That telegram is dated September 20, 1894. To this Mr. Cobb 
replied on the 2ist of September, 1894: 


First proposition declined; second accepted. Will you meet me on Mon 


day? Answer as 200n as possible. 


There was a positive refusal on the part of the contestant to 
join in the request to the officers, the probate judge, the sheriff, 
and the clerk, who were to appoint these election officers, to give 
each p a fair esentation, so as to preclude the occurrence 
or a possibility of fraud in these election precincts. Butthis tele- 
gram was preceded by a letter which gives a further explanation 
of the position taken by the contestee, and I desire to call the 
attention of this House to the reasons, or the excuses, which this 
man gave for rcfusing to join in this manly proceeding intended 
to have the election officers divided fairly between the two parties 
and justice secured. He says: 


The objectious to this proposition are so patent and vital that it is difficult 
to understand how they escaped your apprehension. Its foundation idea is 
that the county officials of the several counties of the district are corruptly 
unwilling to harge their duties—a presumption not indulged by the law 
or by ahealthy publicsentiment. You \puapene not only that requests be made 
to ti county Sppetees Seats that contendin be represented 
at the polls by men satisfactory to them tively, but that the members 
of these boards surrender absolutely their ju: ents in the ———> of their 
duties and accept as conclusive and binding on them whatever on in this 
behalf the county executive committees may take. For, while you use the 
words “be nominated.” it is clear that, as no choice is left to the county 

ominated must ted by them 


the “said i rs’ so n m be appoin 
without question. It seems to me that an honest official while ready and 
ious to hear and adopt ons as to the persons to be ted by 


anx suggesti appoin 
him which tend to peoune fairness in elections and to give satisfaction to the 
e, would consider a ———_ made to him to relinquish altogether 
sworn duty to be a re’ on either on his capacity or his integrity. 


What do you think of that? There are the excuses—there is a 
ig tulation of the reasons—why this man would not join with 
clerks and appoint inspectors and to divide the election tees 
fairly between the two parties, It was because it t be re- 
garded as an insult to the men who were to be selected, and who 
might be selected, or who might be engaged in the selection, be- 
cause it might carry an wy way cy upon them that they were 


trying to do precisely what they did do, namely, defraud peo- 

ple po of their votes . m 

a COBB of Alabama. There is more of that letter than you 
ve read 


Mr. DANIELS. Yes. The other relates to the joint dis- 
cussion. The whole of this part of letter of Mr. Good to 
Mr. Cobb simply asked him to join in requesting these dives 
the. probate » judge, the sheriff, and the clerk, to make an ual 
di of the ll clerks, in order that there 


tors and the 
might be an honest election. That is all there is of it. But when 
the of Mr. Co i 


ectly honest and omorates - 
on in those 
the officers 


T OOX. Allow 1 
. COX. w me to ask the gentleman whe 

who were to hold the election were not d ted by law? 

Mr. DANIELS. No, sir; they were to ted by the 
sheriff, the probate judge, and the clerk. 

Mr. COX. That was to be done under a statute of that State? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. 
— And they were the legal officers to hold the elec- 
Mr. DANIELS. If they were so appointed, 


wyn, the contestant, in asking these officers to select | sons 


Mr. COX. Now, why do you t those officers to practice 
a — any more than you would an officer of the Govern. 
men 

Mr. DANIELS. We do not expect those officers to practice a 
fraud at all. 

Mr. COX. Then what do you want with a new set? 

Mr. DANIELS. There was no new set asked for. It was asked 
that the appointments should be made equally between the politi. 
cal friends of the two candidates. What was asked for was that 
there should be a board ap’ ted that would have the ability to 
see to it and would see to it that an honest and fair election Was 
held. Under the law of the State of Alabama both parties ara 
entitled to be represented upon boards of that character—the mi- 
nority as well as the majority. This was simply a request that 
appointing ofc sin eeiner ge Mee eieeiioe board of neni.” 
ap ng cers, u on ra 0 inspex tors 
and clerks, to make an equal ‘tivision between the two parties or 
such a division as would secure a fair and honest observance of 
the rights of the contestant. 

Mr. COBB of Alabama. They were to be asked to appoint men 
—_ ed by the committees and not selected by the officers them. 
selves. 

Mr. DANIELS. No matter as to that, if the committees sug- 
gested to them perfectly men. No objection could be made 
to the appointment of the men desired. e sheriff, the clerk, 
and the probate judge should have appointed them. That is what 
is done in other States where there are similar laws, and it was 
only expected that under the law of the State of Alabama a proper 
exercise of this authority would be made. But it was not done. 
No persons were appointed to represent the contestant at these 
different precincts, unless it was some rant man with no force 
of character, who could be hood and deceived by the per- 
sons who were ee for the purpose of carrying out what 
was stated to be the purpose, to notorious reports cir- 
culating through the country—the furnishing to the contestee of 
his majority in those precincts and deriving the vote from a dis- 
honest source. 

Looking beyond what transpired between these parties, take 
the registration lists, for instance. You will see that this scheme 
of fraud and the d to carry it into execution commence: be- 
fore the time when reports of designed frauds were circu- 
lated, when Mr. Walker says it was currently reported that these 
frauds were to be committed and the contestee’s majorities were 
to come from these notoriously Republican cts, where the 
black population greatly outnumbered the white, and where the 
voters are shown to be men who would vote the Republican 


ticket. Besides that, it a the evidence that the colored 
persons were of their party not to 
register and not to vote because, if did vote, their votes 


would not be honestly counted, but would be turned over to the 


testee. 

Now, look at the registration lists. It is not shown that these 
men went up registered. On the con the evidence is 
that they did not register and did not vote. ey followed in 
this the advice of their leaders. Look at the registration 

voters and a “‘C” for colored. 
lists a large ty of colored per- 
page 
name 


you have just five 

is aeeeeee, with aC, 

indica) that all the others were colored persons, 
sobuithebseking that they bed been advised to refrain from regis- 
tration. On page 124 the same thing is repeated. We do not ‘ind 
= re the letter C over and over again, show- 
ing t the colored were the who are stated to 
have made the registrations. Pass right through these 
on basis of which 
the contestee now holds his seat, and find thesame thing. As 
¥3 d C’s all the way 

we C’s all the way 
of W's. On page 
exception of five W's. On page 11? 
the case is the same with page 143, page 144, 


which these registration lists were made 
= these registrations were 
dulent? Is that these men, who 

€ not to vote, came 

were advised by their leaders ee we proved without 
advice that was given 
reason for believing that 


ge 
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technical objections these proceedings may possibly be over- 
What does he say in reference to the statements circu- 


wn. t 
lated the colored people that they should not register and 
vote on day? He used language: 

Stress is laid by the contestant on certain instructions said to liave been 


colored voters. This a) a Eee © of Wee. secede wes aut 
given by contestant. (See [Bot ) Itis not] evidence, but if 


considered it must be remem that it isin proof that 


Siem et Mate Secusities of the lepeltions 
colored man, was as col 0 e publican 
and aes 


part instru: directl f wha’ pears in sai 
Penibit, that these instructions Rscevsuapectel by Saleoel voters. = 
Now, is it that this registration should actually take 


lace where “C’s” follow each other in unbroken succession if 

he yoters, in defiance of the instructions of their leaders, were 

really and truthfully registered on the registration list? It is evi- 

dently a fraud, Mr. 8 , from beginning to the end, and the 

evidence shows it. of these events ired in connection 

with this ome nd concerning which there is substantially no 
in 


case. 
the further proof which is given as to the sup- 


plamental lst the registers shows the same thing. The laws 
of the State of Alabama provide that only those who register 


should be entitled to vote at the election succeeding. It required 

that this list should be concluded by the latter part of May. 

Ordinarily it was closed out by the 26th day of May for the next 

ection, and the who became 21 years of age after that 

time were enti to a on the day of the election. Now, 
of beat oe 


2 


to the vote . 14, in Lowndes County. There were 
232 persons named on the registration list, but there were 118 
added between the date of the registration in May and the elec- 
tion in November. Will you believe that 232 persons had families 
who uced 118 persons of legal age between the date of the 
%th day of May and the 6th day of November of the same year? 
Laughter.] Is it ble that any man would give credibility 
f any statement of that kind? 

, in another place in Lowndes County 264 names are on 
the , and there were added to the list between the 
26th day and the 6th day of November 323 names. These 
are be the names of persons who became of age be- 
tween the 26th of May and the 6th of November of the same year. 
Is this credible? Does not this, on the other hand, show con- 

. clusively that this was a gigantic swindle, a swindle that had 
been conceived e when this registration list was 


before the 
made up, and intended to be carried out for a fraudulent purpose, 
to secure fraudulent returns, and for the purpose of securing 
through fraud the election of the contestee? 
Now, in one ct, No. 1, of Lowndes County, as will ap- 
by page 223 of the record in the case, we find the names of 
who were asserted to be registered voters of Benton 
oe the testimony of witnesses residing in 
men testified that they knew the voters in that 
that there were no such persons. Upon this subject 
_ swears that he knows only three of these 
ood that he knows only three; E. T. Robinson 
beat; a witness named Barlow testified 
E. R. Hayden knew one of them. Of the 
added to the registration list between the 
the 6th of November the testimony is conclusive of 
Martin Smith knows not one; Mr. Carson knows not one 
Mr. Brightman testifies that he knows one of them; 
of them; Peter Frayzer knew none of 
W.P. Brightman knew some three or 


issued, including the names of the persons sup- 
on the list in this manner, requiring 

notary and be examined; and the officer 
precinct to hunt up these persons who were 


~EPESUES ey TEES 
flatli-tid 
gery 

fH plete 


2 


i 
rt 


supposed to be fraudulently on the list, and requiring them to ap- 

pear before the notary to be examined. But he could not find a 

<<. mals to serve the subpcena upon. 
Speaker, are the of the frauds which were 


evidences 
were calculated to defeat the le of the 
district out of their right to 
floor of this House. It was an effort 
ting this election to defeat the 


and which 








the support that could securely be given to him for the purpose of 
securing his election. 

Now, another thing will be remembered, to which I wish to call 
the attention of the committee, and that is that in the districts 
outside of these three counties where this controversy has arisen 
the contestant came down with a majority of 3,612 votes; that is, 
from the other counties of the district. He came down in this 
manner to these three counties which are called the black coun- 
ties, because of the predominance of the black population over 
the white. Because of the fact that these people were the ma- 
jority of the population of the counties they were called black 
counties, and it was there, not in the white counties, where the 
people were intelligent, where they could watch the proceedings, 
where they had a fair representation on the par‘ of the elections, 
that these frauds were committed. Where these officers were 

roperly divided, no vbjection can be made to the election. It was 
honest, regular, legal, as the law required it tobe. In the ten pre- 
cincts of Macon County, outside of these three where the oppos- 
ing parties had no representation on the board, the election was 
perfectly straight and right. There was no cause of dissatisfac- 
tion; but when you come down to these Republican counties, with 
these large populations, where it is stated that the black people 
almost to a man are Republicans, and that they vote the Repub- 
lican ticket, here you see that the man who was overthrown and 
rejected by the white men in the other counties comes out with a 
majority of over 3,000. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DANIELS. I desire about five minutes more to call the 
attention of the committee to one further thing. 

The SPEAKER. Thereare ten minutes remaining on that side. 

Mr. DANIELS. I have all the time on this side. 

Now, what was the vote in those Republican counties? What 
was the vote in these Republican precincts, 11 or 12 in number? 
Remember, this man, the contestee, had been rejected in the other 
counties of this district. Why, in the precinct of Honeycut, Good- 
wyn gets none, while Cobb gets 106. > Cotton Valley, Goodwyn 
gets none, Cobb gets 237. Does that look as though the Republi- 
cans had registered and were voting? In Benton, Goodwyn gets 
none, Cobb 311. In Hayneville,Goodwyn none, Cobb 611. In 
Lowndesboro, Goodwyn none, Cobb 526. In Whitehall, Goodwyn 
none, Cobb 209; St. Clair, Goodwyn none, Cobb 86; Statesville, 


-Goodwyn none, Cobb 71; making an aggregate of 2,157 for Cobb 


and none for Goodwyn. Now, if the Republicans were voting, 
if they were sustaining the nomination that had been approved 
by their representative committee, would this state of things have 
taken place? If these votes had been given there honestly and 
fairly, as they were stated in the returns, would this large number 
have been given to the contestee and not one single vote to the 
contestant? It is improbable on its face. It is impossible on its 
face. On its face it is a fraud, and a gigantic fraud, that can be 
brought before this House in no other cases than those where there 
is an utter disregard of the laws of the State and of every restraint 
of morality and decency. 

Now, in Tuskegee Goodwyn gets 9, Cobb 426; Church Hill, 
Goodwyn 2, Cobb 278; Gordonville, Goodwyn 2, Cobb 172. Out 
of the vote of those 3 precincts, therefore, Cobb gets 876 and Good- 
wyn gets 13. Those 11 precincts give Cobb a majority of 3,020. 
Coming down, remember, in the Republican precincts, into those 
precincts where these men, representing the Republicans and the 
other organizations, had asked that they be given a fair repre- 
sentation, so that there might be a fair election, which was re- 
fused, this is the result. Now, what is that consistent with? Is 
it consistent with honesty? Is it consistent with a fair observ- 
ance of the legal obligations of parties or of the laws of the State 
of Alabama? Is it not the evidence, the culminating evidence, of 
one of the most gigantic, one of the most wicked, frauds that ever 
came before this House in the course of its proceedings where 
contested election cases have to be considered and determined? 

It was said here that we impugned the laws and character of 
the people of the State of Alabama. We dono such thing. It is 
a State that has my unqualified admiration in everything but its 
elective policy. Its extensive rivers, its plateaus of fine soil, its 
deposits of mineral wealth, have given it all the resources neces- 
sary to make it one of the prosperous States of this Union, per- 
haps the most p us; and the only thing that now stands in 
its way is the prostitution of the laws relating to the elections of 
the State for public officers. If they please to be satisfied with 
it—though they are not—let them have their State officers in the 
way in which they choose, but do not let them foist upon this 
House members as persons who have been elected by the majority 
of the people, when those majorities are only upon paper—when 
they are frauds and fictions in and of themselves. 

case is one where certainly there can be no question as to 
the merits of the controversy. is contestant in the counties 
where the white people could canvass his claims and regard his 
character received the support of the precincts, but when you come 
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down to the places where the Republicans predominate 
it was oeet to shut out every —- of excluding fraud and 


a by 1 a the hands of these ee 
to do they please, the votes are thrown in, or, if 
GearavenssGageats tevabalic Shap aneomdaaenagpen an 
that are made without any regard to truth, Sg my set 
enpiidadaies, tus teeqermeasal Selden upon this 

who has not been elected. 









So the substitute was 
The SPEAKER. 


































































Mr. DINSMORE. I have offered this as a substitute for them 
all. This resolution which I offer asks to recommit this case to 


eI 





















the committee? 
aa "No; the Chair go understands 


PP 


pa 


the Committee on Elections. Graff, Mass. 
Mr. MoMILLIN. That comes in later. Black, N.Y. Griffin, 
The SPEAKER. That would not be in order now. | Hadley, 
i Brewster, Hafner, Nebr. 
ettered? Burrell, Henderson, 
. McMILLEN. A parliamentary inquiry. Sa ato Henry. Doan. 
The SPEAKER. ete ene page ra Connolly,” Hermann, 
Mr. McMILLIN. Iunderstand the petiomen Dies Resiace x. 
does not seek to cut off action on the substitute offered by the Cone 


The House divided; and there were—ayes 47, noes 109, 


rejected. 
question - upon the adoption of the 
Mr. DINSMORE. Isa motion to recommit now in orir? | 


be 
Now, if teoenemibes of this Sous ane willing teausaie Ge Mr. McMILLIN. I would ask the reading of the resol): ion, 
claim of a person that originated under this state of things, that instruction. 
pe ould aaa © thie iniquity’ wad by contested-clection | Gockarye 
Ww — out ibility o iniquity, a 'y | Resolved, That the against Cobb be r 
ide zefusal if has all been beonght about, comes before you and revolution authorizing the & m leotions $9.1, with Bpeemmotions to report « 
asks you to sustain him, is there anything left that will add to by contestant which is evidence chief, dua 
the degradation of the House of Representatives if it should vote | the Sinise ee testimony was taken. ang 
sehen deen madame tenon , 80 dis- ee ae nena: and the 
so fraudulent, and criminal in character? [ ap- | Speaker announced that the noes seemed to have it. 
c ee Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there 
voting 168; as follows: 
Allen, Miss. Erdman, , Ky. 
RL. 
Arnold, = Hall, 
> — McRae 
Cockrell, Kendall, Meyer, 
Me DANIELS. I i coeatene Mr. Speaker, Si, Eee = 
r move uestion, as * 

I stated, on the resolutions. = Caltenace, — ewe. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, has the substitute been offered? | De Armont, ‘Little, — 
The SPEAKER. The from Arkansas offersasub-| Tins S'C.  Masuire, — 

stitute for the original resolutions, ee 

York demands tho pre NAYS—131. 

A parhiamentary inaniry Aiarich, Als, = Daytom Hyde.” 

Mr. DINSMORE. The minority resolutions are before the | ATuold. Pa Ne Sear, 

offensd petite So iee clean ier te ie eee Barham, Fowler. Letever, 
as a substitute u- * 

tens. Sueece, Gamble, be 


were—yeas 60, nays 131, not 
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moves that 
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oe 0d, 
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Williams 


—y N.J 


Van Voorhis, 
Walker, Mass. 
Warner, 
Watson, Ohio 


McCleary, Minn 
McClellan, 
McClure, 
McCormick, 
McKenney, 
Meiklejohn, 
Meredith, 
Miles, a 
Miller, W. Va. 
Milliken, 
Milnes, _ 
Miner, N. Y. 
Mondell, 
Morse, 
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Smith, Mich. ‘Thomas, Wheeler, 
oa: aad a Tracewell, Wilber, 
Rusell, Con. = ‘Atallings, Tucker. Wilson: Ohio 

er. i. 
Bassell, Ge. Stokes, Wadsworth, Wilson. 8.0. 
am Stone, W.A. Walker, Va. Woodard, 

Strong, Walsh, Woodman, 
Srarenan, ‘Daft. Wanger, Wright, 

Tawney, Watson, Ind. Yoakum. 
pore Tayler. Wellington, 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Rangy with Mr. CowEn. 

Mr. Brvenam with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. ANDREWs with Mr. MiLes. 

Mr. Wuson of Ohio with Mr. McKenney. 

Mr. Jomnson of Indiana with Mr. Hutoueson. 

Mr. Hemenway with Mr. Rosertson of Louisiana, 

Mr. Prince with Mr. Barey. 

. Jonnson of North Dakota with Mr. Lawson. 

Mr. MruuER of oe - — a. ‘W OODARD, 
OVERSTREET Wi . BELL of Texas. 

with Mr. Mixer of New York. 

with Mr. CaTcHines. 

with Mr. Berry. 

ring for this day: 

New ire with Mr. NEwWLANDS, 

Mr. FiscHer. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. WHEELER. 

of Connecticut with Mr. Wiison of South Caro- 


Mr. Moses. 

with Mr. TUCKER. 

ornia with Mr. MEREDITH. 
Russe. of Georgia. 


Sore. 
Mr. 
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MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. Bartruett of New York. 
TRELOAR with Mr. STALLINGS. 
Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

as the gentleman in the Hall and listening 
‘to hear his name called? 
THOMAS. I do not know whether I was in the Hall or not 
eee I think I was in the lobby. 

Under the rule the Chair can not entertain the 


If a to vote, 1 should vote “ nay.” 
. Speaker, I voted, but being paired with 
from Pennsylvania, Mr. Biyeuam, I withdraw my 


, 1 am paired with the gentleman 
| cianae Sie. Coon ‘of Tesnc, 
my hs ER exas, 
ee sooo & Tew etemnents ago. He is 
Indiana, Mr. Hatcu, if pres- 
he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 
was then announced as above recorded. 
‘The question is on the passage of the resolu- 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first resolution. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That James E. Cobb was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
fourth Congressasa Representativeof the Fifth Congressional district of the 
State of Alabama at the eleetion held in said district on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 1804, and is not entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress as 
such Representative. 


The resolution was 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the second resolution. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That Albert T. Goodwyn waselected a member of the Fifty-fourth 


Congress as 


the Representative of the Fifth Congressional district of the 


State of Alabama at the election held in said district on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 1804, and is entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress as such 


Representative. 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. 
yeas and nays. 


Mr. Speaker, on that I ask for the 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 45, not 
voting 190; as follows: 


Aldrich, Ala. 

Aldrich, Dl. 

Avery, 

Babcock, 

Baker, Kans. 

Baker, N. H. 
ham. 


Brosius, 
Brumm, 
Burrell, 
Cannon, 
Clark, Mo. 
Connolly, 
Cooke, 111. 
Cousins, 
Crowther, 


| Cramp, 


| Danford, 


Daniels, 


Allen, Miss. 
Bartlett, Ga. 
, y. 
Cockrell, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cox, 
Crisp, 
Culberson, 
Denny, 
Dinsmore, 
Elliott, 8.C. 


Abbott, 

Acheson, 

Adams, 

Aitken, 

Allen, Utah 
nd 


YEAS—119. 
Dayton, Kem, 
Dingley, Kiefer, 
Doolittie, Kirkpatrick, 
Ellis, Lacey, 
Evans, Lefever, 
Fowler, Leighty, 
Gamble, Lewis, 
Gardner, Linney, 
Gibson, I ‘ 
Graff, Lorimer, 
Griffin, Mahany, 
Hadley, Marsh, 
Hager, McCall, Tenn. 
Hamer, Nebr McEwan, 
Hardy, McLachian, 
Harris, Mereer, 
Henderson, Miller, Kans. 
Henry, Conn. Milnes, 
Henry, Ind. Minor, Wis. 
ermann, Moody, 
Hill, Murphy, 
Hitt, Northway, 
Hopkins, Otjen, 
Howe Payne, 
Howell, Pearson, 
Huling, Perkins, 
Hunter, Phillips, 
Hurley, Pitney, 
Hyde, Ray, 
Jenkins, Royse, 
NAYS—45. 
Brdman, McDearmon, 
Hall, McMillin, 
Harrison, McRae, 
rt, Meyer, 
Hendrick, Otey, 
Jones, Owens, 
Kendall, Patterson, 
Lester, Pendleton, 
Little, Richardson, 
Maguire, Sayers, 
Me aeaey Ky. Sparkman, 
MeCullech, Spencer, 
NOT VOTING—1. 
Corliss, Hooker. 
Cowen, Howard, 
Crowley, Hubbard, 
Cummings, Huff, 
Curtis, lowa Hulick, 
Curtis, Kans. Hull, 
Curtis, N.Y. Hutcheson, 
De Armond, Johnson, Cal. 
De Witt, Johnson, Ind. 
Dockery, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Dolliver, Joy, 
Dovener, Kerr, 
Downing, Knox, 
Draper, Kulp, 
Bddy, Kyle, 
Ellett. Va. Latimer, 
Fairchild, Lawson, 
Faris, Layton, 
Fenton, Leisenring, 
Fischer, Leonard, 
Fitzgerald, Linton, 
Fletcher, Livingston, 
Foote, Loekhart, 
Foss, Loud, 
Gillet, N. Y. Loudenslager, 
Gillett, Mass. Low, 
Griswold, Maddox, 
Grosvenor, Mahon, 
ut, McCall, Mass. 
Grow, McCleary, Minn. 
Halterman, McClellan, 
y, McClure, 
Harmer, MeCormick, 
Hartman, McKenney, 
Hatch, McLaurin, 
Heatwole, Meiklejohn, 
Heiner, Pa. Meredith, 
Hemenway, Miles, 
Hepburn, Miller, W. Va. 
Hicks, Milliken, 
Hilborn, Miner, N.Y 


Sauerhering, 
Settle, 
Shuford, 
Skinner, 
Snover, 
Southwick, 
Spalding, 
Sperry, 
Stahle, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, N.J. 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stone, C. W. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Strowd, N.C. 
Sulloway, 
Thomas, 
Treloar, 
Updegraff, 
Van Hora, 
Van Voorhis, 
Walker, Maas. 
Warner, 
Watson, Ohio 
White, 
Wilson, N.Y. 
Wood, 
Woomer, 


Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Tate, 

Terry, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Washington, 
Wheeler, 
Williams. 


Mondell, 
Money, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mozley, 
Neill, 
Newlands, 
Noonan, 
Odell, 
Ogden, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Pickler, 
Poole, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Prince, 
Quigg, 
Raney, 
Reeves, 
Reyburn, 
Robertson, La 
Robinson, Pa. 
Rusk, 
Russell, Conn. 
Russell, Ga. 
Scranton, 
Shafroth, 
Shannon, 
Shaw, 
Sherman, 
Simpkins, 
Smith, UL 
Smith, Mich. 
Sorg, 
Southard, 
Stallings, 
Stokes, 
Stone, W.A. 
Strait, 


A nolond 































































































Strong. x anger, Wilson, S.C, 
Taft, . Tucker, Watson, Ind. Woodard, 
Talbert, Tyler, Wellington, Woodman, 
Tawney, Underwood, Wilber, Wright, 
Tayler, adsworth, illis, * ¥ um. 
Towne, Walker, Va. Wilson, Idaho 

Tracewell, alsh, Wilson, Ohio 


The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. Moz.ey with Mr. Layton, for this day. 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. STALLINGS, on this vote. 
The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 119 and the 
nays are 45—less than a quorum. 
r. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
e motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 
o'clock and 47 minutes p. m.) ‘adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the assistant clerk 
of the Court of Claims, transmitting a copy of the findi filed 
by the court in the case of David N. Heath against The United 
States, was taken from the Speaker’s table, referred to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. RAY, from the Committee on "the Judici , to which was 
— the bill of the House (H.R. 8212) for t e pred em 
a of public records and mania and provi 

e use of copies thereof as evidence, reported the same write 
eho accompanied by a report (No. 1394); which said bill 
and were referred to the House Calendar 

Mr. CEY, from the ttee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8071) to Saat 
“An act ae ng the limits of reservations for town sites upon 
the public domain,” approved March 3, 1877, reported the same 
without amendment, accom by a "report (No. 1895); which 
said bill and report were erred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2490) entitled tan 
act to authorize the Secre of War to improve and maintain the 

ublic roads within the limits of the national park at bare, 

a.,” re the same without amendment, accom 
report (No. 1898); which said bill and report were referred +o 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred House 
resolution No. 241, to authorize the Speaker to appoint a com- 
mittee of five members to investigate and report to the House 
ent of the ae py oerdrend for gr exec Volun- 


upon the managem 

teer Soldiers at Leavenworth, re same with 
——— ee bya by areport (No, 1399) mettito t ); Which said resolu- 
tion and report were refi Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. McCORMICE, from the Committee cn the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to w was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6776) to provide an American register for the bark Vila 
the same without amendment, accompanied omuert 
— said bili and report were referred to the House 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7905) to 

and eae for the government of Greer County, Okla., and for 
other arom lay” whieh end Wall nel on 

hy a report (N ae which said bill and report were referred to 


Mr. why ey from the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

hich was Pie ie bed end net 
reper fon of clerk in fi amen a report (N: 

e same tn ae 0. 

); which said bill and were referred to the Committees 

of the Whole House on the state of the 
Mr. HERMANN, aes tains on Irrigation 
Lands, to which was referred the the bill of the House ase (Ht. R, 6710) 6710) 
fo ame an act approved August 18, 38 18, 1894, and to 


a cede eee hy sco et a 
ee a 0. w 

Solorred to ths Commmattane of Whole House on the 
of Tie a. 


0. es 


aren from the Committee on Claims, to which was 


have been 
with amend- 


<bterred the bill of the House (H. R. 5280) 
Soaks parmmens of the Peau spoliation claims w 
adjudicated by the Court of Claims, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


reported SMe JEN fre the ¢ ( 


UPDEGRAFF, from. the e Committee on the Sudicary, to relief of 


of Arid 





APRIL 21, 


(No. 1488); which said bill ang 
ittee of the Whole House on tho 


ment, accompanied by a 
report were referred to the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIS, from the Committee on A 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
commission on highways, and to make appropriations therefor. 


culture. to which 
to create a speci ial 


ported the same with amendment, accom by a report ( No, ° 
1439); which said bill and — were referred to the Committes 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions werg 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referrad to te Co to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military A ff,irs: 
re bill (H. R. 518) for the relief of John C. Nuss. (Report No, 


1396.) 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The ill (H. R. 6519) granting a pension to Herman Dellit. (Re- 
port No. ee 

By Mr. AVERY, from the Committee on 





Claims: A resolution 

(House Res. No. 264) to refer the bill (H. R. 6682) for the relief 
of the estate of Joshua Hill, together with all accompanying 
rs, to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House bill No, 


, = rt No. 1401.) 

By IBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
lution (House Res. "No. 265 
relief of David H 
. — repo 


A reso- 


wan eee refer the bill (H. R. 6912) for the 


pers, to the Court 
in lieu of House por tee 6912. (Report No. 


By Me TCH, from the Committee on War Claims: 
bill (8 (8. 59) 0) entitled An act for the relief of Joseph W, 
The bill ae on R. 5721) to relieve Alice U and legatee of 
Joshua Wiley, and to give the Court of ee Olakna | jurisdiction, and 
to remove the bar of statute of ee Ry No. 1404.) 
oy Mr. HURLEY, from the Commi ar Claims: 
e bill (H.R. 2011) for the relief orc Capt. John T. Bruen, of 
the State of New York. (Report No. 1405. Do 
The bill (H. R. 6480) to —_ of the Court of 
Claims in the case of David . (Report No. 1406. ) 
By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (House Res. No. 266) to refer the bill (H. R. 7752 
for —— relief-of the “to _ —— a ee, i with all ac- 
pai ° » Tepo in lieu of 
House Legh a a 52. No. 1407.) 
A resolution (House Het. N No. Bf to refer the bill (H. R. 8335) 
all accompanying papers, to 


yyRO 


the Court of Claims, ane cane Ss in lieu of House bill No. 8335, 
(Report No. 1408. 
, Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War 


Claims: 

A resolution (House Res. eo = to refer the bill (H. R. 3563) 
for the relief of J. H. eer papers, to the 
Court of oe in ae House 8563. (Report 

A resolution eons Res. No. mab: ie, 300), oe ee the bill (H. R. 6943) 


for the relief . Sarah all accom ing papers, 
Cuttin, semertch te Hg lieu of Howe bill No. 6943, 


bill (S. a “An act for the relief of the heirs of 
No. Nas 
on ae aims: A reso- 


R. 6269 aa Blackburn, of 
Covington, Ky. (Rene He. 1413. 

OT eclelion (lus Res ih 0. 271) to refer the bill (H. R. 1517) 

for the relief of Rudolphus Minton, of Louisville, Ky., to the 


Court of Claims. ae Xo. 1414, 
The bill CH H. 6496) the relict of the Madison Female [nsti- 


tute, located at . (Report No. 1415. 

Mr. : fone the Osannrittes ie Claims: The bill 
& 1581) for the relief of ~~ ye paeeentatives of John 
ee DE WITT eee tea Pemamttiee on. Claims: The bill 


oak: (s. 585) entitled “ An act to authorize and direct the Auditor for 


Post-Office to credit the account of George H. 
te | Tice, postmaster ot Perth , N. J., for stamps and 


-order funds stolen from ( No. 1418.) 
By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: " 
ofa of said committee upon the bill (H. R. 1531) 
for the relief of the representatives of John Wightman, d& 
No. 1417, part 2.) 
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R. 1848) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
eee , deceased. (Report No. TH19.) 
The bill (H. R. 1510) for the relief of Franklin Lee and Charles 


bar. 0. 1420.) 
Fy Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


granting an increase of pension to William 
. legate. ( No. aes 
. ANDREWS, from the mittee on Invalid Persions: 

The bill (H. R. er peenting increase of pension to John F. 
Early. ( No. 1422.) , 

By Mr. 'W THER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (8. 504) entitled “An oe _ increase the pension of Ed- 

d Woog.” _( oO. . 

m By Mr. LAYTO , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

A bill (H. R. 8857) ting a pension to Dora D. Jones, reported 
in lien of House bill No. 8102. (Report No. 1424.) 

The bill (H. R. 7067) granting a pension to Joseph B. Arbaugh. 


No. 1425.) 
(Repess from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


BS PI 


. PICKLER, 3 
bill (H. R. 5193) granting increase of pension to Emma 
Thurston. No. 1426.) 
The bill 


. RR. 7660) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
M. Ho aa 0. 1427.) 
The bill (H. R. granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Worswick. 0. 1428.) 


By Mr. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7898) granting an increase of pension to William D. 
Seamans, late a re — ma L, Fourteenth New York Heavy 

oO. 


By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill £ 2600) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Mrs. 
Clifford Neff e.” (Report No. 1430.) 

By Mr. THO , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 1510 entitled ““An act to pension Mrs. Susan M. Sess- 
ford.” oO. . 

Ma OOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
bill (H. R. 6989) to increase the pension of Robert A. Rob- 
erts. or No. 1482.) 

The (H. R. 3108) to grant a pension to Jesse Durnell, late 
second-class boat Lexington and transferred to gun- 
boat Marmora. a No. 1483.) 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill (H. R. 6082) for the relief of Spencer D. Hunt. (Report No. 
1435.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
Ss the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. FENTON: A bill (H. R. 8350) to fix the pay of non- 
commissioned staff officers of the United States Army unattached 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H.R. 8351) to restore pensions 
to certain widows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POOLE: A biil (H. R. 8352) to amend section 3 of the 
approved June 27, 1890, entitled ‘‘An act granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor, and providing for pensions to widows, minor chil- 
and dependent parents ”—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


wots ofthe people free cvinags of silver at 16 to 1; a greduated in, 
of silver a ;@ uated in- 

he Sloction of President, Vice-President, and United 
States Senators by a direct vote of the people—to the Committee 
on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 


By Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 8354) to adjust the pensions 
of maimed Union soldiers and sailors of the late war of the rebel- 
lion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8355) to provide for the dis- 
tribution of condemned cannon to State and Territorial depart- 

of the Grand Army of the Republic—to the Committee on 


Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 8356) to establish a life- 
aaa ae: on i Mat dn the cnnnt of New 
Hampshire—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


g 









By Mr. : A joint resolution (H. Res. 175) directing the 
the Navy to a co eeeeeetn of naval « rts 
Secor direct system of propelling 
bility to naval purposes—to the monies 

Mr. : A resolution (House Res. No. 261) relatin 
tothe aon, and alls in ae 
teen. the Navy Department—to the ttee on Naval 
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Aliso, a resolution (House Res. No. 262) relating to the number 
of condemned cannon, carriages, and condemned cannon balls in 
—— of the War Department—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: A memorial of the legislature of the State of 
Rhode Island, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4339, to 
establish a national military park to commemorate the campaign, 
siege, and defense of Vicksburg—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A memorial of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Rhode Island, in favor of the passage of House 
bill No. 4339, to establish a national military park to commem- 
orate the campaign, siege, and defense of Vichsbure—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ATWOOD: A bill (H. R. 8358) granting pension to Sarah 
A. McInerney, as dependent mother—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 8359) for the relief of John 
H. Davison—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

i 4 Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8360) granting a pension 
to C.S. Alvord—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDY: A bill (H. R. 8361) tocompensate Sophie Kosack 
for injuries sustained, and reward her for bravery displayed in 
rescuing the imperiled in the ‘‘ Old Ford’s Theater ” disaster—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 8362) to correct the military 
record of George Simmonds, late of Company D, Ninety-sixth Reg- 
iment Pennsylvania Infantry—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8363) for the relief of Robert 
D. Benedict—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 8364) for the relief of 
Capt. Henry C. Seaman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8365) granting a pension to Dr. J. B. Thur- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8366) to remove the charge of desertion against 
David G. Cormack—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8367) for the relief 
of Delos H. Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8368) for the relief of John A. Mellon—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 8369) for the relief 
of Martha E. Flesschert—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: A bill (H. R. 8370) to increase the pen- 
sion of Isaac C. Gibbons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H.R. 8371) for the relief of Francis 
ftedh-—t0 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 8372) for the relief of B. F. 
Follin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORGHIS: A bill (H. R. 8373) granting a pension 
to ‘iene Linn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 8374) for the relief of Edward 
McDermott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8375) granting a pension 
to William S. Laney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8376) granting a pension to Charles 8. Spring— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 8377) for the relief of Joseph 
Betz—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8378) for the relief of Jacob Olmstead—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petiton of Benjamin Keefer, sr., and other 
citizens of Freed, Pa.; also petition of Mrs. Mary A. Wiley, of 
Monongahela, Pa., praying that religious —— be given 
every advantage of the act of Congress of July 16, 1894, in trans- 
mission through the mail—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- 8. 

Also, memorial of the Philadelphia Maritime Exchange, favor- 
ing the e of the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolutions of General George A. Custer Command, No.1, 
Union Veterans’ Union, Department of Pennsylvania, opposing 
the correction of the records of persons who have deserted from 
the United States Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERS: Four petitions of sundry citizens of San 
Bernardino County, Cal., favoring the occupation of and mining 
on forest reservations—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
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By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of 69 citizens of Davenport, 
Iowa, praying that a pension be granted to C. 8. Alvord—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of F. 8. Shepard, of Davenport, Iowa, praying 
for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to 
provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce, ‘and to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of 8. F. Smith, Frank Wilmerton, and 480 other 





prominent citizens of Davenport, lowa, pray Congress for the 
povage of joint resolution 0. 11, to the Constitution of 

nited States peohibiting further riations to institu- 
tions under ecclesiastical control, and remonstrating against ap- 


propriating, directiy or indirectly, public moneys for sectarian 
undertakings—to the Committee on the J ww gS 
By Mr. CURTIS of New York: Petition of Miles H. De Long 


and others, of Schuylersville, N. Y., and vicinity, for a 
on of $8 per month to every who serv ‘ninety ay’ 
and was honorably dise: and $12 per month to their 
to the Committee on — Pensions. 
By Mr. DALZELL: Two petitions of sundry citizens of Pitts- 
burg, asking for adoption of the metric system of wei and 
measures—to the Committee on eights, and Measures. 


Also, resolution of Duquesne Post, 0. 259, Grand Army of the 
Republic, in favor of the nen ae "Nelson A. to 
the Committee on Military 

Mr. DANFORD: "Petition of J. ewes, 
on of the United oF Rnoneilio Sete 


son County, Ohio, tigate th appointment of an impartial 
comuittee to ens e ae pro and suggest remedy— | tion 


to the ane 
SS 


Also, petition of E H. ME Rolls and 80 others, of 
for the passa ee House bill No, 6851, appropria 
pension and ae money due the estates of deceased colored 


soldiers to and educational for the colored peo- 
ple—to the yineee om on Military a, 

By Mr. HARDY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7744, to 
correct the military record of Jokn Bass—to to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Webb Council, No. 
78, Order United American Mechanics, in behalf of the Li 
immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- 
ralization. 


aint tioned el Wank seas tata Magee 
yn, 
remaining in Statuary Hali-to the Committee on the Library. 


Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of es 
selativete Menaainene-4 the Committee on Agriculture. 
resolutions of Commodore Foote Post, No. 84, Grand Army 


Also, 
fae e  w of Sidney, Wash. , asking for the passage of the 
National Tribune service-pension "pill—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 


Also, memorial of the town ee also 
of the town council of Waterville, Wash., urging legislation fa- 


vorable to the Nicaragua the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 
By Mr. LACEY. eee ay 


— an exposition to be held 


on to aid 
Nebr. raring 1808-—to the Committee on A j 
One at LOUD: Petition of Andrews Demarest Seating Com 
pany, ot of New York, asking favorable action on House Nos 


566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce, 
and to amend the postal laws +: actendtiun alk ies 
gee the Committee on the and Post-Roads. 

of the board of ee of 


y Mr. MERCER: Resolutions 
actin Wyo.; also of the city council of Boone, Iowa; also of 
the city council of Aurora, Nebr.; also of the city council of Cham- 
berlain, 8. Dak.; also of the Republican State convention of Ne- 
braska, favoring the omen meee 
of Omaha—to 


Committee on 
By Mr, PAYNE: Pollina of eltinten att eee tiie, = ¥., 
asking for the of House il forreclasaication eae? 
clerks—to the 


mount, Ind., for favorable action on bills Nos. 4566 and 
838, amending laws—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Pos’ 

Mr, SMITH of Michigan of the wholesale houses 
of Rapids, praying for favorable action on House 
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on the su bject; meee pe pane 
odge | to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered to be printe:|, 


APRIL 22, 


bill No. 4566, to amend the laws to second-class 


ne SN Pe nee o. 838, aa ee! 


me half ounce—to the Committee on the P ce an 
i) 


By Mr. SULLOWAY: pion ew Cutler and 158 oth-. 
citizens o 


f Hampton, N peoring fers tile-caving ont 01 
near Great Boars Head, in oe town of Hampton, on the jon at 
New Hampshire—to to the Committee on Interstate Foreicn 


By Mr. TAWNEY: is of Joseph Leicht and 37 other: 


the State of Wisconsin a certain amendmen ‘4 
the Constitution, relating to the fret day o week, and the 1, 
ognition in nthe ¢ er a of God as the source of power a) ‘d 
Jesus the ruler of all nations—to the Committee 01 {))5 
Judiciary. 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, April 22, 1896. 


The VICE PRESIDE Rev. W. H. Mi.surn, D. D 


She Somningy eunaaeian ae Journal of 

of yesterd 
proceedings, when, on motion of Mr. FAULKNER, and by on = 
mous consent, the further was dispensed with. 


_ The Nike deen reenter! an before the Senate a communica- 


from the Secretary of oe. to a resol 
tien of tho-Gth iaueet for inforination infectaatlom an Ao-what States 


under the at So ee ma **An act to 
indemnify or expenses y m in defense of 
the United States,” and the joint resolution of March 8, 18). ox- 
claims in the 1 pe Depa: ‘tment 
paid States upon 

in Ee reataine, equip- 

in defense of the Union, 

forthe War Department 
was referred 


NANCY G. ALLABACH—VETO MESSAGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the followi ing 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


rt my ga bill numbered 804, entitled 
“An act fing « peusion to - 
or the of $30.a month to the beno 

ficiary named as the widow 

This soldier served for crt tect aE Army during the war of the re- 
Dellion, ha’ also served in the war 

He was out of his last service on the 23d day of May, 1%, and 
died on the lith of February, 1882. 


During his life he made no application for pension onaccount of (issi i. - 
ie the least disabled as an inci: eal 


nearly twen 


death under the statute allowing pn- 
reference to the cause 
, one of thos —_ 
the dey: 


ie Series eh neniee enmaidesaticn to & ive thi 
be ey eorvice, ath o 
By ae ge ey that she is poor aud: 


is existing general laws, and if « prece 
be eaiabilshed by the special proposed I Smet a how 
relief as is contained ean be denied to the many thou- 
widows who, ina akeaiaiionane now on the pension rolls under 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, April 21, 1896. 


i 
He 
8 
Ht 
a 


i 
i , 
| 


and 


hat 
i 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The is, Shall the bil! pass, 
the objections of the President of the United States to the «on- 


. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as I understand the mat 
Allabach was for a considerable time captain of the 

force of this He had service in two wars, ai it 
, that when he was 
it was m the written 
whom he had served 12 


is likewise stated to me that there was not a moment ‘!° 
after the soldier was discharged from the service! ‘!” 
United States that he: havereceived a pension on account 
‘im the service of his country. He wa 

however, too patriotic to ask for a pension, and went to hi~ death 
. Bis widowis poor,” 


i 
i 














I understand, and the committee of the Senate, 
utter dei rte itself, as well as the House of tatives, con- 
cluded to grant her the pe sion that would have to her in 
accordance with the rank which her husband held, that of colonel. 


y meritorious. I —— gly 
that the President has-seen fit to veto the bill, and I think it ought 


this morning. Still I will not urge it if it is desired 
feet t Committee on Pensions shall give it further consideration. 
Mr. CALL. I suggestto the Senator from New Hampshire that 


he move its reference to the Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill and message be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. CALL. The veto will be 


VICE-PRESIDENT. message will be printed, and it 
rill be referred with the bill to the Committee on Pensions. 


CHARLES E. JONES—VETO MESSAGE. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was read: 


Senate bill No. 249, entitled ““An 


and was in no manner 


sad condition is attribu- 
it seems to me the extension of pension relief 
legislation hard to justify and impossible 


GROVER CLEVELAND. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass, 
the objections of the President of the United States to the con- 
otwithstandi 


n ng? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, ing my service in the 
Senate as a member of the Committee on ions, and more 
as chairman of that committee, I have never submitted 
the Senate without giving the reasons, in the form of a 
lengthy written report, why the bill should be enacted 
It was my em make a report both in the Fifty- 
Congresses on the bill to pension Charles 
oe ee in my hand, = that the 
accompan declaration to country 
by the President of the United 
report before ing to refer the bill 
to the Committee on Pensions for its further consid- 

‘states: 

the -third 
the Senate during Fifty: Congress. 

A want to say that there are numerous ents for 
pensio by special act persons who were not enlisted, but who 
in emergencies military service or who were 


ePreey; 
ernie 
H 

Ege 

F 


| 


z 
3 


actual 
wounded during the performance of service for-the Government— 


herewith 


AFFIDAVIT OF CAPT. R. B. WARD. 
Stare or Mrssourt, County of Jackson, ss: 


can be no rea- 
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seriously, while taking hs and when | 
He was 
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AFFIDAVIT OF W. D. HOOVER, M. D. 
STATE OF KANSAS, County of Miami, ss: 
In the matter of appeal for pension through special act of Congress by Charles 
E. Jones, regimental photographer, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Cay- 
alry Volunteers. 


On this 29th day of October, A. D. 1894, personally appeared before me, a 
notary public in and for the said county, duly authorized to administer oaths. 
W.D. Hoover, aged 60 years, a resident of Paola City, inthe county of Miami 
and State of Kansas, well known to me to be reputable and entitled to credit, 
and who, ee declares in relation to aforesaid case as fol- 
lows: ‘‘ That I have been acquainted with the said Charles B. Jones since 1867. 
when he first came to Paola, Kans., and that his eyes were diseased then, and 
that they continued to grow worse until he became totally blind, or nearly 
so. He can just barely grope his way with the use of hiscane. He received 
a gunshot wound across the small of hia back while in the line of duty in the 
Army during the late war. The ball passed across the back just over the 
second lumbar vertebree, and has left a scar over one-half an inch across and 
more than an inchin length. It is a wonder it did not cause paraplegia— 

That is, paralysis. 

“ His eyes became affected before he recovered from the wound in the back, 
and I am of the opinion, taking the prostrated condition of his system, espe- 
cially the nervous system, into consideration, if the wound in the back was 
not a primary cause of the disease of the eye it certainly was a secondary 
cause. Said Jones has been a good citizen during his saaibase here. 

“The above is from my personal observation of the case,and was written 
by myself."* 

His post-office address is Paola, Kans.; and further declares that he has no 
interest in said case, and is not concerned in its prosecution 

W. D. HOOVER, M. D. 
STaTe or Kansas, County of Miami, ss: 


Sworn to and subscribed before me this day by the above-named affiant; 
and I certify that I read said affidavit to said affiant, including the words 
erased and the words added, and acquainted him with its contents before he 
executed the same. I further certify that I am in nowise interested in said 
case, nor am I concerned in the prosecution; and that said affiant is person- 
ally known to me, and that he is a credible person. 


[u. 8.] 
(My term expires March 27, 1895.) 


Now, Mr. President, just a word. Here is the case of a man 
who, while in the service of the Government, not enlisted, it is 
true, performed military service in emergencies and received a 
very severe gunshot wound of the spine, which has resulted in 
total if not complete blindness. 

Mr. HILL. ill the Senator please state what military service 
he was performing? It isa pretty general statement, that he per- 
formed military service. What service? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Atthe time when he received the wound he 
was taking photographic views of Longstreet’s fortifications for 
the use of the officers of our Army. 

Mr. HILL. It does not so appear in the report. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I beg pardon. 

Mr. HILL. Thereis nothing which the Senator has read which 
shows that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Itis shown by Captain Ward’s affidavit, 
which, perhaps, the Senator did not hear me read. He was cap- 
tain of a company in the regiment. 

Mr. HILL. It states that he was performing military service, 
but I do not think it states what it was. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That wasit. I was about to say (and it 
is all I care to say on the subject this morning) that here is a case 
where a man received a wound while performing at least semi- 
military service which has resulted in total blindness. The Presi- 
dent of the United States, who it appears to me could not have 
read these affidayits, has sent to the Senate a veto message, in 
which he says this man received a trivial wound which does not 
seem to be of much consequence. Iam not going to be discour- 
teous about this matter and suggest what is in my mind, that the 
message must have been written without an accurate knowledge 
of all the facts in this case—— 

Mr. MILLS. Under whose employment did he go into service? 
The Senator says he went in under employment. Was he em- 
ployed by some private company or by the Government? 

. GALLINGER. By the Government, I understand. 

Mr. MILLS. Under an officer? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unquestionably so. There is no donbt 
about it. This man is to-day, as I said—and perhaps I repeat 
myself—totally blind from the wound which he received, and yet 
the veto message tells us that he received a very trivial wound, 
which it is not worth our time seriously to consider. 

I simply make this statement that it may go out to the countr 


WARD J. CARPENTER, 


Notary Public. 


with the veto , which will undoubtedly be spread broad- 
cast throughout the land and be used by certain great newspapers 
of the country as an argument to show the carelessness and reck- 


lessness which the Congress of the United States exercises in the 


matter of sion legislation. 
I move reference of the message and bill to the Committee 
an ; 


Pensions. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the disapproval by the Presi- 
dent of this bill and the reasons for his disapproval are worthy of 
very attentive consideration. 
I beg to say that since my connection with this body I have 
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been continually at all times a member of the Committee on Pen- 
sions, and that committee has encountered some embarrassment 
when applications have been made for pensions by persons who 
were not enlisted in the military service of the United States. It 
did happen during the war that persons who were not enlisted 
men placed themselves at the service of the Government pro tem- 
pore—men who did not like to enlist for a great term, but who 
actually obeyed orders and performed military duties. We have 
been embarrassed steadily and constantly by cases of that class. 

I have held and I shall hold that where a citizen voluntarily 
united himself with the military forces of the United States and 
submitted to the orders of the commanders of the forces for the 
time being he was de facto in the military service of the United 
States, and if in the course of meritorious and proper service he 
was wounded his moral claim to a pension is equal to that of any 
other person. All that can be said of an enlisted man, as the foun- 
dation of a claim for a pension,is that he incurred disabilities 
while in the service of the United States, having been enlisted in 
that service. In the hypothetical case which is in my mind now 
the party deserves a pension unless, indeed, his failure to enlist 
should defeat his right to a ion. But in the instance now be- 
fore us, as I understand it, this photographer was with the Army. 
I think that he performed other military service, but on this par- 
ticular occasion he was executing the orders of some authority he 
= ized; he was taking views of the enemy’s fortifications and 

on. 

Pour. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him just there 


course. The fact that the man received a wound while ¢),,;; 
employed is unquestioned, and the fact that it was a very sey», 
wound is undoubted. , 

Mr. HILL. But I can not see how the gentleman could })\. 
got near enough to the fortifications to have taken any very a..-y. 
rate view of them. I can not quite understand that point, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Thecaptain of the company simply sw..rs 
that Mr. Jones was there for that gel 5g and that while there 
MST HILL. There ie a peculiar wording of the afi 

. ere is a pec wo oO e affidavit. It i 
very carefully and p iarly worded. " 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire, that the message and bill be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions and printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the New York 
Annual Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church of New 
York City, N. Y., praying that the Senate uphold the action of 
the House of Representatives in refusing to ¢ further appro- 
priation to certain sectarian schools, which for years have been 
sup at an average annual expense to the Treasury of tho 
United States of $250,000; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, pra for the passage of the so-called Tor- 
rey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


under whose he was? : e also presented a st of the philanthropic committee of 
Mr. PALMER. I think probably under no one’s pay. That is | the Baltimore (Md.) Yearly Meeting of Friends, praying for the 
a question, however, that will be answered by the committee in | appointment of an im national commission of inquiry to 


their report. 

Mr. RYLE. I should like to know the fact on that point. 

Mr. PALMER. As’ said, that will be answered in the formal 
— that will be now made by the Committee on Pensions. 

am not at all surprised that the President should have disa 

proved this measure. It has caused us trouble; but we s 
maintain, and we hope to get the concurrence of the Senate in 
maintaining, that a citizen in such a case should be given relief. 
IT have a case in my mind now in the State of Missouri. There 


investigate and report upon the alcoholic liquor traffic, its rela- 
tions to crime, pauperism, taxation, and the general public wel. 
al which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


He also presented a memorial of the American Antisemitic 
Association of ea i wor arene | against the pas- 
sage of the so-called McCall educational-test and praying for 
the passage of the so-called Stone consular-certificate bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on F Relations. 


was a raid across the river into Iowa. The citizens were called| He also ted sundry petitions of the First Presbyterian 
out, & — military re was assumed, there was afight, | Church of Wahoo Bae. peeing for the enactment of a Sunday- 
and a citizen who —_ y came out to defend his home was seri- | rest law for the District of Columbia; which were referred to the 
ously wounded. I shall maintain as long as I have a seat on this ttee on the District of Colum 

floor, and after I quit it, that in such a case the party was de facto Mr. SMITH , in the form of resolutions 


; a 
ted by the ibytery of Morris and Orange, N. J., praying 
that American citizens resident in the Turkish Empire be yiven 
protection by the treaties between this country and Turkey; 
which was referred to the Committee on F elations. 
Mr. BLACKBURN presented sundry petitions of citizens of 


Kentucky, pra for the of the so-called Stone immi- 
- bill; eying were calevel to the Committee on Immigra- 
on, 

Mr, GALLINGER. I present a petition of committees of the 
Medical Society of the District of Columbia and of the Washing- 
ton Homeo Society of the District of Columbia, setting 
forth a reasons — House bill Ze 5731, —n is a om to 
regulate practice of medicine and surgery, to license physi- 
cians and surgeons, and to punish violating the provisions 


thereof in the District of Columbia, should become a law. | 
move = petition lie on the table, and that it be printed asa 


a soldier, and that he is entitled to a pension for a service patriot- 
ically and gallantly performed. 

I concur with the Senator from New Hampshire in the refer- 
ence of the bill and message to the Committee on Pensions, and I 
trust that the committee will make such a report as will satisfy 
the Senate, and such a re as will show that the Committee on 
Pensions have not acted hastily and carelessly about this matter. 

Mr. HILL. Iwill askthe Senator from New Hampshire whether 
— report usually accompanies the bill to the Executive 

on 

Mr. GALLINGER. It does, I understand. 

Mr. HILL. What does the Senator understand by this language 
in the affidavit: 

When he came to and joined the Eleventh Pennsylvania Ca as 
tographer. wr 


Does that have any cular significance? Was it just asa 
photographer for himself, taking views in his own behalf, and not 


suppo’ by the Government? There was no such official as pho}| The motion was agreed to. 
pher, was there? Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Min- 
r. GALLINGER. I want to be entirely frank about this | neapolis, ees re or the establishment of a department 
matter. of commerce man ; which was referred to the Com- 
Mr. HILL. I ask for information. mittee on Commerce. 


Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I have 
made a motion to refer the matter to the committee for further 
investigation. My own judgment was when I wrote the 
and I have examined it in two Co , that this man em- 
pleyment by the Government. I think that will be found to be 
correct. I know of no reason why the Government might not 
employ a pee as well as a teamster or a master 
or any other servant who would perform certain work for the 


Mr. LODGE. I presenta tion of the order of the Knights 
of Labor, No. 1562, of N. Y., and at their request | will 
a iling seein petition oe ee teccel 

i ustry, an the enforce 
idleness of the working people, foreign immigrants stil] ‘\ock to 
ee at hardshit bers.” The petitioners state that this is 
: Ca g pand misery upon our own working peo 
Leo A a ee of some and depriving others of em- 


Government, I am not myself a mili man, but it seems to yment altogether”; and they ask the enactment of a tant or 
me it would be a very wise military act for the Government to tax upon each immigrant; that no t shall be ad- 
have a that kind of an officer, a man who could take photo- | mitted who does not possess, “if a single man, sum of $200; if 
graphic views of fortifications and the position of the enemy. I the head of a family. the 


the enactment of edditional 

legislation to exclude nonresident Caradian workmen. « #! 
immigrants who do not intend to become citizens of th« | nited 
tes.” The petitioners ask for a further amendment to!) «on 
but American citizens shal! ): °™ 


The petition will be referred to the 


may be wrong about it, but my mind when I wrote the report 
was fixed upon the fact, as I conceived it to be a fact, that this 
man was employed by the Government to perform this service, 
but of course he was not an enlisted man. If it proves to be 
otherwise, I confess it places the matter upon a different plane 
from what I supposed it occupied. 

Mr. HILL. _I trust the matter will receive careful in tion. 
Mr. GALLINGER. We will give it very careful attention, of |-Committee 


; 
i. 
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E ted a memorial of Charles W. Eliot, presi- 
sie on University, and 116 other citizens of Cambridge, 


Mass. onstra 
perso ter to the Post-Office appropriation bill, or any other ac- 


ting against the adoption of the so-called Pasco 


ding to separate the Cambridge station from the Boston 
enn} ; which was referred to the Committee on Ap- 
ro’ ons. 


e also presented the petition of Franklin P. Shumway, of Mel- 
rose, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 
t-cent 1 per half ounce, and also to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class and free mail matter: which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Presbyterian Church 
of Ishpeming, Mich., poring or the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
law for the of Columbia; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. _ oe 

Mr. MAN presented a memorial of 25 citizens of Ravenna, 
Ohio, remonstra ugainst the introduction of military train- 


ing in the public of the country; which was referred to 
= Comsnlttes on Military A ffai 


he also ted a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Kn , Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to 


prohibit gambling; w ch was referred to the Committee on Fi- 


nance. 

also ted a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Enonvilla, Ohio, aloging for the repeal of the ninety-day di- 
yorce law in the Territories; which was referred to the Commit- 


T 
“Teens ted a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of K ie, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
raise the age of consent to 18 years in the Territories and in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 5 

He also ted a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Knoxville, Ohio, praying for the passage of a Sunday-rest law 
for the District of Columbia: which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also ted a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Knoxville, Ohio, ying for the appointment of a nonpartisan 
commission to in te the labor problem; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also ted a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
of Kuorville, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
substitute voluntary industrial arbitration for railway strikes; 
which was to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of Benjamin Franklin 
Council, No. 6, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of St. 
Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the appropriation of money for 
sectarian purposes, and indorsing the provision made by the House 
of ee on the sub,ect; which was ordered to lie on 
the ; : 


Mr. DANIEL ted a petition of A. P. Hill Camp of Con- 
federate Veterans, of Petersburg, Va., praying for the enactment 
of ‘egislation anational park on the battlefields around 
Petersburg, Va.; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. . 
“ihe also — a memorial of Clinton Hatcher Camp of Con- 
federate Veterans, of Leesburg, Va., remonstrating against the 
discontinuance of the publication of War Records; which was re- 
ferred to the ee on Appropriations, 


He also presented a petition in the form of resolutions adopted 
by the Chamber of Commerce of Richmond, Va., praying for the 


of theso-called Torrey bankruptcy bill; which was ordered 
lie on the table. 

Mr. HILL ted a memorial of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of New York and a memorial of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of Cortland, N. Y., remonstrating 
— the introduction of military training in the public schools 

the country; which were referred to the Committee on Military 


He also Seen t Oe Becton and Saratoga (N. Y.) 
the Religious Society of Friends, pray- 
ing for the appointment of a national commission of inquiry 


to investigate and report u the alcoholic liquor traffic, its 
relation to crime, F tanations, and the general public 
ees atane; which was te the Committee on Education and 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Albany, 
in Searemonstrating against placing the vtados of Pere Marquette 
in Statuary Hall; was referred to the Committee on the 


for Mr. VooRHEES) presented a petition of the 
‘ ’ Association, of Fort Wayne, Ind., pray- 


ing for the pa of Senate bill No. 1848, to prohibit the pur- 
chase and use by the Government of the United States of sesleaty- 
made wares, and for other purposes; and also for the passage of 





4249 


the so-called Loud bill, regulating second-class mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FAULKNER presented the petition of E. E. Stratton and 
63 other postal clerks on runs centering at Grafton, W. Va., pray- 
ing for the passage of Senate bill No. 2741, reorganizing the rail- 
way postal service; which was-referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of John B. Howarth, 
Ward L. Andrews, Edwin E. Armstrong, Frederick E. Stoepel, 
J. A. Whiting, R. S. Mason, H. B. Gillespie, and George C. Weth- 
erbee, representing the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Exchange 
of Detroit, Mich., praying for the establishment of a department 
of commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. CARTER presented a memorial of 65 citizens of Corvallis, 
Mont., remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére Marquette 
in Statuary Hall; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Lucca, N. Dak., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation prohibiting United States commissioners of 
internal revenue from granting licenses to sell intoxicants in States 
where it is forbidden by law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rolette County, 
N. Dak., praying that the treaty made between the Turtle Moun- 
tain band of Indians and the United States be ratified, and that 
the claims of these Indians to certain land be recognized and dis- 
— of as provided by that treaty; which was referred to the 

‘ommittee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed as a 
document. 


IMPRISONMENT OF REV. A. J. DIAZ AND A, V. DIAZ. 


Mr. BATE. I present seven petitions from seven Baptist churches 
of Nashville, Tenn., in regard to the imprisonment of Rey. A. J, 
Diaz, a missionary at Habana, Cuba. I beg to read the heading 
of one of the petitions. It is short, but the petitioners express 
very fully their desire: 


The First Baptist Church of Nashville, Tenn., assembled at its usual place 
of worship, haying heard that our brother, Rev. A J. Diaz, missionary to 
Cuba under appointment of the Southern Baptist Convention, has been im- 
prisoned by the Spanish authorities in Habana, Cuba, earnestly request the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from the State of T 
use their utmost endeavors to secure his speedy liberation. 

Knowing the Rev. A. J. Diaz as we do, and having the highest confidence 
in his Christian integrity, without knowing the specific charges against him, 
we are bold to say that we will not accept as true any statement of his guilt 
until it is established by the most incontrovertible evidence. 

We specially urge this request, believing, as we do, that his imprisonment 
is fraught with hourly danger to his life. 

ao at Nashville this 19th day of April, 1896, by unanimous vote of the 
church. 


nnessee to 


J. M. FROST, Moderator. 
A. LARCOMBE, Church Clerk. 
J. L. WECHLEY, 
J. M. FROST, 

P. M. ESTES, 

©. F. CHEEK, 

H. L. PURINTON, 

Committee. 

There are seven petitions; this is one of the seven; they are 
counterparts of each other, and I have taken the liberty of reading 
the language of one of them as showing the purport of the entire 
number which I present. I move their reference to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, with the permission to that committee 
of transferring them to the State Department. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CALL. I present a petition of the First Baptist Church 
of Tampa, Fla., in which the petitioners state that they hear with 
regret of the arrest and imprisonment of their brother, Rev. 
Alberta J. Diaz, an American citizen, by the Spanish authorities 
at Habana, Cuba, and they respectfully ask the Congress of the 
United States to use their influence with the Government authori- 
ties to investigate at once the cause of his arrest and imprison- 
ment, if any, and to use every means to have him set at liberty, 
I move the reference of the petition to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PUGH presented a petition of the Jasper Baptist Church 
of Jasper, Ala., praying for the release of Rev. A. J. Diaz, a mis- 
sionary in Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 


tions. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to make a statement, 
I have received several petitions similar to those presented by the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Bare], and I have sent them to the 
State De ment. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Home Mission Board of 
the Southern Baptist Convention of Atlanta, Ga., praying for the 
release of Rev. A. J. Diaz, a missionary in Cuba; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
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eee ee tea REGULATIONS CONCERNING REGATTAS. 
opte members of the Bapti urch of Petersburg, Va. rer 
a deen of their missionary, Rev. A. J. Diaz, imcar.|, Mz. NELSON. Iam directed by the Commiites on Commercs, 


to whom was referred the bill (S. 2642) to provide for the s; 
cera’ in Cab by Spanih auth authority; which was referred to to the of passengers on excursion steamers, to report it favorably von 4 th 


resen sundry members amendments. 
me. SAGs. Sy oo — of - of the “ar. HILL. oy for the moana consideration of the bill j :st 


Home Mission Board of the c Tels 7, 
tive to the arrest and imprisonment by the Spanish authorities in a.very plain one. Tie seapated by those who have ch. a 
of regattas the haber ot New York and on the Hudson ki, ;. 
— MITCHELL of Oregon. Let the bill be read for info), 
on 
The Secretary read the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). [5 
there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 
consider bill. 


Whole, proceeded to the 

The amendments of the Committee on Commerce were, in |i: 
after the word’empowered,” to insert “in is discretion ”; after the 
word ‘*detail,” in @ line, to strike out “a sufficient nui) )jer 
of”; in line8, ‘after the word “to,” to strike out the words * pr), nly 
carry out” and insert ‘ ‘enforce”; after the word “regulation. 
- | the same line, to insert ‘as may be adopted” ; and in line 10, atter 

the word “regattas,” to strike out “‘as may, in his judgment, be 
necessary ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Beit That in order to rsa 

enacted, etc., in ae Seer passengers on 


and oarsmen ue ems amateur or profes. 
sional, that may Poca tiete er. if {ne 


hereafter 

Treasw and he is here’ a powered, discret 
of Soe ee eereee sich ‘rules and ie ay 
—_ insure safety ee said excursion steamers ; and 

The amendments were to. 

Mr. LODGE. Ishould to ask the Senator from New York 
whether the bill is confined entirely to rowing regattas ani simn- 

Se ee is the intention to cover all sorts of 


regan HILL. It is nof‘necessarily confined to oarsmen. | think 
such tions would be very at other regattas, 
The will probably cover them the point being that at the 
various , where thousands and tensof thousands of pevyle 
are assem and all sorts of craft, there is no one to zive au- 
thority to regulate the io the craft. There came very 

at a regatta nearly a yeur ago 
that all recollect about. The people engaged in regattas. at the 
various colleges of the country ‘of the bill interested in the sub- 


i 












































gign een iene ae nee 
ink it is in proper form and should be passed. 


Mr. BACON, If itis t with the views of the chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations I will then ask that the 
Senate the resolution t consideration. 

The VICE-PRESID Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 


i 
calle 















Mr. . I agree ae the Senator; I think the 
bill a most excellent and F thik it show it was confined simply 
to rowing SS be made also to cover the 
cases of yacht races, where the crowds are much greater. That 
i broad enough to cover all is what I desire. 
bill be read as amended. [ think it 
oarsmen were in view. 


the 
PRESID The bill will be read as amended. 
a read the ill as amended. 
. I think it is sufficient to cover all. 

bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen(- 


concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
and passed. 















REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GEAR. Lam direc’ >d by the Committee on Agriculture 
and Forestry, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 8008) defining 
cheese, and also imposing a tax upon and ee the manu- 
facture, sale, inv et the a and exportation of ‘fill 
report it back oceans evidence, and 
the committee ee its further consi and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Finance, it being a bill 


























ag = tn. ane the third time, 
Mr. D. soca aan es Flletof the legal re Relations, towhom SURGHON P. M. RIXEY. 

wasveitered aa08 e ta-| Mr. LODGE. I am directed i Forei 
tives of Edwin De Leon, deceased, late of the United Relations, to whom "was referred the Join oo Toreign 
in reported it au 8 P.M a cron of ee to accept from 
the . the grand cross naval merit with the white 
mark, in services rendered to the officer 
and sailors of the Santa oe ane mapa by an explosion 





on that ship, to reportit without amendment, and I will ask wiw- 
Itisa formal matter, which 


, the as in Committee of the 
The aoe the Senate name a - 
a third reading, read the t™ 
the time, ; 


INVESTIGATIONS IN ALASKA. 


Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relaions, 
reported the following resolution; which was read: 


the Pret 
: ts Peat 
aE st 
a waters ¢ 
: tC waste « and de- 
struction. ot ie regal 
tions as 
preserve 


































Post- 
Roads, to whom was reforred the till (S. 1800) for the relief of 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. | 


Great Britain. to 
of Alask® 
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measures as eugetions to the prog- 
of the people of Alaska mee cg te 
cation, and gos committee shall ascertain a indice wal 
and r. r e 

Fourth. And she between Alaska and the British Possessions 
»s further, the Becretary of the is requested to fur- 
the when it arrives at Sitka, with a ble vessel to convey 
nish the com tosuch points on the coast of Alaska as they ma deem neces- 


| 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be referred 
the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses 
the 


Mr. SHERMAN. Yes; the law requires that reference. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S.2913) granting a pen- 
sion to Nettie A. Cheeks; which was read twice its title, and 
on it (8.2014) granting ion to Salli 

a a on le 

— twice by its title, and referred to the 


a) for the relief of W. A. Bohan- 
was read twice by its title, and 


ABE 
it 


a bill (S. 2916) ting an increase 
which auapaul Guties by its title, 
papers, referred to the i on 


introduced a bill (S. 2917) granting a pension 
was twice by its title, and re- 


§.2918) to remove the charge of de- 
ion from A. which was read twice by its title, 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


Affairs. 
introduced a bill (5. 2919) authorizing the 
the Interior a certain lot in the District of 
G. ich was read twice by its title, 
© District of Columbia. 
. 2920) for the relief of Harry 
by its title, and, with the 
Committee on Post-Offices 


‘or the relief of Thomas 
its title, and, with the ac- 
Committee on Public Lands. 
granting a ion to Mrs. 

twice by its title, and, with the 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
introduced a bill (S. 2923) for the bet- 
of the Government reservation at the city of 


nite 
ii 
: i Fi 
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Fort in the State of Arkansas, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. MANTLE introduced a bill (S. 2924 iding for disposal 
of lands on abandoned portions of the Fort innis Military Res- 
ervation, in Montana, and forthe relief of certain settlers thereon; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 2925) otheniners ent 
to the State of Wyoming of all moneys received by the United 
States from the sale of mineral lands in Wyoming; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

Mr. PLATT ) introduced a bill (S. 2926) to amend 

; ; was ce . 
len Taree ' 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a resolution (8S. R.136) provid- 

ir Ne it~ then ncn else 
ae CO 
on 
Military Affaire, 
- AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
HOAR submitted an amendment intended to be 
{2 him to the sundry bill; which was referred 

Mr. Scanesababenten 

posed an amendment to a 
deficiency bill; 

in Sotaictins, exhasheed ts 

dr. HAWLEY 










referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SEWELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 
On motion of Mr. COCKRELL, it was 
Ordered, That Jacob D. Jones be permitted to withdraw from the files of 
the Senate the papers relating to the bill for his relief in the Forty-sixth Con- 


gress, upon leaving said papers in the office of the Secretary, in 
accordance with the ae the Senate. . 


ENLISTMENT OF MARINES AND “‘BLUE JACKETS.” 
: Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be directed to furnish the Senate 
the following information: 

irst. The number and nativity of marines and “blue jackets,” respect- 
ively. enlisted in the nayal service of the United States. 


ond. The number of “ blue jackets” enlisted under the class of “ lands- 
men. 


STATEMENT OF GOVERNMENT OBLIGATIONS. 
Mr. COCKRELL. I submit a resolution, which I send to the 
desk, and after it shall have been read I desire to make a brief 
statement regarding it. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 15,000 copies of 
Senate Document No. 154, of the Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, being a 


statement of the Secretary of the Treasury containing a copy of each obliga- 
tion of the Government since March 4, 1789. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President,I have an estimate here from 
the chief clerk of the Public Printing Office, stating that 22,000 
copies of Senate Document No. 154, Fifty-fourth Congress, first 
session, can be printed for $450. The cost of printing the 15,000 
copies :alled for by the resolution will be much less than that, 
and wili come within the rule giving the Senate the right to order 
its publication. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

UNION PACIFIC RAILWAY LANDS. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no further routine 
business, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming 
over from a former day, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. WARREN, directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to rescind his order to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office suspending work upon the Union Pa- 
cific Railroad land list now on file, embracing lands along the 
main line in western Nebraska. 

Mr. WARREN. Iask that the resolution may lie over until 
ee a without losing its place, when I hope to have 
it dis . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Wyoming? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


PENSIONS TO SURVIVORS OF INDIAN WARS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, in pursuance of 
the notice I gave on Monday last, I now ask unanimous consent 
that Senate bill 2281 be taken up 1or the purpose of enabling me 
to submit some remarks, at the conclusion of which I shall ask 
that the bill be placed upon its passage. If, however, it should 
lead to debate, I will not insist upon it at this time to interfere 
with the pending appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Oregon asks 
uanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill the title 
of which will be stated. 

The Szcrerary. A bill (S. 2281) toamend an act entitled ““An 
act granting pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 
to 1842, i ive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, 

}disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 
1892. 


By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
to consider the bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask that the bill be read im full, 
as it is brief. : 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to the 
survivors of the Indian wars of 18® to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black 
Hawk er Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, and the Seminole war,” ap- 


ee uly 27, 1802. be, «nd the same is hereby, amended and extended soas 
include the names of the surviving officers and enlisted men who served 


4 














number of pensioners who would be beneficiaries 
making no allowance for intervening deaths, would 
be but 4,707 survivors and 2,924 widows, making a total of 7,631. 
It will be remembered, further, that the average age of all these 
urvivors, as also that of widows, is nearly if not quite three- 
: The estimated age of the survivors of the 
Seminole war is 94; of the Fevre River or Winne disturbance. 
the Sabine war, 81; of the Cayuse war, 68; of the Texas and 
Mexico wars, 65; of the California wars, 67; of the Oregon 
wars, * we being a .— _ 
fifteen months , every one of w as to numbers, I under- 
‘ake to say, was far in excess of the actual number at that time, 
to make no mention of intervening deaths, which can not be few 
among a class of men whose average age is three-score years and 
ten. 
conclusion, I may say it has been the policy of the Govern- 
au as stated in the report of the committee, and the uniform 
course of legislation that service pensions should be granted at the 
expiration of forty years following the wars for which such pen- 
sions have been granted, and it is now more than forty years since 
0 EIEN te Department Stteen mouths ago that 
e en m months ago 
cane so pendenniie od of those intended to be benefited 
not extend beyond about seven years 


The | of the bill has the approval of the Department. 
The presen’ ao can do no greater act of justice to any 
worthy class by en passing the pending bill. 

l ask that there may be printed in the REcorD, and appended 
my remarks, the report of the Committee on Pensions on the 
bill, eee OF the chairman of that committee. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The report submitted by Mr. GALLINGER March 24, 1896, is as 
follows: 


Committee on to whom was referred the bill (S. 2281) to amend 
an atitied “An act renting pensions tothe survivors of the Indian wars 


Pre 
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of 1882 to 1842, inclusive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee 
disturbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892, have carefully 
examined the same, and beg leave to report: 

ere is a remnant of the men who served in the early Indian wars in this 
country not yet on the pension roll. Theyare old and decrepit, andasarule 
in circumstances of destitution. They are scattered all over the Western 
country, and while they recount their deeds of valor in the troublous times 
of the pest. they naturally wonder that their names are not included in the 
list of those to whom the Government extends financial aid. It is safe tosay 
that when the act of July 27, 1892, was passed the belief wasentertained that 
its provisions would be extended to all the survivors of the early Indian 
wars, but in the administration of that law it has been found that certain 
classes (those named in this bill) had not been givena pensionable status. 
The following letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, addressed to Hon. 
C. L. Moses, chairman of the Committee on Pensions, House of Representa- 
tives, Fifty-third Congress, fully explains the matter: 

“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
“Washington, D. C., February 7, 1895. 

“Srr: In compliance with your request of the 18th ultimo, I have the honor 
to forward herewith an estimate of the probable number of persons who will 
be benefited by the passage of House bill 8457 and the approximate sum 

uired to make payments thereunder. 

“In submitting this estimate I would state that it is based upon the best 
obtainable data and prepared in the manner briefly stated in notes accom- 
pense it. Asa number of the organizations were not in the military serv- 

ce of the United States, but were State organizations, and for the service of 
which the States were subsequently reimbursed, their services are not pen- 
sionable under the act of July 27, 1892, as now construed. Then, others of 
the organizations which were allowed pay for thirty days, a part of which 
was for travel, would not come within the provisions of said act unless all of 
the service and travel was rendered and performed at the set of the war or 
disturbance, or the travel performed was from place of rendezvous to seat of 
war or disturbance and return therefrom to place of rendezvous. 

“The cost of pensions of survivors and widows, as estimated, would be for 
the first year $730,656, and, computed by the American Table of Mortality, 
the average pensionable period would be seven and two-thirds years; conse- 
os it is believed that the sum of $5,601,696 would be required to satisfy 
all pensions under the bill in question. 

“The difficulties encountered in preparing an estimate of this kind will be 
readily underst§od when the numerous factors that enter into it, and which 
can not be correctly disposed of, are taken into consideration. 


“Very respectfully, 
“WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 
“Hon. C. L. Moses, 
“Chairman Committee on Pensions, House of Representatives.” 
A tabular estimate was furnished by the Bureau of Pensions at 
the same time. 


Statement showing the estimated number of persons to be benefited by passage of House bill 8457, and approximate sum required to make payments thereunder. 










































Number of pensionable 
survivors and soldiers’ 








Cost per year, at $8 per 




























widows January, 1895. month. | Expectation of 
average ms aati .| a years and 
ageaten-| Surviv-| Wid- | Surviv-| Wid- | | Surviv-| Wid- | ractions, 
listment.| ors. ows. ors. ows. | ‘Total. | ors. | ows, | Total. 
ee APT 
| ony | « {Survivors. 0.4 
Seminole, 1817-18 .....0.-++-------------------+- 6, 911 2 of 92 5 120 | 125 $480 | $11,520 | $12,000 | | Widows 4 
Fevre River or Winnebago disturbance, 1827.| 1, 416 20 88 88 4 107) 2h} 1,944} 10,272| 11,616 | | Haryivors. 1.91 
Sabine, 1896-87 ...00---anewe---~---------------- 4,420 ze 81 81 221 155} 876 | 21,216 | 14,880) 96,096 || Survivors. 4.06 
Cayuse, IATAS ......-200e0-------22---- 222-222 682 2 68 6 14 | 226 12,576] 7,200) 19,776 |} Survivors. 9.47 
Texas and New Mexico, 1849-1855. ............ 6, 465 2 65 oo} 1,448 800 | 2,838 | 190,008 | 85,440 | 224, 448 | | Seevivors. 1 10 
California, 1851-§2..........---------- aeeeteeeeee 1,265 ee 67 2 476 200/ 706| 45,606| 22,080| 67,776 Soesivers 10 i 
Dees. ......2...........}. pices Sdiie ielibbesdinon needa Redakinetiientenelnnbscivestnecccsceciocceececces z 
Oregon and Washington Territory, 1851-1856.| 7,229 2 } 6} 2,900/ 1,940) 3,730] 290,904 | 128,640 | 358,044 | { Survivors. 11.10 
Number of SSSCeSesesceeeoes cocsccesioe weee weenie roe «n+l oce enecécoloe adumee 4,707 2,924 7, 631 OO Ui Oi Ea on . 
Cost of over... eh cle altel ctncisnteaimennscfcance shidboscdelttcemen 450, 624 | 280; 82 | ~” 730; 656 
hl al re gaanahseanelsccacnsesslscascesasiecesesee|cosesscoec|secesoces 5, 601, 696 









sacrifices, and sufferings. We owe tothem largely, if not entirely, the acqui- 
sition of the vast empire of the Pacific Northwest. 
“It having been the policy of the Government and the uniform course of 
legislation that service pensions should be granted at the expiration of corey 
ears ere ee wars for which such pensions have been granted, it will 
seen that this period has been now reached as to all the wars mentioned in 
the present bill,while as to some over seventy-seven years have elapsed since 
the war. Most of these old survivors are in needy circumstances, while all 
are in old age, and,as estimated by the Commissioner of Pensions, the aver- 
age ible period can not extend beyond about seven years hence. 
y of these aged men were omitted from the act pensioning survivors of 
Indian wars between 1832 and 1842, and for this reason the present bill is the 
more since it includes all the survivors of the recognized Indian wars 


prior 

“The laageage of the bill has the approval of the Interior Department. 

the war, 1817-18, there were 1,000 regulars and 5,911 volunteers 

and the estimate for this war is based upon the percentage of survivors of 
the war of 1812 and widows of soldiers of that war who were drawing pen- 
sions June 30, 1890, the period between the two wars being practically the 
same as that embraced between June 30, 1890, and this date. 

“Five survivors and 120 widows are estimated to be now living. 

“In the * La Fevre’ or Winnebago disturbance, 1827, there were 900 regulary 
and 516 volunteers en d. Of these troops there were probably 530 per 
cent, or 708, who served in the Black Hawk war or other Indian wars and 


have ble service under act of July 27, 1802, or other acts, leaving 708 
at the close of disturbance. 

“The bance occurred sixty-eight years ago, and from an examination 
of claims on file it is estimated that the soldiers now living were % years of 
age at enlistment. 

the percentage above noted and computing with the American 
Taole of ortalt 


, it is estirmated that 14 survivors ont 107 widows are now 
living and would be beneficiaries. 
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SABINE DISTURBANCE, 1836. 
“The War Department reports 1,323 and the Auditor for the War 













Department reposts Ss 3,106 volunteers, a total of 4,429 view aie Ere etee . 
into service during said disturbances. From form form soobihbapeaametient De- |. — eoostaiomemitesnaaae of the few survivors oe, Te ogni 
shown that o regular served in either - di 
fhe Creek Indian or Fi tntienn and wars, your committee recommend early and favorable action on), |)“ 
Mr. MITCHELL of . As'this bill has received t)). oa; 
ful consideration of every member.of the Committee on |’ ; .,,,,,, 
and has been with the approval of every memb«r , f that 


committee, 1 in the name of common humanity, of 6: ))1);;, 
justice and of , the unanimous consent of the Senate. | 1); +), 

may now, ‘further discussion, be placed on its p. assaze, 
Lhave ‘the consent and the permission. of the chairman of ih, 
— in fact, the request of ‘the chairman, that | (0) 30 at 






‘The those 
It is assumed tape. 60 por oent.c or a and left wid- 
ows, 155 of whom are now living at 


















bi oa ‘ron sant-48, Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 
sptpecetiont ato pint is bamed upon the percentage of “ jae Isthere objection to th. request 
w of soldiers of war who are now alive Senator from Oregon? 
have per sumslanaaie sawtien;thekinguneqwer hating counredh wibetneiieniean Mr. CALL. I have no objection to the bill being put on it, 
» 
“eicin shown 12 of claims filed by Mexican war survivors and 10 : The OFFICER. a will call the atten. 


’ widows have been rejected on conditions that do 
ete indian war act, to wit,a service of less than sixty days and 


limit, etc. 






PRESIDING 
tion of the Senator from a word “enlisted,” in line 
=, on gew*, 2, and inquire -w. it = not to be “ a 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be-read, and then we can see whether 
an amendment is necessary. 
The Secretary read 









. een, ‘That where there is no. record of enlisted or muster 
dimen and Tae la teeteeen 7 be — 
“ , may mad 2. 
‘ALLISON 

















a . Let-the whole of the proviso be read, so that 
ett ee 

TCHELL of Oregon. Very well, let the whole of it be 

‘Tho Hesnstagy-senl.an Siar 
’ d provided further, That where there is no-record of enlist or mus 
2,570 remaining. 15 per con aed cheul- Gs dalaued tere ia auasiee, Lar tit orden naar at Green aati abet. o he 
desertions, tor those who were discharged for disabilities resulting from Ce ar ee sane pay by the United States shall be 

“This soilnastalbakearde in 1855 1 1855. | An examination of a large en es 

number of bounty-land canes based on the services of =, eres oe Mr. GRAY. I wish to ask > Senator from Oregon whether 
t their time is about American ited States an 
% orialty shows that 8 percent of . leat avotiving, but ast — ne public wars of the United States and 


as 
Mr. of Oregon. Every one of them was s0 recog. 
nized. * 


Mr. GRAY. [ask that the proviso be again read. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the wars mentioned in the first part of 
the bill be read. It will show what they are. 

Mr. of Oregon. All those veterans were not mus- 
tered into the service of the United States. Numbers of them 
were mustered under the onal ents and Territorial 




















ve Ow . ho serv . y r 
service, lea’ 















| more than one 
one Thus the total survivors of said wars alive in 1855 would have been— | comes, ee Sn ape which this is proposed to be amendatory 
ep narereneH iene tints conn sypennn oan Ginna onan e PRESIDING NG OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 
RD cn oacadecsgulee dees cin casceocetetcinanpehoceemanendaniencce | aaa Cee 
‘The Secretary read as follows: 

hes ia tg arenes ut i yea, teres gant eng, | Ny way ak eho cede eRe Hac’ SC 
“0: +a a re now ving, wars ve, as the ‘awk war, Cree 
in 4 the ie 1 July 27, 1, 
thirty foe mec aag's been the same is hereby, amended and extended > a: pincbad ae names 

itis telioved that « Sate cotienatoct the number st widows is 






of the surviving officers and enlisted men who served for thirty days or more 
the United 


ge States military, Territo 
in the Florida and aoe eoorgis Semin ile Indian 

ar baces ea ae ae. of 1827, the Sabine 
—— 1837, the Indian war of 1547 and 18 


Indian war of 1849 to 18%, 
1852, the Utah Indian disturb- 


war survivors his w of Mexican war widows with. ‘ 
war survi roti give widows of soldiers of Texas and New 
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from. 1851 to: Territory Indian wars 
‘ i toi the surviving widows of f such 
officers and enlisted suchowidows have not remarried 





ee of enlistment or muster 
act,or the original act 


‘record of Soviarths Siiatted States shall i 


Mr. GRAY. I think thatin the enumeration of wars there 
some as to which I should like'to have more light. [ think | shal 


ay 
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— to the {ge mantn en sited 
1892. ‘amvery sorry the Senator 
nee Dar Deportes: of for tne Wer De Bieeetiaets,. ‘The shas had very careful consideration 
Se Ee aassaaninecd aire dam ae the committee. I withdraw his objection. 







Mr. ‘If the Senator from Delaware wil! pe™" 
me, before he makes his 1, I wish ‘to state that the com 
that under the act of July 


ty Love nt pentianaisalaias status under act of July 27, 
IN THE OREGON AND | SS AMENDS 


“The W: that 850 ; id i. 
auditor for the he War Department 6310 sititie’ Or the ne sate ae | 27, 1892, it was’ swould be pens me 
Per cent, ee war and other wars, 213, and | but there avenecoome <idtodities inthe For instance, 
of the mili pee aaa 1,20, served in other wars oF tendered more of the Sue dlewell gay for thirty days, ® 










than one ted and 
seihar Toor rennet heer Oe” oF ie tases eters 
cent, or 819, for desertion and casualties, which would leave -survivers 
at close of the wars. 

“From an examination of anumber of claimsit. 
should now be 65} years of age, and from the Am 
per cent, or 2,399, are now living. 


part of mina. woul not come within the provi: 

sions of said act unless all of the service and travel w2: '° ndered 

and swar or disturbance, or the & 
to seat of war or dis 


‘from place of rendezvous 
ance and return therefrom to place of rendezvous. 
































Jt was a mere technical objection. Some were ruled out on 
that ground. I think the Senator from Oregon did not state how 


expensive this measure will be to the Government. I think it is 
right that that should go into the Recorp, and I desire to put it 
BO io Semater will allow sme. ‘ 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I have had the report inserted in 


RECORD. 
~— IR. The Commissioner of Pensions made a 
careful estima n months ago, according to eri- 
tan Table.of Mortality, of the length of time these soldiers would 
survive. It has wiped out thesurvivors of the Seminole war, who 
were to live sixty-four one-hundredths of a year. The survivors 
of the La Fevre River or Winnebago war were to live one and 
ninety-one one-hundredths years. are pretty nearly wiped 
of those wars were to live an average of seven 
from the tine the estimate was made fifteen 
that in six years or a little more from the pres- 
to the American Table of Mortality, they will 
The cost to the Government fifteen months 
have been $730,656 the first year, or for the seven years 
entire cost = gr until they all 


BE 


months ago. 
ent time, 
all have 


li 
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MITCHELL of Oregon. ee 
The Senator from Oregon thinks the esti- 
is mauch beyond the fact. 

ere is no question about it so 
I am familiar with the condition 


It will not cost the Government very 
all these persons would be in- 
under the act of July 27, 1892, but for technical reasons it 


OFFICER. Is there obj 
[ Mr. MrrcHe.. }? 
There is an omission in the bi 


tion to the request 
which I ask may 
If the bill is to give rise to long debate I hope 


will 

Mr. .CALL). Do not ask forthat change. 

Mr. CALL. I merely ask for a verbal correction in the bi!l. 

Mr. een. What is it? 

Mr. ly to embrace the Seminole Indian wars 
of Oregon. I only ask that after the 

nee Indian wars in Florida 


: suggest that in line 19, after the word “coast,” 
wars with the Seminole Indians from 1842 
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REE 
at 

2 
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‘ will cover it. 
of Gregon. I have no objection to the amend- 


Io to the further consideration of the bill. 
OFFICER. The Senator from Delaware 
consideration of the bill. 
of Oregon. I give notice, then, at this time 
ee enon 
bill, and I shall antagonize everything 
tilI can get a vote. 
if the amendment which has been 
ae it has been, and if 
appear of record. 
accepted. 
OFFICER. The Chair understands the com- 
amendment submitted by the Senator from 
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Mr. President, I ask leave of absence for the re- 


of . 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there to the uest of 
the Senator from Massachusetts? The i eacsdaeany 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, 
to its Chief announced that the House had agreed 
the of the to the following bills and joint 


4 bill (H.R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal 
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by Mr. W. J. 


i 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| the 


a number of them. 


4255 


Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi 
Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings Ship Channel, in 
Aransas County, Tex.; 

_A bill (H. R.5488) to prqvide for the incorporation and regula- 
tion of medical colleges in the District of Columbia; 
A bill (H. R.8313) authorizing the transfer of a cannon from 
tock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, Ill., to Grant Park, in 
Galena, Il.; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the proper distri- 
bution of the publication entitled ‘‘Messages and Papers of the 
Presidents.” 

The message also announced that the House had passed the bill 
(S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific Rail- 
road indemnity lands, with an amendment; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H.R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 can- 
non shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Associa- 
tion of Colorado; 

A bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley; and 

A bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls to U. S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Washington, Ind., Department of Indiana. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah 
A. Boyd. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6249) mak- 
ing appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian De ment and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30,1897, and for other 


= 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAvuLKNER in the chair), 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. CocKRE.LL}. 

Mr. ALLISON. This is an important matter, and [ think wo 
should have more present in the Senate than there are at this 
time. Is the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from lowa suggests 
the absence of a quorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the followimg Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Cockrell, Hoar, Platt, 
Allison, Cullom, Jones, Ark. Pagh, 
Bacon, Daniel, Kyle, Sewell, 
Baker, Davis, ge, Sherman, 
Bate, Dubois, McBride, Shoup, 

, Elkins, McMillan, Snrith, 

‘burn, Faulkner, Martin, Teller, 
Brice, e, ills, Turpie, 
Burrows, G r, Mitchell, Oreg. Vest, 
Butler, Gear, Morrill, Walthall, 
Call, George, Palmer, Warren, 
Cannon, Gordon, Pasco, Whit-, 
Carter, Gray, Peffer, Wilson, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Perkins, Wolcott. 
Clark, Hawley, Pettigrew, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-nine Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, there is no question of con- 
stitutional law involved in the pending amendment. There has 
been no union of church and state. The provision of the bill to 
which my amendment refers and in lieu of which it is offered 
does not separate church and state. They have not been joined 
together by any legislation of Congress, and there is no violation 
of any constitutional provision in the amendment I offer, nor is 
the clause I propose to strike out in enforcement of a constitu- 
tional provision or requirement. 

Article I of the amendments to the Constitution says: 

Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or pro- 

the free exercise thereof; or abridging the freedom of speech, or of 
the press; or-the right of the people peaceably to assemble and to petition 
the ernment for a redress of grievances. 

There is another provision in Article VI, clause 3. 


The Senators and Re entatives before mentioned, and the members of 
the several State legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers, both of 
United States and of the several States, shall be bound by oath or affir- 
mation to support this Constitution; but no religious test shall ever be re- 
quired asa qualification to any Office or public trust under the United States. 
s for a long series of years has been making appropria- 

tion for the education of Indians in the schools of the different 
denominations, not all of the Protestamt denominations, but quite 
We have furnished money for the education 
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of those children in Catholic schools and in Protestant schools. 
It was done not because those schools were preferred, but because 
they were the only available schools at the time. That policy has 
been continued. All the denominatious except the Catholics have 
withdrawn their schools, and now the only question is whether 
any appropriation shall be continued in the pending bill for the 
education of Indian children in Catholic schools. 

The amendment asserts distinctly the principle of this Govern- 
ment: 


And it is hereby declared to be the settled pote of the Government to 
make no appropriation whatever for the education of Indian in any 
sectarian school —_ as soon as it is possible for provision to be made for 
their education otherwise, and the Secre of the Interior is hereby author- 
ized and directed to make such provision at the earliest practicable day, not 
later than July 1, 1898. : 

There is the declared policy of the United States to make no 
appropriation for the education of Indian children in any secta- 


an school where provision can otherwise be made. Now, what 


is the proviso? 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior may make contracts with 
SO eccentric eeece 
can ‘not be srovaied for such Indian children and to an amount not exceed- 
ing 50 per cent of the amount so used for the fiscal year 1895. 

I am opposed to ——— for sectarian schools as much as 
any other Senator upon floor, and the only question is whether 
there is any emergency now existing where, if this policy is carried 
out, Indian children will be deprived of the means of education. 
I understand the Senators who are opposing the amendment to 
say that they believe the Government can provide school facilities 
for all Indian children independent of the sectarian schools. Then, 
if it can, my amendment declares that it shall be done. 

My amendment meets that proposition squarely. If the Gov- 
ernment can school facilities for Indian children at any 
place, then the Secretary of the Interior has no authority to make 
contracts. That is a plain proposition. Then = oo to the 
amendment? Senators admit that there is a — ty, a proba- 
bility, and those who are familiar with it absolutely know that all 
those children can not be — for in governmental schools dur- 
ing the fiscal year 1897. ey may be provided for possibly during 
the fiscal year 1898, provided the increased renters we pro- 
pose to make here are given. It will take a large sum of money, 
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propositions, among which was this: 
qualification 
office under the authority of the United 


or pu 


Is prohibi 
oy h ve from which 
nd for a great many years, country we got or 

institutions, whereby a certain church ~ 
church of the Government and was supported by onerous taxation 
levied on the people, 
someextent. There werea number of colonies which had adopted 
a particular religious creed as a church of state, and their levies 


su 


APRIL 22, 


—.. 


under the United States. It occurs to me that those two provi. 
sions of the Constitution settle the question of the entire diy jroa. 
ment of church from state, and that no one can now seri, 
claim that there is any intention or purpose on the part of (: 
gress to bring about a union between church and state. 


vusly 
on- 


The his of these two provisions, especially the one [ hava 
just sae to, is somewhat in - On August 20, in 
r. Pinckney submitted to the constitutional convention ¢ rt; 


ain 


No religious test or shall ever be annexed to any oath of 


August 30, 1787, Mr. Pinckney moved to add the words: 


But no religious test shall ever be required as a qualificati Sais 
le trust under the United States * on to any 


Mr. Sherman, at that time a member of the constitutional eon. 


Office 


vention, said that he thought the amendment was unnecessary 
es prevailing liberality : 


sufficient security against such g 
i Moog tant na yh apn onde ae 

ion, was to destroy a rule that had prevailed in Eng. 
was established as the 


That had been practiced in the colonies to 
upon the people of those colonies had been very burdensome in 


pporting the established church and in propagating the tenet 
and faith of that church among the e. It was for the — 


pose of making the line of demarcation distinct between the (oy- 


ernment upon the one hand and the church or churches on the 
other that the first amendment to the Constitution was adopted. 

What does it mean? It means no more and no less than that 
Con, shall never by act or resolution establish a particular 
church as an institution of this Government or an institution of 
the State Et ctsey my which shall draw its support from taxes 
to be levied upon the people. But it does not mean that Congress 
may not, under appropriate circumstances, give its aid to the ad- 
vancement of education, although that education may be taken 

sectarianism. 


and it will take time for the erection of school buildings before | with 


school facilities can be turnished to all the children. 

If such facilities can be furnished, then my amendment prohibits 
any use of the money for sectarian schools. If they can not be 
furnished, if the Government can not make such provision, then 
the question is, Will you deny to the Indian children access to 
those school facilities use ae are under the control of the 
Catholic Church? No, Mr. President; I think not. My amend- 
ment merely provides for that emergency, for that con cy, 
and I ask Senators if they will now vote to deprive children who 
can not be educated in any other than sectarian schools of fhe 
facilities of education in such sectarian schools, because my amend- 
ment is ectly os and there is no evasion init. If the Gov- 
ernment can furnish school facilities it must do so, and it can not 
make contracts with any of the present schools. 
earnestly hope that my amendment will be ad 


ore I 


Mr, CALL. Let 
be again read. 

The SECRETARY. Instead of the amendment agents 2 
CarTER, it is proposed, after the word ‘‘Alaska,” in line 20, on 
page 58, to insert: 


And it is hereby declared to be the settled of the Government to 

no a tion whatever for the education of Indian children in any 
sectarian pet on coun so & peakine foe qeerenen, 02 Se cnane oor 
their education and the Secre of the Interior is hereby author- 
ized and directed tc make such provision at the earliest day, not 
later than July 1, 1898: Provided, That the ma 
make contracts with present contract 


E 


ni schools 
en an ee ae oe of the amount so used for the fiscal 
year 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I would not at 
the time of the Senate in considering the amen 
not for the fact that the senior Senator from Mississippi a 


GEORGE] declared yesterday that the cusetentte ts 
vioketion of tke first aint to the Oonntivution, which he 
— Iam myself 

stitution, either in its oritspolicy, I think the Senator 
wee in t there is anything in the amend- 
ment which is vi ve ei of the language or the evident 
policy of the first amendment to the Constitution. 

There are two places in the Constitution 4s amended 
subject of church and state can be found mentioned. In the first 
amendment there is an express declaration that 
make no law ~ spre ewe ar > another 
section, in the oath that is to be by certain 

Government, it is provided that no test 
shall be required as a qualification to any office or trust 


me 
the amendment of the Senator from Missouri | the 


y 
wiadue of an immediate withdrawal of 
aiding in the education of the Indian children. 





I am not a believer in the doctrine that the Government of the 
United States or any State government should be burdened with 
taxation for the ee: any particular religious denomination. 
I believe that we keep clear of legislation of that kind. 
that the American e have not become so narrow 

that they are not to extend even by a lib- 
eral a of money aid to any church that is engagedin 
educating children when their education can not be pro- 
aoe = Pieaeedetaline saan Oo ane see map 
to upon mate a discussion 0 
the doctrine of the amend amendment, or of the doc- 
trine of church and state, that has caused so much unfeeling con- 
troversy in the of the past and that would be productive 
of no good result at time. 
The amendment of the Senator from Missouri is in line with 
anak tn te es oe and, - I 
ee to effect that vernment would re- 
cent each year its appropriation for the education 
Ee children at contract schools and that in the course 
the appropriations would cease entirely. It was 
then wa od olome ras gt ney me ghee I believe it is now, 
that the Catholic Church was induced, and possibly other «hurches 
were induced, to expend large sums of money in the construction 
Pesgertag ves to carry on this 
educational work, much of would be lost in consequence 
the policy of the Government 2 


President, I do not think that the American Congress aa 
its citizens. I do not believe 
urch organization or any other 
in the construction of 

uence lose that money in con- 
ance of a sudden and unnecessary withdrawal of ublic assist 
anc , especially when we told these people by the ficy we have 


é 
Z 
E 
: 
$ 
g 
: 
Ss 


ae some the Government would render them some 
oe in carrying along the educational work 
were 

nike, GRAY. “We invited them | 

= . We invited them to invest money, ani now it 


where the would absol 11 rong sud- 
denly to tak a ‘i aed ‘a ny dl that means 
shall their | worthless. . a 
Tam in with the sentiment expressed in the ) top> 
following language: 


amendment, which is found in the 
And it is of the Government 10 
make no 


declared to be the {Indian children in any 


whatever for the 
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or to be made for their 
of the Interior is hereby authorized 
the earliest practicable day, not later 


It occurs to me that no man can find fault with that language. 
There is an express declaration on the part of the Government to 
discontinue the riation of money to carry on the contract 
discontinmto agsist the contract schools ust as soon as the Govern- 
ment can put itself in a condition where it can afford ample edu- 
cational for these children. With that I am in heart 
accord. But Iam notin favor of bowing to a sentiment which 
seems to exist to some extent that the Government should abso- 
Jutely and without warning abandon these people and leave their 


their hands unproductive. 

Prope ecident, I was in hopes Tae oe ae passed in this 
country when sectarian wo make appearance in 
the os of the United States, and when any man could be 
moved to give utterance to sentiments that possibly he is not 
willing to express on all occasions in consequence of the ue 
and peculiar political situation existing at this time. 1am not a 
Catholic. am the son of a Protestant minister. Whatever 
sous education I have came from Protestant parents and 

teachers. But I supposed the time had come, at least 















































for our opinions. No man has a right to assail you as being un- 
true to the of your country and to its best interests because 
you may indulge in a particular religious faith. No man has 
a right to arraign me because I — believe in a different faith 
im consequence of having been taught by my parents the faith in 
which I believe. These things necessarily are sacred to every 
American citizen. It is not neceggary to bring them into the con- 
sideration of public questions. It is not necessary to bow to every 
idle wind that blows, and it is altogether un-American to have 
any disrespectful reference to the faith of any particular Ameri- 
can citizen made in the Congress of the United States. 

Sir, we might learn some valuable lessons from the history of 
the Catholic Church as well as the history of the Protestant 
churches if it were proper to consider them. I do not know of 
the history of an organization that has gone upon the very con- 
fines of civilization itself and marked the pathway for govern- 
ments and empires more successfully than the great organization 
known as the Catholic Church. It has carried the torch of civili- 
zation in one hand and the gospel of Christ in the other to those 
who never knew them before. While we may disagree with ref- 
erence to particular church dogmas, it furnishes no reason why 
= Congress of ——- - — permit narrowness and 
: ; : ‘ __ | bigotry to appear here and induce us to do that which is not only 
I it has come, Sis Giclees fuith and’ when evens nan wrong in itself but which is wrong in its effect upon the educa- 
A ecm nea permitted to worshi } God according to the tion of the Indian children. This narrowness and bigotry was 
fie yan Ae ae bar own conscience without being arraigned or not the teaching of the Master. It is foreign to our institutions. 

tates a belief that is hostile to the perpetuity Here every church organization is supposed to stand upon an 
— titutions and American freedom. equality before the law and all are to receive equal recognition 

ae - tion that has done more to bring about and equal justice at the hands of the Government. 
pera than the Catholic Church. Iam not The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o’clock having 
its ad te; Iam not a member of it; and I can not say that I arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the Senate the 


Ea 


: 


‘ unfinished business, which will be stated. 
ee papas - ae Sao ed The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. Perrer, providing fora 
mother. the landed at Plymouth Rock they committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally all 
\Onand the missionaries of church scattered among the bar- | the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 


! 
E 


try. They had preceded the landing of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 


; 1894, 1895, and 1896. 
eae = Ragen ieee ae henthen of thie counts, Mr. PETTIGREW. I believe it is the understanding that the 
they were to the work of civilizing and bringing the gos- resolution, which is the unfinished business, shall be temporarily 
pel of Christ to the uncivilized tribes inhabiting this country. | id aside, s0 as not to prejudice it. 
We may disagree, Mr. President, as to church creeds as to| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Dakota 
ch y t; we ma disagree as to the proper construc- | #8K8 unanimous consent that the unfinished business be tempo- 


a 
H 


: : rarily laid aside without prejudice. Is there objection? The 
Titnewes Same te anation thot the thes bes Chair hears none. The Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 


arene not and Th in the civilized world, when no Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, just a word more upon this sub- 
saint ie , y or indirectly, in consequence of | ject. Although I am not a member of any church organization, 
coe he , never want to live in any community in which there are not 


religious may entertain. 
Look upon itasunfortunate. It is unfortunate, Mr. President, 
ae the 


churches and church organizations; I never want to live in a 
community where the church bell does not break the stillness of 
the Sabbath morning and call the inhabitants of that locality to 
the worship of the Supreme Being; I never want to live in a com- 
munity or see a country where the songs of the Master can not 
be sung by His children as they may see fit to sing them upon the 
Sabbath and on other occasions; I never want to live in a com- 


3 


t les h which this country has 
of the Catholic and the Pratestant has been 
same battlefields. All h ne god 
extending over seven yearsCatholic an ot- 

7 for American freedom, for political 

. t, they fought side by side for reli- 


i 


i 
a 


munity that is so narrow in its construction that every Christian 
on ine aoe Seueene nae nee Cet eo stood dds organization which may see fit to build a temple of worship may 
by side and sustained the Government and contributed to the not receive just and proper treatment at the hands of the entire 
march community. 
the ane ee ee oe - coe Mr. President, we can learn here a valuable lesson. Here isa 


5 
3 


great church organization under the encouragement of the Gov- 
ernment which has undertaken to educate these children, and has 
accomplished a wonderful work in that direction. We all agree 
that the time has come when the Government must withdraw its 
assistance from sectarian institutions; but if we have had the 
power to encourage that organization to construct great buildings 
and equip itself to carry on the work of education by the appro- 
priation of money, certainly we have the power now to prevent 
absolute bankruptcy coming to those educational institutions in 
consequence of a sudden withdrawal of our support, a withdrawal 
not prefaced by any notice of a change of policy. 

I think, especially in the Congress of the United States. composed 
of representatives of the people, we should remember that here of 
all p sectarian discussion should not take place. We are the 
representatives of all classes of a Catholics, Protestants, and 
nonbelievers; of Armenians and 


from a nation of 4,000,000 le on the 
Mountains and skirting ong the At- 
70,000,000 people extending from the 
ee - of intolerance 
place where it should never appear, 
ted States,is in my judgment to be 


oor aie in the development of the arts and sciences, in 
industries, in our navies and our armies, Protest- 
ants and Catholics alike have contributed their portion to the 


Gevelopanent and $6 ile country. 
I support the t of the tor from Missouri 
oe It is made to appear to me, I think quite con- 
; some of these Indian children will be deprived of 


the cate fecal year, unless b- aereun tie ie ties con 


As 
i 
al 
seek 


po ews, as my honorable friend 

marked Fifty-third eerfull from Delaware [Mr. Gray] suggests. Weare the representatives 

prreoy hen R the educa Ae ao po Sng of all classes of citizens, and it is our duty in Congress to follow 
, 


n . ; 
which just been started, broken troy: out the spirit and the language of the teachings of the fathers by 
coece of bowing to a sentiment which ia Ee teiiens ts ~ a avoiding unnecessary ea am and unnecessary secta- 
gether which natu things rian bigotry in the disposition of public moneys. 

_ a ae mane pee Mr. sident, I have sometimes thought that it might be well 
for the Con of the United States to turn back to the teach- 
ings of the Master and see what they were. With the permission 
of the Senate, I will quote some of those teachings. I refer to 
Paul’s First Epistle to the Corinthians: 


Though I speak with tongues of men and of angels, and have not charity, I 
become as sounding brass or a tinkling cymbal 


And though I have the gift of prophecy, and understand all mysteries, and 
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; and though I have all faith, so that I could remove moun- 


tals, and have not chart lam 


though I bestow all my goods to feed the , and though I give 
body to be burned, and have not chari it profteth me ; ney 
I it aa envieth not; y vaunteth 
. up, 
Doth not behave itself unseemly, seecketh not her own, is not easily pro- 
voked, thinketh no evil; 
Gotests pot ta iabqutty, bas oiceth in the truth; 
th all things, veth things, hopeth all things, endureth all 


Charity never faileth; but whether there Paes Se shall fail; 
whether there be tongues, they shall cease; w! there knowledge, it 
shall vanish away. 


* te a” + ~ a” 2 
a — faith, hope, charity, these three; but the greatest of these 


Mr. President, this is an impressive lesson. It teaches chari 
not in almsgiving, for that is the meaner portion of 


: 
F 


a very short time. 
In first place, Mr. President, I do not understand why there 
is so much sensitiveness manifested in relation to the sectarian 
t of this discussion. I have not heard one Senator who has 
i denominational 


anything in opposition to any particular 
belief. T tate There letened to avery caguanent that.bae been 
ted thus far, and I have not heard a word in of 
work or the creed or the church polity of any reli- 
ous sect or denomination. That being true, I do not see why 
tors feel called to select one 
and to eulogize it and pay homage to itin to allothers. 
Since the foundation of the Christian reli have been 
divisions. among the early Christians. There were 


Government would 


nearly two since we had a long, animated discussion in this 
Chamber with respect to 
a of our revenue laws. 





might remain partly, at least, in force. I said, “Save for - 
son ee, ele eee ee But it was tales 
away from us unceremoniously; no attention was paid to tho, 
peqerte ane of farmers; there was no sympathy with them |, 
te eee ho deirestian of cums of Wate grant Setaetrics 

. a num men and corporations relied the 
good faith of the Government of the pene States, ceenter 

Congressional action, that they migh’ proceed to man f cture 
sugar, and for a certain number of years should be paid 2». 


< 


vision for be retained; but it was rut) 
lessly taken away from them. it is in all our tion with 
respect to matters of We are not in the habit of pay. 


that kind. 
whatever to the property rights investo! )y 


In our own State some we had this question brought 
up in our courts by the nor Dotarente. As the Senate knows 
very well, in 1880 we 


our State constitution by prohibit. 
ing the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors, exes) f,; 
three certain specified purposes. Men who were aged in the 
retail liquor business insisted that the enforcement of that eo n<ti- 
tutional amendment would have the effect of destroying a large 
amount of Sondecbcatly teats was valuable. y were cor- 
rect about it; that would be true. They went into 
the courts in order to protect their property, and the courts held, 
as the courts have always done in cases, that there was no 
remedy, that could stop in order to gather up the 


not 
in the path of progress. Asmen go forward 
mst be wrecking, there 
must be destruction, there must be waste; but we can not stop to 
are incident to the great move. 


ment of men in the the world. So it is here. 
is another about this established policy. The lan- 
of the . ney me of some of the a words 
connection, established of the United 
States to appre a aoe metals and in that 
respect a humbug a fraud. 0 not believe 
it was = = for honest construction and honest pur- 
pose. ecan follow established except as we 
show them in legal enactments and in judicitt decisions” An act 
of Congress can be changed twice in one session. No one (vn- 
gress is bound by the act of another Congress except wiicre a 
positive contract has been made. 
Now, as to the loss of school facilities. The amendment which 
I have the honor to propose covers all there is in that (ues- 
tion, authorizing the mgr me So the Interior to provide tempo- 
rary facilities for the " of children in cases where 
they are deprived of facilities by reason of the enactment of this 
yong law. It is saidthat that might requiresome time. Per- 
the statement is correct, but surely it will not require more 
time than we, the pop ay of the United States, the farmers 
and mechanics and all of oe im rural districts, 
are often subjected to with respect education of our children. 
We are frequently Ss two months, sometimes three months, 
and in cases where has been a ee oe school build- 
for probably a year without school for some of our 
. There would Soe even if that were 
true to the fullest — - i it; an can not be one 
a great extent, even were, sent facil- 
fies of tapsportation forthe forwarding of and the mant- 
facture of and machinery, all failures which 
would be likely to oceur could be obviated in thirty days, as was 
so well by the Senator from New Hampshire 
. GALLINGER]. Houses are now made in carpenter sh.)s, al! 
framework, all the sash, all the doors, all the casings, al! the 
teen hundred miles eee puiting Soe where the 
where the 
building is finally to be constructed. 
We have a great religious people in this country, «04 let 
it once be known that Congress has passed an act destroying for- 
the contract system of schools at the Indian agenci:-. «04 


ever 

& ts = in progress by agents 
of the Government. material for bollding ban not be readily 
can be brought into requisition 
ten days’ time the benches and all the nec: -“"y 
Dostonat any oneof te agencies ofthe United States 
one =o 
our  Foquest and ee ees, now; we do not have 
= President was in office; we act 
ee can cross the continent from east to es!" 
President, t eee ee on aa account 

amendment to adoption 
adopti a de Baek trom Missouri and to the 
only of the myself, which I think tage 

woe! i perfects 
Sal un ix anene ‘tees dtee Weenie a ioeammaeenantl ves by way of 















obviating 


Senator from Missouri will be would also vote “ yea” if he were here, 
The SECRETARY. On page 58, line 20, after the word “Alaska,” | Mr. FAUL R. That is right. 
it is proposed to strike out all down to and including the word| The result was announced—yeas 38, nays 24; as follows: 
+ schools,” in line 8 on page 59, and the amendment which fol- YEAS—2 
lows, and insert: Allen, Daniel, Kyle, Sewell, 
And it is declared to be the settled policy of the Government to | Bac Fikins, Mc Millan, Sherman, 
make no Faulkner, Mantle, Smith, 
Gibson, Martin, Turpie, 
ized Gray, Mitchell, Wis Vilas 
ray itchell, ilas, 
of the Interior may | Carter, Hansbrough, Nelson, Walth 
A . Present contract education of Indian | Chandior, Hawley, Palmer, White 
uring 1897, shall racts ettigrew, 
pas = not be forsuch Indian children and | Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Roach, 
toan per of the amount so used for the fiscal NAYS—24 
year ’ fens 
Allison, Davis, I 2, SI . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment | #770" Dubois, Melirite, Squire, 
the Senator from Missouri. Burrows, Frye, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
. My. t, I suggest a call of the Senate, | Cannon, Gallinger, Poffer, Teller, 
. to be no t. Clark, Gear, Perkins, Warren, 
Thee IO iN call the roll Cullom, George, Platt, Wolcott. 
The Sec ; , low! tors - Aldrich, Gorman. eT aie 
. . uay, 
swered to their names: Baker, Hale, Morrill, bereten, 
Allen, Clark, Sewell, Berry, Harris, Murphy, Tillman, 
‘Allison, Sherman, Blanchard, Hoar, Pasco, Voorhees, 
. Butler, Irby, Pritchard, Wetmore, 
—— 8 Cail, Jones, Nev. Proctor, Wilson. 
Black Seewvent, Cameron, Lindsay, Pugh, 
‘eller, 
— : Turpie, So the amendment was agreed to. 
Burrows, ve ’ The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment of the 
: > Walthall Committee on Appropriations will be stated. 
7 Warren, Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the agreement was that we should 
te, first dispose of the whole school question. 
i ’ wot Mr. FAULKNER. That was the agreement. 
Chilton, * ‘ c Mr. PETTIGREW. There is an amendment on page 65 which 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-nine Senators having answered should be disposed of before going to the other amendments. 










call the roll 
Mr. HOAR 
Senator fror 
Mr. PRITCHARD ( 
with the Senator from 

I should vote 
Mr. WALTHALL ( 
with 
Oe ade 
the Senator from Florida [Mr. P 
ee 
The ‘call was concluded. 
Mr, BERRY. Iam paired 
"uae as love 
with the senior Senator from 


Hi 
E 





order to allow my vote to eed Feeche cy the thee 
or Senator to i 


which Senators see in the way lest some 
of school facilities, 

CER (Mr. Curron in the chair). The 
ent proposed by the Senator 


be read, Mr. President. 
amendment proposed by the 


the difficulty 
ved 
children shooyiNG OFFI 
Fem Stn [a Coon 
Mr. ' Let the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


is present: ene is on theamend- 


to their names, & 
ment rallied By the Senator from Missouri. 
Mr, G. and Mr. LODGE. Let us have the yeas and 


Iam paired with the 


his name was called). I am paired | further remarks on it. 
Louisiana [Mr. BLancuarp]. If he were 


when his name was called). I am paired 
the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron], otherwise I 
(when his name was cal! I am paired with 
not know how he 
ere present I should 











fis 


- 
> 


the affirmative). I am | De 
. Wer- ; 4 
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ton, Va., 


VOORHEES 
Mr. COC 


Mr. FAULKNER. 


I vote ‘* yea.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
on Appropriations will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 65, beginning in line 1, the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations reported to strike out the following: 


and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to For Oe education of 120 Indian pupils at the school at Hamp- 
when his name was called). 


Maryland [Mr. Gorman] to the senior Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. ALpRIcH], and vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr, ELKINS. } 

Mr. PLATT. I thought the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 

ELKiNs] had been paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 

by his colleague [Mr. FAULKNER}. 

RELL. The Senator from Indiana {Mr. VoorHEEs] 


The amendment of the Committee 


I ask that that be disagreed to; and as it 


has been fully discussed, I do not think it necessary to make any 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Committee on Appropriations to strike out the 
clause which has just been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next reserved amendment will 


be stated. 
Mr. SEWELL. 
to the next reserved amendment. 


Imove that similar action be taken in regard 


Mr. COCKRELL. Let the amendment be stated. 
The Secretary, On page 65, after line 3, the Committee on 


The SECRETARY. 
Appropriations reported to insert: 
the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to distribute between 

wnees, Delawares, and freedmen of the Cherokee Nation per cs 
after deducting the attorneys’ fees and expenses, the balance of the $1, 
interest thereon, computed at 4 per cent per 
annum, Sepamenns per-capita shall equal $205.55, the amount which the 


now in 


the Treasury and t 


the Senator from Maine [Mr. | Appropriations reported to strike out the following: 
vote ‘* yea.” For support 

the negative), I am paired | @!phia, Pa., a 

[Mr. Gorman], who, lam 

” As I would vote “ nay,” I 


voted in the negative 


and education of 200 Indian pupils at Lincoln Institution, Phila- 
t $167 per annum each, $35,400. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee to strike out the clause which has just been read. 
; The amendment was rejected. 
} I am paired} The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ermont . Proctor]. I do not see | the Committee on Appropriations will be stated. 
On page 57, after line 14, the Committee on 


The next reserved amendment of 


apita, 
40,000 


paid or authorized to be paid to the Cherokees by 


Blood per capita. All the foregoing sums shall be paid to said freedmen, 

Shawnees, and Delawares per capita by an officer of the Interior Depart- 

ment duly authorized, who shall give bond as a disbursing officer of said 

mt, and the estimated expense of making such 

——— from ra — —_* hich on imated 

t tary of the Interior in advance of paymen 

I do not know how he shall not be enough of said moneys to pay to each of said three classes of 

therefore I withdraw my vote. persons an amount equal to what each Cherokee by blood has received as 

transfer his pair to my | aforesaid, then the Secretary of the Interior shall distribute and pay said 
moneys pro rata per capita to raid three classes of persons. 


of the senior Senator from | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment. 

the junior Senator; Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, I offer as a substitute for 
that amendment what I send to the desk. I hope the Senator in 
my pair with the senior Senator from ! charge of the bill will accept the substitute I propose, as I think 


payment shall be 


expense shall be made by 
t: Provided, That if there 
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I know of no reason why those attorneys who 
are not entitled to be paid out of this fund. 

to something else that the Senator 
r. CHANDLER] said. 


and the Delawares. 
have been emplo; in 


from Hampshire 
Mr. GRAY. ask ttle Senator from Connecticut, Who fixes the 
amount of the compensation of the attorneys? 


Mr. PLATT. I am not advised on that subject. I think the 
attorneys have some understanding or agreement. Ido not know 
—_ Gray. I agree with the Senator from Connecticut that 
the attorneys ht to be paid, but Ithink we ought to know how 

Mr. PLATT. Iam assuming that this whole matter is to go 
out; but I wish to make an explanation with regard to the pay- 


of this money to the Cherokees, to the freedmen, to the 


—_ to the Delawares and way te, i to distribute 


Shawnees, and 


it with the idea which { he Senator from New Hampshire has, that 
each Indian would his per capita share of the one cone 
I wish to say to that tor and to the Senate that the experience 


ich we have had with reference to the payment of money per 
an by Indian tribes themselves in the Indian Territory is such 
that there is no reasonable ground to believe or to hope that a 
payment made by the tribe or by portions of the tribe would 
ever be distributed pont oo capita. — 

The payment by the Cherokee Nation, the Choctaw and the 
Chickasaw Nation, and other nations where money has been dis- 
tributed, having been turned over from the United States Treas- 
ury to the nations or the tribes, has been of the most scandalous 
and wicked nature; and if there is any other term which would 
characterize an unholy transaction I should use that word which 
can be — I know of oneinstance where an Indian woman, 
the head of a family, was entitled to $1,600. She received in fact 
when the payment was over less than $350. When the payment 
of the balance of the Cherokee money was made in the Cherokee 
Nation there never was such a saturnalia on the face of the earth 


as there place. The gamblers and the prostitutes assembled, 
and where a really got the money into his hands it was got 
away from and 13 murders followed for the purpose of rob- 


bery. The conditions which attended that payment and which 
have attended other similar transactions have so impressed me that 
no pa + to Indians per capita will ever be made through the 

of the tribes or the agents of the tribes if my voice can 
prevent it in the Senate. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For a distinct understanding of what 
is to be accomplished by the amendment it seems to me necessary 
that some facts should be stated. The distribution of the Outlet 

among the Cherokees gave to each Cherokee $295.33. The 
brought before the court was whether the Shawnees, the 
Delawarts, and the freedmen were entitled to receive a like 
amount of money. The court held that they were, but the court, 
as is claimed by the Shawnees, Delawares, and freedmen, made a 
mistake as to number of Shawnees, Delawares, and freedmen 
who were entitled to the money. There were, in fact, 880 Shaw- 
nees and 876 Delawares who were entitled to receive the money, 
whereas the court found the number to be 624 Shawnees and 737 
Delawares. There should be an additional appropriation above 
and beyond what has been ascertained by the court as belonging 
those two tribes of Indians and to the negroes to make up the 
made in the number as ascertained by the court. 
I understand that when the court rendered this judgment the 
wares were on the eve of taking an appeal for 
the correcting what they understood to be an error by 
the court; that the Cherokee authorities recognized the fact that 
the court had made a mistake and that they have by an act of the 
Cherokee council ted money sufficient to make up the 
difference that come to those tribes by reason of the mis- 
take in numbers. The proposition now is that this appropriation 
shall be made to pay the judgment of the court direct by the offi- 
cers of the Government; that the remainder of the money shall 
, and then that the Delawares and 
the amounts of money that are coming to 
the act of the Cherokee council. 
only defect that I see in the amendment submitted by the 
Saris Soom Missoari asa cubstitate for the other amendment is 
specifically paymentof the amounts 
of none at are due to Ur tuewnees and the Delawares by rea- 
son of this error, although it does provide for paying the amount 
by reason of the e of the court, over 
But there is a considerable sum of money, amounting 
like $200,000, I think, although I am not sure about 
to the other tribes, and there ought to bea provision 
in the amendment, if wo pase it at all, to give these Indians $295.33 
a head for whatever n there are among the Cherokees and 
not for the number erroneously found by the court. 
of the court is that the Shawnees and 


That error ought to be corrected. While 


His 





the amendment of the Senator from Missouri does propose to 
correct it as to the freedmen, it does not correct it, I understand- 
with respect to the Shawnees and Delawares. I send an amend, 
ment to the desk and request that it be read, and I will ask the 
Senator from Missouri to accept it in lieu of his proposed substi- 
tute for the other amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the pro- 
posed substitute. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to distribute out of the 
balance of $1,660,000 now in the Treasury, and the interest thereon, being the 
balance of the first payment for the purchase of the Cherokee Outlet, a judg 
ment rendered in favor of the Cherokee freedmen against the Cherokee 
Nation, the sum of $903,254 and the cost of said suit, as directed by the terms 
of the judgment in said cause. He is further directed to pay the Shawnee 
Indians residing in the Cherokee Nation the judgment rendered in the Court 
of Claims in their favor against the Cherokee Nation the amount of said 
judgment, to wit, $149,604, and the costs thereof, as provided in said judgment 

250 pasumess rendered in favor of the Delaware Indians residing in the 
Cherokee Nation in the Court of Claims, amounting to $205,265, having already 
been paid by said Secretary of the Interior, he is directed to pay the bal. 
ance of the aforesaid $1,660,000 and interest thereon, after paying the afore- 
said sesgnent as herein provided, to the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation, 
in accordance with the terms of the agreement hitherto made between the 
Secretary of the Interior and said Cherokee Nation, and with the act of 
Congress providing for the purchase of said Cherokee Outlet 

And the Secretary is directed to appoint a special agent to cooperate and 
have joint authority with the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in disburs- 
ing $400,000 of said balance so paid over to the Cherokee treasury, or so much 
thereof as may be needed to*equalize the freedmen with the Cherokees by 
blood per capita, in accordance with the terms and conditions of an act of the 
Cherokee council entitled “An act to appropriate and pay certain moneys 
out of moneys arising from the sale of the Cherokee Outlet to the freedmen 
of the Cherokee Nation,” approved March 27, 1896, appropriating said sum 
and providing for the distribution thereof. Said special agent shall also co- 
operate in the same manner with the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in 
disbursing $53,461.60 of said balance, or so much thereof as may be needed to 
equalize the said Delaware Indians with the Cherokees by blood per capita, 
as provided by a similar act of the Cherokee national council approved 
March 30, 1896, for the benefit of said Delaware Indians, and $76,536 of said 
balance, or so much theraof as may be needed to equalize the Shawnee In- 
dians with the Cherokees by blood per capita, as provided by a similar act 
of the Cherokee national council approved March 30, 1896, for the benefit of 
the said Shawnee Indians. 


Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the Senator from 
Arkansas explain briefly the substitute, so that we may know 
exactly what the effect of the substitute is as compared with the 
other provisions for the payment of this money to the Indians. 
ako gag does it differ, for instance, from the provision in the bill 
itself? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There are very material differences 
between this and the provision in the bill. I will read the latter 
part of the proposed amendment: 


The Secretary is directed to appoint a special agent to cooperate and have 
oint authority with the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in disbursing 
),000 of said balance so paid over to the Cherokee treasury, or so much 
thereof as aoe be n © equalize the freedmen with the Cherokees by 
blood per capita, in accordance with the terms and conditions of an act of 
the Cherokee council entitled ‘An act to appropriate and pay certain moneys 
out of moneys arising from the sale of the Cherokee Outlet to the freedmen 
of the Cherokee Nation,” approved March 27, 189%, appropriating said sum 
and providing for the distribution thereof. Said special agent shall also co- 
operate in the same manner with the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in 
disbursing $53,461.60 of said balance, or so much thereof as may be needed to 
equalize the said Delaware Indians with the Cherokees by blood per capita, as 
poe by a similar act of the Cherokee national council approved March 
’ 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not care to have the Senator read further. 
The substance of it is that the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation 
and the special agent of the United States are jointly to equalize 
the payments. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLISON. Adding to the Shawnees and the Delawares, as 
well as to the freedmen, the difference between the judgment of 
the court and the amount actually due? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Actually paid to the Cherokees, 

Mr. ALLISON. According to population now? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not ask any further explanation of the 
amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems to me that the amendment 
accomplishes er and precisely the purpose that different Sen- 
ators have expressed themselves in sympathy with. 

There is one thing in this connection which ought to be taken 
into consideration in justice and fairness. I do not know what 
ar ements have been made by the attorneys who have repre- 
pended these people in the suit which they have prosecuted in the 
Court of Claims and in the Supreme Court of the United States. 
The attorneys were legitimately employed under contracts ap- 
proved by the Interior Department, and they are entitled to a fair 
compensation for their services, whatever that may be, and there 
ought to be some provision—— 

. COCKRELL. Let me ask the Senator from Arkansas if the 
court did not fix the compensation and if the attorneys have not 
already been paid the compensation fixed by the court? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am not aware of that. Of course, 
if they have been paid that is sufficient; it is all that is necessary. 
Iam making no point about it except that if no provision is made 
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for the fecs some provision should be made in the proposed law to 
pay the legitimate expenses. 

Now, one matter which we must guard against, and which, it 
seems to me, ought to be watched, is in connection with the state- 
ment made here that the Delawares and Shawnees have been 
induced to have the Cherokee council agree to pay to a certain 
individual 20 per cent of the money that is coming to them in 
consideration of the fact that they will not appeal here. They 
allege, and the agent of the Shawnees writes (1 have his letter in 
my ket), that the statement was made that this individual 
could prevent the payment of any part of the money if they did 
not give him 20 per cent of it. 


mie ent, without paying it into their treasury to }, 
a a gang of thieves. 
ate, JONES ~: _ bian right at that pol Ep South Dak. 
allow me to interru poin' 

Mr. PEITIGREW. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The ‘Senator either clearly misa}), 
hends the facts in this case or 1do. Our purpose is certain], ¢\,, 
same. He stated in the of his remarks just now that 
there is a specific sue o maary he the ery which belones 


to the the Cherokns Nat Delawares. I think th). 

$1,666,000 Saceteiie age that it is held in the 

Treasury for the p  < the claims of the aa . 

If an agent of the Government of the United States acts with | and Delawares and en to the balance of the Cherp. 

the agent of the Cherokee Nation in paying out this money, no 20 | kees; and ns they are the amount of money which wy) il 
eS en eee be out, under an agreement | make them co panic == there is anything «; 

y fraud to somebody who is not entitled to it. It seems t, as the Sens a- 

saaseaieaiies alee: 70 


obtained b 
to me that this will effectually guard and protect the money in neni an 
: in the LoS oa amo om 
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States, on its way to the Shawnees, Delawares, and freedmen, ae dgments in favor of these three people, and 
where it oy Soe. It will not be misappropriated if it | th ee ee Which will go 
is done ~ ~~. «aah menmaaiene an , a8 pro- ines thes adussiete anateth at tian ee d of being 

ET ae es 3 and instead of having a part. 


vided for in ome amen 
Mr. ALLISON. Does the amendment provide for the payment 
Ce How is the agent of the Government 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. we oe provision for that pur- 
. T understand, has hen § toumiber of 
salaries to perf: 


—— honest distribution of the money 
it w ocld put it all y in the hands of the Cherokees to pe 


‘ ose oa ey pens committee amendment certainly ob- 
viates that, although there was another section in the bill that 
will thoroughly obviate it. It certainly can be fixed so that it 
does obviate it and see thatthe money is out by an officer of 
the Government. This belongs to the Cherokee Indians: 
that is, what remains of it the proper share is given to the 
freedmen, Delawares Shawnees. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Now, what I wantis anamendment which 
= the fen the Stren the one game to pay this money first 


Delawares, and. if a re 


I iets time we seopped the pra the Cherokees themse|: 
Teck it Otiee we of turning money into 
a ee the Cherokee to be distributed by then, 


ruptly managed the affairs of that nation ever since it has been a jen I suggest if the Senator will 
nation. That is what I understand they are after. They have Siler thee eeeninonen ota Wem have presented and modify it to 
ee ee ee The | cover that point exactly it will meet my hearty concurrence. I 
or Department, which has been investigating am perfectly willing. 
finds there are only 3,000 of them. If those men can eee oe oemerer. 
sum down there, the balance, instead of among Mr. JONES of Arkansas. We do 
the Cherokee Indians who are entitled to it, if there is a balance,| Mr. PETTIGREW. I a 
will be divided among the men who have manipulating the —_ Ce down to supervise its distribu- 
affairs of that country. tion and let the balance be stolen. That is not necessary. We 
Mr. JONBS of Arkansas. Let me call the Senator’s attention | can send an officer who will attend to the matter without any 
to the fast that the amendment which I have proposed provi po a he er a ty I want to say 
that an officer of the Government shall act with the treasurer of » Mr. the have had paid out to them 
the Cherok.e Nation and shall pay to the individuals this money ee ees aren their attor- 
2s ee See 20 ee oe ny ay and ney has been paid $54,000 of that eum for his services. 
dollar of it that is not paid out to such persons , 









And all ieee in all the suits have 

sion of a Government officer will remain in the Cherokee Nation. | been paid, in accordance with the of the Court of Claims, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Saltando . 

themselves will take care of the money appropriated for the other| Mr. PETTIGREW. Then strike out the j ent fees and 

1,400 negroes. turn the matter over to the Indian Commission by an ofiicee of 
It seems to ma it is far safer—I care not how the amendment is-| the Government. That is all I want. 

framed—to allow ame —s of the Interior Mr. COCKRELL. Thisamendmentdoes exactly what the Sen- 


an it to the Cherokee 
Enna pr cat, and hve nothing freer do with Ce otten | les 
an 
has d ed this nation. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I am to have m 
act ere tedster s Concent panei? 
ioe pare & Sone by a Go t officer, if the 



















ont eens a ae, ce eee the terms of the jud t in said 
He is further to pay Shawnee Indias reside n the 


z 
























Mr. PETTIGREW. Here is what Commission says the judgment in the Court of 
= the condition a or wacnania, PETTIGREW. That has been paid. Those items have 
Mr. COCKRELL— 
é ent, to 
=3 favor — Se eet kee nt, 





Mr. JONES of Arkansas. If I remember correctly, only the 
Delawares have been paid. 


























presence of . 

' PETTIGREW. he amounts 
those in th A reign of ae almost| Mr. = ene Seen eels all the mou 
ay ry gh We are now Mr. . How much was the judgment in favor of the 

the th of first four ‘October Delawares? 
anctsdnge pron ogee i Mz. COCKRELL. I will come to the next clanse, Ts i 
I submit, are we in the distribution of this into | another thing npn 
oar with a lot of cutthroats like those? ° I it is our | Zhe Fe an enn to PUE ME es eed 
to have the money distributed by an accredited officer of | (23° = 





















That is the one which has been paid. , ed 

Mr OETTIGREW. They have all been paid. All the items 
the Senator has read have been paid. 

Mr. COCKRELL— 

already been paid by said Secretary of the Interior, he is directed to 

= balance of the aforesaid $1,660,000 and interest thereon, after paying 
Phe aforesaid judgment as herein provided, to the treasurer of the Cherokee 
Nati inaccordance with the terms of the agreement hitherto made between 
the Secretary of the Interior and said Cherokee Nation and with the act o! 
Congress providing for the purchase of said Cherokee Outlet. 


Secretary is directed to appoint a cial agent to cooperate and 

And > authority with the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in disbursin, 
have of said balanceso paid over tothe Cherokee treasury, or so much 
as be meeded to equalize the freedmen with the Cherokees by 

blood per ca in accordance with the terms and conditions of anact of the 
Prdbee entitied “An act to appropriate and pay certain moneys 
out of moneys from'the sale of the Cherbkee Outlet to the freedmen 
of the Cherokee N: 4 mperowes March 27, 1896, appropriating said sum 
and providing for the distribution thereof. Said special t shall also co- 
game ‘manner with the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation in 


Fee = $53,461.60 of said balance, or so much thereof as may be needed to 
sbursint > said Delaware Indians with the Cherokees by blood per capita, 
= vided by similar act of the Cherokee council approved March 30, 
5 Por the benefit of said Delaware Indians, and $78,580 of said balance, or 
go much thereof as may be needed to ze the Shawnee Indians with the 
Cherokees by blood per as provided by asimilar act of the Cherokee 
national council 


, 1896, for the benefit of the said Shawnee 

Indians. 
ow, the difference on earth between what the Senator 
an ae let omeate and what the amendment provides is 
that $400,000. goes into the Cherokee treasury, and it is then 
out per capita to the freedmen and to the Delawares 
and to the Shawnees by the treasurer of the Cherokee Nation, 
supervised and directed by the presence of a United States officer. 
The Senator makes objection to that, that it will not reach the 


e 
hands of these men. let us change it and say that the Sec- 
retary shall pay those amounts. Then in what condition would 


we be? Where would the liability be? The Cherokee council 
and Nation, authorized to enact laws, have passed a law that this 


000 shall be to these persons in conformity with the 
of the Court. Now, we appoint an officer to 
down there andsee:thatitis paidover. Does the Senator want 
Fre $400,000 to into the treasury to be paid directly by an officer? 
Mr. . Oh, certain] y- 
Mr. COCKRELL. Then it would be very easy to arrange it so 


ee 
Mr. / . In «the first place, there was $1,660,000. 


The judgmentsreferred to have been paid. I donot see why that 
recital is in the amendment at all. judgment of $900,000, 


after deducting $54,000 attorney's fees, has paid to the freed- 
men. 
Mr. COCKRELL. The judgment in favor of the freedmen has 


i 


not been 
Mr. - It has been paid. 
Mr. COOKRELL. I say it has not. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to ask on what 


authority 

has been — My understanding has been—— 
. Theattorney of the freedmen, a Mr. Kern, 

who is a resident of St. Louis, a well-known lawyer, told me that 

ee that he had received his attorney fee of 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. My understanding has always 
been — 


Mr. COCKRELL. I read from what Mr. Kern has just sent to 
me since this discussion has been going on: 
ees. R.H. KERN. 


ie LAE Does that mean the $900,000 or the $400,000 addi- 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The $900,000. Thatis the only judg- 
ment had. | has been all along that the 
$205,000 in favor of the Delawares has been paid, but that the 
amounts in favor of the Shawnees and the freedmen have not 


been paid. I:have just telegraphed to the Department of the In- 


terior for the facts. nen ee maanees. 
Se eas where the amendment so as to 
do exactly the meena Yuemnaar ogee and I 
Sasha aa 2 gewed over to give an oppor- 
—s i so as to conform to his es. 
Mr. JONWMNat Adkeeneas,” Thare are.cne-or two other amend- 
Oe PE en Sertina tow eninntes. 

Mr. : . I understand if the amendment is passed over 


amendments to be considered. 
havesome amendments that I am author- 
committee. 

reserved amendments have been 


risk 
q 

rer. 
a 
"i 


: 


: 


| 
; 


has concluded its amend- 
an amendment, 


ae 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senat 
from Connecticut at the time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. TheSenator from Connecticut may as w 
offer his amendment now. 

Mr. PLATT. I-understand that the Senator having charge of 
the bill is perfectly willing that the amendment shall be offered 
at the present time, and J therefore offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Connecticut will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 69, at the end of line 8, insert: 

For salaries and expenses of the commissioners appointed und 
Congress approved March 3, 1803, and March 2, 1805, to negotiate with tl 
Five Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, the sum of $50,000, to be i 
diately available; and said commissioners, in addition to the authority already 
conferred upon them by law, are authorized and directed to proceed at 
once to hear and determine all questions of citizenship in the s ] 


veral tri s 
or nations in said Indian Territory, namely: The Cherokee, Mi 


Creek, Choctaw, Chickasaw, and Seminole tribes or nations, and to make for 
each a full and complete roll of all persons entitled to the rights of citizen- 
ship therein; and inthe performance of such duties said commissioners, and 
each of them, shall have power.and authority toadminister oaths, to issue 
process for and compel the attendance of witnesses, to send for persons and 
papers,and to punish any disobedience of their orders and process as for 
contempt. They shall at all times have access toal! rolls of citizens, records, 
and documents belonging to any of said nations or any of their officers, or in 
any of the Departments of the United States which they may deem neces- 
sary for oo apnea of said work, and may make copies thereof. In 
dete i said questions of citizenship said commissioners are author- 
ized to consider all the acts of the national councils of said several nations, 
and the acts and decisions of persons claiming to act by authority thereof, 
and any decisions made or papers issued by such persons in any case before 
them, and all depositions and affidavits and other evidence in any form 
whatsoever heretofore taken where the witnesses giving said testimony 
are dead or now residing beyond the limits of said Territory, and to use 
every fair and reasonable means within their reach for the purpose of deter 
mining the rights of persons elaiming such citizenship, or to protect any of 
said nations from fraud or wrong. In making up onal citizenship rolls said 
commissioners shall accept as citizens all persons now on rolls recognized 
by said several nations with reference to whose citizenship no controversy 
has been instituted. The decisions of said commissioners in all such cases 
shall be final, and the rolis so prepared by them shall be thereafter held and 
considered to be the true and correct rolls of persons entitled to the rights 
of citizens in said several nations. Such rolls shall be made in duplicate, 
attested by the commissioners, one to be deposited with the secretary of the 
nation to which it relates and the other with the Secretary of the Interior. 
The said commissioners shall also make a full and complete roll of all those 
persons residing in the Choctaw and Chickasaw Natious, and designated in 
Article III of the treaty of April 28, 1866 (14 Stat., page 769), with said nations 
as ‘\persons of African descent resident in said nations at the date of the 
treaty of Fort Smith, and their descendants, heretofore held in slavery 
among said Indians,’ who shall not be found by said commissioners entitled 
to be enrolled as citizens of said nations; and the said commissioners shall 
forward said roll as early as practicable to the Secretary of the Interior, with 
their t. thereon. showing whether the stipulations prescribed in said 
treaty of April 28, 1866, for the benefit of said persons have been fulfilled, 
with their recommendations for such action by Congress as in their judg- 
ment is required, said report to be laid before the Congreas by the Secretary 
of the Interior with his recommendations thereon. 

When the rolls of citizens of any one of said nations or tribes are fully eom- 
pleted and deposited as aforesaid, the President of the United States shall, 
at his discretion, order said commissioners to proceed to allot the occupancy 
of all the lands of said nation susceptible of allotment among the citizens 
thereof as:shown by said roll,and to persons of African descent aforesaid 
who may be enti , giving to each so far as may be his just and equitable 
share considering the nature and fertility of the soil, location, and value of 
same, and . when practicable, that where lands are now occupied 
by citizens in exeess of their fair share, such allotments shall be from lands 
thus oceupied, and where lands are now occupied by citizens amounting 
to less than ‘their fair share, such allotments shall, if desired by the occu- 
pants, include the lands so cecupied. When such allotment has been by them 
completed, said commissioners shall make full report thereof to the Secre 
tary of the Interior for his approval; said commissioners shall in said report 
also describe the lands or other property found incapable of division, giving 
reasons a the same can not be divided; all reports made by the commis 
sioners 8 be submitted by the Secretary of the Interior to Congress; said 
eommissioners may employ such assistants as they find necessary in the per 
formance of their duties, to be so certified by them and approved by the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, who may fix their compensation, and at his discretion 
may commute the subsistence of said commissioners and assistants to a cer- 
tain per diem amount. All per capita payments hereafter made to the citi- 
zens of any of said nations shall be paid directly to each individual citizen 
by an. offieer of the United States, who shall be required to give sufficient 
bond for the faithful performance of such duty and to render strict account 
for such for disbursements, and he shall be paid by the United States for 
such service. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Unless the Senator in charge of the bill or 
some other member of the Committee on Appropriations makes a 
point of order upon the amendment I desire to do so myself. 

Mr. PLATT. What is the point of order? 
Mr. WALTHALL. The point of order is that it is general leg- 
islation, open and undisguised, of a most important character, 
upon an @ iation bill. 








a] 


Mr. PLATT. I do not think the amendment is open to that 
point of order. I should like to have Rule XVI read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the third 
paragraph of Rule XVI. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


3. on ee tian pre se Genentt ——= - shall be reeeived to 
an appropriation bill, nor s any amendment not germane or 
clam to the subject-matter contained in the bill be reeeived:; nor shall 
any ment to any item or clause of such bill be received which does not 
or relate thereto; and all questions of relevancy of amendments under 
this rule when raised shall be submitted to the Senate and be decided with- 


out debate; and any amendment to a general ropriation bill may be laid 
on the table without prejudice to the bill. _ - 
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Mr. GRAY. Read further. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
4. No amendment, the object of which is to provide for a private claim, 


or ceiclan of ua onleling tow dt'a Geeahy entpulation, whieh chal enticed 
on the face of the amendment. 

Mr. PLATT. All that is raised by the point of order, if I may 
be permitted, by the consent of the Senate, is that the amendment 
ag geaee general legislation to an appropriation bill. If the Chair 

in doubt on that point I should hope that the question might be 
submitted to the Senate in order that I may be permitted to ex- 
press my views on the subject. 

We have now a commission appcinted to negotiate with the 
Five Civilized Tribes. In 1894 the Cherokee commission was cre- 
ated and given certain duties. It was eee in the Indian ap- 

ropriation act of 1894 that there should be created a commission 
to be composed of — 
three commissioners, to enter into negotiations with the Cherokee Nation, 
the Choctaw Nation, the Chickasaw Nation, the M (or Creek) Nation. 
the Seminole Nation, for me merpere of the extinguisk ment of the national 
or tribal titles to any lands within that Territory now held by any and all of 
such nations or tri either by cession of the same or some part thereof to 
the United States, or by the allotment and division of the same in ret 
cmang [Se Saale of such nations or tribes respectively as may be enti 

So the original act contemplated as a part of the duties of these 
commissioners the negotiation of the allotment and division of 
their lands. 

Mr. GRAY. From what act did the Senator read? 

Mr. PLATT. I read from the Indian appropriation act of 1894, 
—— ne ae was _— as in -_ ry was a 
propria’ or the purpose of continuing the work o 
sion, under section 16 of that act, $30,000, and the President was 
authorized to appoint two additional members of the commission. 
So the nm, for the — of the salaries and expenses of 
which this appro tion is made, is already in existence. It is 
authorized to with the subject-matter which is referred to in 
the amendment. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me 
one question just for information? 

Mr. PLATT. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Were not the powers of the commission to 
o—- — this subject-matter to negotiations with the 

Mr. PLATT. They were in the original act. That I have 
stated. I agree that this appropriation for the payment of the 
salaries and expenses of the commissioners contemplates some- 
what of an enlargement of their powers. I agree to that. But 
under the decisions of the Senate heretofore this is not general 

tion. It is an ——— of er a direction as to 
what shall be done in expenditure of that money. That has 
Suuicen grepeing panied laguietion te on onpeapaanenta 
amen g gen on to an app’ 
shall be ae 

The matter first came up in the Senate in a notable form in 1885, 

when the Senator from e [Mr. Frye], the Senate bein - 

in the consideration of the P. ce a as 
moved to strike out three lines, and to insert in lieu & pro- 
a which a — $800,000, and proceeded to authorize 

e _ 

to enter into contracts for the ion of an of 

miintgegtzets forthe Seperation enn rs at orl 
not exceeding 50 cents a nautical mile on the trip, each way, actually trav- 
eied bevween hb termuinal pointe: Provided. That the mails oo contracted 
shall be carried on American steamships, and that the aggregate of such con- 
tracts shall not exceed one-half of the sum hereby appropriated. 

Within the point as made by the Senator from Mississippi, that 
was general legislation on an a riation bill. There was no 
1 tion which authorized the Postmaster-General to advertise 
for any such contract, to make any such contract, or to limit any 
such contract to the owners of erican vessels. That matter 
was submitted to the Senate by the President pro tem ; it was 
argued at length, and finally ded by the Senate to SS in order. 
On many ons that precedent was followed from 1885, and 
has been followed to the present day. 

The same question came up again notably in 1891, where the 
same Senator, the Senator from Maine ie. FRYE], moved to 


Suanpertalen of Sonne mails, $752,990,” and to insert in lie 
ereof an appropriation 00, > 


7 Eorustara ve 

Postmaster-General should advertise for con’ for a va- 
riety of service, bing the character of the vessels to be em- 
ployed in the service; di en ee 
how they should be built and officered; that be 
adapted to be used as cruisers and subject to be taken by the Gov- 
ernment; the rate of compensation for the mail service and a pro- 
vision as to how much the owner should be paid in case the vessel 
should be taken for a cruiser, and an immense amount of what the 





Senator would call general legislation. I happened at that ti 

to be in the Chair, and the question being raised by the Sens” 
from Virginia [Mr. Danie], I said that the Chair would ry), 
upon the question of order that— 

Under the of the Senate on former occasions u amendments 
sim this, w have been proposed to the Post-Oftt opriatior 
bill and which, to the recollection of the Ohair, were siercti . 
substance, it has been decided that such amendments were in order. [,). 
ate hye decision, which has been re several times, the Chair wij] 
hold that the amendment is in order. 

Then the Senator from Virginia appealed from the decision » 
the Chair; there was a very long discussion on the appeal, and te 
Chair was sustained and the amendment declared to be in order, 

There are many other cases of that character which mig!it }j 
referred to, but these are the notable ones, because the practice 
was perhaps commenced upon these amendments. I might refer 
to a variety of cases where — the question was closer than 
it _ in the two ee = I have sa a a 

e — amendment is an ap ation; roposes to adi 

& new item of appropriation to the bill: it geovides or the = 
tinuance of the commission—that is to say, for the payment of 
the salaries and of the comm m not provided else- 
where in the bill. It is not liable to a t of order upon that 
o—. because it has been proposed by Committee on Indian 
airs and submitted to the Committee on Appropriations. That 
cures any defect that the amendment adds a new item of appro- 
gene to the bill. Then the sum of $50,000 appropriated, 
t simply determines the services to be performed by the commis. 
sion. amendment is carefully worded in that respect. It 

The sum of $50,000 to be immediately available; and said commissioners, in 
addition to the authority already conferred upon them W, are author- 
ized and directed to proceed at once to hear and determine all questions of 
citizenship in the several tribes or nations in said Indian Territory, etc. 

To sustain the t of order would be to hold that when money 
is appropriated to pay a po ice mtr meg his salary and ex- 
penses, no — can accompany appropriation definin 
what he do, what urvieas be chal orm in order to be 
entitled to the . 

I apprehend, Mr. dent, there can be no question that this 
ame ent is — in the sense in which that 
phrase has been in the Senate. This very commission 
was created in this way in the Indian appropriation act of June 
80, 1894, by section 16, where the sum of $50,000 was appropriated. 
That section commenced by saying: 

The President shall nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shall appoint three commissioners. 

It then went on to determine the duties of the commission, and 
then the a followed the appointment of the commis 
sion and prescribing of their duties. In this case, the com- 
mission ted, the appropriation for their payment and 
expenses is put into the amendment, and what follows is 
merely an amplification of the duties of the commissioners to be 
performed under the tion. 

I think clearly, Mr. dent, the amendment is outside of the 
rule to which reference has been made. . 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, the third paragraph of Rule 
XVI, which is in question, provides that: 

amendment which tion shall be received to an 
eae Eyres general legisla y 

The language is plain, is a, and its object and purpose and 
m are unmistakable. the pending amendment proposes 
general ation, then it must go out of the bill under this point 
.oow or a standing rule of Senate must be boldly over- 

The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] hasshown, by refer- 
one ee ee he considers ae analogous, that this 

e been disregarded es past. 

Mr. PLATT, No, Mr. President, I do not say it has been disre- 

garded. I say it has been construed. 
Mr. WAL’ That this rule has been construed, if the 
that expression, in the past, and the effect of the 
in case referred to by him has simply been to 
decide that the legislation involved in those amendments was not 
general legislation. That is the whole of it. “- 

Freeper ks agpenter 2 tion with reference to this point of 
tself ted under general = sehen San ie tha t be 
i a a ane ag ion bill. 1a 
true, Mr. van does not follow that it ought to have been 
done or that it have been done if a point of order like the 
one now submitted had been against it. No matter what 
the Senate has done in the past poaing that certain amend- 


to show that 
this amendment aan tapas tion of the most impor: 
tant, the most the most t, and, as many think, of 


Oe eee — 
Sir, what the amendment propose? I shall only give thé 
substance of its leading features. It proposes that the comm 














Territory, appointed simply for that pur- 
shall proceed to hear and determine all questions of citizen- 
Lae tribes or nations in said Indian Territory, 
naming them, and make for each a full and complete roll of all 
entitied to the rights of citizenship therein; and in the 
rformance of such duties that they, and each of them, shall have 
aa and authority to administer oaths, to issue processes, and 
ee the attendance of witnesses, to send for persons and papers, 


and to punish an. disobedience of «heir orders and i as for 
contempt—as high a power as any court in this land possesses. 
It provides further that the d on of said commissioners shall 


be final, and the commissioners shall forward the roll as early as 

racticable the pametiary of the Interior, with a report thereon. 
When the rolls of ci p of = | one of said nations shall be 
fully completed, the President , at his discretion, order the 
commissioners to proceed to allot the occupancy of all the lands 
of the nation Sraenee® of allotment among the citizens thereof, 

wn 

“a dent, the intention of that amendment is, as its advo- 
cates will not deny, to work a radical change in the land tenure 
of these Indians, holding in common to holding in severalty, 


and I believe it will not be denied that it is the initial step in a 


P for a radical and sweeping change in the government 
of those Indians. . 

It is not onl legislation, Mr. President, but, as I have 
said before it is tion of the most delicate and difficult char- 
acter; it is upon a subject which has puzzled the great- 


est statesmen in this land; which has vexed this Government for 
years, and no solution of it has yet been proposed, as I believe, 
which is wholly satisfactory even to the author of it. 

Mr. President, bills proposing to do thoroughly and at once 
what this amendment proposes to do tentatively and ee 
have been considered by the proper committees of both Houses of 
Congress at this session; much attention and consideration have 
been given to them, and ey hearings have been had upon them. 
I have before me a statement made at one of these hearings by 

on. A.S.McKennon, a member of the Dawes Commission, 
orable to the scheme of these bills, but I wish to read 
an extract from it for the purpose of showing how much atten- 
tion has been given in the past and how much is now being given 
this most important subject which it is proposed now to deal 
th upon an tion bill, instead of in the or- 
manner W ts gravity and importance would 

What that gen says will serve to refresh 
us as to the troubles which have attended the consideration of the 


to dispose of so summarily in this 


says: 
has attracted considerable attention for several years. 
e find that in 1889 a committee was sent to the Terri- 


mae. =) wwe been a em for 
committee there. everything n as in a per- 
fectl nitaeniiaa te ameerhend ied Centro would not have gone to the 
trou ttee was headed by a 


commi 
tatives, now qe of the jud in that 
rereery, Hon. William M. 8 r. Mr. ur, Mr. Perkins, Mr. Peters, 


of it. I do not now remember who the 
When they returned the chair- 
hood in that Ter- 


4 
; 


were others. 


«© . > * . * . 
Afterwards, in 1892, another committee was sent down there—that was in 
the first session of the Fifty-second Congress. The chairman of that commit- 

was Senator Butler, and Mr. Perkins and Mr. Higgins were his asso- 


ciates. When returned Mr. Perkins introduced a court bill for the 
purpose of Saati affairs in that Territory. 
. . * > oJ 2 
stemthon Co that is ger te Dill setae Te . t hird 
5 na 0. 5 
Congress, second session. a 
call to these in order to show you the interest that has 


in this 
a bill for the creation of a commission to n 

with the Five Tribes. Hon. Henry L. 
Sshaihait Woven lie Serieersoet veces ise "= 

Afterwards, during that year— He } 

To ane few of = tare tag ty been taken in a 
ence w now proposed to 
disposed of so 7 


and on the 
because it is 
the same, 


otiate 
Dawes, Major Kidd, and I 


that year, a Senate committee, composed of Senat 
came to the to investigate seathers, 
Senator 1 made a eee ee Tarek 
vite especial atten on this re 
line of the report which made _ 


we afterwards , in substance 
same condition of affairs that we found to exist in 


Mr. 
: an) wan a ery report of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
very 
pps the 


E 


was a a one, & instructive one, and a 
one, and %¢ concl ott, tase workin 


proper to submit and 
upon te be alle to mabe oneh and more 
tory question. ; - 7 
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This strong committee, on account of the complications of the 
question involved, on account of the grave importance, to use 
their own language, of this great problem, after they had been to 
the Indian Territory and investigated as thoroughly as they could 
do, asked to be allowed to investigate further before they would 
take the responsibility of making a specific recommendation as to 
necessary legislation, and now it is proposed, not by a committee 
amendment, but by an amendment offered by an individual not a 
member of the Committee on Appropriations, as I understand, to 
summarily deal with this matter just before this appropriation 
bill, — has been pending here for more than a week, is dis- 

of. 

Mr. President, it is not even proposed that this subject, which 
in this report is shown to be so complicated, so grave, so impor- 
tant that a strong committee hesitated to make a recommendation 
as to legislation—it is not even proposed to submit this subject to 
the existing Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes, which is the 
same committee which made the report from which I have just 
read the concluding paragraph, in which we were led to hope that 
aspecific recommendation from that committee would come, which 
never has come. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator allow me tointerrupt him? 

Mr. WALTHALL. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT. This matter velating to the Indian Territory has 
been very much more thoroughly considered during the past years 
by the Committee on Indian Affairs than by the Committee on the 
Five Civilized Tribes. TheCciimittee on the Five Civilized Tribes 
was authorized to go to the Indian Territory, and did make their 
investigation there, and did make that report. I am a member of 
both committees, but I am able to say that itis a matter which 
has been very much more considered by the Indian Committee 
than by the Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes. 

This is not my amendment, but it is an amendment which rep- 
resents the deliberate judgment, after full hearings, of the Indian 
Committee as to what ought to be done. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Let me ask the Senator why that commit- 
tee did not propose a bill dealing directly with the subject? 

Mr. PLATT. If it is not interrupting the Senator too much I 
shall be very glad to answer the question. This has been a mat- 
ter of very serious consideration by the Indian Committee at this 
session of Congress. There have been many bills introduced and 
referred to that committee. The members of that committee have 
had different views as to what ought to be done finally, but upon this 
amendment, that we ought to go this far and do this much, all the 
members of the committee agree. They could not agree as to fur- 
ther proceedings and as to those bills. The provision of this amend- 
ment is taken from bills which have been before the committee, and 
as to itevery member of the Indian Committee is agreed. I will 
not answer the Senator any further now than to make this ex- 
planation. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Yet the fact remains, Mr. President, that 
this matter, which engaged the attention some years ago, in 1894 
I believe it was, of the Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes 
sufficiently to justify Congress in authorizing that committee to 
go into that Territory and investigate the matter—which com- 
mittee indicated in their report they would recommend some 
specific legislation—and this matter, which has had that sort of 
consideration from that committee, for some reason or other that 
1 do not understand, has never gone to the existing Committee on 
the Five Civilized Tribes, of which my distinguished friend who 
sits in front of me, the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], is 
chairman, and which is composed of some of the very ablest men 
in this body, including the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
who made the report from which I have quoted, referring to a 
srobable ge report, which we have never received; 
including also the distinguished Senator from Connecticut — 
PLATT], who offers this amendment, and the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis] and the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco}, 

Mr. TELLER. [should like to say to the Senator, in explana- 
tion of why the Select Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes did 
not proceed further, that, as I stated in the report, it was a com- 
lex and difficult question, and we found that there was some 
eeling in the Committee on Indian Affairs of the Senate that 
really that committee ought to proceed with it, and, so far as I 
was concerned as chairman of the select committee, I did not 
want to invade the province of the other committee, and thought 
we had better on withhold any further report until the other 
committee acted. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I can understand from considerations of 
delicacy why the Senator should have done that; and yet if the 
Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes were not organized ex- 





ey and solely to deal with just such a question as this then 
e 


purpose for which it was organized does not appear to the 


naked eye. I can understand how my distinguished friend the 


Senator from Colorado might have yielded to the Indian Commit- 


tee, as I said, from considerations of delicacy; but he went out to 


the Indian Territory with other members of that committee. 
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They made a most careful examination, they made a most elabo- 
rate and able report; and when they came back they said the 
question was 60 grave, so important, so complicated, that that 
committee declined to make any specific recommendation as to 
legislation without some further investigation. Now, both the 
Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from Colorado assure 
me, of which I have no question,that the Indian Committee have 
dealt with this matter more than the Committee on the Five Civ- 
ilized Tribes; but, sir,the Indian Committee have not proposed a 

rate bill, to stand on its own merits, dealing with entire 

ubject. This matter o a not to be put through on-@D.appro- 
pélation bill when possib 7 it might not succeed in going through 
otherwise. Itmakesnodifference what committee has had charge 
of it, the Indian Committee or the Committee on the Five Civil- 


















mitted that it a not to be there—buton the ground that ; 

passed thro — aa - vad Repxestntatives according ; 
oan of that that our:;committes here were no: ; 
cotaiitietndiien. "Enemiuatelnecemeent Even ther 
absence of any point of — we received these warnings {1 
tinguished Senators of t experience as to the serious. 0 
objections to this-sort of legislation. ry 

Now, the situation as to the bill just mentioned was ex))).),,,.) 
very fully by the chairman of the committee, who is now «,,;;,. 
me the honor to give me his attention. The Senator fro 
[Mr. ALLIson] said: 

I agree with all that has been said by Senators.as to the impr: 
placing riders in the way of legislation on appropriation bills— 





That is what is proposed here— 

ized Tribes; one or the other ought to bring us.a ‘bill which will | Pnesenatorifrom'New York (Mr. Hm), who laid great stress apo thes 
stand on its gone penn. ene = hamipalnieeee: a can Bnet outdo me in objecting as a ruleto riders Upon appro. 
tious problem pass upon its merits indepen y of any con- a s. ave heard the Senator from ae aes expr s his 
acelin xian appropriation of money for ‘various ‘other pur- | Fig Upon that subject and 7 have never differed from fim in his aru 
poses. priations that they do object to legislation ween thaee Mills. They w. ul 

Mr. President, the Senator from Connecticut has talked about uot hen ad ‘Bills without respe ti legisla. 
the precedents. I say his precedents simply show ‘that certain Simeone eae Saaieentie ee ito 8 the 
Pr neni tt it abel! held € ee es deemmenon thet tee yale whieh Tepresentatives bas simular Fale. So, accoriling to the rules u 
ation, and if it shall hold that this is not general t 


genera! character can not aeaput upor n appro. 
the two Hout : ee wastlonnadli-ncbee dtimaell inure 
"epee 
Says the chairman— 
es as it seems: an See situation and conditio 


it.go. But,sir, a few weeks ago, on an aeotaniite 
the Committee on Appropriations, not an amendment of an- 
0 canes ae - tiny a aio 
as to: change ‘the : of holding ‘the legislature ew 
Monk , vigorously ; 


aS 


oo. a ; ‘on ‘the ground that it was ‘this question of the omen an 
1 ati on opposed J hin, 4 it laf ‘| a legislation out of thegenerabrule which jy, 
within olaat how avedee after : argument. Evenso on. Iwill not trouble th 
onsiderable a matter as that Ioana seset ied dhe paragraph, but I will ask 
ite a Mieienepieesgs jave to sort i'n my Femara 
“Kacoscan tho first place. so far as the Senate is concerned, it ‘has no choic: 
speci this . ee Repre rv oat. 
res; they are in the ; and.in some ‘form amust be deait with m Te. 
Tknow pe well it-would bean: us ‘toattopt the mo on 
by the Senator from Ohio ‘Strike them out; but that do 
with | ‘which is presented ‘to us in these sections. - ~ 


ens ee San sear aneras Timow, to say to the 
ee “We will not apes te ~ pass ‘this bill unless you 
, legislation which you” agree accordi 
parliamentary law relation: Shateahould oxist'> > 
two Houses, when either House proposes on an appr tion bill 
new if the other ‘House otijects te it the legislation should ie 
taken: the —. is ‘the — —— ee it — : know of 
and member of the Senate, so with thi 2g 
Sanoneelias honorable Senator from Ohio, the Senator from Ne wie 
and other Senators who say that we should not legislate upon appropriation 





ne ‘Wore tompelied to regard t in ‘the Seestiavatic m of a 
were anexeeption se; a 
they se treated i "The House pat Maptecahadives sith its rule Dror fing 
: committee. Talk about prece- Be n should be placed upon apprepriation Bilis. took thi. ~. 
nts; we have them right here. The Senator from Ohio vie. Paring he al awe is oe es, on om = 
Ss 7 id: riding general. the brought into*that bod cial 
] and so unanimous was the House of | tives for this loginiati on that 


dephdhatheneaghiteie 
Th Wo nltedait tat and pot ee vidiste thebede opr 


the pene a were not called, as record of ‘the House shows, upon 
That may account for:some of Scmenebads which have been 
suggestec— 


Mr. Will the Senator from Iowa me ‘to ask him a question 
What: rulewhich the Committee on Rules rojo ried? 


The established rule of almost every legislative Body is to confine ienecaeaiel tae En eearamtatiestarclative, cxece 
<fen i tive, exec u- 
priations to the distribution af money to the various neta he = hill nnd that the nections should be consid- 
_~ < Ss = bills that oe aon ees eater | that special taaie, 
late. Formerly, or ‘years ago, it rarely ay Otherwise, of course, See ve been subject to a point o 
when it became , either either by the Se order, and ruled out. - 
eden Ue ee edrail onan | When 'the distinguished chairman of the committee sail: 
re is a most striking example of the dangers which may occur from this I think Icansay truthfully forall the memibers of the Committes on Appro 
kind of legislation. priations that they do object to legislation upon these bills. 


SS end of his The statement carried the implication to me, at least, that the 
WwW: cand his would resist all genera! leg 


Senator 
islation such as this upon an appropriation bill. When jt was 


sought a few weeks to strip that great committe: of very 
Mr. ALLISON. It was mot an amen - such of ths power, it was unged with foree that it was over- 
Mr. WALTHALL. I will get to that t in a. moment, burdened now with its That work undoubtedly 
I will explain it. He was di ing the at | is heavy enough to ‘the committee, to say the least, in re- 
all wpon a general i with or without reference 'to | sisting all efforts to ey of responsibility by general 
the point of order. point of order was not made, and the a and especially in a matter of 
reason will ina moment. But I read a little further from | such gravity.as 
the Senator Ohio: I do not propose to discuss the merits of the amendmen! |i * 
The first I have to the system proposed is the general enough for me to know and to show that ‘it involves very set!" 
that it is ; that it is bad ee Sage Re eye to-be dealt within measure. present: 
nae ing thom dnectiy, so that te bil tbe either passed or 
Again SS ee 
Saori of the measure in the House of Representatives, | ,. What are those issues? “Whose st dn ys — 
came tothe ‘before Senate certain solemn rea 5 
that the ~ dngvatting ana, }all thas anes oe gem with this Government and the Governme" it's pledge 


ulations with 
= ae , aud many notin by hi men in and out of 
‘them. ‘On the other the Dawes Com- 
‘wiseand just ‘men in and 0 of 


ET eer ms from 
SS 


Referring to the matter to which the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON] calls attention, I will state that the to 
change the mode compensating United States and dis- 
frct attorneys upon an appropriation bill was defended here not | taunts 
because it was proper upon an appropriation bill—everybody ad- | foundation” 
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. bligation on the t of the United States to maintain 
not ass the present condition of affairs in the Indian Territory, 
but, on the contrary, the whole structure and tenor of the treaties forbid it. 


uare issue @ most important, vital, lexing public 
grobices between Se vere most interested and the commission 
inted by the t to treat with them, and appointed for 

no other purpose, : - 

I submit these issues do exist upon this old question which 
we have been trying to dispose of for years. Although we have 
had two committees—one the general Indian Committee and the 
other a jal Indian Committee—to take charge of this very 
question and instruct us about it, this im nt amendment is 





,osed at the end of an appropriation bill to be summarily dealt 
vith hile the very su ,in bills dealing with the entire ques- 
tion, has been fully red by the proper committees of this 


other. 
ele neon sir, what the merits of this amendment are. It 


is too a for me to inform myself about, presented 
in this indi way, although I will say that I have given it con- 


siderable attention since I saw a copy of the amendment. I have 
no aosd conviction upon it, but I wish to see the Indians fairly 
dealt with hereafter, as I think they have been by Congress in the 
past, in legislation enacted in the usual, orderly way in accordance 
with the rules of this body. ce 3 : 

I perhaps ought to say thet I feel especially interested in the 
Chickasaws the Choctaws, because the State which I repre- 


P 
sent in part emguest Mepety of lands ceded by those nations 
change for the very they are living on now in the Indian 
Tenrtory deh to deal with. Those 


Territory the amendment ¥ 
people have blood relations in my State, substantial, orderly citi- 
zens, some of ¢ im the communities where they 
live. It is perhaps on that account that I have looked into this 
oe ee en we Mak tact, ste, 
the very strong memorial which was y sent to ‘ 
by the legislature of i i on this subject, which I ask 
have read, and then f yield the floor. However, it is a 
lengthy , and if it is desired to adjourn, it now being pretty 
late in ae > on te ted in the Recorp as a part of 
remarks. I have it read. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objection, and 
ee the REcorD as requested. 
The memorial is as 


of the of the State of to the of th 
Memorial legislature = Mississippi Congress e 


Whereas the State of i is largely of the lands ceded b: 
tor Chickasaw and Choctaw Nations of Indinas by solemn treaties nave we 
acquired in - 

; an 


cs 


ed, 

have received in for this vast domain by solemn treaties and formal 
on aa nes the “ Indian Territory,” west of the Missis- 
Winn iene now made bef: rT honorable bodies to 
Seen eens te sera poems Sees 
ve ; one 
as they all are on the constitution and government of our own States, we re- 
memorialize respective bodies to honorable faith with 
nations, and fn aid ot our pomrer and leave earnestly 
to call the attention of the Congress of the United States to the terms of the 

Oe a a nee wen these Five Civilised Tribes of Indians. 

In the ae ee Government announced its y of re- 
rx soem poeeted ons of the ate River = — 

an lands, an: authorized . an 
set of Congress pansed on the 28th day'of May 1830— 

To asrure the tribe oF mation which the exchange is made that the 
United States and guarantee to them, and their heirs and 
Dalved Been ey 50. with them; and if they fer it the 
United States will cause a or grant to be made to them for the same: 
Provided always, That lands shall revert to the United States if the In- 
dians become extinct or same.” 

And by tre day of February, the Government of 
the United & ‘thor their t home 
to the C other tribes), in the words : 

ARTICLE 1. S possess the Cherokees (and same 
terms apply to and to it to them forever, and 

acres of land and: 
wll and here ln includes the land now owned 
oe end ott patent shall be issued by the 
oe 18% the United States qeulimned the quant ond 
eee ge of a in the following words: 

‘Aur. 3. T “ agrees that the lands above ceded by the 

y. the soveal Saneit Getudintied tn cos potent one. 
small, the so-called * shall included in one exe- 

to the Cheroke of by the President of the United 
“Ti 7 . al 1800, and conveyed the lands to the 
Cherokee | heir ; ” 

: sir heirs and successors, “‘to hold forever 
Oy treaty of August 17, the United States further declared: 
secured ¢ 1a now the Cherokee Nation shall be 
Brine, Shero common use and benefit.” 
emnly oe | 5, 6, and 7, all these grants of land were sol- 
to . . was the Government of the States 
secure these Jat 
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Tribes to the west of the Mississippi River, that they agreed, by the seventh 
article of the treaty of 1835, to grant to the Indian tribes, should they desire 
it, a Delegate to the House of Representatives of the United States 

At the close of the war between the States, the Cherokees and Chickasaws 
having raised regiments and taken sides with the Confederates, it became 
necessary to make new treaties, to define the relation of tl dian Nation 
to the United States, and by the treaty of 1866, made after the close of the 
war, it was provided 

“ ART. 26. The United States guarantee tothe people of the Cherokee Na 
(and same provision applied to all ilized tl 








tion 








the Five Civi et and 
peaceable possession of their country, and protection agains feuds 
and insurrections, and against hostilities of other t They shall also be 
protected from interruption and intrusion from all unauthorized citizens of 
the United States ‘who may attempt to settle on their land or reside in their 


territory. 

“ ART. 27. All persons notin the military service of the United States not 
citizens of the nation are to be prohibited from coming into the Cherokee 
Nation or remaining in the same exceptas herein otherwise provided, and it is 
the duty of the United States Indian agent of the Cherokees to have such 
persons not lawfully residing or sojourning therein removed from the nation, 
as they now are or hereafter may be required by the Indian intercourse laws 
of the United States. 

TREATY OF 1566. 

“Ant.7. The Choctaws and Chickasaws agree to such legislation as Congress 
and the President of the United States may deem necessary for the better 
administration of justice and the protection of the rights of person and prop- 
erty within the Indian Territory: Previded, however, Such legislation shali 
not in any wise interfere with or annul their present tribal organization, or 
their respective legislatures or judiciaries, or the rights, laws, privileges, or 
customs of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, respectively. 

“ART. 10. The United States reaffirms all obligations arising ont of treaty 
stipulations or acts of legislature with regard to the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations extending prior to the late rebellion and in force at that time not in- 
consistent herewith; and, further, agrees to renew the payment of all annui- 
ties and other moneys accruing under such treaty stipulation and acts of leg- 
islation from and after the close of the fiscal year ending on the 30th day of 
June, in the year 1866." 

It will thus be seen that every treaty stipulation between the United 
States and the Indian tribes from 1390 to 1566 the right to govern themselves 
and to hold their lands in common was most solemnly guaranteed. 

Now it is pro od to doaway with these governments, all republican, and 
closel oni after the Government of the United Statesand the State con- 
stitut: and governments, and toforce them, against the most solemn treaty 
stipulations, to hold their lands in severalty. 

It must be remembered that these Indians were asked to give up their homes 
and the homes of their wives and children and the graves of their ancestors, 
and seek new homes in the then wilds of the West. All this they did for the 
whites. The love and reverence of the Chickasaws for the homes they left 
behind them is shown by the fact that in naming the counties of the nation 
they took the names of the old counties they left behind. They have their 
Tishomingo, Choctaw, Pontotoc, as we have. The Indians gave up their 
homes with fear and dread; but when the brave old hero, whom they had 
learned to honor and respect (for he never spoke to them “with a forked 
ne *) said to them in their own beautiful and figurative language, * This 

shall be yours as long as the grass grows and the water flows,” they 
ielded and sought a new home in the Western wilds, and have become a civil- 
food and rous people. Shall ourown Government go back on the word 
of theheroof New Orleans? While our Government is demanding that there 
shall be no dismem of the territory of far-distant Venezuela, and pro- 
claiming its advocacy of far-distant Christians of Armenia and its horror ef 
barbarism which oppresses them, shall we go back on our plighted 
faith to the weak Indian nations in our very midst, who have yielded to the 
white man an empire of lands, the richest and most fertile on the globe’ Shall 
we tarnish the honor and bright fame of our Government by keeping punic 
faith with the weak and the helpless’ 

We ask that you keep faith with these tribes, and break not the solemn 
treaties by which you have agreed to let them have their own government 
and conduct their own affairs. 

Be it resolved by the senate (the house concurring), That a copy of this me- 
morial, ed by the president of the senate and the speaker of the house, 
and by the secretary of state, with the great seal of the State at- 
tached, be forwarded to each of our Senators and each of our Representa- 
tives in the Congress of the United States. 
Passed the house March 3, 1896. 
FRANK A. OCRITZ, 

ye aker of the House. 


J. H. JONES, 
President of the Senate. 


Passed the senate March 14, 1896. 


A true copy. 
[SEAL. } J. L. POWER, 

Secretary of State. 
Mr. BERRY. Mr. President, before I undertake to say any- 
thing upon the point of order made by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi (Mr. WaTHa..], 1 wish to say a few words in answer to 
the remarks he made with regard to the committee having juris- 
diction of this matter. As was stated by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT], the amendment comes from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs, and by the unanimous vote of that committee 
he was directed to offer it as an amendment to the Indian appro- 
priation bill. I want tosay further, and I mean no disrespect to 
the other committee when I say it, that the committee known as 
the Committee on the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians has never 
had anything to do with this matter, nor with any legislation that 
has been passed with reference to it since the time when the com- 
mittee was appointed. Those of us who knew anything of affairs 
when the committee wasappointed knew that it was not appointed 
with the expectation or intention that it would take charge of the 
matters which belong to the regular Committee on Indian Affairs 
and with which it has always dealt. 

The Senator from Mississippi spoke of the fact that three mem- 
bers of that committee had gone out to the Indian Territory. I 
want to say that two of those members, the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLatt] and the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
Roacu], are members of the Committee on indian Affairs, and 
both join in ing the adoption of this amendment. 
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Therefore it comes from the committee that hasalways dealt with 

the matter. It comes from the committee which has thoroughly 

investigated it. It comes from the committee that cxtgtanted’ the 

commission with which the amendment deals, and which was 
en as an amendment to the Indian appropriation act first in 
891. 

The Senator from Mississippi also says that it is proposed in a 
summary way to dispose of this great and important question. 
The amendment does not propose to dispose of this great and im- 

rtant question. There are many questions in regard to the 

ndian Territory resting behind this and pressing u Congress 
that are as important as anything which has been before the pres- 
ent Congress, and they should be dealt with and finally settled. 
The only he osition and intention of the amendment is that how- 
ever much difference may exist in that committee in to 
what shall finally be done, for the present it is absolutely necessary 
that this be done at least before the adjournment of the present ses- 
sion of Congress. If there be no legislation had with reference to 
this commission, if no provision be made for continuing it, all that 
has been attempted, all that has been fought for, and all the work 
and labor which have been going on for the last seven or eight 
-years in order to try to correct the abuses existing there will 
amount to naught, and we shall have to commence where we 
began in 1891. 
introduced a bill early in this session, as I introduced one in 
the last session, pocnenes a Territorial government over the Five 
Civilized Tribes, and giving them representation in Congress, pro- 
viding for the allotment of land, and finally dealing with this 
subject-matter. That bill, with others, is being considered by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. It is being considered by the House 
Committee on indian Affairs, as the Senator from Mississippi has 
said. But this is not a final determination. It is a temporary 
roposition. This is evens sone is absolutely necessary to be 
Some at the present session of gress. 

Without going at length into the merits of the amendment, I 
ee ene re eee country bounding the 
Ind Territory that among those who are familiar with the 
condition there, among mem of Congress from those States, 
there is- but one opinion, that legislation is not only important, but 
imperatively demanded by the conditions in that country. When 
the commission was sent there the distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts, Mr. Dawes, known as the friend of the Indians 


lo tall thas pony tae pple tao wesiorn pat of te 
a ef that possibly the people in the western of the 
y Indians. When he 


Union were not di to do justice to those 

was put at the head of the commission he and the two other gen- 
tlemen came and reported to Congress that the condition of affairs 
existing there was intolerable and that something must be done. 
Those whe control affairs in the Indian Territory were dissatisfied 
with that report, and they said that if they could get on that com- 
mission General Armstrong and others who were their friends 
they would make a different report. During the last _. to 
comply with their wishes, the commission was enlarged. 
Armstrong and two other gentlemen who had been members of 
the House of Representatives were placed upon the commission, 
and yet all five of them came back to Congress and said that it 
was imperative that something should be done. 

Now, coming down to the present condition, if no legislation is 
had, if no appropriation is made for the commission, the proba- 
bilities of ment which exist will disappear and all the good 
effects which have arisen will have disa: with the com- 
mission. If the Senator from serps i ived as I do, bordering 
upon that Territory; if he knew the violations that are : 
if he knew the murders that are being committed; if he knew 
robberies not only in the Territory but which extend to sur- 
rounding States by those who anne in the Territory; if he 
knew the strife and contention there, he would be as earnestly in 
favor of dealing with the situation as those who come from t 
section of the country. 


Mr. WALTHALL: Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me | th 


to ask him a question? 

Mr. BERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Has not the Senator shown that he thinks 
this subject ought to be dealt with in an independent bill by intro- 
oa ee a bill first at one and then at another session of 

ngress 
Mr. BERRY. I will answer the Senator with pleasure. I have 
stated already that the bill I have introduced with the whole 
subject. The bill which I have advocated and which I hope will 
become a law deals finally with all of the questions as far as it is 
soe to deal by 1 tive act at this time with the entire 
. question. 

Now, the probabilities are that by reason of delay we will be 
unable to pass that bill or one of a similar character during the 
— session. The Committee on Indian with a full 

owledge of the surroun have said it may be that on account 
of difference of opinion as to what shall finally be done legislation 
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can not be had, but this much must be had. Otherwise great 
wrong and injury will be done not only to the people of that ‘Tor. 
eT. but to the people of the surrounding States. 

A few words as to whether or not the amendment is in o:,,, 
I wish to state in the first place that this commission was ¢roai.j 
by an amendment proposed by the Committee on Indian 4 (i,j, 
in 1891 on the Indian appropriation act. On the same Indijy, y¢; 
I think it was, we also dealt with the matter of purchasing 4. 
6,000,000 acres of land, known as the Cherokee Strip. S\ far ag 
I know, during the ten or eleven years that I have boon herg 
there has never been any legislation with regard to th. pj, . 
Civilized Tribes except it was on the Indian appropriation ¢; 
It has always been done there. This commission was created jj 
that way. The salaries, if it is to be continued, will have ty j, 
provided on this bill, and it seems to me it is clearly as much 
in order to define the character and duties of the cominissioy, j¢ 
it is extended, as it is to make a disposition of the Indian sey)oj 
money. Will the Senator say that that was legitimate levisiatioy 
upon an appropriation bill? Have we not this very day said jy 
what direction and in what manner that money shall be x) ondeq? 
It is a necessary result of providing for the commission and pro. 
viding for the salaries. 

Not only that, but from time to time payments have been mady 
to those Indians. Heretofore it has been made to the treasurers 
of those nations. Experience has demonstrated the fact that when 
paid to the treasurer of the nation it has gone into the pockets of 
white men, half-breeds, and squaw men, a large part never reach. 
ing the Indians to whom it belongs. The amendment proposes 
that hereafter the money shall be paid over directly by an officer 
appointed by the Secr of the Interior to make the payment, 
Is not that legitimate 1] tion on the Indian appropriation pil)? 
Is not this proper on to go on a bill in dealing with this 
commission 

In addition to that, the commission, it is gan in the amend- 
ment, shall make the roll and determine who is entitled to a share 
in paying out Indian money. Itis claimed, it is asserted, and it hag 
been proved that hun of Indians—a great many Indians at 
any rate—are entitled to be on those rolls and are entitled toa 
part of the Government money that is continually paid down 
there. Yet they are cut off by the council and by intereste:| par. 
ties, and they get no and no interest in it. Is it not legiti- 
mate in dealing with the pending bill to say that this commission 
shall determine to whom the money shall be paid—Government 
money. which goes to the Indians? 

Mr. President, I want to repeat, and I wish the Senator from 
Mississippi to hear the statement 1 can make, that this becomes 
legitimate and in the powers of that commission 

. it is all and believed, that a great many 
rsons are entitled to be on that Indian roll who have been 
ept off by means of bribery and many other causes because it 
would lessen the fund that might go to others. Is it not proper 
and legitimate, then, in dealing with the salaries of this commis- 
sion and in providing for their continuance, to provide also that 
they should regulate and determine as to whom this Indian money 
should go that is paid out by the Government? 

There is another point to which the Senator from Connecticut 
called my attention and to which I wish to allude. 

; TT. I said, in reply to the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Mississippi to the effect that the provision was deal- 
ing with and settling all the complicated questions down there, 
that so far as it tes to allotments it is a mere preliminary 
matter and settles nothing. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The Senator from Connecticut certainly 
understood me when I said distinctly that it was the initial step 
in a radical and the Government. 

. Lunderstood tor to say that it was deal- 
ited questions. 


em. 
add anything to what 
the allotment save and except 
t is true that eventually we shall 
that it ought to be allotted. It 
through the present Congress 
a Territorial government down 
n that, Mr. ident, it is the 
best that it can. It is the duty of this 
Indians, to see that the col 


continue. 

that in the Creek 

about 3,000,000 acres 
are controlling 40 

a million acres of that 3,0, 

commission and the duty 

let me state that we 

should have equal rights 0 that 

should have an equal right with every 

in the case I have just cited 62 men, half-breeds, 
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uaw men, have got control of more than a mil- 
white men, the 9,000,000 acres belonging to the entire tribe. It 
Ex 


of same, and providing, when practicable, that where lands are now occu- 
— by citizens in excess of their fair share such allotments ehall be from 
nds thus occupied, and where lands are now occupied by citizens amount- 


-Senator Dawes and Commission have every- | ing to less than their fair share suc ) all, if desi »y the occu- 
is not danie® os hes ih aoe sustains oat an . an eS = ok allotments shall, if desired by the occu 
raised his voice to — = a talk about a Mr. President, that is a very important, far-reaching power con- 
keeping treaty ions when such wrongs and such injus- | ferred upon these commissioners. 
tice are done by afew men pe have ee = Territory | Mr. GEORGE. It is a judicial power. 
and have used ogee age he Sedion on os ved om pled Mr. GRAY. It is a judicial power conferred upon them, one 
their own while dian Pte his Little _— th - that gives them the right, if the amendment shall eoaned a law, 
creeks and hills with no ee , a ae cabin, with his | to take from A and give to B, to turn a man out of his homestead 
rocky home around him, while those fertile are occupied by | without, so far as I have gathered by a hasty examination of the 
strangers and aliens to his tribe amendment, any compensation for improvements. 


. President, such a condition should not exist there; 
ay amendment be defeated, if we can not legislate upon 


Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Delaware permit an in- 
the appropriation bill, if Congress adjourns and takes no action 


terruption? 
Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 


in regard to the other bill, the conditions will grow worse; the} Mr PLATT. I do not think that the provision to which he 
Indians was it iaPacene andeh bas == a _ alludes has the effect or goes so far as he ites tance. tote 0 
er rized 


preliminary plan for an allotment and is to be all brought back to 
Congress. 

Mr. GRAY. That may be, and it may be the fact 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator will easily see by an examination 
that under it it is impossible to put anybody into possession or to 
dispossess anybody. The whole matter is to be brought back to 
Congress. 

Mr. GRAY. Of course I do not profess to have studied the 
amendment, for I have not had the time to study the amendment 
as the Senator from Connecticut has done, nor has any Senator 
here who has not made a previous study had time to examine this 
matter since the amendment was introduced. Thatis just the 
trouble about it. 

Mr. BATE. May I read asentence from the very amendment 
upon the point the Senator makes as to whether the action of the 
commission is to be permanent or not? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. On page 3, line 2, you will find the following: 


The decision of said commissioners in all such cases shall be final. 


Mr. PLATT. That relates to the roll. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In what cases? Citizenship? 

Mr. BATE. It relates to the question of citizenship. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It kes nothing to do with land. It 
does not relate to land. 

Mr. BATE. Thatisthe point. I say if there is a right there 
that is greater than another it is citizenship. The commissioners 
are given the power here to make and unmake a citizen, and that 
is a greater and a grander right than that involved in the distri- 
bution of "2. 

Mr. PLATT. at may be true; but the thing we were all 
talking about at that particular moment was allotment and not 
citizenship. 

Mr. BATE, We were talking about judicial power, as I under- 
stand it, and this is judicial power that is granted. 

Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Tennessee is entirely mistaken 
as to the reference I made when I rose to interrupt the Senator 
from Delaware. 

Mr. GRAY. Let me say right here that while I think the point 
of the Senator from Tennessee has been well taken, it is true that 
the language to which he refers me on page 3, ‘‘ The decisions of 
said commissioners in all such cases shall be final,” undoubtedly 
refers to the ascertainment and the making of rolls of citizens, 
but the land is to be allotted to the citizens who are thus ascer- 
tained, and if A B is not included in that roll when he ought to 
have been included he is deprived of his allotment. 

Mr. BATE. Then I am right about it; it is a judicial power. 

Mr. GEORGE. Certainly it is. 

Mr. GRAY. You can not get away from that. So, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I am more than justified in saying that this is general legis- 
lation of a are a and a very far-reaching character. 
This proposed legislation determines men’s rights. It confers 
powers that go so far in their exercise as to dispossess those who 


claim rights to property. 

Mr. PUGH. "ire me tosuggest that the extraordinary power 
is given of passing on the quality of each pace of land, the rela- 
tive value of each piece of land, so as to determine whether the 
allotment is fair and equal—a most sweeping power. 

Mr: GRAY. In that sense it does seem to me that when you 
give power to a commission to determine who shall constitute a 
class that is entitled to property, you give them the power to de- 
termine a property right. The persons so empowered may make 
that class large or small according as their discretion may direct 
them. Now, sir, that is legislation of too grave a character to be 
conferred in an amendment proposed in the last stages of the ac- 
tion of the Senate upon a general appropriation bill. 

The Senator from Connecticut has studied this subject, and to 
his opinion and that of his colleagues upon the Committee on 
Indian Affairs I would defer in all these matters; but this is pro- 
posed here to the Senate, and upon the very face of the amendment 


for the last few years. 
(rere yearsago robberies, robberies of trains, robberies of stores, 
murders, were daily committed within that Territory. I believe 
that in the western district of Arkansas (which has jurisdiction 
of the felonies over there in connection with the court of Paris) 
there are 250 felons to-day in that jail, 40 or 50 of them being 
with murder. Such is the condition there that legisla- 
tion is a necessity. 3 : 
Then I say tha socenting to the rules and precedents which 
oak ce nate, to invoke that rule here and 
defeat all legislation when the Senator from Connecticut has shown 
clearly that it is not contrary to the rule, when it comes from the 
proper committee, when it is a unanimous report of the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, which is thoroughly familiar with this mat- 
ter, would be a t injustice and a great wrong to the Ie 
not only of the Ferritory, but to the States which surround it. 
Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss the merits 
of the amendment by the Senator from Connecticut 
. Puatr] a - ae. he? Indian Affairs, — =—_ 
say a word or an a were necessary to be said, 
the of this lexislation when proposed as an amend- 
ment to a general appropriation bill. 
Ihave sat here—I will not say many a time, but more than once— 
and seen what I considered general legislation attached to aoe 
riation bills, because there was a strong and overwhelming feel- 
bg in the Senate in favor of the legislation proposed by the given 
amendment. Butnoone whom I heard of ever disguised the fact 
tit was in violation of the rule which has just been read in 
hearing of the Senate. I do not believe it was wise under 
those circumstances, or under any circumstances, to depart from 
rules that we have adopted to govern our own procedure. If we 
are not capable of governing ourselves by rules, we might as well 
forego the pretense of being governed by rules. ° 
othing that . it seems to me, construction in the 
rule which was read by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. W AL- 
seed SEMAEEEpoesd agidation shall be received to any 
ment w! sekalaied e on 8 received to any 





eee 


Fe 


There is no doubt in anyone’s mind 
of that rule as a general rule. e reasons 
upon w it rests are obvious to all. 

The only question, then, that is presented, sir, to you is that the 
amendment, after ne $50,000 for salaries and expenses 
of the commissioners appointed under certain acts of Congress 
named, goes on, after that complete and entire disposition of the 
of to te. The amendment provides 
that the “ commissioners,” appointed under another act of 
Congress, shall, ‘in addition to the authority already conferred 

la authorized and 
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we are confronted with this extraordinary bog power nee 
to be conferred, and we ought to go slow about it. We ought to 
have time to consider it. As the Senator from Mississippi, who 
made the point of order, said, it is too grave and a sub- 
ject not to be treated independently in a bill proposed by one of 
the committees having jurisdiction of the subject. 

The Senator from Connecticut thinks, and no doubt it was so 
intended, that the of the duty imposed upon the commission 
which relates to the allotment of the lands in severalty to the 
Indians was not meant to be final, but in the hasty ré that I 
have been able to give it I do not see why it is not final, lan- 
guage is that when the roll of citizens is complete— 
the President of the United States shall, at his discretion, order said com- 
missioners to proceed to allot the occupancy of all the lands of a neticg 
susceptible of allotment among the citizens thereof as shown by said = = 

as be ust and equitable considerin at and 
tility of oi Loan and” value of same, etc. Mego! 


to 
fe 

The verb “allot” means to give partitively, to distribute, to as- 
sign to the individuals of a class their respective shares in a com- 
mon piece of 
seems to me the word “ allot” is complete of itself. It is not a 
provisional thing. An allotment of land, unless there are words 
of limitation, means a final allotment, it seems tome. I sub- 
mit, with entire deference to the Senator from Connecticut, that 
if yy is language limiting the word ‘‘ allot” I have not - 


t. 
Mr. PLATT. If the language is not sufficient the inten- 
tion of the committee was to leave the matter nes to 
pass upon. It is provided that— 
shall make full report thereof to the Becretary of the Interior ter is approval. 
It is also provided that— 
All reports made by the commissioners shall be submitted by the Secretary 


of the Interior to Congress. 

Perhaps the is not sufficiently full there to make it 
absolutely hayes uestion that it is submitted to Congress for 
Congress to deal with the plan thus submitted by the commis- 
sioners and the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. GRAY. That may be. 

Mr. PLATT. If the language is not complete, it can easily be 
altered to conform to the opinion of the committee. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to 
ask the Senator from Connecticut one question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

oe a me 
ou e believes gress e ju power 0: an 
allotment of land to these Indians? 

Mr. PLATT. I do believe it has, and I am very much inclined 


rsons of African descent aforesaid who may be entitl 


to believe that it is a power which it can not delegate and can only | the 


appoint the commission an agent to formulaie a plan to be sub- 
tted to Congress for its action. I doubt very much whether 
- oo = + see can make an ne ee 
e land exce mgress acting directly u 
Mr. GRAY. Ye does not make an difference for the 
ent on the proprie 


of my ar ty 0 
yale whe er the allotment is to be final or not. I will only say 
eee ne ee ene 
the quantal ox sear tvs been as he said it was 
and as it dou was, by the committee, here in a most impor- 
tant particular he is not quite sure that the 


has been uate to 
an wena ie 
final. AsI said a while ago 


the Seeseiies of a ae 
ment can oo 
Mr. MILLS. ill catlenio ten 
to adjourn? 
Mr. GRAY. In one minute I shall be through, 


rty. That is all you can make out of it, It | Se 
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Not only is it general legislation on this account, but it is >... 
eral tegiaiadion on another and distinct ground. In my .) on 
it repeals the public law of the United States. It repe.|. ;),, 
solemn treaties entered into by the United States with these |)... 
tribes, and those treaties have been declared by vart 
to be the supreme law of the land. In undertaki ake th 
roll of citizenship by the instrumentality of these commiss\,))..., 
we would directly te a solemn treaty ratified by an agro yon; 
made more than once with these tribes, the last time in 1s: },, 

t now resident, or whio inay 
ts, Cherokee Nation, and who ayo 
ized as citizens of the Cherokee Nation by the cons: i: 1:1... 
au thereof,” and soon. That has been passed uy. |), 
the Court of Claims and passed by the Supreme Court of ths 
United States in the case which I have here, in 117 United stats 
Reports. Ishall only read a sentence from it: 


This action of the t of the Cherokees to deter 
the question of citiaenship hae oe RS ry =e 
the Cherokee Trust Fun 


cases (117 U. S., ), and held to confer yo 
uaive right to determine Tas question of ane ok 


uship 


th the 
If that right has been conferred by treaty upon the Cherokes 
Nation, then surely the 2 tion pee ty this amendment, 
which repeals or treaty right, general legislation 
of the most violent character. It is general tion beyond all 
existing law, and upon that 
rr ease should be determined, 
the Senator from Arkansas { Mr, 
ane ae, in to the unhappy condi- 
in the 2 and as to the necessity 
Deferring to his , a8 1 cheerfully do 
in all mai which he has carefully considered and knowing 
how conscientious he is in the performance of his duty here, |e: 
that, notwithstanding that, I have had information from 
gatcuss who have come directly from the Indian Territory, who 
ve lived the Indians, which predicates a state of things 
—— contrary to what has been asserted by the Senator from 
Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Delaware permit me to 
are a 
,. . . 
I wish tS what the Senator from Missis- 
the address of one of the mem- 
Dawes Commission, that every committee of cither 


Mr. BERRY. 
Congress which has been sent to the Indian Territory, 
that Mr. Dawes and two other gentiemen who were select«i by 
as a commission, that Mr. 
with three others selected by 
as a second commission, that 
member of every committee of 
sent there to investigate the matter 
made substantially the same report in 
There can be no mistake, | think, on 


President, I would have thought 
by the Senator from Arkansas; 
think I ht to say it, that I have 
who have lived in that country and 
the Indian question, that this mode of 
occupancy in common would be 
terests of the Indians. 

. —— 
; that information may not 
certainly the persons from 
information were sincere and had devoted 

carefully considered the subject. 
If the Senator will allow me, | will 
one of the ns who went 
has 


ved for some years 12 

now and controls abso- 

land, 520 members of the Cherokee 
said that there are thousands 

no land at all—that that man, haves 
things very delightful, and 

that the cone 

very much amus™ if he 

eee 68 acres of land, 

from Arkansas prove 

But I do not feel at liberty— 

not—to give his name with- 

of both these gentlemen. if they 
wherever they were mentioned. 

consider this matter; I want tos the ap 
Committee on Indian Affairs, «' what 

S this matter up and pr ypose & 

it before the Senate, so that 








1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 4271 


















discussed. I do think it most dangerous and 
po Jerious legsation for the United States and for these In- 
dians to have suc far-reaching provisions as are contained in this 
amendment enacted es law as an amendment to an appropria- 
iaeat not had time to consider the amendment. I have only 
seen it this afternoon. What the Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 
PLATT] says may be true, but I do have an opinion now, which 
‘erhaps might be changed by fair examination and discussion, 


at present, in a letter dated as January 3, 1885. I am reading at 
secondhand, but I presume this to be authentic, 

Mr. PLATT. When was it dated? 

Mr. GRAY. January 3, 1885. 

Mr. PLATT. That was before the case was decided on which 
the Senator commented. 

Mr. GRAY. The letter was addressed to the Senate, and used 
the following language: 


















































The right of the Cherokee Nation to control its property is especially guar- 

Puat the amendment if enacted into law will repeal the solemn | anteca by the provisions of article 5 of the treaty ef 1235 aml sutmeqnent 
treaty obligations of this Government with these Indian tribes. treaties. This isespecially the casein the treaty of 1806, as may be seen by arti- 
reat) LATT To what treaty does the Senator refer? cle 16 of that treaty, wherein it is stipulated that the lands to be taken by 
Mr. P ° of 1835 the ent made in the United States to settle nad Indjans on should be paid for at such price 
Mr. GRAY. The treaty and agreem) 8 as the Cherokees and such friendly Indians might agree upon, subject to the 


d recognized by the Secretary of the Interior and by the 
acne! Court of the United States. 
PLATT. The Senator does not claim that there is any 


approval of the President of the United States. The rights reserved to the 
United States are clearly expressed in the several treaties, and the right of 
the United States to control the Cherokee property and prevent the nation 
from having the full and absolute euntrol of the products of these lands is not 


which gives to these nations the right to deter- | even suggested. On the contrary, the Government guarantces, in article 28, 
tae thet San toe he? : : as follows. rs “= 
Mr. GEAT I think there is, and I think it recognizes the | Then it quotes the article. The letter further says: 
right disti 


Their right to occupy and control the possession of such lands and to re- 
ceive the products thereof can not be questioned, and Congress can not inter- 
fere to prevent the cestui que trust from having the usual and natural use of 
the lands so occupied by them. 

Mr. President, that would be going somewhat into the merits, 
and I have only gone so far as is necessary to show the character 
of the legislation proposed by the amendment, that it is general, 
that it comes within the denunciation of Rule XVI, and as such 
is not appro riate upon an appropriation bill. 

Mr. CALL, If there be no objection on the part of anyone, I 
move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before putting the question on the 
motion of the Senator from Florida, the Chair will lay before the 
Senate bills from the House of Representatives for reference. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 7100) to donate eight condemned cannon and 100 
cannon shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Asso- 
ciation of Colorado; and 

A bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and condemned can- 
non balls to U. 8. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic, of Washington, Ind., Department of Indiana. 

The bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (8S. 1368) to revive and reenact the act entitled ‘‘An act 
to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, 
Ark.,” approved March 2, 1891; and 

A bill (H. R. 8313) authorizing the transfer of a cannon from 
the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, Ill., to Grant Park, in 
Galena, Tl. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom Florida [Mr. Cau] 
moves that the Senate adjourn. 

he motion was agreed to; and(at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, April 23, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


ctly. 
r. PLATT. I think not. 

Mr. GRAY. The lands were patented to these Indians in fee 
by the United States. 

Mr. PLATT. To the tribe. 

Mr. GRAY, And full value was given for them. 

Mr. PLATT. I know; but we are talking about their right to 
determine citizenship as aoe a treaty right. ' 

Mr. GRAY. If we patent lands to the Cherokee Nation as a 
body politic, and then undertake to distribute those lands in sev- 
eralty among the members of that nation and take away from 
them the power to determine that membership, it seems to me 
that there we have violated not only the treaty to which I referred, 
but we have violated the obligation, and not only impaired the 
obligation, but =" 

Mr. PLATT. All is to that point, Mr. President, is—and 
I think perhaps I can state it so that the Senator will think it is 
quite as strong as when he bases it upon a supposed treaty pro- 
vision—the Supreme Court decided by an obiter dictum in a case 
where this question was not involved that we had treaties with 
these Indians in a way that they were entitled to be considered 
as a distinct political community. This was the language vf the 
court: 

Our Government, by its treaties with the Cherokees, recognized them as a 


distinct political comune 26 so far independent as to justity and require 
nego ‘ations with them in character. 


From that it has been *nferred that if these Indians are a dis- 
tinct political community they must themselves have the right 
to determine who to that community. It is an inference 
gro out of the wa which we have treated them. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from Delaware allow me to ask 
the Senator from Connecticut a question? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. VILAS. Does the Senator from Connecticut recognize 
that it is now the law that the right to determine the citizenship 
bes is vested exclusively in the 
authorities of those tribes, especially in their judicial tribunals? 


Mr. VILAS. The Senator does not recognize it? 

Mr. PLATT. 1 do not it. Lam aware that the In- 
terior Department has said this decision of the Supreme 
Conran I have read the only words in it which refer to this 
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Mr. ane a aE: 
gue hol a Tn Retiecinieg thes cont reintiog to the WEDNESDAY, April 22, 1896. 
: fund and asto ‘was the character of thecession, whether | The House met at 12 0’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
tana the to the nation and divested the interests | Henry N. Coupen. 
the nation, whether it gave the nation the title | The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
The than the members of it, the court made use of ge | proved. 
Me i. the inference has been drawn. ELECTION CONTEST—GOODWYN VS. COBB. 
tation of oe , but it ise in The SPEAKER. When the House adjourned yesterday it had 


voted by yeas and nays upon the resolution which the Clerk will 
now read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Albert T. Goodwyn was elected a member of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress as the Representative of the Fifth Congressional district of the 
State of Alabama at the election held in said district on the 6th day of No- 
vember, 1894, and is entitled to the seat in the Fifty-fourth Congress as such 
Representative. 


The SPEAKER. No quorum appearing on the vote taken yes- 


terday on this resolution, the vote will be again taken by yeas 
and nays. 
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The question was taken; and there were—yeas 145, nays 55, not 


voting 158; as follows: 


Hartman, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Henderson, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Ind. 
Hill, 


Meredith, 
Meyer. 

er, N.Y. 
Money, 
Owens, 
Pendleton, 
Pri 


ce, 
Richardson, 
Sayers, 
Dinsmore. een 
Ellett, Va. Strait,” 
Elliott, 8.0. Sulzer, 
NOT VOTING—158. 
De Armond, 
Dockery, . 
Dovener, n, 


Downing, 
Fairchild, 
Faris, 
Fenton, 
Fitzgerald 
Fletcher, * 
Pooks, 
Gamble, 
G . 


Grow, 
Hainer, Nebr. 


Me 
Hanly. Meiklejohn, 


Miller, W. Va. 
Milliken, 


Crowley, 
Curtis, owa 
ony 
Fe eioaias dain anes Emncuneed 
e were announced: 
Until further notice: 
Mr. ANDREWs with Mr. MILEs. 
Mr. Wi1son of Ohio with Mr. McKENNEY. 
Mr. Prince with Mr. BaILEy. 
Mr. Ranry with Mr. CowEn. 
Mr. Leonarp with Mr. Berry. 
Mr. Reeves with CaTcHINGs. 
Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. Be. of Texas. 
Mr. MILLER of West Virginia with Mr, Wooparp, 


. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. RoBErtson of Louisiang, 
. WANGER with Mr. WHEELER. 
. Ropryson of Pennsylvania with Mr. Rusk. 
. McCay of Massachusetts with Mr. Maguire, 
. Hoy with Mr. Jones. 
. BARHAM with Mr. CROWLEY. 
. Hatou with Mr. Dz ARmMonp, 
. MozLey with Mr. Layton. 
. SAUERHERING with Mr. ABBOTT. 
Mr. Harner of Nebraska with Mr. Downrna, 
this day: 

Mr. Krerer with Mr. SHaw. 

- Russexx of Connecticut with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 
. PICKLER with Mr. Mosgs. 

. Wituiam A. STONE with Mr. BANKHEAD, 

. HowarpD with Mr. WALSH. 

. Ku.p with Mr. Mappox. 

. Foss with Mr. Russe of Georgia. 

. Brown with Mr. FitzGERALD. 

. LEISENRING with Mr. LocKHART, 

. Huick with Mr. Buck. 

. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. Bartuett of New York. 
. JOY with Mr. CuMMINGS. 

. GROSVENOR with Mr. NEILL. 

. ACHESON with Mr. Sora. 

Mr. DovVENOR with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. BURRELL, Mr. Speaker, I came into the Hall from my 
committee room just after my name was called the secon time, 
I should like to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Under the terms of the rule, the gentleman's 
yote can not now be received. 

Mr. BURRELL. If permitted to vote, I should have voted 


“ ea.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

On motion of Mr. DANIELS, a motion to reconsider the yote 
just taken was laid on the table. 

Mr. DANIELS. I ask that the oath of office be administered to 
Mr. Goodwyn. 

Mr. Albert T.Goodwyn presented himself, and was duly quali- 
fie& by taking the oath prescribed by law. 


DELEGATE FROM ALASKA. 


Mr. SCRANTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
ore bill (H.R, $896) providing for the election of « D 
e .R. providing for election of a Delegate 
from the District of Alaska to the House of Representatives of the 
viThe SPEAKER. "Is there objection to th 
ere O e present consideration 
of this bill? . 
Mr. PICKLER. I shall have to object. 
Mr. CRISP. I must — unless some explanation be given. 
a to know tee — holding this’ en out in 
an or is proposed election. 
Mr. PI . I would like to inquire of the gentleman in 
charge of this matter if he expects this bill to take up any con 
siderable time? If so, I will be compelled to object to it. 
Mr. SCRANTON, I am sure it will not occupy more than 4 


half hour. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Scarcely that long; a quarter of 
of an hour would be ample. 
Mr. PICKLER. If there can be an agreement that the gentle 
man will call the previous question in an hour I will be content. 
phon to up this pension bill for a long time, and 
I want to have the of way. 
Mr. SCRANTON. It will not take a half hour. : 
Mr. PERKINS. Ido notknowaboutthat. I would like tosay 
som: about this matter 
a Is there to the request of the get 
tleman from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. CRISP. There is, Mr. Speaker, unless we have som¢ 
[have already referred to. 
I will be perfectly willing, if the gentleman 
to explain this matter— 
I want to know whether they hat? 
election, whether there 
an election, a0 
to be accomplish 


there is nothing before the Hou 
withheld his objection, 1 & 
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EAKER. The Chair understands that there is objec- 

on a tleman from Texas [Mr. CocKRELL] a 

Mr UCRANTON. I understood the objection was withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will again submit the request of 

the gentleman. Is there objection to the present consideration of 

the bill relating to the election of a Delegate from Alaska? 
Mr 


_CRISP. There is, Mr. Speaker, without some satisfactory 


explanaema 
SPEAKER. Thatsettlesit. — 
The gentleman from Texas is recognized. 


GREER COUNTY, OKLA. 


COCKRELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
anne consideration of the bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and 
provide for the government of Greer County, Okla., and for other 


PUPSPEAKER, The bill will be read, subject to the right of 


objection. 
he bill was read, as follows: 
enaci , That the oe of the Territory of Oklahoma bounded 
b nS once of the Red River and the State of Texas, heretofore known 
= Greer County, Tex. and the same is hereby, established as Greer 
County of O} wi m as the county seat. The governor of 
Oklahoma shall with a t for said county the same officers as are 


lahoma, who shall have’the same 


ties, receive the same compensation, and hold office until their 

eee ‘Sal provided by the 1 ture of Oklahoma. All provisions 

of law ap’ to the tion and government of counties in Okla- 
applicethwith be by the 


prover officers thereof to said Greer 
ity, the intention reer ta for the other counties of Oklahoma, “All ay~ 
reer as for other coun o ma. ap- 
oo a shall be made from persons, having the other 
uired by law, who were on March 16, 1896, bona fide resi- 
re eerigtien heretofore belonging ts Greer County, 
retofore r County, 
-* il cicteisisetion of the public business thorect is herely; 
Greer County, Okla., and the officers 
take immediate charge and custody thereof. 
actions of every kind in or before the sev- 
= =n oO bya ARR Da ae 
cers n le autho! courts an 
Sot ese or of the Territory of Oklahoma, and the courts 


: 
f 


Territory having ju on of similar matters shall make and issue 
Si heceell writs we Fn to enforce the orders, decrees, and final judg- 
ments of said courts and officers of Texas. 

Sec.3. That all suits which were pen in the several courts of said Greer 
County, Tex.,on March 16, 1896, as shown by the dockets thereof, shall be en- 
tered upon the dockets of the courts of Oklahoma having jurisdiction of like 
cases, and the same shall proceed as if they had been brought in said courts of 
Oklahoma. Where an appeal or writ of error has been taken from a judgment 
in any civil or criminal case rendered by any of said courts of Greer County, 
Tex., toany other court of Texas, the judgment of such appellate court shall 
vv upon all parties to such case, and u n the fling of a certified copy 

in the court of Oklahoma having jurisdiction of like cases, it shall be 
the duty of such court to enter the same uponits minutes and proceed in said 
action in all respects as though it had rendered the original judgment therein. 
Allrights in the mentioned in this section shall be determined by the law 
of Texas to the act or transaction involved, and the courts shall 
take j notice of such law for that purpose. When any judgment 
affirmed | such appellate court provides for a eng such im- 
prisonmen shail be in such place as the proper court of Oklahoma shall desig- 
nate. 

Seo. 4. That all records, penton, ont files of any of the courts and officers 
mentioned in section 2 of this act be preserved and eps by the proper 
courts and officers of Oklah and they, or certified copies thereof, shall 
be com: evidence. All itten con conveyances, mortgages, or 
other which have been heretofore filed or recorded in said 
ens County, in conformity with the laws of Texas, shall be held and con- 


filed or recorded, and it shall not be necessary 


Committee on the Judiciary recommend the adoption of 


! 
i 
i 


e 
| 


linsert the following: 
in said county become the property of the 
which the same are situated.” 
word “ mortgages,” insert the word “liens.” 


titles, and esta é conveyed, limited, encumbered, 
any contract, lien, conveyance, mortgage, or other 


meee co Seren. of on court of Texas of 7 
ta of said courts, civil and criminal, prior 
the same force and effect in all secgocts 

of the territory of the oie 
y 


iE 
! 


i 
HL 
p 


wise 


or in any 





date been lawfully ced 
with a reservation and ratification of ell existing 
according to the laws of Texas.” 

it, this bill simply provides 
the eee of Greer, which by a decision 
Court has been not to belong to the State of 
Texas, in which it was formerly included, but to Oklahoma, and 


this 

lw a &@ county organization and government under the 
"HENDERSON, Simply clothing it with its proper 
in Oklahoma; that is all. oe 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, and the amend- 
ments recommended by the Committee on the Judiciary were 


to. « 
ir. FLYNN, Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer another amend- 
The SPEAKER. The amendment will be read, 
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fect the text of the bill. 


ment is adopted. 
appointing power and confirmed the present officials in office. 


for continuing the present officials in office? 
that such an amen 
the Judiciary? 


man from Oklahoma. 


manner can not amount to the appointment of a new one. 
that there is some question about that amendment, and would 
have made the objection at the time if I had heard it read. 


question had been settled by the Judiciary Committee. 





4273 








The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “seat,” in line 7 of section 1 of the bill, down 
to and including the word “ Oklahoma,” in line 12, and insert: 


“The present county officers of said county shall be continued in office until 
the first Tuesday of November, 18%, or until the successors are elected and 


qualified at an election to be held on said first Tuesday in November, 1896, as 
provided in the laws of the Territory of Oklahoma.” 


Mr. HENDERSON. Thatis all right. It simply applies to the 


persons now holding office in that county. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FLYNN. I desire now, Mr. Speaker, to offer another 
amendment to perfect the text of the bill, an amendment ren- 
dered necessary by the adoption of the amendment just passed upon, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 2, strike out all after the word “ Oklahoma,” in line 17, down to 


and including the word “ county,” in line 21. 


Mr. BAILEY. I would like to ask, Mr. Speaker, what will be 
the effect of that amendment? I presume it can only be ascer- 
tained by a statement or by rereading the bill. 

Mr. FLYNN. The object of the amendment is merely to per- 
As at present drawn the bill reads: 

All appointments herein provided shall be made from persons, having the 


other qualifications required by law who were on March 16, 1896, bona fide 


residents within the territory now erected into said county. 


These are the words which will be stricken out if the amend- 
The previous amendment did away with the 


is is now surplusage in the bill, owing to the adoption of that 


amendment. 


Mr. BAILEY. What amendment has been adopted providing 
Do I understand 
ent was reported from the Committee on 


Mr. FLYNN. No, sir— 
The SPEAKER. It was an amendment offered by the gentle- 


Mr. BAILEY. I did not hear it; and, Mr. Speaker, I seriously 


doubt the power of the House to appoint the officers in that Ter- 
ritory. 


Mr. FLYNN. We do not appoint; we only confirm those al- 


ready in office. 


Mr. BAILEY. The confirmation of an existing official in this 
I think 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand when 


that amendment was read that it attempted to confirm in office 


the persons who now hold officein that county. I understood this 


This bill, 
in the main, as read by the Clerk, was prepared by the Attorney- 
General and by the Secretary of the Interior. I concur in the 


opinion of my colleague [Mr. BaILEy], that Congress has no power 


to make the appointment. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest, as an easy way out, that my friend 
from Oklahoma [Mr. FLYNS] ask unanimous consent to recon- 
sider the amendment that has been adopted, and then to withdraw 
both amendments. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I desire, first, in justice to myself 
and the House, to make a statement. The remarks which have 
been made would seem to indicate that I had offered an amend- 
ment here which did not meet with the approval of certain gentle- 
men. Thegentleman from Texas [Mr. COCKRELL] has represented 
Greer County in this House in the last Congress and in this. B 
a decision rendered on the 16th day of last March, in a suit pend- 
ing between the United States and Texas to determine who should 
control and own Greer County, the decision was rendered in be- 
half of the United States. By that decision Greer County, owing 
to the act of 1890, became a part of the Territory of Oklahoma. 
Greer County has been electing its county officers the same as arty 
other county in the State of Texas. 

The bill as reported provided that the governor of the Territory 
of Oklahoma should make new appointments of officials in that 
county. I did not think it would be just to those people who had 
been elected that that recommendation should be approved by 
Congress. So that, in order to show the people of that county 
that we had no desire to interfere with their county officers that 
they had elected, I have offered thisamendment. Let me say here 
that there is no politics in this in my favor. Greer County, Il am 
informed, has 700 votes, and I understand that 35 of them are 
Republicans, so that there is no danger of confirming any Repub- 
licans in office by this amendment. But I do say, in justice to 
those le who have been elected to those offices, it is but right 
they A om d serve out their terms until next November, when the 
general election in Oklahoma will give them authority to elect 
whomsoever they see fit. I do object to any governor, no matter 
what his politics may be, being authorized to remove these men 
and appoint new officials in their places. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Oklahoma if he proposes to confirm in office the Democrats who 
are now holding office in this county? 

Mr. FLYNN. I propose to confirm every officeholder who has 
been elected by these people, no matter what his politics may be. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Do you not know that there is hardly a 
Democrat in office in that county? 

Mr. FLYNN. No; I donot know anysuchthing. I knowl am 
told that there are 700 Democratic voters and only 35 Republicans, 
and let me say to my friend from Texas that this amendment is 
acceptable to the gentleman from Texas [Mr.CockRELL] who has 
represented Greer County in this House so long. 

r. CULBERSON,. Then I withdraw all objection to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I want to say this in explanation: As to 
whether these officers are Democrats, Republicans, or Populists, 
my impressions are that they are about equally divided. I know 
that some of them are Democrats and I know that some of them 
are Republicans. 

Mr. FLYNN. Republicans? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Populists; but I think itis nothing but fair 
that those people who have been selected under the laws of Texas 
at an election properly held should hold their offices in preference 
to others to be appointed by the governor. I do not think there 
is any politics in this. I consulted with my colleague [Mr. CuL- 
BERSON] about this before this bill was framed. He told me 
he did not believe that Congress had the authority to pass a Jaw 
contirming these men in office. With that view the bill was 
framed leaving them out. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
FLYNN] asked me if I would t this amendment and I told 
him I would do it most cheerfully, use I think itis just and 


ight. 

ie. LACEY. I may say, in justice to the Attorney-General, 
that the bill introduce = me was drawn by him. He —— 
that hb ;vould recommend the appointment of all those officials, 
and tu’ he thought perhaps that was the best way out of it, the 
way that the bill was originally drawn. I am quite sure that he 
would have no objection to the other form, as it was his intention 
to recommend the ag were of these men over again. 

Mr. BAILEY. r. Speaker, I have no desire to detain the 
House over this matter. 


The amendment of Mr. FLYNN was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was snes read the third time, and . 


On motion of Mr. COC 
vote was laid on the table. 


GREER COUNTY LANDS, OKLAHOMA. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call up the bill H. R. 
7945, which is another branch of the same matter. We have just 
disposed of one pony and we might as well dispose of the other 
while the House the subject before it. 

Mr. PICKLER. How long will this take? 

Mr. LACEY, It will not take longer than the other bill. The 
House has the facts before it, and the subject will not have to be 
gone over again. This is the land bill; the other was the govern- 
ment bill. At first the whole matter was proposed as one bill, 
and then afterwards divided into two parts before it was intro- 
duced. We have just one part, and this is the other part. 
“ Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman move the previous ques- 

ion? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit it to the House for 
unanimous consent if the gentleman sends up the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 7045) to provide for the entry of lands in Greer County, Okla., to 
give preference rights to settlers, and for other purposes. 

Be it enacted, etc., That every person of the age of 21 years 
a femily, ve March 16, 1 was a bona fide occupant of land within the 
territory established as Greer County, Okla., shall be entitled to continue his 
occupation of such land with improvements thereon, not exceeding 160 acres, 
and shall beallowed six months’ preference right from the of this act 
within which to initiate his claim thereto, and shall be enti to perfect 
title thereto under the provisions of the homestead law, upon payment there- 
for, at the rate of $1 per acre, to be paid in five equal annual payments, at the 
expiration of five years from the date of entry, except that such person shall 
receive credit for ail time during which he or those under whom he claims 
shall have Seay oon the same prior to March 16, 189€.- Every 
such shall also have right for six months prior to all other per- 
sons to purchase at the like rate and upon the same terms of payment at the 
time of his homestead entry, any additional land of w in 
actual on on March 16, 1896, not exceeding 160 acres, which, prior to 
said date, shall have been cultivated or improved by him, or those under whom 
he claims. Whea any person entitled to a homestead or additional 
above provided, is the head of a family, and though still living, shall not take 
such homestead or additional land, within six months from oe paseaae of 
this act, any member of such over the age of 21 years, other than hus- 
band or wife, shall succeed to the t to take such homestead or additional 
land for three months longer, and any such member of the family shall also 
have the right to take, as before wited. any excess of addi land 
actually cultivated or improved prior to March 16, 1896, above the amount to 
which such head of the family is enti not to exceed 160 acres to one 
perece thes taking ca a member of such family, upon like payment of $1 per 

in case of the death of any settler who actually established residence and 


ho y 
made improvement on land in said Greer County prior to March 16, 1896, the 


ELL, a motion to reconsider the last 


APRIL 22 


may 


entry shall be treated as my yey at the time the residence was .<; 
| ome So sections 2201 and of the Revised Statutes shall be app 
thereto. 

Any person entitled to such homestead or additional land shal] ha,.. , 
right during twelve months from the passage of this act to remove «|! 
and improvements he may have on land not taken by him. 

Sec. 2. t all land in said county not occupied, cultivated, or in 
as provided in the first section hereof, or not incinded within the |; 
any town site or reserve, shall be subject to entry to actual settlers . 
der the provisions of the homestead law, upon payment of $1 per aci: 

Sxc. 3. That in the acquisition of land as provided in this act, the 
and boundaries heretofore adopted oe settlers in said county sha 
served as near as practicable, and no land shall be taken in anirregi),, 
when it can be fairly avoided. 

Sec. 4. That when See plat covering lands in said county, 10: 
ing 640 acres, shall have n madeand lotsimproved according the: 
to March 16, 1896, the Secretary of the Interior shall adopt said p\:: 
persons who have made or own such improvementsshall be entitle : 
patents for said lots, upon payment refor at the rate of re per 
cluding streets, in such manner as shall be fixed by rules and rey), 
the Interior Department. Any land covered by such town plat re:mainiy> 
undisposed of for the period of one year after the sage of this act. a 
involved in contest or controversy, shall be srbject to sale to the | 
bidder for cash, under such rules as the Secretary of the Interior ; 
scribe, at not less than $10 per acre, incl streets. The genera! jy 
sions of the town-site laws of the United States are hereby made aj)))\\.-4 


ty. 
law would otherwise belong to « 
be taken under the provisions of this 
te other lands for schoo! pur. 
6 and 36 are reserved for sehool 
to Oklahoma. 
h 1896, are occupied for church 
, or other charitable or v: juntary purpoves, not for profit’ 
acres in each case, shall be paten to the proper author. 
charge thereof, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of 
the Interior shall establish, upon payment of the Government price therefor, 


excep for 
8 be # land office established at Mangum, in said county 


ec. 8. That any law hereafter passed releasing claimants from, or extend 
. 5 ie Sees pe permeee gag in Oklahoma, shall have like force and 
Sxc. 9. That the provisions of this act shall apply only to Greer County 
oe ene eT eee peer eee of this act, applyir 
Src. 10. ‘That this act shall take effect from rome and approval. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I want to make an inquiry. | 
notice in the amendments rted by the committee that thes 
lands are to be taken, altho as to part of them, I understand 
there is some claim by the iodien upon them, without any pay- 
ment to the Government. Now, if it should bedecided that these 
Indians have a claim—although I am assured there is no founia- 
tion for such a claim—would not the claim come upon the Treas- 


ury? 

“Mr. LACEY. That involves the old Chickasaw and Choctaw 
dispute that was discussed very thoroughly by mee Yongr 
The committee reported in favor of making land free, because 
this House hasalready by an almost unanimous vote declare! for 
free homes for all Oklah ; and these men who have settled on 
these lands have as meritorious a claim to free homes as anyone in 
7 of Oklahoma. 

r. DINGLEY. But would it not be possible, if this bill were 
passed, that the Government might have to meet some claim of 
the Indians, if it was decided in their favor? 

Mr. LACEY. Whatever we do with this land in making ita 
part of Oklahoma there is a probability that the Indians will ask 
for some further compensation from the United States. Th y 
have asked it in reference to the lands elsewhere, and no dovbt 
they will ee ae ee jocleaemenes pee in his 
message to Congress ey no valid claim, and 
the Secretary of the Interior, Mr. Noble, concurred in that state- 
ment. A claim will be asserted, I presume, but the validity ! | 
is another matter. Now, that is not involved in the question !- 
fore the House. The House determined that homesteads in 
Oklahoma should oe free, this bill is in harmony with the 


bill ae ao favor of free homes in Oklahoma. 
ac D eh But in crea se there is no Indian claim, 
and here possibly there ma: an ian claim ; 
Mr. LACEY. _ old Ginbues 2 000 acres were bought 
and made free; the balance of it was ht and paid for and not 
made free; and this bill is in harmony with the former «\1 \! 


the House 
tion to this in order that the House 


, 
‘> 


Mr. DINGLEY. I call 
may understand in ing this bill, with the amendments wo: 
have been reported, that w claim the Indians may be prove 
to have in these lands, if any, the Government must step in #04 
pay for it and give away the land. 

. LACEY. A portion of the land would be given away. «0 
a portion of it not be. I yield to the gentleman from (i 
homa [Mr. ie 

Mr. FLYNN, . 2 , Greer County, as I stated whet 
the Oklahoma bill was up, without an itional legislation 
from Congress, would be free. It stands to-day, if there » any 
es land t subject to entry free, with the ere iad 
the land-office fees, The law of 1890, giving Oklahoma Term” 
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, provided that the land affected should be open to 
Seeman free and without cost, and then provided 


ding between Texas and the United States 
should be in favor of the United States the same law 
should apply. So that there is no fon of existing law in this 
pill. Itis merely giving them the benefit of the law that they are 
entitled to on the statute book, and it would take some very posi- 
tive action on the part of this House before the ee le in Greer 
County would be > to pay any more than land-office fees. 

Mr. DINGLEY. bill as origi y introduced provided for 
the paymentof adollar anacre. This seems to be an afterthought. 

M, FLYNN. The bill as introduced would change existing 
law, and compel the people of Greer County to pay for land when 
the existing law provides oe shall have it for nothing. Now I 
yield to the from Texas. 

Mr. Let me make a statement to the gentleman 
from Maine in reference to that matter. That bill was originally 
drawn at the instance of a gentleman—Mr. Brown—who came 
here to t the eof Greer County. You will under- 
stand that these e in Greer County for years have been un- 
der serious jon as to what would be the result of this 
suit, what would become of their rights in the event the 
land should go to the Federal Government. Many of these par- 
ties had been on the land for ten years without being able to ac- 
quire any title from Texas. ing the time that the lands were 
in controversy Texas did not sell them to anyone. The settlers 
had gone into that territory by virtue of the right of Texas over 
that territory, by a provision that it is useless to state here; and 
they told Mr. Brown, their representative here, that they wanted 
this question settled and their rights determined somehow or 
other d this Co: ; and he went and consulted the Attor- 
ney-Gen and the issioner of the General Land Office in 
reference to this matter. They told him that they thought these 

ple ought to pay for their homes, for the reason that the Choc- 

Ww nd Ouieheapawr Indians were setting up some claim to the land. 

Now, — that a may be, it en eens by 
committees of Congress, by a good many able lawyers, an a 

ious Administration, and all of them have found that the In- 
Seams hate no or title to Greer County under any circum- 
stances; and it is true that these settlers were willing to pay 
a dollar an acre for that land, they agreed to that under the im- 
ression that unless they did so they might forfeit their rights by 
y. Asthechairman of the Committee on Public Lands knows, 
— to that bill. I told the Secretary of the Interior 
of the Land Office that no bill should pass 

through this House if I could help it that did not give those people 
free homesteads in common with the other people of Oklahoma, 
because I believed that was just and right, and while they might 
have agreed to pay for the land, they had so agreed under the im- 
§ if ight be deprived of their rights 

the future. Consequently this bill was changed at the instance 


that if the suit 


of the from Oklahoma and —_ We agree upon 
this subject. We as to what the rights of these people are. 
He is now their tative. I have been, and I know all 


about the character conditions of that region. It is a desert 
country, and I tell you that a man who makes a home in that 
wind district secures but a very meager erteepen which 
tosupport himself and his family. I hope this bill will pass, doing 
justice to those , With the amendments that have been pro- 
—— to and recommended unanimously by the com- 
Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. Speaker, I wish simply to say a word 
concerning the hearings that took place before the Public Lands 
Committee in relation to the character of this land. It wasstated 
tlemen who well knew that the character of the land 
semiarid, that crops are not raised there regu- 
that the lands are worth little if anything. 
it by some of the committee that a man who 
to live on those lands ought to bave a pension 
required to pay anything forthem. (Laughter. | 
. But that is not the —— question 
way lands that bel the United States or 
Indians? If lands belong to the 
they may be such as the gentleman de- 
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The gentleman may rel —— it that whether 

the Indians or not, the C1 ot nega at some 
y o ans. 

5S been the policy of the Government, 

bought from the Indi or not, to throw 

= open to settlement, and it seems 

and made 


si 


to me that the people who 
homes there not to 





be disturbed or required to pay when other settlers in the same 
region do not have to pay. 

Mr. BAILEY. The effect of this bill, and the only effect of it, 
will be to give the settlers whatever title the United States may 
now have, and if the Indians were to establish their right to these 
lands they would take them froma both the settlers and the United 
States, and the United States would be under no legal or moral 
obligation to reimburse these people, it having given them the 
land originally. I believe, although I am not familiar with the 
public-land laws, that the United States Government never war- 
rants the title to land, and of courseif there is no warranty of 
title there can be no legal obligation. I will ask the chairman of 
the Committee on Public Lands whether I am correct in saying 
that the United States never warrants the title to lands. ja 

Mr, LACEY. I think the gentleman is correct in that: but in 
this case the United States first had a perpetual lease of these 
lands for the purpose of allowing Indians to settle upon them. 
Subsequently additional contracts were made by various Indian 
tribes, and lands between the ninety-eighth meridian and the one 
hundredth meridian, instead of being leased, were sold outright to 
the United States. The Indians say, however, that that was done 
with a verbal understanding that the lands were to be part of the 
Indian Territory, for occupation only by Indians, and on the basis 
of that understanding they have made a claim, what is known as 
the Chickasaw and Choctaw claim, about which there was so much 
controversy in a previous Congress. They do not claim that they 
own the lands, but they hold that they have some sort of claim to 
them in equity owing to the United States undertaking to use them 
for other oe than to settle Indians upon them. 

Mr. BAILEY. Of course Greer County belonged to the United 
States all the time. That is the decision of the court. It is also 
true that the act which established the Territory of Oklahoma 
included Greer County within that Territory, exempting it, how- 
ever, from the operation of the act until the question of owner- 
ship could be decided. Now, if Congress requires these settlers 
to pay for these lands, would it not be true that they would be 
compelled to take their lands under different and harder condi- 
me _ the other residents of Oklahoma Territory have taken 
theirs 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly; but that was an exceptional 
—_ . Has there ever been a case where the Government has 

ought lands from the Indians and then opened those lands up to 
homestead settlement without payment? . 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes. The United States has always done so. 
That has been the almost uniform course of procedure. There 
was no other policy until recent years. Old Oklahoma was pur- 
chased from the Indians and then opened up free to settlers. 

Mr. SAYERS. With the permission of the gentleman from 
Iowa, I wish to ask him a question bearing directly on the one 
asked by the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dinatry]. Is it not 
true that the Government has paid large prices for public lands, 
and in opening them to settlement has either given those lands 
away in the shape of homesteads or has sold them for a smaller 
price than it paid for them? 

Mr. LACE In some cases that is true. I tooka great deal of 
pains in preparing the Oklahoma report to ascertain the facts of 
this question, and I found that in this matter the Government is 
not behind verymuch. Inthe aggregate it has gained enough on 
the sale of public lands to offset in large part such losses as the 
gentleman refers to. 

Mr. SAYERS. If that be true, does it not follow that it would 
be an injustice to the people of Greer County, situated as they 
are, to refuse to them these lands with the same privileges and on 
like conditions that have been given to other communities not so 
well entitied? 

Mr. LACEY. Much of Greer County is as undesirable home- 
stead lands asthe country contains. The land is largely arid, and 
whatever these settlers may be compelled to pay will of course 
operate as a great hardship upon them. They should be put, per- 
haps, in thesamecategory with the settlers in old Oklahoma. The 
lands of old Oklahoma were bought from the Indians and paid 
for and then homesteaded free of charge. It was new Oklahoma, 
including the Cherokee Strip and the additional purchases made 
by the Government, where settlers were required to undergo all 
the requirements of the homestead law and pay for the land after- 
wards. The bill as originally drawn in this case at the Attorney- 
General’s Office provided that in case the Oklahoma free-home 
bill should pass, these men should have the same benefits as set- 
tlers under that bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And this bill gives them those privileges. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes, sir; and without waiting the determination 
upon the Oklahoma bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
not the bill pass? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. 


We seem to be all agreed. Why should 
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Mr. LACEY. I desire to offer two formal amendments to the 
amendments reported by the committee. I ask that they be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the amendment by picSiing 
age of 21 years or the head of a famil 
homestead laws of the United States. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LACEY. Now I ask that the other amendment to the 
amendment be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 5, in section 4, strike out, after the word “ by,” the words “ the 
laws of the Territory of Oklahoma" and insert the word “law.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendments of the committee as amended were adopted. 

Mr. LACEY. I now yield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. McRag}. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say a few words. Iam 
in favor of the amendment which allows homestead entries to be 
made in Greer County free of cost except office fees, and I think 
it unnecessary to discuss that question. I wish, however, to put 
upon record in this connection an emphatic denial that the In- 
dians have any right or title to or interest in the lands in Greer 
County. If any such right should ever be asserted, it will be 
enya upon such suggestions as have been introduced into 

his discussion this morning: The inquiries and indirect admis- 
sions that have been made here may suggest to the Indian lob- 
byists who fill our corridors from day to day and from year to 
year a basis for the pretense that the Indians have some sort of 
claim to these lands. Sir, the Indians never occupied Greer 
County; they have no rights there and have never had, and, so 
far as I am concerned, I believe it is the judgment of the House 
that they never can establish any right to those lands. I insist 
that we should not do or say anything that will countenance or 
recognize the idea that there is any foundation for such a claim. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to say just one word. 

Mr. LACEY. I yield to the gentleman one minute. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Just one word in response to what has been 
said by the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. McRar]. Ihave lived 
on that border for — years, and can say that noone there 
has ever heard of a Choctaw or Chickasaw Indian laying any 
claim to Greer County until within the last few years, when the 
Government began to make some trades, and some lawyer lobby- 
ing around here got up a scheme to make the Government pay 
the Indians for Greer County in the event that the Government 
should recover it from the State of Texas. That is the history of 
the whole matter. 

Mr. DOCKERY. In other words, those claims have been made 
by white Choctaws and Chickasaws? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. I now call for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and it was accordingly read the tuird time, and 


out, in line 3, pase 1, the words “ of the 
¥ “and inserting “ qualified under the 


passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills eee 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill ( 2587) 
—_ a pension to Sarah E. Boyd; when the Speaker sign 

e same, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. 2508) to establish customs ports of delivery at Puebio, 


ory and Leadville, Colo.; 

A bill (S. 2593) granting to the American Invalid Aid Society 
of Boston, Mass., the abandoned Fort Marcy Mili Reserva- 
tion, in New Mexico, for the purpose of a national sanitarium for 
the treatment of pulmonary : 

A bill (8. 1865) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank 
of the State of Connecticut; and 

A bill (8. 559) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O'Reilly. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bill and joint resolution of the following titles; in 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (H. R. 8318) auth e er of a cannon from 
the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock Island, Ill., to Grant Park, in 
Galena, Ill.; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to — for the Fn ne distri- 
bution of the publication enti essages and Papers of the 


Presidents. 
The m also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment the following concurrent resolution: 
Resolved by the H Representat. Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 10,00 additional copies of Bulletin No if of the Othice of . 
ment Stations of the De t of Agriculture, entitled Hand of 
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Experiment Station Work, of which 2,000 copies shall be for the use of ;} 
members of the Senate, 4,000 copies for the use of members of the Hous. a 
Representatives, and 4,000 copies for the use of the Secretary of Agricu}t , re. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to th, 
amendment of the House of resentatives to the bill (8. 2557) 
granting a pension to Sarah E. Boyd. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, GRANT PARK, GALENA, ILL, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the amendment of the Sen. 
ate to the bill (H. R. 8313) on transfer of a cannon 
from the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock d, Il., to Grant Park 
in Galena, Il. . 

The SPEAKER. TheClerk will report the Senate amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

.. Aap by striking out, in line 16, after the word “infantry,” the words 


an inscription ‘ mted to the sovereign State of South 
Carolina in commemoration of the 20th day of December, 1860, by citizens 
abroad.’’ 


Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of 
the gentleman from Illinois and of the House to the phraseology 
of this bill, which seems to be peculiar in this, that it devolyes oy 
the Secretary of War the necessity of making the transfer. [t js 
true that there are words affixed to the bill to prevent the Goy- 
ernment from bearing any of the ——— but in matters of this 
kind usually we have been in the habit of providing in terms that 
the expense of the movement or delivery of the guns shall be paid 
by the post or the association es them, the Government 


incurring no ——— of the er. 
Mr. HITT. e people there are pre to pay all the ex- 


pense at once, and only desire the gun to be transferred under the 
a of the Secretary of War, as the facilities are at hand, 
They will meet the necessary expense. 

© amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

MEDICAL COLLEGES, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

The SPEAKERalsolaid before the House theamendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 5488) providing for the incorporation 
and nee of meilical colleges of the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. In this case the amendment of the Senate is 
to the title. The Clerk will read the amended title. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill to provide for the incorporation and regulation of medical and dent 
colleges in'the District of Columbia. — 


The amendment to the title was concurred in. 
BRIDGE ACROSS CORPUS CHRISTI CHANNEL. 

The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor 
Terminal Railway pany to construct a bridge across the Cor- 
ee Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings Ship 

nnel, in Aransas County, Tex. 

The Senate amendments were read at length and concurred in. 


DISTRIBUTION OF MESSAGES AND PAPERS OF THE PRESIDENTS. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the amendment of 
the Senate to the joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the 
roper distribution of the publication entitled ‘‘ Messages and 
apers of the Presidents.” 
e Senate amendment was read at length. 
_ Mr. PERKINS. I move that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, CHICAGO, ILL. 


Mr. BELKNAP. Mr. , I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill bay R. 4557) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate two pieces of con- 
demned cannon and four p ds of condemned cannon balls to 
the St. Boniface Union Soldiers’ Monument and Memorial Asso- 
ciation of Chicago, Tl. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it etc., That the of the N: be, and he is hereby, 
cothesteaam directed to cae pen diee of iGeeatereed cannon oad four 
— of condemned cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union Soldiers 

onument and Memorial Association of Iil., for the soldiers’ monu- 
ment now erected in St. Boniface stery. Chicago, Ii.: Provided, That 
the same can be spared without detriment to se and that no expense 
is thereby incurred by the Government. 


tthe T . Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the 
ing no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to 
be e and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BELKNAP, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, LAMBERTVILLE, N. J. 


Mr. PITNEY. Mr. . Lask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6666) granting to Major. A» 
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No. 20, Grand Army of the Republic, of Lambert- 
ville, N. J., 4condemned cannon and 20 cannon balls. 
The 


Angel Post, 


bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, au- 
Be it au “Angel t d isny 


directed to C.A Post, No. 20, @ 
of the Republic, of Lambertville, Nod r 4 condemned cannon and 20 cannon 
or decoration of the soldiers’ monument of said city: Provided, 
the same can be spared without detriment to the service ard that no 
expense is thereby incurred by the Government. 
There no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to 
be engrossed and _ a third time; and it was accordingly read 
third time, an ; 
me motion of Mr. PITNEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


AMENDMENT TO PENSION LAWS. 


. PICKLER. I ask for the regular order. 
- PREIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask present consideration of the 
ill I send to desk. 
vi The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from South Dakota de- 
mand the order? 
Mr. PI . Mr. Speaker, I must demand the regular order. 

I desire to present a privileged report from the Committee on In- 

Pensions. I send to the desk for present consideration the 
bill H. R. 8271, a bill relating to pensions. 

The bill was read at le a 
And then (on motion of Mr. PickLER) the House resolved itself 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
the consideration of the bill, with Mr. Hopxrns in the chair. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. irman, more than thirty years have 
passed since the close of the war for the preservation of the Amer- 

Union—— 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I suggest that the first 
thing in order would be the reading of the bill. 

Several Mempxrs. It has been read. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill was read in the House, but it 
has not been read in the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
first reading in the committee, as it has just been read in the 
House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no objection to that. 


E 


se 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. Is there ob- 
jection? 


There was no objection. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, more than thirty years have 
joined the past since the close of the war for the preservation of 


the American Union. A generation has been born and grown to 
prime and womanhood, who know by experience nothing 
of that great 


contest. 

To this new generation that t struggle is only history. His- 
torical knowledge of war can but faintly approximate actual ex- 
a of the same. To know war one must have been of it. 

o description can approach reality. The men who were soldiers 
the war of the re on on either side are in mature manhood 
d old age, and more than half their number have joined the 
army of the dead. 
than thirty thousand of the Union Army, and doubtless 
relatively as great a number of the Confederate army, went down 

death during the past ae. 
under consideration, entitled ‘‘A bill relating to pen- 
on Invalid Pensions invite your attention 
the interest of the soldiers of that war. 

all over this country a feeling of unrest, 

on concerning the administration of the 
the last few years; claimants for pension 
been 1 delayed in the adjudication of their 
have severely technical; a have 
discontinued and reduced; and much complaint is heard 
pensioners, claimants, and their friends vughout the 


© community is free from these complaints, and thousands of 
have their well-known cases of injustice to pension- 
re peneeams and this injustice has, in a great 
instances, ripened into disgust and in tion. 
is a widespread feeling among the soldiers and their 
friends that oa are entitled to more liberal treatment in the ad- 
of ons than they are receiving. The 
after consideration of this bill in detail, 
een benering that every section will be found 
if 
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future administration of the pension laws, and 
it shall become a law, will greatly facilitate the 


allowance of and allay the fear of the pensioner as to the 
sebastian au dinemrtimnance of bie pension after its allowance. 


The committee has, in the abuses it seeks to correct, confined 
itself to no time or administration, but, of 
the time of the initiation of such abuses, seeks to y the same 


Tt does not add a single new class of pensioners to the pension 
_ but seeks to establish a more liberal construction of existing 
ws. 


_ It will, if it becomes a law, answer a large number of the ques- 
tions and inquiries that come to members of this House. 
PRIOR CONFEDERATE SERVICE. 
The first section of the bill provides— 


That no person otherwise entitled to a pension by virtue of any law of the 


United States shall be disqualified from receiving the same by reason of any 
prior service in the Confederate army or navy during the war of the rebellion, 
nor shall the widow, children, or dependent relatives of such person be de- 


prived of a right to pension by reason of such service: Provided, That no 
pension shall be granted by virtue of this section for disability contracted or 
incurred while aiding or abetting the late rebellion against the authority of 
the United States. : 

Mr. MILES. Will my friend allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. I prefer not to be interrupted. When I get 
through I will be glad to answer any questions I can. I propose 
to take up the bill by sections, and when I get through with that 
I shall be glad to confer with my colleague or any other gentle- 
man who may desire to ask questions. 

The inhibition sought to be removed by this section of the pro- 

od bill is contained in section 4716 of the Revised Statutes, and 
is as follows: 

Sec. 4716. No money on account of pension shall be paid to any person, or 
to the widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person, who in any manner 
voluntarily engaged in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the 
authority of the United States. 

On March 3, 1877, the disqualification was removed as to soldiers 
who afterwards voluntarily enlisted in the Army of the United 
States and incurred or contracted disability or disease while in 
line of duty, and their widows, children, or heirs. 

On March 9, 1878, the inhibition was removed as to survivors 
and widows of the war of 1812. 

On January 29, 1887, it was removed as to survivors and widows 
of the Mexican war. 

July 27, 1892, it was removed as to survivors and widows of the 
Indian wars. 

And on August 1, 1892, the act of March 3, 1877, removing the 
bar as to soldiers, was made applicable to sailors as well. 

It is worthy of special attention that the section under consid- 
eration seeks only to remove the disqualification of a prior service 
in the Confederate army or navy, whereas three of the statutes 
above mentioned refer to and necessarily condone a similar serv- 
ice subsequent to the one by virtue of which the pensioner draws 
a pension. 

he Department of the Interior, under the last Administration, 
laid down the rule that section 4716, Revised Statutes, had no 
application to the law of June 27, 1890, and hence held substan- 
tially as we now provide in this section. 

In the case of George W. Coffey (4 P. D., 285), December 16, 
1890, Assistant Secretary Bussey decided that the fact that the 
claimant served in the Confederate army prior to his enlistment 
and service in the Army of the United States did not impair his 
pensionable status under the law of June 27, 1890, or any other 
act. He says: 

The tlaimant is entitled pe * * * under the act of June 27, 1890, 


if he can prove a service of not less than ninety days, an honorable dis- 
charge. and also that his disabilities are not the result of his own vicious 
i 


In the case of Henry Hayman, decided March 19, 1891, Assist- 
ant Secretary Bussey says: 

The foregoing provision (section 2 of the act of June 27, 1890) expressly 
states that proof of service for ninety days in the naval service of the United 


States during the late war of the rebellion, and of an honorable discharge 
therefrom, shall be sufficient as a basis for invalid penapen under the act of 
June 27, 1890. This provision is made regardless alike of section 4716 and the 
act of March 3, 1877. It is made without reference to any other condition 
than those distinctly named in the act of which it forms a part, and it may 
be added that if there be aught in preceding legislation in conflict with this 


provision it would be held by the Department as repented. in ‘conformity 
with the accepted rules of wanenery construction. The latest expression of 
the legislative will is necessarily the law until the same be amended or re- 
voked. The claim of Hayman must therefore be adjudicated under section 
2 of the act of June 27, 1890, and not in pursuance of section 4716, Revised Stat- 
utes, which has in fact no bearing upon the case. The Government accepted 
Ha as a suitable person for the naval service, and nothing that he had 
done prior to his authoritative admission into the service can invalidate his 
claim for pension under the act of June 27, 1890. 


Again, in the case of Daniel B. Garrison (6 P. D., 289), decided 
March 11, 1893, Assistant Secretary Bussey says that the Depart- 
ment ‘“‘ has universally held this view of the law.” 

But with the incoming Administration came a change of policy, 
and Assistant Secretary Reynolds, in the cases of Bernstine (7 
P. D., 229) and Ozborn (id., 317), decided May 19 and September 
6, 1894, expressly overrules the cases of Coffey, Hayman, Garri- 
son, and all other like cases, thus refusing to allow pensions to 
those who had all the qualifications required by the act of June 
27, 1890, but who had | agin e i served in the Confederacy, and 
thereby overturning the rulings made by his predecessor. The 


from the rolls the 


resent Administration, however, has not stopped with applying 
this rule to claims as such, but has dscyped 
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names of pensioners who were granted pensions under the former 
decisions. 

It seems that this section should become a law. It is not only 
an act of justice to these men who were in the Confederate serv- 
ice and afterwards served in the Union Army, from which they 
were honorably discharged, to give them a pensionable status, 
but isan act of magnanimity on the part of Congress toward 
these men who fought against it, now that thirty years have 
elapsed since the close of the war, that the Government will not 
longer regard their hostility to their detriment. 

The war was not a war cf individuals; it was a war of sections. 
Little individual enmity was ever engendered. The Union sol- 
dier and the Confederate never had a personal grievance against 
each other. They were the same peop e—all proud of the Repub- 
lic they and their fathers had founded and nurtured, all proud of 
the old flag to the v dawn of the conflict. Kindred were 
arrayed against each other, ——_ found themselves opposed, 
friends parted and followed the fortunes of different armies, 
father and son could not agree and raised their hand the one 
against the other. It was a war among kindred upon issues of 
government, hence had naturally little individual resentment. 

I remember during that memorable siege of Vicksburg, while 
ae from the camp of one of the besieging regiments with a 
comrade to trenches nearest the enemy, we traveled under cover 
much of the time, but at occasional points of exposure we were 
advised to pass quickly, to stoop and run, to hurry here and 
hasten there, in order to avoid the deadly and almost instantaneous 
shots of the watchful sharpshooters. Reaching a point where 
the trenches of the two armies were very near together and rais- 
ing a small flag, 8 by 12 inches in size, attached to a small staff a 
little above our trenches, 18 bullet holes were shot through it, 
seemingly in an instant. To expose one’s self on either side meant 
certain woundsor death. Although these men for days and weeks 
s0 watched each other with deadly intent while on duty, when 
2 came they stacked arms, crawled from the trenches, 
talked and bartered in friendly intercourse, conversed as to their 
homes and families, and expressed their hearts’ desire to one an- 
other that the war might soon be over. 

And as the asperities of war have been softened by the lapse of 
three decades and all now bear allegiance to the flag our fathers 
bore, the flag of all of us since the war, it seems fitting that the 
provisions of this section should become a law; and, Mr. Chair- 
man, I am sure that no member of this House will more cheerfully 
vote for its passage than the many Union soldiers on this floor. 

During the present session Congress has passed a law permitting 
persons who served as officers in the Army of the United States 
and afterwards joined the Confederacy to again serve in the Union 
Army. This section seeks merely to extend the benefits of the 
pension laws to persons, or those c ng under them, who would 
otherwise be entitled to a pension but for the fact of a prior serv- 
ice in the Confederate army or navy. 

All soldiers are 
Or should be comrades, even though enemies. 
Our swords when drawn must cross, our engines aim 
While leveled) at each other's heart; but when 
truce, a peace, or what you will, remits 
The steel into its scabbard, and lets sleep 
The spark which lights the matchlock, we are brethren. . 

As to the Fn ne number of claimants who might be granted 
pensions under this section, I have obtained the following authen- 
tic information: 

The records of the War Department show that there were six 
regiments and one independent company of infantry, known as 
United States Volunteers, which were chiefly composed of desert- 
ers from the Confederate army and mers of war, after ha 
taken the oath of allegiance to the United States. The officers o 
these organizations were mostly appointed from the Regular Army 
or from volunteer regiments then in the service, and consequent] 
they should not be taken into consideration in connection wi 
this section of the bill. The enlisted men numbered 5,738, and 
many of them are undoubtedly now drawing pensions for disabili- 
ties incurred in line of duty. 


These were not all the men in the service of the United States | 


bene in the ete ne oor, aa bu 
reco noclew to determining the number. 

probably have been granted and may be granted in the Kare’ 
men who come within the pone ions of section 4716 of the Revised 
Statutes, whose service in the Confederacy has never been’ 

to the attention of the Bureau of Pensions, because for su 
formation the Bureau must depend on the claimants themselves 
to disclose the fact or on other having knowledge of it. 


While this section would add to the pension rolls the names of oz 


& comparatively small number of men who have heretofore been 
held to be pensionable, yet it would also introduce a uniform rule 
to be applied to all claimants, On this point the committee says: 


More than thirty years having since the close of the war. r 
committee are of Fes Ben, peng be Eomasele corplon te 


an . 
and an henorable — Union Army should not be refused a 
pensionable status on account of a prior service in the Confederate army. 


t+ the war is 
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The inhibition has long been removed in the cases of those soldiers \-) 
incurred disabilities in line of duty, and there are diverse rulings ») ;),.. 
subject under the act of June 27, 1890. The distinction between yo), 
and involuntary enlistment has been sought to be made, but we think {) 

of demarcation, as shown by the ons, is rather finely drawn. A uni! 
rule should be matter, and we believe that the compari 
small number of this class who are not already on the pension rolls sh 
given a like chance with the others. 


NO PENSION SHALL BE REDUCED OR DISCONTINUED. 

Section 2 provides: 

Src. 2. That from and after the passago of this act no pension hero: 
granted or which may hereafter be = under the pension laws «) 
reduced or discontinued except for ud, clerical error, mistake of {,,; 
recovery from disability: , however, That nothing herein con(.))).; 

all be construed to entitle any _— to more than one pension. . 
owing more than one pension for the same service, nor to affect or enlar.. ;),, 

nsion rights of widows and others under sections 4702, 4706, and 47): 

vised Statutes of the United States and acts supplemental to and a: 
tory thereof. 

If this section shall become a law it will bring greater peace, 
quiet, comfort, and satisfaction, and toa far greater num)er of 
people, than any other 1 tion that this Congress can possi})|y 
enact. The pensionersall over this land, soldiers, soldiers’ wij, 
and orphans, hundreds of thousands of whom are now in als0)),;. 
dread and fear of the discontinuance of their pensions, will ¢.).\... 
To wives and daughters, to children and grandchildren, wi!) | );is 
provision come with feelings of the deepest gratitude. 

Veterans in all parts of the country who depend on their peu- 
sions to keep them out of the almshouse have during the pa<i two 

ears experienced the greatest solicitude and fearful anxi:ty |-s: 

eir pensions should be discontinued. Thissection will disij,1. 
this fear. It will be a solace to their declining years. It is ju<:, 
it = humane, it is righteous. no ° - 

ese men now average nearly 60 years of age. 16 pension 

roll for some time past has been subjected to the closest scrutiny. 
Hundreds of men have been in the field, and great treasure has 
been expended in seeking to detect and strike from the rol! every 
fraudulent and irregular pension. Impelled bythe desire to verify 
the mistaken declaration of the Chief Executive that thousands 
of neighborhoods had their well-known cases of fraudulent je: 
sioners, the subordinates have scoured the country seckine to 
strike from the rolls the names of soldiers, widows, and orphans. 
In thousands of cases, honest and deserving, this has been wrong- 
fully done, and the pensioners have thus been deprived of 1 
port, as well as humiliated and disgraced in the eyes of their 
neighbors and friends as persons who had been defrauding the 
Government,. 

The presumption, therefore, Mr. Chairman, being conclusive 
that the present pensioners are honestly and rightfully drawing 
their pensions, and as they now a nearly 60 years of age 
they are entitled to the protection of this section, that there siiall 
be no reduction or discontinuance except for fraud, clerical error, 


mistake of fact, or reco from disa ao 5 
ons in this ion upon which a pen- 


Furthermore, the ex 
sion may be suspended or discontinued cover all cases where 
pensions should be suspended or discontinued. And to cal! atten- 
tion to the breadth of the ex and the multitudinons forms 
of deceit covered, thus providing the means of stoppage of any 
dishonest pension that may be discovered, at the risk of quoting 
elementary definitions I desire to refer to the wide latitude still 
extended to the Bureau of Pensions in pursuing the dishonest 
pensioner by giving the breadth and scope of the term ‘‘ fraud.” 

Fraud is to in such endless variety of forms 
and ever colors that a definition of it would appear 
almost useless. Few codes, courts, or text writers hay. ever 
made the attempt. Says Lord Hardwick: 

Fraud is infinite; and were a court of equity once to ey down rules how 
far they would go, and no , in extending their relief against it or to 
define EN ction would be cramped 
and elu by new schemes which the fertility of mans inven 
tion would contrive. 

ae have divided fraud into (1) actual and (2) con- 
structive. 

1, Actual fraud 7 consist in (1) the statement of that whi! 
false—suggestio ; or (2) the concealment of that wiich's 
veri. 
The of actual fraud is deception in someform. W)ir tls 
there is no actual fraud. 
or t is trick, collusion, contrivance, fals» 
or used to defraud another. 
creating a false impression on one’s 0! 


“ ” entation 
by “act saoy bommnan’ either by misre ~ mtation 
2. Constructive can not take advan- 
tage of the act or transaction of without subverting °° 
violating some principle of law or equity or settled rule of )0)! 


He who alleges fraud must always clearly and distinctly pr‘ 
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War is over. Another generation has 





laws may be found in 1 P. 443; 2 ib., 65; 7 ib., 494. _ | appeared, Peace reigns. Mr. Chairman, how blessed to a nation 

‘An example of clerical error or mistake of fact can be found in | is peace. 
the Rudder case (7 P. D., 488). The neighing troop, the flashing blade, 

Considering their age, it is not probable that many pensioners ne St en atte 
now upon the rolls will recover — — re a The din and shout are past. 

i actual recov of course on ald no . Ma ‘ 
over, ne oe Thies pasar oy te ne the pen- The active days of a great majority of that old army are nearing 
sioner who does not recover; as long as the disability exists he a ——— Peace a is their desire; the Government should 

“ ’ " | accord it to them. alf of their number have crossed the great 
pr: Soebinien that a pension shall not be discontinued river; the remainder must soon join their comrades gone before. 
without precedent. We find in the act of June 9, 1880, relative to Op Pere - se econ 
the Navy, the provision that nothing contained in the act shall— And Glory guards with soleenn round 
operate to reduce the rate of any pension which had actually been allowed The bivonac of the dead. 
ihe Oe eae Mor war's witd note, nor glry’s peel 
widows or minor prior : tary of the Shall thrill with fierce delight, 

directed to restore all such ons as have already been 
Interior is hereby 1 poe Prone ph to take effect fron the These: breasts that never mors may feel 
80 youseet to the rate originally gran wed, © effect from The raptures of the fight. 

This is an express provision in rd to naval officers, declar- This section, Mr. Chairman, will afford true peace in this age of 
ing in terms that s shall not be reduced, and it also affords | peace to the living veterans of the war, the widows, and orphans, 
a precedent for is asked in section 3 of the bill by declaring RESTORATION. 
that the of the Interior shall restore pensions that had 


c Section 3 provides that pensions reduced or discontinued by rea- 
already been reduced. Thus the statute affo a direct prece-| son of the late interpretation of the act of June 27 


. > 27, 1890, shall 
dent for sections 2 and 3 of this bill. , upon application, be restored under the provisions of this act. — 

Again, in the law concerning pensions for the Indian wars, we INVESTIGATIONS—FRAUD. 
find I ee a Section 4 peaviaee St = weeeeives ante Tae merits of any 
Sxc. 2. That pensions under monta, pension previously allowed shall be conducted by question and 
ye as ee ange ot this act for and during the natural | snower. Under the present practice the special examiner calls 
A onagew 2 emphatic statute than the one last | U?0™ the pensioner, claimant, or witness, and himself submits in 
od whe it is seovitied om utely that the pensions shall be narrative form the testimony to be examined. It needs no argn- 
aa for the natural life of the pensi the statute taking it | Ment to show that the examiner can easily color the testimony in 
ir the of the Secretary of the Interior to aiecontinue one direction or the other as he may be inclined when he is al- 
the POW This statute, however, is modified in exactly the lowed to examine the witness orally and then commit the state- 
— that we provide in this bill. to wit. that they shall — to writing in narrative form, with his own interpretation 
same manner ‘ . oar a “. and bias concerning the facts sworn to. It is believed that in a 
oe for fraud; the language of the law being as large number of cases the exact meaning of the witness does not, 
. : by this means, reach the Pension Office, and the provision that it 
tee aate aber shai cones ip sete yoy shall be by question and answer will enable the office to under- 
f satisfactory to him that sach name was put upon such roll through | stand just what was asked and what was replied thereto. It will 
ns, and that such person is not entitled to | clearly demonstrate whether the examination was fair and whether 

a pension under 


2 the answers are responsive to the questions put. It will also con- 

So it will be observed that we have the strongest precedent by | form to the examination of witnesses in courts more 

former acts of Congress for what we ask in this bill. ; under the present system. 
By the act of March 18, 1818, concerning Revolutionary soldiers | This rule would closely adhere to the former provision of law 

and their widows, it is provided: as contained in the act of June 21, 1879, in the following words: 
Every commissioned officer, noncommissioned officer, musician, and private | But in no case shall a pension be withdrawn or reduced except upon noti 

soldier, and all officers in the hospital de ent and medical staff who | to the pensioner and a hearing upon sworn testimony, except ms te the ( 

served in the war of the Revolution until the end thereof, or for the term of | tificate of the examining surgeon. 

nine months or longer at any [sere of the war, on the Continental establish- 


nearly than 


thent, every officer, noncommissioned officer, mariner, or The proviso to this section is as follows: 

marine who served for the same time and for like term in the naval service Provided, That when fraud is alleged the ailegations shall be reduced to 
of the United who is yet a resident citizen of the'United States, and | writing and under oath and the person or persons affected thereby shall be 
who is or hereafter, by reason of his reduced circumstances in life, shall be | ¢grnished with a certified copy of the charges made, together with the names 
in need of assistance his country for support, and shall have substan- of the persons making the same and of the witnesses by wl 3 
tiated his claim toa shall receive a pension from the United States; | are to ps sroved at least thirty days prior to such investigatio ; 
if an officer, of $20 month du: life; if a noncommissioned officer, musi- | gation to be conducted at the county seat of the county in w! a 
dun, tartan taeainn, or private xr. of $8 per month during life. ; ae 





3 ep 
Like ‘io ae a, ant the depositions ot petnesees residing outside of said 
wise, under act of March 15, 1828, it is provided that | county sha b ta en as near as may be in accordance W ith the practice of 
certain officers of the army of the Revolution in the Continental | he Bente or Territory in which said witness resides. 
line shall be entitled to a pension ‘‘to continue during his natural This provides a mode of taking testimony where frand is 
life.” | charged. Fraud can not be inferred, but must always be clearly 
Here it will be observed that the pension was granted when, established by the evidence, and there is no reason why a charge 
“ by reduced circumstances in life,” he ‘‘shall be in need of assist- of fraud in a pension case should not be as carefully investigated 
ance from his country for support,” and the pension, when granted, and examined as in a case at law. Fraud should not be inferred 
continued during life. And so this statute, in the strongest lan- against the pensioner, nor should it be found to exist by evidence 
guage , upholds the theory of this bill in taking it out of the which is incompetent to establish the charge or improperly ad- 
power of the Secretary to reduce a pension unless for the causes duced. Under this proviso the pensioner will be fully advised as 
provided in this section to the nature of the charges made, he will have time to secure 
Again, mers of the war of 1812, by section counsel and procure witnesses to rebut the allegations, and it is 
4637 of dered ere it is provided that pensions under believed that thereunder his rights will be fully protected. 
the section shall be at the rate of $8 per month, ‘and Nor is it any hardship to the ¢ sovernment or its agents that they 
shall te paid’te the persons entitled thereto for the term of their | Should proceed to the county seat of the county wherein the pen- 
F 14, 1871. And by act of March 9, sioner resides, and there, after due notice, cx mduct the examina- 
 somrer' Foa place the names of pensioners tion. It is but fair that the pensioner should be fully informed 
upon the roll for and during their natural lives. S Siaitien the wines necaee a amps , that =e wp! ee ~ 
committee, therefore viding that pensi ron © witnesses who are to testify, and that he should be 
heveatan a dinetitiaaed or’ rediena. announces no a retennen assisted by counsel if he should so desire; for not only may the 
doctrine, but follows the many precedents above cited that continuance of his pension depend upon the outcome of such 
Congress ate do ete of other wars. investigation, but he may also be subjected to severe punishment 
The veteran pensioner Mr. Chairman, is richly entitled to rest under the law if such fraud shall be established. This provision 
without further anxiety ‘as to his pension. He is the gray-haired will conduce largely to a fair examination and the ascertainment 
remainder of the Union Army. He was an active partici- | of the facts in such cases. 
2 tan thalenetioes 


conflict which shook this nation to its very THE OATH OF AN ENLISTED MAN. 
Years of his life were amid fire and sword, carnage Section 5 provides that the oath of an enlisted man shall be of 
re destruction, and battle. mal weight with that of a commissioned officer, and that no 
His days were in the shadow of a mighty struggle. He a shall be rejected because of claimant's inability to furnish 
vate **tried men’s souls.” His age and generation | the testimony of more than one witness to any material fact. 


tothesword. A nation saved oranation lost were | This section, in form substantially as here stated, passed the 
‘the alternatives offered him. He stood for the nation, Victory | last House, but was not considered in the Senate. 
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There never was any good reason why the oath of a noncommis- 
sioned officer or private should not have as great weight as the 
oath of a commissioned officer. It is a strained effort to keep up 
rank when applied to testimony which is neither logical nor 
American. The equality of men is the fundamental principle of 
republican government. The Declaration of Independence declares 
that all men are created equal, and equality before the law is the 
boast of our civilization. 

The distinction between the officer and enlisted man was far 
less in the war of the rebellion than in any other war. Generally 
there was very little difference in the education and ability of a 
large number of men in the company and the captain and lieuten- 
ants who commanded it, and, as promotions were made from the 
ranks, many enlisted men at the beginning became officers before 
their service was over. It is unreasonable, therefore, to hold that 
the oath of a soldier while he was in the ranks should not be as 

ood as when poten to the grade of a commissioned officer. 

he adoption of this portion of the section will save the claimants 
much delay and troublesome annoyance in the prosecution of their 
sm and the Government will not be any worse off by reason 
thereof. 

Nor is there anything unreasonable in the proviso to the sec- 
tion, to wit: . 

That no claim shall be rejected. because of ciaimant’s inability to furnish 
as to any material fact in the case the testimony of more than one credible 
witness having knowledge of such fact. 

While it does not provide that a proposition shall be considered 
as established by such evidence it inferentially directs the allow- 
ance of the claim if the Commissioner shall believe the fact is 
thereby sufficiently proved. 

ORDER 29 DISPENSED WITH. 

Section 6 provides— 

That in the administration of the pension laws an affiant shall be required 
only to make oath that said affiant read or heard read the subscribed 
affidavit; that the same was prepared in his or her presence at his or her dic- 
tation, is in affiant’s own language, and that the matters and things therein 
stated are true. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Why do P strike from this bill the provi- 
sion in the other one that I will read? 

And that the matters and things therein stated on information and belief 
affiant believes to be true. 

Why should not that be permitted to remain in this bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit me to 
proceed, I will return to that and speak upon that later. 

The demand for the provision embodied in this section arises 
from what is known as ‘‘ Order 229” of the Department of the 
Interior, which is as follows: 

(Order No. 229.] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., June 19, 1898. 


In the preparation of testimony in support of claims in pension cases all 
statements affecting the particular case and not merely formal must be writ- 
ten, or prepared to be typewritten, in the presence of the witness, and from 
his oral declarations then made to the person who then reduces the testi- 
mony to writing, or then prepares the same to be typewritten. And such 
testimony must embody a statement by the witness that such testimony was 
all written, or pr for typewriting (as the case may be), in his presence, 
and only from his oral statements then made; st also the time, place 
and person, when, where, and to whom he made such oral statements, 
that in making the same he did not use, and was not aided or presses by 
any written or printed statement or recital peered or dictated by any 
other person and not attached as an exhibit to his testimony. 

Any needless delay in the [My meee of such testimony after such oral 
statement by the witness, or in forwarding the same to this Bureau, and any 
material alteration or erasure will be cause for rejecting such testimony. 


WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 


Agqeores: 
OKE SMITH, Secretary. 

The complaint against this order is universal. In actual prac- 
tice it is very difficult to prepare an affidavit in accordance with 


its mandate. No such drastic uirements are known in any 
court or tribunal in the land. In fact, the careful attention of a 
good lawyer is absolutely necessary. 

When it is considered that many applicants for pension are per- 
sons of limited education and very generally unacquainted with 
legal rules and forms, such a measure becomes impracticable and 
unreasonable, and should be discontinued. The annoyance and 
vexation to applicants growing out of this order can readily be 
imagined. It 1s condemned the country over, and the last para- 
graph of it, stating that any delay in the preparation of the testi- 
mony or the forwarding of the same will be cause for its rejection, 
is a constant menace to the claimant, and in his anxiety and haste 
to comply with this condition, in a majority of cases he gets the 
affidavit wrong. 

The order carries with it the intimation that the witness does 
not intend to testify to the truth, and the object of it would seem 
to be to delay him by its unusual requirements. It has hindered 
and delayed the granting of more pensions than probably any 
other emanation from the Pension Bureau. Such an onker is 
wholly unnecessary. 

The section provides that the affidavit may be prepared in a 
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form similar to that generally obtaining in courts of justice 
throughout the land, and an affidavit so mt would be good 
in any State or Territory. No more technical requirements shou) 
be imposed upon the pensioner in the ee of an affidavit 
than are required in the preparation o: e papers in the courts 
where great property olecasta, and even life itself, may be at 
stake. After all this is complied with, the climax is reached wh. 
the Bureau writes to the ter or other person as to tho 
standing of the witness and the validity of his affidavit, thereby 
causing increased delay. 

The correction of the abuse, as provided in this section, is uni. 
versally demanded. 

NOTIFICATIONS AS TO STATUS. 

Section 7 of the bill provides— 

That all notifications from the Bureau of Pensions as to the status of any 
case shall set forth each and every fact upon which further evidence is rq. 
quired to complete the same. 

Upon receipt of such notification the claimant will be informed 
as to all the facts upon which evidence is required to complete his 
case, and can intelligently at once judge for himself whether jt is 
possible to secure the evidence to substantiate such facts. This is 
eaid to be the rule of the Pension Office at the present time, but it 
seems to be ‘“‘more honored in the breach than the observance,” 
the evidence being frequently required by piecemeal. 

Taking into consideration the many other sources of delay in 
the adjudication of claims and the -like pro made in their 
allowance, it is but fair to each applicant that he should have be- 
fore him exact information as to the facts on which further evi- 
dence is necessary, in order that he may, if — submit the 
evidence on all controverted points at one and the same time, and 
thus close his case. 

NO MORE “ CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATIONS.” 

Section 8 requires that all pa: , memoranda, writings, letters, 
or exhibits relating to any wo a sag b claim shall be open to the in- 
spection of the claimant or his attorney. It has long been the 
practice of the Pension Office after the filing of the affidavits, 
the medical certificate, and other evidence necessary to complete 
the case to secretly inquire of postmasters and other persons in re- 
gard to the applicant, the witnesses, character of the testimony, 
and various other matters relating to the case. The claimant and 
his attorney are never allowed to inspect these communications, 
and thousands of cases have thus been delayed and often disal- 
lowed on account of the malicious statement of some person un- 
known to the applicant, which henecessarily couldin no way rebut. 
Many cases have thus been delayed for years, the claimant simply 
groping in the dark, he having f ed sufficient evidence to 
complete it, and yet the claim being refused for some cause of 
which the Bureau never informs him. In a large majority of 
these cases, should the claimant be informed of the charges against 
him or his witnesses, he could easily disprove them; and in many 
instances, where made out of pure malice, they never would be 
made if such communications were open to inspection. Under 
the present system itis an easy method of paying off an old grudge. 

Such secret inquiry presupposes that the soldiers who fouyht the 
battles of their country, who saved the nation in its hour of direst 
peril, when the very fabric of this great Republic rocked— 

From turret to foundation stone— 
are now seeking to obtain their pensions by fraud and misrepre- 
sentation. 

The imputation is false, and should be removed. 

In the courts of no civilized ee & a litigant required to try 
a case where testimony is submi by his opponent as to the 
nature and character of which he is ignorant; and there is no rea- 
son why a pension claim should not be as fairly and openly inves- 
tigated as any claim against the Government in the district or 
circuit courts or in the Court of Claims, or as an ordinary case 
between individuals is tried in any court. This practice is one of 
the most un-American and star-chamber p: that has ever 
obtained in this country, and there is no necessity for its longer 
continuance. The Government is provided with plenty of money 
and plenty of agents to investigate the character of witnesses and 
everything else re to a pension claim, and this section is sim- 
a the interest of treatment and ce to the claimant. 

e last Congress took a step in this direction by providing that 
the of examining surgeons, to which the claimant or ls 
pray baa formerly been denied access, should be open to inspec: 
tion. bably there was more tion to the inspection of 
papers of this kind than any other , but there seems to be n0 
complaint that this provision has not led to good results. 

WAR OR NAVY RECORDS CONCLUSIVE. 
Section 9 provides— | i. 
the records of t 
warts 3 ae Phowing disablittice tonave been incurred or con- 
tracted in line of duty shall be conclusive of that fact. 

There can hardly be objection to this section making the recors 
of the War or Navy oe conclusive of the fact of incur 
rence of disability. the Government has made up its ow2 
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the soldier it should not afterwards be allowed 


paltry pen- 
estopped from denying its own 


repudiate it in order to escape the payment of a 
In other words, it should be 


PRESUMPTION OF DEATH. 


pe presum th, after the lapse of 

That the -law ption of death, cow, ears 
without ministration Se ee re ees That ff euch porsce 
shal! afterwards be ved to be alive, any pension that may have been 
granted on account of his death shall thereupon cease. 

In this connection it may not be amiss to state that the act of 
March 13, 1896, is very similar to this section in its provisions, but 
therein the presemption is confined and limited to any officer or 
enlisted man, this section makes it apply to any case aris- 
ing in the administration of the pension laws. 

e enlargement of the provision as herein is well warranted 
by past precedents. The act of March 13, 1896, is as follows: 
ring claims filed under the pension la 
nett eee ace tie eit ocean e vateunly 


tisfactory evidence is produced establishing the fact of the con- 
Riruod aod unexplained jbsence of such enlisted man or officer from his 
/home and fs 


a 

of seven during which per - 
gence ce Beall} have Deen received. na any pension granted 
under this act shall cease upon proof that such officer or enlisted man is still 

living. 
Mr. LACEY. I should like to ask the gentleman whether or 
not what is kiown as the Poole bill as to death covers that ques- 

? 
=. PICKLER. The Poole bill, now the act of March 13, 1896, 
covers the absence of the officer or enlisted man, but there are a 
great many other cases that it does not cover. For instance, a 
widow applies for a pension. She was married to a soldier say 
five years ag®, and he is now dead. As his widow she undertakes 
to prove ine claim. It turns out that twenty-five years before 
she married this soldier she was married to another man who was 


record 
to 
sion. 


not a soldier. That man has disappeared, and she can not prove 
that he is dead. It takes the enlar, ent of this statute to cover 
such cases as that—the ption of the death of this party 
who was not a soldier. + many such cases arise, in addi- 
tion to the one covered by the Poole bill. 

In general, when a thing is once proved to have existed, there 
arises & in favor of its continuance until the con- 
> shown; in to the duration of human life there 
is a presumption which has been acted upon for centuries, 


and when a person is shown to have been absent for seven years 
heard of by those who, in the usual course, would 
to hear from him, a di een of 
law arises that he has ceased to exist. period of seven years 
ted as the ground for such presump- 
to the statutes of 1 Jac. I, 19 Car. II, and 
bigamy and the continuance of lives on which 
can, however, be traced further back than 
bility the unwritten rule gave direction to 
As matter of fact, even as long ago as 1560 (Thorn 
85a) it seems not only that the presumption of 
the of seven vears without news from the 
the onus probandi was shifted on those 
who alleged the continuance of life after that time. 
In Rowe vs. Hafland (1 Wm. B1., 404) Lord Mansfield, the great 
expounder of the common law, said: 
In a where it may be n to lay a 
branch et the mi Sas potter sufficient to chow that the pereon 
has not been beard of for many years to put the opposite party upon proof 


Doe vs. Jesson (6 East, 85) Lord Ellenborough 
applies the settled rule to the facts before him, as follows: 
i) ends wilt the supiration of seven fears trom the tohavedied * * * 


of seven years from the time when they were 
to } ore, in the absence of all other evidence to 


Theref 
show that he was ata later date, there was fair ground for the to 
presume that he woe dead ot eee nh _ 
And 


: 
5 


g° 
1: 
i 


seven years. 
a Baeedl vs. De Pinna (2 Camp., 113) he reaffimed the 
Tule, and that it lay upon the defendant to prove that a per- 
son was alive within the seven years. 
According to some of the English cases, the presumption arises 
of the period mentioned, and in Phene’s 
, 150) the evidence was to the effect that A 
Went to America in 1853 and wrote home continually until August, 
1858. From this date no letters were received from him by those 
to whom he would naturally have written. It was found that he 
ited States Navy, and was entered upon the 
books as having deserted June 16, 1860. The court said: 
to draw a conclusion at all, we should infer that a person in the 


against his character, would not desert, 
was not heard of by the authorities. 


i refused to presume that A was alive on 
anuary 6, 1861, less than two and one-half years after his friends 
a home heard from him, and less than six months after his alleged 


: 
es 
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ve 
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In our country the question is almost universally settled by 
statutory enactment, limiting or enlarging the common-law period 
in which the presumption can arise, and shifting the burden of 
proof on the opposite party after that time. For instance, the 
revised statutes of Arkansas fix it at five years, thus: 

Sec. 473. Any person absenting himself beyond the limits of this State 
for five years shall be presumed to be dead in any case in which his death 
may come in question, unless proof be made that he was alive within that 


time. 

The presumption arises by statute in California, Delaware, 
Missouri, Mississippi, Montana, New Jersey, New York, Rhode 
Island, Texas, Virginia, West Virginia, and some other States, 
and the burden of proof is shifted accordingly. 

Under the civil code of Louisiana, if a second marriage is con- 

tracted after the lapse of ten years without news from the absent 
husband or wife, such second marriage shall be valid, notwith- 
standing the return of the absentee. 
_ In those States which have no statutory enactment on the sub- 
ject the common-law presumption obtains, and the Supreme 
Court in Davie vs. Briggs (97 U. S., 628, 633), states the universal 
rule as follows: 

The general rule undoubtedly is that ‘‘a person not shown to have been 
heard of for seven years by those (if any) who, if he had been alive, would 
naturally have heard of him, is presumed to be dead, unless the circum- 
stances of the case are such as to account of his not being heard of without 
assuming his death.” 

In former times the same rule obtained in the administration of 
the pension laws, and on December 16, 1892, in a case in which 
the intention of the soldier to abandon his wife was manifest, the 
Department held: 

That although the claimant would not naturally have heard from him if 
living, yet diligent and conscientious inquiry having been made as to his 
whereabouts, far more than the average duration of life having elapsed, and 
a chronic disease having existed, his death will be presumed. 

Again, in 6 P. D., 172, death was presumed after the lapse of 
about ten years. 

But on March 6, 1895 (7 P. D., 462), the Department uses the 
following extraordinary language: 

In view of these findings I therefore feel it incumbent upon me to lay down 
the rule that, independent of absence for ony period of time, it must be held 
in pension cases that the facts attending the absence must show beyond a 
reasonable doubt that the party is dead. I am fully convinced that more 
urgent reasons exist for the modification of this rule in the consideration of 
pension c any shown in the decisions of the courts. 

It is not so readily apparent to the ordinary intelligence why 
such a marked distinction as that above drawn should be made 
between prospective pensioners and common litigants, and it is 
more inexplicable why the rule of evidence as applied in criminal 
cases should obtain in respect to this deserving class. According 
to the foregoing decision, the evidence must exclude every possi- 
ble hypothesis other than that of death before it will be presumed. 
Mr. Greenleaf, in speaking of the subject of circumstantial 
evidence, says (section 13): 

In criminal cases, because of the more serious and irreparable consequences 
of a wrong decision, the jurors are required to be satisfied beyond any rea- 
sonable doubt of the guilt of the accused. * * * In civil cases, it is suffi- 
cient if the evidence on the whole agrees with and supports the hypothesis 
which it is adduced to prove; but in criminal cases it must exclude every other 
hypothesis but that of the guilt of the party. 

By section 4719 of the Revised Statutes, in favor of the Govern- 
ment, the ———- of death arises if the pensioner fails to 
claim his pension for three years, with the right of restoration on 
filing a new application; and it is not unreasonable to apply a 
similar rule for the benefit of the widow or dependent relatives 
of the soldier, subject to discontinuance if it should afterwards 
appear that the soldier or other person is alive, as provided in the 
bil. 


COMMON-LAW MARRIAGE. 
Section 11 of this bill provides as follows: 


Sxc. 11. That hereafter in the administration of the pension laws the fact 
of marriage mav be prima facie proved by satisfactory evidence that the 
parties were joined in marri some ceremony deemed by them obliga- 
tory, or habitually ee each other as husband and wife and were so 

by their neighbors, and lived together as such up to the date of 
the death of either of them, or, if the soldier, sailor, or marine died in the 
service, up to the date of enlistment; and the children born of any marriage 
so proved shall be deemed and held, for pensionable purposes, to be legiti- 
mate. 


This section makes applicable to all marriages, without refer- 
ence to race or color, the simple method of proof as contained 
in section 4705 of the Revised Statutes, which allows marriages 
thus proved in the case of Indians and colored soldiers to be valid, 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does your section take into 
consideration the fact that there may have been a marriage existing 
prior to this common-law marriage or marriage by report? 

Mr. PICKLER. This makes a prima facie case. That is all it 


e b 


provides. I may as well read the section with reference to mar- 
The provision referred to in section 4705 is as follows: 

Sec. 4705. The widows of colored and Indian soldiers and sailors who have 

died, or shall hereafter die, by reason of wounds or injuries received, or cas- 

ualty received, or disease contracted, in the military or naval service of the 

United States, and in the line of duty, shall be entitied to receive the pension 

provided by law without other evidence of marriage than satisfactory prooé 
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that the parties were joined in marriage by some ceremony deemed by them 
obligatory, or habitually recognized each other as man and wife, and were 
go recognized by their neighbors, and lived oper as such up tothe date 
of enlistment, when such soldier or sailor died in the service, or, if otherwise, 
to date of death: and the children born of any marriage so proved be 
deemed and held to be lawful children of such soldier or sailor. 

The present law on the subject is contained in the act of August 
7, 1882, and is as follows: 

Bec. 2. That marsiogt. except such as are mentioned in section 4705 of the 
Revised Statutes, shall be ve. in pension cases to be legal marr ac- 
cording to the law of the place where the parties resided at the time of mar- 
riage or at the time when the right to pension accrued. 

In many instances this law works excessive hardship, because 
in several of the States a marriage good at common law (and a 
marriage proved in accordance with the provisions of this section 
would be a common-law marriage) is not held to be valid. 

We may take as an example the States of Pennsylvania and 
Maryland. In the former the laws as to marriage are lax, while 
in the latter they are probably as stringent as in any State in the 
Union. A widow who was married in Maryland to ve 
that every formality was complied with, but the widow who in 
Pennsylvania went through no ceremony whatever can obtain her 
pension without proof of anything beyond cohabitation and te. 

Parties who live in Pennsylvania may cross the line to Mary- 
land and be married and return to their e. After living there 
for a number of years sufficiently long to establish a good common- 
law marriage in the former State, they move to Maryland and the 
soldier dies. If ag Comer omitted some formality required by the 
preexisting law of ryland, the widow will not be enti toa 
pension, but the widow under the same circumstances who had 
never left the State of Pennsylvania, and went through no cere- 
mony whatever, would obtain apension. In theillustration given, 
outside of the fact of the t inequality on which the parties 
stand, in the case of the widow who been denied her pension 
there is something more than a common-law marriage; there is a 
common-law marriage plus a solemnization, but on account of 
some informality or defect in the law her claim is not recognized. 

This section makes valid in the administration of the pension 
laws a common-law marriage, and there is no room for criticism 
of this provision as not being sufficiently rigid in its requirements. 

Marriage, Mr. Chairman, is as aged as the human race. It is 
said to be the parent, not the offspring, of civilization and society. 

a is a contract jure gentium, and consent is all that is 
required by natural or public law. No ceremony is necessary, no 
solemnization by priest or layman. The ancient maxim of the law 
is consensus non concubitus facit nuptias—the consent makes 
the marriage. It may take place to intents and p be- 
tween two individuals, although no other person éxist in the world. 

The consent of two persons expressing present mut.aal accept- 
ance, withoutmore, constitntesalegal Seanilingss, tedieuladiiy mnaom 
as sponsalia per verba de presenti. The parties having accepted 
the relation of husband and wife, consummation is presumed. A 
contract for future marriage, sponsalia per verba de futuro, is a 
mere pactum until consummation, when it becomes ——— r 
verba de futuro cum subsequente copula, and is then a valid 
marriage. 

This was the doctrine of the Roman law, the canon law, and 
the common law of England. Throughout all Europe, up to the 
days of Innocent IIT, the solemnization of marriages in churches 
was unknown. There was merely an agreement to cohabit, after 
which the man led the woman to his dwelling, this constituting 
the simple ceremony then in vogue. Book 4 of the Decretals 
lays it down that a male and female competent to contract mat- 
rimony may take each other for husband and wife per verba de 
presenti tempore, and if either of the parties contract a second 
a the other pore Beste the latter is absolutely void. It 
seems the parties to the contract could even be compelled to 
cohabit. This was the law of the civilized world on the subject 
until the time of the Council of Trent (1545-1563). 

back cape o ~ a of a peers were ae rec- 
ogni as authority by the Eng people, being after sepa- 
ration, and the custo law as it existed prior to that time, 
therefore, remained in full force. This state of things continued 
until the statute of 26 George II (1758), which required a publica- 
tion of the bans and solemnization in facie ecclesiz, delaring mar- 

i not thus made to be mere nullities. 

otwi this drastic measure the courts of England 
ignored the statute whenever possible and upheld the 
made according to the common law. It was not until the leading 
case of Queen vs. Millis (1844), decided by the House of Lords 
that a marriage good at common law was held to be invalid, and 
even then by an equally divided house (3 to 3), the decision of 
the court below being thereby affirmed. In ity 
of such a contract on this appeal we find the names of Brougham, 
Denman,Campbell. Butit must be borne in mind that this was a 
criminal prosecution, invol the severest penalties, and in such 
&@ case, says Mr. Wharton (E section 86): 


When the prosecution rests sim first ° 
consistent in courts that sosngut dn oaee ko centinosts 





to any act of cons 
The essentials at common 


the new relation. 


, and 
The doubtful States are probab. 
of these it may safely be assumed 


mous consent that the 
to conclude his remar 
The Chair hears none. 
Mr. PICKLER. I thank the committee. 
In Hutchins vs. Kimmell (31 Mich., 127) Judge Cooley declares 
it to be the law of Michigan that— 
presently to take each other for husband and wile, 
ceremony be dispensed with. and 
that jon, this constitutes s 


Wh parties agree 
whatever the form of ceremon 
from that time live together p’ 
valid marriage. 


And further—- 


This an la en to courts, the few 
apparen being borne down by the great w 
authority in favor of the rule as we have stated it. 


In the case of Meister vs. Moore (96 U. S., 76, 78) the Supreme 


2 ti) constitutes a marriage at 
common law there can be no doubt a view oft eons made in tl 
country from its earliest set y. 

Marriage is the most favored institution known to the law; @! 
ordinary eed ptions are overthrown that come in conflict with 
it. The ine on the subject is that a marriage good at © 1- 
mon law is good notwithstanding the existence of any statute 
regulating it, unless such statute contains express and }=!{\Ve 


is necessary, a valid marriage. 
Cohabitation and 


esta| 


hold that such technical first marriage should in a criminal issue be +... 
made out beyond a reasonable doubt by proof in the way the lex loci cont r......- 
prescribes. 


In view of the far-reaching effects of this decision the law .. 
afterwards somewhat modified, and the rule laid down in thi- 
is repudiated in some of the English colonies, more especi; 
Canada, where it was treated with disdain. (The Breakey « 
U. C., Q. B., 349 et seq.) As matter of fact, the opinions «; ;),, 
great men hitherto mentioned are quoted as law, while t)). ).. 
cision of the house itself is allowed to sink into insignifican, 


In Scotland such a marriage was always recognized (Dalry1.))}, 
vs. Dalrymple, 2 Hag. C. R., 54), and the celebrated Gretna (4 5.4., 
unions, wherein the blacksmith supplied 
magistrate, were invariably upheld in England without rej.)..;,.., 

ummation. 


law are that the parties must be ¢4))9- 
ble of consenting and that they must in fact consent to assjyyo 
“The only doubt entertained on the sul)j¢.” 
says Chancellor Kent, ‘‘ was whether cohabi 
sary to give validity to the contract.” 
In our own country the subject of 

lated to a large extent by statutes of the different States, but out 
of them all there are only three or four in which the comim0on-jaw 
marriage has been held to be absolutely void. In Kentucky the 
statute is positively 
Tennessee, and probably North Carolina, it would seem to be 4 
nullity on account of conflict with preexisting law. 


the place of prics: 


is, of course, regu. 


land, Massachusetts, 


gentleman from South 


the 
to the present 


as man and wife in the United Sia 


was void for want o 


and Divorce, © 


section 132 
each other as | usband 
duties, and obligations, anc 44° 

to be re 
consequently, in cases where no 


usband and wife are 


repute are evidence of marriage, 21! on 
when repute is lacking a marriage will sometimes be pres" 
(4 Bradt, 28.) 


Se ite adte a hese port @ presumption of 
reputation which has after 

a neighborhood or of a family, 
but of mere 


of time. 


a long 
aoe mt reputation 0 
unsup] t i that Boy © Seeks W ‘s 3; 

itation, 
a marriage. CW harton, section 64.) 


As an apt illustration of the extent to which the courts of this 








itation was also heces- 


In Kentucky, 
the point has been definitely « ttled’ 
nea — & majority 

@ marriage good at common 
d to be valid should the question arise. In at least 
18 of the States it has been held to be ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of 


COLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that my friend from South Dakota be allowed to conclude his 


remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN, The tleman from New York asks unani- 
eman from South Dakota be allowe 
Is there objection? [After a paus:. 














, the case of Yates vs. Houston 
Se ee ee ea 

parties presen emselves as man ein ; they 

amar ted until the death of the man in 1827; it subsequently 

} that the man had been ene Seno 1809 and 

first wife until 1818, when a separation occurred; 


: 
: 
i 


2, That there was no impediment in the way of the man’s 
contracting marriage with a second wife. 

3. That such marriage, from cohabitation and repute, must be 
presumed to have been entered into. 


4. And this, notwithstanding the connection of the parties was 
clearly illicit and criminal in its commencement. 


onusof rebutting habit and te is thrown those 
iat ten nL De — 
in seeing content t ie Meeral Nene ga a = 
bject of marriage where ri are inv , let 
aa to a case Sanat decile’ by the Department (7 P.D., 


600), wherein the trifling sum of $8 per month was at stake. The 
facts are stated thus: 
Ita from the evidence that claimant and the soldier were formally 


minister of the im Kansas August 3, 1862; that at the time 

pet he the — aats wife living, from whom he had not 

peen divorced; that this fact was known to both him and the claimant; that 
wife divorce from the soldier in 1876; that no marri 


perf 
gran said divorce, but that they sim continued to live 
granting of fein the same manner pi freng A done before, and that the 
continued to live together until the soldier's death, which occurred July 10, 


Claimant says she was informed by the soldier before she married him, and 
also by friends and neighbors, that as he and his first wife had been separated 
for three years no divorce was necessary. It is in evidence that the soldier 
always after their marriage acknowledged her to be his wife, and that she 
was sO in the community where ag Nyek also that they raised a 
large family of children, some of whom are still living. 

The Assistant Secretary then quotes from Bishop's well-known 
work on Marriage, Divorce, and Separation, as follows: 

If the parties desire e and do what they can to render their union 
matri one of them is under a disability—as where there is a prior 
marriage their cohabitation, thus matrimonially meant, will in 
matter of law make them husband and wife from the moment when the dis- 
ability is removed, and it is immaterial whether they knew of its existence 
or its removal or not; nor is this a question of evidence. 


The living together of the parties for a single day after the dis- 
ability is makes them man and wife. (Ib., sec. 975.) 
The law as thus laid down by this excellent writer does not 
te meet with the ideas of propriety entertained by the Assistant 
tary, and he says it has given rise to considerable confusion. 
This ‘ " however, seems to pertain solely to the Pen- 
sion Office, and decision under consideration is a fair example 
of it. He proceeds: : 
What the courts have held is that where cohabitation commences bet ween 


parties under a contract of ae which was void,a subsequent mar- 
aa removal of the disability, may be presumed from circum- 
ces, 


We will grant all that. 
In order to bring a case within the rule it must be shown that there was a 
for marriage 


mutual wish at the time the impediment was removed or after 
the parties became free to marry. How is this shown? * * * The mere 
fact that they went h the form of a marriage in 1862 is not proof that 
there was even then a m wish for matrimony. 


Shades of Hymen! What better evidence could be found? 


Why should they not be willing to go through an em ceremony in fur- 
therance of their purpose todecerve the public; undoubtedly there have been 
cases in which persons have done so. 


And because he thinks there have been such cases the assump- 
tion is made that the case at bar is one of them. 


Was there a mutual wish to marry in 1876, when the parties became free t: 
marry? Lf there was not, it is clear that the law did not make them manand 


The Assistant finds that there was not. To live to- 


as husband and for sixteen years after 1876, to rear a 
family of children, to attend the bedside and smooth the 
of the soldier in the hour of dissolution after thirty years’ 


3 


cohabitation and eee, © a ceremonious marriage, 
these are not a vteh ¢—ene * circumstances” eet 
sufficient to this astute mind and prevent the s‘igma of 


bastardy from on the offspring of this union. 
It will thus be seen that the provisions of this section— 






That + * © be prima facie proved by satisfactory evi- 
fence that the are jomed canevinge bby come coremon Scent 
a = tether Gcetiowend hat ce and wife 
the date ot ad together as such up to 
are abundantly sustained as constituting a good common-law 
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This, too, will establish uniformity—as is the object of this bill 
in all of its provisions—in making proof of marriage, and here- 
after the soldier's widow and children residing in one State will 
have an equal chance of securing a pension as those residing in 
another State, and these children will not, as under the law as 
construed at present, run the risk of being tainted with illegiti- 
macy. 

It must be borne in mind, however, that this section does not 
repeal the existing law on this subject. Proof must be made un- 
der the lex loci contractus when possible, and it is only on failure 
in this respect that evidence of marriage in accordance with the 
rules of common law can be resorted to. 

END OF THE WAR. 

Section 12 provides that in the administration of the pension 
laws the war of the rebellion shall be deemed to have closed July 
1, 1865. ; 

Recruiting for the war of the rebellion ceased immediately after Lee's sur- 
render, April 9, 1865, and muster out began April 29, 1865. The last battle or 
skirmish is reported to have been fought May 13, 1865, and the last Confeder- 
ate force surrendered May °5, 1865. The blockade was raised by proclama 
tion June 23, 1865. (7 P. D., 214, 215.) 

The date fixed by the bill is taken from this proclamation, 
which went into effect July 1, 1865. The material part of it is as 
follows: 

Whereas by the proclamations of the President of the 19th and 27th of 
April, 1861, a blockade of certain ports of the United States was set on foot 
but whereas the reasons for that measure have ceased to exist: F 

Now, therefore, be it known that I, Andrew Johnson, President of the 
United States, do hereby deciare and proclaim the blockade aforesaid to be 
rescinded as to the ports aforesaid, including that of Galveston and other 
ports west of the Mississippi River, which ports will be open to foreign com- 
merce on the lst of July next. 

It is held by the Department that enlistment for the war of the 
rebellion determines the nature of the service, and, although a 
portion of the ninety days’ service may have been after the date 
fixed as the close of the war, yet it is during the war of the rebel- 
lion (7 P. D., 374). So that under this provision an enlistment 
prior to July 1, 1865, by the same construction of the Pension 
Office, will render the soldier’s service during the war of the 
rebellion. 

This section will greatly simplify the practice by reducing the 
date to a certainty, and will be generally acceptable in the admin- 
istration of the pension laws. 

The conclusion is forced upon us from the decisions of the Pen- 
sion Office that there were different dates for the closing o 
war, and it is for the purpose of obviating this uncertaint 
section 12 is incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Is not that section 12, which 
you are explaining, repugnant to judicial decisions? 

Mr. PICKLER. The Supreme Court of the United States de- 
cided that August 20, 1866, was when the war closed. The com- 
mittee thinks that it has extended the date to cover the cases of 
men who are supposed to have fought in the war of the rebellion 
and that they are covered by this act. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him if 
it is not true that some of the volunteer regiments were not mus- 
tered out until nearly a year after that? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Notably the First Nebraska. Under this 
section these persons would be precluded from obtaining a pen 
sion, although they served for nearly half a year. I know that 
there were many regiments on the Texas frontier, perhaps 30,000 
or 40,000 men, where they continued until late in 1866. 

Mr. PICKLER. I know, Mr. Chairman, the great difficulty in 
fixing a specific date, and it is very hard to get a date that will 
not do injustice tosomebody. Icall the attention of my colleagues 
to this—that will bring some light upon this: 

The question as to whether services were rendered in the war of 
bellion or in other military operations is determined by the ac 
of enlistment and actual services rendered. 

The date of enlistment is evidence only so far as that fact may elucidate 
the purposes of enlistment. (7 P. D., 374.) 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to call the attention of the gentle- 
man from South Dakota to a ruling reversing that upon which he 
is relying. This law, as he has stated, was good law up to then, 
which is within the last few weeks. But there has been anew rul- 
ing made, so that the bill as you have now drawn it would have the 
effect of cutting out every soldier who enlisted for less than ninety 
days prior to the ist day of July, 1865. So that there ought to be 
an amendment, if this bill goes through, providing that no pen- 
sion heretofore granted shall be terminated on account of this 


provision. 

Mr. PICKLER. What ruling is that to which the gentleman 
refers? 

Mr. LACEY. The decision was made on March 30, 1896, and it 
reversed the decision to which you have referred. 

Mr. PICKLER. What decision is it? 

Mr. LACEY. It is the George Lessor decision, reversing the 
decision to which you calledthe attention of the committee. The 


. the 
y that 


the re- 
tual purposes 
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effect of the decision would be to cut out a large number of pen- 
sioners that my friend has no purpose to interfere with. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the date of that decision? 

Mr. LACEY. March 30, 1896. It was rendered within three or 
four weeks, and has not been reported. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will say that the Commissioner of Pensions 
has written a letter to the committee in support of fixing this date; 
and I scarcely see how he could have done so with knowledge of 
that decision. 

Mr. LACEY. The date is allright. July 1 isas good a date to 
make a pension on as any other would be, but the result of myo 
that date would be to cut off many men under this decision; an 
I think it weuld be a mistake, unless aa is made to preserve 
their rights. So that I say my friend is relying on this old deci- 
sion, without having notice of this recent decision, which has not 
yet been published. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not know of any contrary decision. 

Mr. LACEY. I suggest that some amendment ought to be 
made to this section. 

Mr. PICKLER. Have youa copy of the decision? 

Mr. LACEY. No; Ihave not. It has not been published yet. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. What is the effect of the decision? 

Mr. LACEY. The effect of the decision is—I have the memo- 
randa of the decision, but I have given the wrong reference; but 
there is a recent decision which would have the effect to which I 
have called your attention. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is thecase? The decision mentioned by 
the gentleman refers to desertion solely. I have it in my hand. 

Mr. LACEY. Ido not at present find the memoranda I have; 
but the decision is there must have been ninety days of actual 
service prior to the end of the war, and the end of the war has 
been differently construed. In Tennessee it is construed to be at 
a certain time, in Texas at another time; and so, if we are to adopt 
the uniform date of July 1, 1865, a number of pensions that have 
aiready been granted on the theory that the soldier had served 
more than ninety days before the end of the war, having taken a 
later day as the end of the war, these pensions would be cut off. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think section 2 of our bill will cover all that. 

Mr. LACEY. Iam afraid not; and I know that the purpose of 
the bill is not to cut off pensions already granted. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iam very glad of the suggestion of the gentle- 


man. 
Mr. LACEY. The other decision to which I referred was in 
d to deserters. 

r. PICKLER. We have no information of such a decision, 
and it is strange that the Commissioner of Pensions should have 
written this letter with a knowledge of the decision of which the 
—— speaks. But I will leave this question. I think sec- 

on 2 would cover the matter completely: 

That from and after the of this act no pension heretofore granted 
or which may hereafter be nted under the pension laws shall be reduced 
or discontinued except for fraud, clerical error, mistake of fact, or recovery 
from disability. 

Mr. LACEY. There is the point now, right there. You say 
from a “mistake of fact.” Now, the close of the warisa fact, and 
if there is a mistake as to the fact and Congress determines by act 
when the war closed as the ist day of July, 1865, if they have held 
it to be the 2d of April, 1866, and the 20th of August, 1866, that is a 
mistake of fact, because the close of the war was a fact. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Mr. Chairman, let me suggest to the 
gentleman that Congress has the right to say when the warended, 
so far as the act of June 27, 1890, is concerned, regardless of all 
decisions. We are only applying it to one act of Congress, that 


ioe pensions, I am anxious that it shall not cut off any pensions. 
r. LACEY. What I am trying to effect is this: August 20, 
1866, is fixed for the date of discharge from service in Texas. 
Now, @ man enlisted there would have more than ninety days’ 
service during the war by that decision; but when you change it 
from August 20, 1866, and put it to the ist of July,1 if the man 


did not enlist until in April the result would be that his pension |. 


will have been issued through ‘“‘ mistake in fact,” and that “mis- 
take in fact” will lead to a reference of the matter to the present 
Secretary of the Interior, and Iam afraid he might — - feel 
he ought to refuse this pension on this ground, and it would go 
out. Anyone who has a pension ought not to be put to this risk 
- this a of date, and this definite settlement of the date ought 
0 out. 
r. PICKLER. Section 2 will cover that I think; but I agree 
with the gentleman that we do not want to cut out anybody. 
Mr. BURN. The question I want to ask is this: The Su- 
preme Court have determined, as far as they could, that the war 
Closed on the 20th of August, 1866, and the Pension Office is gov- 
erned by that decision. A large number of troops were mus- 
tered out about that date, perhaps earlier. It is proposed by this 
bill to ——e the date at which the war ended, and the declara- 
tion of this bill upon that subject will doubtless control. Now, 
what will be the status of a man who incurred disease between 
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the ist of July, 1865,and the date of his muster out, perhap, g 
year later? Does not this cut him out almost absolutely? There 
are nearly 40,000 of these men, mostly from the West. } know of 
a regiment from the State of Nebraska, and there are a great 1. 

such cases from the State of Iowa. y 

Mr. MILES. It does not make any difference when the man 
was discha: , if his disability was contracted in the servic. 

Mr. PICKLER. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, the fixing of 
a date at which the war shall be considered to have ended 1))))\ic 
solely to the act of June 27, 1890. That act provided that a go). 
dier who had had ninety days’ service during the war of th). po. 
bellion should be —— nae he came otherwise within 
the provisions of the law. Pension Office has been hulding 
that the war ended in Tennessee at one time, and at another time 
somewhere else. That has caused great confusion, and the «fica 
itself, and renee: I think, is desirous of having some date 
fixed as applicable to pension cases under the act of June 27, (499. 
some rule that we can all work to. In the first draft of this )j)j 
the committee were inclined to insert the date fixed by the Supreme 
Court decision, but an objection to that was that there was (uite 
a large number of men who along in July and August of 
that year. Iknow of two regiments being mustered in in August 
although Lee had surrendered in April. F 

Now, the question is whether those men who did not enlist unti] 
after the war was really over should be included in the act of 
June 27,1890. The idea of the committee in fixing the 1st of July, 
1865, was this: T° surrender was on the 9th of April, and this 
date, July 1, was about three months after the surrender. It 
would seem that the war ought to have been over by that time, 
and the holding of the Pension Office heretofore has been that the 
enlistment governed, so that if a man enlisted before the ist of 
July, 1865, nearly three :nonths after the war actually closed, he 
would still come under the ct of 1890. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Suppose he enlisted in May, 1865, and was 
not mustered out until after July 1, and contracted his disease 
after July 1. would he be included? 

Mr. PICKLER, Yes, sir; thisrelates only to theact of i890, and 
the time of the contraction ef the disease has nothing to do with the 
act of 1890, as the gentleman knows. The only point about the 
date is to show ninety days’ service in the war of therebellion. If 
the man wasa soldier for ninety days in the war of the rebellion, it 
does not make any difference when his disability was contracted, 
Therefore there can be no point in that suggestion. There is diffi- 
culty about this case just as there is about another case—the ques- 
tion of how to determine the length of service, to determine 
whether a man served the full ninety days or not. In many in- 
stances men were enlisted at one time and mustered in a little 
later,so that they lacked a few days of serving ninety days, al- 
though if you were tocount from the time they started from their 
homes there would be more than ninety days. The fixing of 
absolute dates, therefore, is pretty certain to do injustice to some- 
body, and I am F age to have these interruptions, because they 
throw light on the subject and the committee are anxious to let 
in all the soldiers who ought to come in under the act of June 27, 


1890. 

Mr.STEELE. Werethere any enlistments after the ist of May, 
1865, a’ the veteran reserve? 

Mr. PICKLER. There were colored regiments, know. 

Mr. LACEY. There were a great many men enlisted in April. 
The surrender did not occur until the 9th of April, and a good 
many men enlisted in the e rly part of that month, and they would 
be cut off by this bill. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. No; if this bill becomes a law section 2 will 
save them, an y- : 

Mr. LACEY. A mistake as to the date of the close of the war 
would be a mistake of fact. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; it would be a mistake of law. [If it ap 
pears to the committee, however, that this date ought to be changed, 
there are no sticklers for this particular day. 

Mr. LACEY. I suggest this amendment: 

Provided, That no pension shall be terminated by reason of this section. 

Mr. PICKLER. That seems to me to be only a reduplicating 
of what is already in the bill—the provision— 

e ot act no pension heretofore grante¢, 
ocak aia Gaeta aca come the penaion laws, shall be reduced 
or discontinued except for Feed, clerical error, mistake of fact, or recovery 
from disability. 

Mr. LACEY. Buta mistake as to the date of the close of - 
war would be a mi of fact, and the date was different in dif 
ferent of the country. 

fixed the date. 


Mr. PICKLER. Not ‘ 
Mr. LACEY. bill will make the date the 1s 
of July, 1865, but in the 20th of August, 150, 
and in oth date would be different. 
those dates was right. that 

having authori 

od as & 


by 
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fact, and the — is whether pensions granted under a mis- 


: as to the proper date should be stricken down. 
take oPICKLER. Congress has never determined when the war 
ended, so far as the act of June 27, 1890, is concerned. 

Mr. LACEY. We are just now doing it. 

Mr. PICKLER. And we are saying that nobody’s pension shall 
be reduced or discontinued on that account. F 

Mr. LACEY. Not on that account, but on account of the mis- 
take of fact. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, we will see about that. 

Now, the decision to which the gentleman refers does not sus- 
tain the assertion he has made in regard to the legal termination 
of the war of therebellion. Under section 2 of the act of June 27. 
1990, service must have been rendered both during and in some 
necessary connection with the war of the rebellion. This deci- 
sion does not sustain the gentleman 


Mr, LACEY. That man was enlisted inthe Regular Army, and 
he did not serve more ninety days prior to July 1, 1865. 


Mr. PICKLER. There is no such holding as 


: e gentleman 
cites. I read from the decision mentioned: 


rendered after July, 1865, will be presumed to have not been in said 
ee the burden of epost will be upon claimants to show by positive and 
satis! evidence that such service was in some actual connection with 
the war as at time the service was rendered 
Service after April 2, 1866, must be shown to have been rendered 
in some with the war as existing in the State of Texas. 
Service within the State of Tennessee after June 13, 1865, will 


likewise be presumed not to have been in said war, unless shown to have had 


some necessary co@nection with the war elsewhere. 


So I say the gentleman is mistaken in supposing that there is 
any d controverting the assertion I made, to wit, that the 
enlistment before the date fixed as the termination of the war is 
what determines whether the service is to be considered as during 
the war of the rebellion. That, I understand, is the decision of 
the Pension Office; and there is nothing in the decision referred 
to by the gentleman from Iowa that controverts it. 

Mr. LACEY. The rulings have been both ways. 

ntleman claims. 


the holding was just as the 
: y a few days ago since the Commis- 
this letter to the committee, and he then cited this 
here as the proper one. 
. Iknow that my friend does not want to make a 
having examined the decisions, I want to say to him 
been a change in the rulings. I wish to give him 
fact now. 
Let me say this to the gentleman: pene the 
es I say and as the Commissioner said they were 
hen he wrote this letter—suppose the office is holding 
the of enlistment that governs; that would let in 
act of June 27, 1890, every man who enlisted before the 


ay 
. Undoubtedly. 
CKLER. Is not that late enough for the enlistment to 


; oy — be all right if it were not for the 
holding contrary. 
If the man served ninety days after date of 
t, a. should run beyond the date fixed here, 
according to holding of the Pension Office, he would be 
the benefit of the provisions of the act of June 27, 1890. 
position of the committee. That is where we have 
course if we have named a date here which ought to be 
will ultimately be changed. 
'ALDING. What would be the result if the soldier were 
after the date named? 
. PICKLER. It would have no effect in his case. 
. SPALDING. Is the gentleman sure he is correct in that 
. PICKLER. 


If the gentleman will reflect a moment he will 


law of 1890-—— 

Tam not about the law of 1890. 
This does not refer to any other iaw. This 
refers only to the law of 1890, to ascertain whether 
the war of the rebellion ninety da 


8. 
a. ads peovision refers to the entire ayetem of 


HEPBURN. All of them. 

ono. And it will cut out a large number of per- 
seems to me. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. Under the general law it does not 

make any difference when the disability was incurred. If a man 

contracts a disability now in the Regular Army he can get his 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. I know that some volunteer regiments 
the and sent to the Plains to fight the In- 

Sy ae SMUD a teeeiedtedeston tn tho servis aftec July’ 
es in the ce ‘ 

1865, would they be entitled to pousions under the law of 1800¢ 


In one case 
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Mr. PICKLER. Yes; if they volunteered before the 1st of July, 
1865. The only point in that date is—and let me say that this re- 
lates exclusively to the pensions under the act of 1890—the only 
point is that it will necessarily fix the date preceding which these 
men should have enlisted to come under the provisions of that 
law. Now, under the general law it makes no difference when 
the disability was incurred, whether during the war or not, pro- 
vided it was in line of duty. The law of 1890 required ninety days’ 
service in the rebellion. 7 

The question then is, When did the rebellion end? It has been 
held that if the enlistment was before the date fixed for the close 
of the rebellion, the ninety days, although a part of the service 
might extend after that date, was service under the law “during 
the late war of the rebellion.” 

Mr. SPALDING. But it was held by Secretary Stanton—and 
I know the facts myself, because I had a division of cavalry that 
was affected by the ruling—it was held that these men, although 
the war was declared ended, must serve out the entire term of 
their enlistments, and they were sent out on the Plains to fight 
the Indians after their term of service had expired, and they were 
not mustered out until October, 1865. Now, if they were engaged 
in service, they were certainly engaged in the war of the rebel- 
lion, although they had been sent out to the Plains. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, there is no question about those men. 

Mr.SPALDING. But this bill that you are passing now covers 
all pension legislation, and unquestionably it would affect men 
under such circumstances. 

Mr. MILES. This does not affect any man, under such circum- 
stances, who was injured in the service. 

Mr. SPALDING. If the disability has any service origin in the 
war of the rebellion he would come in under the provisions of 
the law; but if the disability occurred after the close of the rebel- 
lion it would come under the head of the regular service. 

Mr. PICKLER. He would come under the provisions of this 
bill if he enlisted before June, 1865. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Let me suggest to the gentleman from 
South Dakota, if in his opinion it would not be better to follow 
the decision of the Supreme Court instead of the particular rul- 
ing made by some departmental officer? 

ir. SPALDING. Certainly that would be a better rule to 


— 

r. PICKLER. But the point is, and everybody will concede 
the fact who knows anything about the matter, that there were 
many troops who enlisted throughout the year 1865 who were not 
in the war of the rebellion to any extent, and would have no right 
to be classed as soldiers of the rebellion 

Mr. SPALDING. But these men, some 40,000 of them, com- 
posed largely of Sheridan's cavalry, were certainly engaged in 
the rebellion. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, they were always in it. There could be 
no question about them. 

r.SPALDING. Well, these very men, under the orders of 
the Secretary of War, were sent out, serving under their offi- 
cers, although they claimed at the time that the term of their en- 
listment was over and had expired. They were sent out by order 
of the Secretary of War, who decided against their contention, and 
they reluctantly went out on the Plains and fought the Indians 
for several months after the war was over. 

Mr. PICKLER. They enlisted before the date fixed by the bill 
and would come under the head of enlistments during the war 
of the rebellion. 

Mr. CROWTHER. It seems tome that the only question would 
be as to when the war actually closed according to the interpre- 
tation of the highest authority of the land to decide that question, 
and that is the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. SPALDING. It seems to me that it would be much better 
to adopt that date. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD. Let me ask the gentleman why was it 
changed? It was reported August 20, 1866. 

Mr. PICKLER. e will consider these matters afterwards. 

Mr. STEELE. Before the gentleman proceeds I would like to 
ask him a question as to whether or not he would be willing to 
modify this bill, beginning with line 6, section 13, and ending 
with line 11, extending the law to apply to those who reenlisted, 
so that the claimants under this act should prove to the satisfac- 
tion of the Secretary of War that they were not bounty jumpers 
or had not deserted in the face of the enemy. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman can discuss that question here- 
after, and if the section needs modification it can be done. 

Mr. STEELE. Clearly a modification should be madé of it. 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). And I want to say in regard to 
the bounty jumpers and camp followers, that there is more scare 
in it than anything to hurt. Let me ask the gentleman whether 
there were any bounty jumpers in Indiana? 

Mr. STEELE. I eer there were. 

Mr, PICKLER. ell, I was an Iowa soldier, and I do not be- 
lieve that there was one in that State. 
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Mr. STEELE. I have no doubt that there were some in Iowa 
as well as in Indiana. 

Mr. PICKLER. There were some in the eastern parts of the 
country, I admit—— 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Not atall. I protest against that state- 


ment. There were none in the East. 

Mr. STEELE. Linvestigated myself on one occasion, and fo:..nd 
that one man had enlisted forty-one times in one day in New 
York City. 

Mr. PICKLER. I venture then if there was a man who was 
sharp enough to do that that he had his pension long ago. The 
bounty jumpers and those who went into the Army for money 
were perhaps shrewd enough after getting their money to also 
get a pension if they could make any show for it. The fact that 
we required them to go under oath would not stand in their way, 
and if they made application for pension they were sharp enough 
to back up the application with sufficient evidence to get it. 

Mr. ST . Ido not suppose the tleman wants to take 
any man in who did not perform honorable services. 

Mr. PICKLER. This very question about pensions to deserters 
in the face of the enemy and bounty jumpers is no doubt ly 
overdrawn. While the actual deserter, the man who d in 
the face of the enemy, ought not to have any leniency whatever 
shown to him, stil! there is a large class of men classed as desert- 
ers a after the service, who as boys, or young men, 
entered the Army, and as went away to see a sick mother. 
Mr. STEELE. 


And a very large majority of them were de- 

serters, too. 
Mr. PICKLER. Husbands who went home to sick wives, men 
who, when their term of service was out, as the gentleman has 
ust said, went home. There were hundreds of cases of these 
who said: ‘* The war is over; we have completed the contract. 
We are going home.” They went, and they are marked deserters 


on the rolls to-day. 
Mr. STEELE. The general law has provided for such men. 
Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman from Indiana can fix any 


way to sift out everybody who was a bounty jumper I want to 
do it, but I do not know how you will doit. I say there is more 
of a bugbear than there is of reality about the bounty jumper. I 
su im some of the Eastern States there were essional 
bounty jumpers; but, take the country over, the talk about bounty 
jumpers on the part of men o to pensions hae °*rre 1 up a 
great deal of opposition, and result has been that a great many 
good men who were in favor of pensions have a prejudice on that 
subject, and great injustice has been done to men who were marked 
on the rolls as technical deserters, but who were not actual de- 
rters. 


Be ‘ 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I would rather proceed until I conclude 
my remarks, and will have these explanations by and * 
conclusion is forced upon us the decisions of the Pen- 
sion Office that there were different dates for closing the war, and 
it is for the purpose of obviating that uncertainty that this sec- 
tion is incorporated in the bill. I think it is conceded that we 
ought to fix some date when it can be said that the war closed. 
It ought to be done for all are for that matter, but as we are 
incipally concerned in this act of June 27, 1890, it ought to be 
ne especially as regards pensioners claiming under that act. 
PRIOR DISHONORABLE SERVICE. 

Section 13 provides that under the act of June 27, 1890, a prior 
service from which the soldier was not honorably discharged shall 
not disqualify the claimant from receiving a pension by virtue of 
a subsequent service of ninety days from which he was ee 
discharged, provided the disability was not contracted or incurr 
during the dishonorable service. In a vast majority of these cases 
the service is technically ‘‘not honorable.” 

Until a recent date the rule of the Pension Office was substan- 
tially in accordance with the first provision of the section; and 
there being diverse rulings as to the method of determining the 
length of service, the second provision makes the discharge cer- 
tificate conclusive of that question. Certainly no better evidence 
can be adduced than the certificate itself. 


The proviso— 
That the death of a soldier, sailor, or marine while in the service of the 
United States, and not for or in violation of any law or regulativn thereof, 
shall be construed and held as equivalent to an honorable discharge in de- 
title to pension under said act— 
is added for the purpose of putting into statute form a just 
and equitable rule. The Department has held that death in the 
service under the circumstances stated is not cquivalent to an 
honorablé discharge. Thus, in 6 P. D., 29, it is : 
The death of the soldier in the service is not construed 
ete arde ite ane Seer dese be ot pean ard 
Divine Providence; but the act of June 27, 1890, requires an 


It was hardly the intention of Co to have such a 
placed upon the statute, or to have it construed 
wise than as herein provided, 





Mr. TRACEY. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a ques; 
a CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South [,).,, ; 
yield? - 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; I will yield. 

Mr. TRACEY. Is the discharge certificate under that «.. 
conclusive in all cases as to the le of service? 

Mr. PICKLER. That is provi for here in this bill. | 
say to the gentleman it is a pretty difficult question to fix , 
that will not do somebody an injustice. 

Let me say in regard to the provisions of this bill that i: 
as though every Assistant Secretary of the Interior who s); 
another Assistant Secre takes great liberties with the «.. . 
of his predecessors. I believe the Assistant Secretary 9; 
the Interior has reversed fifty decisions of former Secr;1/\.. 
Now, disregarding the fact as to who is right and who is \.;., 
Congress ought to fix, on these debatable questions and «), ;),,... 
prominent points, a certain rule, and that is the object of (hj, ),) 
throughout, to fix some time, so that different Secretaries ¢.:), ,,,, 
be changing these rulings. 

If it will not weary the committee too much I want the ¢<).-i9] 


nm 


l 
t 


—— BL ne os and tame those interested in pey- 
on legisla’ a estion of rera , comparing the rule of 
rating under the last nistration the rule of rating 43 


changed, under this Administration, because this is one of t!ic Vital 
provisions of this bill. 


OLD RATINGS ESTABLISHED. 


The question involved in section 14, and upon which section 3 
depends, is whether the ratings of disabilities shall be calou|ate) 
iow. peesthen than tio seliegwas Waadinabtiaics shoe 

Ww. ra isabilities shal! be t¢) 
same ona both laws. “Cet 


I shall not only contend that the action of the committes in 
placing this section in the bill establishes a just and equitable rule 
of rating but that it is and ever has been the law. 

From the of the act of June 27, 1890, the rulings were, 
as the committee herein con the same, and made on the 
same theory as they had been made under all former pension law; 
of the Government up to January 7, 1893, when Assistant Secre- 


tary Bussey promulgated a ae of rating for the act of 
June 27, 1890, in the Weike case (6 P. D., 193), which was fo! 
lowed by Assistant Secretary Reynolds, May 27, 1893, in the Ben- 


nett case (7 P. &., 1). 
The committee will understand that under the general pension 


laws as distinguished —— act of -_ Lee there has 
grown up under statute rulings e Department fixed 
allowances for specified ties; for instance: 


TABLE or RATEs. 
Rates fixed by law for officers for disabilities which would entitle a private c 
a A Sher enlisted man to $3. : 


Lieutenant colonel and all officers of higher rank ....---...-.-.. _.. $0.00 
Major, surgeon, a. : 25. (0) 
Captain, provost-marshal, and chaplain........................-...- 2 
First lieutenant, assistant surgeon, deputy provost-marshal, and qu.cr- 


* 


Oe ee eee 


, Surgeon, ter, and chief 
with commander by law, lieu t-colonel,andall 
ES EOS a ae 30.00 
assistant surgeon, surgeon, paymaster, and «hi! 
engineer reaking with Neutunans by law, end Senger in Marine Corps 
Master, professor of ic tdieetieeeee. surgeon, paymaster, and 

chaplain, and captain in Marine CP teasea=----.-----. 20.00 
First lieutenant in Marine Corps. ....................---.-.----- 17.00 
we nee am engineer, ensign, and pilot, and secoad lieutena: 

Cadet mi men, passed midshipmen, midshipmc 
= and of 

and t! ant 

All enlisted men, ex 
Rates and disabilities specified by law. 


manding, 
srfinter mas 


may leriks of ad 
commanding vessels, secon 
master’s mate, and warrant office: 


of ee ew... ---- If 
poral: 1 =~ A etenlgrmerenniseaaethen tee SSS ORE - 20 


shoulder or hip joint, or so near joint as to preven: 


ee ee eee ee tee ee eee eee en ee een nnn nm 
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eee ee Here eee ene cose wees eee eeenn 


f 
shove slbow or knee. -coccca...s2-s0ssssccseoo 
pape Se Hntor Geen gay 











Tadles of rates fixed by the Commissioner of Pensions for certain disabilities 








not specified by law. . 

Josis of shoulder. ..... ...----------------+--2-+-----0+ --++-------+* . 
sichylosis Of CIDOW ......2-c-------22e2---2envevo-ennenessoeeeesenenoeees . i 
se anagem eaten tae rtntnincaeeenainteaataits ° is 
‘anchylosis of ankle......----~~---~-------------+--------0+--se0e enon nennes 1 
‘Anchylosis Of WTISt....-~-------<-------++-+-00---- 0-200 seenee sennannnnnne ij 
tens msmen nooo errno i 
Lowe ot foral EID, vedsinsiionpepranstnnetininte<dmineconewen ¥ 
Sil annonce eee th 
_— deafness of one ear and slight of the other... --..-.-.........-.. 43 
Nearly deafness of one ear and slight of the other -.............--.. 45 
Total deafness of one ear and slight of ae 48 
Severe deafness of both ears... ---.-- -----------.00-----0-ec000----------= HF 
Total deafness of one ear and severe of the other_-.-----..-.....--.------ 4 
Deafness of both ears ex in a degree nearly total. -_................. $5 
Loss of of band and all Singers, the thumb remaining. ......... if 
Lows of thumb index, middie, and ring fingers -..--.----.-.-------------- 4 
Loss of thumb, and middie fingers.-................-. 38 
tes 3 See oe eis gee i 
Loss of thumb, index, and BED MINGOTD 6 nccn~ concn cone cencenewee eos nore $8 
Loss of thumb. ~~ ~~~ <= <-~~<-- =~ --~--~ ---~-ancen en ennn nn annn nnn ae neens wnenee 1 
Loss band BID non hwemvne geceencwwecccere cocccec eves +4 
Cae of all the fingers, thumb and palm remaining-......-....-......-.-. ii 
Loss of index, and ring fingers... ....--.--------.---------------+ 3 
Loss of middle, SEND MINGORS. .. ccc ccna neers coceceee sense seers - 
Loss of index and ME anasdcascas nesesesececcoustencedosneasous - ws 
Loss of little and middle fingers -...........-...-.------------------------- ss 
Loss of little and ring tapers Ao eee eee anne tee eee eee nn eee e en en nnn sneee - a" 
Loss of ring and middle fingers... ~~... -.-.---~---~-------+-=----------=s x 
Loss of index and little fingers...............-..--.-.---+-------------+---« “ 
Loss of index finger..........---.----------~.-..----------------+----------« u% 
Loss of ee eens weecew ence eee ene en ee eee nnd zs 
Loss of the f 34 
Loss great, > | 
Loss of great toe > 
Loss of great and second toes... * 
Loss of great toe. as 
Loss of any other vs 
Loe ct Peamputation of foot, with good results..---.---.-----.------- FF 
ee. | 
SE RR ee Ee EER EERE RRR Re 3a 
et iiestirongh the exteruiting Tt 
Inguinal bernia which not through the external ring -....... sb 
Double inguinal hernia each which passes through the external a 
Double inguinal hernia one of which passes through thoexternairing ~ 


Rh nientintnn ~inndccqueceseecncserepesaense nesses: i 
Double inguinal hernia neither of which passes through the external 
ring 





THOS. FEATHERSTONHAUGH, 
Medical Referee. 


WM. LOCHREN, 
Commissioner of Pensions. 
Commissioner Raum followed the general-law ratings just 
quoted in the measure of incapacity under the law 


ascertaining 
of June 27,1890. His Order 164 (October 15, 1890) on the subject 
is as follows: 


That all claimants under the act of June re. showing a mental or phys- 


ical disability or ofa ent racter not the result of their 
own vicious habits, and which Speapecttate them for the performance of 


manual labor, unable to earn a support in such a degree as 
would be rated under laws at or above $6 and less than $12, shall be 
rated the same as like disabilities of service origin; and that all cases showing 


a disability which, if of service origin, would be rated at or above 
per month shall be rated at $12 per month. 
G B. RAUM, Commissioner. 


CYRUS BUSSEY, 
Assistant Secretary. 


In accordance with the ruling in the Bennett Case (supra) Sec- 
a new principle into the administration 


retary Smith, introducing 
of the — laws and establishing a novel system of rating, 
made the following order: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, D. C., May 27, 1893. 
Str: Order No. 164, “Green B. Raum, Commissioner of Pensions,” 
and “Cyrus , assistant secretary,” of date October 15, 1890, 


You for approval of the Secretary, new rules and regulation: 
covering the proof of the fet to pensions and rates of same in accordance 
Jain the provisions of 2 of the act of Congress approved June 27, 


Your directed to the fact that the disabilities which are pen- 
sionable under section must be of a permanent character, inca tating 


toreang berformance of manual labor to such a degree as toproducs inability 
ontene ‘Ou will observe also that the rate of pension is fixed at 


to the degree of 


made to determine what sions have here- 
section 2 of the act a ed June 27, 1890, in dis- 
Inet in tie aoe of sald act and in conflict the ruling of this Depart- 
ment in T. Bennett this day transmitted to you. 


HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


Here, then, Secretary Smith abandons the Raum rating, which 
was the same as under the old law, and orders that the bility 


way which has never been de- 
geveral extimato—and orders all 
be examined, 


Hy 
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| that it should receive the same interpretation in the second act. 


This reexamination was made, Raum’s ratings overthrown, a 
great number of pensions reduced and stricken from the rolls, a 
great number of claims rejected which would have been allowed 
under the Raum rating; and this practice still prevails, and therein 
is the great complaint of the pensioners. 

This, then, is the contention. Whichiscorrect? Did Congress, 
by the act of June 27, 1890, provide for a new scheme of pension 
ratings, independent of all prior laws, or was it contemplated that 
that act should become a part of the pension system and be con- 
strued in pari materia with all prior laws? 

Of course it is the province of Congress, aside from this conten 
tion, to fix by statute, as herein, these ratings and to say what 
shall hereafter be the rule under the act of June 27, 1890; but I 
purpose, Mr. Chairman, to show that the order promulgated by 
Commissioner Raum was the law and is the law, and that it is the 
only way in which justice can be administered in these cases. 

To arrive at a correct conclusion as to this question we must 
examine these laws in relation to each other. 

The act of June 27, 1890, is a part of our pension system, and 
the various enactments must be construed together. 

There is no conflict of authorities as to this rule of construction, 
and relating to same subject-matter and being a part of our sys- 
tem of pension laws is,in pari materia. 


Statutes which are not inconsistent with one another and which relate to 
the same subject-matter are in pari materia, and should be construed to- 
gether and effect given to all, although they contain no reference to one an- 
other and were passed at different times. (23 Eng. and Am. Enc. of Law. 311.) 

In construing a statute regard must be had to other current legislation 

ri materia, and the whole should, if possible, be made to harmot.ize 
and if the sense be doubtful, such construction should, if possible, be given 
as will not conflict with the general principles of law, which it may be pre- 
sumed the yw would not intend to disregard or change. ( Manuel vs. 
Manuel, 13 Ohio St., 464.) 

The revenue laws of the United States, though made up of independent 
enactments, are to be regarded as onesystem. (Pennington vs. Coxe, 2 Cr., 
33; United States vs. Collier, 3 Blatcht., 333.) 

The various acts of Congress on the subject of soldiers’ bounty are in pari 
materia. (Philbrook vs. U.8., 8 Ct. Cls., 523.) 

Laws upon the subject of public lands are in pari materia, and are to be 
construed together. (2 Atty. Gen. Ops., 46.) 

The sections of a code referring to the same subject-matter are to be con- 
strued in pari materia. (Roberts vs. Briscoe, 44 Ohio St., 600.) 

The several statutes relating tc the jurisdiction and practice of the district 
courts, though varying in their titles, are in pari materia. (Gartner vs. 
Cohen, 51 No. L., 125.) 

Where two acts of Congress are in pari materia it will be presumed,in tho 
absence of anything to show a contrary intent, that if the same word be used 
in both and a special meaning be given to it in the first act it was intended 


aed 


(Reiche vs 


Smythe, 13 Wall, =) 

When terms or modes of expression are employed ina new statute which 
had acquired a definite meaning and application in a previous statute on the 
same subject or one analogous to it, they are generally supposed to be used 
in the same sense, and in settling the construction of such new statute re 
gard should be had to the known and established interpretation of the old. 
(Whitcomb vs. Rood, 20 Vt., 49.) 

It is the universal rule in the construction of statutes, and a settled maxim 
of the common law, that all acts passed on the same subject in pari materia 
must be construed together and made to stand if capable of being reconciled. 
There is no exception to the universality of this rule. 
Bank, 4 Ark., 410.) 

It a thing contained in a subsequent statute be within the reason of a 
former statute, it should be taken to be within the meaning of that statute 
(United States vs. Freeman, 3 How., 564.) 


But not only did Secretary Noble and Commissioner Raum so 
construe this act, but the present Assistant Secretary so construes 
it, and continues to do so except as to ratings for disabilities. 

In the case of Adolph Burnstein (7 P. D., 229) Assistant Secre- 
tary Reynolds held: 


The act of June 27, 1890, is a part of the pension code, and is to be construed 
like all similar acts in pari materia. The various statutes upon the subject 
of pensions enacted by Congress from time to time comy 

msion laws, in the nature of a code, relating to one subject and gover 
yy One spirit and policy. They are to be construed together like our re, 
laws, banking laws, land laws, mining laws, patent laws, and other similar 
laws upon a specific subject, and where the later statute fails to repeal a 
former in express terms or by necessary implication such later statutes 
operate cumulatively and not by way of substitution or repeal. 

For the reasons already stated the act of June 27, 1890, is not complete in 
itself, and was not intended, nor does it purport to prescribe the only rule 
to be observed; nor is the scope and aim distinct and unconnected with former 
legislation. * * * In the very first line we are forced to look to section 47 
of the Revised Statutes to ascertain the rights of persons designated as ** dé 
pendent parents” and the rate of pension to which they are entitled; so, too, 
we are forced to recur to a former statute for authority to medically 
ine the appliceats under said act, and the whole detail of issuing t! 
certificate and paying the same depends upon the then existing lav 

‘The Department sought the aid of the acts of March 3 and 6, 1873. in con- 
struing and ascertaining the scope and meaning of the words “ all persons,” 
used in section 2 of said act of June 27, 1800. 

So, too, the Department held that sections 4707 and 4708 were net repealed 
or modified by the act of June 27, 1890, but are applicable to 


(McFarland vs. State 


rise our system of 


UW) 


exam- 


1 pension 


claims under 


said act. 

ee, sections 4702 and 4703 of the Revised Statutes, in reference to minor 
children, were relied upon in construing the rights of tuinors under said act 
of 1890, 


Again, the Department held in 1890 that while section 4716 was repealed by 
the act of June 27, 1890, the act of March 3, 1877, was not, and that claimant 
was entitled to a pension under the act of June 27, 1800, notwithstanding his 


prior voluntary service in the Confederate army. 

How the Assistant Secretary could so strongly hold this act of 
1890 in pari materia with the pension laws for all these purposes and 
abandon it when he comes to the subject of ratings is a mystery. 
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But comparing the language of the act of June 27, 1890, to wit, 
“‘ which incapacitates them for the performance of manual labor in 
such a degree as to render them unable to earn a support,” with 
the language of former pension legislation, and noting its exact 
similarity to those statutes, the construction for which we con- 
tend is still more apparent. 

In the Bennett case (7 P. D., 1) Assistant Secretary Reynolds 
Bays: 

Disabilities incurred during service and in line of duty are pensionable 
without rd to capacity to earn a support, and are graded without ref- 
erence to t condition. isabilities resulting from causes other than of 
service origin are only pensionable when incapacity to labor joins with inca 

ity to earn a support, and the degrees of rating are dependent upon these 
wo conditions. 

On this erroneous reasoning the new system of ratings is based. 

Turning to section 4693 of the Revised Statutes we find the 
classes of persons thereunder entitled to pensions, as follows: 

First. Any officer or enlisted man disabled, without more. 

Second. Any master serving on a gunboat, etc.,disabled * * * or other- 
wise incapacitated * * * for procuring his subsistence by manual labor. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion in regard to that section which he is on now? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. TERRY. Would that apply to a pilot on an armed trans- 
port who was wounded in the line of service? 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it would. 

Mr, TERRY, I have known of such cases that did not receive 
as pension. 

r. SPALDING. He would haveto bean enlisted man in order 
to draw a pension. 

Mr. RY. This man was a pilot and served on quite a num- 
ber of armed transports. He was wounded while in the service. 
He was in the service in such a way that he was compelled to go 
whether he wanted to go or not. An armed transport, as I under- 
stand, is not a eet within the strict meaning of the word. 

Mr. PICKLER. We providein this bill for all those pilots and 
engineers who were pensioned under the general law to come in 
under the law of 1890, as they did under the last Administration. 

Mr. TERRY. I do not believe that would cover the case. 

Mr. PICKLER. 1 could not answer the gentleman intelligently 
without knowing the exact case. 

Now I will return to my argument. The fourth subdivision 
provides for— 

Any acting assistant or contract surgeon disabled. 

Fifth. Any provost-marshal, etc., disabled * * * to procureasubsistence 
by manual labor. 

Now, we have these three distinct terms, to wit: (1) “Dis- 
abled,” pure and ewonies (2) ‘incapacitated for procuring his 
subsistence by manual labor”; and (3) ‘disabled to procure a 
subsistence by manual labor.” And assuming that the conclusion 
of the Assistant Secretary is correct, we would naturally seek in 
the ra and rulings to find a marked distinction between the 
three. But we findit not. As matter of fact, the question had 
never arisen; toe all been treated as equivalent since the 
enactment of the laws composing the section until these days of 
refining on subtle refinements. 

‘‘Disabled” in the first class has the same significance and 
weight as ‘‘ incapacitated for procuring his subsistence by manual 
labor” in the second class, and either expression is equivalent to 
* — to procure a subsistence by manual labor” in the fifth 
c 





The master who served on a gunboat is allowed the same pen- 
sion if “incapacitated for procaring his subsistence by manual 
labor ” as the soldier of the same rank if ‘‘ disabled”; and the pro 
vost-marshal with an empty sleeve, being thereby ‘‘ disabled to 
procure a subsistence by manual labor,” draws the same pension 
as the enlisted man in the same «undition who is merely “ dis- 
abled ” thereby. 

Capacity to procure a subsistence or earn a support by manual 
labor is the foundation, the very bed rock, upon which the entire 
fabric of ratings is based. Congress has never enacted Soo 
lay’ granting pensions to soldiers or sailors who are perfectly able 
to earn a support; it is only when infirmity sets in, whether from 
wound, disease, or old age, that the bounty of the Government is 
extended. It ts no pension for the wound itself, or the = 
suffered therefrom, but it is its result that is pensionable. t 
result is measured by pe med to = manual labor, and 
manual iabor becomes a factor e calculation cnly in so far 
as it is a means of support. 

Says Assistant Secretary Chandler, in the case of Henry Schmidt 
(February 11, 1876): 

A soldier is not allowed a pension for a wound received by him in battle 
unless such wound results in a disability and injury, so tha? the pension is 
granted, if at all, for the injury an. not for its cause, the wound. 

The language of the statute is “‘disabled.” Disabled from 
what? may be asked. The answer is ready: ‘ Disa) led from the 
rformance of manual labor.” But ‘‘ manuel labor” is merel 

thing by which the result of the disability is measured. It 
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based on manual labor because every man, when he ente,- the 
service, must be found to be capable of performing that ki, ,5 
labor at least. Manual labor is merely significant as a mo.),. of 
obtaining a subsistence—a eral mode of measurement 
is applicable to every class of enlisted men without excepti),, 

binges, | to the resolutions and laws upon the subject of jon. 
sions, we find that as early as August 26, 1776, the Continenta) (\),,. 
gress resolved, among other things: 

Whereas in the course of the present wars some commissioned a1,j ; 
commissioned officers of the Army and Navy, and also private soldi... ),., 
rines, and seamen, may lose a limb, or be otherwise so disabled as to prevent 


their serving in the Army or Navy or getting their livelihood, and jay <:,,, 
in need of relief, etc. Gi Journals of Congress, 454.) @ may stand 


In the first general statute enacted on the subject of pensions 
(act of March 23, 1792; 1 Stat., 244) the claimant is required to 
produce— 


The affidavits of three reputable freeholders of the city, town, or esunty 
in which he resides, ascertaining of their own knowledge the mode of |;;, 
employment, labor, or means of support of such applicant. =e 

The act of February 28, 1793 (1 Stat., 325), requires— 


Every claimant shall be examined, upon oath or affirmation, by two physi. 


W hich 


10n- 


cians or surgeons, to be authorized by commission from said judge. who shal 
report in writing their opinion, upon oath or affirmation, of the nature of 
said disability, and in what degree it prevents the claimant from o taining 
his livelihood by labor. 

Again, by the act of March 8, 1803 (2 Stat., 243), granting pen- 
sions to Revolutionary soldiers, it is provided: 

Every claimant shall be examined, on osth or affirmation, by some respect. 
able physician or surgeon to be authorized by commission from said judy 


e, 
18 


who shall report in writing his opinion, upon oath or affirmation. \¢ {| 
he nd in what degree it prevents the claimant i 


nature of said disability an 
obtaining his livelihood. 

It will be observed that this provision is substantially the same 
as that contained in the law of February 28, 1793 (supra), with 
the exception that the claimant need not necessarily be prevented 
from obtaining his livelihood by labor. 

Carrying the matter a little further, we find in the act of March 
& 1805 (2 Stat., 345), which was amendatory of the act of March3, 

803: 


All pereons in the service of the United States who, in consequence of 
their disability by known wounds received in actual service during the Rey- 
olutionary war, resi; their commissions or took discharges, or who, after 


incurring their disability, were taken captive by the enemy and reiained 
either in pris or on parole until the close of the war, and who. in con- 
sequence of known injuries réceived in the actual service of the United 
States, have at any od since become and continued disabled in such 
manner as to render unable to procure a subsistence by manual labor. 
The act of April 10, 1806 (2 Stat., 876), provides a pension to 
any man injured in the service of the United States during the 
Revolution who— 
became and continued disabled in such manner as to render him unable to 
procure a subsistence by manual labor. 


Section 2 of the same act,as to the matter of evidence, provides: 


The nature of such disability, and in what d it prevents the claimant 
from obtaining his subsistence, must be proved & the affidavit of some repu- 
table physician or surgeon. 


And section 5 is to the effect that every claimant making ajli- 

cation for increase of pension— 

be b ms * * * who 
tn Rage pe tab rpg cl tee tare of applicant's 
disability, and in what degree it prevents from obtaining a subsistence 
by manual labor. 

The act of August 2, 1813 (3 Stat., 73), provides for the payment 
of pensions to persons disabled during the war of 1812, and sub- 
stantially reenacts the provisionsof the act of April 10, 1806 (supra), 
as to proof, etc. 

The act of April 10, 1806, which had expired by limitation, was 
ne reenacted and revived on several occasions (' Stat., 
596, 650; 4 Stat., 307), and seems to be the basis on whic): al! sub- 

nent on legislation was founded. 

t if there were any doubt as to whether “disabled” means 
res more or less than “ to earn a support,” we 
have only to look at section 9 of the act of May 8, 1792 (1 Stat., 279), 
containing the following express promise: 

person, whether soldier. petenging tia of any State 
oad tailed into the stteloont the Usines Btates Seeker disabled while 
in actual service, he shall be taken care of and provided for at the public 
expense. 

That is to say, if the person so wounded or disabled while in the 
service is unable by reason thereof to obtain a subsistence through 
his own efforts he shall be provided with the necessaries 0! | fe 
the means of li by the Government, and in the fulfillment of 
this promise the statutes on the subject of pensions were 


text 
ovis of the law of June 27, 1890, there is no new rating 
provided for; no direction that disabilities shall not be rated e 
ee chanoale raider hacen that, whatever the disabilities . 

ais originated yA apr could not be made that the 
disability in the or because it actually did not 
originate in service), the maximum pension was to be $!®. 
Now, with these established, based, as all of aa 
— for ‘inability to perform manual la 
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subsistence,” the act of June 27, 1890, is passed with 
these laws or ratings, the same terms—inability 

by manual labor—with no mention of different 
the debates in Congress, how can anyone arrive at a 
that different ratings were intended? 

, the executive officers to construe this law, the Secre- 
of the Interior and the Commissionor of Pensions, being in 
and knowing the intent of the legislators, place a construc- 
tion thereon, Order 164 (su ra) giving the same ratings to dis- 
abilities under the mae a owes 27, 1890, as are given to like disa- 

under the Ww. 
en of the Seetslators and the contemporaneous construc- 
ion always have great weight in construing a statute. 


tatu the will of the legislature, and the object of all judicial inter- 
S ~ es is to determine what intention is conveyed. whether 
on, by the used. (23 Eng. and Am. Ency. 


or 
= ni ‘which is within the intention of the makers of the statute is as 
wae within the statute as if it were within the letter, and a thing which is 
within the letter of a statute is not within the statute unless it be within the 
the makers. (26 N. Y., 198; 15Johns., 358; 8 Pa., 608; 3 Cowan, 89; 
einer tberpretatis Mthat the 1 gislative purpose and the object 

on @ le ve and the objec 

ainda Stare to be borne in wind and that lan casos tible of more than 
ene construction is to receive that which bring it into harmony with 
and purpose rather than that which tend to defeat it. (23 


Am. mney. of Law, 319, and cases ened.) 
ords in astatute which have acquired a particular loge? meaning are, in 
the absence of other controlling circumstances, when appl ed to the subject- 
matter as war the Oe meaning, to be taken in their 
sense. ; + Dey . 
In statutory exposition the reason and spirit of the law are above the mere 
cavil about words. (Spencer vs. State, 5 Ind., 41.) 
in construing or interpreting a statute, give much weight to the 
t —. it at the time of its enactment and since by those 
whose duty it has to construe, execute, and apply it. (23 Ency. of 
Law, 339.) 


The con construction is gunepaliy the best construction of a 
statute. It gives the sense of the community of the terms made use of by 
legislature. If there is ambiguity in the lan , the understanding 
and application of it ae Se ~_ at —— a 0 
long acquiescence on part 0 e ure an 
by the evidence that it has 
(Packard vs. 9 Am. Dec., 123.) 


Chief Justice Marshall, in Cohens vs. Virginia (6 Wheat., 418), 
Says: 
Great weight has avers been attached, and very rightly attached, to con- 


SB a 
th 


8 
i 


Ba 


a 


| 


ration, sanctioned 
e judicial tribunals, 
m rightly explained in practice. 


and continued practice of officers required to execute 

cognizance of a statute is strong evidence of its true meaning. 

8 Wall, 330; 3 Wall., 291; 12 How ; 21id., 35; 111 U.S. , 53; 113 id., 

» 100; 142 id... 615; 1 Cr. 299; 12 Wheat., 206; 6 Pet., 29; % U.8., 760; 
411: 124 id., 236; 138 id. 573; 140 id., 35; 24 Ct. Cls., 299.) 

is that the | ture does not intend tochange or modify 

hee what “— y declares, or by unmistakable implication. 


or 
5 Cr. 


iF 


But it is unnecessary to cite additional authorities on this point. 

Itremained the construction from ge of act, June 27, 1890— 
never —- never doubted, no dispute as to ifs construction— 
until ee 1893, although millions of dollars had been paid 
out under construction which would not have been under the 
later one. 


But are the ratings of the general law practical when applied 

to the act of June 27, 1890, and are they reasonable? 
I assert, Mr. Chairman, that they are—more than that, such rat- 
are not only reasonable, but they are the only practical 


are these ratings? What dothey mean? What do they 


These , under the general law, are found on pages 18 and 
to Examining Surgeons of the Bureau of Pen- 
1895. Certain of these ratings are fixed by law and others 
Commissioner of Pensions. 
the incapacity of the me to earn a 
A certain disease or disability represents 
perform manual labor, and the ratings of 
in dollars what the applicant ought to re- 
disability under the statutes. For instance, the 
than the index finger, without complications, is 
is, $2. Now, this means, and can only 
rated in dollars, the loss of such finger incapacitates 
the extent of $2 per month from earning a living by 


the rate of six-eighteenths, or $6 per month, is fixed 


hernia, it simply means that, rated in dollars, such 
the soldier to the extent of $6 per month 
a living by manual 


labor. 
of all legislation, as we have already shown, 
to earn a support by manual labor, these 
te and measure the extent which the dis- 
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the pensioner from 0 manual 
labor. And where the claimant is foadl wolor Gnd law, to 
have more than one disability, they are all taken into consid- 


the amount that may be allowed him—they 
until the maximum of $17 is reached, and for- 


XXVIII—269 


E 
i 


merly $18. To use the language of the present Assistant Secretar 
(7 P. D., 150): . 


Subsequently, during the administration of Commissioner Black, it was 
held that where a claimant was found to be suffering under two or more dis- 
abilities, for each of which an allowance was made, the aggregate allowance 
for all the disabilities might be $18 per month under the provisions of sec- 
tion 4699, Revised Statutes. In other words, a man might be allowed $12 per 
month for rheumatism and $6 a month for chronic diarrhea, making a total 
pension of $18. But if he had only one cause of disability he could not receive 
more than $17 unless the disability was equal to the loss of a hand or foot. 

Under the general law all the disabilities are taken in the ag- 
gregate up to $17. For instance, if the applicant lost his middle 

nger ($2) and had an inguinal hernia ($6) he would be allowed 
$8. Again, if he lost his middle finger ($2), had an inguinal 
hernia ($6), lost an eye ($17), and was totally deaf in one ear 
($10), he would be allowed but $17, unless it were found that his 
infirmities disabled him for manual labor equivalent to the loss 
of a hand or foot, in which event he would be granted $24. 

I contend that the same rule should be pursued in regard to 
ratings under the act of June 27, 1890, with the restriction, how- 
ever, that for the total of all disabilities the claimant should not 
be allowed more than $12, the maximum fixed by that law, just 
as under the general law the claimant is allowed nothing in excess 
of $17 for the total of all disabilities until the next grade rating 
is reached, which, as before stated, is a disability equivalent to 
the loss of a hand or foot. 

This was Commissioner Raum's interpretation of the statute, 
and is the only sensible and logical one. There is no other way 
of measuring these disabilities. The examiners ascertain the dis- 
abilities separately, and apply some rating to each of them. To 
ascertain the claimant’s incapacity under the act of June 27, 1890, 
the examining boards proceed on thissame theory. The disabili- 
ties are rated by them as under the general law. As under the 
general law, they proceed in exactly parallel lines until it comes 
to fixing the amount, and then,in some mysterious manner which 
has never been explained, and which can not be explained, but 
which permits one examiner to designate one amount and another 
examiner to designate a wholly different amount for the same 
disabilities, a sum is arrived at which is finally allowed the pen- 
sioner. 

The difficulty of the Pension Office in endeavoring to carry out 
the provisions of that act in the abandonment of the ratings under 
the general law is made manifest by the first order issued under 
Assistant Secretary Reynolds’s ruling discarding the old law rates. 
We find, under date of June 12, 1893, the following circular issued 
by the medical referee: 

MEDICAL DIVISION CIRCULAR. 
JUNE 12, 1893. 

In rating cases under act of June 27, 1890, the following directions will serve 
as landmarks only, and will be subject to such variations as each particular 
case may require: 

The ratings will be fi2, $10, $8, and $6. 

The rate of $12 will allowed only in the following cases: 

1. Incases where claimant is clearly disabled from performing any effective 
manual labor. 

2. In loss of either hand or foot. 

3. In total deafness of both ears. 


The minimum rate will be allowed for a disability equivalent to anchylosis 
of elbow — 


The ratings between $12 and $6 will be given in proportion as claimant is 
disabled from earning support by manual labor. 

If there are two or more disabilities demanding a rate of $6 (each), the rate 
of $8 only shall be allowed, and if there are two or more disabilities demand- 
ing a rate of $8 (each), the rating of $10 shall be allowed. But two or more dis- 
abilities, each demanding a rating below $6, shall not be added to make a mini- 
mum rating, and such cases shall be rejected. 

All specific ratings, as published in the book of instructions, have no appli- 
cation in claims under act of June 27, 1890. 

FEATHERSTON HAUGH, 
Medical Referee. 

While it is declared that the old ratings under the general law 
shall be abandoned and shall not apply to the act of June 27, 1890, 
and while declaiming against them and their application to this 
act of June 27, this circular of June 12, 1893, clearly shows that 
the old ratings were followed. For instance, the circular states 
that the ——— shall be $12, $10, $8, and $6, which are ratings 
under the old law. There are no $7, $9, or $11 ratings under the 
old law, nor do they recognize any such ratings under the new. 

The order continues by giving the cases in which $12 shall be 
allowed, to wit: 

1. In cases where claimant is clearly disabled from performing any effective 
manual labor. 

2. In loss of either hand or foot. 

3. In total deafness of both ears. 

. Assistant Secretary Reynolds, in the Bennett decision, abandon- 
ing the old theory of ratings and seeking to establish a new one 
for the act of June 27, 1890, declares that— 

Disabilities resulting from causes other than of service origin are pension- 
able only when incapacity to labor joins with incapacity to earn a support, 
and the grades of rating are dependent upon these two conditions. 

In this order, however, he ignores this distinction which he has 
drawn with so much effort, and declares that the highest rate 
under the act of June 27, 1890, shall be allowed where claimant is 
clearly “disabled from performing any effective manual labor,” 
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utterly disregarding his secor 1 condition above stated, on which, 
as he says, the whole differes.ce between the two systems depends. 
The circular fixes the rating » . $12 where the claimant is disabled 
from performing any “ effective ranual labor,” saying nothing of 
capacity to earn a support, althoug*, according to his decision, 
o = grades of rating are dependent ~pon these two conditions,” 
to wit, ability to perform man wal 1 bor and capacity to earn a 
support. 
ut the strangest part of thic .“~<clar is the following: 


If there are two or more disabili.«. c¢ _.cGing a rate of $6 each, the rate 
of $8 only shall be allowed; and if there: » twoor more disabilities demand- 
ing $8 each, the rate of $16 shall be ali: ‘ 


In the list of disabilities urder t..- old law there are eight rated 
at ¥°. Theoretically, an applicant cou. 4 have all those disabilities 
and would yet receive only $8, whereas «-ndex~ the general law he 
would receive at least $17, and possibly §z °. 

Again, by this <:veular he m‘ht have a]! the C.aabilities in the 
catalogue that are rated at less than {' ¢ on aad cti'l get abso- 
lutely nothing. 

Right here is the cause of the soldiers’- wmplaizt. Although 
they may havesix-dollar disabilities seyrcgacing (18, $24, or moze, 
they are allowed only $3. while rue nw clearly provides that they 
shall have at 'exsi9i2. Regardless of the number of eight-dollar 
dies bilities they may have, they are allowec only S10. - 

The Assistant ee argues that the ratings ur ‘ter the gen- 
eral law should not apply to the act of June 27, 1890, because a 
man may suffer the loss of a finger and nave some ip ‘rier disa- 
bility, and yet be able to earn a living by manu: labor. This is 
conceded; but it .nust be remem that the act of 1°50 
poses that he may have atwo-dollar disabili.y or a fonr-oiiar dis- 
ability and yet not be entitled to a pensicn, Vecause he can earn 
his support by manual labor. However, wh<n these disabilities, 
measured by the old law rates, as was the evidot inte: tior of the 
act, amount to $6 or more, then he should reccive at lesat the 
minimum rate under the la-v of Junc 27, isw, to wit, $C. 

Whilst pretending to rate the 2i<airity in pron srtion to the de- 
gree of inability to earn s suppcert, three four, or evon moro 
six-dollar disabilities are not allow:d any move tian two six-dollar 
disabilities, tho itis apparent to the most or‘ipary inte dhipr nce 
t)at a man with but two disabilities is not as much Lacapecitated 
as & man with the same two disabilities plus two equivalené dis- 
© ilines. Itis evident that with three or far disabilities he is 
798s able to earn asupp: “* then with two, and uence he is not pen- 
sioned in proportion to his inability to earn a support by tue terms 
of this circular. E 

1.6 inefficacy of this blunderin,, order was soon appaient to the 
Bureau of Pensions, and cn Septesiier 2, a little more than two 
and one-half months after ite issve. it was withdrawn by order 241, 
whicb. is as follows: 

[Orier No. 241.) 


SEPTEMBER 2, 1893. 
The «'-cular of June 12, 1893, is withd~awn. 
Her..iter in fixing rates under act cf June 27, 1800, the medical 
or ‘ce medical officer in the board of revision shall weigh each disability and 
determine the degree that each cr the combined disabilities disables the 
flsimmant for carning a sapgent by m- vaal labor, and 4 rate corresponding 
tuis degree s .a!1 be allowed. 


In cases in whch the pensioner has reached the ape of 15 hin vate shall not 
he disturbed if he is receiving the maximum, and if he is not a pensioner he 
on- 


shell recoive the maximum for senility alone if there are no special pensi: 
ble disabilities shown. 


ee ee for a disabili 
allowed under the eral law and the act of June 27, 1890. 
follows trom the fact that the disability is a constant factor, un- 
i c ing, regardless of where ixcurred. It 
the same incapacity to perform taanual labor. The soldier who 
lost his leg in a retroad accident a year ago is incapacitated to 
exactiv the same extent, all other equal, as the man 
jost a leg at the siege of Vicksburg, and the soldier who had 
finger shot off at Lookout Mountain is not disabled to a grea 
extent thereby than the one who a month since had his 
off by accident. The disability is therefore constant, and is 
same. It vy incapacitates the soldier, ess of the 
or time of its incurrence. So that when, under the general law 
a rating is fixed for any disability it must be the same under any 
other law, because, as before stated, the disability is a constant 
factor. And as the aggregate disabilities are considered under 
the general law in ascertaining the tctal disability, there is no other 
1005, than be Sellowing the on ca hea or anuaas — 
»% & same y> ’ 
adding the disabilities, as was done by Commissioner Raum. Its 
true that the soldier can not receive more than $12 under the act of 
June 27, 1890, regardless of what these disabilities may amount to, 
and it is ay true that he can not receive more than $17 under 
the law, regardless of what these disabilities may amount 
to, if they are not equivalent to the loss of a hand or foot, The 
principle is precisely the same. 


But farther hostility and unfairness to the pensioner are exe;y. 
plified sy Order 245, dated November 2, 1893, which is as follows: 
(Order 245.] 

NOVEMBER 22, 1823 

Feacion — issued ee: pecend jensen nat act of aune 27, 1890, wil} 

no r of particular © m 
maw Setting of $2 is allowed, the certificate will state that it eo a. 
ity to earn epport by manual labor." Where less than the maximum r.: |), 
is allowed, th. certificate will state that it isfor “partial inability to ..,,, 
_ mnever, i ease of pension granted under said section at th ia 
never, Cc. ess than the 

xi z,a higher bsequen ht, ication for 
vod tiches relate shall Scones and een ene sie ps oe Senne 
and notes a claim for a aew disability, and the increase, if allowed, \\|| 
commence from the date of the official medical examination show in:: : 18 
ine disability. 

It is directed that the medical officer “shall weigh each (j<,- 
bility and determine the degree that each of the combined dis.) |\\;- 
ties disables the claimant,” etc. But howis it possible to“ wei)” 
disabilities withoat weizhts? All rates for particular disabili: 
are abendoned, ard yet the order is that the disabilities must | 
weighed. How can these officers come to any correct conclusion 
as to the extent of claimant’s incapacity if on disabilities are 
not considered separately and a rating given toeach? Why s)honii 
they be allowed to jemp ataconclusion as to the sum the (isa- 
bility entitles the claimant to receive unless these disabilities arg 
considered separately? 

The far. ‘s, it is impossible to so do; nor do they pretend to 
carry this wrder into —- me om of these examiners, 
in examining a case ascertaining disabilities, attach to 
each one an old-law ra which they claim to have abandoned, 
In other words, while to have abandoned the old law 
and jumping at a rate for all the disabilities, thus putting it ont 
of the power of the claimant to know for what he has been rated 
warticular dissbiltt they still cline to the cld-law os < “7 

y; law figures. 

Moreover, instructions to the exami surgeons are ex- 
actly the same for examinations under both laws (Instructions 
to ining Surgeons, 16 and 17), and the same directions 
are given, regardless of which law the application is filed under. 

The most conspicuous feature of the present practice is found 
in this Order 241, which commands the medical officer to lump the 
disabilities and fix the amount for all, without a particular amount 
for any, thus rendering it im ible for the claimant to chow 
wherein he is im 5 eek ont rendering as many different 
conclusions possi ‘or the same disabilities as there are different 
medical officers. It is a notorious fact that such is the case at the 
present time, and that there is no uniformity whatever in the rat- 
ings of these medical officers, because of the fact that it is impos- 
sible to rh onteiaainenae results after iiieas the old-law 
system and substitu nothing certain in its a. 

This same intent to confuse the claimant and to render it impos- 
sible for him to ascertain from his certificate for what he is )«n- 
sioned, and also to make it difficult for him to obtain a higher 
poser cede rper pay by Order 245, which declares that the pension 
certificate ‘‘ will no longer specify particular disabilities,” but will 

ly state inability or partial inability to earn a support: and 


mére 
like , when a higher rating is it will be treated as an 
application for increase and not — for a new disability. 

oner is thus deprived of the increase he would jusi!y be 
entitled to by filing a new application, as in increase cases |i re- 
ceives ion from the date of medical examination only, w!ich 


or two after he has filed his claim. From 
he does not know for what disabilities he 
ileus ie akumeeas in the dark as to what new ones he 
apply for, See to increase. Suppose the pen- 

sioner has rheumatism. and anchylosis of wrist; from his 
it isi for him to tell whether he is pensioned 
oe impossible for him to 

ander the system is cha- 

; without a and differences 

by which it is intended that the 

not understand and can not under- 

or anything else 

and it all arises from 

which a ae Te in of 

into existence, entirely different m. that in 
of the act and during two years ani =x 


The necessity of the enactment of this section into law is ther’ 
fore It restores the former practice of ae: which is 
the and true one under a liberal interpretation of the sta‘ute: 

NEW APPLICATION NOT REQUIRED. 


ree a claim for Ap said —_ of a 
ee th cae anes Ieee. but on filing 
in his case the sworn statement of a reputable physician that a pensions'le 


may take place a 
his ; 

















of disability does in f 
iis. before another board of — if a ; . 
srt of such board and the evidence show the existence of a pensionable 
Kea y at the time of tye pension, when allowed, commence 
from the date of filing the application rejected as aforesaid, or, if otherwise, 
from the date su uent tosr i iling at which the disability began to exist, 
as shown by the evidence. 


This is sim ustice to th. applicant, for itis unfair that, after 
filing = a oe tion and having diligently sought to prove up 
his claim, if the same is rejected, although wrongfully rejected, 
he must file a new application, and can receive a pension, if it is 
allowed at all, from the date of his second application only. Prob- 
ably no greater source of complaint has arisen during the last few 
years than from this practice of refusing a claim after the appli- 
cant has for a long time tried to make proof, compelling him to 
file a new application, and then allowing it from the date of the 
second filing. If the first refusal is unjust or a mistake, it hardly 
nee?s argument to show that the pension should commence from 
the date the disability actually existed as shown by the evidence. 
A provision very similar to this is contained in the pension 
on act recently approved, but there are several points 
of difference of more or less importance. 
Under the appropriation act it is a to file a new applica- 
tion. This course, would have to be in form, and in accord- 
ance with the rules of the Pension Bureau. It would also subject 
the applicant to the payment of an attorney's fee. Under section 
15 of this bill the provision is that ‘“‘ the claimant shall not be re- 
quired to file a new or supplemental declaration,” but can file 
merely the sworn statement of a reputable physician that a pen- 
sionable degree of disability does in fact exist. 
Under the a practice of the Pension Bureau it is required 


act exist, an order for the applicant's examina- 
desired, shall issue; and in case the 


that each application shall be technically correct, and the claim- 
ant is held to the strict rules of pleading. 


or example, a soldier applied under the act of June 27, 1890, 
and was awed pension thereunder. He is afterwards dropped. 
He wants a renewal. He executes an application alleging his dis- 
abilities, but merely states his service, without setting forth in 
terms the dates of enlistment and discharge or that he served 
ninety days. In every case the application is held to be defective, 
and thon licant must begin anew, notwithstanding the fact that 
the ai his service is matter of record in the Pension Office 
and War Department. ye 

This is equally true in regard to a second application when the 
first is rejected on the ground of no pensionable degree of dis- 


ability. 
The Pension Office abides by the record in any event, even if 
things are with exactness and precision. 
Moreover, the section under consideration gives the applicant 
the option of being examined by another and different board of 
i if he believes justice was not done him on his 


d further, to obtain relief under the appropriation act, after 
new declaration, the evidence must show that the disa- 
at the time of filing the first application. If the 
to show this fact, he is without remedy, although 
be able to _— that a pensionable disability existed 
ae his firstfiling. Under this section, however, he may 
his disability at the time of filing or at any time subse- 
and thepension will commence accordingly. Itneed 
is eminentiv fair to the Government and 
to the claimant—in truth, it more nearly approaches exact justice 
to them both. This section will prove a valuable supplement to 
the remedial and i 


ial provisions of the pension appropriation 


; 


THE INCOME OF THE WIDOW. 


Section 16 that the phrase “ without other means of 
than daily labor” in section 3 of the act of June 27, 


, Shall be construed to mean ‘‘ without a net income of $300 
perannum.” The + Administration holds it to mean ‘‘ with- 
out an income of $96 per annum,” and the former Administration 
was a little more ; but the whole matter is very well under- 
stood by the members of the House, it ha been lately fully 

In regard to this section the committee says: 
While this amount must be arbitrary, yet it is believed to be 


necessarily 
better to establish a sum certain than to leave it to the whim or ice of 
the officers who execute the law. * — 


After careful consideration this sum was fixed upon, and gen- 
erally, it is believed, gives satisfaction on all hands. 


RESTORING TO THEM THEIR PENSIONABLE STATUS. 


Section 17 @ pensionable status under the act of June 27, 
1890, to wie of who for several years were held 
to be within the letter spirit of that law. Lately, however, 
under a different of the statute, they have been 
‘osha 


persons mentioned are on the same plane with the enlisted 
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man under the general law, and there is no reason why they 
should not receive the benefits of the act of 1890, if, as provided 
in this section, they otherwise bring themselves within the pro- 
visions of said act. 

These classes are as set forth in section 4693, Revised Statutes: 

Second. Any master serving on a gunboat, or any pilot, engineer, sailor, 
or other person not regularly mustered serving upon any gunboat or war 
vessel of the United States. * * * 

Fourth. Any acting assistant or contract surgeon. * * * 

Fifth. Any provost-marshal, deputy provost-marshal, or enroll 

Cost OF THE BIL. 

From estimates from the War Department and the Commis- 
sioner of Pensions as to sections in regard to which numbers can 
be definitely ascertained, and approximating the number under 
other sections of the bill, the total cost would be about $3,160,000. 


ng officer. 


Supposing it would require, in connection with other business of 
the Pension Office, three years, as it probably would, to replace 


those heretofore drawing pensions, together with claims which 
will be allowed in the first instance, the cost would be about 
$1,000,000 per year. 

Now I yield to the gentleman from Ohio or the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I see that'section 15 of your bill applies 
only to claims which have been rejected on the ground of no pen- 
sionable degree of disability. Now, why do you limit it to that, 
so long as there are rejections of applications which are on mere 
technical grounds? Many of the rejections have been on the 
ground that there was no pensionable degree of disability, but 
others have had their applications rejected because the declara- 
tions are sworn to before an improper officer. 
not include all of them in this provision? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, the gentleman will see that this section 
is confined to the ratings. We try to bring it back to the old 
ratings. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But it is section 15 I am speaking of, 

Mr. PICKLER (reading)— 

That upon the rejection of a claim for pension under said act of June 27, 1890, 


on the ground of no pensionable degree of disability, the applicant shall not 
be required to file a new or supplemental declaration. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. Now, why not let it apply to any rejec- 
tion, so that if a pension is eventually granted it shall be from the 
date of the filing of the first application? Why limit it to the 
rejection on the ground of no pensionable degree of disability? 

Mr. PICKLER. Can you do that with safety? ; 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Certainly you can. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose that the applicant alleged no dis- 
ability in his application? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Very well; putin the limitation that if the 
proof shows that he was entitled to a pension from the date of the 
filing of his first application, he shall ion pension from that date. 
There is no harm in that. 

Mr. PICKLER. Ofcourse, I recognize the force of what the gen- 
tleman says. The committee in discussing this matter found the 
trouble as to the pensionable disability. The pensioner sends in 
an application that is defective, and if they do their duty they let 
him know immediately that it is defective. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. But they do not let him know. 
not reach the case for two or three years. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is very baad to govern that, Then the 
question is, How will you limit it? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If he makes one application for a pension, 
and a pension is eventually allowed, it should go back to that date. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; we provide in this bill it shall go back to 
the time the evidence shows it to exist. A person might file an 
application and not allege that he is disabled. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then that would not be an application. 

Mr. PICKLER. It would be an application, if he made it and 
filed it as such. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If you will read the examination of the 
Commissioner of Pensions before the subcommittee on Appropria- 
tions having in charge the pension appropriation bill, you will 
find that where a claim is rejected on the ground of no pension- 
able d of disability alone, and a new application is required, 
they will date it back; but if the application is rejected on the 
= of some technicalities then they will not permit it to date 

ck, even if the proof shows that he was entitled to a pension 
prior to the date of filing the application; and these are the very 
men that you ought to help. 

Mr. PICKLER. I refer the gentleman to the law lately passed 
on the pension appropriation bill—March 13,1896. Let me read it: 

That whenever a claim for pension under the act of June 27, 1800, has been, 
or shall hereafter be, rejected, suspended, or dismissed 

I suppose that is what the gentlemen is referring to? 

Mr. WORTHWAY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER (reading): 
and a new application shall have been, or shall hereafter be, filed, and a 
pension has been, or shall hereafter be, allowed in such claim, such pension 


Why should you 


They may 
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shall date from the time of filing the first  epptiention. provided the evidence 
in the case shall show a pensionable disa! y to have existed, or to exist at 
the time of filing of such first application, anything in the law or ruling of 
the Department to the contrary notwithstanding. 

That is under the pension appropriation act. This, which you 
have in the appropriation bill. applies to the pension act of June 27, 
1890. The appropriation act covers your objection; but in the 
appropriation act you adhere to present ratin, 


as to pensionable 
degree of disa’ 


bility. We a that in this act and go back 
to the old Raum decision. it will make the appropriation act 
effective and cover rejected claims, so it is not necessary to cover 
in terms rejected cases in this bill. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Then it is all right. 

Mr. PICKLER. This supplements the appropriation act by ap- 
plying the Raum ae e first had rejectionsin our bill, but 
concluded to change it in the manner that it is in the bill now, 
believing the former act to be all that is necessary. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Isee in your old bill, 5549, section 10, you 
had, but_you have not included it in the bill now under consider- 
ation. The following section (10) of the bill you before intro- 
duced, 5549— 

That, in the administration of the pension laws, the first acceptance into 
the military or naval service of the United States shall be conclusive evidence 
of soundness— 
is stricken out of the present bill, is it not? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Why was that done? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, on further consideration of the matter 
by the committee. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Who considered it? 

Mr. PICKLER. The members of the committee and other gen- 
tlemen who are very warmly interested in the soldiers and in 
pensions—— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iam not questioning that. 

Mr. PICKLER. The objection made to that provision was the 
fear that it would be criticised as showing that we wanted to 
pension men who were not sound when they went into the service. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Who would criticisein thatway? Iwould 
like to know if there is anything wrong in applying to the Gov- 
ernment the same rule which the Government enforces among 
individuals? If the Government examines aman and accepts him 
and he serves it three or four years, is there any reason why it 
should not be estopped from denying that he was sound when he 
entered the service? 

Mr. PICKLER. Individually I do not think there is any objec- 
tion to that provision as it originally stood in the bill. I have 
always contended the Government should be estopped from deny- 
ing soundness after accepting soldier as sound. 

r. HEPBURN. [call the gentleman’s attention to this phrase- 
ology in section 15 of his bill: 

That u the rejection of a claim for pension under said act of June 27 
1900, on the ground of no pensionable degree of disability, the applicant shall 
not be required to file a new or supplemental declaration, etc. 

Will that apply to rejections other than those made hereafter? 
Will it apply to those that have been made heretofore? 

Mr. P ER. Whether it does or not, I call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that under the pension a rs act, 
which frre back to June 27, 1890, these cases will provided for. 

Mr. PBURN. So far as this lan is concerned, it seems 
to me that it a only to future rejections. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me say to the gentleman that if there isa 
ao existing in that Bureau at the present time and this 
bill should become a law, then, while the rejection stands, the 
applicant takes the pension under the present law. 

r. HEPBURN. If this read, “ t upon the rejection of a 
claim for pension under the act of June 27, 1890, heretofore or 
hereafter made,” etc., the idea would be more clearly expressed. 

Mr. PICKLER. We thought there could not be any doubt 
about the meaning of the provision as it stands, and with what is 
included in the appropriation act and this taken together I do not 
think there will be any trouble. We want therule to apply to all 


of course. 
, Mr. Chairman, thanking members of the committee for 
their patience and indulgence, I yield the floor. [Loud applause. ] 


Mr. McCLELLAN was 

Mr. McCLELLAN, . , before proceeding I should 
like to make some ent with the gentleman from South 
Dakota for the purpose of as to him at this time to move 
that the committee rise. I find that several gentlemen desire to 
continue the discussion upon this bill to-morrow, and as the hour 
is so late, within twenty minutes of 5 o’clock, I think I can hardly 
conclude what I have to say before the usual hour of adjournment. 
I cuggest, therefore, to the gentleman that he move that the com- 
mi se. 


Mr. PICKLER. How much time does the gentleman desire to 
occupy? 
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. Mr. McCLELLAN, I shall need from forty-five minutes to an 
our. 

Mr. PICKLER, Will not the gentleman go on for half an hour 
this afternoon? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I would rather not. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to ask ¢} 
= to go on against his inclination, and I therefore aco, pt 

is s tion, and move that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Iam much obliged to the gentleman. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having ro. 
sumed the chair, Mr. Hopkins, from the Committee of the W holo 
reported that they had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 5271) 
in relation to pensions, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reporteq 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fo). 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

An act (S. No. 1353) to revive and reenact the act entitled “An 
act to authorize the building of a railroad bridge at Little Rock 
Ark.,” approved March 2, 1891; and ? 

An act (H. R. 8313) authorizing the transfer of a cannon from 
the Rock Island Arsenal, Rock d, Ti, to Grant Park, in 
Galena, Il, 


16 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
— from the Speaker’s table, and referred by the Speaker ag 

ollows: 

A bill (8. 559) for the relief of Bvt. Col. Thomas P. O’Reilly—to 
the Committee on ae Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2508) to establish customs ports of delivery at Pueblo, 
Durango, and Leadville, Colo., and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

A bill (S, 2593) granting to the American Invalid Aid Society 
of Boston, Mass., the abandoned Fort Marcy Military Reservation, 
in New Mexico, for the purpose of a national sanitarium for the 
— of pulmonary diseases—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Harton, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. McCiurg, for one week, on account of important busi- 
ness. 
To Mr. Hutu, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Kierer, for twelve days, on account of important busi- 


ess. 
To Mr. Barua, for five days, on account of important busi- 


To Mr. Brown, for one week, on account of important busi- 


ness. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
ourn. 
he motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 4 
o’clock and 35 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


REPORTS OF CO ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


MMITTEES 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. DINGLEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7865) to allow the 
return free of duty of certain articles exported from the United 
States for exhibition purposes, the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a (No. *442); which said bill and 
report were referred to the ittee of the Whole House onthe 
state of the Union. Be 

Mr. BRODERICK, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred House bill No. 6178, reported in lieu thereof 
a bill (H. R. 8383) to establish a site for the erection of a peniten- 
tiary fa the military reservation = Fort eetie 1405);" mane.» = 
for other purposes, accompanied byareport (No. 1443): whichsa 
bill and ' rt were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. ‘ 

Mr. EVANS, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3282) to repeal section 6! 
of an act to reduce taxation, to provide revenue for the Gover 
ment, and for other which became a law August ~», 
1894, a the same with amendment, accompanied by *'& 
pers (ie. 1444); which said bill and zeport were referred to the 

ittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. _ . 
Mr. RICHARDSON, from the Committee on the District © 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7169) 
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that all judgments in civil causes in the District of 
Polumbis shall bear interest, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a rt (No. 1448); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 888) entitled ‘“‘An act to amend an act en- 
titled ‘An act to incorporate the Capital Railway Company,’ 
approved March 2, 1895,” rted the same with amendments, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1449); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severall from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
aaa to Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 272) to refer the bill (H. R. 6596) for the 
relief a George 8. Ayre, with accompanying papers, to the Court 
of Claims, reported in lieu of House bill No. 6596. (Report No. 
Sy Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (House Res. No. 273) to refer the bill (H. R.7550) for the re- 
lief of Nimrod D. Keneaster, with all accompanyin: ees, to 
the Court of Claims, reported in lieu of House bill No. 7550. 
(Report No. _ : 

By Mr. HANLY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H. R. 
2888) for the relief of William R. Wheaton and Charles H. Cham- 
berlain, of California. (Report No. 1445.) 5 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 7600) for the relief of Maria E. Mumford, widow 

of Ferdinand S. Mumford, late captain First Regiment United 
. (Report No. 1446.) 

The bill (S$. 923) entitled “An act for the relief of Irving W. 

Stanton.” (Report No. 1447.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXTI, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 8379) to authorize the improve- 
ment of the water power in the Mississippi River at Grand Rap- 
ids, —to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 


By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H.R. 8380) to authorize the Auditor 
for the War eerement to audit the claims of the Stateof Mis- 
office—to the Committee on War Claims. 
: A bill (H. R. 8381) disposing of 6 condemned 
cannon and 48 cannon balls—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 8382) donating 4 condemned can- 
non and 4 —, of condemned cannon balls to General W. H. 
Ent Post, Grand Army of the ublic, Bloomsburg (Pa.) Mon- 
umental Association, and 60 condemned muskets to C. B. Brock- 
way Camp, No. 270, Sons of Veterans, Bloomsburg, Pa.—to the 
Naval Affairs. on 

By Mr. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H.R. 8384) providing for 
an additional circuit {rise in the sixth judicial circuit—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8410) to incorpo- 
rate the Maritime Canal of North America, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Railways and Canals. 

By Mr. WLEY: A bill (H. R. 8411) to amend an act en- 

_ titled “ to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887— 
the ttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
By ATTERSON (by request): A bill (H. R. 8412) to revive 
and os extend the act of Congress of August 15, 1876, to 
telegraphic communications between 
and Ble ceens the Pacific Ocean, from the western 
of the United States to the Hawaiian Islands, to Japan, and 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
. HENDERSON: A resolution (House Res. No. 274) to 
Tuesday, A 28, and April 29, for consideration of 
10, a bill to establish a uniform law on bankruptcy through- 
United States—to the Committee on Rules. 
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CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were di 
of the following bills; which were 


F 


from 
erred as 


i 


bill (H. R. 1871) to apply the un balance of the 
heretofore ) rinted for the re ef of the captain, own- 
officers, and crew of the late United States private armed 
General Armstrong, their heirs, executors, tors, 


a3 i 


agents, or assigns—Committee on Claims discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 7955) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the naval record of William Kiernes—Committee on Military 
— discharged, and referred to the Committee on Naval At- 
airs, 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8385) for the relief of Mrs. 
L. A. Barber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R.8386) granting a pension to Josiah 
Sykes, of Olathe, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUMM: A bill (H. R. 8387) for the relief of the Colum- 
bia Brewing Company, of Shenandoah, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 8888) for the 
relief of William G. Buck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R. 8389) to pension Lawrence 
James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HULING: A bill (H. R. 8390) granting a pension to 
Andrew Porter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R. 8391) for the relief of Thomas H. 
Burns—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIEFER: A bill (H. R. 8892) to refer claim of Jessie 
Benton Fremont to Court of Claims—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8393) for the relief of Mark 
Guyton—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8394) granting a pension to John 
M. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8395) granting a pension to Sarah A. North— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 8396) to grant a pension to Wil- 
liam Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8397) granting a pension to Eveline Pave—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8398) to grant a pension to William Kem- 
per—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

an Mr. McCALLof Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8399) for the relief of 
William Christenberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8400) to remove charge of desertion against 
R. A. Blount and to grant him an honorable discharge—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

: Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 8401) for the relief of Emma 
H. Slamm, Addison Slamm, and Clara S. Mitchell—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 8402) granting an increase of 
pension to Marion W. Wildrick, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Abram 
C. Wildrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8408) for 
the relief of Jacob Hobbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 8404) to pension Mrs. Marzey Col- 
lins, widow of Charles O. Collins—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H. R. 8405) granting a pension to 
Charles E. Gregg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TUCKER: A bill (H. R. 8406) granting a pension to 
Miss Susan M. Baskett, of Fluvanna County, Va—to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 8407) for the relief of Jane McD, 
Armistead, widow of Samuel W. Armistead, late constructor in 
the United States Navy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill (H. R. 8408) for the relief of Han- 
nah Howard, stepmother of Francis W. Howard, late of Company 
D, Sixty-fourth New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 8409) for the relief of A. C. 
Landis, late lieutenant of Company K, One hundred and seventh 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: Papers to accompany House 
bill No. 7781, for register for barge Black Diamond—to the Com- 
mittee onthe Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CLARDY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 8247, 
for the relief of T. R.Mason, of Adairville, Ky.—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 8116, to grant a pen- 
sion to Mrs. Sarah D. Lightfoot—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 8117, for increase of 
pension of Charles B. Eades, of Hopkinsville, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. , 
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By Mr. COWEN: Petition of Henry N. Rahn and 25 other citi- 
zens of Baltimore, Md., praying that religious publications be 
given every advantage of the act of Congress of July 16, 18094, in 
transmission through the mails—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Resolutions of Bates County Post, No, 
58, Grand Army of the Republic, of Butler, Mo., to accompany 
bill for the relief of William G. Buck—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of Loyal Orange Lodge, No. 79, of 
Portland, Oreg., on behalf of its 378 members, praying for the 
passage of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Imn- 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Charles M. Davis and 35 others, of Portland, 
Oreg., ‘against the appropriation <a moneys for sectarian 

undertakings and for a constitutional amendment against making 
appropriations for ecclesiastical purposes—to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

By HALL: Petition of citizens of Triplett, Mo.; also of 
oltaene of Linneus, Mo., for favorable action on House ‘bill No. 
4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter, 
and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 1 cent per half ounce— 

to the Committee on the P and Post- 

Oy Mr. HEMENWAY: Petition of committee of ‘Stonecutters’ 
Union of Evansville, Ind., protesting against the use of cee 
cut stone in the construction of public buildings—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrances and petitions of citizens of 

ewark, N. J., respect- 


Washington, D. C., Baltimore, Md., and 

the uette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

y Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of 8. C. Woodhull, asking 
favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 
1-cent letter postage per half ounce and to amend the laws 
relati tn sinend-atamsend teab matted 40th ttee on the 
= ce and Posi-Roads. 

petition of Ei worth League, apter 8188, of the Trinity 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Merchantville, N. J., in favor of the 


ge of resolutions to vent the recurrence of outrages upon 
the Armenians = for the missionaries 


oreign Affai 
Also, a Giseetneeenes by 70 members of the rier 5, shoo 
Church and 250 members of the Methodist Church of er, 

enactment of a Sunday-rest law for the 


Distsict's TEinmbis-t0 the Committee on the District of 


Columbia. 
ee nor Dealers’ Association of Bayonne, N. J., 
against — House bill No. 6668, to raise the license fee 
in the Distuic Columbia from $400 to $800—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: Papers to accom = es aso 

bill to remove the charge of desertion against R. A. t and to 

nt him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. McCORMICKE: Petition of citizens of Southampton, 
‘ in favor of better immigration laws—to the Committee on 
Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of F. J. Lambeck and 14 other citi- 

= of Milwaukee, Wis., in favor of the adoption of the metric 

tem of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 

Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. POOLE {Py vine est): Petition of citizens of Peterboro, 
Madison County, N favor of the adoption of the metric 
bh — of = hts and 1 measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 

eights, an 

Also, cumnasel ae of teen of Syracuse, N. Y., engaged in the 

manufacture of clothing, protesting against the passage of House 
bill No. 8846, introduced by Mr. SuLzeER—to the Committee on 
Manufactures. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: Remonstrance and petition of citizens 
of Albany, N. Y., asking for the removal of the Marquette statue 
from Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska: Petition of citizens of Salem, 
Nebr., for the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending 
the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolutions of the New York 
Senuaut Association, relative to the Torrey bankruptcy bill—to 
the Committee on the eee 

Also, resolutions of the New York Jeweltrs’ Association, favor- 
ing the bill which provides for the establishment of a eet ae ae 
of commerce and manufactures, introduced in the te on 


— 9, 1896, by Senator FRYE—to the Committee on Manufac- 


— resolutions of Order of a of Labor, Local ee ae 
No. 1562, recommending the ction of immigration—to 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, April 23, 1896. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mu.suns, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal. of esterday's ; 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. MircHe. of ana, a 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispense: w;j 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PR ENT presented a memorial of the pastor. 

sundry Presbyterian Sarde of Oakland, Cal., remonstr: it 
against the passage of the Pacific railroad funding bill; wi 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. LODGE presented a tion of the Boston and Philade|; 
Steamship Company and 19 other vessel owners and trans). ort 
tion com pe a pra. for the purchase of the jetties at tho 
mouth of the Brazos River, Texas; which was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce 


Mr. SHERMAN resented a petition of the Home Mission Boa: d 
of the Southern Convention of Atlanta, Ga., praying 
that the Government of the United States use its influenc. w) 
the Government of Spain to effect the release of Rev. A. J. Diaz, 
imprisoned in Cuba; which was referred to the Committee oy 
Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SEWELL eas memorial of A. Turner ani 67 

ewark, N. J., and the memorial of Join Pp. 


th 


other citizens of 
Loder = 29 other citizens =z ‘Newark, N. J., remonstrating 
aqiet woes De statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall; 
to the Committee on the Library 
"ae which, were rel presented a memorial of sundry Siiiooes of Lead- 
ville, Colo., remonstrating the statue of Pére Mar- 
quette in Statuary Hall; w was referred to the Committee on 


brary. 

He also presented a tion of F, Post, No. 46, Grand 
Army of the blic, of and Wyoming, of 
Seater, Colo., praying for the transfer of the Fort Lyon Military 
Reservation to the Grand Army of the Republic of Colorado for 
yt soldiers’ home; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


He also presented tition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Col oie tom oe oe of an inter- 
national board of arbitra Britain and the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 


He also a petition of Federal Labor Union, No. 409, 
American Federation of Labor, of Martins Ferry, Ohio, praying 
for the free and unlimited coinage of silver; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the memorial of William Higvins 
and 41 other citizens of Michi, and the memorial of O. A. Pur- 
a aga rg on squotte in Btatanry Hal wh oe , 

eo which were 
referred to the Committee on Li 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a of the board of di rectors 
of the Merchants’ Exchange of Louis, Mo., praying Congress 
to so amend the act known as the Harter Act, adopted in 1893, 
entitled ‘‘An act relating to Parnes of vessels, bills of lading, 
= to certain obligations, duties, and in connection with 

the carriage of property,” as to afford ample and proper prote: 
tion to shippers "3 oe or merchandise from American port 

ainst damage from negligence of shipmasters or other em 
oyees of Fo coment | in the transportation thereof; which 
was referred to the ttee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Journeyman Stonecutters’ As 
sociation of North America, Kansas City branch, remonstrat 
against the Kenge. 1 seme of convicts to cut stones in the pe nite 1 
tiaries of the ey which was referred to the Committee on 


~*~ PaSOO ceon oe wpe in the f f 

rT. ted a n orm. of resolut 10 
adopted by the ome Board of the Southern Baptist (on 
vention, pra aon eit eoes efforts be made for the re! lief and 
deliverance of AS , an American citizen, now under 
arrest in Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. OP den Pranciecs Cal & memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Cal., remonstrating st the passaze 
of House bill No. 4437, relating to the customs administration at: 
which was oe to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. presented a _— of citizens of Cooper 
ae Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to re 
1 cent per half ounce 


postage to also to amend t! he 
Ferred to the Committec on Post-Of 


and 
duncan iauth cnatter: which was re- 
He also presented petition of Free Home League, No. : 8, ( 


Grant fre home il whieh an "raving fr, the ipeeeage of of ih ssi 
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Mr. HILL ted a cope ueg of sun citizens of Herkimer 

Count praying for the passage of House bill No. 2626, 

iding for the protection of agricultural staples by an export 
boun 
Mr. 


and west of the Niobrara River, and quieting the title to settler 
thereon, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Hoar on the 22d in 
stant, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, the amendment appropriating $1,021,865.20 for the payment 
of claims adjudicated by the Court of Claims under the French 
spoliation act of January 20, 1885, reported it with amendments, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committ 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 

PARTY WALLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

Mr. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom the subject was referred, to report a 
bill and to ask for its immediate consideration. It will take but 
a& moment. 

The bill (S. 2927) in regard to party walls in the District of 
Columbia was read the first time by its title and the second time 
at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the terms, conditions, and regulations in regard 


to party walls in the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia, estab 
lished by President George Washington October 17, 1791, be 


: which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
“WOLCOTT presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Holyoke, Colo., remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére 
uette in Statuary Hall; which was referred to the Committee 
on the Library. sais os 

Mr. GORDON ted a petition of the Home Mission Board 
of the Southern ist Convention, of Atlanta, Ga., and a peti- 
tion of sundry citizens of Macon, Ga., ying for the release of 
Rev. A. J. Diaz, now under arrest in Cuba; which were referred 
to the Committee on ap Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN petition of W. P. Jacks, of Grand 
Island, Nebr., and the petition of A. G. Diehl, of Holdrege, Nebr., 
praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2741, reorganizing the 
railway postal service; which were referred to the Committee on 

-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Pio alas presented a memorial of the Aspen Consolidated Mining 
Company of Kansas City, Kans., remonstrating against the adop- 
fion bf the second section of Senate bill No. 2739, to confirm the 
Aspen town site in the State of Colorado; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, towhom the subject was referred, rted a bill (S. 2928) to 
extend the routes of the and ers’ Home Railway 
Company and of the Belt way Company of the District of 
Coltmabis, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 


© on Appropria- 


/ ‘ , and the same 
are hereby, extended to the entire District of Columbia, to have therein the 


same force and effect in all respects as in the city of Washington aforesaid. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator state the object of the bill? 
Mr. McMILLAN. It is simply to extend the law in regard to 
party walls beyond the boundary line of the city. 
Mr.SHERMAN. That is where persons build on the same line? 
Mr. McMILLAN. Yes, sir. 
By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


WILLIAM H, ATKINS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 296) for 
the relief of William H. Atkins, formerly commissary sergeant, 
United States Army, to sy are it favorably without amendment. 
The beneficiary is a poor, deserving soldier, who is denied money 
which clearly Settenens tohim. There is an element of urgency 
in the matter, and I ask that the bill be considered at this time. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay William 
H. Atkins, of St. Augustine, Fla., $145, the amount due him for 
travel pay and allowances from the place of his discharge to the 
place of his enlistment, as an honorably discharged soldier from 
the United States Army, under section 1290, Revised Statutes. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


by also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
ee oe St gw & te District of 

Columbia, reported it amendments. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
reported adversely thereon; and the bills were 


A bill (S. 1886) to amend the charter of the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Company of the District of Columbia; 

A bill (S. 1387) relating to the sale of gas in the District of 
Columbia; and 

A bill (8.2339) to reduce the price of gas in the District of 


Mr. PETTIGREW, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 915) for the relief of Sarah R. 


Dresser, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Agriculture and 
, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2892) to incorporate 
Flower, and Fruit Guild,” asked to be dis- 
its consideration, and that it be referred to 
on the Judiciary; which was agreed to. 
Committee on the District of Columbia, to 


‘| 


it 


DAN 8S. PLACE. 
Se the bill (8. 2382) to extend North Capitol Mr. WALTHALL. Iam directed by the Committee on Mili- 
street to the Soldiers Home reported i without amendment. tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 951) to amend 
Mr. VEST. from the Committee on Public Buildings and the military record of Dan 8. Place, first lieutenant, Lighteenth 
Grounds, reported an amendment providing for the erection of a Indiana Volunteers, to report it without amendment. 
post-office building at Fortress Monroe, Va., intended to be pro- Mr. PASCO. This is a very meritorious bill, and it will take 
posed to the sundry civil appropriation bill ‘end moved that it be but a few moments. I ask that it be now considered. 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
was agreed to. 5 on ——— = — the bill. 7 proposes to amend the 
: military record of Dan 8. Place so as to show him. honorably dis- 
Wonas Guitag., eres a Sat mechation charged from the service as first lieutenant, Eighteenth Indiana 


Volunteers. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


FRANCIS W. SEELEY. 

Mr. DAVIS. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1287) to place Francis W. Secley on the retired list of the Army. 
It is a very short bill, and will give rise to no debate. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


an amendment to the Consiitution of the 
ced by me on the 23d of March, by request, 
recommendation, and I ask that it be placed 

I also submit, for myself and the Senator from 
GeorGe], the report submitted by the minority 

Committee on Woman Suffrage by the Senator from 
een and others in Eee a 
session, June 5, 1882, ressing ewsof my 
Senator from Mississippi (Mr. Grorcr). 


i 


f 
| 


ald 


VICE-PRESIDENT int ; Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
aan Calendar. J resolution will be placed from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, to 
HAWLEY. f C itt Mili P strike ecnacting clause and insert: 
vee the os > Affairs, to That eee can a ong nt hereby, authorized to 
referred the amendment submitted by himself on the nominate and, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint 
20th for an to pay the amounts Fxsncis Ww. Beeloyjate a captain in the Fourth Regiment United states Ar. 
found due States lowa. Maine . | ti , & captai tillery in the Army, and to place him on the retire 
incurred = ‘ ~ ed ade noe list thereof with that rank ind a , the retired list being thereby increased 
Cronled by them under the act Seicien y +, *""*> | in number to that extent; and a/l laws and parts of laws in conflict herewith 
to be to the general ciency ap tion | are suspended for this purpos »only: Provided, That from and after his ap- 
_ reported and moved that it vo relerwel pointment eaier the | provisions of this act no pension shall be paid to the 
the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was | “4 Francis W. y. 
‘att te The amendment was agreed to. 
. the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom | The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
was 2749) to establish the official survey of | ment was concurred in. 
So anal Sand north, of ranges 6,7, and 8 west | The bill was aeons to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
sixth meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north ! the third time, and passed. 


tabi eet 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE AT BOONVILLE. 


Mr. VEST. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2843) to authorize the construction 
of a bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city of Boon- 
ville, Mo., to report it favorably, with amendments. I will ask 
for its present consideration. It is necessary that the bill should 
be passed upon now. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask if we have completed 
the order of morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
completed. The Senator from Missouri asks unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill reported by him from the 
Committee on Commerce. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The first amendment of the committee was, in section 2, line 17, 
after the word “ bridge,” to insert ‘‘and accessory works”; and in 
line 20, after the word “‘soundings,” to insert ‘‘and direction of 
currents at medium high water”; so as to read: 

The said parties shall submit to the Regretery of War, for his examination 
and approval, a design of and drawings for said bridge and accessory works. 
and a map of the proposed location, giving for the space of 1 mile above and 
1 mile below such proposed location the to aphy of the banks of the river, 
with shore lines and soundings, and direction of currents at medium high 


water, and such other information as may be required for a full understand- 
ing of the subject. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, to strike out section 9,in the follow- 
ing words: 

Sxc. 9. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act by Congress at 
any time is hereby expressly reserved. 

Mr. VEST. That clause is in section 7, and this is a repetition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

: BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 2929) granting a pension 
to Charles F. Berger; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2930) restoring the pension 
of Theron Johnson; which was twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (5.2931) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Silas M. Stevens; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. McMILuLan) introduced a bill 
(S. 2982) relating to the probate of wills in the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
in rs, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

r. PASCO introduced a bill (8. 2933) to provide for connect- 
ing the survey stations of the United States Coast and Geodetic 
Survey, the United States Lake Survey, and the United States 
Geological Survey with the corners of the public-land surveys; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2934) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Mrs. Lilly Middleton; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2935) for the relief of Col. 
G. H. Mendell, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, retired; 
which was read ce by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HILL introduced a bill (S. 2936) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Niagara River, in the town of Lewis- 
ton, in the county of Nia , State of New York; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2987) granting an increase 
of pension to Orlando J. Hopkins; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2988) granting an increase of 

sion to Anna B. 8. Phillips, widow of Col. Wi A. Phillips, 

te Se of — an - ae Home Guards mn which 
was ice by e, and, wi accompan . 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. are 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 2939) to amend “‘An 
act Fron for the public printing and binding, and the distri- 
bution of public documents”; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on | Lena 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a joint ution (S. R. 187) grant- 
ing a org sone to Henry Adsit Woodruff, of New York 
City, N. Y.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
eoncenpeny ing pe rs, referred to the ttee on erce, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 
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Mr. SEWELL and Mr. WILson addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey. 

Mr. SEWELL. I ask the Senator from South Dakota to allow 
me to call up a bill of public interest. It will take but a moment 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to get up the Indian appro. 
priation bill first. 

<i VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not.yet con 
cluded. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 

Mr. PERKINS submitted an amendment intended to be pro. 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill: which 
was referred to the Committee on Indi ‘Affairs, and ordered to 
be printed. 

r. STEWART submitted an amendment intended to be pro. 
posed by him to the sundry civil a bill; which wag 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GEAR (by request) submitted an amendment intended to 
be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation }j!!. 
which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying 
nego, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. : 

. GRAY submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
printed, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

He also submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

RETURN OF PAPERS TO THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 

On motion of Mr. LODGE, it was 

Ordered, That the Secretary of the Senate be directed to return to the 
Secretary of State the papers contained in the memorandum transmitted 
to the Senate by the ent of the United States with his message of 
March 21, 1854, the return of which papers is requested by the Secretary of 
State in a letter dated April 3, 1896. 

SARAH A. BOYD. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House ey eee ma concurring), That the 
Guanine te Enrolled of tae ouses be authorized os wrect the 
enrolled bill of the Senate (8S. 255 } Stan a pension to Sarah A. Boyd, by 

line 5 of said enrolled bill, and inserting 


striking out the word “ ca) = 
“first lieutenant.” 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. ae execute the findings of the Court of Claims in 
= matter of claim of John J. Shipman against the United 


also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
a in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A (H. R. 4557) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate 2 pieces of condemned cannon and 4 pyramids 
of cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union Soldiers’ Monument and 
Memorial Association of ee Ti.; 
ti 


A bill (H. R. 6666) gran or ©. A. Angel Post, No. 20, 
Grand Army of the bic, of bertville, N. J., 4 con- 
demned cannon and 20 cannon . 

A bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and provide for the government 
of Greer County, Okla., and for other purposes; and 


A bill oe R. 7945) to provide for the entry of lands in Greet 
County, Okla., to give preference rights to settlers, and for other 


purposes. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I renew my motion to take up the Indian 


ropriation 

lie Cc . Imake no objection to the motion of the Senator 
but I ask leave, after that is done, if the Sen- 

ator from South Dakota will to it, and there be no debate 

upon it, to have the Senate joint resolution No. 119, in- 

troduced by me some time since, requesting the President of the 

United States to send a portion of American Navy to Cuba 

for the on of American citizens. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from South Dakota that his motion can not be entertained until 
the mo business is transacted, Then the Chair will enter 
tain the 











1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 






Mr. CALL. I ask unanimous consent that the joint resolution 
introduced by me, which is now lying on the table, requesting the 
President of the United States to send a portion of the American 
fleet to the Island of Cubafor the protection of American citizens, 
may be taken up and considered by the Senate at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN T. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Florida? : 

Mr. PLATT. It is very difficuit to understand what is going on. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators to re- 
frain from audible conversation. 

Mr. PLATT. To what measure does the Senator from Florida 
— CALL. I introduced a joint resolution some time since, 
which lies upon the table, aneang the President of the United 
States to send the fleet of the Uni States, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to the Island of Cuba for the protection of 
the lives and rty of American citizens in that island. I will 
state to the Senator that I understand there is an urgent neces- 


aa. PLATT. The joint resolution is lying upon the table? 

Mr. CALL. It is lying upon the table awaiting action. 

Mr. PLATT. Does it require unanimous consent to call it up? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands. The 
Chair has submitted the request of the Senator from Florida to 
the Senate. Is there objection? 

Mr. PLATT. I wish the Senator from Florida would not press 
the request this mo . The Indian appropriation bill has been 
before the Senate now for many days. e ator from Kansas 

Mr. PErrEeR] has a matter in charge in which he is a Nap 
naa and deems of great importance, and he very kindly an 
I think ly to refrain from pressing it until the Indian 
appro on bill of. If the joint resolution is taken 
up it will lead to discussion and consume the morning hour. I 
wb the Senator would withhold any request to consider it this 
m or until the Indian appropriation bill has been disposed 
of. I do not want to interpose a formal objection, but I shall 
have to do it if he insists upon it this morning. 

Mr. CALL. Very well; I will withdraw the request. 

The VICE- ENT. The uest is withdrawn. The 
Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over from a 
previous day, which will be stated. 

The SecrETARY. A resolution, by Mr. WARREN, directing the 

of the Interior to rescind his order to the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office suspending work upon the Union 
Pacific Railroad land list now on file, embracing lands along the 
main line in western Nebraska. . 

Mr. WARREN. In the interest of economy of time, as I think 
it will take less time, I ask that the resolution may lie over an- 
other day, without losing its place. 

The VICE-P 


RESIDENT. there objection? ‘The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. SEWELL. I desire the consent of the Senator from South 


Dakota to call up House bill 8719. It will take but a few moments. 
GREW. 


Mr. PETTI I ask unanimous consent to proceed with 
the Indian tion bill. The Chair said he would recognize 
me to move to its consideration. 

The VICE- IDENT. The Chair stated tothe Senator that 


the motion could not then be entertained, not his request for 
unanimous consent. The Chair submits to the Senate the request 
of the Senator from South Dakota for the present consideration 
of the Indian riation bill. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and lays the bill before the Senate. 
The Secretary. A bill (H.R. 6249) making eo for 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department and 
i tions with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year une 30, 1897, and for other pornos. 
Mr. . Now,I trust the Senator from South Dakota 


tion bill, so that we can go on with the Calendar, this afternoon if 
other bills are not now urged. There are several Senators who 
have made the same request, and I know we shall spend the day 
with those bills if we undertake to go into it. I very much hope 
the Senator will not insist upon it. 

Mr. SEWELL. [represent in this matter the Committee on 
Military Affairs with instructions to press this case. It will take 
but afew moments. We have probably, with the exception of 
the Pensi th largest number of bills in charge 
of any committee of this body; and unless its members occasion- 
ae rms bills wo shall not get anything through at all. I ask 


wa . 
Mr. PETTIGREW. y with the understanding that it will lead 
Come debate and that the consideration of no other bill shall be 


will yield. 
Mr. WILSON" I rose at the same time with the Senator from 


s 


— 


bt 


New Jersey. Ifthe rule is to be departed from, I shall certainly 
ask to be accorded the same privilege. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair intends to recognize the 
Senator from Washington at the proper time. The Chair was 
first addressed by the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. 
The Chair understands that the Senator from South Dakota has 
yielded to the Senator from New Jersey. Is that correct? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. With the understanding that this will be 
the only matter interposed. I shall not yield again. 

Mr. WILSON. The Senator will proceed more rapidly with 
his appropriation bill, I think, if he accommodates us in the pas- 
“— small bills that will not lead to any debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill (H.R. 3719) to provide for appoint- 
— by brevet of active or retired officers of the United States 

rmy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was reported from the Com- 
— on Military Affairs with an amendment, which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5 strike out the word ‘‘shall” and 
insert the words ‘‘may at the discretion of the President.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to know if the bill increases 
the compensation of these officers. 

Mr. SEWELL. It does not increase any pay one dollar. 

Mr. HILL. I do not wish to interfere especially with the pas- 
sage of the bill, for I know nothing about its merits. It has been 
suggested to me that the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN 
desires to offer an amendment to the bill and probably to be a 
upon it. Isuggest whether it might not be delayed until he comes 
in. He will be here very shortly. I merely suggest the matter. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will say to the Senator from New York that 
the proposed amendment of the Senator from Nebraska is ridicu- 
lous in its character. He proposes that the President shall be 
authorized to brevet all privates and noncommissioned officers in 
the Army under the rank of colonel. That is about what his 
amendment amounts to. Ido not think it ought to receive any 
consideration in this body. The bill only applies, I think, to about 
68 officers of the Regular Army. It absolutely leaves it to the dis- 
cretion of the President after the passage of the bill whether he 
will give the brevets or not. 

Mr. HILL. I will inform the Senator from New Jersey that I 
do not regard myself as committed to any amendment that the 
Senator from Nebraska may offer to the bill, especially in the line 
indicated. I merely suggested as a matter of courtesy, as he 
desires to offer an amendment to the bill, whether it would be 
exactly the right thing to take up the bill in the morning hour in 
his absence and pass it. Having made that suggestion, I will 
interpose nothing further. 

Mr. SEWELL. I think the statement I made in relation to it 
ought to be sufficient to cover that objection. 

Mr. KYLE. I think the bill had better go over until the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska returns. Therefore I object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the present 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill, notwithstanding the objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from New Jersey, to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Indian appropriation billis before the 
Senate. With the understanding that this bill would not lead to 
discussion, I yielded the fioor to allow it to be called up, but it 
clearly appears that it will lead to discussion and take up the time 
of the Senate. Therefore to press it seems to me to be a violation 
of the understanding. Certainly it was not to be crowded in the 
face of an objection. I veyy much hope the Senate will do nothing 
of the sort. 

Mr. SEWELL. I donot think it will lead to any discussion. 
It may lead to a vote upon taking it up. I think the time of the 
Committee on Military Affairs is worth something, and that we 
ought to receive consideration. I think our bills ought to be 
taken up. 

Mr. PEFFER. Let us have a yea-and-nay vote, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
motion of the Senator from New Jersey, to proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr.SEWELL. Rather than delay the time of the Senate, I 
will withdraw the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. 

Mr. CALL. I desire to give notice that at the first opportunity 
to-morrow morning, or on Monday, if there shall be no session to- 
morrow, I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
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Senate joint resolution 119, providing for sending ships of war of 
the United States to the Island of Cuba. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Allow me to ask whether the Senator from 
Florida gave notice that he would ask the Senate to take up the 
joint resolution after the appropriation bill is finished, or to- 
morrow? 

Mr. CALL. Whenever the opportunity shall occur. I do not 
desire to interfere with the Senator from South Dakota in the 
passage of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Then I understand the Senator will defer 
his effort until the Indian appropriation bill is disposed of? 

Mr. CALL. I will do so. 

Mr. PEFFER. Was the request made by the Senator from 
Florida a request for any a order? 

The VICE-PRESIDEN It was not. 

Mr. PEFFER. It was simply a notice? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He aw gave a notice. The Chair 
now recognizes the Senator from Washington [Mr. WrLson}. 

Mr. WILSON. I desire unanimous consent to call up a pill 
which will require no time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall be obliged to object to the consid- 
eration of any further bill. 

The VICE- ENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. WILSON. Knowing the temper the Senator from South 
Dakota is now in, I did not intend to renew my request. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 4557) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate 2 pieces of condemned cannon and 4 i 
of cannon balls to the St. Boniface Union Soldiers’ Monument 
ann ill (HL. B 6006 emarte ( A toa Post, No. 20 

A bill ( . gran or C, A. t, No. 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lambertville, N.J.,4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon E 

The bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and ide for the govern- 
ment of Greer County, Okla., and for purposes, was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
for the entry of lands in Greer 

erence rights to settlers, and for other 
, was twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
Pee on Public Lands. 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


pulations 
year ending June 80, 1897, and for other purposes. 

Mr, P’ IGREW. Ishould like to have the pending amend- 
ment read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut . Puatr), which 
will be again read, 

The Secretary, On page 69, at the end of line 8, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 


fraud or wrong. making up such citizenship rolls said Commissioners 
shall citizens all persons now on rolls recognized by said several 
nations Svelerenen 00 (hans abnaanaep beeen oy 
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dians,” who shall not be found by said Commissioners entitled to be enr.))..9 
as citizens of said nations; and the said Commissioners shall forwa,. ; 
roll as early as practicable to the Secretary of the Interior, with their ;....... 
thereon, showing whether the stipulations prescribed in said treaty 
28, 1866, for the benefit of said persons have been fulfilled, with their ; 
mendation for such action by gress as in their judgment is require, . i 
report to be laid before the Congress by the Secretary of the Interioy \,;.), 
his recommendations thereon. ' 
When the rolls of citizens of any one of said nations or tribes are f1)}) 
leted and deposited as aforesaid, the President of the United States « 
is discretion, order said commissioners to proceed to allot the occupa, 
all the landscf said nation susceptible of allotment am © citizens t 
as shown by said roll and to persons of Africa» descent aforesaid wh. ; 
entitled, giving to each, so far as may be, his just and equitable share «, 
ering the nature and fertility of the sail. location, and value of same, 21 . 
viding, when practicable, that where lands are now occupied by citizes jn 
excess of their fair share such allotments shall be from lands thus « 
and where lands are now occu by citizens amounting to less than ; 
fair share such allotments if a by the occupants, include t} 
so occupied. When such allotment has been by them completed, said |. ,,,. 
i thereof to the Secretary of the Inte: > 
———- — in said Shine also describe the lands 
division, reasons why the same 
eee as be submitted 
by the Secretary of the Interior to Congress. Said commissioners m.\ «;, 
oloy such assistants as they find necessary in the performance of their «i,t jo« 
o be socertified by them and ¥ of the Interior, wh. 
at his may commute the subsis:. 
Ail ite i easeieeiees ato cee 
r cap ymen any of said nation 
shall be directly to each individual citizen an officer of the United 
who shall be required to give sufficient for the faithful perform. 


States, 
ance of such duty and to render strict account for such for disbursements 
and he shall be paid by the United States for such service. , 


won ani ceenemnait on Senator an Mississippi {Mr, 
ALTHALL] makes order roposed amend- 
ment which has been ovat The Chair will any further 
t if Senators desire to address the Chair on the question. 
. GEORGE. Mr. President, at some stage of the proceed- 
ings I desire to submit a few remarks on the point of order. 
interest I feel in a portion of the Indians who are affected by 
the amendment, the Choctaws and the ws, who were once 
the owners of nearly all of the soil of the State in which | live, 
and the fact that the point of order was made upon full consul- 
tation and deliberation between my colleague and myself induce 
me to submit some remarks in support of the point of order, 
although I believe that the side = which I submit those 
remarks has been so presented to the Chair that very little 
if any further argument is needed. 
However, there are one or two points which need some elabora- 
tion, so that the Chair may fully understand the magnitude of the 
uestion involved in the amendment. Really, sir, except for a 
—o gr joa mecey been -_ oe Senate to 
disregard the rule of the Senate u su placing gen- 
eral legislation on appropriation bills, I should fool that any argu- 
ment at all would be > 


umnecessary 
This is an amendment of very sweeping and very broad provi- 


bus 


sions. It undertakes in the first place—and I desire to cal! your 
attention, Mr. President, especially to this—to convert the com- 
mission, whose sole powers up to this time are powers of negotia- 
tion with Indian into a tribunal—I y know whether | 


—— to call it or not, oo a tribunal — om hag 
powers ees % and the rights o 
citiease of the In tribes. Tiss Senetor toms Connection! [Mr. 
Fuse, who the discussion in favor of the amendment, 
to think that having once provided a commission 


the 
to do certain —- work and having created it upon an appro- 


ore it might the powers of the com- 
an extent. He made the very ingenious yet fallacious 
that this is no more than an aj riation of a certain 
a ion as to how the 
expended. In that heis mistaken. There is 10 
aoe atti on could be no attempt in the amendment t») make 
emits ers of so much of the money as to the salaries of the 
further than to pay it into the hands of the comms 
sioners. After the payment has been made the money becom*s 
the eaten am so the commissioners, not eet to any 
of Congress might enact w the subject. 
provision, under color of an m to pay the ex- 
of thecommission, converts the commission into somet!'ns 
Ithas Renee So eee eee Sos She commnission ariginally 
, ; pt powersof negotiation, totreat with the Indian 
That was purely an executiveduty. As has been pointed 
Senators who have discussed this point on my side, ve’) 
of a very different character are attempted to}: con 
same commission by the amendment; and I wish the 
that when those commissioners were “)- 
by the Senate, as the law required that 
had a specific duty and no more, 


the amendment atte 
persons entitie 
the iiieennce of such 
them, shall have powet 
is a quasi judicial power, 
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—_ Whey are to have power to issue processes. 
ot is exclusively @ judicial power. Iam 
ision by W 

pa the (ibunal be a judicial tribunal. 1 have 
compel the attendance of witnesses. That is a judicial power. 
nothing 
ollection of it in case 
means to collect a fine. 
dges the default of the 

ma, im on him as a t 
ts judgment, which can only be done in one of two ways, 


of failure to et us see what it 
The tribunal first adjudges the crime, 
,adju the amount that ought 


ju 
enforce 


either by confining in jail the witness or the party who refuses to 


rocess until he pays the fine or entering a judgment 
ae st him and issuing an execution to be levied on his em and 


ts. 
wo right here in the ning we have the most important judi- 
cial power. The commissioners are to have power to send for 


EET Ga censam to oomeernat, to fuses a rocess by 
which a person is illing to come is brought 
tribunal. So far as papers are concerned, I do not know what it 
arene lgene pion renga rabid wlning we) ney cogperien sal 
may be,and compel him to bring them before the commission. 
That is a very judicial power. The commissioners are to 
have power ts any disobedience of their orders and proc- 
esses as for nature of 
wer to impri 
disobedience of its orders unless that tri- 
It is a judicial power. 
about the amendment which the framer 
not probably look into. All officers of the 
nited States, and these are officers, are required to be appointed 
Co ee a Se terice ond conasné cf e Sen- 
= by law to appoint them on his own re- 
were appointed by and with the advice and 
the Senate. Here arises a very serious question to 
attention of the Senator from Connecti- 
the Chair. Can Congress, after 


it now of the question of wer 
of to create a commission with judicial powers in the 


the sake of argument, that it can do that; but when a law has 
creating certain officers, giving them certain powers 
of an executive character, can Congress, 
— those individuals who have — - ap: 
w extraordinary powers of a judic 

to ae omy to whether Co 
express my opinion as to w er Congress 
this reason: The example has been set to me 
argued on a of the question not 
the merits of the amendment, but simply to show what 
arise out of the attempted legislation, and how 
questions deserve the serious consideration of the 
its committees on regular bills. I have, however, with- 
decided opinion —_ the subject, but I 
read to Senate and to the 
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frequently is given to persons who have not judicial 
lieve 
unacquainted with any 
ch a tribunal has the power to issue processes 
They have power to 


ulsory attendance of witnesses of course means this, and 
ut this—the imposition of a comers eouety and the 
attend. 


ity, and then it has the power to 


I do not know exactly what that means, un- 
fore the 
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then the appeal would lie; if, however, he was a mere commis- 
sioner designated by the name of district judge of the district of 
Florida for the purpose of adjusting the claim, with no judicial 
power, then there was no appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
Jnited States. The court said: 
It is too evident for argument on the subject, that such a tribunal 
That is, the one by which the judge acted 
is not a judicial one, and that the act of C , 








s did not intend to make it 
one. The authority conferred on the idges w more 
than that of a commissioner to adjust cer sims ay d 
States; and the office of judges and their i ve : re 
ferred toin the law merely asa designation of the persons to wl the author. 
ity is confided and the territorial limits to which it extends 


There they decided that the judge was not a judge in the; 
which he performed, but was a mere cominissioner. 

Here is what the court says, which will be found to be very 
pertinent to this case: 

A question might arise whether commissioners appointed to adjust these 
claims are not officers of the United States within the meaning of the Con- 
stitution. The duties to be performed are entirely alien to the legitimate 
funetions of a judge oc court of justice and have no analogy to the general or 
ecm powers ordinarily and legally conferred on judges or 
the 


TS 2 ~ourts to secure 
due administration of the laws. Andif they are to be regarded as officers, 


holding offices under the Government, the power of appointment is in the 
President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, and Congress 
could not by law designate the persons to fill these offices. 

The district judge had been appointed judge by the President by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate. That was settled. 
But when it is attempted by an act of Congress, although approved 
by the President, as acts are usually, to make out of the judge a 
commissioner with entirely distinct powers from those of judge, 
the courts say that the question arises whether Congress can ap- 
point a commissioner who ought to be appointed by the President 
of the United States. So now I ask whether these commissioners, 
— by the President, confirmed by the Senate, with the sin- 
gle power of negotiation—it raises a very serious question—can be 
convertedinto a judicial tribunal by a mere act of Congress? You 
will read, Mr. President, and consider the decision to which I have 
called the attention of the Senate and of the Chair, and find at 
least that it is a very serious question, and that is all I am going 
to say. I have avery positive, clear, decided opinion as to whether 
Congress can do that or not, but that is not the point here. The 
question is whether upon an amendment to an appropriation bill 
we can make such a provision, general legislation, which raises 
these important and serious questions. 

Another very serious question arises, and it is one to which I 
wish to call the attention of the Chair. Here is a provision to 
allot the lands of each of those tribes among the citizens of the 
tribes. There may be several views taken of the ownership of 
thatland. If the land belongs to the tribe as a nation, and as the 
lands of the United States belong to the United States as a nation, 
then no individual, no citizen, has any interest in any part of it. 
Every man who enters upon the land, every Indian who enters 
upon the land, would be just like a citizen of the United States 
entering upon the public land of the United States, a trespasser. 
If he cuts down a tree he would be liable to indictment and fine. 

In that view, Mr. President, you will see what a remarkable, 
what an extraordinary, change it makes in the general law of this 
country. The amendment undertakes to divide out among the 
citizens of the country lands which belong to the nation as a 
nation. If we are to regard, which I think probably is the cor- 
rect way to view it, that the title to the land is in the nation, but 
for the use of the people in common, and that they are tenants in 
common thereunder, or rather joint tenants (because their title 
originates by one act and at the same time, and there is survivor- 
ship and all that sort of thing; but whether they be joint tenants 
or tenants in common makes no difference), then each citizen of 
the nation would have an undivided interest in every parcel of 
land in the nation. It would be a property interest, subject to 
division at the proper time and by the proper processes. 
Admit that to be the case, which I think probably it is. Then 
you come here with a judicial tribunal and propose to divide the 
ante ao of the citizens of the nation into several allot- 
ments, to destroy the right of each citizen in the common property 
and give him a sole and separate right in a particular piece of 

roperty which may be allotted to him. I say that can not be 
one, or rather it could not be done—no, I do not like to express 
myself so clearly, because 1 am not discussing the merits of this 
question. But would it not be a little singular, would it not raise 
a very serious question, if a law were allowed to pass authorizing 
@ judicial tribunal to allot lands held in joint tenancy or tenancy 
in common among the coparceners or tenants in common or joint 
tenants without giving notice to any single individual? 
Take that out and then let ussee. You divest by the judgment 
of the court—do not forget that—each Indian of his joint right to 
every parcel of the land and confine him to a certain allotment. 
Can you do that in any court in the world without giving the 
eo notice, summoning him before the court, that he may object 
the allotment? He has a right to say when he comes beforethe 
court, ‘‘ My allotment has not been fair.” 















































































































































































































































































































































































Very serious questions are submitted to the commission. They 
are not to divide the land per capita, to each a certain number of 
acres. They are to adjudge the value of each piece, so as to give 
as nearly as may be to each Indian the same value. Can you con- 
clude—t is one of the questions, and one of the most serious 
questions—-the right of any Indian in the joint property by setting 
off to him a part of that property without giving to him an oppor- 
tunity of contesting the question whether the division be fair? 
That is one of the questions, and I should like to hear the Senator 
from Connecticut upon it. I have very decided opinions about it, 
but I am not going to express them for the reason that I do not 
intend to discuss the merits of the amendment. I am going to 
show what the troubles are; Iam going to show what a large job 
we have taken upon our hands when we undertake to ingraft upon 
- appropriation bill this very remarkable and important legisla- 

on, 

It was said that this is all technical; that it does not amount to 
anything. The commission make allotments to this Indian, to 
that Indian, and to all Indians, and eee they are not bound by it 
until Congress approves it. I should like to know where there is 
authority for the Congress of the United States, without notice 
to anybody, to perform the judicial act of rendering a judgment 
in case of partition of property held in common or in joint tenancy 
or as coparceners. at is one thing we can not do. Where we 
have jurisdiction we may authorize a proper tribunal to act, but 
we can not ourselves make partition. 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from Mississippi permit me? 

Mr. GEORGE. I shall be very glad to be corrected if I am 
wrong about anything. 

Mr. PLATT. My view of land title in the Indian Territory is 
that the several tribes took the land under treaties and under 
deeds as trustee for the equal benefit of all the members of the 
tribes. That language is used in certain treaties. 

Mr. GEORGE. Verywell. Idonot know anything about that. 
Mr. PLATT. They were then bound to execute the trust fair] 
and equally, so as to give each citizen an equal benefit from all 

the lands. 

Mr. GEORGE. I agree to that. 

Mr. PLATT. Those who desire this legislation hold that they 
have utterly failed to execute the trust, and that therefore it be- 
comes the duty of the United States to step in and to execute 
the trust; and itis in furtherance of the duty and the purpose 
of the United States to execute the trust which those nations or 
tribes have utterly neglected and refused to execute that this legis- 
lation is pro 

Mr. G GE. Mr. President; I do not know that I differ with 
the statement the Senator from Connecticut has made. I do not 

ropose to discuss the merits of this question, but I am very glad 
o made the statement, because it does — the Chair to under- 
stand, and also the Senate to understand, if it pays any attention 
to this discussion, that this is general legislation of the utmost 
importance. What is it according to the statement of the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut? It is no more than a provision ingrafted 
on an appropriation bill for the pu of compelling atrustee to 
execute a trust, or, which is probably the better phrase, adjudging 
that he has failed to execute his trust and to make other provi- 
sions for the execution of that trust. I suppose that would be 
the better statement. 

Mr. President, that is the great question; that is the question 
which the Senator from Connecticut says is involved in this amend- 
ment. Howgeneral; howimportant! First, we are to adjudgea 
breach of trust on the part of the trustee. Who does that? e 
Senate? The Congress? Thatis a judicial power. Have we a 
right under the Constitution of the United States to exercise a 
judicial power? I am not go to say we have not, for that 
would be discussing the merits of this controversy; but I will say 
that if you pass this bill into a law you will find lawyers, and 
plenty of them, too, who will insist before the courts of coun- 

bas ser with great plausibility, that we have no such power. 
t is the next thing we do on the statement made by the 
Senator from Connecticut? We not only adjudge under this 


amendment that this trustee has been a faithless trustee, that he | th 


has not disc his trust by giving to each one of these Indians 
a right to which he was entitled, but we go on and invest this tri- 
bunal, which we have created here, with the power to do that 
= Is not that general legislation? How much more 

could you make it? You can not get around it upon theidea that 
you are merely conferring additional powers upon a tribunal al- 
ready established. The book which I read from in the hearing of 
the te will give you information upon that. I should like to 
show how that e the t-at-Arms of the Senate, for 
instance, an officer of the United States, elected in 
the Constitution of the United States. Can we an appro- 
priation to pay his salary, and then in the same bill go on to pro- 


vide that he shail hold court in the Indian Territory, or in the 


District of Columbia, or anywhere else? Most certainly not. 
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not do it, because I do not want to discuss the merits of 
ter, but it would raise a very serious question, and I shou] 
my friend from Connecticut himself would think that j;; 
rather a serious question, if he did not say at once we cou), 

o it. 


trouble from 
only made out of a commission to negotiate a court with 
adjudicate upon titles, to divide property, to adjudicate up.) who 
are citizens of a certain country—not only that, but the power to 
summon witnesses and to punish them—but we go on further 
do this: We actually in this amendment undertake—I s1)) 





There would be some trouble about it. I hesitate to say we could 
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Here is another question. This proposition is as full of ; 
inning to end as it has lines in it. We 


rious 
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pe wer to 
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is special—to lay down the rules of evidence — the tribunal 
is - . governed. Let us see what the amendment says oy ¢),,; 
subject: 


In determining all said ae of citizenship said commissi. 


authorized to consider all acts of the national councils— a ae 
That is evidence— 

of said several nations, and the acts and decisions of persons claiming {¢) act}, 

authority thereof, and any decisions made or papers issued by such) pers, Hs 

in any case before them, and all depositions and affidavits and other oy idenes 


in any form whatsoever heretofore taken where the witnesses giving sai, 
testimony are dead or now residing beyond the limits of said Territ.,,, and 
doturrsning the rights of persons ciming much clizsatin 3 "4 
any of said Lien fraud or wrong. wee SO protect 

Going into the general question of evidence. That is pretty 
— legislation, a a legislation, Ex parte afii- 
vits are made by this amendment competent evidence to be used 
against the Indians, and the Indian has no right to appear before 
the tribunal and cross-question any witness that may be sum- 
moned. There is no provision here that he may have a witness 
summoned in his be or have a lawyer there. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that these are rather important con- 
stitutional questions to be decided in an amendment to an appropri- 
ation bill. I were not discussing the point of order to the Chair 
and not under the limitations upon which I put myself not to dis. 
cuss the merits of the case I should be very apt to say that the first 
principle of law that we learn is that you can not decide a man’s 
right unless he is present or has an opportunity to be present—has 
had notice. Youcan notdecide upon people’s rights and takeaway 
their property from them without giving them either actual or 
constructive notice; but what good will notice do them unless you 
give them the op ty of appearing before the tribunal and 
placing their rights before it? All these are very important ques- 
tions, and yet all of them are summarily disposed of by this 
amendment. 

I believe I have only one other thought which I wish to bring 
before the Chair. The case has really been so fully discussed by 
Senators who have sustained the point of order that but very 
little is left for anyonetosay. But I understood the Senator from 
Connecticut to say yesterday evening that Congress had a right 
to make this allotment, not to order it. Thatis another ques- 
tion. Iam not going to dispute but that Congress may have the 
power to order the allotment; but that was not the question to 
which I understood the Senator from Connecticut to speak yester- 
day evening, when he said he thought that Congress had power 
to make it. 

made by the Secreta 
Jee a y ry 

What are we to do when the comes here? Itis not stated. 
If the allotment has no validity for want of judicial power on the 
part of these pope ghd od en > = it - “7 in fieri, 

tter in process 0: and perfect, how can 
the Co make it ect? we 

Recollect now, Mr. t, there is a very broad distinction 
between the power to order by judicial means the partition 
of property held in common or t tenancy and the power actu- 
ally to go to work and make allotment itself. We can not 
esca) m that upon the idea either that we have appointed 
machinery to make the several allotments but reserve to ou 
selves the power to makeit final, because if we reserve to ourselves 

e power to make it final or to set it aside, we reserve to our 

of a judge who issues a writ from his 

in of joint tenancy or tenancy 2 

report to him, to hear ev! 
to confirm the report and 
ition has been made in 

th the law of right and justice, and if it has been 
affirm it, and it it has not been so made to set | aside. 
What is that, if that be the to which the Senator from 
sa that has the power to make 


case 
common and requires a commission 
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Connecticut all enn 
of | it, but constitu the te and House of Representatives @ 


assembled a judge to revise, to correct, to set asile, “t 
allotments or partitions which have been made in 
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ccamialion ecg of the Chair to the point simply that this 
and now has only ip power to confer, to 
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and under cover, as the Senator from Connecticut 

argued, of making an appropriation to these commissioners for 

their salaries for one year or more, we do away with the powers 

of negotiation. That is not only, as the Senator supposed, an 

en t of the ers of this commission, but an annulment 

of every power which they had up to this time, and conferring on 

e extraordinary powers to which I have called the atten- 

tion of the Chair. I should like to hear now by what process of 
that is to be justified under an appropriation bill. 

In calling the Chair's attention to the other extraordinary pro- 
visions, which others on this side have called to the attention of 
the Chair, I — I have _ enough, and I shall not proceed any 
further with ent. 

Mr. | VEST. Mr. President, it always interests me to listen toany 
discussion in this august assembly upon a point of order. How- 
ever interest may flag upon international subjects and great con- 
stitutional issues, a point of order is a call to battle and arouses 
all the analytical ee: the rhetorical elegance, and historical 
research of this , 

It is equally haaeresting, not to say amusing, to recur to the 

ts which the Senate has established upon points of order, 

and upon none s0 particularly as upon the one now under con- 
sideration—that of general legislation. During my twenty years’ 
service, or nearly that, in this body I think I have heard, within 
limitations, 500 definitions of general legislation, and I have 

never known but one that has been crystallized by the practice of the 
body, and that is, the Senate always finds what it does not want 
to do to be general legislation, and vice versa as to what it wants 


the assent of these Indians to a bargain, to make a 
targa their full power at present—now we take them in 
shape, 


do. 

Not to give more than one or two precedents which occur to me 
now, I remember that in the river and harbor bill of 1891 we 
created a crime, a violation of the laws of the United States, to 
prosecuted by indictment, if any citizen should throw débris 
into any navigable river of the United States, and that was voted 
Senate not to be general legislation. 

Theard a accomplished lawyer, now dead, whom I con- 

Y the most accomplished jurists I have ever known, 
declare in this body that general legislation meant such legisla- 
tion as existed after the appropriation was exhausted. It was 
suggested to him at the time, and I do not think he answered it, 
that there was, with tie exception of a —— of salaries, no 


ere which did not in its effect last after the appropria- 
was exhausted. 


s 


treaties with Indian tribes. When did this revelation occur tothe 
Senate of the United States or the Congress of the United States? 
When was it before discovered that the Congress of the United 
States have no right to abrogate a treaty made not only with an 
Indian tribe but with a foreign country? We have placed upon 
the statute book now a law that no treaty shall be made with an 
Indian tribe, and the Supreme Court of the United States has sol- 
emnly adjudicated that the Congress of the United States can 
repeal any treaty made with any foreign country, and certainly 
with any domestic dependency, as they have declared these Indian 
tribes to be. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. GRAY. I made that point myself yesterday afternoon as 
a test as to whether this proposed amendment was general legis- 
lation or no. I thought that its effect would be to repeal a treaty. 
Ido not at all deny the proposition that Congress may repeal a 
treaty, as it may repeal any other of the laws of the land: but I 
do contend that legislation which repeals a law of the land is gen- 
eral legislation. 

Mr. VEST. We do not expressly repeal a treaty by this amend- 
ment. The effect of it may be to take away certain rights which 
have been granted to these Indian tribes. We have been doing 
that for one hundred years. 

With great respect to my friend from Mississippi, who is an 
eminent lawyer, and I concede his ability as such, I am rather 
amused by his argument as regards the rights of the Indian in 
courts of justice. He speaks of these Indians as if they were citi- 
zens of the United States, entitled, if I may use the expression, to 
the vested constitutional rights given to our own people. We 
never so considered them. The Indians are sui generis; their 
position has always been nebulous and uncertain; a most unfor- 
tunate people, and, in a great many respects, an outraged people. 
The Supreme Court, in the Cherokee case which went up to that 
court from the Indian Territory, said these Indian tribes were 
independent dependencies. What the Supreme Court meant I 
have never been able to understand; but that we have ever given 
them the rights that we give in courts of justice and under the 
law to our own people is absurd. 

Mr. GEORGE. If the Senator will allow me, I wish to call his 
attention, and also that of the Senator from Delaware, to a state 
ment made by bothof them. I hope that neither of the Senators 
contends that Congress has the power to destroy property rights 
vested under a treaty. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, if the property rights, as the Sen- 


If I were disposed to go into a technical discussion and follow | ator from Mississippi terms them, of an Indian—such as the prop- 
the Senator from ppi, I think I could very easily show | erty rights which were given to the Indians in the Indian Ter- 
that no ju powers are to be vested in these commissioners | ritory—come in conflict with the general welfare, to use the 


dicial 
under this revpoeee legislation, and that after the payment of 
$50,000 and discharge of their duties, under the rule which I 
have stated as given to us once from eminent legal authority, this 


The aye emma definition to general legislation which 
has ever sa’ me—it may be entirely wrong, but I state the 
on is general which affects the whole coun- 
a7 oes does not apply to a community or to one State alone. 
Obviously the of this rule by the parliamentarians who 
it was that in an Ra ropriation bill, paying money 
out of the Treasury of the Uni tates, there should not be laws 
which affect the entire United States and all the people thereof 
simply under the guise of paying out so much ers 
provision under that rule is not general legislation, but it 
is only—and to be frank, and every Senator knows it to be true, 
he may re en the Senate has — ppl nenion 
way possible, to suit its own wishes, and will always do 
so, mithout mpogning the rey = the | sehen me ay of 
body, so long as any tribunal—legislative or judicial—is en- 
gaged in a work which pA lies alone to its own ootlen: If a court 
aoe ch affects the interests of other ple 
than or, to speak more broadly, which affects the en- 
try it is safe to say that that opinion and 
entirely disinterested. But if any tribunal is 
a decision which applies alone to its own ac- 
tion, you will ys find exactly the same result which has hap- 
in this body, that that tribunal will do what it pleases, be- 
as the effectisalone upon it, it hasthe right 
construe the rule as it pleases. I say that for fifty years this 
body has overruled the written text in Sas manual 
whenever it saw proper to do so or wished to do so; and I could 
~- somiaedents ee — = 
ucing ents which every Senator 
iam no tacking the ight of ny Senator to oppote this ei 
: tof any ator to op e 
but to oppose it wu he peat ot a point of order is to 
pmply absurd, in view of the precedents we have estab- 
we have done. 
at once we have discovered the sacredness of 
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epeentions: 


constitutional expression, the people of the United States have a 
right to destroy them. These Sadie were put there, not with a 
fee-simple title to that land, as all the world knows who has ever 
examined it, but they are there with a conditional fee, dependent 
upon their occupation of the Indian Territory and their autonomy 
as tribes. 

Mr. GEORGE. Speaking of the decision of the Supreme Court 
upon the power of Congress to repeal a treaty, a treaty is both a 
contract and a law. So far as it is a law merely it may be re- 
pealed, but so far as it is acontract and vests property rights, the 
court never held that it could be repealed and never will so hold. 

Mr. VEST. When we wipe away the law all the rights under 
it 8°, and anything in contravention of that declaration is a bare, 
naked technicality; and, with great respect to the Senator, there 
is nothing in it. if we have a right in the interest of the people of 
the whole United States, and it becomes with us a question of 
national preservation to change the treaties made with these In- 
dian tribes and the laws which govern them, that settles this whole 
question. Wehave come directly to that issue now and have been 
in front of it for years. 

Why talk about the rights of these Indians as claimed now, that 
we can not legislate in regard to them on account of past treaties? 
What did we do in regard to the Cherokee Outlet? We attempted 
vainly to negotiate with these Indians, and finally the Congress of 
the United States, in sheer legal or parliamentary desperation, 
said to them: ‘‘ We will give you so much for those lands; you 
may take that or you will get nothing; we intend to take those 
lands.” We took them, and then they accepted the money, and I 
think they have been very well satisfied ever since. 

Just so long as we tolerate the idea that these Indians can con- 
tinue to constitute themselves a national nuisance, just so long 
as they can make their country a harbor for criminals and thieves 
and men who live by violations of the law, just so long shall we 
continue to menace the prosperity of the adjoining States, and in- 
directly of the entire country. I could stand here by the hour 
and recite instances in which we have torn to pieces and scattered 
to the winds stipulations, agreements, and treaties made with the 
Indians. Nobody has ever undertaken to gointoa court of justice 
under the technical learning of the Senator from Mississippi to 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


show that we had no right to pass such laws. The Indians have 
been called, as the negroes were at one time, the wards of the 
nation. Unlike the negroes, they have never received the rights 
of citizenship, except upon special grants of allotment of land 
under special acts of the Congress of the United States. In Ne- 
braska and other States there are Indians to-day who vote, but 
they vote because they have had lands allotted to them, without 
notice, by commissioners appointed by the Government of the 
United States. 

The Senator from Mississippi asks, Can we make this allotment 
withcat notice? We have done it, and the legal efficacy of such a 
statute has never been successfully questioned in the courts, and 
never will be. We moved Indians across the river from Georgia 
and Alabama under a treaty. Does anybody suppose that it was 
then contemplated that the present conditions would supervene, 
and that this agreement should be eternal? Did anybody suppose 
that the Indian Territory would become what it is to-day—an out- 
rage and a menace to the prosperity of the whole Southwest? 

“Fo not wonder that Senator from a so serupu- 
lously avoids discussing the facts, and confines himself to technical 
assertions in regard to the point of order. But, Mr. President, I 
venture = incur his Seuaen by ee ees that in the south- 
ern partof my State, abutting upon the Indian Territory, property 
has been depreciated 33} per cent. Men dash out almost every 
week upon t 7 oe the Indian Territory, me the towns 
and cities of Kansas, Arkansas, and Missouri, pistol in hand, rob 
banks, and g° back to a harbor of refuge; and we are told that we 
have no right to interfere except by notice and by contract with 
these people! We put them in the Indian Territory upon the con- 
dition that they should be law-abiding citizens. They have now 
a close corporation, with some twenty-five or thirty men owning 
the entire — the Indians, every full-blood back from 
the railroad upon the rocky points, living upon the pittance doled 
out to them by their lords and owners, who come here and crowd 
these galleries and draw pay from the e they are robbing 
under the pretense that they are protecting their rights. 

Senators say to us now, “ Put this legislation in a se te bill 
ancl we will vote for it.” For twenty years I have tried to secure 
the passage of such a bill. I have introduced a dozen such bills; 
but: by some subtle process—I know not what—those bills never 
reached a vote in the Senate nor in the other House. We are met 
always with treaty stipulations, with technical arguments as to 
the right of notice, and as to the title which these ple have. 
Mr. President, if we were to come here with legislation of the 
same sort we should be then met by the same sort of argument 
that we hear now to-day. 

I confess, sir, that I listen with some saeeenes to these argu- 
ments about points of order. I have not the greatest respect for 
the rules of the Senate, as I have had occasion frequently to say; 
but when I see these points used or not used in order to meet the 
ay of Senators, I confess, I say, to some impatience in regard 
to them. 

I repeat that the nearest oximation to what is the real mean- 
ing of general legislation isin what I have said as to its effect upon 
the memanernear eee individuals, communities, or States. As 
to the rule, which, as I stated a few minutes ago, was written in 
here by a distinguished lawyer, it is evident upon the slightest 
reflection that that can not be the test as to general i 
But I wish to say in conclusion to Senators who do not appreciate 
the situation in the Southwest that if there ever has been a case 
in which a rule or a point of order should not be invoked against 
such legislation as we propose now it is found in the facts that 
exist in the Southwest to-day. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I confess that I am 
not critically informed as to the rules. I believe that the point 
of order made against the proposed amendment is not well taken. 
I have given the best attention I could to the question. I have 
talked with experts, with men who have carefully investigated 
these questions, and they tell me that at best it is a doubtful ques- 
— that no man can determine positively as to one way or the 
other. - 

I sympathize with the feeling expressed by the Senator from 
Missour! [Mr. Vest] of some degree of impatience at the fact 
whenever there is a eee to change the conditi 
existing in the Indian Territory it is met in the 
technical complaint and technical objection; that no 
be made in the condition of things t is crying aloud 
manding a change and that is a dis to civilization to 
allowed to exist; and I hope that the i 
nicalities to prevent it from entering upon the administration of 
justice in this case. 

The very language of one of the treaties with these Indians is 
that their land is to be held in cc:mmon, “so that each and every 
member of either tribe shall have an equal and undiminished in- 
terest in the whole.” Yet what are the facts in the case? Has 
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an equal interest in this land, maintained that treaty? H.. this 
Government discharged its duty under the solemn obligation. ,7 
that treaty? On the contrary, the exact reverse has heen tho /,, t 

Only about three years ago I was personally in the Chor... 
Nation while the council was in session, aud was told by in.jj\ 9. 
ual Indians within a stone’s throw of where the council <;,. ;),. 
they were practically without homes; that they had no land «4; 4), 
consequence; that the whole of the country was occupiei |,’ 
handful of individuals, some of whom hold enormous ¢113:\{\;;,. 
of land, and they were begging thut the United States Govern. 
ment should see to it that t — their rights. 

0 GEORGE. Will the tor from Arkansas allow 
as. ——— 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. For the last fifteen years this jas 
been the case and their rights have been demanded ay:ain 4); 
again by those people. W I asked those men why they diq 
not stand up and say like men that that was the case, they ap. 
swered because would not live two weeks. 5 

The VICE-P ENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Yes, sir; I will yield to the Senator 
from Mississ sippy. 

Mr. GEO I should like to ask the Senator from Arkansas 
what that statement has to do with the point of order? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas.. The Senator from Mississippi studj- 
ously refrained from discussing the merits of this case on the 
point of order, butevery other Senator who has discussed the point 
of order on his side has discussed the merits of the case. | adinit 
that. it ——— in the Senator from Mississippi to want to 
avoid the discussion of the meritsof this case in determining w),at 
shall be done on the point of order. 

Mr. GEORGE. I think both my colleague and myself refrained 
from discussing the merits. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Perhaps the Senator’s colleague did, 

Mr. WALTHALL. I have not touched on the merits of the 


case. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Perhaps the Senator’s colleague has 
avoided the discussion of the merits as well as himself. | believe 
that is true, but it has been the rule generally on the other side 
that they have discussed the merits. It is as well for the merits 
to be understood as the point of order as we go along, and that 
we should point out the reasons why no technicality ought to be 
invoked to t oe penee 00 oem that ought to be passed. 

Mr. GEORGE. The means by “technicality” that no 
rule of the Senate ought to be invoked? 

Mr. PLATT roze. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As I said just now, the rule of the 
Senate is not clear on that point. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut wish to say 

Mr. PLATT. I was 


me to 


? 

to say that it seemed to me, while 
the Senator from i was every few minutes denying that 
he was discussing *he merits of the amendment, he was sving 
pretty fully into a discussion of the merits of the amendment 
under those denials. 


er 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It did seem so, but I will frankly 
to discuss some of the merits of this case as 
t of order. . 
just that some years ago I was at the capital of 
the Cherokee Nation, and Cherokees not a stone's throw from 
where the council was si thon told me they were absolutely 
no fair division of the land, 
not say so, they an- 
weeks if they dared to do 
an Indian stating that 
provide a home for a 
ce had been put around 
the night by the ems- 
galleries of the Senate, 
to this debate, and who has been making arcu 
with Senators to show that there 
the status of things existing down ther, 
Of course the Indian winds up his let 
by no means use his name. I must not 
understand who he is, because we understand (hat 
that sort of rascality 
known that he dares to open his 
of things, no doubt, in 
ms in Congress in the last 
instance that I know of a comp/aint 
audibly by any of these Indians ws 
Cherokee council, by 520 of their 
It absolutely ve by - 
complaints of these p 
one inte the Senate of the. 
robbed of their patt!- 
and a place to live, that 
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are entitled to a home, we invoke technicalities and say we 
OF not give them what the treaties require that we shall give 
of the petition, as presented to the committee in 


them. 
the other 


reads as follows: 


Petition to the honorable council of the Cherokee Nation. 


. Aportion 
ame yoncitizens, have 


under various 


$ few miles is 


order to reach 


the m 

weescoowee and Delaware districts, it is the exception to the 
Rivet, ote citizen on a claim; the noncitizens will outnumber them 100 to 
thought of one man in this portion of country claiming 

from five to twenty farms. And in most instances these far 
in cultivation, and from 1,000 to 5,000 acres in grass land, for 
for speculation. These noncitizens 
oe SIMI diiar ins thin cumenmaren te neaete cties 
j once gets a er m commences to o other 
none hb own account. Hundreds of leases are held = noncitizens, 
another noncitizen iomain is ab- 


1. There is 


of 10 acres 
se eo cut and 


noncitizens on 


emanating from 
sorbed, 
es 
rived 


er with 
wood are 


io wired ie, end on 
place only 3 or 4 
5 on land 


ship out of the coun 
hay too be leasine this land from 


and 

are 
denied them. 
Denied to Indians by blood and denied men who are not 


citizens, beg leave to call 


our attention to the de- 


condition of our public domain, with which you are 


yone 

‘orced to 
miles 

claims outnumber the 


. Thus our entire public 
even goso far as tosell the unfenced quarter for hay pu 
condition of affairs has been productive of a great d- 
portion of our citizens. They realize that they are entirely de- 
in the public domain, while the few citizens, 
monopolizing all of their rights. Even hay 


ili oand Onn that you enact such law or laws as will correct this condi- 
4 of our citizens, through the connivance and financial assist- 

managed to monopolize our entire public domain 
of law. Thousands of our citizens are to-day with- 
there is no land left upon which they can make homes. Our 
desiring to travel across the country 
in many instances, 10 miles around in 
away. In most places in the nation 


citizens. West of Grand 


farms perhaps con- 


members of the tribes at all, simply because they hold under pre- 


tense of a right 


fathers. 


under Indians who sublet the inheritance of their 


A committee of this body made a report some years ago calling 
and outrage of this condition of things, 
which if I had time I d be glad to read to the Senate. I will 
not ask the Senate to listen to it further than to call attention to the 
fact. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] was chairman of 
the subcommittee. I believe the Senator from Connecticut [ Mr. 
PLATT] was on the subcommittee, and also the Senator from North 
. Roacu]. They made the following statement as to 
the condition of things they found existing in that Territory as to 
the use of this land: 

Instances came to our notice of Indians who had as high as 100 tenants, and 
we heard of one case where it was said the Indian citizen, a citizen by mar- 
riage, had 400 holdings, amounting to about 20,000 acres of farm land. 

In a list of landholders given a committee of the other House by 
a member of the Dawes Commission sixty or seventy Indians are 
named who hold from 5,000 to 70,000 acres of land each; and yet 


attention to the 


Dakota 


a technicality 


in the rule is invoked to prevent the Senate of the 


United States from undertaking to guarantee the rights that are 
under the solemn obligations of treaty, that this 

in common, so that each and every member 
of . tribe shall have an equal undivided interest in the whole. 


Tr. dent, the 
here that it is the 
in severalty is not 


t which has been made by Senators 
of the amendment to divide this land | 
founded. The proposition of the amend- 


ment is that a roll shall be made of the Indians by this commis- 
sion, and that when the President shall order it to be done, the 


occupancy of the 
people; that the man 
give up his 


shall have the same rights to 


E 


lt 


my 





f 
F 


the amendment 
justice to all members 


land shall be divided equally among these 
w.10 has 70,000 acres shall be compelled to 
excessive holdings, and that the man who has no land 
the inheritance of his fathers; that 
the robber who has been exercising his power 
there for the last twenty years in monopolizing all that comes 
reach, shall t on the same footing with him. 

directs. It proposes to do simple and 
of this tribe, and nothing more. No 


can be made, and no complaint will be made among 


deprived of their homes. 
have made a monopoly of 


are citizens is a great . 


Indians, the rank and file of these people, 


The complaints come 
the rights of the nation 


complained that for us to determine 
——- gentlemen make up | 
cause of complaint they always find it. 


is that the ns here has always determined 


i 


of a letter written sono oy ag ago that I hap- 


e in the Department 


the present time. I will read a part of it. It is 
Commissioner 


gi 
5 


this cause the 
~~ iy ation of all persons not 
aa so ee office has 
to submit to you a list of the namesof all 
to be intruders. 


aaa 





The question of Cherokee citizenship and the rights of colored persons who 
claim to be beneficiaries under the ninth article of the Cherokee treaty of 
1866 (14 Stats., 801) are subjects which are now pending before this Depart- 
ment, and no action will be taken by you which will in any way tend to em- 

or complicate these questions or which in the slightest degree tends 
to recognize the authority of the Cherokee Nation to determine or fix the 
legal status of such claimants, that question being also under consideration 
at in all cases presented to you by the Cherokee authorities for removal 
wherein the parties named claim citizenship, either by blood, through the 
father or mother, or by virtue of adoption, according to the laws and cus- 
toms of the Cherokees, after making proper investigation, if you are satisfied 
that they have, prima facie, a just claim to citizenship, you will permit such 
persons to remain in the Territory to await final action in their cases, which 
will be hereafter determined under such rules as may be adopted by the 
Department. : 

That has been the rule of the Executive Departments from then 
until this hour. Whenever we direct that money shall be paid 
among those people how do we pay it? By the rolls that are made 
under the administration of the Indian Department. Again and 
again those rolls are made up and the money is paid out. Weare 
charged by our obligations under these treaties with paying cer- 
tain moneys to those people. Are we not compelled in the very 
nature of things to determine to whom the money is to be paid? 
How can we do that except upon the ascertainment of who are 
those citizens. Mr. President, it is a fact—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas will sus- 
pend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which will be stated by title. 

The SecrETaRY. A resolution, by Mr. Perrer, providing for 
a committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally 
all the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale 
of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the absence of the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. PeTTigREw], I ask unanimous consent that 
the unfinished business may be laid aside that the Senate may 
proceed with the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it isso ordered. The Senator from Arkansas will pro- 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The letter from which I was read- 
ing proceeds: 

Your inguiry in such cases will proceed only far enough to ascertain 
whether or not a prima facie case exists. You will notify all persons « 
either of the above classes and all other persons known to you or whos 
names are presented to you by the Cherokee authorities who have no writ 
ten permit from the Government or the Cherokees and who do not establish 
aprima facie right to remain to immediately remove from the Cherokee 
country. 

I simply refer tothis to show that it is a matter of absolute neces- 
sity when the Government is undertaking to discharge its obliga- 
tions to these people that it shall determine who are citizens. I 
will not follow this discussion further than to say I believe the 
recommendation made by the subcommittee of which the Sena- 
tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER} was chairman, and which made 
a report to the Senate several years ago, was wise and should have 
been acted upon long since. The Senator from Colorado in that 


| report said: 


. Isent this morning to the Indian | 


It is —_ to all who are conversant with the present condition in the 


Indian Territory that their system of government can not continue. It is 
not only non-American, but it is radically wrong, and a change is impera 
tively demanded in the interest of the Indians and whites alike, and such 
change can not be much longer delayed. The situation grows worse, and will 


continue to grow worse. There can be no modification of the system. It 
can not be reformed. It must be abandoned and a better one substituted 
That it will be difficult to do your committee freely admit, but because it is 
a difficult task is no reason why Congress should not at the earliest possible 
moment address itself to this question. 

The propositions embraced in the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Connecticut |[Mr. PLATT] are reasonable and mod- 
erate. It does not propose to interfere with the title to the land. 
It proposes simply to continue the powers that the present com- 
mission have, to allow them, if possible, to negotiate with these 
people for a change in their situation; and in the meantime it 
authorizes the commission to purge the rolls of that country. It 
is an fact—it is notorious, and no one will deny it—that quite 
a number of ple were added to the roll of citizenship in those 
councils last fall, and that it was corruptly done. Corruption will 


| not be denied; the proof can be brought here if anybody wants to 


see it, that these people simply hired the council to put them on 
the roll. Itis equally true that men who were Indians by blood, 
about whose right there can be no dispute, were refused rights 
on the roll of the tribe simply because they had no money to pay 
corrupt councilors for their corrupt votes. These things are no- 
torious; they will not be denied. In conversation in the Territory 
I have heard members of the council openly laugh about it and 
boast of it in hotels at the capital of the nation. They do not 
make any secret of it. It is the most corrupt pretense of a gov- 
ernment that exists on the face of the earth. 

When the masses of those people petition their council to divide 
the use of the land among them fairly, to give them some show, 
and they refuse to do it, and when we have the solemn obligation 
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of our treaty binding u 
shirk the duty to appoint a commission to investigate these facts 
and to do what justice demands of us. I have in my hand pages 


m us it seems to me that we can not 


of lists of men with the holdings they have in the Territory. 
Many of these men are really not Indians by blood; the most of 
them are either white men or mixed bloods. The Indians, scorn- 
fully and contemptuously called ‘‘ tubbies,” are pushed into the 
background and they have nothing of this inheritance of their 
fathers. It is these interlopers, these unjust and unfair men who 
are willing to take the pa ony of these people by blood and by 
force, who have got possession of that country and are holding it 
now. It is a disgrace to the Senate that it should beso. The con- 
dition ought not to exist another day; it is a shame that it has 
existed as long as it has. If technicalities are to be invoked for 
the purpose of etn justice being done in this case, I for one 
feel like the Senate ought at least to release the Committee on 
Indian Affairs from any further effort ever to do anything in this 
line. I am heartsick and with the efforts that have 
been made here and with the defeats that have been met on these 
same technicalities, which have been invoked in the advocacy of 
injustice and wrong and which never have been invoked in advo- 
— of what is right. 
ere are a number of Indians belonging to the Cherokee Nation 
holding lands in 15,000, 18,000, 12,000, 8,000, 4,000, and 10,000 tracts. 
Here are pages of names given. In another part of the report 
made by the Dawes Commission several pages of names are given 
of men who hold tracts of land ranging from 4,000 to 70,000 acres 
each. Such acondition of things ought not to be allowed to exist. 
Everybody knows well enough the advantages that these people 
et. They have large weaith in their hands; they are here to be 
eard, The — people who have no patrimony, the poor men 
who have no homes, are not here; they can not be here. There is 
no chance for them except to appeal to the sense of justice of the 
men who are in this body. Yet we find the shrewd, sharp, wide- 
awake robbers who have got possession of that country are actively 
a oy all the time in oe out the woes of the poor, miserable 
Indians to gentlemen who stand up here and invoke technicalities 
to prevent the enactment of a law that will bring justice to these 


people. 

Mr. President, this condition ought not to exist any longer. I 
wish I had the power to make the Senate of the United States 
understand the facts as they exist; but it seems im ible to get 
Senators to pay any attention to these wrongs. e@ mere sug- 
gestion of a technicality by which there can be a refusal to do 
anything is considered enough, and they turn their backs upon 


— proposition to bring relief to tiiese downtrodden, mime 
an a people. Our treaty o> igations require that we shall 
see to it that each man of them have his equal, undivided 


right with the balance of his bret. zen. The amendment does not 
propose to divide the feeof the land. It simply proposes to divide 
the occupancy, to put these men in the on of eqr =" -irts 
of the land, and then we believe that it will result in a. “ee- 
ment by which the fee of the land shall be divided amvuug the 
members of that tribe. 

Mr.BATE. Mr. President, I thought it was conceded that the 

int of order should be discussed without much reference to the 

acts, andcertainly tosuch facts only as would be calculated toeluci- 
date the nature and show the effect of the law now sought to be 
enacted through the instrumentality of thisamendment. I donot 
pro to go fully into the merits, and will speak but a little 
while. I am, however, led, by the two speeches that have just 
been made, to say oe n regard to the facts, for I do not 
know what course the President of the Senate will take in regard 
to this motion, whether he will sustain the point of order, over- 
rule it, or refer it, as he has the right to do, tothe Senate. There- 
fore, taking a broad view of it, perhaps, since Senators who oppose 
the motion have said so much about the facts, it may be pamper 
that those of us who differ with them should likewise allude to 
them, so that the Senate may have a clearer understanding of the 
real, legal, and practical effect of this amendment than they other- 
wise would. 

The Senator from et LS. GEORGE] p y avoided 
discussing the facts, and for so doing the Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. JoNEs] criticised and ridiculed him upon the idea that he is 
seeking only u the barest technical grounds to defeat the 
amendment. Technicalities, Mr. President, have often been the 
salvation of human life, as they have been thesalvation of the rights 
of menand of governments. Technicalities should not be scouted 
from a tribunal like this Senate, judicial iu its character although 
political in its a Sir, we have a right to rely He 
technicalities, and if there was ever a case in which technicali 
should be invoked it is certainly where the downtrodden, the op- 
pressed, and oe unfortunate Indian has been made the vic- 
tim for a hun ears of our white people. I repeat, in a case 
of this kind, technicality should be invoked. I invoke it, sir. I 
invoke it in the name of justice, in the name of right, in the name 
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r peonle 
and which has destroyed their rights, whether of a pers, et = a 
proprietary character, let them have the benefit of it. . | wg 
ceive it, it is your duty, as it is mine, to invoke those tec\inica}j. 
ties to protect against wrong and injustice, and I do it withou 
the fear of just criticism or of bringing the blush of sh 


ame uno 
any honest face. pon 


is co on was appointed for the purpose of © poops; 
tion,” not as lawmakers,or lawgivers, or i somtore It he 
no judicial faculty, no judicial power, conferred upon it in th, 
original appointment. , 
n 1890, I believe it was, there were three commissioners , 


pointed and subsequently two more, making the present ¢ Y 
sion consist of five— t whom personally I hat no criticism 
but entertain the hig est regard. What was the object of this 
commission? The sole object was to be on friendly terms with 
these unfortunate Indians and to appeal to them and to satisfy 
them thatit would be better for them to be in a different engi. 
tion than that in which they are now; and that the relations of 
the Government with them should be somewhat different. There. 
fore, they have pursued that line of policy, not once, but twice 
yea, three times have the commissioners been among ther on 
rsuasive missions. Two or three times have they invoked these 
ndians to enter into such further agreement with this Goverp. 
ment touching their land tenure as would inure to their adyan- 
But, sir, they have refused it. And now we are told py 


tage. 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. JonEs] who has just taken his 


seat that there is trouble in t country; that it is full of thet, 
murder, and rapine, that human rights are trampled upon, and 
that citizens in the adjoining States dare not go in this Terri- 
tory, and that incursions are constantly being made into adjoin. 


ing States from this Territory, while it has been asserted by the 
Senator of Missouri [Mr. Vest] that this Indian reservation is g 
nest of robbers from which come all sorts of evils. 

That Senators may better understand the condition of affairs 


there, it is proper to say that interlopers, intruders, are there and 
they have gobbled up the land, at least to the extent of securing 
to themselves the benefits that come from its use. The real owners 
have been divested of its practical use and the Indians are mere 
** subs” under these intruders while they are reaping the rewaris of 
their greed. Let us see what our Government has said in regard 


to these intruders. Article 6 of the treaty conciuded with the 
Cherokees December 29, 1835, soon after the beginning of the mat- 
ter of transferring the Indians to this reservation, says: 


The Cherokees shall also be protected— 
The very tribe which the Senator has just criticised— 


The Cherokees shall also be protected against interruption and intrusion 
fron. “itizens of the United States who may attempt to settle in their coun- 
try '.itaout their consent; and all such shall removed from the 
same by order of the President of the United States. But this is not intended 
to prevent the residence among them of useful farmers, mechanics, and 
teachers for the instruction of Indians, acco: g to treaty stipulations 


You see, therefore, it is the fault of the Government if there are 
intruders and outlaws there who are disturbing the peace of the 
neighboring States. 

e have, I think, but little right to complain of the treatment 
that has been given by the Indians to the white man in this Ter- 
ritory. We are the violators of the law. We are the poachers 
upon the rights of others. Indeed, we have trespassed upon their 
rights for a hundred years. We have especially trespassed upon 
the rights of those who, under sacred treaties, in 1830, 15:2, 184, 
1835, and 1836, left our borders, going from Mississippi, (ieorgia, 
Alabama, and Tennessee to the far West, where they could !« free 
from the disturbances they found at their then homes ani free 
from the enforcement of laws of the white man, which were 
CO! and distasteful to them. They were promised that 
when the t beyond the Great River, in their own territory, 
they sho fa be trestetm molestation, free from the intrusion of the 

te man, as Senators will see from what I have just read. 
Under this treaty there should be no intruders, but if there were, 
it became the duty of the President of the United States, even by 
the use of military force if necessary, to eject those who thus 
came among them and remained there improperly to their annoy: 
ance. ta 

Now, this commission was empowered simply to ‘negotl'® 
and there is no upon the statute books that I have beet 
able to find—and I have searched—which gives any commis at 

wer beyond that of negotiation in a friendly, peaceable, 00 J. 
weg. The t comes in, however, Vader the sheltering 
wing of this into its body that it may 
be saved from defeat. Other bills affecting the rights ! — 
have uently been introduced in , but none so boli ie 
far- and so vital as this; and now its promoters, ° *° 


itous for its "passage, so fearful of its defeat, and so satisfied that 

















alone and be passed on its own merits, they seek 
: the body of this appropriation bill, knowing that 
Senators as well as members of the House of Representatives 
would hesitate long to vote against an appropriation bill which is 
to move the machinery of the Government and is absolutely neces- 
to on the business of the country a it has objec- 

in it. — of the —— for = — oe of 

i is the very fact that Senators do not w vote against 
ogee it may have an objectionable section in it, when it 
is otherwise full of good features and known to be essential legis- 


Although this rule which forbids general legislation on an ap- 
ropriation bill has been the ee of ridicule and criticism by 
fhe Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from Ar- 






kansas % a in their presentation of precedents, its virtue 
and value can be denied. Another culty attaching to 
such vicious on is when it has thus the Senate and 


House and goes to the President for Executive action, the Presi- 
dent is n y embarrassed, because, under the Constitution 
of our country, he has no right to eliminate the objectionable fea- 
ture in an a iation from that which is ; therefore, 
he must take it as an entirety and give or withhold his approvai 
to the whole bill. This is one of the embarrassments that arise in 
legislation of this le X 
8and4. There is no more wholesome rule embodied in the rules 


nate than this one, and I regret to see it violated. It is 
ae violated without turning back to trouble us. It has 


often proved a boomerang in this Chamber, as you know, Mr. 
President, and will continue to do so. - 

Since som \ 
affairs in this Territory, let us try and get at the truth and legislate 
accordingly. We have listened to much talk about treaties, and 
they have made the subject of ridicule and spoken of con- 
temptuously. Iam not going into aharangueon the abstract rights 
of Indians as shown in treaties with the United States, but I think 
after what has here been said touching them it is eminently 

roper that something should be said in their vindication. But 
before I speak of them, permit me to say that the very context of 
the amendment, if adapted, although passed under the wing of 
the appropriation bill, will, nevertheless, be a law of equal force 
and virtue as if enacted in a separate and distinct bill. 

See the very face of the amendment. Look at it. Its terms 
have been read to you, and I shall not reiterate them except in a 
brief way, to illustrate and elucidate the fact that it is general 
legislation. Oneof the most objectionable features, and one of first 
importance, is that it clothes the commission with extraordinary 
powers. They are empowered as a judicial body. And what, 

,are thesecommissicnerstodo? The are, cere bee things, 
to decide uw the citizenship of the Indians, notwithstanding our 
repeated pledges to them that they should not be molested, that 

have their homes and personal and yon rights 

A treaty rises to a grade higher than an 

ordinary statutory law,as the legislative body that makes the law 
can repeal it at will. A treaty, however, is made by more than 
one party—there must be two or more governments, nations, or 
tribes that agree to it. We can make our laws and enforce them 
them, but we can not alter or annul a treaty at will. 

we have to consult all the parties with whom we 

it. It rises to a higher and more sacred dignity than a con- 
tract, which our Constitution declares isinviolable. It is not only 
——e a treaty, with all the dignity and binding force of a 


§ 


48 


we must so regard it. Can we dare to put into an ap- 
Le wire bill an amendment which uproots and changes the 
civil rights of tribes as well as the individual rights of the Indians 
who to the treaty without their consent? 
Mr. @ E. Or anywhere else? 
Mr. BATE. Yes, or anywhere else. Even in an original and 
bill, or otherwise. 


Indians have no right totreat with foreign powers. They 
do not hold that dignity and strength of separate nationality to 
entitle them to do so, for they are a domestic nation, if I may so 
speak. Theycould not treat with England, Mexico, or any foreign 

are supposed to be under our care, isolated 

other nations, and any intercourse between them and other 
through our Government. We are 

called, which is another reason why we should 


heartless : 
; speculators at rn use their lands 


unlawful and grow rich at Indians’ expense. 
tare ie 08 the between the United States and the Choc- 


ws contains upon this subject the following 


and be removed 


And Bet couacrentcudnen end by omy froor and ape 
by the States agent, assisted, if Sauna ae ts 
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Again, article 15 of the treaty with the Creeks and Seminoles 
contains this provision: 


And all persons not being members of either tribe found within their 
limits shall be considered intruders, and be removed from and kept out of 


the same by the United States agents for said tribes, respectively, assisted, 
if necessary, by the military. 

The same, in substance, was entered into and now exists be- 
tween the United States and the Cherokees. 

So you see it applies to all those nations known as the Five 
Civilized Tribes. 

Now, Mr. President, what is proposed to be done by this amend- 
ment? The commission is to be granted, as I said, judicial power, 
and as such it has the right to chase down the victim and bring 
him by force, under arrest, before that august tribunal and com- 
pel him to submit to its process and its judgment, and upon re- 
fusal send him to jail and submit him to such other indignities 
and punishment as the law would allow in the case of any court 
of record. Yes, the commission would have the power to im- 
prison, to fine, and to do all that will enable it to effect its object, 
which is to allot their lands and have their holdings in severalty. 

Again, we are told by its advocates that the amendment does 
not affect the property rights of the Indians. I shall not trouble 
you, Mr. President, or the Senate to reread that which has been 
read twice by the Secretary, and read and commented on by Sen- 
ators who have preceded me, which clearly shows that property 
rights are involved, that jurisdiction is granted over the lands for 
purposes that are vital to the Indian, and that $50,000 is appropri- 
ated to enable the commission to enforce its orders and decrees 
touching ownership in their lands. The commission is granted 
jurisdiction over all the citizens of all the tribes, and having that 
jurisdiction it goes there empowered by authority of law with the 
instrumentality and machinery at hand to carry it into effect if 
it takes all the agents that are in the Territory or all the military 
force in the United States. 

Furthermore, would not the forced allotment of their lands and 
passing titles thereto from the tribal tenure to that of severalty 
seriously and vitally affect property rights? And what is worse, 
they are practically denied the right of appeal—a constitutional 
right that belongs to every citizen of the United States. But we 
are told by the Senator from Arkansas [ Mr. JonEs] that the action 
of the commission is subject to review by the Secretary of the 
Interior. But when we look to the terms of the amendment we 
find that the Secretary may review it as a whole, not as an appeal, 
but as a kind of perfunctory duty in passing upon the general 
official course adopted by the commission. This is, in fact, no 
appeal. It is a mockery of this right. No individual, no tribe, 
as a tribe, can appeal, however dissatisfied with the judgment of 
this court, to any tribunal. Then, from that departmental officer 
it can be taken to Congress and carried into effect. 

This is a judicial proceeding. Why would you appeal from a 
judicial proceeding to the Secretary of the Interior, a nonjudicial 
officer? Why should you not carry it to the courts where the 
rights of those Indians have been adjudicated since the date of 
5 and 6 Peters, when these Indians were in Georgia, and where 
they were regarded as ‘‘ a domestic nation,” to use the language 
of the Supreme Court in that case, and were entitled to an ap- 
peal? Why not allow them those rights? Those rights are taken 
away from them, sir, in the very terms of this amendment. The 
matter is sent to the Secretary of the Interior to do what? Not to 
decide whether they are citizens, for the Secretary will not go into 
the minutiz of it (no one man can take an appeal), but the Secre- 
tary is to review the whole matter, and then, perchance, it will come 
toCongress. But that does not settle the right of appeal thatevery 
man should have when his rights are taken from him by judicial 
or quasi judicial proceedings. 

Sir, I further say it may affect the property rights, in this indi- 
rect way, because when it is passed upon by the Secretary of the 
Interior those property rights are affected. It isa mere play upon 
the part of Senators to avoid that conclusion which was made 
so clear by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Grorcr}. But, 
Mr. President, there is a higher right than that jeopardized by 
this proposed amendment. It is the right of citizenship. Is the 
right to property to be compared to the right of citizenship? Ah, 
Mr. President, those who immediately after our late and unhappy 
war were deprived for four or five years, as in my State, of citi- 
zenship know how to appreciate it. We put a value upon it that 
is beyond all price. That which is higher than property, next to 
life and honor—citizenship—is taken charge of by the court or 
commission—I may call it an inquisition, because it issuch. The 
commissioners go there to inquire into the condition of these 
rights and to summarily dispose of them. They will inquire intoa 
man’s rights to citizenship. They pass upon those rights and say 
the judgment is final, from which the party has no appeal to any 
court. The word “final” as to the commission’s judgment touch- 
ing citizenship is the one used without qualification in the pro- 
posed amendment. 
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Then I am not to be told, without challenge, that it is not gen- 
eral legislation, when it affects the rights of the Indians by grant- 
ing or denying citizenship that carries with it the exercise of the 
ballot and all the personal rights that belong to thecitizen. This 
right of citizenship is higher than if it were a property right, and 
any law affecting it alike in all the tribes is general legislation. 
The amendment denies such rights to whole tribes, to those who 
do not wish to give up the mode of their fathers in holding title 
to their lands. 

These Indians, for the sake of peace and quiet, gave up their 
hunting grounds, their forests and fields, their little tepees, and 
all that made life dear tothem. The white man trampled upon 
them and drove them from those sacred spots, and under pressure, 
they left and sought bpm and homes in the West. But the same 
restless spirit of the lo-Saxon, as shown by the earliest settlers 
in our country, and which somehow infuses itself into all our 
blood, seems still further to be encroaching upon the rights of the 
Indians in an attempt to interfere with what has been left them, 

ea, granted them under the seal of this Government. The very 
Oo of the first cession to the Cherokees touching titles to the 
lands purchased by them uses the words “fee simple,” and guar- 
antees to them fee-simple titles. In the very treaty itself which 
they signed with General Coffey, the words ‘‘ fee-simple title” are 
used as to the land which was ceded them in the West. Yet we 
are told by the Senator from Missouri that there was no such title 
as ‘‘fee simple” given, and that it was held in abeyance to the 
wishes of the United States, subservient and of dou tenure. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to ask 
him a rag 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Upon what ground, may I ask, can we enact a 
law such as is proposed inthe amendment? Can it be done other- 
wise than with the consent of the Indians in council? 

Mr. BATE. Wecan not, and I will read to the Senator the rea- 
son for it from the sacred treaties of this Government, which, I 
have already shown stand higher than a statutory provision. Ar- 
ticle 20 of t a from which I read, concluded between the 
United States and the Cherokee Nationon the 10th of July, 1866— 
even as late as that—provides as follows: 

Whenever the Cherokee national council shall uest it, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall cause the country reserved for the Cherokees to be sur- 
veyed and allotted among them at the expense of the United States. 

Whenever they request it, and not before; and there is the sacred 
seal of the United States to it. Yet you have heard the charac- 
ter of speeches in urging the adoption of this amendment which 
have just been made by Senators in this Chamber. 

Mr. KYLE. Whose consent has been received? 

Mr. BATE. I will get to that point ina moment. I wish, in 
this connection, to read another treaty. It is found in the Re- 
vision of Treaties, page 293. I read the vision of the treat 
concluded between the United States and the Choctaws and Chick- 
asaws ~ treaty with the Cherokees I have just read) of April, 
1866 lating to this subject there is the following provision: 

is here that should the Choctaws and Chickasaw le, th h 
eas cose Le relaaies councils, agree to the surve and dividing their 
land on the system of the United states, the land etorennd shall be surveyed 
and laid off in ranges, townships, sections, and parts of sections. 

Never until when? To use the language of the treaty, article 
20, until they shall request the Secre todo it. Sodeclares the 
Cherokee treaty, and the Choctaw and Chickasaw treaty says it 
is not to be done until it is done h their respective councils 
and they agree to it. That is the mode by which it can be done, 

Mr. PEFFER. There has been no such request made yet, 

Mr. BATE. No, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is a protest. 

Mr. BATE. Lhold in my hand, instead of a request, a protest 
by those Indians, passed in their legislativecouncil. There never 
was but one eement to it, and was by the Chickasaws on 
conditions, which condiaons were not complied with. That Sena- 
tors may the better understand this conditional agreement by 
the Chickasaws, I will state that the Choctaws and Chickasaws 
bear this relation to each other: The Choctaws made the original 
purchase of the lands occupied by the two tribes. The Chicka- 
saws became their partners in that purchase to the extent of one- 
fourth of the land. They hold one-fourth and the Choctaws hold 
three-fourths of the land conditioned that neither tribe can do 
anything affecting the title to the land without the consent of the 
other. This tional agreement with the Chickasaws was ten 
or twelve years ago; but immediately thereafter when their coun- 
cil got together they rescinded or repealed that conditional 
ment. The Choctaws, onthe contrary, who have three-fo f 
the land—a joint and common interest—hol the territorial a: 
sessions in common with the Chickasaws, would not agree to it at 
all and never have. It never has been done. To the contrary, as 
I said, there is a protest from the council of the Chickasaws and 


that 
i‘ and 


Choctaws protesting against this amendment and askin. 
they have justice done them, Instead of it being requesi.. 
agreed to by the nations, they are actually protesting to... ;, 
solemn form against it. The Senator from Missouri {Mr. Vj >) 
ridicules their standing around this Capitol, and says t\., ,, 


lobbyists, etc, ) are 
Mr. President, why should not a man whose rights are im))0yj).q 
stand at the doors and knock and ask to be heard in vini\...,;,., 


“40100 
IT108- 


of his — These Indians did not come here through id), 
ity nor for a bad purpose, but to let Congressmen know { 
inwardness of this unjust and outrageous attempt to depriv: t)j.4y 
of their rights, re ess of treaty stipulation; rights 1): ,;, 
vital to their tribal existence. 1 have seen two or three of thc, 
and find them intelligent and speaking with fluency our linc)... 
They are alive to the injustice and wrong that is souy): +, |, 
pape upon them by the adoption of the amendment yoy 


true 


— discussion. at ronan for the Indian in this oy). 
assment is an @ gress, or to give up his rights 
He seeks none other on a pacific and —- mode oF pr ts - 
against this burning wrong. For one, I will lend him a |istening 
ear, and if his cause is just and right I will stand by it. T)..¢ 


Indians, in their capacity as delegates from their respective ty)... 
are here to peak in an humble but manly way for their interests, 
They have sorrow in their hearts and tears in their eyes for fear 
that this amendment may be adopted, and as they believe, ang 
have right to believe, will be the crack of doom, if not tie 
death knell, to their tribal relations. 

Indeed, sir, this is more fateful to these Indians known as the 
Five Civilized Tribes than any attempted legislation known to 
our statutes for half a century. 

I repeat, and say that no species of legislation has ever jen 
enacted that was so fraught with fate,so pregnant with results to 
them, as this very amendment, shel under the wing of an 


: > bill. 


, as a Government, stand, as it has been said, as guardian to 
them. If so, let us see that our wards are fairly dealt with. Let 
the great American Christian heart throb with sympathy for their 
misfortunes; let our love of justice and sense of honor forbid a 
wrong to these unfortunate and dependent red men, who are 
struggling under our guidance to rise still higher in the scale of 
Christianity and civilization. 

Mr. PEFFER. Ishould like to ask the Senator a question be- 
fore he takes his seat. 

Mr. BATE. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask the Senator whether or not, in his opinion, 
the difficulties which are intended to be cured by the proposed 
amendment would not be cured quite as well and much better i! 
the United States Government would remove the intruders from 
the Territory? 

Mr. BATE. Unquestionably; and it is the duty of the United 
er the treaties which they have made and the 
laws of the country. They have failed to do it, and © the nest of 
robbers” spoken would not be there if the United States did 
their duty. Furthermore, it is the duty of the United States not 
only to see that bad men are put out, but it is their duty to see 
that the individual citizens who have intermarried wit!) these ln- 
dians, if they are good citizens, get their rights also. 

Whence comes all this trouble? Is it not from those land grab- 
bers—those aggressive, and, in many instances, vicious, meu who 
have gone among these Indians for no good to the Indian’ 

It is true that most countries in their earliest settlement have 
more or less bummers and bad men to contend with, and this Ter- 
ritory is not an exception. Many of these intruders are mere ad- 
venturers who have gone in among the Indians to take advantase 


of them, and if they can not do it one way they will another. 
They are generally recklessof life and disregardful of law. Tle" 
are alike ready to boom a town or lease a ranch for one year and 


hold over longer, in violation of law. Where the carcass is the 


are rich pastures in this Territory to graze, and cattle ate 

cheap. They have inspired this movement that they may, unit 
the guise of law, get these lands. If once allotted and owned 
severalty, as this amendment contemplates, these intruc:Ts will 
have an easy task in “gobbling” them up. ‘There is anothet 
class who hang around of the Territory, expecting 
ae hoping — soon aoe such bill as ee ro ry 
and open up way to eject the ian from his se t 

This class of boomers is cedibien for the Government to make® 
deal with the Indian or force upon him some such law * i 
and when done, and the bell taps or the signal gun fires tli) Her 
leap into the Territory with the eagerness of the hound unleash” 


Ha failed thus far to get this under the commission by 
n they now seek to add judicial powers to the co” 
ission his will, in the face of sa 
cred treaties, to yield to the white man’s greed. I thank 
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from Kansas [Mr. Perrrer] for his suggestion as to | preface by saying as to the letter which has just been read from 


. President, is there in point of fact much lawlessness 
in the Territory among the Indians, and is not the lawlessness there, 
if it is there, confined principally to the interlopers and intruders, 
the hangers-on who are ready to grab the land when the occasion 


no experience to give like he Senator from Ar- 

. Jones], who has been there, it seems, time and again, 
his own experience, which almost melted me to 
telked of the sadness of the condition of things 
misfortunes which individual Americans there 
on them. Well, if this isso, why do they remain 
er there, except as I have been ape train, 
I saw oneof the most magnificent, beantiful, and attract- 
countries that my eyes ever rested upon, with outstretched 
mountains in the distance; with rs, green 

; here and there streamsdraining rich valleys. Coal 


cEEEEEE- 
reel 
THe 


ct 
t 


suppose, to excuse, if not justify, this proceeding. 

s I said, I can not give the experience of my friend from 
Arkansas, for I have not there, as he has, but i can call upon 
that is as good as that of any man, I not who he may 
be, and to that end Iask, Mr. i the attention of the Senate 
reads some- 
Let me ace it by say- 

ve better unities 


The which I present first is from Judge 
in tebding eoert tn country, or rather 
jurisdiction extending over it or 

I ask the Senate to listen to 


Orricx Unirep Srares Direrrict Jvpor, 
EasTeRn District or TEXAS, 
Galveston, Tex., March 9, 1896. 


six I hay» been on the 


bench, and among other places hold court at Tex. During this time 
my duty has led me toa careful study of the conditions existing in the In- 
dian Territory. The courts at Paris and Fort Smith have im the Ter- 
pe ne ee ee lawless men, and if a comparison 


pooumisy. considering area and population, it will 
be found — is in a Coronas 
Territory or a oo. This is due solely to fearless and certain 
if Er en Be one Set oxime de peacticall unpunished 
as a with Territory. Man cemabanens caihine te 
juries ere not with the preferable, but the aaaelee 
are or are re to 

TO nanit iin anees toa Gear te firmly and fairly, and conse- 
hase cour il compare favacably. to vay the least, with 
court on earth. The Indian is a t in my court. The 
are committed by white men nearly altogether, and they are gener- 


is a simple one. If the 

and ex ail intrad- 
thensettled. The ble comes 
removed, the cause is removed and the 
the Indian Terri into a Territorial form of govern- 
jurisdiction my and Fort Smith and ven, s 
; life 
dis- 
or marshalsof those courts. 


and will not be safe. stateme 
as not aoe . 
They are sad good do all that anyone can do to 
enforce the law. is not with them. If the juries are composed of 
: will determine 


white men, in verdicts of fact it, and the Indian 
Will sincerely Chink it does in all If the juries are of Indians the 
white men will the same. Ifthe are com of both they will 


either the white or 
are im You 


are feuds in the inomas la oaites in the 
nf ‘of : country, y play no part 
ait Se 


cou have confidence 


Jocal , 

feuds local interests, not related to nor ted with the de- 

fendants, teenie aeetieee de etkee chee rinba. It 

the United the intrudcr, let the tribal relations stand as they 
is and settled :ight. Many white men live in the 


indian” 

country that are honest and good citizens, but they coms.) 7 with all 
are not in the criminal courts, and this ietter does ly to 

them. SSNEEEG tenes denned Ghite wean in your country who fice by 


coun’ 
I write more fully, but I am very bus* here and have not the time 
will . it would be to my inte. vst to lose the ju at 
it me of great labor and annoyance, but interest does 
Rot me. I given you my real convictions on this question. 





| that are committed there. 





Judge Bryant, that he is the judge presiding over the court at 
Paris, Tex., which has jurisdiction over a certain part of the 
Indian Nation. Itisa _ carved out of the peninsula between 
the white man and the Indian, which he presided over. Prisoners 
have been taken there and have been tried there for several years 
by him. He has madeastatement touching thecharacter of crimes 
I ask now that a short letter from 
Judge Stewart may be read, and also another one following it 
from Judge Parker. These are the men before whom the crimi- 
nals are brought and tried, who understand their nature and who 
live in their midst. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Charge of Judge Stewart, December 1, 1894: 

- = € ” +e > * 

“And I say now, and I say it everywhere, and I am proud to say it, that I 
lived on the border, right on the edge of the Chickasaw Nation, for years 
before 1 came to this country, and I will say that there never has been a more 
law-abiding people than the people of this Territory. Why dolsayit? These 
people were here for years without law; these white men who came in here 
with the permission of the Indians had intercourse with each other to pro- 
tect their rights; they had no law to protect them against crime; yet these 
men went out and built towns, they erected churches and schoolhouses, and 
the good order of society was preserved and maintained without law, and 
now for the world to say that this Territory, as a whole, is more lawleas 
than other new countries isa slander on the good people of this Territory, 
and itisnottrue. i have seen it and I know it.” 


WASHINGTON, D. C., December 20, 1894. 

Srr: In accordance with your knowledge of crime in the Cherokee Natio 

were there as many as 53 murders committed there during September an 
part of October last, and no attempt to make arrests? 


W. A. DUNCAN, 
To Judge I. C. Parker, Fort Smith, Ark. 


Fort Smiru, ArK., December 21, 189%. 
To Hon. W. A. Duncan, 
Cherokee Delegate, National Hotel: 


In reply to your dispatch of 20th, I state four cases of murder were reported 
to United States commissioners bere as having occurred in the Cherokee 
Nation during the whole of September and October last. Arrests in all cases. 

I think all the cases over which court had jurisdiction were reported. These 
were cases over which court here had jurisdiction. There were probably as 
many more cases of murder committed by Indians upon Indians. There was 
more crime than usual during these months, owing to the number of reckless 
men attracted to that country by payment to the people of so large a sum of 
money. ‘The story that there we're 53 murders committed in the Cherokee 
Nation during the month of September and part of October for which no 
one was brough* to justice, in my opinion, isa grave mistake. Some one has 
imposed on the author of the statement to the committee. I do not believe 
any such statement is warranted by the truth, and I think a gross injustice 
is unintentionally done your people by such statement. 

I. C. PARKER. 


Mr.BATE. Mr. President, [haveastatement here from the Rev, 
Walter P. King, a Baptist minister, who has gone over that coun- 
try with others, and also a statement of Dew M. Wisdom, United 
States Indian agent at Muscogee,in the Indian Territory. I will 
not ask that they be read, nor detain the Senate by reading them 


myself, but they are to the same effect as the statements which I 
have read. 


Mr. GEORGE. I hope the Senator will insert the statements 
in his remarks. 

Mr. BATE. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT 
be granted. 

The papers referred to are «3 follows: 


CHEROKEE ACADEMY, Tahlequah, Ind. T., January 15, 1898. 

HonorepD Str: I have read with interest the newspaper report of your reply 
to the report of the Dawes Commission. Allow me toadd my humble indorse- 
ment thereto. After athree-yeass residence in your nation, with perfect lib- 
erty to observe your people, and every possible opportunity to study their 
custems and the administration of your government, with no possible political 
limitations, and in a work that brings men of all classes and conditions to- 
gether oncommon ground, and having traveled the length and breadth of your 
country in public and private conveyance, I am free to say that I have ever 
found the enforcement of law as effectual, and the catety of persons and prop 
erty as sure as inany of the well-governed Atlantic Seaboard States in wuich 
I made my home for many years. And this is especially true of the safety of 
our women from insult ait aunegween upon our streets, or on the highways 
where they frequently travel unattended for many, many miles together i 
have never heard of asingle instance where the slightest insult or indignity 
has been offered them. 

I may say also upon the grave question at issue, merely as the conviction 
of one who has the best interest of your people at heart, and who has no 
personal or loss in the balance, that any of the plans submitted fora 
change of government for the Cherokee Nation (I know nothing about the 
others) must be detrimental to the best interests of the Cherokee people, if 
not of fatal result to the full-blood Indians. 

Believing the position of yourself and your delegations to be the only correct 
one im the face of the facts, allow me to wish you godspeed toward success 
in your noble efforts for your people. 

WALTER P. KING, 


Principal under the American Baptist Home Mission Society. 
Hon. C. J. HARRIS, 
Principal Chief of the C. N., 
‘Nati Hotel, Washington, D. OC. 


I will do that, if there be no objection. 
In theabsence of objection, leave will 
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UnrreD STATES INDIAN SERVICE, UNION AGENCY, 
Muscogee, Ind. T., January 3, 1895. 


81x: I am in receipt of your letter of December 18, 1894, in which you state 
that a statement was made on that day, before the House Judiciary Commit- 
tee, that 53 murders had been committed in the Cherokee Nation from the 
15th of September to the 20th of October, for which no one had been brought 
to justice. You also ask if I have any information to prove or disprove this 
statement, or if I give it any credit. 

I would respectfully state that my information discredits any such state- 
ment, and I do not believe it to be true. 

I know that the Cherokees, as a rule, apprehend and punish all criminals, 
and their laws are reasonably well executed. 

Whenever I have called upon the Cherokee authorities to assist me in cap- 
turing outlaws they have always responded. 

DEW M. WISDOM, 


ery respectfully, 
United States Indian Agent. 
J. F. THompson, 
Cherokee Delegate, care National Hotel, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. BATE. Mr. President, in addition I may be permitted to 
-~ in conclusion, for I have but very few words more to utter, 
when you go into that country and pass along even on the railroads 
which permeate it you find in many res a most happy con- 
dition. One would think, to have heard the speeches that have 
been made this morning by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Jones] and the Senator from Missouri (Mr. Vest], that these peo- 

le are savages, and that they dwell in a wild and untamed region, 
Teading a barbarous life, but when you go there you find some parts 
of it, in many respects, almost a garden. It is cultivated, and 
cultivated by the Indians themselves. But we are told that the 
lands are leased out. While I am on that point as to the question 
of leases I wish to say it is claimed that there is exercised by a 
few individuals an ownership of 10,000 or 20,000 acres of land 
leased by the men who go there and monopolize the cattle business. 

Mr. President, it is said in the New Testament— 

Thou h ‘rite, first cast out the beam out of thine own eye; and then shalt 
thou see clearly to cast out the mote out of thy brother's eye. 

Look at the vast corporations in our own country holding mil- 
lions of acres of land—given them, too, by the Government, to sa 
nothing of many private individuals who own more than a mil- 
lion acres of land in our Western country. You have enacted no 
laws to stop the ownership of such enormous landed estates, but 
ke want to have us = those of much less magnitude in the 

ndian Nation, over which lands, as the law now is, our Govern- 
ment has no control. If we allow such things to go on with im- 
punity in our own country, we should be consistent and not ask 
that it be denied elsewhere. 

These civilized tribes have modeled their respective forms of 
aornnent after that of our States. They have their governors, 

eir legislatures, meet of senate and house, their judges, 
sheriffs, etc., all elec by ballot. They have their capitol, leg- 
islative halls, court-houses and jails, and their court trials by 
judges and juries, ali Indians. These are exclusively for the In- 

ians. When white men have suits with one another or with an 
Indian, the United States courts have jurisdiction and try such 
cases. The Indians have their own hospitals and charitable insti- 
tutions, kept up at public expense. It is a singular fact, however, 


Indians. I say such progress in civilization and Christianity in 
so short a time can not be found in all his rT. ; 

Now we propose to give them a backset by doing away with 
their tribal relation; that relation, and the only one, which means 
success with the Indians. Permit me to say that the history 5 
all the Indians, if I am not mistaken—Northwestern men like +}, 
Senator on my right [Mr. ViLas] know more about these thingy 
than I do—but history teaches that wherever the tribal relati,;,. 
ship of the Indian bas been done away with the Indian has yon 
down. He has flourished for a few , as did the Wyandottes 
in New York, as did the Chippewas in Michigan, as did the (ssa- 
watomies out in the West; but, Mr. President, after a few y:ars 
oon pare begun to go down, down, down, and where are they 
now 

I have the history of it here, which shows that they have cone 
into degradation and ere returned to ignorance and 
vice. They go into these sluices of dependence and beggary, and 
are swallowed up. We have io them to the precipice, and 
now bid them leap. Truly, . President, as it has been said, 
there will be no one left to mourn for Logan—no, not one. 

r ! 
Peary mer tegen ate 
Some flow’rets of Eden ye still inherit, 
Butt the trail of the serpent is over them all. 


These discomfited Indians have arisen from an humble and har- 
barous condition to one that is or and has received the 
approbation of all ns; and we, as a Christian people, should 
not put a stumbling-block in their way. 

Tribal relationship of the Indian is the ideal relationship for 
him. Deprive him of that and you make him a vagabond. This 
amendment strikes at that vital point. It means to allot the 
Indian’s land and let him own it in severalty. It means to indi- 
vidualize him and to sa him the power to sell his land to the 


white man who goes there and gives him liquor, if he wants it, 
or shows him gold or silver, if he wants it, or trinkets, or any- 
thing of that kind with which to purchase his land from him. 
What becomes of the Indian? He is then without a home, and 


falls back into the spurs of the barren mountains, without a 

ian and almost without a God. Keep him from that; let 

is tribal relations remain, and allow him to go on and cn, as he 

is now doing. This amendment strikes at the root—the pith and 

marrow—of that relation and whether intended or not it will 
destroy him. 

You hold ont to him a beautiful and peaceful picture. You say 
to him, when your land is allotted you will have your home; you 
will have your family around you; you will have the right to dis- 
pose of your property in your own way,andallthat. This pleasing 
picture fascinates him. To him it is a blushing rose, but beneath 
that rose there is a serpent coiled to bite the hand that plucks it. 
This pleasing picture held out to him is but a dagger behinda 
smile; and that dagger in the end will pierce the red man’s heart. 
Let the tribal rela’ of the Indians remain. Do not allot their 
lands. Let them continue as they now are in their progress, civili- 


that while they have asylums for the blind and deaf and dumb, | zation, and Christianity, of which we shall be _— , and in which 

they have none for the e, for the reason, it is said, they have | we should be glad to give them a polving han 

no insane Indians. You will pardon me, Mr. President, for having gone into the 
These Indians have churches and schools in that country. The | facts. I should not have done so, or said anything except simply 

spires of their churches ascend to heaven, a ey are | in regard to the t of order made by my friend the Senator 

followers of that meek and lowly Nazarene, that of Galilee | from Mississippi [Mr. WALTHALL]. He handled the subject so 


to whom we all bow. They have churches of all denominations 
there—the Presbyterian, the Methodist, the Baptist, the Episcopa- 
lian, and Catholic churches. Not only so, but they have their 
schools, fashioned after ours, the common schools, as we have in 
our precincts or districts. They have likewise their academies, 
their “~—_ schools, and their colleges, all kept up at the public ex- 
pense. They keep up, at — expense, an orphan school where 
every orphan in the tribe is educated. 
ckasaws annually ——— $160 per capita in the educa- 
tion of their children. I am asked how they raise the money. In 
answer I say if they are the lazy Summoned and worthless set of 
blanketed thieves that Senators have tried to make it aoEem. =~ 
here do 


would dno money for such civilizing p 
they get the money? I will tell you where the money for the 
schoolscomes from. The money comes from their lands were 


sold and the proceeds invested by the Government of the United 
States. It is the interest upon that fund, together with certain 
taxes levied and collected that constitute this school fund, 

Then, as I said before, they have their churches. We are in- 
formed by a Baptist minister, whose letter you have just heard 
read, that three-fourths of these Indians are members of the vari- 
ous churches; and yet we are ridiculing and abusing them and 
saying that they are not progressive, Look at condition 
when they went there and see their condition or I challenge 
history to show any people who have been elevated from the sav- 


age condition in which these Indians were fifty or sixty years ago 
up to the high point of Christian life emt chodienes es have thas 


successfully, as did his rains e nth yg seas I zat > A 
necessary for me to say anything to it, and I should no 
have uttered a word in this discussion by way of advocating the 
cause of these Indians and their rights had not the Senator from 
Missouri and the Senator from Arkansas opened up the facts and 
talked so vigorously about murders, the nests of robbers, ctc., 10 
giving the condition of things in the Indian Territory. | 
Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, a question has been raise as to 
what the law now is in regard to the right to determine citizen- 
ship in any one of the Five Civilized Tribes. The Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLattT] rather me yesterday by saying 
that he did not the t under the present state of 
Tee Tete mnentonca, were 
enoug e purpose amendment, were it 
enacted into law, would revolutionize the present treaty con‘i- 
tion, to show that one of those people, the Cherokee people, is 20W 
protected, beyond the least — or doubt, by the most ex- 
plicit stipulations. I should like to correct, if I am right and if 
the statement was somewhat erroneous which the Senator fro 
Arkansas made, that view of it which he submitted. The ques 
tion did not become important under the treaties which estal)lished 
autonomous government of those civilized tribes for a lony me 


after those treaties were made. poe 
The treaty of 1835, by which the Cherokee Nation was °sta 
lished, or by which the former made with them in 1829 was 


en its durable form, provided explicitly that the Cherokees 00 
gait should endsnrer 0 preserve ant maintain the peace of 




















the country and not make war upon others, while in considera- 


tion of that it was added immediately: 
rotected against interruption and intrusion from citi- 
one et 1 ate Pbkates = may attempt tosettle in the country without 
their consent. 
was the origin of the intruder question and of the difficul- 
Pe have ~ ot in to the subject. That was prac- 
tically in the treaty of 1866, and there was little need 
for a considerable time for enforcement of that agreement on the 
of the United States. Little or no claim was made by either 
of the nations or by the Cherokees until the settlement of the 
West to expose their borders to intrusion from lawless per- 
sons, individuals who yo patra every sort of right and every 
sort of obligation which the United States had imposed upon their 
citizens. It a at last that one of those nations claimed 
the exercise on the part of the United States of this guaranty to 
protect them from intrusion. Then Attorney-General Devens 
ve it as an opinion that the United States were at liberty to 
ecide, when to expel an intruder, whether or not the per- 
son was an intruder, whether or not he could be regarded by the 
constituted authorities of this Government as entitled to partici- 
pate in their citizenship or toremain in theircountry. After that 
opinion was announced, the Supreme Court, in the case to which 
I referred yesterday, which is known as the Cherokee Trust Fund 
case, arising out of claims of the Eastern Cherokees to participate 
in the funds of the nation, etc., decided, as stated in the first head- 
note of that case, 2 a ibs ae 
treaties Chero! the Un ve 
a Py dinet ne Soemeeity, o far independent as to justify = ao 
negotiations with them in that character. 

There followed in the discussion of that case the further question 
of the right of the Eastern Cherokees to participate as citizens in 
the funds and rty of the Cherokee Nation domiciled and set- 
tled in the Indian Territory, and to which as a nation a patent had 
granted the right of ownership of their lands in common, upon 
whatever implied trust need not be discussed. The Supreme Court 
said then that— 

claim presented erokees of North Carolina to a share 
commuted annuity f' re ret and of the fund created fey enien to 
west 


tothe Cherokee Nation, resting as it does upon 


the Ganigneder in treaties of the lands originally possessed by the Chero- 
kees ceded to the United States, or su uently acquired by them from 
the United States as “the common property of the nation,” or as held for the 
“common use and benefit *’ of the rokee people, has no substantial foun- 


Then follows what they add as the reason for that: 


If Indians in that State, or in any other State east of the Mississippi, wish 
to enjoy the benefits of the common pro ry, of the Cherokee Nation, in 
2. 


whatever form it ma: they must, as by the Court of Claims, com- 
ply with the caatination and laws of the Cherokee Nation, and be readmitted 
as 


words, the Supreme Court of the United States de- 
clared, what to a lawyer was obvious withouf that ceclaration it 
seems to me, that the constitution and laws of that independent 
political community were the sole touchstone of the right to 
tizenship within that community. After that decision, which 
was made subsequent, indeed, to the ruling of Attorney-General 
, the case was heard at the October term, 1885—after that 
decision, the Department of the Interior always regarded that the 
7 to decide the status of a claimant to citizenship in one 
bes was exclusively vested in the law- 
of the tribes,to be determined by the constitution 
and the laws of the tribes. That decision was made by the hon- 
orable Senator from Colorado {Mr. TELLER] a little before, even, 
was 


8. 


when he Secretary of the Interior. It was afterwards fol- 
lowed by others in that office,and I myself had occasion, when 
occu 


that office, to render a similar decision, although I 

when a person had been allowed to enter the lands 

of a tribeand remain there for years while the question of citizen- 
was 


ship undetermined by its authorities, if they suf- 
fered him so to , and while delaying to accumulate property 

that ace remained in him a right which the Gov- 
ernment should , however tenuous that right was; that a 
final sechicn the question against his claim of citizenship 


with sufficient accord to him of privilege 
oe of his Property without taking it from him. 


. GEORGE. their decision would be final. 
Mr. VILAS. Their decision was so recognized in the Depart- 
ment in a case to which I refer—the Kusterman case. The fact 


that had found — to be no aes a as con- 
sauling Department u that point. nm ever 
since the ruling of Departenen 


the t, as I understand it. 
But a few years ago Con established a commission to deal 
With this same nation for the extinguishment of the title, what- 


ever it whether to the use or otherwise of a large body of 
land, cacecting 6,000,000 acres in quantity, called the Cherokee 
of Arkansas. The Cherokee Outlet. 

The Cherokee Outlet, sometimes also called the 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


A309 


Cherokee Strip. That commission made a bargain with those 
Indians by which, after long resistance on their part and great 
reluctance to part with their title, they did finally agree to trans- 
fer it to the United States upon certain considerations. One wasa 
consideration of money, but others upon which they insisted with 
the greatest pertinacity were considerations of another character. 
They were left with their original patented lands in their posses- 
sion, but for the protection of their government and exclusive 
enjoyment of those patented lands they made this stipulation in 
the treaty then agreed to—— 

Mr. GEORGE. Concerning the Outlet? 

Mr. VILAS. Concerning the Outlet. 


For and in consideration of the above cession and relinquishment— 
Begins article 2, the cession being made in article 1— 


the United States agrees: 

irst. That all persons now resident, or who may hereafter become resi- 
dents, in the Cherokee Nation, and who are not recognized as citizens of the 
Cherokee Nation by the constituted authorities thereof 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. That has no relation to citizenship. 
That was the question about intruders. 

Mr. VILAS. I will repeat that, in order to answer by its own 
terms the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, which I think 
was rather hastily made: 

For and in consideration of the above cession and relinquishment the 
United States agrees: 

First. That all persons now resident, or who may hereafter become resi 
dents, in the Cherokee Nation, and who are not recognized as citizens of the 
Cherokee Nation by the constituted authorities thereof, and who are not in 
the employment of the Cherokee Nation or in the employment of citizens of 
the Cherokee Nation, in conformity with the laws thereof, or in the employ 
ment of the United States Government, and all citizens of the United States 
who are not resident in the Cherokee Nation under the provisions of treaty 
or acts of Congress, shall be deemed and held to be intruders and unauthor- 
ized persons within the intent and meaning of section 6 of the treaty of 1835 
and sections 26 and 27 of the treaty of July 19, 1866, and shall, together with 
their personal effects, be removed without delay from the limits of said na- 
tion by the United States, as trespassers, upon the demand of the principal 
chief of the Cherokee Nation. 

Mr. GEORGE. What is the date of that agreement? 

Mr. VILAS. I will give it. That agreement was signed by the 
commissioners at Tahlequah, in the Indian Territory, on the 19th 
day of December, 1891, and was approved by the law of March 3, 
1893, with this qualification touching the particular clause in 
question: 

Amend the same by ——e to the first peragreshs of article 2 of said 
agreement the following words: “And provided further, That before any in- 
truder or unauthorized person comers houses, lands, or improvements, 
which occupancy commenced before the lith day of August, A. D. 1886, shall 
be removed therefrom, upon demand of the principal chief or otherwise, the 
value of his improvements, as the same shall be appraised by a board of three 
appraisers to be appointed by the President of the United States, one of the 
same upon the recommendation of the principal chief of the Cherokee Nation, 
for that purpose, shall be paid to him by the Cherokee Nation; and upon 
such payment such improvements shall become the property of the Cherokee 
Nation: Provided, That the amount so psid for said improvements shall not 
exceed the sum of $250,000: And provided further, That the appraisers in 
determining the value of such improvements may consider the value of the 
use and occupation of the land.” 


In other words, Mr. President, by the act of Congress confirm- 
ing and sealing that contract, by which we purchased the Chero- 
kee Outlet, we agreed that they should be considered as intruders 
whom that nation did not recognize as citizens, with the excep- 
tion of those particular cases specially named. 

I think that argument leaves no sort.of question of the propo- 
sition that the right to determine the citizenship of the several 
nations, certainly of the Cherokees, is as solenaty vested by con- 
tract and by statute in the nation itself as it is possible for the 
Congress of the United States to accomplish it. 

The question then is presented whether by an amendment 
thrust in upon this appropriation bill we shall trample down, 
hardly more than three years after that agreement upon which we 
obtained their lands, that right which we then declared to be 
theirs and covenanted to respect. 

Mr. President, I am by no means prepared to say what is the 
best thing to do with that disordered country. It may be neces- 
sary that the United States shall trample, as it always has in the 
past, upon its agreement with these Indian people. I believe it 
was General Harney who once testified before a committee of 
Congress that after fifty years’ service in the Army of the United 
States upon the plains of the West he had never known the 
Indians to be first to break an agreement which they made with 
the whites, and had never known the whites to keep an agree- 
ment with the Indians; that no treaty of the United States but 
had gone unbroken in defiance of the obligation and good faith 
of the Government. 

The case must be, as it seems to me, a desperate one before we 
openly resort to the remedy of the club and the bludgeon in order 
to put down the disorders in the Indian Territory. I feel reluc- 
tant to resort to those extreme measures of violence, so destructive 
of the sentiment of repose upon the obligation of the United 
States, when I reflect that it is undoubtedly true, as was stated 
in the document which was read at the request of the Senator 
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from Tennessee, that the cause of the troubles in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, more than any other, is the unauthorized, unwarranted 
intrusion of reckless and lawless white men whom the United 
States has not removed, although it covenanted that it would pro- 
tect those tribes from such intrusion. That was the cause of 
their woes, for we must all be able to remember that up to the 
time when that intrusion became considerable they prospered. 
they grew in intelligence, until we pointed to the Five Civilized 
Tribes of Indians as an example of what might be yet in store for 
all Indians. 

When I reflect upon that, I am unwilling to proceed to such 
extremities without the exhaustion of every remedy, of every 
effort; and when we do it, let us do it not by a measure half con- 
sidered put upon an appropriation bill, but let us take time fairly, 
deliberately, in the way in which we legislate upon matters of 
solemn consequence, to consider the whole question, and di 
of it with dignity and with justice to that le. If we can not 
but exert the power of the law to-‘tear away from them what it 
has bestowed, let us at all events apply as fair and comforting an 
anesthetic as it is possible to devise to Semaeeny ae assuage 
the violence. If this were not an appropriation bill we might 
offer many amendments and discuss it, but when the subject is 
presented in this way it becomes difficult to dispose of it with 
satisfaction. 

I do not feel myself assured of what the right step to take is; 
but I do feel assured that we ought not to throw down the whole 
system of right, of independence, and authority which we have 
so solemnly created and so solemnly guaranteed the existence of 
without proceeding in a due and orderly manner to consider all 
the circumstances of it and the proper measures of relief which 
should be addressed to the necessity. 

This condition can better rest a little longer than the Senate of 
the United States can be called upon to violate that rule which it 
has prescribed to itself with such obvious advantage in principle, 
and which, as the distinguished Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEsT] 
to-day said, is asked to be disregarded upon every instance when 
there is a strong desire on the part of somebody to obtain some 
relief or advantage which the rule of the Senate denies. Let us, 
the highest lawmaking body of this country, proceed with respect 
to law; and if we can not, how can we expect our law to be 
observed by others? 

Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, I feel very much embarrassed in 
attempting to reply even briefly to the attack which has been 
made upon the legislation proposed in this amendment. I feel 
that.I am not justified in taking the time of the Senate which 
should be taken for a thorough, conclusive reply to the ar; nts 
which have been addressed to the merits of this case. I can not 
attempt to go into the merits of the case. 

But I want to say that neither in Russia nor in Turkey is the 
despotism of the so-called governments in the Indian Territory 

ualed; neither in Cuba nor anywhere else are the atrocities com-< 
mitted in that Territory surpassed. If the Territory and those 
governments and this despotism and these atrocities were not in 
our midst every Senator in the United States Senate would be cry- 
ing out in the name of liberty and justice and humanity that 
something should be done to put an end to the condition of things 
in that Territory. It is in our midst, Mr. President, and there- 
fore there is resorted to every ingenious technicality to prevent 
the consideration of this subject by the Senate, to prevent the 
remedy of these enormous wrongs and this flagrant injustice and 
inhumanity. We are asked to forget that we are under any obli- 
gation to the Indians. 

We talk about Indians, Mr. President. The objections, tech- 
nical and otherwise, which have been made to this proposed 
amendment are not in the interest of Indians; they are in the 
interest of white men; men as white as you or the Senator from 
Wisconsin or myself; men who have not one drop of Indian blood 
in their veins, yet who dominate those tribes and those nations 
with as heavy a hand as the feudal baron ever dominated the 
people of his barony. 

hen the appeal is made here in behalf of the Indians I take it 
that it is not in the interest of the Indians that these objections 
are raised. When we are appealed to to observe the letter of the 
treaties which we have e, | reply that to observe them as we 
are told they should be observed is to violate them in their spirit, 
to transfer the interests of the wards of this nation, whom we are 
bound to protect, to the tender mercies of white men who have 
no regard for them or their interests. 

Mr. President, in that Territory, as large as the State of Indiana, 
as fertile in soil, richer, if ble, in mineral resources, 500 men, 
largely white, with scarcely a half-blood Indian in the list, have 
seized, appropriated, and hold nine-tenths of the agri 
to the exclusion of those who are entitled equally as citizens of 
the Territory » the use -_ benefit of er and the ee 
any measure is proposed ne to a remedy for that awful in- 

wna tion of the i 


justice, that ly spoliati Indians, our wards, whom 
we are bound to protect, then Senators are lest some rule 
of the Senate should be transgressed, 


Mr. President, I can not exercise sufficient i ination to be 
lieve ee oa ae are — a Enews here for the rules of ;},,. 
Senate, the fear lest they shou transgressed, is born w)).,)). 
of the desire that nothing should be done here except i) ;), 
strictest order, according to the most technical constructi.,, ,, 
our rules. The course which the debate has taken, the 4... 
ments which have been brought forward here, the appeals \, 
have been made in behalf of the r Indian, the defense w),,.. : 
has been put up here for the robbers and oppressors ani) .... 
rupters of that nation, indicate to me that there is som: +),\,,.. 
which influences the minds of Senators besides that just 
which we all ought to have for the rules of the Senate. ; 

I think I know of what I speak, Mr. President. Ihave 1. ,),), 
examined that country personally, but I have examined c¢ay..{\,))); 
all that has been reported from that country. I do not wijis:j, 
down the wind the statements of the gentlemen composi: {),, 
Dawes Commission. I do not impute to men like the former |)... 
ored Senator in this body from the State of Massachusetts «(¢)),.. 
ignorance or a desire to gee do I impute to his assy. 
ciates any such ignorance or desire to misrepresent. They. j. ),, 
better friend to the Indian in the United than Henry |, 
Dawes, who stood at the head of the commission. Ther i 
man in the United States who would more scrupulously presy,, 
the rights and protect the interests of the Indians; and ¢01).¢\)), 
his honesty, the only answer which is made to the arraignime)t «; 
the robbers and the corruptionists who have seized upon th. Ter. 
ritory is that his powers are failing and that he has been injoso4 

mn. 
“. President, filled with years and with honor, that ex-Senajor 
has not lost his powers of observation, his sense of justice, his do- 
sire to protect Indians, nor his fearless honesty to expose t\\o 
corruptions and wickedness of the people who are attem) tine in 
the Terri to the Indians. If any man believes that 
that honored ex-Senator has been imposed upon by reason 0! {:i)- 
ing powers let him meet him in debate and discussion 0/ 1\)js 
subject. I could wish it were possible that for one day he migit 
stand in the Senate in his old place and tell the Senate and the 
American people what he knows of the condition of affairs in ihe 
Territory. 
Ican not continue in detail what I would say respecting that 
condition of affairs which demands the attention of the United 
States and its action, but I want to say here upon my own resjon- 
sibility and knowledge, based upon my own observation as wll 
as derived from the testimony and observation of others, that )1 
tended self-government in Territory isa failure. It ism 
than a failure; it is a shame, a di , an intolerable nui 
The oP tan tatunen tr eae the ee it by the corrut 
tion of the legi , by corruption of courts, by the terror- 
izing of those whose lands they have seized. Robbing the [ndiin, 
- either corrupt him with money or close his mouth |y fe.r, 
and so represent themselves as being those persons wlio lia\e 1 
right to be heard as to the condition of the Territory. 

e Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. V1ILas] said somethin: «! 
adopting desperate remedies; but cases sometimes re- 
quire d te remedies, and until thisGovernment awakens toa 
sense of its responsibility, to a sense of its duty, and is realy 
adopt any measure which will enable it to discharge its duty ty 
the real Indians and to take them out of the hands of the i:'s 
Indians, their oppressors, this wickedness, this unholy conditiwn 
of affairs will go on in the Territory from bad to worse. 

This is not a measure thrown in here to be adopted without con- 
sideration and without discussion. amendment has been 
here one month and more as the result of the deliberation oi the 
Committee on Indian Affairs, carefully considering the sujet. 
It does not attempt to deal with the political conditions in 
Territory. Itdoes not attempt to set upa Territorial gov rumen’ 
over the Indians. It does not attempt to deal with the great «> 
tion of the title to those lands. It does not attempt to 111 (4 
powers of the Indian courts. Inall those matters where there «™ 
- say na treaty obligations we have avoided the question whet!’ 

time has come when we must disregard the letter of the treaty 


in order to out its i 
Soave ip aatiiarte he Rorivea from the argument that this) 
not a well-considered : that it is not a well-considered 


report of the Indian Committee; that it is not fairly consid) 
the Senate; ee ust and improper toattach it to an «ppr” 


ch 


priation bill of the subject. The same 
eee not perhaps on the question“ 

but on the ee of the visions of the amendment, 
have met us and cauh ap enill ite question is settled. The 


money which the Government of the United States pays 0 |" 


land | erally year after year to the Indian tribes is diverted tr ‘'" 


or wa to it and made ei se mpl a 
S 2 ts to come here endeavor o pre- 
vent’ an whatever. I think I do seme - 
ee ation in my possession which justitics !'" 

stating that never since I have cn a member of this Sen:te has 
there ever been such fund of money raised to be spent in the 














endeavor to prevent any legislation which would affect the Indian 
Sorciory. Fire oe is made in behalf of the Indians is 
made in behalf of the land grabber, the land monopolist, the leg- 


jslature corrupter, and the court briber. 

This ingunee may seem harsh, it may seem ong, but the 
condition of affairs as stated in the Dawes Commission report, 
as known to every person who has carefully studied the condition 
existing in the Territory, warrants and demands the use of such 
unqualified language. I undertake to say that no important 
sneasure through the legislative councils of the Territory 
without having its way bought openly and unblushingly through 

. Imean tosay thatas — thing no important 
cause is decided in the Indian courts where bri , either of the 
judge or of the jury, is not resorted to. Nobody denies it in that 
country. They laugh atit. They say, ‘‘ You do the same thing 

State 


in your and in your courts and with your juries.” 
The white who have been admitted to citizenship im the In- 


dian nations because have married Indian women, or women 
who have some Indian in them, have all the vices of the 
white man, all his methods of corrupting legislatures, bribing 
juries, and every ies of tt by which a man enriches 

j and deapos oth ,and they are beyond the possibility of 
being with except as the United States Government 
takes a and does what in the name of civilization and jus- 
tice ime | it ought to do, restore the Territory to a con- 
dition which no longer be a disgrace to us. 

Mr. President, one word with regard to the question of order. 
What is the meaning of the term “ general legislation”? The 
Senator from Mississippi discusses it as if it meant important 
legislation. That is not the meaning of the term. There is noth- 
ing in the rule which prevents legislation on an a iation bill 
becanse the word “* general” — the word “legislation.” 
The Senator from Mississippi has given one definition of what 

jon is. In my judgment no legislation is general 
{ islation which relates tothe diture of money appropriated, 
which relates to the object to attained by the appropriation 

The clause “‘ general legislation” was purposely 
order that matters entirely foreign to the object for 
which money is riated should not be introduced and car- 
ried as 8 upon an appropriation bill. So whatever 
has reference either to money appropriated, as to how it shall be 
spent, or as to the object to be attained in the expenditure of the 
money aetqmel Leialation ion upon an appropriation bill. The 
Senator from ari | Mr. Vest] well remarked that when Sen- 
ators are to an appropriation-contained in an amendment 
they are quick to discover that the amendment is genera) legisla- 
tion on an appropriation bill, and vice versa that when Senators 
feel the importance of legislation they are equally quick to put a 
more liberal construction upon the rule. 

Under the rules and decisions of the Senate by the Chair, upon 
— from the decisions of the Chair, upon the submission of 

uestion of order to the Senate for the last veventeen years in 
which I have had the honor to be a memberof this body, the pend- 
ing amendment does not fall within the definition of general leg- 
islation. I have seen amendment after amendment much more 
open to the objection adopted by the vote of the Senate as not 
being within theimhibition of general legislation. General legis- 


of money. 
adopted 


lation is either that legislation which affects the whole country and 
all classes of its , or it is that legislation which has no con- 
nection with the appropriation, with the expenditure of the ap- 
propriation, with object sought to be accomplished by the 


appropriation, with the duties of the officers forwhom the appro- 
priation is made. Judged by this test theamendment is not gen- 
thoodquet an on an appropriation bill; and the importance of 
the the solemn duty which rests m the United States 
now to do ing without further delay to wipe off and to 
wipe out the foul blot and disgrace upon our national honor result- 
ing from the condition of affairs in the Indian Territory would be 
4 justification for a most liberal construction of the rule, if such 
&@ construction were necessary. 
Mr. President, the islation is not conclusive; it is 
not harsh; it isnot severe. It is tentative; it is preliminary, and, 
in my judgment, if carried into law, it will result in the accom- 


plishment of en coonmnianian was originally 
of the difficulties and the complicated 


by negotiation. Just so long as these technicalities 


action by Congress, just so long as the 
anything being done by Con- 





| to these several tribes. 
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be held as not living up to the letter of the treaties, then I am 
prepared to say that no more solemn obligation ever rested upon 
the Senate of the United States than to disregard those treaties 
When we make a treaty with an Indian nation we make it not 
only for ourselves, but for the Indians. We make it with our 
wards. We make it with a people whose interest we are bound 
to protect, and when the letter of the treaty is used for the oppres- 
sion of those people by men who have thrust themselves into the 
situation for gain and for personal advancement it becomes our 
duty to see that the spirit in which the treaty was made is car- 
ried out. Five hundred people of the 60,000 so-called Indians have 
appropriated the property which belongs to the whole number, 
Civilization is arrested, progress is arrested, al Indian is 


: 
the rr 


retrograding; he is going back to a state of savagery and barbar- 
ism, and all in order that the 500 robbers and despoilers may be 
kept in their unlawful possessions. I would not hesitate to dis- 


regard a treaty if it were necessary to do so for that purpose. 

We are told that we have nothing to say about who are citizens 
there; that the 500 men who have thus usurped the power can 
decitizenize all the rest of the Indians, and we have nothing to 
say about it; that this Government has relinquished to the 
people who, through bribery and corruption and fear, control 
the tribes, to whoever may be in control the right to determine 
who are citizens there. If we have we had better regain it, and 
the more quickly the better, for the 500 people who own the land, 
who control the courts, who control the legislatures, will very 
soon be solving the question, if they have the unlimited power, 
by wiping off from the rolls of citizenship all the rest of the 

ple there. The argument of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 

JAS} goes to that extent that whoever can control the courts 
and the legislatures of those nations can determine the rights of 
the people claiming to be citizens, and it has been done. 

When the great payment of $6,000,000, which we gave for the 
Cherokee Outlet, was made, name after name of persons who had 
been upon the rolls as citizens was deliberately and corruptly 
wiped off in order that there might be a larger per capita distri- 
bution for the rest. Pitiable indeed is the condition of those In- 
dians, for whom we are in honor bound to look out, if they are to 
be left to the tender mercies of those who control the courts and 
the legislature in those nations. No, Mr. President, there rests 
behind all treaties, there rests behind all statutes, there rests be- 
hind all the decisions of the Court of Claims and of the Supreme 
Court the solemn obligation on the part of the Government to 
protect the Indians in the Indian Territory, and there is no pro- 
tection possible for them unless we are to assume the right to 
determine who are the rightful citizens of the Territory. 

As I said, I shall not detain the Senate further. I feel that the 
amendment is inorder. I feel that it isof the highest importance. 
I feel that no question of Armenia or Cuba or Hawaii, no ques- 
tion of foreign policy, isto be compared in importan 
gation with the question of our own domestic affairs. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, before this question is dis- 
pee of I desire to have printed in the REcoRD a paper which I 

old in my hand. Several Senators have insisted that the Gov- 
ernment may properly disregard its solemn treaties, but I believe 
none of them has been bold enough toclaim that the Government 
may properly annul its own patents. I wish to have inserted in 
the RECORD a specimen of the patents issued by the Government 
The one I hold in my hand is a patent 
issued to the Choctaws. After the usual recitais and a special 
reference to a particular treaty, it proceeds: 

Now, therefore, ye: That the United States of America, in cor 
the premises, and in execution of the agreement and stipulati 
said treaty, have given and granted and by these presents dogive and grant, 
unto the said Choctaw Nation, in the aforesaid “tract of country west of the 
Mississippi,” to have and to hold the same, with all the rights, privileges, 
immunities, and appurtenances, of whatsoever nature. thereunto belonging, 
as intended to be conveyed “ by the aforesaid article, in fee simple to them 
and their descendants, to inure to them while they shall exist as a nation and 
live on it,” liable te no transfer or alienation, except to the United States 
or with their consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the paper indi 
cated will be inserted in the Recorp. 

The patent is as follows: 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMBERICA. 
To all whom these presents shall come, greeting: 
by the second article of the treaty began an 
Rabbit Creek on the lith day of September, A. D. 1530 (as r by Senate 
of the United Stateson the 2fth day of February, 1831), by the mm issioners 
on the part of the United States, and the mingves, chiefs, captains, and war- 
the Choctaw Nation on the part of said nation, it is provided that 
the United States, under a grant specially to be: » by the President of the 
United States, shall cause to be conveyed to the Choctaw Nation a tract of 
country west of the Mississippi River, in fee simple. to them and their de- 
scendants, to inure to thern while they shall exist as a nation and live on it. 
near Fort Smith, where the Arkansas boundary crosses the Arkan- 
sas River, running thence to the sources of the Canadian Fork if in the 
“limits of the United States, or those limits; thence due south to Red River, 
and down Red River to the west boundary of the Territory of Arkansas"; 
thence north al that line tothe beginning. The boundary of the same to 


be agreeable to treaty made and concluded at Washington City “in the 
year 1825.” 


e and in obli- 
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Now, therefore, ye: That the United States of America, in consideration 
of the premises, and in execution of the agreement and stipulation in the 
aforesaid treaty, have given and granhe, and by these presents do give and 

on 


y 

grant, unto the said Choctaw Nation, in the aforesaid “ tract of country west 
of the Misiones,” to have and to hold the same, with all the rights, privi- 
leges, immunities, and appurtenancesof whatsoever nature thereunto belong- 
ing, as intended to be conveyed “by the aforesaid article, in fee simple 
them and their descendants, to inure them, while they shall exist as a nation 
and live onit,” liable to no transfer or alienation, except to the United States 
or with their consent. 

In testimony whereof, I, John Tyler, President of the United States of 
America, have caused these letters to be made patent, and the seal of the 
General Land Office to be hereunto affixed. 

Given under ay Seo at the city of Washington, the 23d day of March, in 
the year of our Lord 1842, and of the Independence of the United States 


the sixtieth. 
By the President. 
JOHN TYLER. 
DAN’L WEBSTER 
Secre lary of State. 
te JOHN C. SPRROER, 


creta of, Wer 
T. HARTLY CRAWFOR . 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 


I. WILLIAMSON, 
Recorder of the General Land Office. 
This is to certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy from the 
original patent as given to Choctaw tribes of Indians by the United States 
Government in the yoae 1842, now in the office of national secretary at Tashka 
Humma, the capital of the Choctaw Nation. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the Choctaw Nation, this the 14th day of March, A. D. 1896. 
[SBAL.] J. B. JACKSON, 
National Secretary, Choctaw Nation. 
Mr, CHILTON. Mr. President, it is a matter of no importance 
to me, but I wish to correct the generality of one observation made 
by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr, TT]. LIread from the 
RecorD, in which he says: 
The provision of this amendment is taken from bills which have been before 
the committee, and as to it every member of the Indian Affairs Committee is 


Recorded, volume 1, page 43. 


I believe that Iam the junior member of the committee, and I 
did not happen to be present at the time the measure was consid- 
ered. Ido not wish to ot any ee opposition to a drastic 
measure in regard to the Xian erritory when the matter comes 
before the Senate in the ordinary way, but I think it proper to put 
myself upon the record, as no doubt my absence at that time es- 
caped the attention of the Senator from Connecticut. 

. PLATT. The mistake into which I fell is a very natural 


one—— 

Mr. CHILTON. Entirely so. 

Mr. PLATT. Because I knew that every member of the com- 
mittee who was present did agree, and I was not aware of the 
absence of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, if the amendment shall be decided 
to be in order I propose to address some observations to the Senate 
upon it, but as there are very few Senators here, we had better 
have an idea with respect to what course the amendment will 
pursue, as to whether or not it is in order. 

I wish to state, so that my position upon this subject may be 
known, that I regard the proposed legislation as the most extraor- 

that has ever been presented to the consideration of this 
body since I have been a member of it. Conceding all that the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatt] has said to be true, admit- 
ting his propositions to be true, this body has no information 
upon which it can act. 

We can not proceed to take away the rights of these Indians, 

nteed by treaty, upon the opinion of individual Senators 
ere, without any opportunity on the part of these people to main- 
tain by proof the contradictions which they have sent here of these 
statements, to maintain by proof the opposing declarations of 
judges who preside in that country, of ministers of the gospel, of 
men of high character. We should not be asked summarily to 
violate these treaty obligations, which are admitted by all, upon 
statements which are absolutely without any other proof or sanc- 
tion than the declaration of opinion of a few persons—Senators of 
character, it is true, whose opinions are entitled to , but 
not that conclusiveness, not that weight of evidence which should 
characterize the action of this body upon a subject so important 
as this. Therefore I sayI earnestly hope that this proposition may 
not be entertained, because if entertained we shall have a pro- 
tracted debate of many days here. I for one shall insist upon 
going carefully over all the statements which are contained in the 
pamphlets presented by these Five Civilized Tribes. 

It is a matter of no importance whether there is a lobby here 
or not. It is not to be presumed that any lobby can pe 
influence or by corrupt measures influence eny member of this 
body. If a lobby is here and presents substantial reasons, based 
in truth and logic and justice, why this legislation should not be 

assed, it is proper that those reasons should be considered, come 
whatever source they may. 

But I observe one of the statements here is that this commission 
never went into the Territory except at one or two prominent 
places, with the exception of a part of two days. I have here the 
etatement that these people are prepared to negotiate if the United 


States will first fulfill its treaty obligations with them; and they 
appear before this assembly in this light to-day, denying thes 
statements and saying, ‘‘Weare prepared to negotiate if the United 
States will first keep its faith with us.” But, in view of the fact 
that the consideration of this amendment will involve many days 
of further discussion and debate, I hope that the point of order 
will be sustained. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is made against 
the pending amendment that it proposes “ general legislation 
upon a een anpooureees bill.” 

The d paragraph of Rule XVI reads as follows: 

° ndme roposes general legislation shall be ived to: 
ian court nt nor Seal any amendment not Sapaeame a main, 
vant to the subject-matter contained in the-bill be received, etc. 

The proposed amendment contains the following provision: 

And said commission: in addition to the authority already conferreg 
upon them by law, are authorized and directed to p’ at once to hear 
and determine all questions of citizenship in the several tribes or nations in 
said Indian Sener: namely, the Cherokee, M or Creek, Choctaw, 
Chickasaw, and Seminole tri , and to make for each a full and 
comanene roll of all persons entitled to the rights of citizenship therein: and 
in the performance of such duties said co: oners, and each of them 
shall have power and authority to administer oaths, to issue process for and 

itnesses, to send for persons an pers, and to 
punish any disobedience of their orders and process as for contempt, etc, 

Undoubtedly this is general tion of a most important 
character. In addition to the authority already conferred upon 
the commissioners, they are by the pending amendment invested 
with judicial powers. It can y be questioned that ‘to hear 
and determine all questions of citizenship” as provided for in the 
amendment is to exercise important judicial functions. 

In the ea of the Chair ames amendment is obnox- 
ious to the third clause of Rule XVI, and the point of order is 
therefore sustained. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There isa committee amendment on page 
59 which has not yet been di of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e reserved amendment of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 59, line 7, after the word “sites,” 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘one hundred and”; so as to read: 

For construction, pure and zs and p 
ares i Oo lease, repair of school buildings and pur. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam authorized by the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs to offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT: The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 9, on page 21, it is pro 
posed to insert: 

To enable the Secretary of the Interior to assist the Kickapoo Indians of 
Oklahoma Territory who have not accepted their allotments to make im- 
provements u said allotments as fast as accepted, and to purchase seed, 


, and su ce for said Indians, $5,000, to be immediately available. 

he sum of money now in the Treasury of the United States belonging to said 

Indians shall be retained as a permanent fund, upon which the Treasurer 

a Piet” said Indians interest at the rate of 5 per cent per annum from 
” 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer another amendment, which is rec- 
ommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE- IDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of page 50 it is proposed to insert: 

That the homestead settlers on all ceded Indian reservations be, and they 
are hereby, granted an extension of one year in which to make payments as 
now provided by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 offer an amendment, which I send to the 
desk, to come in at the end of line 8, on page 56. The amendment 
is recommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The VICE-P IDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 56, at the end of line 8, it is proposed 
to insert: 

That i Gecretary ¢ fhe iupevion be, and he is meer, Suthorized _ 
and James W. Lynd, of South Dak such pak find justly due 


them for property lost and destro by the Sioux Indians on the Sioux 
Reservation during the outbreak in 1890. For the purpose of carrying out 


the provision of this act there is hereby appropriated out of any inoneys 12 
the not otherwise appropriated asum of money sufficient to carry 
out the pro of this act, not ex $550. 

The amendment was to. ci 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer another amendment, which is rec- 


ommended by the Committee on Indian Affairs, to come in alter 


line 11, on 58. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

; The Secretary. On page 58, after line 11, it is proposed to 
That the of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized ani di- 


rected to pay to A. J. Campbell, the son of Scott Campbell, deceased. or his 


legal representatives, the sura of $10.000, as provided by the ninth articls of 
the treety of June 19, 1858, with As Meda wekanton Wahpakoota bands 
of Dakota or Sioux I and for which purpose the sum of $10,000 is her: by 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise approprs' 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. [I offer another amendment, which is rec- 
ommended by the Desantties on Indian Affairs, to come in at 
line 15, on \ 
the ond of PRESID T. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. At the end of line 15, on page 49, it is proposed 


to insert: 

Tha Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to 
otis and determine the amounts due various merchants of Cloquet and 
Fond du Lac, Minn., from certain Fond du Lac Indians, not exceeding in the 

for supplies furnished to said Indians, at the request of 

Indian farmer, during the years 1888 and 1889, or upon orders approved 

by the Indian farmer drawn ues and secapere certain contractors for 
by the chase of pine timber on fandsallotted to or selected by said Indians or 
jaimed by them, and to pay said merchants the amount found due them, or 
each of them, their promortion of said sum out of acy money on hand paid 


the United omy ~~ foroesae) or any of them, in settlement or satis- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be regarded as 
agreed to, if there be no objection. 


Mr. CHILTON. I ask that that amendment may be passed for 
a moment. I wish to examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. On page 57 there is a committee amend- 
ment which led to some controversy Se, Patios on line 
15. I think we have come to an agreement that amendment 
I now propose shall take the place of the amendment adopted. I 
have not had time to examine it carefully, but I think there is no 
objection to it, and I now offer it. Itis to strike out, after line 14, 
on 57, down to and including line 11, on page 58. 

; ELL. In lieu of the amendment adopted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecrETaRY. It is proposed to strike out, beginning in line 
15, on page 57, down to and including line 11, on page 58, and 
insert: 

is hereby directed to cause to be 
ene Beer 000 now ia the Teeses ry, and the ioaeeesh t ane 
the balance of the first yoymons for the purchase of the Cherokee Out- 
ng the judgment rendered in the Court of ims in favor of the Cherokee 


freedmen against the Cherokee Nation for $903,254, with costs, and the judg- 
ment rendered in said court in favor of the Shawnee Indians residing ib the 


Cherokee Nation the Cherokee Nation for $149,604, with costs, he 

having already the pagent rendered in said re said nation 
a ae ey of tee te kins ae ts, is hereby f 

, r su en re - 

aa "680-000 an insert due thereon, to 


directed, out of the balance of said 
pe payments in manner following: a 


E 


anise Saal te Chprchers bo bleed in oa f 
‘ r ca e 

moneys deri from the sale of said Cherokee Outlet; endl the Pom of $53, 
tal 60 to said Delaware Indians, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to 


to Cherokees by blood, in per capita payment of such 
meseys; ond sum of $76,536 to said Shawnee Indians, or so much thereof 
as ma , to make them equal to Cherokees by blood, in per capita 


payment of such oomeres Sapropeietions for such payments having been 

made ty acts Se council of said Che Nation, approved 
March 27, 1896, and March 30, 1896. 

shail also out of money the attorney of record in the ease of 

of the freedmen of the Cherokte Nation, against 

the Cherokee Nation and the United States in the Court of the fees 


3 
E 
7 
2 
5 
: 
: 
: 
: 
e 
: 
B 
E 


he shall pay to the attorneys of the Shawnees and Delawares, as they 
respective cases in the Court of Claims, fees at the 

same rate and in the same manner herein pegeene to be paid totheattorney 
: Provided, Thatafter 


e ents h i 
G08.000 shall be distributed weder te tee 


sls Ge Oe pautenn entitled Ganean 

r rca en » 

members of the Cherokee tribe of Indians. 7s 
ag amendment was to. 


tr. CALL. Mr. President, it seems to me that the paren of 
San! great —_ Frcbbocs — no one understan “ees 
ae or by some separate measure. ar- 
vihing oor _ not a — a in ee Pony who 7 ow 
an a payment o ge sum of money. re- 
sume it is probably correct, and that it may be in iasactn 
right and proper—I do not know whether that is so or not—but I 
do not think such amendments ought to be put on an appropria- 
tion bill in this way without very mature consideration and very 


of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed to locate 
Indians known as the Absentee Wyandotte 

Chickasaw Nations, in accordance with the pro- 

the treaty made between the Government 

and w Nati April 28, A. D. 

eyeropeiated om of August i, made for 

said A tee Wyandotte Indians, and 

March 2, 1895, shall consti- 
terior for the payment of 
the fatima of article 37 
to, not less than 50 acres per capita for 
shall be paid to the 


if 
i 
; 


g 
e 


if 


ot 
which said fund 
3 ene fo Chickasaw Nations in the 
one- the 


ial 
i 


proportions 
and fourth to latter, the tender of the 
to it thereof. And the Secre of the 
the 2 eo and — said 
1866 in such manner as ma, 
purposes cf thie ect rarer 
to. 


| 


agreed 


Mr. PETTIGREW. 
to the desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SEcRETARY. On page 35, at the end of line 23, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 


_ The Lower Brulé Indians who were living on the Rosebud Reservation in 
South Dakota, south of White River, prior to the 3d day of July, 1890, are hereby 
allowed to return and select the allotments of land occupied by them prior 
to July 3, 1890, and said lands shall be surveyed and patented to said Indians 
under the provisions of the acts of Congress in relation to the allotment of 
lands in severalty to Indians. 

That such of the Lower Brulé Indians as desire to do so may take allot- 


I offer another amendment, which I send 


ments of land on the Rosebud Indian Reservation, south of White River 
in South Dakota, the same as they might have done prior to March —, 1889: 
and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to pay to the Rosebud 
Indians the sum of $1 per acre for al! lands so taken and allotted. and the 
money to make such payment is hereby appropriated out of any money in 


the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. think that concludes the committee 
amendments to the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I offer an amendment to the bill, which I send 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Washington will be stated. . 

The Secretary. After the word “ necessary,” in line 25, on 
page 50, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided further, That the time for the completion of said canal, or any 

rt thereof, authorized by an act entitled “An act granting to the Columbia 
rrigation Company a right of way Sree the Yakima Indian Reservation 
in Washington,’’ be, and is hereby, extended two years from July 24, 1806. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.CLARK. Isubmit an amendment, which I send to the desk, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 68, line 12, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” it is eengeae to strike out “‘one” and insert “four”: and 
in the same line, after the word “all,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-seven” 
and insert ‘‘ thirty”; so as to read: 

For support and education of 150 Indian pupils at the Indian school, Sho- 
shone Reservation. Wyo., at $167 per annum each, $25,050; for pay of superin- 
tendent of said school, $1,400; for general repairs and #mprovements, $4,000; 
in all, $30,450. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PEFFER. I propose an amendment which has been re- 
ferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. The committee was 
not willing to report it in that form. Afterwards I had a letter 
from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which I think sets at 
rest all difficulties in the way. I ask that the amendment, which 
I send to the desk, may be inserted after line 3, on page 55, which 
is as convenient a place as any other for its insertion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Kansas will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 55, after line 3, it is proposed to 
insert: 

To pay Josephine Lofland, an Indian woman, formerly assistant matron at 
the Seneca, Shawnee, and Wyandotte school, her heirs and representatives, 
such sum as the Secretary of the Interior shall ascertain will compensate her 


for loss sustained by reason of the burning of the school building in which 
she was employed, not exceeding the sum of $20u. 


Mr. PEFFER. In connection with this amendment, I wish to 
have read a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, which 
I send to the desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 
Washington, April 1,, 1896. 

Str: In accordance with your request, I have the honor to advise you that 
on March 28, 1894, a fire occurred at the Seneca Boarding School, Quapaw 
Agency, Ind. T., which destroyed several buildings and other property. It 
is stated that the fire began in the room of the assistant boys’ matron, Joseph- 
ine Lofiand, during her absence a few minutes, sending the little boys to 
school. When first discovered the flames were coming through the doors 
and windows, and in a few seconds it was too hot in every part of the build- 
ing to remove any furniture or clothing. Superintendent Mateer, in his re- 
port to Agent Doane, states that Josephine Lofland, the assistant boys’ 
matron, lost all of her clothing and other valuable articles, besides $40 in 
money. Special Agent John Lane, on April 13, 1894, made a report upon said 
fire, and inclosed the affidavits of the assistant boys’ matron, Josephine Lof 
land, Supt. J. H. Mateer, and the farmer, Solon Perrin, which he states gives 
all the facts that can be ascertained in relation to the fire, loss of pr ty 







rty, 
and the struggle made by the school employees and others to save the other 
buildings. Superintendent Mateer says that the assistant matron lost almost 
all of her private property and $40 in money, but there is no exhibit or inven- 
tory on file among the papers relating to the fire which gives a list or inven- 
tory of what personal property belonging to Miss Lofland was destroyed or 
its value. ; 
Very respectfully, D. M. BROWNING, 


Commissioner, 


Hon. W. A. Perrer, 
United States Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Kansas. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to have that amendment 
again read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 


The Secretary again read the amendment submitted by Mr. 
PEFFER. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. The Committee on A 
cussed and considered that matter and decide 

© upon the deficiency appropriation bill and not a 

therefore hope that the Senator from Kansas 


opriations dis- 
that it ought to 
nm this bill. 
not press it, 
but will again let it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas desire 


a vote upon his amendment? 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not see why the amendment may not be 

inserted, as the Senator had a somewhat similar amendment in- 
a ‘few moments ago. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The amendment inserted on my motion a 
few moments ago had the approval of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. This has not, as I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from » 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER. I offer an amendment, to come in at the end of 
line 7, on page 26. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Kansas will be stated. 

The Srcrerary. On page 26, at the end of line 7, it is proposed 
to insert: 

writin to real estate wit 
ig ata ne nak Per ae nla it 


the Quapaw Agenc 
recorded at the said town of Miami by the clerk of the United 


in and for the northern dis istrict of the Indian Territory, as eisdeaanel 
deputy, in a book or books kept for the purpose. 

Mr. BAKER. I understand that there is no objection to that 
amendment on the part of the chairman or other members of the 
committee 

The amendment was agreed ty». 

Mr. ones s Oregon. I offer an amendment, to come in 
after line 13, I will state that the amendment was intro- 
duced by me an raed to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
by that committee reported back favorably and referred to the 
Committee on a. I think there is no objection to it. 

The VICE-PR ENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. After line 13, page 51, insert: 


That the President of the United States is hereby authorized to em a a 
commission, to be composed of three not more than twoof wh 
shall be of the same pol party, an “¥ more than one of whom sha)! oe 
a resident of any one State, whose duty it be to visit and Seon 
_romnewte and determine as to the correct location of the boundary oes 


the Klamath Indian tion, in the State of Oregon, the location of said 
Saentery lines to be according to the terms of the treaties tefore made 


Indians establishing said reservation; and when the correct loca- 
tion of said treaty boundaries of —_ ree shall have been ascertained 
termined, said commission shal 


and de l ascertain and determine, as nearly as 
a. the number of acres, if ar aS any of the land, the character 
and also the value thereof. in a state of 2» ioe, that have been excluded from 


said treaty reservation by the erroneouss..-. sy of its outboundaries, 
existing and as shown and reported to have been made in reportsof theCom- 
missioner of Indian Affairs and of the Commissioner General Land 
Office, submitted to the Senate by the ened of "the Interior, and as set 
out in Senate Executive Documents No. betes -third Congress, second 
session, and No. 62, Fifty-third nud ation. 

And said commission shall report of the facts ascertained and of their 
conclusions and ecneuenieeiinenninn upon the matters hereby committed to 
them to the Secretary of the cies who is hereby directed to —— 
facts found and repor by said commission and their — 

th his recommenda’ 


mendations in the matter, together wi tienathawenn, to tin to the 
next regular session of Congress for its action. 
nd each member of said commission shall be paid not to exceed the sum 


of $10 per day = necessarily engaged in the performance of the duties of of 
comm. and actual expenses of travel and su the same to 

audited and 5 paid upon proper wees me on e cxpendivares for the In- 
dian service are audited and paid. And th or so mnch thereof 
as may be necessary, is by core caranannein eerie 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for such purpose. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, DUBOIS. I offer an amendment which was introduced by 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. In lieu of the com- 
mittee amendment at the top of page 51, which was ruled out of 


erder, I move to insert: 
Ce ee 
the Indians 


rights that t to be treated with, whereas in fact, as has been 
explained to the Senate in the discussion of 
in any lands ‘Reservation, they have no 
whatsoever in the United States. were 
rado. They were settled with for them in 1880, they were 
for them, and thee is now in the Treasury 
nited States, drawing interest. It is there as a trust 
amounting to a million and agquarter of dollars, and they 
rights here. The act which was in 1894 
oould have lands by paying for in the 
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did not recognize them as having any right to be treated for, | 
fear that the in the pro amendment woul 
the implication that they have some right in those lands, | ;) 
fore move to strike out the words. 

I will say further that I called the attention of the Senato, /,. 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who introduced the amendment, t, ;) 
subject, and he is very familiar with it. He agreed with inc ¢),,. 
the Uncompahgre In have no ts there, and I understa),, 
has no objection to the words I have indicated being stric\.. ,... 

Mr. DUBOIS. I accept the amendment to the amendment. 14 
with an agreement with the Senator from Colorado and {| e Sex : 
ators from Utah, after the word “the,” in line 2 of the amend)... 
where the words ‘*Uncom tribe of Indians” are stricic, n 
out, I ask leave to insert ‘* In residing upon the Fort Hall 


Reservation, in the State of Idaho.” 
PRESIDENT, The amendment, will be read 4; 


The VICE- 
modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Eetouiar, Se to negotiate with the Indians 
residing on the Fort Hall Reserva oe Be Se Sine af of Idaho and with ; he 
oles Tenens 8 ee eee the State of Utah, and y 
a the surrender of any portion of their resp. r os 
ervations, or such cdiadiona treaties as may | . 
Geairable by eaid Indians and the Secretary the Interior, any azreement 

being subject to subsequent ratification by Congres $1300 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. a ohms te ere eS page 48: 

For surve ceded lands of the Nez Porgs 
Indian Reserva ne inte Bete Taube guh.o0n the same to be imum: ‘diately ly 
available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MANTLE. I submit an amendment, to be inserted after 
line 14, on 50. 


page 
a e amendment was — and srobee to, as follows: 


a commission of thre persons, 
appainta by the on he to negotiate with the row 
in the Sta’ of. Manian for the cession of portio 
ve reservations, and also to negotiate with the Norther 
a Grow indians for the removal of said No Northern Cheyenne ndiang 3 
from their present reservation on the Rosebud River at Lame Deer Av 
to the southern rtion of the Crow the sum of $3,000. or as much 
thereof as may be necessary: , That any agreement made wi th said 
ians shail provide that a certain sum m.of money shall be deposited in tho 
Treasury of United States out of which to pay the taxes upon al! 
able allotments of lands to said Indians during time said allotmer 
inalienable. 

Mr. TELLER. I offer an amendment, to come in on pay: 
after line 25. I will y say that the amendment i is sent ap by 
the Co of Affairs, with an indorsement, a1 
ne Soa punaernermnpaaneins and one that ought to be 


The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 


To enable the Secre of the Interior to provide additional schoo! facili- 

ties for _— = at ta Fe,.N. Mex., and also suitable agenc ms 
odations f Pueblo aad Jicarilla Agency, the abandoned mi ilit ary reser- 

as Fort Marcy, containing about 17.17 acres, and sit vat. 

N. Mex,, which reservation was, by Executive 












ts are 





one r 


Marek ‘Iai (27 Stat 3), is hereby wit! 1 
Congress approved t under control of the Interior 

t be used for Indian eee cotrel of Provided, 
That when this reservation is no longer needed for such 


school and agency Interior Department, then th: sam shall 
Go disposed at in accordance wiih taepproviainus of tee end acts ot ngress. 

Mr. BACON, I understand the amendments adopted! a: i2 
Committee of the Whole have not been agreed to in the Senate, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The is correct. 

Mr. BACON. I trust the Senate will not agree to the amend- 
ment of the committee on page 7, which was agreed to as in Co1- 
mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let the bill be to the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As the it to be propose »d by & 
Senator from Seseghs a ty ence ds enemies already agreed 
to as in Committee of the Whole, I think the bill should be re- 
ported to the Senate first. 

Mr. BACON. I understood that the bill had been reported to 
the Senate. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill has not yet been reported to the 


Mr. BACON. Ibeg pardon. I understood the Chair to 50 & 
nounce, ‘ 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I was by an Indian to offer 
an amnondament tothe pending apprepriation| at a proper place; 
ge mB the end of the I not know anything about 

merits of the as everything 


seems to be going 
that it shall 
The amendment will be stated. 
The SecRerary. Insert at the end of the bill: 


hereby directed to issue a patent {2 
the iand heretofore allotted to him in the 
all restrictsons 


Indian, 
tener eters cates or taxation of said land is hereby removed. 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I desire that the bill shall be reported to 


5 te. . 
ei PEFFER. There is another amendment that I wish to sub- 
mit. Itisan amendment that was before the Committee on In- 
dian Affairs, and I understood the chairman to say that the com- 
mittee were satisfied with all of it except the latter paragraph. I 
ask that it may be read. It can be inserted anywhere. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
i of tribe who has heretofore taken allotment 
aoe ry es Da ee date at eas ete 
eralty under 907 cnt, but is a legal resident of another State or Territory 


u said bu a 
upon “han the State or Territory in which said allotment is situated, or a 
resident 


legal of any foreign country, may sell con all of the land 
included in such elislenent. and upon filing in the proper office of the State 
and Territory where said allotment is located of a certificate of a court of 

of t and county in which said Indian is a legal resident, set- 


record 

facts, the same has been proven to the satisfaction 
of ply aah pelhopen the said conveyance —— pesemap obe > 
lute, and the Croat shail iseue therefor, and the said land hall therefore be 
subject to taxation as other lands. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I make a point of order against the amend- 
ment that it is general legislation. Worse than that, it has not 
been passed _— any committee. 

Mr. PEFFER. the Senator from South Dakota will pardon 
me for a moment, I understood the chairman of the committee to 


say that the committee would be satisfied with all but the last 
paragraph. Ihave stricken out the last paragraph, leaving the 


rest of the amendment to stand. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall insist on the point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of or- 
der. If there are no further amendments to be proposed as in 
Committee of the Whole, the bill will be reported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PR ENT. Without objection, the amendments 
made as in Committee of the Whole—— 

Mr. BACON. Thequestion now is onconcurring in the amend- 
ments made as in committee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the question. 

Mr. BACON. Therefore my proposition must be made now. 
An amendment proposed by the Committee on An ropriations, 
which has been adopted by the Committee of the Whole, on the 
seventh page, is the one to which I ask the attention of the Senate. 
I trust the Senate will not concur in that amendment. It is 
found on the twelfth and thirteenth lines, on page 7. I will read 
it. The bill as it came from the House is as follows: 

For pay of five Indian inspectors at $3,000 per annum each, $15,000. 

That is the clause as it came from the House. The Senate com- 
mittee struck ont “$3,000” and inserted “$2,500,” changing the 
aggregate from $15,000 to $12,500. The general law fixes the sal- 


aries of Indian at $3,000. It is found in section 2044 of 
the Revised Statutes, and is as follows: , 

Each inspector shall receive an annual salary of $3,000 and his necessary 
traveling expenses, not exceeding 10 cents a mile for actual travel, ete. 


The House in recognition of that statute —— the amount 
provided in the statute as the salary of each of these five Indian 
inspectors, and I am at a loss to see upon what principle the com- 
mittee bases its change. If it were true that no fixed 
salary was i as that to be paid to these inspectors and the 
committee saw to reduce their compensation below what 
had hitherto been given to them, of course there would be no right 
to complain; but it does occur to me that an Indian inspector 
whose salary is fixed by law is just as much entitled to have that 
amount of money iated for his compensation as any other 
officer of the Government, and that it would be just as proper for 


the Committee on A: tions to say that any judicial or leg- 
islative officer not have appropriated the amount necessary 
to com: him, his compensation being fixed by law, as to say 
that the of an Indian inspector shall be reduced $500 below 
- ee salary which the general law of the land says shall 
an law fixes the amount of salary to be paid a judi- 


; it fixes the amount of salary to be paid to each mem- 
ber of the Senate and each member of the House of ta- 


officers, 
who has undertaken to represent the Government in conformity 
to the implied, or I may say the express, contract that he shall be 
i by law, arbitrarily and without rea- 


by which the matter can be properly reached is to change the gen- 
eral law. I insist that it hardly comports with the good faith and 
dignity of the Government to have upon the statute books a law 
which provides that an officer shall have a certain amount of sal 
ary, and then when we come to appropriate money for the pay- 
ment of the salary arbitrarily to reduce it by the amount of $500. 
_I fully understand that the reply is made that the appropria- 
tion is for the next fiscal year, and if any one of these office 
not like to serve for that amount he is not c: 
But that is not a good argument. That argument would apply 
to any other officer of the Government. It might be said that in 
the judicial or legislative departments officers could be found who 
would serve at a much less rate than the salary provided by law. 
That is not the question. The question is, What is the amount 
fixed by law as the proper compensation of these persons? When 
persons undertake to serve the Government, especially in an office 
which calls them away from home, it is necessary that they 
should give up their private business. It so happens—— : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to ask the Senator from Georgia a 
question. I should like to know when the inspectors were ap- 
pointed to whom the Senator has special reference? 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator from South Dakota 
that I know but one of the inspectors. He was appointed during 
the present Administration, and he is a citizen of my State. I 
know as a fact that he was doing a good law business, but he has 
laid it down and gone into this business in the belief that his 
salary would be $3,000 a year. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think we can obviate all difficalty of 
that sort. The fact of the matter is that he has been receiving 
but $2,500 a year. That is all that has been appropriated in the 
past for these officers. 

Mr. BACON. I think the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave the appropriation acts of the last 
two years here upon my desk. 

For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $2,500 per annum each, $12,500 

Mr. BACON. What is the date of that act? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is the appropriation act of last year 
and here is the appropriation act of the year before. 

Mr. BACON. What was the amount 


y ; 
rs adoes 


unpelled to do so. 


appropriated the year 
before? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. For the year before— 
For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $2,500 per antrum each, $12,500 
The clause in the bill is an exact copy of the provision of the 
present law. So the Indian inspector to whom the Senator refer 


has been receiving just $2,500. The Senator will find also tha 
many of the surveyors-general of the United States have thei 


salaries fixed at $3,000 in the statute, but for ten years Congress 
has never appropriated over $2,500. The governors of T: 


rritories 


have their salaries fixed at $3,000, but for fifteen or twenty years 
Congress has appropriated only $2,600; so this is a custom of Con- 


gress well established by precedent. 

Mr. BACON. It may be that it is well settled by precedent, 
but that does not change the justice of the case. If at the time 
these inspectors were appointed the law said they should have 
$3.000, they certainly had the right to assume in accepting t 
office that they would be paid that amount. As I was proceedin 
to say, the acceptance of this office, unlike the acceptance of 
many other offices, requires the utter abandonment of a man’ 
private business. It takes him away from his home; it requires 
the surrender of all other emoluments. These persons h 
arrangements made for the support of their families and for con- 
ducting their private business; and they have a right, it seems to 
me, to depend upon the assumption that Congress will appropri- 
ate the amount of money which the statute says shall be their 
lawful salary. If wrong has been done in the past I do not think 
that is a sufficient reason why it should be repeated in the future. 

I have felt it my duty at least to ask the Senate not to insist 
that these inspectors shall receive less than the law upon the stat- 
ute book prescribes for their regular salary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment was nonconcurred in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
residue of the amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. BACON. I do not understand exactly what is the result 
of the vote on the amendment. The question, as I understand, 
was On concurring in the amendment which was made as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. The Senate voted 
upon the amendment reterred to by the Senator from Georgia, 
and refused to concur in the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. The gentlemen sitting near me did not so under- 
stand it. They thought I had proposedan amendment. I did not 
propose an amendment. i simply asked the Senate to nonconcur 
in the amendment which had been agreed to as in Committee of 
the Whole, 


ve their 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate did not concur in the 
amendment. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I shall ask that the question be again put, 
because it was not so understood on this side of the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent the Chair 
will again submit the question on concurring in the amendment 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. VILAS. I ask that the amendment be stated, so that there 
will be no misunderstanding about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the question. 

Mr, ALLISON. An ‘‘aye” vote is a vote to maintain the action 
taken as in Committee of the Whole, and a ‘‘no” vote of course 
has the reverse effect. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
agreed to the following amendment: In line 12, e 7, strike out 
‘three thousand” and insert ‘‘two thousand five hundred,” and 
in lines 18 and 14 strike out the total “fifteen thousand,” and 
insert in lieu ‘‘ twelve thousand five hundred”; so as to read: 

For pay of five Indian inspectors, at $2,300 per annum each, $12,500. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestionis on concurring in the 
amendment which has been stated. [Putting the question.| The 
noes a to have it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not like to delay the wy at of the 
bill, but I do not feel that that precedent ought to be established. 

Mr. DUBOIS (to Mr. PerrigREw). Call for a division. 

Mr. BACON. The only precedent I know of that the Senator 
can refer to is not agreeing to the amendment of the committee, 
because there have been numerous precedents during the present 
session where amounts proposed by committees have been raised. 
I do not know that there is any very great hazard in such a prec- 


edent. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. [call for a division. 

The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 27; noes 
not counted. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I hope the Senator from Georgia will not 
insist further. 

Mr. BACON. Iam not at liberty to withdraw it, I will state 
to the Senator from South Dakota. I do not insist upon it from 
a captious spirit, but the circumstances are such that I can not 
withdraw it. I have no disposition to disclose the fact of the ab- 
sence of a. and if I were otherwise circumstanced I would 
withdraw it, as I see what is the disposition of the Senate. Iam 
willing that the matter shall go over until to-morrow morning, if 
— Senator from South Dakota prefers, and let us take a vote 

en, 

Mr. CHANDLER. It seems to me the want of a quorum has 
been we. I therefore ask for a call of the roll. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Chilton, Hawley, Pritchard, 
Allison, Clark, Hill, Proctor, 
Bacon, Cockrell, Jones, Ark. Shoup, 
Bate, Cullom, MeMi Squire, 
a 
av artin, 

ice, Dubois, Nelson, Vest, 
Brown, Elkins, Pasco, Vi 
Br rrows, Frye, Peffer, Walt! 
Call, Gallinger, Perkins, Warren, 
Carter. Gordon, Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Gray, Platt, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-seven Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. Upon the 
vote the ayes have it. The amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole is concurred in. 

Mr. GORDON. On page 57, after line 10, I move to insert: ‘‘ To 
Stephen W. Parker, $5,000.” I do this by agreement with the 
committee, although when I gave notice of the amendment yes- 
terday it was $17,303.79. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Georgia will be stated. 

The Secrerary. After line 10, on page 57, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 


To Stephen W. Parker, $5,000. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to make a statement in regard to 
this matter. I am willing to accept the amendment with the un- 
derstanding that it can be looked into hereafter, as it is a Senate 
amendment. I understand this man has no contract. However, 
if there is any merit in the claim I presume it should beconsidered 
and disposed of along with the other Old Settlers claims. There- 
fore I am willing that the amendment shall go into the bill with 
the understanding that we will investigate the nerits, and if the 
man shows a contractthe matter will be fe, tos of properly. 
Mr. GORDON. I do not want to in uce the am 


and have it acted upon under any cloud. This gentleman has a ' to 
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contract. He has performed the service, and is as much entit|og 
to his pay as any man whose name the committee has brought 
into the Senate. I hold in my hand the contract. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing { 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Georgia {Mr, 


DON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VILAS. 1 offer the amendment which I send to the desk 
; ie SEcRETARY. At the bottom of page 47 it is proposed to 

nsert: 

For salari expenses 0! mmissione der acts 
Congress en oe 3, ite wad Maret 2, 1806, to Regotiate en the Five 
Civilized Tribes in the Indian Territory, the sum of $40,000, to be immediately 
available; and said Commission is directed to continue the exerc js. y 
authority already conferred u them by law and endeavor to ac. 
the objects heretofore Suesertned 
Congress. 

The amendment was to. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I movethat the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives upon the bill and amendments, 

The motion was to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the t of the-Senate, and Mr. Perr. 
GREW, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL were appointed. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: In the appointment of the 
conferees on the Indian appropriation bill I ask that instead of 
my name that of the Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL] be inserted, 

e PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). It wil] 
be so ordered, in the absence of objection. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT NASHUA, N, H. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 131) to provide for the purchase of a site and 


0 the 
GorR- 


of the 
to them and report from time i. ion 


the erection of a public building thereon at Nashua, in the State 
of New Hampshire. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to appropriate 


$100,000 for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public 
building thereon at Nashua, N. H. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of House bill 7664, being the sundry civil bill. 
Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from a understands that that 


will not displace the unfinished 
Mr. ALLISON. Not to displace the regular order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. @ question is on agreeing to the 


motion of the Senator from Iowa to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill indicated, which will be read by title. 

The Szoretary. A bill (H.R. 7664) making appropriations for 
sundry civil e of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
“4S une 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

e motion was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I take it for granted that the Senator from Iowa, 
the chairman of the Appropriations Committee, does not <esire to 
ith the civil bill this evening. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do desire to go on with it. 

Mr. VEST. I ask tne Senator to allow the bill to be laid aside 
ad a moment while I ask the Senate to consider a little bill of five 


es. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator from Missouri will allow me for 
a moment, I will state that I am willing, if it is understood that 
to-morrow mo: after the routine morning business [ shall call 
up the bill without objection, to give way this evening for a few 


that will nae no 5 
Mr. VILAS. I hope also for an executive session. 


Mr. ALLISON. I will yield also for that purpose. __ 

Mr. VILAS. There are thirty or forty nominations which have 
not yet been laid before the Senate. ' 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to the statement of the Se2 


ator from Iowa. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well; then I yield to the Senator from 


ARTHUR P. SELBY. 


Mr. VEST. I ask tt» Senate to consider the bill (S. 261) for 
the relief Arthur P. Selby. It will give rise to no debate. 
There being no objec the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole to consider the bill. It proposes ty pay © 
Arthur P, Selby $946 an amount paid into the Treasury 
by Selby, as clerk of the U: States circuit court of the easter? 
Missouri, by mistake 


to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
third reading, read the third time, an passed. 
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ee 
ADDISON A. HOSMER. 
. lask unanimous consent for the t con- W t 

: Mr. HAWLEY 18. 2503) for the relief of fe Red pig heme Mr. W ARREN. Certainly, if it is so desired. 
on There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over with- 
Whole, to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secretary | Ut prejudice, 
of the Interior to issue to Addison A. Hosmer a certificate of loca- OLIVIA AND IDA WALTER. 
tion in place of certificate No. K 9, upon proof of ownership and _ Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
loss of the same, as the Secretary of the Interior — deem proper. sideration of the bill (S. 278) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Wal- 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | ter, heirs and children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased. The bill 

to be engrossed for @ third reading, read the third time, and passed. | has heretofore been twice passed by the Senate. 





the Senator will allow the bill to pass over, without losing its place, 
so that we may examine it. 





WILLIAM H. DE FREEST. we ae objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

ole, proceeded to corsiler the bill, which was reported from 

ti Mr Eee a ee ee on eenere the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in line 7, before 
1on 0 . 


. =i h se ” ; ia) ro yr. + 7 ” : 1 
Mit ALLISON. I ask the cher trom W sin to yield to | tl e word ;, thousand, to strike out ' tw enty-five” and insert 
Mr. Sen m W ISCONSIR VO Y fourteen ”; so as to make the bill read: 
me for a moment that I may call up a little bill which it will take : . 

: bill f th her H Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
but amoment to pass. Itisa that came Irom tne other House, authorized and directed to pay to Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs and children 
and I should be glad to have it passed. It is for the benefit of an of Thomas U. Walter, deceased, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
old soldier in my State. wise appropriated, the sum of $14,000, in full satisfaction of all claims against 

Mr. VILAS. V well the Uneed States fos services rendered by the testator in connection with 
mr. ~ > . any of the public buildings belonging to the Government, whether as architect, 
Mr. AT “o is ann > i roceed . po A as designer, disbursing agent, superintendent, or otherwise. ao ts 
tion of the bill (H. R. 3852 amen e record 0: am H. 
De 


= ——— was agreed to. 

There bei ing no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the BS, co-hee boa = the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of | The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
War to amend the record of the War Department in the case of 
William H. De Freest, late second lieutenant of Company B, First 


the third time, and passed. 


Cavairy, so as to grant him an honorable discharge. PUBLIC BUILDINGS AT SALT LAKE CITY AND OGDEN. 

Othe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | _Mr. BROWN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. sideration of the bill (S. 2178) to provide for the purchase of a site 
DANIEL W. PERKINS. and for the erection of a public building thereon at Salt Lake City, 


: : .., | the capital of the State of Utah, and at Ogden. 
Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


(8. 308) for the relief of Daniel Ww. Perkins. ; Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the Mr. HILL. Is there provision made for two public buildings 

wie consider the bill. It proposes to pay to Daniel | jy that bill? 

W. Perkins, late of East Saginaw, Mich., now of New York City, Mr. BROWN. Yes, sir. 

$1,045, in full for his services rendered as substitute district at- Mr. HILL. One at a time is about the average. 

eee eastern district of Michigan from October 1, 1871, to Mr. BROWN. I know that is ordinarily true; but, if the Sen- 
une 30, . il i », I will say i ) is bi f 48 
The bill was est ellie eee Rina ontanet ator will permit me, I will say in regard to this bill that these 


ities, had they been in States, would have |! ic building 
ts had fore third reading, reed the third time, ana cone they been in States, would have had public buildings 


RAILROAD INDEMNITY LANDS. Mr. HILL. I did not hear the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair) laid be-| Mr. BROWN. Had these cities been in States they would have 
fore the Senate the amendment of the House of Representatives received public buildings before this on account of their size and 
to the bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pa- | the amount of business transacted; but it has not been the policy 
cific Railroad indemnity lands; which was referred to the Com- | of the United States to erect buildings in Territories, and for that 


mittee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. reason we are a little behind. 
ADDITIONAL JUDGE IN SIXTH CIRCUIT. omic une nabine taltneds eating. 3p for lost time by provid- 
Mr. DAVIS. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- r. BROWN. In acertain measure that is true, but of course 
eration of the bill (5.1200) providing for an additional circuit | the capital of the State is entitled to a building. 
in the Sixth judicial circuit. , Mr. HILL. What is the size of the other town for which a 
wien being no oe — a. as in Committee of the | building is provided? 
fw) meng ore, eet Ae ae a re N. It Sete gepeiation of 20,000. It is a railroad 
reported : amer : wn and is growing rapidly. 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed.| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment reported by 
MRS. ELLEN SEXTON. the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds will be stated. 
Mr. WARREN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con-| The amendment was, after the words *‘sum of,” in line 10 of sec- 
sideration of the bill (8.515) for the relief of Mrs. Ellen Sexton. tion 2, to strike out ‘‘three hundred thousand” and insert ‘one 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read for information, subject | hundred and eighty-eight thousand ”; so as to read: 
to objection. Src. 2. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. and directed to acquire by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site, and 
The read the bill. AI ae 
Mr. W. . The bill was reported from the Conimittee on asseumniaaian of the U ited States court, post Phice. and other Govern- 
Claims with amendments. ment offices in the city of Ogden, in the State of Utah. That the cost of such 


‘ bui \ 1 Its, he d ventilati y , elevators, 
état ee cies rw Scieen ed approashes, complete, sball not exceed the sum of MON, ct. 
making the United States liable for all the costs in all criminal | _Mrt-HILL. One hundred and eighty-eight thousand dollars is 
prosecutions for violations of the pension laws. It seems to me to be the total cost? 

is opening a broad and wide door; and while I beg the |. Mr. BROWN. One hundred and eighty-eight thousand dollars 
Senator’s pardon, I must be itted to examine it a little fur- | i to be the total cost of the building at Ogden. 
takeitup. I aoe only glanced at the bill, but 1| Mr. HILL. For which $100,000 only is appropriated in this bill? 
: ; sy ern But oo age he now soar ypriated. 
expense . HILL. What is the other building to cost? 
a -, ae with ees ee Mr. BROWN. Five hundred thousand dollars, and $100,000 is 
is to be expended during the coming fiscal year. 


oo 


z 
Ex 
3 


ie g 
li: 
E 


: 
z 


In case a jury finds an indictment for ury againsta| Mr. HILL. Creating debts for some one to pay. 
witness and that witness is acquitted the Onin States will be| Mr. BROWN. To an extent that istrue. It is to covera iong 
dale to reimburse the attorney’s fees and everything | period of years. It will take probably five or six zooms to complete 
; as a population 


and expenses 

kind. I think that is setting a precedent which is too far- | the building at Salt Lake City. Salt Lake City 
of nearly 60,000, and Ogden has a peering of about 20,000. 
will only take time to state, first, that Ido; The PRESIDING OFFICER. e question is on the amend- 
not consider that the bill sets such a precedent, and, second, that | ment reported by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

the bill as to be amended on the report of the committee | The amendment was agreed to. 
does not the claimant except in part. I shouldonly| The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 

if it did make a precedent, it would be one that would be | ment was concurred in. 
in all cases so aggravated as this one. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
Mr. COCKRELL. There isa long report in the case, and I hope | the third time, and passed. 
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PORT SHAW MILITARY RESERY ATION. 


Mr. MANTLE. Iask nnanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (8. 1985) to provide for the disposal of the 
abandoned Fort Shaw Military Eenereution, in Mortana, under 
the homestead and mining laws of the United States. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill. 

The was sence to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PUBLAC BUILDING AT PORTSMOUTH, VA. 

Mr. DANIEL. lam authorized by the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill c. 270) to 

for the erection of a public building | in the city of Ports- 
month, in the State of Virginia, to report it favorably without 
amendment. In making the report, I ask unanimous consent of 
the Senate to consider bill at this time. 

Mr. HILL. Does it provide for only one buildin 

Mr. DANIEL. There is Tr one building provi 
bili. Portsmouth is an old Virginia town, with over 21,000 in- 
habitants, a deep-water terminus, with four railway lines, the 
site of a great navy- — of the United States, and I believe in = 
true interests of the nited States a Government building shoul 
be erected there 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

‘s Mr. CHANDLER. I ask that the bill be read, subject to objec- 
on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read. 


for in this 


paratus, ° 
tion of the United States courts, a , and other Government 
offices, in the city of Portsmouth and State of Virginia. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, peneeeenen to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the 
% be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 
57 minutes p.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
April 24, 1806, «t 12 o'clock meridian. 


—_—— 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 23, 1896. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

Second Lieut. John Moore Sigworth, Tenth Infantry, ° be _ 

lieutenant, April 15, 1896, vice Tyson, Ninth Infantry 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Edwin E. Sinder, of Santa Fe, N. Mex., to be register of the 
land office at Las Cruces, N. Mex., vice John D. Bryan, to be re- 
moved. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 

Caleb P. Organ, of Cheyenne, Seye., be Be Se: 
moneys at Cheyenne, Wyo., vice Cyrus D. Kelley, to be removed. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
Frederick C. Billard, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant in the 
Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed C. M. 


White, promoted. 
Bernard H. Camden, of West Virginia, to be a third lientenant 


in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to succeed 


c.8. eis eetueoee 
Benjamm Chiswell, apa nene te So Oe ee 
Goocgs it Deana — Te 
e 
icoehit. Coen, of New , to be a third lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter ee of the ateed States, to succeed 
F. 8. Van Boskerck, eee. 
Resse Gleoddid of New Hampshire, to be a third lieutenant in 


tho Rewenwe Cutter Service of the U United States, to succeed D. F. 


A. de Otte, 
Harry G 2 ees: of Massachusetts, to be a third lieutenant in 
the Revenue-Catter Service of the United States, to succeed 8. B. 


Winram, jr., promoted. 

Jeme'G tater, SS ee ee 

Revenne-Cutter Service of th nited States, to succeed A. R 
=. yom 


L. Jenkins, of North Carolina, to be a third lieutenant 
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in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to <), eed 
Fred. J. Haake, promoted. 

Randolph Ridgely, jr., of Georgia, to be a third lienten.); ;, 
the Tevaetiatindavlesel the United States, to succe: mee 


Ri M. Sturdevant, of Pennsylvania, to be a third | 

ant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, to ., i 

F. A. Levis, promoted. ; 
POSTMASTERS. 

Thomas H. Tulley, to be postmaster at Silverton, in the oy), 
of San Juan and State of Colorado, in the place of Danic} ra 
removed. 

Duncan G. Campbell, to be at Rockford, in the county 
of Floyd and State of Iowa, in the place of Alex. McElroy, y;\),,. 
coramission expired April 18, 1896. , 
ter at New Sharon, in the coun ty 

of Mahaska and State of Iowa, in the place of David Vai l, ‘Gan 
commission expired April 8, 1896. 

L. 8S. Kennington, ite be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
ee the place of J. T. Sherman, deceased 

Lois pe So laetenenene Se nenens Se She county « of r Marion 
and State of Iowa, in the place of Samuel F. Cole, whose commis. 
sion expired F. 16, 1896. 

R. L. Mortiland, to postmaster at Montezuma, in the county 
of Poweshiek and State of Iowa, in the place of Allen T. Under. 
t aa ae ice UTM «teenporn 
oe w now a@ temporary com- 

recess of the Senate, not having beep 
soattenied to taotmaean 

Charles E. Brady, to be at Sandwich, in the county 
of Barnstable and State usetts, in the place of Charles 
E. Brady, whose commission expired A: 18, 1896. 

Edwin L. , to be postmaster at Highlands, in the 
Scan eee and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
John whose commission December 16, 189). 

William J. Flynn, to be at Staples, in the c ounty of 
Todd and State of een eee ee William A. Miller, 
whose commission expired January 19, 1 

Michael J. ee ee at a in the county 
of Steele and State of Minnesota, in the place of Charles E. Luce, 
whose commission expires April 23, 1896. 

Thomas M. ne eee naan anes, in the county ot 
ine te ot Minnesota, in the place of Janis 3.1. 


Te H. HL Bronson, to bo be yor hee a Clinton in the county 


ork, her commission having expired 
A rn, 1892. 


harles E. Rose, to be at Patchogue, in the connty 

patrick ck, wove commission expired —a 
, 1895. 

John T. Baldwin, to be postmaster at Hennessey, in the county 

of eee and Territory of Oklahoma, in the place of Isidore 


Charles rT Pohe, to be at Catawissa, in the county 
of Columbia and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Jonas li. 
Geary, whose commission expired April 4, 1896 

Boyce Rankin, to be postmaster at McDonald, in the county ( 
and State State of Pennsylvania, in the place st David La 

commission expired April 4, 1806. 

, to at Plano, in the con ~s 
Collin and State of Texas, in the place of Robert L. Living 
whose commission March 21, 1896. 

John L, Anable, to be postmaster at Mount Vernon. in te 
county of and State of Washington, in the place of Charles 
 Georue H, McUall, to be postenamter at Obippewa Falls. in 

ppewa alls, in ) 
and State of Wisconsin, in t!r place af 
whose commission January 1%, 156, the 


Albert E.! 
nomination of Tyee at Chippe wa Falls, 
which was sent to the Senate March 4, 1896, having been with 
drawn. 
WITHDRAWAL. 7 
The following Executive nomination was withdraw April 23, 18%: 
POSTMASTER. 
Arthur ee petuoer at Chippewa Falls, county of 
Chippewa, in State of Wisconsin. 
CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate Aj) 18H 
CONSUL-GENERAL. 
United 


Lee, of Virginia, to be consul-general of the 
Celina oun 














POSTMASTERS, 


Oliver P. Kendrick, to be postmaster at West Brookfield, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 

Henry A. Pope, to be postmaster at Milton, in the county of 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. : 

George B. McCall, to be postmaster at Chippewa Falls, in the 
county of Chippewa and State of Wisconsin. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, April 23, 1896., 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupDEN. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
we ARREST >¥ AMERICAN CITIZENS IN CUBA. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Secretary of State is hereby directed to nicate t 
oe aieet Fiierenntatives the information which he han if any, relative 
to the arrest sie ma the United States o¢ America, and the superintendent 
A alain work in Cuba of the Home Mission Board of the Southern 


oo test Convention. 
ee if any, have been taken or directed for the purpose of 
oo ae. pet ies a tair aod impartial trial upon any charges which may have 


been preferred 

‘Also, information as may be in the possession of the State De- 
partment relative to said arrest and imprisonment, the communication of 
which is com with the public interest. 

Resolved, the of State is hereby directed to communicate to 
the House of Representati tion relati« + to the arrest and im- 


ves informa 
aeseet A.J. Diaz, a citizen of the United States, oy the Spanish author- 
in 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this resolution? van 
Mr. DINGLEY. Has not a similar resolution of inquiry been 

adopted by the Senate? 
Mr. T T. Yes, sir; a resolution of the same nature. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any necessity for both bodies taking 
this action? The information which may be sent to the Senate 
will suffice for the two Houses. 
Mr. TALBERT. I think it should be sent officially to the 
House; in that way it will come to us in stronger form. That is 


my idea. 

Mr. DINGLEY. All right. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the resolution; and it was adopted. 

REPRINT OF REPORT ON BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iask unanimous consent that a reprint of 
5,000 copies of the report of the Judiciary Committee on House 
bill 8i10—the bankruptcy bill—be ordered. The copies already 
printed are exhausted, and members have been pressing me for a 


t. This report, I will state, contains the bill and also an 
ear all being condensed in one document. 

The S Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HenpERson] for a 5,000 extra 
copies of the report of the Committee on the Judiciary on the 
bankruptcy bill? 

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly. 

JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

er the amendment of the Committee on the Judi- 

, Was 
SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. MCEWAN. I reserve the right to object. I want to hear 
some aa 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the right to object be reserved. 

The SPEAKER. 


The gen from New Jersey 
tleman from Maine [Mr. DineLex 
an 


on. , 
. air. “gy 1874, this officer 
ial to be dismissed from the service 


& Mc- 


reserve 


the punishment aoe Tome - 
years’ sus ‘ion 

the officer was put upon shore pay. During the 
the Navy was, by an error, 

r; so that at the 
for him 


was, until 1882, 
recei 
In the oe bring recgniond a an ior of the Navy. 


for some cause 


4 & ry, A 
rs oot poe 
ke RE ss 
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In the Forty-seventh Congress a bill similar to this was favor- 
ably reported in both Houses. In the Forty-eighth Congress an 
act similar to this was passed by both Houses, but got to the Presi- 
dent only a few moments before the expiration of that Congress 
and did not receive his signature. In the Forty-ninth, the Fiftieth, 
and the Fifty-first Congresses this bill was favorably reported to 
both Houses. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is the gentleman quite sure that the bill for the 
relief of this officer was reported favorably in both Houses? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I am reading from the report of the Jndi- 
ciary Committee, which states that the bill was favorably reported 
to both Houses in the Forty-seventh Congress and was passed by 
both Houses in the Forty-eighth Congress; that in the Forty-ninth, 
Fiftieth, and Fifty-first Congresses the bill was favorably reported 
to both Houses. In the Fifty-third Congress it was favorably 
reported, unanimously reported, by the Judiciary Committee of 
this House. This is the statement of the report of the Judiciary 
Committee at this session. 

In 1885 this officer instituted a proceeding in one of the courts 
here against the Secretary of the Navy t6 secure his restoration to 
the Official Register of the Navy. This matter was heard before 
Judge Bradley, of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, 
who, for want of jurisdiction, refused to grant the peremptory 
eerense applied for. Yet the judge, in rendering his decision, 
said: 





The correction of this error— 
That is, the restoration of the officer to the Navy Register— 


The correction of this error, from which Commander Quackenbush has so 
long suffered, would be a simple act of justice. It should be corrected, not 
only as matter of righting a wrong to an injured and powerless citizen, but 
as a matter of honor on the part of a great and powerful Government. The 
remedy, however, is not in the courts, but in Congress. The petition must 
be dismissed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe that for Congress to pass this bill 
is simply to do an act of justice, because the failure to do so im- 
poses upon this officer additional or double punishment for an 
offense. He has suffered sufficient punishment already inflicted 
pos him by the court as modified by the action of the President 
of the United States. He should have been restored to his place 
twelve years ago. Heis nowanold man. He went intothe Navy 
when a boy. He remained until 1874; he has no other occupa 
tion; he has no means of support; his service during the war was 
of an honorable character, and his record, with the exception of 
the one unfortunate habit, was a splendid record, that any officer 
of the Navy might well be proud of. I do not believe that the 
House will be willing longer to let him rest under this great disa- 
bility, under this second punishment for one offense. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before consent is given, I would like to ask a 
— It appears that this officer was dismissed under rather 

agrant circumstances for drunkenness by a court-martial—per- 
manently dismissed—and the President modified the sentence to 
a suspension for six years. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, the question is whether the habits of 
the officer whom it is proposed to restore and place on the retired 
list have been such within the last ten or a dozen years as to 
justify this action? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think there can be no possible doubt of it. 
Here are a dozen or more letters or certificates from his intimates, 
from the pastor of the church of which he is a member, and from 
other persons who have intimate acquaintance with him, all of 
them testifying to that fact, and that there has been no such con- 
duct on his part since the period in question as would justify the 
prolongation of this sentence. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would like to add, with the consent of 
my colleague, that there are a large number of the best people in 
Washington who have interceded in behalf of the passage of this 
bill. He haschildren of the loveliest character who are suffering 
under this blot upon the record of their father, and all good citi- 
zens in the District who know the man seem to be united in urg- 
ing favorable action upon this measure. 

r. HEPBURN. Imightsay that during two winters I boarded 
in the same house with this gentleman, and have never observed 
anything in his conduct or habits not exemplary and correct in 
every respect, and I thank my colleague for the statement he has 
make with reference to the case. 

The SPEAKE2. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hope my friend will not interpose objec- 
tion now. 

Mr. WILLIS. Itrust the gentleman from Texas will withdraw 
the objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am not interposing an objection 
here without some knowledge of the facts connected with the 
case. This matter was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
in the Forty-ninth Congress, of which committee I was then a 
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member, and while many of the facts have passed from my recol- 
lection, yet I remember that when this officer was dismissed from 
the Navy for the offense alleged the President transmitted to the 
Senate the name of some officer to be appointed in his stead, and 
that nomination was approved by the Senate. Afterwards, if I 
remember correctly, the change was made from a permanent dis- 
missal from the Navy to a ——— for a term of years. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman will remember that there is 
abundant evidence in the case showing that this was an error; 
that it was not the purpose of the President so to do, but was 
simply the result of an oversight. It is clear beyond all ques- 
tion that such was the case, and the then Secretary of the Navy 
certifies to that fact; and I hope, therefore, my friend from Texas 
will not object. 

Mr. SAYERS. Ido not believe the bill ought to pass—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. It is a good and righteous bill. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. If the gentleman will permit 
me, the then President of the United States, General Grant, and 
his Secretary of the Navy, Mz. Robeson, both certify in the case 
that the nomination to the Senate and its confirmation was an 


error, 

Mr. SAYERS. At the solicitation of gentlemen around me I 
withdraw the objection. [Applause.] 

But I wish to say, Mr. Speaker, in reference to this bill, that I 
do not believe it ought to be passed until all of the facts connected 
with the history of this officer, which can be obtained in a few 
days from the Navy Department. are laid before the House. 

tr. HEPBURN. They are all embodied in the report—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not think that the House should pass upon 
the bill without all the facts before it. 

Now, I ask the gentleman from Iowa to take a unanimous con- 
sent, and let this bill lie ov: intil Saturday morning, retaining 


its place. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would be perfectly willing to consent to 
that, but, Mr. Speaker, I shall not be here on Saturday morning. 

The SPE . The question first is, Is there objection to the 
present consideration of tne bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr.S er, I ask that the consideration of the 
bill go over until Saturday morning. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I would like to make it Friday, if it will suit 
the gentleman from Texas, as I can not be here on Saturday. 

Mr.SAYERS. Then say Monday. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let us make it Tuesday next; that will make 
it more convenient for me. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
asks consent that the consideration of this bill be set for Tuesday? 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, EVANS CITY, PA. 


Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
emt consideration of the bill (H. R. 7216) donating one con- 
emned cannon and cannon balls to Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 573, of Evans oe Pa. 
The bill was read, as follows 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to deliver to Post No. 573 of the Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Eyans City, Pa., one condemned cannon and five cannon balls for 
the purpose of decorating the soldiers’ monument in said place: Provided, 
That the same can be spared without detriment to the ourvien, and that no 
expense is hereby incurred by the Government. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. PHILLIPS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


N. T. APFLEGATE,. 


er, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7334) to increase the pension of 
N. T. Applegate, who served in Company B, Twenty-eighih Ken- 
tucky, in the late civil war. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of N.T. A legate, who served in Com- 
pany B, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Regiment, in the late civil war, be, and the 
ane = hereby, increased to $40 per month, the said soldier entirely 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended an amend- 
ment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert the 
following: , 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 

to place upon the pension roll the name of William T. A: te, late 


Mr. COX. Mr. 8 


ivate and second lieatenant in Company B, Twenty-eighth Kentucky Vol- 
wa ar Infantry, and pay hime pension of $90 per month lieu of the pension 


the title soas to read: “ 
wens ae A bill granting an increase of pension to 


APRIL 23, 


— 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider,,; 
of the bill? ™ 

Mr. ERDMAN. Has this bill been considered in Comm): ,... of 
the Whole? 

Mr. COX. No, Mr. Speaker, the bill has not been consid... 
Committee of the Whole, but I desire to make a short st.) 
in re to it. 

This bill is to increase the pension of this man from $1: 
amonth. That is done by the committee amendment. | 
this man well. He tivesin my district. Heis utterly hel)) 
prosecuted his claim as earnestly as I could, to try to get the pep. 
sion increased at the Bureau. e can not establish to t}. satie. 
faction of the Bureau that his disabilities were caused | };;, 
service in the Army. He is a man of upright character \f as 
good morals as anqety. He is utterly helpless. Ihave seon him 
time and time again. He has to be nursed by his wife as {}oyy} 
he werea child. The committee recommend an increase {\, $3) 
month. I hope there will be no objection to helping this (1d jan 
to that little sum of money. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gentleman jt 
there is any evidence that would tend to show that this man’s 
present disability is the result of his service? 

Mr. COX. I will tell you what the evidence does show, which 
strongly recommends the case to me. This man enlisted in tha 
Army. He was a second lieutenant. In the service he had his 
leg broken. He is now absolutely helpless. But the trouble js, 
he is paralyzed, and it is hard to trace that, as they tell me, to the 
results of exposure in the service. Now, if my friend could see 
this man for one moment he would not stop at $30 a month. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, well, permit me to say, Mr. Speaker, that I do 
not believe Congress has an ht to be charitable in matters of 
this character. There are, 1 assume to say, 100,000 old vet. 
erans in this country who are totally disabled, and many of them 
feel that it is the result of their service; but if it does not appear 
clearly that it is the result of service,I hold that this Congress 
has no right and no power to pick out a special individual and 

nsion him above the rate allowed by law simply because he is 

isabled at the present time and is poor and in want. 

Mr. COX. the gentleman will allow me to interrupt him for 
one moment, I will say that part of this disability and trouble 

rows out of having his leg broken in the service; but every other 
imb is nearly helpless. could not make proof which was suf- 
cient to satisfy the Department, because he could not find his old 
comrades; he could not find his physician. The evidence before 
the committee is full. Every mark and every point in regard to 
it has been taken with care, and if there ever was a casi where 
an old soldier, under any state of facts, should have enough so 
that he can be fed, wh is that case. 
- Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman now, on his 
honor as a member of Congress, if he believes that this man’s dis- 
ability oe the result of his service? 


din 
nent 


$30 


I believe it 


was in and I have known him for years. 

Mr. LOUD. Now ius your on—— 

Mr. COX. Well, I that I would not be disabled that way 
for a er on earth. 

Mr. LOUD. You would hardly assume that the breaking of a 


leg resulted in paralysis thirty or -five years after the war, 
or that the paralysis was the resr't of service, would you? 

Mr. COX. Well, I would har iv presume that, if you state it 
in that way; but he has been stri on with ysis for quite a 
number of years. Letmeappe. »myfriend. I know what /am 
talking about. This man had hi, leg broken. His health is ut- 
terly broken down, and he has no sort of assistance in the world 
except that of his good wife. I do think that if there ever was a 
case which appealed to the conscience of my very warm personal 
friend, this is such a case. aa Sar : 

Mr. LO Then I will ask the gentleman why he does not, 
with all his vigor, advocate the granting of a pension of thirty, 
or forty, or — or seventy dollars a month to every man who 
served in the late war and who is at present disabled? Why not 


friend by saying that I have nevet 
ing of an old er that I saw was thor- 
ug: and could not help himself. I left it to the com- 
mittee tosay what they would do, knowing that they wou! be fair 
in regard to the matter. I did not press the matter with the com 
mittee as to the amount to be allowed. Now, you know as well 
as I know that I am as cautious about these appropriations as the 
gentleman from California. Ne 
Mr. LOUD. I understand. Every gentleman is prejuiiced 
favor of his own claim. If this House should do this in one a 
why should it not do it in a great many others? I shal! make n° 
objection to the of this If it is on the Caler 
dar it Yee, it carried a thousand dollars. {Laugh 
ter.] I simply to call the attention of the House t) whatls 


= 


x 
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these individual cases. If it were shown that the 
beneficiary's present —— was — result < agin should 
raise jection, but this House passed granting pen- 
sions where in the reports they have stated the present disability 
was not the result of service. , 

Mr. CO. There is no such statement as that in this report. 

Mr. LOUD. _Is not the inference about the same? : 

Mr. COX. The inference is the other way, in a unanimous re- 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en: for a third read- 
ing: and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an 


The amendment to the title recommended by the committee 


was 


which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
JOHN J. SHIPMAN. 
Mr. MEREDITH. Mr. 8 


take up and the bill (S. 1835) to execute the findings of the 
Court bf Claims in the matter of the claim of John J. Shipman 
against the United States. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be et enacted, of. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


rized directed to to John J. Shipman, out of any moneys in the 
ae not otherwise a a voriated, the sum of $17,811.96, the same being 
the amount found by the Court of Claims to be due to the said John J. Ship- 


from United States for stone furnished and delivered by the said 
Shipman tothe United States and used by it in the construction of 
Sandy River near Louisa, Ky., the said findings of the Court of Claims 
having been made in a proceeding and trial in said court authorized by reso- 
the Senate of Wth day of January, A. D. 1889, transmitting said 
the Court of Claims under the provisions of an act approved the 3d 
day of March, A. D. 1883 (22 U. 8. Stats., 485), and an act approved the 3d 
March, A. D. 1887 (24 Stats., page , to be instituted in said court 


The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I reserve the right to object until we can hear 
astatement. I do not see why this has not been presented to the 
proper accoun officers for payment. 

. MEREDI 


Mr. Speaker, if my friend will permit me, 
the report is short; I will state the substance of the report. 
There was a con entered into with the United States Govern- 
ment to build a lock in the Big Sandy River, in the State of Ken- 
tucky. The contract was entered into—— 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to have the report read, as we can 
not hear. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California demands that 
the House shall bein order. The Chair eget that gentlemen will 
take their seats and cease conversation, and gentlemen desiring to 
converse will retire to the cloakroom. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I will state that this bill passed the Senate 
and has been favorably reported to the House. The report on the 
House bill will give all the information that my friend may desire. 


yee (by Mr. Minor of Wisconsin) on House bill 1030 was 
read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1030) enti 
tled “ A bill to execute the findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of 
the claim of John J. Shipman,’ has carefully examined the records in this 
case and find that the report made to the House January 29, 1895 (Fifty-third 
Congress, third session), covers the ground very thoroughly, and, as shown 

evidence in the case, js correct. 
our committee therefore append said report and incorporate the same as 
& part of the report of this committee, and recommend that the bill do pass. 


(House Report No. 169, Fifty-third Congress, third session. ] 


Committee on to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7076) enti- 
“A bill to execute the findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of 
the claim of John J. Shipman,” pepeattany submit the following report: 

A contract was entered into by James C. Post, for the Government 

the United States, with David B. Shipley for the delivery of stone for the 
of a lock in the Big Sandy River. By an agreement between 

oe J. the latter furnished the stone required 
was known Py the Government officers, and 

of the were with Mr. Shipman. The quantity of stone 
contract was delivered, but orders were given to Mr. Ship- 
he delivered stone ae sake Ganges & cuttings uired 
the contract called for. Payment was duly made to the 
contract called for, but no payment was made for the 

‘ Shipman was in no position to enforce 


E 


g 


| 


Ey 
“fi 


ii 
if 
: 


Claims, he applied to C. for 
relief, and matter was referred by Congress to the Court of Cla: 
en Sy ep yee Fey ee 


resulting in a finding that there is due to Mr. S 


vocal Smumlttee ve examined the record and find that the matters in- 

carefully and exhaustively considered. Much testimony was 

taken, To case was carefully prepared and tried on behalf of the Govern- 
above named 


. There seems to be no reason to ques- 
tion the accuracy of the of the court. 

The and is now en the benefit of the mate- 
rial and ; should be 


therefor without delay. 
the bill do " 












agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. COX, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


peaker, I ask unanimous consent to 








(Senate Miscellaneous Document No.108, Fifty-third Congress, second session. ] 
CourRT oF CLAIMS, CLERK'S OFFICE, 
Washington, February 28, 1894. 
Srr: Pursuant to the order of the court, I transmit herewith a certified 
copy of the finding filed by the court in the aforesaid cause, which case was 
referred to this court by the resolution of the Senate of the United States 
under the acts of March 3, 1883, and of March 3, 1887. 
Iam, very respectfully, yours, etc., 

JOHN RANDOLPH, 


Assistant Clerk Court of Claima. 
Hon. ADLAI E. STEVENSON, 


President United States Senate. 


(In the Court of Claims. Congressional, No. 6653. John J. Shipman, claimant, 
vs. The United States. ] 
STATEMENT OF CASE. 

This claim in the above-entitled case was transmitted to the court on the 
16th day of January, 1889, by the following resolution of the Senate: 

“ Resolved, That the bill (S. 2081) entitled ‘A bill for the relief of John J. 
Shipman,’ now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims in pur- 
suance of the provisions of an act approved March 3, 1883, and an act entitled 
‘An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the Government of the 
United States,’ approved March 3, 1887 , to find and report to the Senate 
the facts bearing upon the merits of the claim, including the loyalty of 
the claimant and all other facts contemplated by the provisions of said act 

Messrs. Shellabarger, Wilson, and Hvehling appeared for the claimant, and 
the Attorney-General, by Felix Brannigan, esq., his assistant, and under his 
direction, appeared for the defense and protection of the interests of the 
United States. 

=e case was brought to a hearing on its merits on the 28th day of Febru- 
ary, 1893. 

e court, upon the evidence, and after considering the briefs and argu- 
ments of counsel on both sides, makes the following 


FINDINGS OF FACT. 
I. 

On the 23d day of July, 1883, David B. Shipley entered into a contract with 
Capt. James C. Post, United States Army, of the Corps of Engineers, on behalf 
of the United States, for the delivery of stone for the coustruction of a lock 
on the Big Sandy River, near Louisa, Ky., and which said contract was duly 
approved by the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, on the 10th day of 
August, 1883. On the Ist day of September, 1884, a supplemental agreement 
was entered into, which was duly approved by the Secretary of War on the 
17th day of September, 1884. 

IL. 


On the 23d day of August, 1883, the claimant entered into a contract with 
the said David B. Shipley, whereby the said Shipman agreed to deliver stone 
contemplated by the first contract named in the finding, in accordance with 
the requirements contained therein and at the prices fixed by the contract. 
The second contract was subsequently entered into by Shipley with the assent 
of the claimant. Im 


After the making of this contract between said Shipley and Shipman, Ship- 
ley, as well as the claimant, requested that the name of Shipman might be 
substituted for his (Shipley's) in the contracts, the requests being accom- 
panied by the written consent to such change on the part of the bondsmen of 
Shipley. Captain Post, having charge of the construction of said lock, recom- 
mended that said substitution be made; but the Chief of Engineers refused, 
on the ground of its not being lawful so todo. Thereupon the claimant gave 
notice to the Secretary of War and the other officials of the Government 
having charge and control of the matter of the execution of the contracts of 
the agreement by which he, Shipman, was to complete the said contract of 
Shipley; and the Secretary of War and other officials having the matter in 
charge, with full notice of said arrangement with Shipman, recognized him 
throughout the entire execution of said contracts as the party who, in fact, 
executed the same, and who delivered all the stone in the execution thereof, 

IV. 

After the foregoing arrangement was reached theclaimant proceeded, with 
full knowledge and approval of the defendant's officers having charge of the 
work, and, under their orders and directions, fully performed all the require- 


ments and conditions of Shipley’s contract, to the satisfaction of the officers 
in charge of the work. y 


From time to time during the progress of the work payments were made 
by drafts or warrants, peraste to the order of Shipley. and which were in- 
dorsed by Shipley, and by him delivered to the said Shipman, who received 
the proceeds thereof, amounting in the aggregate to $66,285.22. 

VL 


The contractor, David B. Shipley, has disavowed and disclaimed all right 
and interest in the compensation, both that paid and that unpaid, and has in 
this case expressly declared and testified that he is not interested in the claim 
here sued for, ome that he had no connection with the execution of the con- 
tracts, and that he did not furnish any money for the carrying out of the 
same; and he has filed in this case his written disclaimer of all interest in 
the compensation due under the contract, and has ordered and requested 
that any such compensation remaining due, if any, may be paid to the claim- 
ant, Shipman. vi 


The contracts between Captain Post and Shipley, before referred to, con- 
tained, among others, the following provision: 

“ The decision of the engineer officer in charge as tu quality and quantity 
shall be final.” 

The assistant engineer in charge of the work was satisfied with and 
approved the quality of work performed by claimant. but a dispute arose 
as to the quantity of stone furnished, and the mode and manner of measure- 
ment, and of ascertaining the quantity where it could not be ascertained by 
direct measurement. The decision of the assistant engineer was that the 
claimant had furnished the following quantities: 


Cubic yards. 


IE, 5 itnnd crnccbadsenvecciava cuncto castudedaunnule 1, 562. 46 
IETS SGD. coccec ccce cocccs cnccsscccccecesncoscsn cenuatesnntl 808. 42 
oo cen cine canes coscey cosoeenstaghpesnennmadinennenall 2, 002. 66 
i inact petcerenaces cocs cee cnsssi opesantignshaesatadeaes . 6,042.58 
ins tenddces cert ingeanes coca censedtdudasbapiitediidadaguits . 785.40 
The whole of which aggregated, at contract rates, the sum of $66,285.22. 
VII. 


The contract also contained, among others, the following provisions: 
“If at any time during the prosecution of the work it be found advanta- 


geous or necessary to make any change or modification in the project, and 
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this change or modification should involve such change in the specification 
as to character and quantity, whether of labor or ma , as would either 
increase or diminish the cost of the work, then such change or modification 
must be agreed upon in ee by the contracting parties, the agreement 
setting forth fully the reasons for such change and giving clearly the quan- 
tities and prices of both material and labor thus substituted for those named 
in the original contract, and before taking effect must be approved by the 
Secretary of War: Provided, That no payments shall be made unless such 
supplemental or modified agreement was signed and approved before the 
obligation arising from such modification was incurred. 

* No claim whatever shall at any time be made upon the United States by 
the party or parties of the second part for or on account of extra work or 
material performed or furnished or alleged to have been performed or fur- 
nished under or by virtue of this contract, and not expressly bargained for 
and apommenty included therein, unless such extra work or materials shall 
have been expressly required in writing by the party of the first part, or his 
successor, the prices and quantities thereof having been first agreed upon 
by the contracting parties and approved by the Chief of Engineers.” 

ut the claimant did not comply with the foregoing conditions of the con- 
tracts— that isto ony. he did not procure an agreement in writing with regard 
to the extra stone furnished by him for the use of the defendants in excess 


of the quantities prescribed by the contracts, as shown in the next finding. 
IX. 
The quantities of stone required by the contracts were stated as follows: 

Cubic yards. 
Certs, GE Bilis cain ccicticntitbinricinbicmciicwcctncwincistsqiaia 1, 362. 05 
CNG, BEES GB innre ecocccsceasters tistecdabuecccsneewuntedinning 943. 00 
eI hace idaimniptatiesna teh iatelaniliahtiiliidy omitanepiioasgiiinteialtilill 2, 000.00 

I  inind cnddstintonvnctcnbesyvbclibiiinbithe tbat ocvasntinittilinistnat 


I Rn cienn 0.5m angubnunateneétrceercococcencenuitnded 


The court find from the evidence in the case, irrespective of the Renqcing 
restrictions of the contracts, that the quantities of stone actually 

— papal by the claimant for the use of the defendants were, at contract 
rates, as follows: 





Cubic yards.| Amount. 

Gut tome, Grossed face.......... 2.00. --20+ ene nnce---- 1,717.23 | $12,879.22 
SONG, CRRETG BRED wc ne ccesctanconnccscecenvecess 1, 480. 35 9, 622. 27 
Sh ntndantinines etitbangabelanecattinanans 2, 002. 56 13, 014. 08 
ITI a icsnenimbien dnperene seandbdippeineninebnomien 6, 891. 88 31, 231. 40 
Special stone, coping, Cte ............ - 0000 ee0ce0--0-- 1,357.91 10, 350, 21 
as OEE 60 5 Sic padcte bens descr ecdillncsesccesacat ae 
The claimant has been paid .......................- --|-- . 66, 285. 22 
Leaving a difference of ............---<---------- ie dd ie 17, 811. 86 





— November 6, 1893. 
rue copy. 

Test this —— day of 
[SEAL.] 





, A. D. 1804. 
JOHN RANDOLPH, 
Assistant Clerk Court of Claims. 

Mr. DINGLEY. From the reading of the report it seems that 
the War Department made a contract with a certain gentleman 
to furnish the material for a river improvement in Kentucky? 

Mr. MEREDIT.1. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And this was stone furnished outside of the 
contract, or rather an additional quantity? 

Mr. MEREDITH. It became necessary, in order to complete 
the work, to have this stone. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, my in 

rt the De ent accepted stone and used it? 
r. MEREDITH. It was used by the Government. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, my inquiry is, Why, under the circum- 
stances, the War Department not audit the account and pay 
it in the usual manner? 

Mr. MEREDITH. It seems to me that that ought to have been 
_ done, but they failed or refused to do that on account of the fact 
that the contract was made with Shipley by the Government and 
not with the man who furnished the stone. The gentleman who 


apis is this: According to the 


has this claim has been waiting for twelve years furnishing 
this stone, at the instance and request of the Government officers. 
It was inspected by them, and they say it was n for the 


completion of the work; but they say they were unable to pay 
him, because it was not em in the contract. The Govern- 
ment officers say that this work was done. A court that has been 
an ae this Government has found that every dollar he 
claims is due to this petitioner. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Why did not he bring a suit in the Court of 
Claims, instead of the matter before Congress? 

Mr. MEREDITH. He did not have the contract himself. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is the t. 

Mr. MEREDITH. And ore his case was sent to the Court 
of Claims, and we have its findings. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do you know whether the Law Department 
presented any facts in defense? 

Mr, M ITH. There was noobjection toitanywhere. The 
War Depeeene would be glad for it to be ‘ 

Mr. DINGLEY. I ask this becausethe claim seems to be an 
entirely just one on its face, and because I do not see why the 
War Department did not andit the accounts and pay them. 

Mr. OR of Wisconsin, I made the report in that case. 

Mr. MEREDITH. I yield to the gentleman who made the re- 


Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. I wiil 7s the gentleman from 
Maine that Shipman was substituted in place of Shipley, who 
originally had the contract; but it was not done in writiny. ;,,,j 
Major Post, in charge of the work, said he had no authori:, ;, 
pay the money to Shipman. ; 
Ir. DINGLEY. But the Government could have corres;o, 

that at the War rtment. . 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. That is just the way it ocen: 
They failed todo it. The Government has used this mate; 
this work, and it has met the entire satisfaction of the en-«, 
in charge. 

Mr. GROUT. Is there anything from the War Departinent 
recognizing this as a just claim? 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. I havefound nothing from the \y ,; 


Department. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The Department ought to have been ca}Joq 

upon for some explanation of what appears to be a derelic( i.) ,; 

wa on their ; 

i ir. MINOR of Wisconsin. They appeared in the (iri of 
aims. 

Mr. MEREDITH. They defended the claim in the Court of 
Claims; but the testimony shows that this work was done an) w 
— by the Government officers in charge 

em 


Mr. DINGLEY. Of course gentlemen understand that when a 
bill is sent tothe Court of Claims fora finding of fact, that is done 
only for the assistance of Congress. The finding of the court j. 
ia War DaDMGMnENintD chp te cnghmniion of what coe 

e War t have to say tion of what appears 
to have been a dereliction of duty. ” 

Mr. MEREDITH. Well, I can say with confidence, though not 
officially, that the ent d have been glad to pay this 
claim if they thought they could do it legally; but, for the 
stated the gentleman from Wisconsm, they di 
they could do so. 

. MINOR of Wisconsin. This claim is a just one. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and 
EDITH, a motion to reconsider the vote 


as 


and accepte d by 


reasons 


not feel that 


On motion of Mr. 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


INDUSTRIAL SCHOOLS, ALABAMA, 


Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama. Mr. S er, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2461) to crant 
lands to the State of Alabama for the use of the Industria! Shoo! 
ee of Alabama and of the Tuskegee Normal and Industrial 

titute. 


The bill was read. 
The Is there objection to the present consi eration 
of this bill? 


Mr. PICKLER. I must call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota calls for 
the regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Imove that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further con- 


sideration of the pension bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House y resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Payng in chair. 


PENSIONS. 
The CHAIRMAN. The House isin Committee of the Who» 
ae tion of the bill (H. R. 8271) relating to 


often - Mr. Chairman, the Republican party bass 
made the claim that it has been in the past, and is to-(lay. the 


only party that is friendly to the old soldier that gentlemen on th: 
other side of the House, who on nearly every other subject are 1 
to be fair, ny, tt constant reiteration of 
this claim, almost themselves thatitistrue. They have 
constituted themselves a sort of ** Old Soldiers’ Friendshi) !ru-'. 
to the exclusion of all the rest of the world. During the shor! s~ 
Congress tis “Ota Soldiers’ Friendship Trust "i: very sel- 
dom heard , but toward the close of the long sessions, !«!0' 
the commencement of and more especially of Presi 
dential, campaigns, this ‘Old Soldiers’ Friendship Trust "<):0« 
It is an open secret that the bosses of os compe party have 
decreed that no bill on its face any appropriation 
shall be allowed to pass the present session. They have *t 
the same time recognized the necessity of ing to the country 
some guaranty of good faith that the “ Soliers’ Friendship 














1896. 


Trust” dvad, but has been only sleeping. Hence this Pick- 
ler will, peat he y by its authors to confer a maximum of benefit 
n the old soldier at a minimum of cost. — ome 

‘At the commencement of the present session a majority of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, with most commendable indus- 
try, began to draft a general pension bill. On the 1ith of Feb- 
ruary it was re to the House and placed upon the Calendar. 
It was proudly referred to by the majority members of the com- 
mittee as “‘our general pension bill.” It was guaranteed by them 
to cure all the ills and to _ all the wrongs of the old soldiers. 
It was the little ewe lamb of my friend the gentleman from South 
Dakota (Mr. PickLER], who from that time until quite. recently 
never ceased to clamor for the blue ribbon of recognition from 
the Chair wherewith to decorate his little pet. [Laughter.] Un- 
fortunately for the gentleman from South Dakota, the bill was 
critically examined e the bosses who preside over our destinies. 
It was too bad foreven them. It was returned to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, and, under the lash of party discipline, recast 
and reintroduced on Friday last. The little ewe lamb of the = 
tleman from South Dakota has been shorn of some of its 
features, but many of its worstremain. _ 

It is proposed in this bill to pension certain classes of undeserv- 
ing survivors of the late war, to the prejudice of the deserving 
Union veterans. It is not the economical bill it was ees to 
be by the bosses on the other side. It calls for an annual expendi- 
ture of, at the very least, $5,000,000. Moreover, it seeks to criti- 
cise and to reflect upon the nt excellent and just administra- 
tion of the Interior ent in its adjudication of pension 
claims. 


THE PRESENT ADMINISTRATION THE FRIEND OF THE OLD SOLDIER. 


During the time that I shall occupy I propose, first, to show 
wherein the indirect charge contained fa this bill that the present 
administration of the Interior ent has been unfair to the 
old soldier is false; and that, on contrary, it has been one of 
the fairest, justest, and most friendly to the honest old soldier 
that we have ever had; and, secondly, to show wherein some of 
the provisions of this bill, enacting present rulings of the Depart- 
ment and reenacting existing law, are unnecessary, and wherein 
other of its provisions are scandalous. 

When the present administration of the Interior Department 

n,on March 4, 1893, it was confronted by a body of rulings 
and decisions which represented the practice of the Department 
in the enforcement and execution of the pension laws during the 
administration. Some of those decisions were so unjust 
to the old soldier, were so unfair, were so extraordinary and so 
much in violation not only of the spirit but of the letter of the 
law, that it became necessary, without delay, to virtually reor- 
ize the practice of the ment in so far as the Pension 
Socenn was concerned. The istant Secretary of the Interior 
is the court of last resortin pension appeals. His decisions, there- 
fore, represent the practice of the Department in reference to the 
pension code. 

For of convenience, the decisions of Assistant Secretary 
Reynolds which change, modify, or overrule former decisions may 
be divided into two ups or classes: First, decisions wherein 
previous ental decisions and rulings have been rendered 
more a to the old soldier; - aoet aanien maeeny im- 

practices in the adjudication of pension claims 
is aien teies have been corrected and decisions by which 
former , erroneous, and absurd departmental rulings have 
been set aside and overruled. 


1, LIBERALIZING DECISIONS.—HONORABLE DISCHARGE.—DEATH IN SERVICE. 


It had been held by the previous administration of the Interior 

t that w a soldier served one enlistment, from 

which he obtained an honorable discharge, and then reenlisted and 
died in the service, that for pensionable his widow did 


urposes 
not come under the tion of the act of June 27, 1890, because 
death was not an honorable discharge. Secretary 


ds overruled this narrow and 

that in such cases death in the of the United States 
constitute an honorable discharge. The proviso of section 
13 of this bill in effect pays a well-deserved compliment to the 
— and fairness of Reynolds by enacting into law 
iis decision rendered March 1, 1894, in the case of Mary E. Walker. 

(7 P.D., 197.) 

AMPUTATIONS AT THE KNEE AND ELBOW. 

The act of 4, 1886, providing a $36 rate of pension for 
Sy besa i og gp e elbow “en pan li paral ly ee 
poe 0 an opinion ren April 6, 1894, that 
tore than 300 maimed veterans havein uence had their pen- 
sions raised from $30 or under to $36 a mon By means of this 
decision @ fixed rule, entirely defensible in OST. wes for the 
first bys established, humane . its terms, — th just and 
defining tion of Congress wi to pen- 
to be allowed in this class of cases. — 


justifiable decision, and 


Ef 
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ARMY NURSES. 

On March 1, 1893, there were 53 army nurses on the pension 
rolls under authority of the act of August 5, 1892. 

On the 27th day of June, 1893, in response to a request from the 
acting Commissioner, instructions were given to the 
Pensions (7 P. D., 8) to govern the adjudication of « 
under this act. As the effect of these instructions,on March 1, 
1896, the number of army nurses on the roll had increased to 520, 

The following letter is self-explanatory: 


Bureau of 
laims arising 


NATIONAL Woman's Retrer Corrs Home, MAprson, Onto. 
Office of the Chairman, Sanatoga, Pa., Oct 1098 
Dear Str: I desire, in the name of the Woman's R f Corp the Grand 
Army of the Republic, to thank you most heartily for your wise and generous 
‘rulings in regard to the army nurse pension law Ar t 


i especially do | mos 
tar nurses, wl \ 
each ward, 


Fee thank you for yourruling in regard to the « 
ad ons « 
food in home-like 


their additional efforts brought, on the orders of the surg: 
under the direction and authority of the surgeon in charge, 
preparation which won so many back to health. 

I was mainly instrumentai in securing the passage of the army nurse pen 
sion bill through Congress, and was unanimously chosen by the tenth na 
tional convention to aid them in making out their claims. You have by your 
clear and generous rendering of the law greatly helped me in my difficult 
duties. 

Again thanking you, I am, yours, with great respect, 
ANNIE WITTENMYER. 
Hon. JoHN M. ReEYNOLDs, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
A MILLION DOLLARS TO PENSIONERS. 

Perhaps the most important liberalizing decision that has ever 
been rendered by an Assistant Secretary of the Interior in refer- 
ence to pension claims was that in the case of Adolph Bernstein 
(7 P. D., 229) decided on May 19,1894. The previous Adminis- 
tration had held that the act of June 27, 1890, was legislation of 
an independent and special character, not to be construed with 
the rest of the pension code. As theresult of this holding, section 
4718 of the Revised Statutes, which provides for the payment of 
accrued pensions to the widows or minor children of pensioners 
under the general law, was not held to be applicable to the act of 
June 27, 1890. Secretary Reynolds held that the act of 1890 was 
merely a part of the pension code and should be construed when- 
ever possible in pari materia. 

This ruling authorized the widow of a deceased soldier who had 
died while his application for pension, under the act of June 27, 
1890, was pending, and who had served his country loyally and 
faithfully through his entire term of enlistment, to prosecute his 
pending claim to completion, and to receive the accrued pension 
to the date of the death of such soldier. 

It has not been practicable to ascertain the whole number of cases 
founded upon the act of June 27, 1890, which have received the 
benefit of the ruling in the Bernstein decision; but between Octo- 
ber 1, 1894, and February 29, 1896, inclusive, accrued pension was 
allowed in claims under the act of June 27, 1890, to the number 
of 6,243. 

Assuming that these claims would carry an average rating of 
$12 per month each, and that but one quarterly payment was 
due in each case, as intervening last payment and death, and we 
reach an expenditure, in favor of claimants under the June 27, 
1890, act, by reason of the decision in the Bernstein case, to the 
amount of $224,748, or nearly a quarter of a million of dollars dis- 
bursed among pension claimants which had been denied them 
previous to the decision in the Bernstein case. 

As a matter of fact, since section 4718, Revised Statutes, applies 
its benefits to pending claims as well as adjudicated claims, and 
the Bernstein decision applies section, 4718 Revised Statutes to 
claims under act of June 27, 1890, pending claims under the latter 
act would carry arrears from the date of filing the declaration 
therefor. 

As the Bernstein case was not decided until May 19, 1894, there 
was likely to be due on each pending claim, under the June, 1890, 
act, from one to three years’ pension, at rates varying between 
$6 and $12 per month, running through those years. 

Assuming that 1,561 claims, or one-fourth of the accrued pen- 
sions allowed between October 1, 1894, and February 29, 1896, 
carried arrears from date of filing (and that would not be an ex 
travagant estimate), and that the rate would be $6 per month, or 
$72 per year, for, say, three years, making $216 per claim, we would 
thus reach the amount of $337,176 paid out on 1,561 claims by vir- 
tue of the Bernstein decision, and one quarterly payment each in 
the remaining 4,682 claims at $12 per month, as accrued between 
last payment and death, would make an additional payment of 
$168,552, or in all the sum of $505,728. Should the accrued pen- 
sion on the 1,561 claims referred to carry arrears for three years 
at the rate of $12 it would increase the amount so paid by $337,176, 
making a total of $842,904, almost a million of dollars, paid out in 
behalf of June, 1890, claimants by reason of Secretary Reynolds's 
decision in the Bernstein case, which had previously been denied 
them. 

If the figures were accessible to show how many accrued pen- 
sions under the June, 1890, act were allowed by virtue of the 
Bernstein decision between May 19, 1894, the date when it was 
rendered, and October 1, 1894, when the statistics of the Pension 
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person, by practinn. or next friend, thereby saving arrears ; 
setting aside the previous technical practice to the contrary: a 
that claims for insane persons may be filed and prosecuted })y any 
competent , as of next friend, guardians being appointeg 
to receive the amount due u certificate. 

Where a widow has forfeited her title to pension by adulterong 
cohabitation it has also been held that the minor children .)f g9). 
dier take title as if the widow’s right had terminated by deat) o- 
remarriage. Where the minor is insane or helpless, the two-(oj|ar 
increase is continued during the insanity or helplessness of th, 
child; the entire pension is continued to the insane or helpless 
minor so long as such disability exists. The two-dollar increasa 
provided by law will be ~ to the widow under the present 
rulings, where the stepchildren are being maintained, in who)o or 
in part, y any educational institution or any institution organ. 
ized for the care of soldiers’ orphans, and all former decisions to 
the contrary have been overruled. 

Where there is nothing to indicate that the disability was canseq 
by vicious habits, claimant's affidavit, setting forth the circum. 
stances, together with the testimony of witnesses, will be accepted 
If these show that claimant, — to and after the incurrence of 
disability, was a man of good habits, vicious habits, in application 
under the act of June 27, 1890, will not be presumed. (See casa 
of John Martin, 7 P. D.,578.) 

Dependence upon the soldier at date of his death has been held 
to relate to the needs, wants, and necessities of the father. mother 
or minor brother or sister of the soldier, and not to the ability of 
the soldier to furnish support; and prior holdings to the contrary 
have been overruled. 

Where a soldier at the date of his death leaves a divorced wife or 
children over 16 years of age ic has been held that his mother hag 
a pensionable status, other statutory requirements being shown, 

THE MAIMED SOLDIERS’ LEAGUE. 

The statements of a soldier, made immediately after an accident 
which caused death, have been held to be a part of the res geste 
and therefore admissible in his widow's claim. 

This last-named ruling met with prompt recognition ani appro- 
bation on the part of those most interested, especially on the 
part of the United States Maimed Soldiers’ League, which. through 
its board of officers, in expressing its appreciation of the action 
taken, took occasion to say that— 

The board of officers of this association have read with pleasure your deci- 
sion [Secretary Reynolds's] in the Rebecca Maness case. No former Secre 
tary would so rule. It is correct, equitable way to look at such cases, 
Your various decisions on appeal 


cases have done justice to the sol- 
dier and his widow and orp 


In a very recent case, that of Clement B. Guchess, it has been 
held by this Administration that the act of June 27, 1), was 
intended to confer a benefit, and for that reason where one is 
receiving a general-law pension at a given rate and is entitled to 
a higher rate by virtue of an application under the act of June 
27, 1890, he may receive the allowance due upon the general-law 
certificate up to the date when the June 27, 1890, application was 
filed, after which, in order that he may receive the benetit of the 
June, 1890, act, a new certificate shall issue to him therevnder, at 
any rate an excess of that allowed by the general law; ani that 
when the rating under the act of June 27, 1890, shall reach $12, 
the benefit under that law being thereby exhausted, the pensioner 
may, if he so desire, apply for and obtain pension under the gen- 
eral law at a higher rate, if he be entitled thereto, than 5i2. In 
other words, the legal consequences of the doctrine of election are 
held not to apply in such a case. 

It will be seen that the policy of this Administration. from be 
ginning to end, has been one of watchful care and anxious con- 
cern to administer the pension laws in the liberal s)irt that 
ought to characterize a nation’s dealings with its preservers and 
their survivors. ., 

If any further evidence were necessary it would be sufficient to 
add that, out of 5,611 original appeals disposed of by tli: Secte- 
tary of the Interior during the ee 80, 1895, 1,208 
were reversals of the action of the Feasion ureau, thus extend- 
ing benefit in many cases often upon the principles announced 
that re former oe. these were — not naar 
covering the practice during past three years, but extend 
backward through many years. 


Bureau take hold of the subject, it would be seen that the amount 
expended would be, covering about four and one-half months, 
ot least one-third greater than is herein enumerated. 

REIMBU RSEMENT. 

Under the decision in the Bernstein case the right to reimburse- 
ment in June, 1890, claims, which had before n denied, was 
likewise conceded in invalid claims. It appears from the records 
of the Treasury Department that 1,151 reimbursement claims 
were allowed between May 19, 1894 (the date of the Bernstein 
decision), and March 2, 1895. 

As the registry of reimbursement settlements in that Depart- 
ment does not disclose the ‘‘ classes” and laws under which such 
settlements were made, it is of course impracticable to present 
the number of reimbursement claims under the act of June 27, 
1890, allowed and paid by virtue of the decision in the Bernstein 
case; but it would z conservative to put the number at one-third 
of all claims allowed, or in the vicinity of 400 claims in which re- 
imbursement was paid out as a direct result of the decision in the 
Bernstein case. 

The act of March 2, 1895, providing for reimbursements of de- 
pendent claims, was drafted by a Democratic Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior, John M. Reynolds, passed by a Democratic Con- 
gress, and signed by a Democratic President. As the result of 
that act up to March 23, 1896, 5,562 claims have been allowed. 

THE FRIEND OF HELPLESS CHILDREN. 

Secretary Reynolds held, in the case of the minor of Jacob Loeb 
(7 P. D., 168), March 24, 1894, that the act of 1890 was retro- 
active in effect; and as a result of this decision, while before only 
80 minors had been placed on the rolls, we find that on March 1, 
1896, there were 248 ey see ae in their own right. 

It has also been held, in the case of Thomas H. Strange, decided 
December 21, 1898 (7 P. D., 36), that the adverse presumption 
arising from long delay in alleging new disability as the basis for 
a is rebuttable by the testimony of officers, comrades, and 
n rs. 

e act of March 14, 1890, and the act of July 14, 1892, provid- 
ing for periodical and regular aid and attendance, have been 
more liberally and generously construed. 

It was held by the last Administration that if the minor children 
of a deceased soldier can have no valid right to pension during the 
life of the soldier’s widow, and at the date of her death had 
attained the age of 16 years, no title can vest in them to receive 
the additional pension not paid to her, because theirs was only a 
contingent right which could not mature during her life, and the 
accrued — can not vest in them after they have passed the 

of 16 years; in other words, that the conditions on which 
the child or children of a deceased soldier who leaves a widow 
may be ioned must arise during the "eC aga minority of 
the child or children. (Fitzpatrick, 5 P. D., 248.) 

On April 17, 1895, it was held by the present Administration, 
in the case of the minors of Thomas W. Baugher (7 P. D., 433), 
that the— 

Exception contained in the proviso to the second section of the act of 
March 3, 1879, which declares that the limitation therein contained “shall 
not a Y, to claims by or in behalfof * * * children under 16 years of 
age, ecriptive of a class of claims wherein title has accrued by reason of 

ority at the date of the father’s death, and does not limit the pensionable 
period. uring which said minors must appl . Such claims are excepted from 


tation, and are not forfeited by neglect to apply during the period of 
pensionable minority. ° ss 


While the exact number of minors’ claims that received benefit 
under this construction of the law has not been definitely ascer- 
tained, it is reasonable to believe, from data at hand, that not less 
than 1,000 of such claims received that benefit. 

On March 30, 1896, the saegenmaoe ruled and held, in the case 
of the minor children of Eli Phipps, that there is nothing in the 
statute that can be construed to indicate that the contingent right 
of the minors to the same pension which the father would have 
been entitled to receive, had he been totally disabled, must be 
asserted during the a period of the minor; and, if this 
be so, the right to file an application after that period may be 

ed by the eee as has generally been done, and as 
stated in the case of the minors of Thomas W. Baugher. 

It is not definitely known how many claims have received the 
immediate benefit of the last-named decision, but it is known that 
not less than 50 and perhaps very many more, involving the same 


: 2. DECISIONS OVERRULING FORMER RULINGS 
int, have ee immediate benefit of the doctrine of stare I chall bee oo pos on tom ee hill ender ast m to 
ecisis growing out ese decisions. mention at several of Secretary Reynolds's rulines under 


CARE FOR THE DEPENDENT AND HELPLESS. 


All of these holdings serve to show the consideration which has 
been bestowed by the present Administration of the Interior De- 
partment upon the weak and helpless, upon the widows, the 
minors, and helpless children. Nor has this generous care been 
confined alone to such cases as I have mentioned. 

An panne necessity was found for liberalizing the rules gov- 

© filing of declarations. It was held by this A 
tration that minors may file declarations and prosecute claims in 


this head. I shall, therefore, now only consider the decisions not 
affected by the Pickler bill. 
LINE OF DUTY. : 

Very many indefensible rulings and decisions were made (uring 
the last Administration on the subject of line of duty. 

It may be instructive to notesome of them. The decision in the 
case of Fens Hamilton (3 P. D., 3), April 11, 1839, overruled - 
in the same case 15, 1888 (2 P. D., 217), and holds tha 
a man hurt by a of seats in a circus which he was attending 














as a spectator was injured in line of duty and was pensionable 


therefor. 
of the widow of Alex. McNeil (3 P. D., 26) it was 
held toot 0 asddier injured in a wrestling match with a comrade 


was in line of -_- : 
A. Helmer (3 P. D., 111) it was held, over- 
LF tale 1889, in the same case (2 P. D., 385), 


aries received by being thrown from his captain's horse, 
which the soldier wa sate solely for his own pleasure, and 
against the and sone of his captain, were incurred in 
were pensionable. 
ie er Lewis Summers (3 P.D., 372) it was held that 
injuries received by accidental shot from a pistol (which was no 
part of his military accouterments, but hisown paey and car- 
at his own risk) while out foraging, and e attempt to 
shoot a hog belonging to a citizen, were within the line of duty 
pensionable. 
anelene case of James A. Pearl (3 P. D., 375) it was shown that 
instead of re directly to his command, as directed by his 
superior officer, the soldier ped on the way at a hotel to get a 
private supper and drinks, and on out fell down a cellar 
and was injured; naqwitietending which it was held that his in- 
Juries were inca in OL (SB De 10) iewae held that disa 
le . . was : y 
ay _ = ¢ t from his ——— in 
desertion were incurred ty and were onable. 

In the case of William F. Wescott (6 P. D., 226) the soldier, who 
was an infantryman, was wounded by a pistol (his private prop- 
erty and not a part of his arms and accouterments) while 
en in meres ot a ok for sport, was held to be in line of 
duty and pensionable, if by the authority of his commanding 

cer. 
onthe untenability of such holdings is so apparent as to require 
no elaboration. e duty devolved on this Administration 
to check and correct the abuses necessarily incident to such a per- 
verted view of the conditions on which a claim for disability in- 
curred in the service line of duty must rest. 

On October 31, 1894 (7 P. D., 376) the De ent overruled the 

decisions in the Helmar case, before mentioned, holding 

at as the soldier was, when injured, in a private matter 

for his own pleasure or ification, and was not engaged in tke 

| erie of that which the law required of him as a military 

ag Os isnot pensionable. This decision likewise overruled that 
in the McNeil and Pear] cases, and all similar cases. 

In the case of James E. Harrison (7 P. D., 97) the Department, 
on December 22, 1893, reversed and overruled General Bussey’s de- 
cision of July 29, 1892, under which the claim was admitted, the 

roof showing that the claimant had received permission to hunt 
for his own recreation, and while hunting was shot in the hand 
by the accidental discharge of his gun. Tle claimant himself 
testified that at the time of the injury he was not on duty or act- 
ing in pregeenee of orders from his superior officers, but was 
ee oy hem particular instance on his own volition. 

In case the ent, in order to return to a form of 
— doctrine, in the matter of line of duty, laid down the rule 

While in of those t which the law requires of him as 
a military duty the soldier is in the ee duty. Pe 

Tn cases ving the line of duty, the vital question is, Was the cause of 

mdent upon, or otherwise essentially connected 

with the ‘s duty as a soldier, or was the disability incurred while the 

soldier was octing in a personal matter independent of, or adverse to, his 

iter Sor? the disability was incurred under the latter circumstances 
the would not be pensionable as one in the line of duty. 

Here the rule is succinctly stated. While no harsh technicality 
should defeat the generous intention of a grateful nation to pen- 
sion those who were disabled while discharging their duty in its 
defense, at the same time no maudlin sentiment should be per- 
mitted either to deflect the course of justice or, by ignoring the 
law of cause and effect, to apply a different rule from that which 
both law and usage has shown to be just and proper. 


’ 
ACT OF AUGUST 1, 1882.—OPEN AND ADULTEROUS COHABITATION. 


Under this head decisions were rendered by General Bussey 
overturned the construction formerly put upon 

ugust 7, 1882, holding that it was in the nature of a 
must be strictly construed; that it — 

who was actually in receipt of a pension and who 
living with one man and being su by him as a mis- 


was to place on the rolls in many 
y immoral character. 


3 


> 


of ill assignati: Seals, te Catan’ Gel. aha te 

or an on ° , , e 
che of police ewore that she waa ander the survellace of i 
men. witnesses testified that she was a lewd woman and 
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the case of Sarah E. West, she was not shown to be supported by 
& paramour, and therefore, on appeal, her name was restored to 
the pension roll. 


In the case of certificate 36141 the pensioner’s name was dropped 


from the roll. The son of her paramour had sworn that— 

When I was at home two years ago this winter (1883) they were living as 
man and wife. They were not then married, and I never heard of their being 
married. * * * They slept together except at times when they had com 
pany or there wassickness. Claimant's own son knows it, but, like me, does 
not like to speak of it. 

And yet, on appeal, the Department held that— 

The evidence does not establish the fact that claimant is supported by 
» a8 & paramour. 

And thereupon her name was restored to the roll. 

In another case it was not only held that the adultery which 

constitutes a forfeiture of a widow's pension is her living with a 

paramour as a substitute for her deceased husband and being sup- 

ported by him, but it was likewise gravely announced (5 P. D., 

195) that— 

The adulterous cohabitation which the law thus makes the ground of for 
feiture is a living together in the apparent though not lawful relationship of 
husband and wife, involving the voluntary sexual intercourse of a married 
person with a person other than the offender's husband or wife, the theory 
of the law being that a widow who is a pensioner is a married person within 
the legal definition of adultery, and within the meaning of the inhibitory 
clause of section 2 of the act of August 7, 1882 

This absurd and remarkable proposition was but the logical out- 
come of the line of reasoning resorted to in sustaining the West 
and the Lingers decisions, and others of like nature, and served to 
show how imperious was the demand for a return to the age of 
reason and law. 

Accordingly, on February 28, 1894, decisions were rendered in 
7 P. D., 205, and 7 P. D., 207, which overruled the decisions in the 
cases hereinbefore referred to, and returned to the doctrine held 
and announced by all administrations before the last one. 

In the case reported in 7 P. D., 205, claimant not a pensioner, but 
an applicant, the evidence showed that she was married to the sol- 
dier in 1863, lived with him about six weeks, and then deserted 
him; and from that time until 1892 led the life of a prostitute, 

One witness testified: 

She is nothing but a prostitute of the lowest kind, consorts with negroes 
and anyone else. She has had two children during the past seventeen or 
eighteen years, and she is now living with a man named - 

Under the doctrine of the preceding administration this woman 
would have been held pensionable, because promiscuous inter- 
course was not held to within the rule which made a regular 
paramour necessary, and because she was notand never had been 
a pensioner, and the construction given to the act excluded her 
from its operation. 

But the present Administration held that where a widow, at the 
time of filing her claim for pension, was living in open, notorious, 
adulterous cohabitation, the act of August 7, 1882, is applicable 
and the claim should be rejected. For the moment the claimant's 
name is placed on the rolls she is a pensioner, and the act of 
August 7, 1882, provides that the pension of a widow who is a 
pensioner shall be terminated from the commencement of the 
adulterous cohabitation. If the claim should be allowed the fact 
would remain that the adulterous cohabitation commenced before 
and existed at the very moment her name was placed on the rolls. 

In the case reported in 7 P. D., 207, the evidence showed that 
the claimant married the soldier in July, 1883. She had not borne 
a good reputation for chastity before her marriage to him, and 
upon his death in 1885, leaving children by a former marriage, 
but none by her, the children were taken by his relations, and she 
went immediately to Madison, Ind., where she engaged at once in 
prostitution, which continued up to 1889 (when her claim was 
examined),at which time she was living with one ——— as his 
mistress. She was indicted by the grand jury of Jefferson County, 
Ind., January 8, 1887, for keeping a house of ill fame in Madison, 
Ind.; was arraigned, pleaded guilty, and was fined. And yet, 
under the rulings of the former Administration, as hereinbefore 
cited, she would have been held pensionable. 

But in this case the present administration held that— 

The open, notorious, and adulterous cohabitation of a widow who is a pen- 
sioner, or an applicant for pension on account of the service and death of her 
husband, will work a forfeiture of her pension, or her right toa pension; 
and such cohabitation may be proved by her conduct in habitually, openly, 
and notoriously consorting with one or more persons of the opposite sex, 
under circumstances which would lead the guarded discretion of a reason- 
able and just man to infer from such relation, as a necessary conclusion, 
that it was illicit. 

This rule, which is founded in the very elements of the law of 
evidence, was not a novel construction, but simply a return from 
the realm of vagary into which the late administration had wan- 
dered to the domain of reason and law from which it had de- 
parted. It had long before been held, during the first Cleveland 
Administration, in 1 P. D., 427, that— 

A review of the whole body of the yee laws enacted by Congress, the 
remainder of the act itself (August 7, 1882), and all the circumstances sur- 


rounding its passage, leads the Department to the conclusion that the 
words “open and notorious adulterous cohabitation,’ used in said act, were 
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intended as descriptive merely of acts which would deprive a widow of 


pension. In other words, Congress intended and did say by act that 
any widow pensioner who was guilt 7 of immoral and licentious acts of an 
open and notorious character should forfeit her pension. * * * To hold 
that the term adulterous should be taken in itsstrict legal signification would 

exclude from the operation of the pension act the very parties whom it was 
intended to reach, since at law it is impossible for an unmarried person to be 
guilty of the crime of adultery. 


These doctrines were asserted not only in 1 P. D., 427, but also 
in 1 P, D.,171; 2 P. D., 119, and other cases which raised the same 
issue, 

The holding of December 22, 1893, by the present administra- 
tion in 7 P. D., 134, and in 7 P. D., "207, and 7 P. D., 205, before 
named, was re ally a reaffirmation of the doctrine which had al- 
Ways governed the Department vious to the innovations and 
legal gymnastics resorted to by the late administration. 

‘And so a shameless and aadieanetn class were excluded from 
the pension rolls, who, but for such timely action, would still be 
fattening upon the spoils obtained th h a relation to the sol- 
dier whose memory was being dishonored every day. 

MARRIAGE AND DIVORCE. 

Some astounding doctrines concerning the marriage status of 
parties were promulgated by the late administration. 

In the case of Mary A. Garman, the facts showed that she was 
married to the soldier, Jonas T. Boynton (as whose widow she 
ae nsion), September 11, 1852, at Manchester, N. H. She 

from him in 1856, and then married William M. Stevens, 
sy rey N. H., in 1867, and lived with him until he died, in 
1876. One year later she heard that her husband was alive. On 
the 9th of he died. On May 23, 1884, she married Elbridge 
© Saas noid to thie cose (3 F. >. 179) that the 

was case voluntary separa- 
tion of Mary A. Garman and the soldier was equivalent to and 

tituted a divorce. 


id by the late adaaisiotration theat = Washam 
held by the late that a husk 


Pennsylvania 
any marital rights, and the other party is fully 
and Sanaa saan from all obligations and oun growing 
out of the 
The — of such ¢ 


., 67) it was likewise 
or wife who will- 


new faces. a great of ta Gecmmmnh, gities 
loose rein to its fancy, innovations upon the 

ww as these cases supply, it is time measures 
shoul So vaseubell Ue te careent abuses. 


such 
In the case of Lavanchia L. we IRE D., 247), this admin- 
istration, on June 2, 1894, overruled Garman case and all 
standing upon a common plane with it. This claimant, in her 
declaration for pension, alleged that the soldier to whom she was 
married June 5, 1868, at Salamanca, N. Y. , died January 2, 1888. 
Further, that she had been As prosemee. | married to Langford Hall, 
which whieh soncsiegs ses Chew by mutual consent. The claim was 
tans eal Ghah che would not Save Wied the 


eee bat it forthe opinion of the Department expressed in the case 
the Mary Garman case it was held by the Depart- 


ary A. 
ate 
sant (dame 1894) 
It is not Soteees $6 other tetoen extended discussion of 
aes fully ee Se nee Se eee 
that ke te a ee 
Saaaenicaa ieee the marriage relation. bu 
re remains orce until the death of one of “the parties, of unt fis 
annulled a7 ee eee ae 8 ee ee ee 2 Stewart 
and 167; entities 


RERATING OF WIDOWS’ PENSIONS. 
From April 15, 1890, under the doctrine announced im the 
of Rowland M. Jones (BP. D., 483), it was held that under tke 
Revised Statutes 


visions of section 4718, ee to 
file and prosecute an original claim for the rerating of 

husband's pension, Sonoathsueuer aod esiiniiehesoartla 
lifetime, and had left pending and unadjudicated in the 


Pecien ineseneniaokoa 


This doctrine was so repugnant to the 
of the law, as in section 4718, Revia vised Statutes, that on | Coser 


ee Scar ae ieee in the case of the 
widow of Rowland A. Colby (7 P. D., 24), and the practice 

made to conform to the original holding i in the Rowland M. J 
case (3 P. D., 72), in which it was declared that section 4718, 
vised Statutes, Se actualy poranon of ths hasband at hs| ch 


oa oer eeee 
te of his path, or for which eS Se 


to complete after his death; but oS Shag cana no right 
upon her to assert or a eee 
ee eeaee at Save pension cine Oi for which he hal 
not made claim in his lifetime. 


Not only is this doctrine believed to be the true constructjo) Lof 
section 4718, Revised Statutes, which makes the widow of a pe 
sioner or claimant for pension the residuary legatee, as it \..- 
of the fruits of his actual pension or of a claim asserted by |,, 
in his lifetime, and therefore pending (in the sense that it his ,,, 


~orkd 


yet been adjudicated) at his death, but any other holding 

have the effect of nullifying the law, for law simply a: 

izes the a himself to receive t upona claim 
and filed by him; and section 4718, Revised Statutes, sim) 


stows upon his widow the right to convert to her OWN tse 

ever balance may be found to be due to him, upon a clai 
sented in due form of law, in his lifetime. And to allow an ) 
holding would confer superior ts upon the soldier's wi y 
ceive allowance apom & peasi not do, if living, to wit. to r:. 
ceive allowance upon a pension for which he never made a 


STATE MILITIAMEN. 


SS ae in the case of Lonisa 
s. a ian in rofa 
State militia tion which was never in the service of th. 
United State and had never been recognised bythe War Depart- 
ment occupied a 

This erroneous by the overruling decision 
delivered October 26, ike be the consol Alvin Went t, P. D., 74), 
distimetion 


in which the was clearly drawn between those persons 
who served in the militia organizations which were inc|)ide) in 
the Arm othe United Sten by 8 re of the Presi- 
dent, oul of the United States, 
and those who were never even y in the military sery. 


Mr. . Hf it is not very 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. No; a very one. I want to 
is it mod's fact that the last G reference to the State matte 
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done so, the State militia who had Deion: the 
United States—— 
Mr. CURTSS of Kansas. Is it not a fact that the militiamen of 


ne were not 

the rolls, and the Adminis- 
erences a act which 
them on the rolls, but 
extend the same the militiamen of the other 


. McCLELLAN. I understand that am act was drafted. and 
of ane. 


Hi 
| 
: 
fi 
EEE. 
elise 


< 
‘ 
i 
t 
F 
: 
# 


a 
[? 
EE 
He 
Hil 


E 
il 


I did not intend to discuss this bil! in de- 

sections at this time, but I have been informed, an: | 

ee that it isproposed later onin 

bate Ae ee oe the gag rule and not permit amendments or 
the paragraphs 


of the under the five-min- 
ute rule, ‘iaateee 

Mr. CROWTHER. I would like to 
a question: Do I understand you to say that 


. McCLELLAN. I say that I hare heard it rumored, but 
trust it is not true. 
Mr. CROWTHER. Pardon me; I understood you to assert that 
such was the case. 
Mr. McCLELLAN. oie 16, aes a legislation, 
iz i roc of arch 
Section 10 is existing law (act of 13, 1896), and section 15 
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t my colleague for 
gag rule is to be 


is a reenactment of a last pension appropri: ation bill, 
Sections 2, 5, 7, fuse ths yume relioge of the Depart- 
ment, 
Sections 6 and 9 are » but 
party diiestalt og oleae in the report as allowing the 


ay sight of ay a im ordinary oy confronted | by his ac- 
s of justice, 1s 

it eiatended to be The proceedings \ whic 
under acharge of ! ral 

against a pe eke analogous to those before «+ 

— Theve to of any State where a grand os ites 
Se = investigation of the ovine 
seanpuh. ant ies and permits him to examine (h° 
evidence and to cross-examine the witnesses. Emay say that tw 
present Pension Bureau after ‘acie case 
oesies tees = ve the acoused a full : and fair 
this proviso is enact« 1 18 
needless to say that no pension, even though obtained Ly the mo® 
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1896. 


Secti tly drawn in the interest of pension attor- 
neys Tt —— ees run riot in the Pension Office and to 
os every scrap of paper in the ion of the Department 

for the purpose of ing possible clients and obtain. possible 

fees. section, besides putting the Government at the mercy 
of the pension attorneys, would require at least double the num- | 
ber of clerks in the Pension Office to serve the interests of the | 


attorneys. 
section 1 of the bill to practically overrule the 
Qcvinion 0 Sentai Reynolds in the Osterhout and similar cases. 
It was held by the late Assistant Secretary that the pensionable 
status, as prescribed in the second section of the act of June 27, 
1890, was regardless of section 4716, Revised Statutes. The effect 
of such an interpretation was to allow pension for disabilities of 
whatever character, including gunshot wounds received in a 
prior service in the Confederate army, as was done in the case of 
one George W. Coffee (4 P. D.,,.285), wherein it was held that the 
fact that the claimant served in the Confederate army prior to 
his enlistment and service in the United States did not impair 

i nsionable 








TO GALVANIZE EX-CONFEDERATES. 


honorabl 
the cases of Russell S. Cole (4 P. geen R. McCoy 


5 D., 369), and Louis Pereles (No. was held that 
soldier in the Union Army, who had ‘captured and 
pe asa of war, deserted to the enemy and joined 


army, and afterwards returned and succeeded in 
obtaining a discharge from his previous service in the Union Army, 
his own unsupported statement that his desertion and joining the 
ranks of the enemy was intended as a device or plan to escape 
from prison and rejoin his original command should be accepted 
as excusing his conduct, and avoid the 
inhibi of section 4716, Revised Statutes, and give 
iim 0 eee oot 
and 
the 


: 
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t 
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Reed (7 P. D., 95), decided December 13, 1893, 
in the case of Milo Osterhout, decided July, 1894, 
overruled the decisions cited and others rendered 
preceding Administration, which led to such anomalous 


the case Milo Osterhout (No. 491797) the facts were as fol- 
He deserted while a prisoner of war and joined the Con- 
federate ; he was recaptured afterwards in arms against the 
Government by the Union forces and held for some time as a 
Confederate of war, and released in June, 1865, on taking 
the oath of allegiance to the United States. He applied for pen- 
sion on account of disability contracted during his first Union 
service. It was held by this Administration that his right to pen- 
sion was barred under the circumstances of the case by the pro- 
visions of section 4716, Revised Statutes, which prohibits the pay- 
ment of pension to those who have voluntarily engaged in 
rebellion. This decision overruled all adverse decisions by the 
dministration and returned to the rule which had been 
followed in all similar cases by Secretaries Usher, Cox, Delano, 
Chandler, Schurz, Teller, Kirkwood, and Lamar, and, in fact, by 
overs Deen of the Interior since the war, saving only Secre- 
0 


pees bs go which the decision setting aside his ruling was 
based was the desertion of a prisoner of war and his enlist- 


ment into the forces of the enemy was to be construed as a plan 
and device for escaping from imprisonment to enable him to re- 
turn to his command, and was not voluntarily engaging in or 
i or abetting the rebellion. 

it was not denied in the Osterhout case that in some ex- 
ceptional instances such a theory might be sound, yet it was held 
that the act of desertion and joining the enemy is of such a sus- 
picious character that the bona fides of the party must be conclu- 
sively established, not only by direct testimony but by all the 
facts and the circumstances of the case, before it could be accepted 
as an excuse for what would otherwise be the gravest and most 
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either direct or circumstantial, going to show the bona fides of 
the applicant, except his own statement that he had deserted and 
joined the forces of the enemy—not to aid the rebellion, but to 
avoid the hardships of prison life, and for the purpose of escaping 


and rejoining his command. In other words, the unsupported 
statement of this class of applicants for pension was accepted as 
sufficient to countervail the prohibition of the statute and place 
them in line of duty while serving in the ranks of the enemy, 
when, at the same time, the man who had served his country 
faithfully and well, without a stain upon his military record, was 
required by the rules of the Department and the Pension Bureau 
to establish every material fact in his claim by evidence other 


than his own testimony or fail to obtain his pension. 

The adoption of the theory of an attempted escape to return as 
an explanation for the desertion to and service in the Confederate 
army of these applicants for pension necessitated the holding 
that they were in line of duty for pensionable purposes during 
the whole time; that their alleged plan, scheme, or method of 
escape or return was in progress even while bearing arms in the 
ranks of the Confederate army. So the late Assistant Secretary 
was driven by the position he had taken to decide in the case of 
Louis Pereles (No. 571677), on October 4, 1892, that the rejection 
of this claim by the Pension Bureau and the affirmance of said 
rejection on appeal by the Department on January 25, 1888, was 
error, and to set aside and overrule such action and direct the 
admission of the claim and the allowance of pension, although it 
was conclusively shown by the record, and so admitted by the 
applicant, that the disability for which he claimed a pension was 
incurred while he was actually serving in the Confederate army. 

Here we have an instance where pension was ordered by depart- 
mental ruling to be granted for disability incurred while actually 
serving in arms against the Government by which the pension 
was bestowed. It is safe to say that no administration had ever 
before so construed the law as to render possible such a monstrous 
anomaly. 

It was likewise held, in the case of Daniel B. Garrison (6 P. D., 
289), that the act of June 27, 1890, being legislation of a special 
nature, is independent of the provision forbidding pension to those 
who aided and abetted the rebellion. 

A single additional instance may be cited. In the case of Sarah 
C. Hutsell (5 P.D., 58) it was held that taking the oath of alle- 
giance to the Confederate States was not voluntarily aiding and 
abetting the rebellion and not disloyalty within the meaning of 
section 4716, Revised Statutes. 

It is noteworthy that the War Department records contain the 
following statement with regard to the husband of this claimant: 

Deserted; entered General Forrest's rebel lines; solemnly renounced his 
allegiance to the United States and swore true and faithful allegiance to the 
Confederate States. This oath was taken before Andrew Ewing, judge-adyo- 
cate of General Forrest's staff, October 15, 1862. 

Notwithstanding this record, this widow claimant was on ap- 
peal held, on March 24, 1891, to be pensionable. 

The act of June 27, 1890, was, undoubtedly, controlled by sec- 
tion 4716, Revised Statutes, and the act of March 3, 1877, which 
provided that— 

No =~ on account of pensions, shall be paid to any person, or to tho 
widow, children, or heirs of any deceased person. who in any manner volun 
tarily engaged in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the authority 
of the United States— 
and which denies pension, under the act of 1890, as well as under 
the general law—except in the case of persons wh», after par- 
ticipation in the rebellion against the authority of the United 
States, voluntarily enlisted in the Army of the United States, and 
who, while in said service, incurred disability from a wound or 
injury received or disease contracted in the line of duty (act of 
March 38, 1887)—to those who voluntarily aided and abetted the 
rebellion. 

Now, which construction ought to prevail—a construction in 
harmony with the law which grants accrued pension to the widow 
and children of a soldier who dies with a pending application un- 
der the act of 1890, who served his country without a stain on his 
record, or in case of his death without widow or children allow 
the unpaid portion of his pension to reimburse the person who boro 
the expenses of his last sickness and death and burial, or that con- 
struction which denied this justice to the widow and children and 
placed on the rolls instead of them those who served the Confed- 
eracy for a while and then, when the fortunes of war were found 
to be against them, enlisted and served merely for ninety days in 
the Union Army, as many did, just before the collapse of the re- 
bellion, a construction which in the case of Job White (7P. D., 
$12) placed this man on the rolls under the act of 1890 for imability 
to perform manual labor, when the facts in the case showed that 
the disability producing his inability to earn a support by manual 

bor was incurred in the Confederate service? 

It does not seem as though need exists to further demonstrate 
the necessity for the ruling in the Osterhout case and others of 
similar import by the present Administration in order to pre- 
vent the bounty of a generous Government from being misdi- 
rected to such persons as lifted their hands against it in actual 
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warfare, and compelling them, as well as those who claim that 
they were conscripted, by the strictest method of proof compati- 
ble with the case, to demonstrate their bona fides before they may 
be permitted to acquire a pensionable status under the act of 
June 27, 1890. 

I believe that entire justice is already accorded this class of 
— under the broad and liberal ruling of the Department 

how 

Where such enlistment and service in the Confederate army is sought to 
be palliated or excused on the ground of duress, that the same was not vol- 
un wy, or that it was for the purpose of escape from imprisonment by the 
so-called Confede , the presumption of voluntarily aiding and abetting 
the rebellion can only be overcome by the most positive, direct, and satis- 
factory evidence, and the uncorroborated testimony of a claimant will not be 
accepted to overcome such presumption. 

The first section of this bill has been greatly modified since it 
was originally drafted, but it still permits the ‘‘ galvanized” Con- 
federate, the man who waited until the close of the war and then 
deserted the flag he had sworn to support and went over to the 
Union Army mainly for the purpose of taking service in the West, 
away from the fire of the enemy—permits him to be foisted on the 
pensiou roll of the country and ee on an equality with the 
man who never deserted the flag, but who fought for the Union 
from start to finish. 
won GIBSON. Let me inform the gentleman from New 

ork—— 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I decline to yield. 

Mr. GIBSON (continuing). That there were thousands as good 
Union men as ever served the cause of the Union from Tennessee 
who went into the Army under such circumstances. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. I decline to yield-—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York can not be 
interrupted without his consent. 


COMMON-LAW MARRIAGE. 


Mr. McCLELLAN. Section 11 is ey intended to enact 
the common-law rule of marriage. hat it virtually does is to 
make section 4705 of the Revised Statutes universal in its applica- 
tion, and the section would be commendable if the wording were 
somewhat changed to accomplish the result evidently desired. 

The ition to make section 4705 of the Revised Statutes of 
the Unite. States universal in its application to marriage, extend- 
ing it to a between white persons, I believe to be unwise 
and that it would not subserve the yargons intended. 

Section 4705 was an act of public policy—a remedial act—and 
in its nature was akin to the laws enac by most of the South- 
ern States, remo or remedying the inconsistencies and mat- 
ters of injustice incident to ac of status from slaves to free- 
men of a great class of residents in these States, the whole 
necessity for such legislation being the desire to remove these dis- 
abilities, When, therefore, pensionable status was conceded to 
the widows of colored or Indian soldiers or sailors who had died 
or should hereafter die by reason of wounds or injuries received 
or disease contracted in the service of the United States, it was 
found necessary to make some provision by which the relation of 
these persons, not matrimonial in its inception, could be brought 
within a universal provision relative to the establishment of mar- 
riage. The foundation of this act lies in the inability of the slave 
= grey ora wey to slaves and to ae It is, =” 

act, an adoption of the law governing common-law i n 
force in every State in the Union save three, samsty, Waa 
chusetts, Maryland, and Kentucky. 

Section 4705 ai plies only to negroes and Indians, excluding 
marriage under the common-law rules in the three States above 
indicated. It will, therefore, readily be seen that the widows (in 
fact if not in law) who have resided in Massachusetts, Maryland 
or Kentucky are denied rights which never would be disputed had 
they been residents of any of the other States. In these three 
States—Massachusetts, oe and Kentucky—the widow of 
a colored soldier is afforded by section 4705 the facility for estab- 
lishing her marriage and title to pension, while the widow ofa 
es — married under the common-law rules, could estab- 

er, 

A case in point will illustrate this: Eliza Kelly claimed on 
as the widow of John D. ee te of Company K, Mary- 
land Infantry, claim No. 301,288. The evidence clearly showed 
ae contract by mutual nt in the State of Maryland 
on the 7th day of July, 1842. s claimant and the soldier con- 
tinued to reside ‘empalinne as husband and wife until the 12th day 
of September, 1877, when the soldier died. During these thirty- 
five years of continuous cohabitation together many children were 
esha = A ee oe palentaak wife by their 

and un as hus an 
friends and neighbors; that so conducted themselves at all 
times, respected and ved accordingly. A 
reason for the absence of ceremony was given and the claimant 
title in any other save the three States would be con- 
ceded to be clear and well founded. But under a law 


enacted 
more than three hundred and fifty years ago in England (July 1, 


APRIL 23, 


1540; reenacted 1712-1732, poner VIII, chapter 38), this woman's 
marriage must be held to be \ oid. 
It would seem to be neither consistent nor advisable to adoy+ 
this remedial slave legislation in order to give title to the widows 
of soldiers residing in these three States, and it is believed tha; 4 
provision of law to the effect that for pensionable purposes 1)\,r- 
riage established under the common-law rule, per verba de pri». 
senti, the parties being required to show that they were univers,|!y 
known, ees, and respected as husband and wife prior {5 
the death of soldier—this law being made to cover all the States 
of the Union, and it being indicated that it would in no way repea] 
or modify section 4705 of the Revised Statutes of the United States 
would accomplish the result desired. : 

The first part of section 13 is so framed as to give pension to 
bounty jumpers, who, having deserted, afterwards enlisted cain 
for bounty, and perhaps repeated this, but finally had a service of 
ninety days and honorable discharge without discovery. Tho 
second proviso in this section egacts a rule established by this 
Administration contrary to a preceding holding. 

PENSIONS NONCOMBATANTS. 

One of the sections of this bill (No. 17) seeks to overrule Secre- 
tary Reynolds’s decision in Shannon’s case. 

In the case of Richard Mace (5 P. D., 16) it was held by General 
Bussey that contract surgeons, having been made pensionalle by 
the acts approved March 8, 1865, and March 3, 1873, are likewise 
pensionable under section 2 of the act of June 27, 1890. 

The doctrine herein contained was overruled November 24, 1993, 
in the case of AndrewJ. Shannon (7 P. D., 64), in which it was de- 
clared that the pension re by section 2 of the act of June 
27, 1890, is imited to such persons as ly enlisted, or were 
mustered into the military or naval service of the United States: 
and service by a provost-marshal, deputy provost-marslial, en- 
rolling officer, and contract na is not such military service 
as is contemplated by section 2 of the act of June 27, 1890. Such 
persons are neither officers nor enlisted men; and having been 
employed in the civil branch of theserviceare not included within 
the terms of said section, and are not pensionable thereunder. 

The general doctrine was laid down that none of the classes of 
pone for whom special provision is made by the second, third, 

ourth, and fifth subdivisions of section 4698, Revised Statutes, 
can be considered as having been arly or legally in the mili- 
tary or naval service of the United States, or included within the 
terms of the second section of the act of June 27, 1890, or pension- 
able thereunder. This doctrine has been reaffirmed in tater de- 
cisions; but the decision in the Shannon case marked the turning 
point in the eer of this class of cases and corrected a practice 
that was without foundation of law. 

It is now sought by this bill to place these noncombatants, men 
who never saw a gray uniform, except that worn by a prisoner; 
men who had never faced the enemy, unless the enemy was a pris- 
oner and were under a ee is sought to place them 
on the same bavis under the of June 27, 1890, as the men who 
went to the front and fought for the flag from the very begin- 
ning. 

. MILNES. What section do you refer to now? 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Section 17. This section relates to non- 

combatants, and I have stated what it proposes to accomplish. 
NOTORIOUS ORDER NO. 164. 

The worst feature of this bill, however, is contained in sections 
8andi4. Itis gy these sections to undo the work of the 
board of revision, so ed, and to enact the illegal Order 164 of 
Green B. Raum, countersigned by Bussey. 

From the passage of the act of June 27, 1890, until September 
26, 1890, when the adjadication of claims under this act was be- 
gun, there was no formulated to govern such adjudications. 

ber 26, 1890, the Pension issued Order No. 162, 


t pensionable status under the act of June 27, 1890, is based upon the in: 
of the claimant for by manual labor on account of 


& t result of vicious habits. 
tion of the act of June 
of the Pension Bureau 12 
under said act. 
For some reason not definitely made known, just nineteen days 
later, about three election day, and, if my memory 
the time of nal encampment of the Grand 
, on October 15, 1890, Order 164 was issued 
ides that— 
as would be rated under 
Rene ceinre pensiouatie cise 
rated er deve 3 per month, 


the construction of 
rate was fixed 

by manual 

ed only 


which p 
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whereby the rate was fixed by the rule for measuring the degree 


of disability of service origin. , 
ustrate kings of Order 164, it may be said that if a 
7S oo ight deafness of one Sue and the deaf- 


man ffering from 
ness heen of corinne origin, he would be pensioned at the rate of 


, utterly regardless of whether it incapacitated him 
a eons of manual labor. Under Order 164, if a 
man suffering from slight deafness applied under the act of June 


woul rated in the same manner as though the 
ausatitity had Ce a service origin, and pensioned at $10 a 
month, which would be equivalent to saying that slight deafness 
of one ear rendered him ten-twelfths, or almost wholly, incapac- 
itated from the pipe of manual labor, a proposition so 
preposterous that it is difficult to conceive of any sane man for a 
moment supposing it to have been the intention of Congress. 

The practice authorized by Order 164 continued without abate- 
ment until January 7, 1893, when Assistant Secretary a was 
called upon to decide an appeal in the case of Henry H. Weike. 
(6 P. D., 198.) Referring to Order 164, he said: tie tile 

ma 
relat OTe BU nc, ho date of sae 
er, as understood by the Department when 
have been misconstrued 7 Bureau so far as it has 


been your to add the separate and schedule rates allowed 
eee Oe ect iitise in malting # rate under this act. . 


exceed seventeen- 
ice is not now 


rates of ie 


visi 
1800, is inability to earn a support by 
seengeesy for manual labor due te a permanent mental or physical 


Ese 
f 
i 
: 


this conclusion was reached the Department found that 
over 350,000 claims had already been adjudicated upon the errone- 
basis set forth in Order 164, It proposed to change its meth- 
ture, and approve a construction hitherto employed 
in violation of the law for the adjudication of over 350,000 claims 
already allowed, and to lay down a new rule, in accordance with 
the law, in the adjudication of the 200,000 and more claims unad- 
judicated and —. . 

With the > | the Weike decision before it, the present ad- 
ministration held that if Order 164 was illegal for the a 
200,000 claims, it must necessarily be illegal for the 350,000 an 
more claims already udicated, and therefore came the decision 
in — 's Lee oo co 8 — be placed 
upon same yet the Bennett decision was not 
reached until the admission had been obtained from the chief 
medical officer of the Department, who, by the bye, was a Re- 
publican and a member of General Raum’s adntinistration, that 
in ae claims under the act of June 27, 1890, disability 
for performance of manual labor was never taken into con- 


WORK OF THE BOARD OF REVIEW. 


The result of the Bennett decision was the formation of the so- 
called board of revision. It is now proposed in this bill to undo 
all the work of this board of revision, to place these men upon 
the on rolls, and afford the right of review to the men whose 

have been discontinued or reduced, and not to afford that 
right to the men whose pensions have been allowed at just and 


rates. 

board of review was in existence from June 9, 1898, to June 
30, 1895. I desire to be perfectly frank with the committee. The 
number of ers dropped from the rolls was 6,329; the num- 
redu was 23,702; the number of pensioners 
under the act of June 27, 1890, and renewed under gen- 
. Ww, 3,366; ey ey oe ioners avitanet was oe. 
ow, assuming alaw, and assuming that 
reductions in the cases of the 23,702 pensions reduced amounted 
to one-half—and I am sure tlemen on the other side will con- 
cede that that is a very te estimate—we find that the an- 
Ti apemaaree for the restoration of these claimants alone, 
sina working Seis tall on ref 617,920 aceon 
amount to $2,617, per annum; 
and when we add to that the claims that will hereafter be adjudi- 
deserters, the bounty jumpers, and the gal- 
Confederates who are placed upon the rolls under this 
bill I think the estimate is very moderate when I say $5,000,000 

T may oy y cotimane the history of Co: 
Say ry ngress 
that has ever been > of the probable cost of a pension act has 


The Senate Committee on Puosione estimated that the act of 

ten 4 0,60 Aa a marc fact during th pat year nearly 
a ’ 

$60 z uring _ ear nearly 


is act alone. ask leave 
&t this point to insert in my remarks in the RECORD two tables 






S 


for the information of the committee, illustrating the work of the 
Pension Office during the present Administration. 
TABLE No. 1.—Act of June 27, 1890. 


June 27, 1890, claims allowed ies to and during the week ended June 10, 
1893 (the order establishing the board of revision is dated June 7, 1898): 
Invalid original 


Sihtiavsanatindknapdecvin aheces a . 402,158 
ann Ok ts sdunaenebeeceecmibece cacaueed 85, 378 
ane 27, 1890, claims pending and unadjudicated (week ended) March 4 
fe Invalid. 
REE Ot Ribs heriendin uuu ccecucoecaseccéécece«cancces 111, 880 
With pending original invalid .................. 2, O80 
Wien rejected original invalid.................................. 10, 184 
With certificate invalid pending................................ 18, 789 
With certificate invalid not pending ....................... 45, 255 
Natl nrtncfeichneitasonn seoee--- 218,147 
vA Widows. 
as yl 
> i “(CA , 
With Nn cee wa cana 3, 499 
With certificate widows, not pending.......... 2.2... -ennne 800 
A a cons 81,149 
Us sk de etinnwecceecnwenesi 209, 296 
Statement of work performed by board of revision from June 9, 1893, to 
June 30, 1895: 
Number of pensioners dropped from rolls...... ............---------.. 6, 829 
Number of pensioners reduced..........................-...--.--- . 23,702 
Number of pensioners dropped under act June 27, 1890, and renewed 
ele Sl belli ccnccnncenéedcensenwsaceced ncce .... 8,366 
Number of pensioners continued ................ 2... -ccce---ecceeccee-- 187,271 
Total number of cases revised ...... ...... 2... ..ccccccceccccnece- 220, 670 


TABLE No. 2.—Statement showing the various causes for which pensioners 
were Goes’ hom the rolls between March 1, 1893, and March 24, 1896, inclu- 
sive, and the number dropped for each of such causes. 

io ccnknmatebs nesecsacesee cee acc eceaseeseeeseseces 15 

Allowed on fraudulent evidenc 





weaccosces $uenanceesccewaceses cocconscesocsd e2 
Ld 8 os «ds siphinwediveedd dbkdasicacaenccda 1 
ET a 
nd incnnccncadinekdnakaecnaensedancenseseeun 2 
oe cwncns meccenncaccecccocccececcccccece 3 
Death of soldier not due to service ... 2... ooo. occ e cock ec eee eee eee cane 30 
Disloyalty (act of June 27, 1800) ..................-..--.--....--- 900 


es ia ans couse medioen estccecsens 27 
Disability due to vicious habits (act June 27, 1890) 7 
Did not perform service alleged . ii 
ee ls cennkadtincnenedeceaacseseencosteaccece 


* 179 
enc cewnn aenneuacedceconcébecseccece 2 
Mother living {copendent ions atemhuuacsensdpos sngheinleseimant 3 
Nodisability; feigned to obtain pemsion.......................... gadieenal 2 
No service in war of rebellion (1800) -.....- 2.220222. occ c eee ee eee 56 
i cae a cadaedaccsostasenscess aa 25 
ae os acecssasnecucecenecs . Wi 
Not father or mother of soldier....................... : nhictietin earbade ll 
it a - 
Not soldier's legitimate child (minor).............. ital stillet dasapunaiiia hal 4 
Not required service (Indian wars) ......................... 7 
Not honorably discharged (1800) ......................................- ia 91 
Not disc ict iindiicnimiteenesh soccacddeatbonceccecoe 14 
Not in United States service 


eld inhinnbddibee i. 62 

Other means of support than daily labor (widow, 1890). __- oiiatineliian 74 

Pensioned for disability—law provides pension for wounds only (old 
war).... 





Senden bahen Ondens Setcbaseceeseeedconccescece coccce - 1 
Rating fixed on medical examination of another person of same name. 1 
EEN SS A a 2 
a esdnecuesnedccesceecece 107 
Remarriage prior to 1890 (act June 27, 1890) ....... 2.2.2.2... -----0-- nee 
Wr OR oo crccaecncncccucscesoccasceseccocecace lect 1 
Soldier still living -.............. its sii alent caattidii Gieidinetetaditenahiinsemdidneamniiaianen 20 
Soldier left widow or minor (dependent parent) -......................... 6 
no. s cenenccccceassccenceccon l 
Soldier not identical with one who rendered service..................... 35 
Served less than ninety days (1800).... ............ lesinldeeeeanininnttelmaiilia as 100 
Served less than sixty days (Mexican war)............................... 12 
Served less than thirty —— a i cece costes 5 
Violation of act of August 7, 1882 (widow) ....... - 4% 
Widow declared unsuitable person to have custody of minor children... 3 
Disability existed prior to enlistment...................... sian taatenionn 57 
es cauantlenonss a@banuecdocwec 9” 
te nang eaucenecucesenceeuece 1 
ee nwsecconeseoeeeeces 26 
Soldier not legitimate son of pensioner l 
Disability self-inflicted ......................... 2 
Invalids, cause unknown.............. Bik ictaees : ate caaale 18 
ee ecutioamenecavene 77 
TE Aiedantndeneudban atbece 3, 392 


THE PRESENT CONGRESS THE ENEMY OF THE TRUE SOLDIER. 

The present Congress has refused relief to the regimental and 
camp nurses, a class of most self-sacrificing women who should 
long ago have been placed on the pension rolls. They have been 
pushed aside by this bill. The present Congress has up to this 
time turned a deaf ear to the request for a moderate increase in 
the pensions of the armless and legless, the maimed veterans of 
the late war, a class of soldiers who carry with them evidences 
of their gallantry. Their bill has not thus far been considered— 
it has been laid aside for this. 

In the Fifty-first Congress, when the Republican party was in 
control, instead of passing a service-pension bill that would have 
been just and equitable, it passed this act of June 27, 1890, with 
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all ite inconsistencies. The Republican party is again in control, | of Pensions and the records of the office of the Adjutant-General of t},, A 

As I understand it, several service-pension bills have been intro- es os ee i Gee cae ee office ; 
duced. They have all been laid aside for this, and now the ma- | june 27, 18%), or to tiees widow any pension has — eat 1 
jority of the House submit for your consideration this bill that | and to continue the name of such r, enlisted man, or widow ( 
gives no relief to those soldiers who most need it, drawn for the | pension rolls of the United States, end to cause such officer. enlisted 
purpose of protecting a class of men who are not worthy of the @uc.?. Thee any officer or enlisted man of —— — a 
ample provision it makes for them. No thinking, fair-minded | Corps of the United States, having served as stoweenit, and the wi. 
man, in any part of the country, and least of all, to its honor be it | BY me ae = a ae — 2 7 ro ree’ as aforesaid, 1 
said, in that part of the country that constituted the Confederacy, a Tcmetion.  iieditae eniien dieatbemamademer of reel applica. 
begrudges for one moment one cent of the magnificent appropri- | ble discharge from the y, Navy,or Marine Corps of the Unit..\_ - 
ations that are annually made for the payment of pensions; but I whic discharge shall oa service en the period aforesaid, t . 
think, andI believe that my opinion is in line with that of the vast | Wi} satisfactory proof of the identity Saaiieedtios te. 
majority of old soldiers, that the old soldiers of the Union Army od thendion, aan shall cS 
should be pensioned in accordance with the service that they ren- 
dered, and in recognition of the wounds and disabilities that they 


oe ; . be deemed and held . t 
application and proof to entitle ae to the fits of thi $ 
no — be ont _ ee who shall ha ; 

received while fighting vn? the “7 meng and not as an indirect the ow of aa such hoor or enlisted = yy peeord of cou ~ 

method of bribery against election day. on have removed or amended me of an hy ‘ 
The self-respect of the old soldier should be maintained. He | fischarge. covering the period of eulistment from which such officer or cn. 
should not be brought down to the level of men he would be 

ashamed ‘to call his comrades. The pension roll should be kept a 

roll of honor. It shouid be kept free from the names of J 

of bounty jumpers, and of the men who, influenced by motives of 

revenue only, eserted the flag of fhe “lost cause.” ‘With all its 






























































deserted. 
Sec. 8. That no fee or compensation shall be allowed or paid to any at: 5. 
ney or agent for any service in or aiding in procuring the «!\,w. 
= of any pension under this act, and itshall be unlawful for any pers) 

solicit, accept, or receive gratuity, or reward trom any 
applicant for eeeeaiartiineeneibareetonaes servi reeley 
ing to the or allowance of such pension. 




















— friendship for the old soldier, constituting, as itdoesin| Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask leave to insert iy ny 
own estimation, a sort of “ old soldiers’ friendship trust,” this | remarks certain decisions of Reynolds in illustration ¢: 
bill is the best that the Republican party of the Fifty-fourth Con- | what I have ; 

i rently able to produce. mountain has labored| TheCHAIRMAN. The from New York asks unani- 


gress is 
and brought forth a mouse! This bill should not pass. 
A SERVICB-PENSION ACT THE REAL SOLUTION. 
I send to the desk and ask to have read in my time a bill which 
I should feel inclined to offer asa substitute for this bill, but, 
unfortunately, I understand no such opportunity will be given 
me. It isa service-pension im substance similar to one that 


mous consent to insert in remarks certain decisions. 
| Mr. PICKLER. What is the request? 
Mr. McCLELLAN. To imsert in my remarks some decisions of 


Mr. riCktEE In the Bennett case? 
Mr. McCLELLAN. The Bennett and two or three other de 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, that leave will be given, 
There was no objection. 
Mr. PICKLER. I yield ten minutes to the tleman from 
ae on the committee, Mr. Woop, being out. 
Mr. of Mr. Chairman, it had not been my in- 
tention to take any partin the discussion of the bill now wader oon- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole. Not that I do not fee! an 
interestin the welfareand happiness of the old soldiers of the civi! 
war or eo In fact, sir, noservice that | have 
pended desing sy So has been ren- 
dered more than which has given to the old 
soldiers of my Isatsilent whilethe committee were for- 
ing this feeling every confidence and expectation that 
they would report a measure that would be entirely satisfactory to 
the loyal veterans of the civil war and to those in this Cham|:r 
who wished fitly to recognize their honorable service, but | au 
chliged to di from of this bill,and my reasons for so 
doing are these: Many abuses that have crept into the ad- 
ministration of the Pension Department and that we have sought 
to remedy have arisen from omnes too much discretion to the 
Pension ,and I find this bill fails to remedy that 
evil. Indeed, in the second section of the bill, in line 4,1 find a 
startling concession to the that has prevailed for several 
years in the management of the Pension Department. Sectivn « 


Sec. 2. That from and after the passage of this act no pension heretofore 

or which may hereafter be ei ted cone, mi laws shall be 

reduced or discontinued except for clerical error, mistake of fact, or 
from disability. 


; : Mr. Chairman, that when we come to con- 
sider this bill under the five-minute rule for amendment | *!1"!! 
move to strike out words “mistake of fact” and “the recov- 
fen. — beens ” believe that those six words wil! have ° 

officers , and that they will be interpreted by the pr 
ent of the Pension Department in a way calculated tor" 
upon the a and to him from obtaining and 
which is his rigit at the hands o this Government. 
Seana Why, Chairman, what mistake of tat ©!" 
civil % that has been granted to an old soldirr the 
war? Any man who runs the gauntlet of Government 
oe of the officers of that Department * 
| reopening to the facts of his case —, agains 
later officers of the Department. In a cout’ 
Inv oach proces is deemed to be res adjudicata, and 1 should 
know in the of thisGovernment. | 
head no reason why there should be always dangling overt the 
af the pensioner possibility that gome new fact will de- 
velop which will set aside the honorable that he has re- 
ceived, and I object to the matter being open 50 that any 
and eumoyemnce, Therefore frepet when the prope 
have of this bill is reached, Lehall move that the languas° 
indicated be stricken from it. Then, as to “recovery from 


















the Fifty-first Congress, which was 
bill. Re epee Str ens Seen ; 
my personal opinion, I 
Coe bo eens & Ga 002 2s ae Se ae ee 
problem of pensions. It is, i 

approval of every fair-minded man and the ion of almost 
every honest soldier. I ask the Clerk to it in my ‘time. 

Mr. RAY. Do offer that as a substitute now? 





i 
. 
i 































I do not pretend that itis perfect. It is only a step in the right 
direction. It would be far less expensive than the act of 
June 27, 1890, which it is intended to repeal. 
‘were some such | ion enacted it woul 
the pension question out of tics, which should be the purpose 
of every true friend of the ald soldier. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

for the of diem 

A bill providing for no guaatins <f ous Sexvice pensions netiamne 

Be tt etc.. That the act of the of the 4 
groved June 880, entitled “Am act en Snel 
sre slenn te elhcieg, siaor ceihiouucanl Gapeuhoah gavecin™leomaal tater 
Fe repealed, and all pensiousalioewed or said act prior to the 
approval of this act ant. all aim or Fight to any’ such pens or the allow- 
ance or ent of any euch pension, cease and be de: upon the 
approval « of this a except at oy eee ——,. ses 
and directed to on the ralis.of the Usted Bretes the name of 
any person in the section, and grant to such person a 

Bn0 kh That the per to whom this act shall apply, and who shall be en- 
titled as beneficia: hereunder, are as follows: Any officer or enlisted man 
who shall have served in the Army. Navy, or oa < the United 


Sta including regulars and volunteers, ent to day of April, 
= to the Ist Gay of July. 1865, and 
ch service. Also 
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” who is to say when the pensioner has recovered from 
dicohiky, ? he to ons to ame coe exhibiting 
i distress for fear that some sneaking spy may 
his suffering and ¢isvok to deprive him of the bounty which the 


discourage the t tal ystem in this country 
the tattle-tale spy system y, 
. [Applause.] I want to ange Does nee = 
igni i tem t now exists, anc 
dignity of this Government the spy — ae “i apm 
Department will be more vigor- 
ous in the prosecution a closing up of pending claims and less 


vigorous pensioner case has been adju- 
dicated. ; For one, I object to any such being 
left in this law. It no or : hat soldier 
can recover from the injuries received in battle or the hardships 
endured for months and years of service in the field? No man 
came out of the army as as he went into it, exposed to its 
hardships and perils. Hundreds and thousands of men are obliged 
to crawi t 


life, bearing the effects of their service as cri 
ples and invali sites Tcant the law oo fenaned that they ahall 
not live in fear that any cowardly informant, spy, or detective is 

i watching for some upon which 
every word that falls from pensioner’s 
i ee ee 
that may be reported to the Department which enable them 
and make the remaining years of his 
I believe it to be the duty of 


bility of such ——— in the 
two reasons; because I want 


band of meddlesome tattle tales who have about 

ae cit tent @ elt ves of Bemcanatic 

Administration trying to Bid some pretext upon which to drop 
i from roll. 

Peror my part 1 want nomore of it. When the ion is granted 

I want it to tothe pensioner for life, and i do not want any 

Comunissioner of to have the right to strike a pensioner 


from the rolls because, forsooth, in his t the man seems 
to have recovered from his disability. eo 
Is it to some person who does not 
pensioner? Who knows whether he 
No one but himself. Many a man carries 
an agreeable smile when he is enduring con- 
es a en aet tees to enpese to 
1d. any legislation which will 
Pensions to disregard the 
Why, our gallant friend the gen- 
HENDERSON |, who sits.upon this floor, 
ean ee Sener ee ae 
and rendered service to country in campaign that 
oe Riteeemieen Wedecien ! I say a man 
can recover from such injuries. There never will be atime 
in his life when he will be as good a man as he was when heentered 
the UnionArmy,and I do not want any officer of this Government 
or aS have the ao say that he has recovered, 
knows that he not, and is not in an t 
80 Fag ag ye he entered the service in defense of the 5 
‘i Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

. MILES. a person who has been upon the pension 
rolls oe a insanity should recover his reason, would 
the gen have the pension continued at $72 per month? 

of . I will answer the gentleman from 
MILgs] in this way: If any man is upon the pen- 
held by officer of the Govern- 
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nan think that the defects of 
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il 


laws would under a ablican Admin- 
with ita just and liberal construction a and execution of 
ee such an Administration would there 

of Michigan. ‘Tho gentloman is undoubtedly cor- 
s We never can account for some of the 
thing aivaiadlites = 
things which they regret; and in or- 
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on with the administration of the | 
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der that there may be no opening left for a possible reversal of 
their good judgment again, I would foreclose the question by an 
act of Congress and let the pension be guaranteed to the pensioner 
for life. 

Mr. MORSE. My friend kaows that the American people 
would not again go after “strange gods " during the next twenty- 
five years. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Iam hopeful in that respect, as the 
gentleman is. But in order to provide against such a possibility 
| would make this bounty which goes to the pensioner a bounty 
for life, so that it may never be disturbed while he shall live and 
shall wish to receive it. 

Mr. Chairman, this morning on my way to this Capitol I passed 
the magnificent monument erected to the memory of Gen. Win- 
field 8. Hancock. It will soon be unveiled upon Pennsylvania 
avenue leading to this Capitol. It was but a quarter of a cen- 
tury ago that the soldiers who helped maintain Hancock’s col- 
umns at Gettysburg marched up that street; and while you are 
putting into monuments and upon tablets the memory and glory 
of the achievements of Hancock, I ask you not to forget that 
thousands of veterans who walked up that avenue bleeding and 
wounded after the close of the war are still haunting the Pension 
Department of this country asking that justice may be done them 
in their old age. eo es And I say to you that 500,000 ap- 
plications are still undecided and soldiers who believe that they 
were injured to a pensionable degree are waiting at your doors. 
They helped to make the campaign of Hancock memorable. It 
was upon his right and upon his left that the soldiers filed into 
the thinned ranks from which their comrades fell and made it 
impossible for the foe to successfully pierce that line of living 
fire. [Applause.} Im my Congressional district and State thon- 
sands of those veterans are still waiting for this Government to 
—_ upon their claims, while thousands of them are trembling for 

ear that they may be dropped from the pension roll without even 
the formality of a public hearing. In the interest of those men 
who saved their country, who did so much that we younger men 
might enjoy the blessings of liberty here, I say it is our duty to 
rotect them now and make the future years of their lives less 
iable to annoyance than they have been in the last four years. 
[Applause. } : 

Mr. MORSE. Icertainly hope that my friend from Michigan did 
not understand me as making any apology for the present admin- 
istration of the Pension Office. 1 believe it is contemptible. { Ap- 

lause on the ublican side.|] I believe that the Commissioner 

overridden the acts of Congress and assumed legislative as 
well as judicial functions, and that he has done great wrong to 
the pensioners of thiscountry. I am making no apology for him. 

r. SMITH of Michigan. I would not ascribe any hostile mo- 
tive to the gentleman from Massachusetts, but call the attention 
of this House to the fact that those six words ‘‘ mistake of fact” 
and “recovery from disability” leave it open to any future admin- 
istration of the Pension Department to drop these veterans when 
it is impossible, owing to the death of their comrades, for them 
to furnish the new testimony that would reinstate them; and | 
believe it to be our duty to close this door now. 

In another part of this bill I find that for fraud a public hearing 
shall be given; that for fraud a man shall have the right to face 
the witnesses. and to be represented by an attorney. But where 
in this act is the authority for the pensioner to meet face to face 
the man who shall sneak around and peer through the window of 
his castle and see that he is enjoying himself in the last years of 
his life and that such enjoyment is inconsistent with the pain and 
sufferings of which he has complained? 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Certainly. 

Mr. MILES. The gentleman will find that the first part of see- 
tion 4 meets the objection he urges. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Not at all. 

Mr. MILES. I think if the gentleman will read it he will find 
that it does meet exactly the objection. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That relates only to cases where ob- 
jection has been raised on the ground of fraud. But it is our duty 
that is what I am claiming—to shut this door now against the 
opportunity of depriving these men of their pensions on mere 
technical grounds, and give to the veterans the right in old age 
to feel secure in the pension which the Government has ‘seen 
proper to give them. care not who formulated this bill; [ care 
not who revised the first edition of it; I would be in favor of over- 
riding anyrule adopted here that wil! not leave the pensioner abso- 
lutely secure in his title from the Government. I repeat that it is 
our duty to doit, and it is our duty todoitnow. Let us do it thor- 
oughly and courageously, so that there may be no misapprehension 
in future. We do not want any further rulings that will set aside 
the e will of Congress. 

Mr. MILES. If the gentleman will allow me, I want again to 
call his attention to the fact (and parenthetically I may say that 
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I do not stand as pier for this bill) that I think he is labor- 
ing under a mistake in the objection he is urging to this measure. 
If he will permit me, the first part of section 4 provides— 

That hereafter, in the administration of the pension laws, all investigations 
into the merits of any pension previously allowed shall be by question and 
answer, under oath, in open session, after due notice to the person or persons 
who may be affected thereby to be present personally or by attorney. 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Present where? 

Mr. MILES. Well, of course, that is, I suppose, a matter to be 
left to the discretion of the Department. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Il repeat the question, Where? Are 
you going to oblige a soldier to come all the way from Michigan 

ashington to answer a claim or charge against him? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, that would not be required. Under the 
rules and regulations of the Department they go to where the 
soldier lives. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. There is nothing in this bill that 
makes that peers 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the practice of the De ent now. 

Mr. MILES. That is a matter of practice in the office, of course. 
This Administration, and all Administrations, have always gone 
to the pane home and conducted the examination there, and 
this bi aa that this examination shall be conducted in open 
session, in the presence of all persons interested and in the pres- 
ence of the attorney for the claimant, if desired. So that the ob- 
jection of the gentleman vane no force. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. the fourth section of this bill it is 
es that where fraud is alleged there shall be an investiga- 

on at the county seat in the county in which the pensioner re- 
sides; and I make the claim that you should make that section 
apply in every case where the pension is questioned. I do not 
believe the pensioner should be called to go a distance from his 
home, to go to a remote part of the country, perhaps to come to 
Washington, to establish a right the Government has accorded to 
him after due examination. 

Mr. PICKLER. This applies in every case where the pension 
is questioned. 

r. SMITH of Michigan. Where there is fraud alleged. But 
suppose a man is held up by the Pension Office under the spy sys- 
tem, and is claimed to have recovered from the disease from which 
he was suffering, then where is the examination to be held? 

Mr. PICKLER. The only difference is that where fraud is 
charged ae go to the county seat and conduct the examination 
or hearing, but where other things are charged it has been the 
practice to go to the soldier’s home and meet him and his wit- 
nesses there and conduct the examination. The trouble has not 
been there, but in the rating and in the medical examinations. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. In answer to the gentleman from 
South Dakota, whose loyalty to the soldiers all will admit, I will 
say that this is a mere regulation of which he speaks. But we 
are now formulating a law, and we ought to make it mandatory 
on every Commissioner of Pensions who questions the disability 
of the soldier to go to his home and find out the truth of the alle- 
gation and enable him to meet the charges and to present his own 
witnesses face to face. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the case now; that is the practice. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Under what law? 

Mr. PICKLER. There is nostatute providing forit. It is sim- 
Pi ir SMITH of Michigan, That is just the point; th ht 

r. of Michigan. just the point; there 
to be a rule of law for it. 8: oT 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). If the gentleman will allow me 
in case of fraud they go to-day, and have always done so under all 
Administrations, and make the examination at the home of the 
soldier, taking his statement, and he gives the names of the wit- 
nesses he wants to call, and he is informed of those that the Gov- 
eyes tocall. This bill provides that in cases of fraud 
there shall be a more formal examination; that the pensioner shall 
be cited to the county seat; that he shall have the privilege there 
of being represented by his attorneys. 

Mr. H of Mich I admit what the gentleman says in 
the case of fraud. I want to make it obligatory in all cases where 
hostile action is contemplated. 

Mr. MILN 


Let me ask the gentleman from South Dakota 


* ES. 

if a soldier who is drawing a pension is deprived of it for any rea- 

ee 2 he not hurt just as much as if he was deprived of tt for 
rau 


Ph. PICKLER. He can not be deprived of it except for 


Daciantie 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The language of the bill is: 
Except for fraud, clerical error, or mistake of fact. 


Mr. PICKLER. The tleman is borro 
trouble about those ** mistake of fact.” 
take of fact” have a technical meaning in the Pension 
do not refer to an which the gentleman has in 
. SMITH of Michigan. I understand there has been - 
judication on that language, and I understand it is held to 


a great deal 
e words ‘‘ 


in this one case, that it would be a mistake of fact if a pensi, 
was granted at $10 a month and actually put in the certifjc.;.,, ot 
$16 a month. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is a clerical error. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. It is a clerical error and a mistake 

Mr. PICKLER. Does not the Lngaenes think that is righ} * 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I think it is right to correct j; 
Mr. PICKLER. That is all they do here. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. But I would not leave such 
lan to apply to such a technical question. 

. ICKLER, Neither have we. 

Mr. — = ae I oo strike out that general Jan. 
guage, or e wo e age what is intende 
Ae eee ie tueling ie teem end clot — 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me put a case to the gentleman from 
Michigan. The gentleman gives a instance of a clerical er. 
ror. Suppose the Pension ce, an adjudication, allows a 
man $10 a month, and the clerk, in making out his certificate 
gets it $16. We want to correct that. That is right. Now. in 
regard to a mistake of fact. Su &@ woman married a soldier 
five years ago, and that soldier , and she continues to draw 
the pension, and it turns out that this soldier had a legal wife je. 
fore he married her, and that that wife comes in now for her lega] 
pension. That would be a mistake of fact that ought to be cor. 


rected. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, I say this—— 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). Or suppose the case of a wrong 
man. Suppose there is some man drawing a pension under some 
other man’s name. Suppose John Jones, of Tennessee, is draw- 
ing a pension in the name of John Jones, of Ilinois, and it is g 
clear case of that kind—a mistake of fact. 

Mr. SMITH of Mi . No, sir; thatisa fraud, and it should 
be so denominated, and this law provides for it. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is a mistake of fact as well as a fraud, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. No; it is nota mistake of fact. Itis 
a fraud, and it is open to review. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will not detain the gentleman any longer, 
because I appreciate his earnestness in behalf of the soldier: but 
this matter of allo anybody to draw a pension, where it 
becomes known that it is a mistake, does more to create prejudice 

st the pensioners than an that can be brought about. 

ow, what the gentleman complains of, the words ‘mistake of 
fact,” are a technical term, and do not refer to ratings or anything 
of that kind. Under this bill the pensioner will be absolutely 
safe in his pension. Pass this bill, and he will be absolutely safe, 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. 
guage that follows, ‘ from disability ”’? 

r. PICKLER. I agree with the gentleman from Michigan to 
this extent—that there will be very few pensioners in the United 
States who will recover; but we have had such instances brought 
to the attention of our committee; for instance, where a man had 
been pensioned at the rate of $72 for blindness, and he seemed to 
be totally blind for a time, but afterwards recovered his sight al- 
together. Now, I do not think the gentleman can say that it is 
fair to anybody that that man after recovery should continue to 
draw $72 a month for his whole life. The burden of proof, of 
course, is on the Government to show that the soldier recovers, 
and I have no idea that anybody will suffer injustice from this 


provision. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Sup itis claimed by somebody 
that a blind — has ~— - he a = Osc) ch we you 
going to t issue t, and upon what kind of pleading’ 

Mr. PICKLER. You would try the issue as you would any 
other case before the Pension Office. ; 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Why not on sworn complaint, as 
in cases of all fraud? 

Mr. PIC In such a case as that the man has the phy- 
sicians. He can be examined by the physicians. The whole thing 


is all . 

; , now, if the gentleman will allow me, | would 
like the attention of the gentleman from Missouri. I want to call 
his attention to the fact that the bill covers everything in the 
language of section 4: 


general 


How will he be safe under tlie lan- 


That hereafter in the administration of the pension laws all invest igations 
into the merits of pension previously allowed shall be by question 42 


h, in di notice to th srson or per 
sons who ma te affected thereby to ue © per 


any present personally or by attorney. 
ors 5 Soo member of this House to make any objection 


Mr. SMITH of Michigan. That section is good, and | am not 
ovine er 
Mr. PI . We first contem pu in every inves 


after con- 


on that has 
tion has to be 











ep 






attorney. 
ING. Vvhat is meant by “‘ open session ”? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman certainly 
understands the practice of the Pension Office. In every Admin- 
istration these special examiners go to where the soldiers live and 


testimon . They must go to the claimant. 
it BURTON. of Missouri,” Very well. You require when 
fraud is that the allegation shall be reduced to writing and 
sworn to. Now, in case some one claims that the pensioner has 


vered, wh do you not require that that allegation of recovery 
shall be ohne to-writing and sworn to? 


Mr. PICKLER. Lae ee to _ om. That isa med- 
ion, and wo e upon the proof. 
iced BURTON of i Aah yo T had to hustle around 


down in my district and get up affidavits to prove that the man 
still blind. 
"ier: PICKLER. You did not have to do that. 
Mr. BURTON of Missouri. But I did. 
Mr. PICKLER. Thatwascertainly unnecessary. Every special 
examiner goes to the neighborhood where the claimant lives and 


the proof. : 
ae BURTON of Missouri. The examiner did go to the neigh- 
borhood. 


Mr. PICKLER. Did he not examine the witnesses? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Yes, sir. . 

Mr. PICKLER. And did he not take the testimony er 
body that the soldier gave him the names of? Now, while I do 
not admire the present Administration in its conduct of the Pen- 
sion Office, the ial examiners are required to take all the tes- 


ffered. 
OL BURTON of Missouri. Well, the claimant did not know 


hing about it. 
ante PICKLER. He received notice, and he must have known 
about it. 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Very well. Where it is alleged 
that a man has recovered and the Government is required to go 
into this in I want the statements to be made under oath. 

It must be made ud + oath, because the bur- 
is on the Government to show that he has recovered. 

The MAN. Thegentleman from Michigan has the floor. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Now, Mr. Chairman, what 1 com- 
plain of particularly in this bill is this: That in section 2 the 
words ae Sam or eres Some disability on a 40 
open where er’s rig is pension may be question 
arbitrarily by the Pension Bureau. 

And it not do what the report of the committee says it does. 
For instance, the report of the committee says: 

Bt a 
him in be Cecine - years. =ae ye on aa gy my! been critically 
inspected, reaso. e ™ 0} oO 
drawing pensions who ane not entitled to them. , ee 

It does not guarantee to the pensioner that ‘‘ peace of mind”; 
and I think he never will have that ‘‘ peace of mind,” after the 
sad experience of the past three years, until these three words are 
stricken out of the law and no opening left for any future Com- 
missioner to override and drop his pension. 

If there is any citizen in this Republic that I honor more than I 
bye it vo who — a gun at oe — oe es 
an gray- mother with pale and trembling 
aS Se oon Tee tase Ss 

or to the child perhaps but newly 

i ieee nee back to say, ‘‘ Good-bye; 7 calls; my 
country is in danger, and I go forth todo its battle.” I honor the 
and died in such a cause, and I love the living. 

House to minimize all the ibilities cal- 
culated to — the soldier of this little mite of bounty that has 
been to him by this t Government; and I give 
notice that a and insist that these three words shall be 
stricken from this and that the further possibility of dropping 
the pensioner shall be forever foreclosed to future Commissioners 
ae ofthat Department. [Loud applause 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit a few remarks 
—— bill. It is not a question of sentiment that we are con- 

g here; it is os on as to whether we shall give our 
toa a measure to cure some defects in the ad- 


> 


ministration laws. It is not my desire, being a 
member of the ttee on Invalid Pensions, to offer any amend- 
ment to this bifl. I shall support it as a measure that will perhaps 
Temove some of causes of complaint against the present ad- 


it if some amendments are made, which I trust some gentleman 


the Whole. 
The laws now in force are not generally unfair or un- 
just to the pensioner. If gentlemen will recall discussions in this 
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House on the subject of pensions they will recognize the fact that 
the great cause of criticism has been found not in the laws-them- 
selves, but rather in the manner in which they have been admin- 
istered. We have already passed an act, introduced by my col- 
league on the committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
POOLE], and we propose in this bill to supplement it by prescrib- 
ing a rule of evidence in regard to death. We have also in this 
bill a provision in regard to marriage and the evidence proving 
marriage. Neither is necessary. It was inthe power, and I think 
it was the duty, of the Secretary of the Interior to have adopted 
these proposed rules of evidence independent of any enactment 
by Congress. Thestatutes of the States have generally recognized 
the presumption of death after an unexplained absence of the per- 
son for seven years. That was the common-law presumption 
adopted by the courts without any statutes. The presumption of 
le marriage by man and woman living together, holding out 
each other and being recognized in the community as husband 
and wife, has quavally been indulged in by the courts of the coun- 
try in matters quite as grave as that of the allowance of a pension. 
It is somewhat remarkable that the Secretary of the Interior should 
not have adopted these same reasonable rules. So I may say that 
after this bill becomesa law, an unfair, or a narrow, oran unjustly 
strict construction of it will practically undo all the work that 
we may do here. 

I desire now to call the attention of the committee to two or 
three other sections of this bill. All of the fourth section after 
the fifteenti: line should be strickenout. I ask the attention of the 
gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PicKLER] tothis point. There 
is entirely too much machinery, involving too great expense and 
trouble to the pensioner, provided for in the latter part of this sec- 
tion. The taking of depositions invariably requires the aid of a 
skillful attorney. If counties were all of small size, and if the 
pensioner was always found to be living near the county seat, it 
would not be very objectionable to require the examination to be 
conducted at the seat of justice; but many counties, particularly 
in the Western States and Territories, are very large. One within 
my knowledge has quite an important town, where old soldiers are 
living, 250 miles from the county seat. 

Mr. WILLIS. In the same county? 

Mr. WOOD. Inthe same county. That connty is represented 
by my friend from California, Mr. Bowers. 

This section gives the right to the pensioner to rebut or sub- 

stantiate any facts alleged. He must do that by testimoay; and 
to make a journey to the county seat with his witnesses, and to 
support them during the time they are there, might practically 
work as great hardship to him as to absolutely cut off his pension. 
Considering the expense and trouble, would it not be better, after 
we provide that charges shall be made under oath with notice 
and with a copy of the charges to be given to the pensioner, to let 
the place of examination be left to the Commissioner, with the 
hope and the expectation that a fair and just Commissioner will 
be in charge of the Pension Bureau? Leave the matter as it is 
now. Letmestateonethingfurther. Whenever charges of fraud 
are required to be reduced to writing and sustained by the oath of 
the person making them there will be very few pensioners dropped 
from the roll on the ground of fraud. Occasionally, of course, 
some worthy man may have the charge made against him, and 
with this section as it stands in the bill it practically amounts toa 
denial of a fair hearing in such cases. If we strike out all of this 
section after the fifteenth line it will then be a good section, and 
we may trust toa fair Commissioner to execute the law fairly 
and with due regard to the interest of the old soldier as well as to 
the interest of the Government. 
I wish now to call the special attention of the committee to sec- 
tion 6. This section is aimed at Order 229. The chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, the gentleman from South Da- 
kota [Mr. PICKLER] has shown to his own satisfaction, but not 
to mine, nor, I think, to the satisfaction of the House, how this 
section of the bill abrogates that order. It does not doit. It in 
fact substantially approves that order, and is a virtual indorse- 
ment of it; it really enacts the more stringent part of that order 
into law. Let gentlemen scrutinize this section carefully. All 
the objectionable features of Order 229 are retained, or at least are 
not prohibited. The requirement of the preparation of testimony, 
the reducing it to writing or typewriting, the preparation and 
forwarding of the same without ‘‘ needless delay”—the Commis- 
sioner being the sole judge of what is ‘‘needless delay”—are not 
forbidden by this section. Order 229 did not require the affidavit 
to be in the affiant’s own language as this section does. Thissec- 
tion, by necessary implication, prohibits any oral prompting or 
questions suggestive of answers. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not at all. 

Mr. WOOD. I think it does. Order 229 does not prohibit oral 
prompting or leading questions for the purpose of drawing out 
the facts. It only <a that any “ printed or written state- 
ment or recital” which aids the recollection of the witness shall 
be attached to the affidavit. Mr. Chairman, I submit that no 
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statute of the United States, or of any State, nor any rule of court, 
can be found which requires so great a degree of particularity and 
strictness in the preparation of affidavits to be used in courts of 
justice in the disposition of business involving important conse- 

uences. Injunctions are issued on sworn bilis of int. 

en’s hands are tied in the conduct of their business, or the dis- 
position of their property. Injunctions are dissolved on motions 
and answers supported by affidavits. Receivers are appointed on 
verified bills of complaint. Property is taken from the hands of 
owners and from the process obtained by creditors, and turned 
over to the hands of receivers or officers of courts, and there re- 
tained, perhaps until eaten up in fees andcosts. Property is taken 
from defendant and turned over to plaintiff under replevin writs 
issued after affidavit is filed. Writs of attachment are daily issued 
from our courts and property seized under them and, if perishable, 


sold pemene Sugneety, 

This p ing, in which execution precedes judgment, is 
based on an affidavit to be first filed. Causes are continued, 
new trials are granted, and alimony decreed pending suit apon 
affidavits. Men are arrested on criminal charges based on com- 
plaint under oath. In any or all of these instances of daily oc- 
currence in our courts, involving frequently important interests, 
has any gentleman ever heard of requiring from the affiant a 
statement that the affidavit ‘‘ was prepared in his or her presence, 
at his or her dictation,” and ‘is in affiant’s own language”? And 

et we require in this order from an old soldier more particu- 

larity in an affidavit to establish a six-dollar-a-month pension claim 
than courts and statutes generally require to takeaway from credit- 
- and oer “7s mannose owners &@ =e ye oe a thousand miles 

railroad. @ the average comrade i ee nce 
upon whom the old soldier must depend for Sinevtianes. sub- 
mit that if an affidavit must be obtained ‘‘ from his or her dicta- 
tion,” or must be ‘‘in_ affiant’s own ” nine out of ten 
would be defective and would be rejected. I send to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read as part of my remarks a substitute for this sec- 
tion. If some member does not offer a better provision, I give 
notice that I shall offer this at the proper time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 6. That in the administration of the laws an affiant shall be 
uired only to make oath that said affiant has read or heard read the sub- 
bed affidavit, that affiant knows the contents thereof, that the matters 

and things therein stated as of affiant’s knowledge are true, and 
that the matters and on information and belief affiant 
believes to be true. Such affidavit shall be considered in the 

of the claim and such weight be given to it as it may be justly entitled to. 

Mr. WOOD. That is not v much different from the ordi- 
nary jurat that is attached to a bill in chancery where a discov- 
ery is sought. It is about the same that is attached to an answer 
which may be introduced as evidence, and in default of answer 
the bill might be taken as confessed and regarded as evidence 
under the statutes of some States. 

It nee insisted, and I believe it is claimed by the Commis- 
sioner, that pensions are granted on ex parte evidence, and there- 
fore there should be great particularity used: also that affidavits 
in pension cases are ex , and that to adoyt this section would 

n wide the doors to fraud. This, I believe, is the insistence of 
present Commissioner. I deny that any affidavit of a material 
fact in a pension case is ex parte exceptin form. If affiant isa 
comrade, whether officer or enlisted man, his affidavit, if to a ma- 
terial fact, is not considered until the records of the War Depart- 
ment are searched to ascertain if affiant was present at the time 
with an goeenies. eee eee ee Seas it does not 
suffice. e postmaster to, or a special examimer re- 
rts whether the man is credible; then he himself is written to, 
fet 0 vrei fo" eteate owe Ienanngs” often Sontvabesl 
w uently happens a 
examiner is sent to examine him under oath. If his examination 
or affidavit discloses that some one else knows the same facts, the 
consideration of the claim is generally stayed until such person is 
written to and his reply is received, to ascertain whether the 
affiant may not be con ted or may not be mistaken. Lastly, 
if the allowance of the claim would carry any considerable amount 
of money, it is generally resolved that a special examination is 
required to determine the merits of the case. That action is good 
for a year’s delay, and generally for a much longer period. This 
course of ure is well known to every member of the com- 
mittee who has examined claims in the Pension Office, and he 
knows, as do I, that no matertal affidavit filed in support of a pen- 
sion claim is in effect an ex affidavit. 

Mr. Chairman, no harm ever be done to the Government by 
the adoption of thissubsiitute. TheCommissioner or the 
of the Interior will still be the ee the weight to be given to 
every affidavit. The present method of determining its truthful- 
ness is not abrogated. If affiant makes a statement on informa- 
tion or belief, he will still be obliged to state the sources of his in- 
formation so that the reasonableness of his grounds of belief may 


be determined. If he fails to do this,no weight would be given to 
his affidavit; it would go merely for what it is worth; and it would 


be worth nothing. 


The administration of the pension laws is wholly in the han. o¢ 
the Secretary of the Interior. There is no gave to Con 
gress. Lam aware that there is a pretty theory indulge: ;,, ),. 
unsophisticated claimants and their attorneys, and I beli... 
my colleague from New York [Mr. McoCLELLan}, that ther. ; 
appeal from a decision rejecting a claim or cutting down .y \... 
continuing a pension. That is a t mistake. The [nterio; 
Department is charged with the administration of the },..; 
laws. True, thereis the Commissioner of Pensions; but he i. ;,,.,.. 
tically the head clerk of a bureau eee An appeal 
is said to lie from his decision. That a is decided by the 4 
sistant Secretary of the Interior, head clerk in the sane 
office or the same Department. It is an appeal from Philip (j1)),); 
to Philip not yet sobered - 3 

After this act is passed old soldier will still be in the hands 
of the Secretary of the Interior; he will still feel the effects of t),. 

licy of the Administration. If that policy be that the pensi, 





aws shall be fairly construed, to carry out in fairness ar)... 
faith the purpose of their enactment, he will have no reason +5 
i Everyone whom the policy of the law has declared ;, 


be the proper recipient of a pension will have no serious trouije 
in obtaining it. , on the contrary, the policy of the Administra. 
tion shall be to admit none to the pension rolls whom it is pos,;- 
ble to prevent and to cut off every pensioner where some excyse 
may be invented, then the same complaint will meet tho nox; 


Congress. 

es is not to be settled here or in the Interior Department 
or in White House. A ter than Secretary or Concress or 
President must determine it. The appeal is to the people. On 
them we must wait for the final judgment in November. 

Now, there is one thing in regard to a suggestion made by my 

i the gentleman from South the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which I will allude briefly and 
then [am done. He suggests that I select some section of ti» 
bill with which I am satisfied. I have criticised, I trust, in aij 
fairness, two sections of this bill. I think the criticisms | haye 
made are not at all unjust. I think it due to the Pension Com- 
mittee and this side of the House that we perfect this bil], if it is 
possible for us to do so, so that after it becomes a law it be not 
worse than the present law, or the construction which has been 
given to the present law. There are many parts of the bill that 


are good—— 
Mr. NORTHWAY. May I ask the gentleman if he is a membe 
of the Committes on invalid Pensions? acre 


Mr. WOOD. lama member of that committee. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, 
you have liberalized the bill in one respect by a provision p:r- 
mitting the oath of a private to have as much weight as that of 
the commissioned officer,and I indorse what has been done in that 
= But why not go further and permit an applicant him- 

, in this matter of pension cases, to be heard as a witness in 
his own behalf, as he would be heard in the courts of justice? 
i and let his evidence be taken to prove 


the facts connected 

Mr. WOOD. I will say to the gentleman that I think the ordi- 
nary rules of Fe eee oneness the allegations of 
the claimant should be taken most y against him, are not 


Oe Se ee eee Sees wee ing a pension. 

Mr. NOR AY. Butif,in acourt of justice,a party can go 
and be sworn in his own behalf, and his testimony is received just 
as the testimony of any other witness, why should not the same 
rule apply in pension cases? Why, in other words, shou! not a 
claimant, when he makes his i to the epertmest be 
heard in a same as he would be heard in 


a course tH interest oe into account? 
Mr. PICKLER. But he can do now. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Notatall. You do not permit a claimant 


for a pension to his own evidence an independent fact. 
He must call suiicient tnesses to establish the fact, either two 
privates or one officer under the present law. 


ais The claimant may make his statemnt; the 
eS Oe ee ie mired in support of it. 
But let me ask the gentleman from oif he thinks it would be 
aes pees to enact a statute w an applicant for pension 
be allowed his claim upon own unsupported testi- 


mony? sd 

Mr. NORTHWAY. No; I would not claim that. But | «lan 
that he should have the same right to introduce testimony in Lis 
case that he would have in a case in a court of justice. 

Mr. PICKLER. He can do that now. a+ 

Mr. NORTHWAY. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 11° 
can not. I have known cases myself where the principle }vs be" 
applied. I have one case now, the case of Captain Goo'lw'n. 4 
resident of Norfolk, Va., who was the captain of a Massac)s°' 
regiment during the war, who filed his application, and \' has 
been ing Soe 2 eee Sat Isecured him a pension of 5\~ 4 
saath aailies the law of 1890, but he has an application for * }: P 
sion pending under the old law. He is absolutely and enure'y 




















was wounded in one of the battles, a bullet ruptur- 
ing his intestines, and he took from his own person the bullet. No 
hysician was near; no one was able to ‘estify as to the facts. 
He has an abscess arising from the wound formed in the intes- 
tines, and yet no human being can swear but himself that the 
pullet passed . e Department refuses to listen to his 
testimony. Now, that isa case absolutely in point—— _ 

Mr. I wish to call the gentleman's attention to 
section 5 of this bill, by which it is provided that the oath of a 
person who has served as 4 nonco i officer or private 
shall not be of less weight than that of a commissioned officer. 
It provides as follows: 


Sne. 5. That in the administration of the pension laws the oath of a person 

vate shall not have any 

=o noncommissioned officer or pri + oy 
vided, 


witness 
Mr. PICKLER. Oh, not at all. The Commissioner of Pen- 
sions has held that a man’s own testimony may be taken, and it 
has been held that the statement of the claimant is good in sup- 
in the application. 


: 
: 
: 
! 


are receiv 

fraud, or when he for the purpose of assisting the claimant 
or pensioner im out his case,.as he many times does, the affi- 
davit of the sages my Ne That affidavit, so far as 
my attention been to it—and I have examined a great 


many cases—seems to have no weight whatever unless there should 
in it that could be construed into an ad- 

elaimant. If that should happen, then it has 
+ weight and will overturn a great deal of other testimony. 

Bat in this case let mesay that the claimant is not treated very 

much worse than his witnesses. 

. NORTHWAY. That may be. 

Mr. WOOD. As I haveendeavored to show to the committee— 
and I think the faets will justify me—no statement of material 
facts by a witness or claimant is considered at the Pension Office 
unless it is verified to some extent. I am not complaining about 
that. I think it ismo more tham right that it should be verified; 
but with that practice of verifying those statements, and with the 
orders that are made requiring a special examiner to go and cross- 
examine the witnesses, with the practice in vogue of writing a 
year or two afterwards to the witnesses, who may be unlearned, to 
put down in their recollection of th facts ‘in the case— 
with that in mind, I do not think it may be sid that pensions are 
allowed tony sen affidavits or ex parte evidence. 

One a . The Commissioner of Pensions, under the 
direction of the the Interior or *he /.ssistant Secre- 
tary of the Interior, is absolutely his own pase as to the length 
of ti onsider a case. It may be one year, it 
ag Se and there is no power, se far as I know, that 
compel to acase. There is absolutely less dan- 
ee @ pension claim than there is in a pro- 
ceeding in a court of justice as exemplified under the practice of 
Pension Office in a large number of cases that I myself have 
examined; re members of the committee will 
also bear me out in that. 


As I said before, I have criticised only two sections of this bill. 
Whether these should be amended as I have suggested, or whether 
they should not be, will make no difference in my support of this 
bill. I bullous Stsseatt be belter to amend in these narticalars 

bill is a in the right direction. 

to the committee. The gentleman 

Dakota [Mr. |}, the very efficient and able 

chairman of this committee. "=r no small amount of time 

bill. opinion should have great 

this bill which is introduced by him, 

and which bears evidence of his research and examination, is not 

=a han be treated ee we 

or that i is only right we 

should doit By section 6 we a trap to catch the unwary 
That is the case with the latter 


ql 
= 


} 


rhe committes informally rose; and Mr. Presus heving teben 
chair as Speaker 2% from the Senate, 
Sf tee 

the bill (H. R. 951) to amend tie 
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record of Dan S. Place, first lieutenant, Eighteenth Indiana Vol- 
unteers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed joint 
resolution and bill of the following titles; in which the eoncur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

A joint resolution (S. BR. 133) authorizing Surg. P. M. Rixey, 
of the Navy, to accept from the King of Spain the grand cross of 
naval merit with the white distinction mark, in recognition of 
services rendered to tue officer and sailors of the Santa Muria who 
were injured by an explosion on that ship; 

A bill (S. 2642) to provide for the safety of passengers on excur- 
sion steamers. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 





Resolved by tite Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct the 
enrolled bill of the Senate (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd, 


by striking out the word “ captain,” in line 5 of said enrolled bill, and insert- 
ing “ first lieutenant.” 


AMENDMENT TO PENSION LAWS. 
The committee again resumed its session, Mr. Payne in the 


chair. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the passage 
of this bill for several reasons. In the first place it is very indeti- 
nite. No man has been able to tell anywhere in the neighborhood 
of the amount which the passage of this bill will carry in appro- 
priations. Therefore I am opposed to it, because I have no idea 
of the amount of appropriation which it will necessitate. 

In the next place it seems to me that the bill is a misnomer, be- 
cause it misstates and conceals its real object. It is stated in the 
report of the Committee on Invalid Pensions that this bill adds no 
new class of pensioners to the pension roll. Then by a careful 
perusal of the bill you will see that it enumerates numbers of per- 
sons who will come in as new pensioners under this bill who are 
not now drawing pensions. ence I say the very name of it is a 
misnomer tobegin with, and hence it is deceiving and kypocritical. 

In the very first section of the bill it is provided that a number 
of persons who did service on the Confederate side in the late war, 
but who, toward the close of the war, for some reason or other, 
saw proper to desert the flag under which they had been fighting, 
to turn their backs upon their own country and to seek shelter 
under another flag—the first section of this bill proposes to put 
that class of soldiers along with other soldiers who went into the 
Union Army and fought for four long years amidst snow and 
storm and sunshine and rain. It proposes to pension a class of 
citizens who were loyal to no flag, who were loyal to no country, 
who were loyal to no principle at all. For that reason again I 
shall be constrained to vote against the passage of this bill. I do 
not think such a class of people deserve any such consideration at 
the hands of any nation. That is another reason why I shall vote 
against the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? The country has forgiven the Confederate soldier for 
everything else on earth, I think, except for being a Union soldier 
afterwards. Does not the gentleman think it is time that we 
should forgive him for being a Union soldier after having been in 
the Confederate service? 

Mr. TALBERT. That is not relevant to the subject at all. I 
am not discussing the question of pardon, or anything of that 
sort. I am just discussing the merits of the bill upon which the 
gentleman from South Dakota came very near killing himself on 
yesterday afternoon. [Laughter.] I think the gentleman’s widow 
should be cared for if he does kill himself speaking. [I say that 
the man who will desert his flag in time of distress, in time of 
was, who will deliberately walk out from under his flag, can not 
claim to be loyal toany country, and is not deserving of a pension 
at the hands of any nation. 

These men, seeing the declining star of the Confederacy, delib- 
erately deserted and went over to the Yankee Army, showing 
themselves to be cowards, without principle, without patriotism, 
and without love of country altogether. For this reason, I shall 
vote against the passage of this bill. 

Then section 2 goes on, and upon its face it seems to be very fair. 
It is very well that we should have ‘‘rest” from anxiety and per- 
turbation among the old regular soldiers who are now enjoying 


their ions, and that they should be undisturbed, that they 
should have “rest and quiet.” I have no objection to that, but it 
goes on to say— 

No pension heretofore granted or which may hereafter be granted under 


the pension laws shall be reduced or discontinued except from fraud, clerical 
error, or mistake of fact. or recovery from disability. 

That is all very well; but why is it that you do not go further 
and designate and say to whom this section would give advantage, 
to another class of citizens, the remarried widows? 

Mr. ERDMAN. They cut them out by the proviso. 

Mr. TALBERT. I suppose they are cut off by the proviso, 
however, 
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As to sections 8 and 4 I have notiing to say. 


Then we come down to section 5. © report says: 

The pu of this section is to abolish the distinction between the oath of 
@ com oned officer and that of a no’ oned officer or private. 

That is very well. Why do not you go further and do away 
with this discrimination in favor of officers’ widows as against the 
widows of private soldiers? It seems to me that if you had in- 
tended to do justice you would have gone a little further, and 
rn that in the bill here. And the report says further 

While ghe previne allows large latitude to the Bureau of Pensions in the 
matter of evidence, yet it Pas that no claim shall be rejected because 
of claimant's inability to furnish the testimony of more than one credible 
witness as to any material fact in his case. 

That is breaking down the rules of evidence, and leaving it so 
that not only do we do away with affidavits, but let onrtey come 
in, and on his ipse dixit a claim for pension shall be allowed with- 
out any testimony whatever. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that that 
is not right; it is wrong; and that is another reason why I shall 
vote against the bill. 

As to sections 7, 8, and 9 I have nothing in particular to say. 

Section 10 oe that the common-law presumption of death 
after lapse of seven years without news or a of the missing 

rson shall obtain in the administration of the pension laws. 

he committee says this will— 
establish a rule of long standing in the ordinary courts of justice and lighten 
to a large extent the labors of this committee. 

It seems to me that this opens up a field wide for fraud, where 
men desert their families, and run off, and after seven years they 
ought not to be considered as dead. I think that is wrong. But 
I make no particular objection to that; at the same time no woman 
is a widow with a living husband. 

Section 11, the committee says, introduces a new rule into the 
Pension Office, the common-law rule, in the matter of _—— 
marriages on failure of the best evidence, and they say it 

Substantially in accordance with the rule for establishing common-law 
marriages. 

It seems to me that the usage in the Pension Office at present 
in that regard should not be interfered with. 

As to section 12 I have nothing to say. 

Section 13 provides that under the act of June 27, 1890, desertion 
or dishonorable discharge from a prior service shall not be a bar 
to pension if the soldier has a subsequent service of ninety days 
and honorable discharge from the same. Now, it seems to me 
here that this section, if passed, will add a number of new pen- 
sioners totherolls. It opens up a wide field for o—— pensions 
to bummers, coffee coolers, and deserters, men who eserted 
and received bounty after bounty whenever they enlisted before 
the close of the war. I think that is wrong, and not justice, and 
it is not right to the old soldiers who are drawing pensions to- 
7 That is another reason why I shall vote against this bill. 

ese are some of the reasons, Mr. Chairman, which actuate me; 
and in the next place I submit that any further pension legislation 
is unnecessary and extravagant and unjust to the great mass of tax- 
payers. I contend, sir, that the pension laws of the United States 
are just as liberal toward the old soldiers as they ought to be. I 
do not object to them as they stand. I do not stand up here and 
oppose the pension policy of our Government, because I know that 
it is just for every government to have a liberal | enap policy 
toward the soldiers who stand up and fight for their country. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I submit that all of this talk and all of this 
oratory about the old soldier is mere claptrap. It is mere hypoc- 
— upon the part of a great many who talk of their love for the 
old soldier, unattended by se but love for his vote. It re- 
minds me of the love of the vultures for dead bodies, because they 
feed — them; and these gentlemen feed upon the old soldiers 
by getting their votes. I say it is unnecessary to have any fur- 
ther pension legislation, and it is nning to become a heavy 
burden upon the soldiers as well as the people. 

I just want to call the attention of the committee for a few 
moments to some figures which I have collected in to the 
amount of pensions that have been paid to the sol of the 
United States. There was paid in ——_ in 1888, $83,167,500; 
1889, $76,312,400; 1890, $81,758,700; 1891, $98,587,252; 1892, $135,- 
268,085; 1898, $147,064,550; 1894, $166,831,350; 1895, $162,631 ,570, 
and in 1896, $142,000,000. 

In 1887 there were paid $86,667,500, and so on down until 1894, 
when the amount was $166,531,350, making in all about $2,000,- 
000,000. I think that speaks well for the United States, I think 
that the laws giving pensions are liberal enough. 

The army of Germany, which is in the neighborhood of 800,000, 
costs less than our pension roll, with all her wars and troubles. 
Think of this enormous sum of money cy extorted from the 
toiling masses, and then upon the top of that you would increase 
the amount. Russia, with an army of nearly the same number as 
Germany, expends less than a hundred ons. France, with 
an army of 550,000, spends but $120,000,000, including the 


resulting from all of her wars, and so it with the other na. 
So to chter that we have bens extcomely Heed arnt’? fizures 
go ow ve in ing pe 
sions to the Union soldiers. . anne pen 

Mr. Chairman, in op the of this bill Tam not op. 
posing o—_ that would inure to the benefit of the old «. Idiers 

submit that this bill, if it becomes a law, will not do justica :, 
the old soldiers, but will rather detract from them by placing yp, - 
the rolls the names of men who never ought to be on a rol! «; ra 
thus making it instead a roll of dishonor. A great cry is raises 
here about the men who saved the Union. Well, sir, they doscryy 
credit for it, of course. But whosaved the Union? A great over 
ruling Providence saved the Union. I would like to hear some o¢ 
the members of this House ee more credit to Providence ang to 
God aon than they do for saving the Union. [ reca)) an 


anecdote of the war of 1812-1815, that on providential jn. 
terposition. On the evening before the battle of New (Orleans g 
British and American picket came near enough to hold a cojjo. 
quy, when the Britisher ventured the prediction that a atti, 
would result the nextday. Forecasting events, he said: © ()y oyr 


side we have General Keane, General Gibbs, and Lord Pakenham 
and we will be bound to whip ou.” : 

The Kentuckian replied: ‘*‘ Well, on our side we have the Lora 
God hty, the Lord Jesus Christ, and Old Hickory Jacksoy 
and if we don’t whip you, I'll be damned!” i ’ 

Yes, Mr. Chairman, it was the great overruling Providence 
which controls the destinies of nations as well as of individuals 
that saved this Union, for it is plain if the war had not ended 
when it did there would have m little left, as nearly every 
soldier is either wounded or dead. ; 

Now I say, gentlemen of the other side, if = propose to go 

n 


any further in this pension legislation you might just as well tur 

over the whole Treasury at once to the old soldiers. Let me 
have it all and then adopt the plan that we are told they have 
adopted at some of the Soldiers’ Homes out West; let the old 
soldiers take on of the , and then set up beer sa- 
loons and them beer in the name of the Government, and 
make them all drunk and set up Keeley cures to cure them, and 
in that wa get all the money back again into the Treasury, 
TLeughter.| say we have gone far enough in granting liberal 
pensions to the soldiers of the civil war, and while some may criti- 


cise my motives because I am a Southern man and stand up here 
to protest against this legislation, I pro to do what I conceive 
to my duty in the premises, Seanalless: of fear or favor from 
me a are th tl it 

r. : e gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. TALBERT. Yes, sir. : 

Mr. MAHANY. You say that Providence was responsible for 
the Union vi . Have you any objection to a pension being 
granted to Providence? [Laughter. 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, if it were granted Ido not think my friend 
would get any of it. There is not much Providence about hin, I 
think, ——) Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, let me 
say that I only spoke of the overruling hand of Providence (which 
I do not think the gentleman from New York ever has recognized 
properly, jud from his question) in order to direct the attention 
of mem of House to the fact that whenever a nation for- 
gets God and turns her back u Him and goes out after false 
gods, calamity comes upon that nation. When the top and the 
bottom of the map fell out we had our civil war. It amounted to 
nothing more than that the United States, after whipping (ireat 
Britain and oe Mexico, turned around and whipped herself. 
It was a providential thing that the Union was saved. Now, we 
do not te me to go back and up the dry bones of the past. 
We are li men, living and g in the present. 

Mr. . Will the gentleman permit another question’ 

Mr. TALBERT. Of course, if I can answer it. If [ can not! 
will not, for it is said that a class can ask questions that 
another class can not answer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAHANY. Will you tell the House how you got you 
commission to asa agent of Providence on this floor’ 

Mr. TALBERT. I did not understand the gentleman's remark. 

Mr. MAHANY. Ishould judge from your remarks that you 
are the special instrument of Providence here, Nov, wll 


us-— 
Mr. TALBERT (interrupting). Oh, no; but I am instructed 
in the Bible, and its teachings have directed me not to cast pearls 
before swine, so I will not say anything more to the gentleman. 
[Great laughter. ] i 

I have now no more to say on the bill, but shall vote against 1t8 
enactment, and hope it will not pass. [Applause. | 


ass” KIRKPATRICK addressed the committee. See Apr™ 
Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Chairman, I listened the other day to 


the eloquent and beautiful eulogy pronounced by the gentlema’ 
from usetts [Mr. Moopy] in honor of the memory 
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Cogswell resentative of that State. Oneparticular; Mr.TALBERT. My record shows that I have only opposed the 
Cone ee > byenary appropriate for the men of a/| giving of pensions to deserters and bummers and coffee coolers 
unger tion to ponder when they presume to speak upon | and camp followers, and I shall continue to do that as long as I 
oe fons affecting the relations and results of the civil war. ae oom have, 
; . Mr. MAHANY,. Mr. Chairman, as the Thersites of South Car- 
ms : here where we have not sown, though we under- | Olina has brought up his record, I will quote from the modest 
oa seedtime we can, at least, measure the | encomium he passes upon himself in the Congressional Direct- 
, ory: 
man of this generation, not knowing from experience saat tt. bi iia al cai 
the fury, the sufferings, the hopes, the aspirations, the, disap-| nih "esti “fuse Seaaiaa" urinate oma hs Nas toes 
pointments, or the glories of the civil war, felt an especial and | worker, legislator, and Alliance man 
painful surprise on listening this morning to the opening aprenk {Lan ghter. 
made by a colleague from my own oy my - A pe dle s the gentleman satisfied with my indorsement? [Laughter.] 
ha added advantage of bearing the name ishi Mr. TALBERT. I want to state to the gentleman that I am 
ed the armies of the United States. It was an astonishing Se ae : aan a + sap 
once not the author of that biography, but he is obviously the author 
hing ip mo fo ba tn on of Gorge, Mian rng | tops oa 3 
= — no net here to place myself on record as a friend of the | He was born in Buffalo— 
Union soldiers of the civil war. I have no political or selfish Mr. MAHANY. Iobject,Mr.Chairman. The gentleman from 
interest animating the words I now utter, for the people of my | South Carolina will pardon me if I am too modest to permit my 
district fully understand and appreciate my position upon these | own biography to be read on this occasion. {Laughter. 
uestions; but as a patriotic man, as one who is an inheritor of But, Mr. Chairman, there is in this discussion a seriousness not 
the splendid and inspiring possibilities of this Republic, preserved | suggested by the personality of the gentleman from South Caro- 
to me and to all other men of this eration—yea, to all the gen- | lina. The question before us rises, in its dignity and sublimity, 
erations that are to come—I should be recreant to my own sense | far above any interchange of personal recriminations or personal 
of gratitude if I did not stand upon the floor of this House in pro- amenities. It isa consideration affecting the interest and the well- 
test against the policy which seems to harass and hound and ob- | being of the saviors of that Republic which is the hope of human- 
struct every step of the aged and hel less veterans whose sacrifices | ity and the pledge of its future. It concerns the duty and obli- 
made free government a verity. fappianse on the Republican gation of this Commonwealth to the men who, from 1861 to 1865, 


side. | ‘ went forth in the morning of their years, in the glory of their 
I sometimes believe, Mr. Chairman, that we who, in the lan- hopes, in the fullness of their powers. It involves our dignity 
guage of Lowell— and our honor and our integrity as a nation, and I say, as one 


Sit here in the promised land young American, standing here not in my character as a Repre- 
. That flows with freedom’s honey and milk— sentative on this floor, but simply as a citizen of the United States, 
are not sufficiently conscious of the heritage which we enjoy. I enjoying the benefits and largess of their unequaled and heroic 
imagine the poaeey is which we are lapped and the magni- | sacrifice, that I for one am proud to support this bill, and my 
ficence of our political and personal possibilities have a tendency only regret is that we can not throw better and closer safeguards 
to dull that ap tion which should be the first instinct of every | around the rights andinterests of those who in their day deserved 
American y, and jially of the representative Americans | s0 well of the Republic. [Prolonged applause. | 
who occupy seats in this Chamber. [Applause.} Wereit not for Mr. HAGER. Mr. Chairman, the bill now being considered by 
Faith of those men who were the pillars in the uphold- | the committee recalls events in our country’s history that it would 
of the best Government the world haseverseen, a Government | be well for the generation of men who have appeared on the scene 
freighted with all the h and dreams of human kind, the gen- | vf action since the close of the war to contemplate with care and 
tleman who dared with Ai cy to speak regarding the merits | much thoughtful attention. To those men who took an active 
and deservings of these soihiers of an immortal struggle would | part in that great contest for the preservation of all that is dear 
not to-day hold citizenship in the foremost of nations nor have | to us as a nation, or to those old enough at the time to compre- 
ppartunity open to him to be honored with a seat upon the — and pupeavese the a - se men rendered the country, 
‘couse. umanity, and the cause of freedom throughout the civilized 
When we picture to ourselves the historical significance of their | world, the necessity for the character of the legislation now pro- 
accomplishment, when we see the Asiatic despotijsms and the sul- | posed is anything but flattering to the justice and fairness and 
len monarchies of Europe galling the necks of subject peoples, and | appreciation of the men who are responsible for the administra- 
when we picture the slaves of old oppressions looking across the | tion of the pension laws as they now appear upon our statute book. 
severing ocean to this fairyland of human liberty and human hap- | The condition of affairs at the Pension Office for the past three 
piness, we can appreciate the better the deathless debt of gratitude | years causes one to wonder whether or not if republics are not 
we owe to the men who made such a Government possible; yea, | altogether ungrateful or totally forgetful of services rendered. 
ake that, perpetuated it to all generations. [Ap- or pe my een ‘peice in this body I have closed my lips and 
plause. neld my peace when pension questions were being discussed, and 
I remember five or six years ago when I made my first visit to | have attempted in mele to tenson myself into the belief that the 
this ry Da capital of this nation, I sat in the gallery of the Sen- | pension laws were being justly administered by this Administra- 
ate of United States and I saw a new Senator from the State | tion, but I have been unwillingly forced to the contrary conclu- 
of Texas make his firstentry into that Chamber and I beheld Sen- | sion, and, after exercising the broadest charity for the men who 
ators from the North and tors from the South crowd about | have made necessary the enactment into law of the pending meas- 
a reception which might well have made any | ure, I have been forced to the conclus‘cn by their open, continn- 
European monarch grateful. When I inquired who the distin- | ous, and notorious acts that they are guilty beyond a reasonable 
— , they told me it was Mr. Reagan, the | doubt of doing everything in their power to make it difficult and 
ao Soy nar ten meng of the Southern eae impossible for a claimant to receive justice before that 
Confederacy. en . Chairman, beyond that stately scene yartment. 
at the other end of this Capitol, my mind wont out to the crippled I do not intend to be severe in my criticisms, and desire to be 
and decrepit veterans of our civil war, dying neglected and forgot- perfectly fair, charitable, and candid in what I may say, but I 
ten in the almshouses of the country they had helped to save, and | judge there are few members of this Congress who may have been 
it seems to me a monstrous thing that Senator im his dig- | called upon to examine pension cases during the present Adminis- 
nity, and the gentleman from South Carolina in his absurdity, | tration who could not cite case after case and instance after in- 
should & position in these halls to vote away the bread from | stance coming under his personal notice where the evidence 
the mouths of the men ee licen aide} of their treason oe samy — — spe was of a character that was perfectly 
ne on a n side. ivolous and absurd, and I know of no court in Christendom 
~ 7. . I challenge the gentleman to cite a single | that would not hold much of the evidence demanded as irrelevant, 
instance where I have opposed ee of a pension which in | immaterial, incompetent, and not a little of it impertinent. 
"eae — toa ae —— ama op ee a the a of reason, of common sense, and amen justice, 
. « I may sa gentleman from South Car- | why is it that a rule of evidence obtains in the Pension Depart- 
olina that I would be caveolingty loath to accept his — snout as now administered that resolves and determines every 
than the merits of a pension claim or on any other subject. | doubt against the claimant for a pension instead of adopting the 
* correct and charitable and just rule of giving to every old soldier 
Mr. T. . I have never opposed the ponies of a pen- | the benefit of every doubt and aiding him in every proper and 
sion in any meritorious case, and I am responsible for every posi- | just way to secure a pension if he is fairly entitled thereto. The 
tion that I have taken here, but I am not responsible to the | road to the Pension Office, Mr. Chairman, should be made as free 
gentlewan, ™ from technicalities and legal obstacles as ible, and the doors 
Mr. + Ishould judge you were irresponsible, to its entrance as broad as the courage and loyalty and sacrifice of 
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the men who are, by force of circumstances and ch 


condi- 
tions, compelled to seek entrance thereto. [Applause.| Were I 
President of the United States (and if my modest ambitionin that 
direction can not be gratified I should be abundantly satisfied to 
have the next Executive of this Republic chosen from within the 
borders of my own loved State), I would do all in my power to 
make the Pension Department of this Govern ment a great object 
lesson of loyalty to all the people of this country, and wou!d demon- 
strate the fact to the people of every nation and of every tribe 
throughout the whole world that the greatest of all of the Repub- 
lics was not ungrateful and ee prouder to remember and 
care for its defenders than to boast of its wealth, its intelligence, 
its manufactories, its standing armies, or its strength upon the 
land or upon the seas; for, after all, Mr. Chairman, the best test 
of a nation’s strength is not in its standing armies, its trained sol- 
diery, its iron-clad navy, or its flying squadrons, but in the willing- 
ness and readiness of its citizens to respond to its call and to come 
to its defense in times of need anddanger. [Applause.] : 

In the administration of criminal laws in all our State and Fed- 
eral courts, whenever the Commonwealth accuses one of its citi- 
zens of violating law the Se of innocence at once obtains 
to shield and protect the acc against the accusations brought 
against the citizens, and the State, in the trial of the defendant, is 

uired to convince the jury beyond a reasonable doubt of the 
mer’s guilt or they must acquit him, The law of reasonable 
ubt in the case of men of crime commends itself to the 
candid judgment of conservative men, and if such a rule should 
apply in the case of men accused of violating law then with what 
eater force should it apply to the laws in the interest of 
men who fought to uphold the flag, preserve the Union, free 

@ race, and su the laws of our common country. 

Is there a member of this C , fully advised of the course 
that has been pursued in the ion Department during this 
Administration, who will argue for a moment that the presump- 
tion of innocence that obtains in all our courts in favor of men 
accused of crime has not been reversed by the Pension Depart- 
ment in its treatment of claimants for pensions before that 
tribunal? Every doubt, so far as I have been able to discover, is 
resolved inst them. Every shred of evidence in their reach or 
in the reach of their friends, [ care not how broadly scattered, is 
demanded; and the common a of the credibility of 
men erally has been reversed, the evidence furnished by 
the soldier himself, or by those who may have known him, is not 
accepted by the ent, and a new and modern use has been 
made of the fres appointed Democratic postmasters of this 
Administration, and those men are finally called upon as a court 
of last resort to pass wpon the character of the soldier and the 
credibility of the evidence furnished to the Department by the 
claimant. What an outrageous proceeding is this. What utter 
nonsense. What a violation of the spirit that should pervade and 
prevail in the just administration of that great Department of this 
——-. The ingenuity —— or devising pe ee evi- 

or the express purpose, it seems to me, to prevent or post- 
pone the allowance of just and valid claims is certainly worthy 
a@ better cause, and the Administration that has made possible 
such a condition of affairs will most surely be overtaken by the 
righteous wrath of an outraged and aroused public conscience, 
and be swept from ee its acts be remem- 
bered only to be condemmed by a patriotic and fair-minded 


[Applause. : 

. Chairman, in the State which I have the honor in part to 
resent we have a law provi that the head of every famil: 
have exempt a homestead, that the head of every family shall 
have certain personal property exempted from execution, and the 
same law provides that the laws of homesteads and tion shall 
be li y construed by the courts of the State. The law is cer- 
tainly a just one and recommends itself to the judgment of can- 
did men, as it protects the family and es home building. 
If laws of such a character should be liberally construed, then 
with what ter force can be urged a broad and liberal inter- 
es the laws passed in the interest of those men who by 

valor and courage saved the nation and made it ible, or 
desirable even,.for men to make and own their own homes. A 
vast ty of the men who responded to the call of duty in 
1861 and 1865 came from the ranks of the common a 
the hills of New land, from the valleys of the ippi 
from the prairies of the Northwest, and, as Li so y 
said, ‘*God must love the common people, He made so many of 
them.” They most certainly were not tempted to leave every- 
ae _— to a from sordid motives, hae vast majority, 
and with scarcely an exception, were i patriotic motives 
and a love of our free institutions. pepe’, is any class of 
men in the world whose statements could be accepted and relied 
upon without su and corroboration, it is most certainly the 
men who were ve enough and loyai en and unselfish 
enough to res ube thoosuiaaniiel Abechans i men who 


were ba with the spirit of true patriotism and to whosesery- 


— are justly indebted for a united and indivisible uni... 
Mr. Chairman, from my experieneein the Fifty-third Coy... 
and from what I have observed in this ante satisfied +}; 
I hold views on the question of pensions to private soldiers 4, 
their widows that would fail to receive the indorsement .-_ 
— of quite a large number of members of this Con... 
owever, my views are well grounded and, in the district \),,,., 
I have the honor to represent, oe understood and. | . 
satisfied, very generally indorsed. [ gladly take advant.., 
this opportunity of expressing my views in the presenc: ,; 
& representative body of men, and under circumstances \\),, 
what I may say will reach beyond the sound of my own \\)... _ 
T have ever been willing and ready te accord to each an |. , 
maw who took a part in great contest for the presery:,; 
this Union his just deserts, and on this oceasion I willin.|\ ..,,, 
gladly accord to all the officers of the Union Army all the jy.) 
and honor that their bravery and ability deserve. I woul ... 
tainly withhold no laurel that their valor or leadershiy w.),, ,, 
it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, in oe @ measure that, if 
enacted into law, will affect so large @ class of men, we should 
to it that equal and exact justice is meted out to all alike. 


See 


This committee will certainly with me that during that 
terrible contest from 1861 to 1865 was not a day nor an hour 
when the life of this nation ‘Uupeany one man, or upon 
all of our generals, or upon all of the civil officers of the Cioyorn- 
ment, but it did depend, from hour tohour, from day to (ay, and 


year to year, the valor and the courage and the loyalty of 
the rank and file, the boys who carried the musket and the knay- 
sack, the men who tented upon the open field and wer in the 
seam of every battle, and met death and carnage in ten thousand 
orms. ‘ 

Mr. Chairman, there never was such an army of men since 
creation dawned as marched eee died under the Stars 
and Stripes from 1861 to 1865. [A gt were as brave 
as any army that Napoleon Bonaparte ever led to victory or to de- 
feat, as patriotic asany Spartan who ever offered his life 4 sacri- 
fice to his country, and had a more thorough comprehension «f 


the principles for which they fou and a more thorough real- 
i princ ye i. 1rea 


ization of the awful to themselves an to their 
countrymen than any army ever before marshaled on the field of 


With such an army as Grant commanded there was little need 
of leaders. They neither asked nor expected any man to 0 in «:- 
vance of them to battle. They were enlisted for three years or 
during the war; were thereat their country’s call and to defend the 
flag, with a full knowledge of what our independence hai oost of 
blood and treasure, and with love of country stronger than love 
of life, they were at the front to remain until every rebe! liad |i 
down his arms and acknowledged allegiance to one country and 


— . Seemed toe Seg we ope the most majestic 
gure in i J sons of the North re- 
sponded as though Cached by the hand of the Omnip- 
otent. They waited for no second > the issuance of no 


draft. They knew that armed treason was assaulting the flag, 
and they went to the front to make treason and secession odivus, 
on they remained for four years of war and suffering and 


—_ to the call of country and duty were in no way respous!- 


for the war. They met at the point where the lightmnzs 
burned and the thunderbolts fell, when the shock came they 
were at the front to meet its terrible force and stood between us 
and all danger like a wall of fire and as firm as the everlasting 


the flag as it floated over 
died away unti! England — 


Germany were lots for our garment. 

The once Republic was in their estimation soon to |e scat- 
- four winds, and they hoped amid. the crash and 
crumble and ashes of its ruims to forever establish the © ))\'u° 


But, Mr. Chairman, they were not acquainted 
th Lincoln and they had not heard of Grant. They were boast- 
ing of a great standing army and of atrained soldiery, but ‘hy 


had no comprehension of that great army of men who cam: [0 
as if by magic and rallied around their leader when the prow! 
blem of the nation was assaulted and the Union was in (ins\'. 
They were judging our institutions and form of — nt by 
Saat a of freemen es = subjects § < 
erned kings emperors. The must have conv!n eC 
them that the com 5 etalisabenatin either case. Thecause 
for which our fought, the unity of a nation and the fruoco" 
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in defense of the 
e nation’s life were 


serve as privates in the ranks, although it will 
2 the sanebers of this House that thousands, 
, of the men who served in that capacity were 


were compelled 
not be questioned 


Es ell equipped and qualified to serve as officers as those who | 
were really comman 


d. During the war the officers received 
greater honor and prai and more emoluments than did the private 
soldier, but now that the war is over it a to me, Mr. Chair- 
man, that officer and soldier should stand absolutely equal before 
the law [applanse}, and the Government that they saved, in pass- 

upon their claims for a pension, should see nothin but the 
honorable service that each rendered during the war and the hon- 
that each received after performing every duty 

asked of him by his Government. [Applause. } 
Let us not forget for one moment t this is a government of 


people, and in m judgment the time has come when men 
eae tate Chamber an the ntatives of all the le 
Should see to it that the interests the common are looked 


after and cared for as well as the interests of those who occupied 
higher official positions during the war. Itshould be remembered 
i as much money and labor and thought to care 
educate the children of the man who served as 
a private in the ranks as it does to perform the same service for 


of who occupied ae Segre ; and we 
should not forget that the grief of the wife of the private soldier 
her loved husband is just as sacred and just as 

t as the grief of the officer's widow over the loss of her 
husband; and that it requires the same amount of energy 
to su and maintain the orphans of the 
does of the officer’s widow. 
ow and have been for years strongly op- 
six-dollar and eight-dollar monthly pen- 
private soldiers and as unalterabl posed to fifty-dollar 
ollar monthly pensions 
-dollar yearly pensions to officers and to officers’ 
[Applance. | Let us abolish the two extremes and adopt 
a happy mean, with all deserving soldiers upon a perfect equality. 

Applause. 
l ri had the power I would with one stroke of the pen scale down 
all seem ions we are now paying to officers and to officers’ 
ot the same time would raise toa higher level the 
pensions we are now paying to private soldiers and the widows of 
private soldiers. Mr. Chairman, the time is not far distant 
when such a change will take place, as the e are already de- 
ing it, and when they make their demand earnestly enough 
their voices will reach the innermost recesses of this Chamber, for 
if there is any place in the world where equality before the law 
should mean something more than theory it should be in this 
Chamber, where re representatives are assembled. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe the road to the Pension Office should be 
made so plain and — that the humblest soldier who served in the 
ranks could not — ae in finding his way thereto with a just 
claim, or, if e did err, that the administration of that 
great Bureau should be such, so just, so broad, and liberal, that his 
error would not be taken advan of, but that the servants of 
this great Government would stan ready toextend a friendly and 
a powerful hand to aid and encourage and direct him, and make 
it every whit ee an old and worthy veteran to get his name 
upon the pension as it was for thesamesoidier thirty-three years 
ago, then oe eee strong and patriotic, and when the nation 
was in dire of defenders, to get his name upon the muster 
roll eon aeti and if these conditions do not exist now, then 
this not adjourn until such conditions were en- 
acted into law, and I think we may safely trust the common peo- 

of this great country to elect a President in this year of grace 
‘ duty will be to place a man at the head of the 
Pension Bureau who will see to it that the laws we enact shall be 
construed and enforced. [Applause.]} 
shall never forget, | think, an instance that 
happened experience while mt at a reunion in my own 
o fall I had Sieneieeding a reunion of the 
veterans of the late war, and after finishing some remarks I had 
the occasion, | was approached by one of 
the veterans whose hair was whitened with the frost that never 
melts, whose cheeks were furrowed with lines of care, and whose 
: at once that he was far down the 
of life. He one hand and thanked me very 
that I en and asked me why it 
it was so much more t for an old veteran to get 
his name upon the pension roll than it was for that same soldier 
thirty to get his name upon the niuster roll. Mr. Chair- 
before my questioner, unable to answer or to 
Sie ny oeplanation, and 1 now refer that entire matter to this 
and to the thoughtful consideration of the hon- 
Orable Commissioner of Pensions. 1 do not believe that we should 


. 


| 


forget the debt we owe to those men. They willingly gave their 
services when the nation was in great need, and, now that condi- 
tions are reversed, I see no reason why the Government for which 
they suffered should not as willingly and as freely come to their 
help and see to it that those old and worthy veterans are looked 
after in their last days even as a father would care for his own 
children. [Applause. } 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that we are living in peculiar 
times. A spirit seems to be abroad in the land inspired from very 
high sources seeking to bring reproach upon the veterans of the 
war. Mr. Chairman, you may have heard it, and [I know that the 
veterans throughout the length and breadth of the land have felt 
it, as it railed and proclaimed against the pension roll with hypo- 
critical pretenses of ‘‘ purging ” it and making it ‘‘a roll of honor.” 
but, thank Heaven, our pension roll is the most honorable roll 
ever held up for the inspection of 70,000,000 of people whose liber- 
ties were preserved and whose nation was saved by the bravery 
and valor of the men whose names appear upon that roll, and I 
am truly thankful of this opportunity to say to the men who 
made up that vast army for the preservation of our institutions 
that they need not be ashamed of that roll, neither need they be 
ashamed to have their children or their children’s children inspect 
it, for the most searching and painstaking investigations made by 
the present Administration have demonstrated the fact that the 
pension roll is almost absolutely free from frand and misrepre- 
sentation, so far as soldiers themselves are concerned, and every 
true American citizen, however exalted or however humble his 
station in life may be, should rejoice in the knowledge that this 
rigid and exhaustive investigation has not only refuted the state- 
ment ‘‘ that every community has its well-known cases of pension 
frauds,” but has demonstrated the fact beyond any hope of dis- 
pute that the Pension Department, so far as the claimants them- 
selves are concerned, is infinitely freer from fraud than any other 
of the great Departments of the Government. 7 

During my service in this body I have received letters from 
hundreds of old soldiers calling my attention to their claims pend- 
ing before the Pension Department, and with the rarest exception 
the letters have been free from fault-finding or complaint, simply 
requesting that some action might be taken by the Department 
and that their claims so long pending might be allowed or re- 
jected. I have been surprised at the patience and forbearance of 
these men, but I judge that the sufferings through which they 
po from 1861 to 1865 gave them a philosophy and a view of 
ife that I can not fully understand, and strengthened, and broad- 
ened, and purified them and made them grander and better men 
than they otherwise would have been. I regret tosay, Mr. Chair- 
man, that I have not been able to write them many enconraging 
letters in answer to their appeals, but have encouraged and 
cheered them as best I could, and have assured the boys that if 
they could hold on to life a few months longer light would break 
through the clouds that were now hovering over the Pension 
Department; that the Democratic party could already discern the 
handwriting on the wall; that this Administration had been 
weighed and in the judgment of the people been found disquali- 
fied to conduct the affairs of this great nation and unworthy the 
trust confided to them on the fatal 6th day of November, 1892 
ones and that on March 4, in the year of our Lord 1897, 
there would be inangurated as President of the United States a 
man who would have patriotism enough to see to it that full and 
complete justice was meted out to the saviors of this Republic, 
[Lond applause. | 

Mr. Chsirman, if the committee will bear with me I would like 
to recall a brief chapter of American history that vividly portrays 
the circumstances and conditions under which men were placed 
when they gave their names to their country and were enrolled 
among their country’s defenders. This Administration and the 
men selected by the President of the United States to administer 
and interpret the pension laws deserve to have their attention 
called to that remarkable period in our country’s history that 
tested the experiment of self-government as it had never before 
been tested, and we most earnestly trust as it may never be tested 
again. As I glance around this Chamber I see many members 
of this body old enough to readily recall the time in the history 
of this country when slavery was a despot whose every wish and 
desire was obeyed. At its command we were forced into an un- 
holy war with Mexico and robbed that country of a vast empire 
now forming the magnificent State of Texas: we wrote into our 
statute books that most infamous and abhorred of all the laws 
that a republic ever passed—the fugitive slave law. Under its 
devilish provisions we drove the black fugitive fleeing from bond- 
age gnd the lash back into slavery, ignorance, and degradation; 
we sealed the lips of our press and demanded the silence of our 
churches; in the eloquent language of another: ‘* We became the 
instruments of torture and revenge, and we hissed Phillips at Bos- 
ton, imprisoned Garrettson at Baltimore, and murdered Lovejoy 
at Alton.” Though but a mere lad, I can recall the threats that 
were made prior to and during the campaign of 1860, When the 
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people of the North realized that the threats made by the leaders | from disability. Where a pension has been allowed by a clerical error 0; }, 
of the South would be carried into effect fear and frenzy seemed eee Se ene ey be suspended until the case is investigated and ade 


to seize the nation’s heart. ‘‘ Incompetency reigned at the White 
House, while traitors’ hands sowed the s of discord and scat- 
tered the nation’s strength and plundered the nation’s Treasury. 
A rope of sand, cemented only 7 loyal affection, seemed to be 
holding the States together, and they were fast falling asunder.” 
Already in the s of Congress lips of treason poured forth 
the fiery poison of its eloquence, as with scoff and scorn they bade 
their fellows and the nation farewell. But in the mighty heart of 
him who had been chosen our leader there breathed the spirit of 
loyalty and devotion to God and to man and country that feared 
nothing save dishonor and knew no course of conduct save that 
of duty, and around him in that supreme hour of the nation’s 
ril gathered the noblest manhood and the supremest courage of 
he nation’s best; men seemed to realize that the time had come 
when their souls were to be tried as if by fire. A cloud had set- 
tled on the horizon more awful in its blackness than any that had 
yet overcast the sky, Then came the shots like lurid lightnings 
upon Sumter’s walls, and the old flag, torn and dismantled, bowed 
in shame and disgrace, <A shock like that which follows a blind- 
ing flash left men for a moment stunned and dazed, It was at 
such an hour as this, it was under such circumstances as these, 
Mr. Chairman, that the men who are now so anxious to get the 
names of these old veterans off of the pension roll were then pray- 
ing with blanched cheeks and whitened lips that those same men, 
then young and strong, patriotic and determined, would place 
their names upon the muster roll, and as in answer to a nation’s 
re. in willing obedience to a command that came to them 
om across the century, from Lexington and Bunker Hill, from 
Trenton and Valley Forge, and a hundred battlefields of the Revo- 
lution, a million swords lea from their scabbards, and a mil- 
lion men rushed to defend the insult to that old flag, and in that 
hour of heroism and self-sacrifice and devotion, thank God, the 
Union was preserved fap lause}], the honor of the old flag main- 
tained, and an indivisible Union of indestructible States cemented 
by the blood and the courage and the loyalty of those men was 
placed upon a foundation so strong and lasting that all of the 
armaments of all the flying squadrons in Europe could not shake 
a stone in its foundation. [Loud ees 

But, Mr. Chairman, a generation d since then, and we 
find that same class of men who were then so anxious to get the 
names of those men upon the muster roll now quite as anxious to 

t their names off or to keep them off the pension roll. But, Mr. 
Spairmen, I have never lost faith in the qoties of the people of 
this country, and I believe that there is loyalty and patriotism 
enough in the hearts of the people to see to it that substantial jus- 
tice is done in this question of pensions; and if I can read the 
history of the times correctly they point to the repudiation and 
the utter annihilation of the vilifiers of the old veteran. [Ap- 
plause.] This question of pensions, Mr. Chairman, will not trouble 
us long at most. The old soldiers are being rapidly marshaled 
on the other side of the ‘‘mystic river.” The last report of the 
Commissioner of Pensions shows that nearly 30,000 were ‘called 
out of the noise of time” eo last fiscal year, and it seems 
to me that the death roll is sufficiently long to satisfy the most 
enthusiastic in their demands for reduction of pension eee 

tions. The debt that we owe these men is the only of the 
national debt that we shall never be able to repay. Iam one of 
those, Mr. Chairman, who believe that the men who loaned their 
lives to the Government should be paid quite as freely as the men 
who loaned their money to the Government. [Loud applause. 
And the generation of men who have come upon the scene 0 
action since the close of the war will see to it that those men and 
those 4 ding upon them are looked after and cared for. 

Mr. irman, while the bill which the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions has presented for the consideration of this House is not 
a ect product, it represents the best thought of one of the 
ablest committees of this body, and I sincerely trust that it will 
receive the votes of a large majority of the members on both sides 
of this Chamber, will pass the Senate, receive Executive sanction, 
and become a part of the law of this land. 

I am under obligations to the committee for their forbearance 


and teank the members very earnestly for their attention. [Loud 
a use. . 
" r. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I do not propose to discuss all 


the features of this bill, but I do want to say some things in 
Fe to a certain section of it. I should be satisfied to have the 
bill go through without amendment; but if it is to be to 
amendment I should like to see a substitute adopted for section 2— 
not that Iam dissatisfied 
substitate as I would like to p for the second section would 
tend to perfect the bill and provide for takin 

msioners. I ask to have read this bill, an 

w remarks upon it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


That from and after the 
that may be hereafter 
Thocntinesd, except for 


of this act no heretofore ted 
under the nm laws shall be 


d, clerical error, mistake of fact, 






















the person making the uerge 

his or her statement of fraud or maseweey from disability in writ 

forth fully and in detail all the facts in t 

by. and sworn to by the person mak 
e 


not before, the payment of the pension until said charge is 
missed. Within thirty days from the date of filing said statement wit} +) 
Commissioner of Peace 

to the pensioner of the time and place the testimony in support of »;,, 
denial of the ona iken, 
said testimony to be taken within twelve months from the time saic a 
ment is filed as aforesaid; and said notice shall have attached to it a e.); 
copy of the char 
of the person Z 


be present at the taking of the testimony, and to 
eee by the Cornuaess. 


cross-examine witnesses produced 


by the Commissioner of Pensions; said examiner 
50 miles from the county seat, or cit 





with the bill, but I believe that such a 


better care of our 
then I will make a 


uced or 
or recovery 


Seo. 2. That in any case where fraud or recovery from disability is q)).... 
of fraud or recovery from disability sh.\|_ 


>= 


ing, settiy 

e case, said statement to be signe 
the same. When said statem.,; 
oner of Pensions may suspen, 9; 

proven or lie 


d in the Pension Office the Com 


ms, notice of not less than thirty days shal! bs ,,.,.. 


ions of fraud or recovery from disability will be ; 
tate. 
of fraud, which said certified copy shall contain tho ;, — 
the charge. 
Sxo. 3. That the pensioner or his attorney, or both, shall have the right to 
cross-examine all witnesses 
The pensioner shall have the right to pro. 
of the chars, the Government having the right to 
y pensioner. The testimony of || wit. 


uce witnesses in de 


nesses living within 50 es of the county seat of the county wherein the 
nsioner lives, or within 50 miles of the city of Washington, if pensioner 
ives in the District of Columbia, shall be taken at the county seat whore 


the pensioner lives, or in the city of Washington if the pensioner liy.s j;, : 
District of Colum The evidence shall be taken b ah examiner fateh 
ereby authorized t 
The testimony of all witnesses < ding 
of Washington, shall be by deposi. 
tions taken before said examiner, under such rules and regulations as the 


r the oath to witnesses 


Commissioner of Pensions shall make, said depositions to be in the usual form 
= manner of taking depositions by interrogatories and cross-interroga. 


es. 
Seo. 4, That all testimony taken shall be reduced to writing and filed with 
the Commissioner of Pensions within thirty days from the time the evidence 


is closed. 
Suc. 5. That the pensioner or his attorney shall be allowed to examine a] 
papers and evidence in the case. If the ten of fraud or recovery .= 


If the 
yment of pension 
to remain as now 


isability is sustained, the pension shall be annulled and vacated 
charge is d , the suspension shall be removed and 
be-made from date of last a the right of ap 
allowed by the Pension and rior Departments and by the courts having 
jurisdiction in h cases: Provided, however, That nothing herein contained 
shall be construed to entitle any person to more than one pension, or as allow- 
ing more than one pension for the same service, aor to affect or enlarge tie 
nsion rights of widows and others under sections 4702, 4706, and 4708 of the 
= — en the United States and acts supplemental to and amenda- 
ry thereof. 
Sec. 6. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith and repugnant 
to the foregoing act be, and the same are hereby, repealed. 


Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, the amendment that has just 
been read is proposed to take the place of section 2 in the commit- 
In my judgment it is a much better provision. It is 
fuller than the one in the bill, and will give better results. It 
provides that all soldiers living within 50 miles of the county 
seat, having a charge preferred against their pension, shall have 
all testimony taken at the county seat. When they live 5( miles 
away from the county seat, the mode of taking the testimony is 
changed to depositions, and the amendment also provides for 
closing the testimony in the case, so tliat there shall be no unneces- 


delay. . 

The head of the present Administration has adopted a policy of 
hostility to the pensions of Union soldiers. Since the 4th day of 
March, 1893, about 20,000 men have been dropped from the rolls 
who were put there after a fair, honest, and legal investigation 
of their claims. The first thing a pensioner must do is to file 
his application in the Pension Office, setting forth his military 

and ae If his military record is not verified 
by the examination of the records of the War Department he is 
required to correct it, and if the records disclose the fact that he 
was a deserter or was not in the service that is an end to the 
case, I state this fact, Mr. Chairman, to deny the charge made 
by the Democratic party and their leaders that the pension rolls 
are full of men who were deserters or had no military record. 
That statement, coming from whatever source it may, is an abso- 
late falsehood without any possible reference to the truth—a false- 
hood in every respect, except in those very rare cases where men 
| have been put upon the rolls through a mistake. ; 
@ man on the rolls who v-as a deserter or not in 
service, the fault is in the Pension ent, because they have 
failed to examine his war record. So this charge of deserte and 
men who were never in the service being shacel upon the rolls of 
the Pension Office has nothing whatever in it. The man who has 
Lo — os or the man who has a a. wo maser tic _ ap. 
to it, can not get a pension through the Pension (ffiice 
the officials are careful and diligent in the exercise of their duties. 

What is the next step that is required of the applicant for 
=, The next step is to ascertain whether the disability ex 

ted as alleged in his application. During the Harrison Admin- 
istration the medical boards throughout the country had on them 
two Republicans and one Democrat representing the Democratic 
minority, they being given one member of each The pres 
ent Democratic Administration refused to give the Republicans 
representation, and the boards were made solidly Democratic. 

th the selection of the board of examiners the pensioner has 
nothing whatever todo. They are creatures of the Pension ‘ )ffice. 
My experience, and I su that that is ov co gma of nt 
member of Congress, is the gentlemen p on these boar 
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: ysicians of oir men of reputation and intelligence 
pag? business. nsioners are ordered before the board of ex- 


i hereu they are examined carefully, with the appli- 
: cont betwee aoa p ,and after acareful examinationa report 
is presented either that the man was disabled to a certain extent, 
or was not, according to the circumstances. Upon that examina- 
tion and other evidence the pension is granted. It is an exami- 
nation conducted by the officers of the 

resent Admi tion, however, permit me to say again, nearly 
B 000 oners who ee ord application under the law, 

! roved their disability before 

Sea and, after a full hearing, had been placed on the 
rolls, were dropped from the rolls without cause, without any 
notice; they were arbitrarily dropped. To prove that an infa- 


was perpetrated upon these men it is only necessary 
to state tha the Pension Office restored all of them except about 
15 per cent. 


‘ow were these men dropped? The present Democratic Ad- 
ministration appointed a ‘ Pee of review.” That board of re- 
view is composed of men who are known as “ sun-down doctors, 
men who are clerks in the Department during the day, and who 
attend the medical colleges and practice medicine after office 
hours, and whoare willing to work at salaries ranging from twelve 
hundred to fourteen hundred dollars a year. y, Mr. Chair- 
man, I have veterinary surgeons in my district who would not 
enter the service of the Department at that price. These young 
gentlemen—inexperienced men—take the medical testimony of 
the board of examiners and review it, and on that review the 
pensioner is dropped from the rolls. A more dastardly outrage 
was never trated upon aclass of men who have just claims 
against the Government. 

This bill is intended to stop such outrages in the future. All 
over my district Democrats openly denounce the whole business. 
I had men in my district who were suspended from the rolls who 
had been for six months confined to their bed by illness before they 
were suspended, and before they could be restored to the rolls they 
passed from time into eternity. Notice was sent to them that 
unless satisfactory reasons were given within thirty days their 
names would be from the rolls. If a man is on the roll 
fraudulently, let the person who makes the charge file his state- 
ment, put his name to it and swear to it; let a copy of that notice 
be served u the pensioner. Let him know who his accuser is. 
Why should the pensioner be deprived of that right? 

I examined a case about ten months ago in my district where I 
found an old soldier who had been refused a pension. Upon the 
examination of his papers in the Pension Office, I suppose I got 
hold of the case before it was ‘‘stripped.” They have a process 
in the Pension Department which they call “‘ stripping the files ”"— 
that is, taking out all private information, taking out the report 
of the postmaster and all other private information which they 
get. After the Department have stripped the files, they are will- 
ing to hand them over to the member of Congress or to the attor- 
ney of the claimant for examination, but not before. Somehow 
I got hold of that case before it was stripped, and in the case I 
found a blank filled in by the postmaster of the place where ap- 
plicant lived, in which he stated that he would not believe one 
physician who testified in the case on oath, and the other physi- 
cian, who also testified, he might believe, but it would be a very 
close case. Those two physicians are reputable physicians, men 
who had ced medicine for many years, and men who stand 
high as oo and citizens. I was told that this very post- 
master called both of those gentlemen to his house when his 
wife or child was sick. These men no doubt had spent many long 
and weary hours of the night to minister to the sick in his family, 
but unlike most men he failed to pay their bills, and because these 


men compelled him to —- was honestly due them he sent 
that untrue report to the Pension Office about them. The result 
a was that the pensioner was refused his pension. 


postmasters are used by the Pension Office as 
spies upon the old soldiers of thiscountry. I have seen the blanks, 
tlemen have seen them. The Pension 
to postmasters to obtain information 
about claimants and about their witnesses; and upon informa- 
tion given by postmasters, not sworn to, these pensioners are 


Of all the men in this country who should be trusted with work 

tmasters, as a rule, are the last that should 
for the following reason: There is scarcely a 
@ position of postmaster in a village or town to-day 
did not secure his place after a contest. Other persons were 
for the same office, and woe betide the pensioner if any 
has testified in his behalf who signed the petition of some 
who was an applicant against the fellow who got the office. 
y of these are prej , and I would advise pensioners 

on the for postmasters who ply them with questions 


their 
Fifty-third Congress, and I state it here again, 


lie 
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stated in i 
when the great State of Pennsylvania rolled up her majority 
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of 183,000 for my venerable colleague, the Hon. GALUSHA A. 
Grow, I am satisfied that 50.000 of that majority came from the 
ranks of soldiers and their friends who were Democrats. I know 
of Grand Army of the Republic posts in my district in which a 
few years ago the Democratic members predominated, and to-day 








| you could not find a Democrat in one of them if you should go 
‘ | through it with a microscope. 
vernment. During the | Do you wonder that these men, after all these years of fidelity anc 


[Applause on the Republican side. | 


loyalty to the Democratic 


party, have finally come to understand 
that the onl i 


party in this country that ever was, is to-day, or 


e board selected by the | ever will be their defenders and protectorsis the Republican partyr 


{Applause on the Republican side. | 

My young friend from New York [Mr. McCLetian], in his 
speech, stated that the Republican party set up a sort of ** friend- 
ship trust” for the old soldier. I will read some few statistics 
from the records of Congress to show him that perhaps some 
things have happened in this country during the past thirty years 
that he knows nothing about. . 

I repeat that the gentleman who to-day sits in the White House, 
Mr. Cleveland, when he was in that office before, did not dis- 
guise his opposition, hostility, and prejudice against the pen- 
sioners of this country. He has never changed his position or 
—s toward the Union soldier; and let the feelings of the mem- 
vers of the Democratic party be as they may in this respect, he is 
the head and front of this business of dropping pensioners from 
the rolls and reducing their pensions. A few weeks ago the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, Hon. Hoke Smith, made a speech in the 
State of Georgia. He said, in substance, if the Democratic party 
was entitied to any credit, one thing they were entitled to credit 
for in their financial management of this Government was 
that they had taken from the soldiers of this Union, by reduction 
and suspension of pensions, $25,000,000. Well, the Department 
over which he presides has filched from the old soldier millions 
of dollars and have succeeded in sending many of them to the 
srhouses, but I now venture the assertion that the child is not 
rn in this country to-day that will live long enongh to see 
another Hoke Smith in the Interior Department. [Applause and 
laughter. | 

Mr. Chairman, I ask the House to bear with me. I want to get 
some facts before the country, in order to show that the Democratic 
party, or atleast alarge portion of it, has always been hostile to pen- 
sions. I will not go back of 1878, because I have not the time. 
The most important pension legislation of this Government was 
subsequent to that dete. Let us see who passed the great pen- 
sion bills under which most of our soldiers are pensioners. In 
1878 a bill was passed by the lower House of Congress repealing 
all limitations of time in which applications for arrears of pen- 
sions should be made. Upon this the vote stood: Democrats for 
the bill, 48; Democrats against the bill, 61; Republicans for the 
bill, 116; Republicans against the bill, none. 

Subsequently a bill increasing the pensions of widows from $8 
to $12 was voted on,.with the following result: Democrats for 
the bill, 80; Democrats against the bill, 66; Republicans for the 
bill, 118; Republicans against the bill, none. 

The amputation bill, passed August 4, 1886: Democrats for the 
bill, 75; Democrats against the bill, 51. Republicans for the bill, 
91; Republicans against the bill, none. 

The widows’ arrears bill, giving arrears of pensions, from the 
death of their husbands, to widows entitled to pensions, passed 
the Senate by the following vote: Democrats for the bill, 1; Dem- 
ocrats against the bill, 20. Republicans for the bill, 22; Repub- 
licans against the bill, none. 

The disability pension bill (gives pension to all disabled soldiers 
and to dependent parents and children), passed June, 1890: Dem- 
ocrats for the bill, 28; Democrats against the bill, 56. Republic- 
ans for the bill, 117; Republicans against the bill, none. 

Same bill in the Senate: Democrats for the bill, 3; Democrats 
against the bill, 18. Republicans for the bill, 31; Republicans 
against the bill, none. 

In the Forty-ninth Congress a dependent pension bill was voted 
on in the Senate, with the following result: Democrats for the bill, 
7; Democrats against the bill, 14. Republicans for the bill, 27; 
Republicans against the bill, none. 

nthe same Congress a similar bill was voted uponin the House 
of Representatives, with the following result: Democrats for the 
bill, 66; Democrats against the bill, 76. Republicans for thebill, 
114; Republicans against the bill, none. 

This bill was vetoed by President Cleveland. An effort wasmade 
in the lower House to pass the bill over the veto, with the follow- 
ing result: Democrats for the bill, 37; Democrats against the bill, 
125. Republicans for the bill, 138; Republicans against the bill, 
none. 

Showing that 29 Democrats who had originally voted for the 
bill hastened to avail themselves of the opportunity afforded by 
the President’s veto to vote against it, thus testifying their real 
sentiments, while 20 others who had dodged the first vote came 
up promatly to the —— of the veto. 

© vote upon which the dependent pension bill was finally 
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ed by the ees Congress, of which Tom REED was 

iker, stood as follows in the Senate: Democrats for the bill, 
10; Democrats against the bill, 12. Republicans for the bill, 32; 
Republicans against the bill, none. 

In the lower House it was sought to take up and pass the bill 
promptly, but the Democrats solidly opp a motion to sus- 
pend the rules for that purpose, and the effort failed. Shortly 
after this, however, a second effort met with success, the vote 
standing: Democrats for the bill, 38; Democrats against the bill. 
71. Republicans for the bill, 141; Republicans against the bill, 
none. 

This bill was, as the old soldiers well know, promptly approved 
by President Harrison. 

The next pension legislation of importance was the bill to pen- 
sion prisoners of war, and giving them each $2 for every aa they 
were held by the Confederates. When it came up in the lower 
House the following vote was had: Democrats for the bill, 24; 
Democrats against the bill, 78. Republicans for the bill, 119; 
Republicans against the bill, none. 

o sum up, the following gives the totals of fourteen votes in 
Congress upon the most im t of the various pension measures 
presented since the war, viz: Democrats for the bills, 417; Demo- 
crats against the bills, 648. Republicans for the bills, 1,066; Re- 
ee “he the bills, none. [Loud applause on the Repub- 

ran side. 

So you see that since 1878 all important legislation by which 
the pensioners are now on the pension rolls was written by Repub- 
lican statesmen and voted into law by Republican legislators. 

The following statement, prepared from official records, shows 
the number of pension bills to which each President since the war 
has refused his signature: 

Lincoln, none. 
Johnson, none. 
Grant, 5. 
Hayes, none. 
Garfield, none. 


Arthur, none, 
Cleveland, 540. 
Harrison, none. 
Loud lause. | 
ou will also see that said laws were signed by Republican 
Presidents, with the exception of five private bills vetoed by Pres- 
ident Grant. 

Mr. PICKLER. Two more yesterday. 

Mr. MAHON. Two more yesterday and more to follow. This 
is the record I want to put before the young tleman from New 
York {[Mr. McCLELLAN] who stated that the Republican party 
set themselves up as the friends of the soldier. The record quoted 

roves beyond all controversy that the Republican party is the 
Friend of the soldier. If the soldiers of this Union had had to 
depend since the war on a Democratic House and a Democratic 
Senate and a Democratic President, we would have had no pen- 
sion roll to-day, and not a solitary defender of the Union would 
be drawing a pension, because the record of the Democratic party 
just read shows they would have defeated all pension legislation. 
ce the war was over, on yea-and-nay vote in this House, 
not one solitary Republican cast his vote — a general ion 
bill. I bring this to your attention, and I hope that the ub- 
lican — of this Congress will keep up therecord. ed 

applause. 
iring the war the Democratic , through its representa- 
tives in gress, opposed and v — nearly e measure 
intended to maintain the honor and integrity of the nation. It 
opposed the raising of revenue and money from other sources to 
support the nation in its hour of — t voted against raising 

ts pow 


men for the field. It did all in er to prevent giving the 
soldiers in the field adequate pay, or to provide them with sup- 
plies, tents, and all the co necessary to make a soldier's life 


even tolerable. So, after the war, as the record read by me shows 
that the Democratic party, in season and out of season, have voted 
ee and cupened Laghanthen aed ing pensions to the defenders 
on all bis righ to citinsechanaain sin eotemeenede tes 
ven i ts to a sea’ 
as States, and bec = Democratic brethren mip _ 
again took charge national Democratic party c- 
tate its policy and direct all its doings, they eagerly joined in the 
unholy crusade waged against the Union veterans. 

I will now, in proof of this assertion, give you another 
into the record of the Democratic . Ift had time I could 
consume a week of the time of this House, instead of the half hour 
allowed me, in en record. Any vote would show 
the determined and mali t hostility of the Democratic ty 
toward the men who saved the Union. Now for the record show- 

how ex-Confederates voted. 
February 3, 1879, a bill was passed by a vote of 140 to 81 
viding for the issue of bonds to be sold for the payment 
arrears of pensions. Of the votes against it 78 were Democrats, 


and 69 of those were from the South. See 
pension appropriation ar- 


bill, with provisions covering 
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ons ee on the 17th of February, 1879, 61 were from {\\, 
uth. . 


















dependent pension 
from the ex-Confederate States. 


ate’s Union soldiers amendments, under 
there were—yeas 129, nays 85; 67 of the nays being from th. |a:, 
Confederate States. No Republican cast his vote against s115).,. 


sion. 
Mr. Chairman, not only the private soldiers of the Union Army 


encountered their hostility, but our distinguished generals m¢+ 
the same opposition. My time will only permit me to give you 


the 
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Of 66 Democratic votes and two pairs inst increasing {ho 


widows’ pensions by the enormous amount of $4a month, | ;....,.,.. 
to say that oll but Swe ware from Sete lately in rebellion, 
they included a remar y representative group of ex-Con/,.),.. 
ates. That historic vote, recorded in the 
House, shows that of the men who stood up here and op)... 
granting thatlittle increase of $48 per : 
married since 1870, but to widows of 
reason of their service, included, asI find by the Congress;,);,,)| 
Directory, 1 ex-Confederate postmaster 

retary of the treasury, 2 ex-Confederate congressmen, | .,. 
Confederate State attorney-general, 1 
commander, 5 ex-Confederate brigadier-generals, 7 ex-(\\),;..). 
erate colonels, 2 ex-Confederate lieutenant-colonels, 2 ex-(\.1,/,)- 
erate majors, 7 ex-Confederate lieutenants, 1 ex-Conf«), 
midshi , and 4 ex-Confederate privates. 


in 


proceedings of 


—_mem s 


» not to widows Who ha 
nion soldiers, who diced jy 


-general and acting sec. 


ex-Confederate 


rps 


rate 


On of the bill, on June 27, 1890, known as the 


ill, 56 of the 71 votes against the bil! can, 


On January 5, 1885, on the Mexican pension bill, with th. soy. 
suspension of the rules, 


several cases: 

On February 12, 1885, on the bill ting a pension of $2.00 
to the widow of Maj. Gen. George H. Thomas, there were — ys 
ane 8 a. 2 — ayes teers: 

b , on granting pension of $2,000 to the 
widow of Gen. W. S. Hancock, the ayes were 158, nays 47, of 
which 38 were from the late Confederate States. 

On March 8, 1885, of 78 Democratic votes cast against puttin, 
a S. Grant upon the retired list 58 were from tis 

ww 


Mr. Chairman, I have only given you a portion of the record, 
but it is true, and a fair illustration of the whole record. |i 
shows beyond all doubt that the Democrats from the South, aide! 
by some of their Democratic coll es from the North, have ever 
since the war been waging a guerrilla warfare upon the cripple 
and enfeebled old soldiers and their widows. And this cont:upt- 
ible business is still go on under the leadership of President 
Cleveland and his ‘“‘ man Friday,” Hon. Hoke Smith, a gentleman 
from the Southland. In the name of the 2,859,132 men wiv 
offered their lives in defense of the Union, in the name anid over 
the sacred graves of 304,369 gallant men who went down to deat! 
by disease contracted in the service and in the hell of battle, in 
the name of the tens of thousands of loyal sons of the North wh) 
were many long and weary months confined in Andersouvill, 
Libby Prison, and other rebel prisons, all veritable hells ou earth, 
I do most ee comer against this cruel taking away from 

i small pensions given to them bya grateful 
Government by the votes of Repu members of Congress. 
Southern Democratic votes have always been cast against }eusin 
legislation in favor of the Union ; against the widows of 
men they starved to death, shot to death over the dead line, and 
tore to death by thirsty bloodhounds in Southern prison pens. 
But Southern votes were ready to , and did open, the pension 
roll for their own kind, so that to-day the “men who manned the 
dead line in Andersonville, a palisade of horror, the fiendis) yuarcs 
who shot down the starving maniac who crawled a yard actos 
that limit to snatch at a decaying bone, these human !lo- 
hounds,” have had, if they had service in the Mexican or Indian 
wars, opened Se them the pension rolls of the nation. — 

of the time assigned me left, and can give yo" 
a7 a few names of ex-Confederates who are now or thie pension 






EX-CONFEDERATES ON THE PENSION ROLLS. 


I find that Samuel , colonel and adjutant-general of the 
United States Army, resigned in March, 1861. That gentleman 
served ea ge, meg hog rebellion, I believe, as the adjutant: 

of Lee’s army of northern Virginia. He used 


great talents that had been cultivated at West Point in tryins 
the United States (iover=- 
His political disabilities under the fourteenth amen nent 
Gemmauhei removed at the date of his death. A Democrat 
brevetted - sions, however, ruled that the fact (hat he 
was colonel for meritorious service—although he nev't 
Washington during the Mexican war—brought him w!ti!t 
the requirement of the act which says: 
Or personally named in a resolution of Congress for specific service ~ 


as his brevet had to be confirmed by the Senate. Bb wes 
ruled that his widow was not, at the date of the passage of “° 
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erself laboring under the disabilities referred to in the four- 
“- amendment. So the widow of Gen. Lee's Confederate ad- 
tant-general throughout the war has been drawing a pension 
~ the United States Government since June 6, 1887, ander cer- 
tificate No. 116. , 
Gen. Thomas J. Jackson. He was a first lieutenant in the First 
Jnited States Artillery. He resigned a long time before the re- 
bellion to take a professorship in the Virginia Military Institute, 
and cormamanded its cadets as a part of the military guard at the 
execution of John Brown, December 2, 1859, On the 2ist of April, 
1861, he marched with his cadets to Richmond in response to the 
call of Governor Letcher. A few days later he was commissioned 
as colonel of Virginia Volunteers, and his service as a leader in the 
armies of the rebellion are well known. His widow is not yet on 
the pension roll, but her application is on file, and just as soon as 
the age limit is reached the widow of Stonewall Jackson will be 
drawing a Mexican war pension from that United States Govern- 
ment against which he advocated hoisting the black flag. 


STONEWALL JAOKSON'S PROPOSAL TO HOIST THE BLACK FLAG. 


T hold in my hand another remarkable book—a volume not of 
Northern itie—tee Life and Letters of Stonewall Jackson, 
by his wife ; and this reveals another phase of the kind of war- 
Ca ao eee ie ane snap wine potion 
at any | h, but will i my 8 
of this as i contribution to the history of that great 
struggle. ‘ 

Mee Jackson, in the chapter headed ‘‘The raising of the black 
flag,” says that ‘‘ the statement would be received with the great- 
est reserve did it not come from his own brother-in-law, Capt. 
(afterwards Gen.) Rufus Barringer, who might be ) to be 
in his confidence.” General Barringer’s statement begins by say- 
ing that General Jackson sent for him bya letter to Gen. J. E. B. 
Stuart, and that he visited General Jackson in the middle of July, 
1862, and spent the night with him. He says that General Jackson 
said he desired to talk with him about a new policy of organizing 
movable columms to attack important cities in the North. After 
giving his views of the origin of the war, General Barringer, on 
page 310, quotes General Jackson as saying: 

With these convictions I have always thought we ought to meet the Fed- 
eral invaders on the outer verge of just right and defense, and raise at onco 
= mes ts “No quarter tothe violators of our homes and firesides!”’ 

wou 


viz: 
end have proved true humanity and mercy. The Bible is full 
and it is The only i 


of such wars, policy that would bring the North to its 


Benses. 

He went on to state that he had not been able to get the black-flag 
policy —— but that he had been talking to General Lee about 
a more radical military policy; that he “‘ gave him frankly certain 
outlines of my own plan of waging the contest, which he consid- 
ered favorably, and which he promised to lay before Mr. Davis 
and try to secure his approval im whole or in part.” Hesays Gen- 
eral Jackson then proceeded to state his views of a new plan of 
operations, as follows: 


As I have said, my own first policy would have been the black flag 
to all comers the safety of our Southern homes. 
Then he to organize two, four, or more movable col- 


umns to assail the enemy ‘‘ as they entered our borders ”— 


But better, I would hurl these thunderbolts of war against the rich cities 

regions of our Federal friends. I would seek to avoid all regu- 
Iwould subsist my troops as far as possible on the Northern 
people. I would lay heavy contributions in money on their cities. I would 
encumber eurdees with no prisoners, except noted leaders, held mainly 


RE 


#s hostages for ransom or retaliation. All the rank and file I would parole, 
but only at the risk of life if the parole was violated. All this, just as Pope 
is doing in northern V ian. * * And so I would make it hot for our 


irgini 
friends at their homes and firesides all the way to Kansas, “ bleeding Kan- 
sas," and doubly so for Ohio and Pennsylvania. 


the lapse of 
the cause 


f 
defeut, I think itmy duty to St 


nearly a generation since the conversation oc- 
r which we fought went down in disaster and 
onewall ‘to.give him the full credit of 


able to.alle ake time to ead furt arenes oat 
, his was to ize sep- 
arate columns and divide them Sal ane dine mae oeeel into 
tine ot the North. It er a 
attempted of secretly a torch and imtro- 
ducing into New York an of our populous cities.. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I have been reading history. It is useless 
to shut our eyes to it. There is nothing gained by making believe 

that we do not see it. 


Maury, second lieutenant United States Mounted 
Ritles, was dismissed June 25, 1861, for going over to the enemy. 
the pension rolls and now draws a pension 
of the Assistant Secretary of the Interior in the 

ion that service until the clese of the Mex- 
ican war constituted an ‘‘honorable discharge” under the act of 
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We have heard men inveigh here by the hour against granting 
& pension toa Union soldier who had not received an honorable 
discharge, although he might have rendered years of gallant serv- 
ice at the front. Here is the case of an officer dismissed from the 
Regular Army in 1861, put on the pension roll by Democratic legis- 
lation and ruling after fighting the Government throughout the 
rebellion. 

Sidney Smith Lee, commander in the United States Navy, was 


dismissed April 22, 1861, for similar cause. His widow draws a 
pension under certificate No. 6328, under the same ruling, that 
the service of a man until the close of the Mexican war was equiv- 


alent to an honorable discharge. 

S. B. Maxey, second Heutenant Seventh United States Infantry, 
resigned in 1849, long before the war, but served, I believe. all 
through the war of the rebellion on the Confederate side. He 
was United States Senator from Texas from 1875 to 1887. and an 
ableman. The docket shows that this claim was received at the 
Pension Office Monday night, May 23, 1887, jacketed Tuesday, 
24th, called up by Commissioner Black’s chief clerk Wednesday, 
25th, submitted to the board of review for allowance on the same 
day, and the certificate was issued Friday, May 27. Pretty rapid 
work! I hardly think this will be cited among the cases of delay 
of which we have heard complaint. 

Francis T. Bryan, captain United States Engineers, resigned 
June 10, 1861, and now draws pension under certificate No. 8466. 

Richard C. Gatlim, major Fifth United States Infantry, resiened 
==: 1861, and now draws pension under certificate No. 1738. 

omas Claiborne, captain United States Mounted Rifles, re- 
signed May 14, 1861, and now draws pension under certificate 
No. 9125. 

JamMEs Z. GEORGE, United States Senator from Mississippi, late 
colonel in the Confederate army, draws pension under certificate 
No, 17214, issued two days after he was 62 years of age. 

Alfred H. Colquitt, late United States Senator from Georgia, 
formerly major-general in the Confederate army, drew pension 
under certificate No. 19199. 

I could give you similar examples, which include other mem- 
bers and ex-members of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
who have found the United States Government generous enough to 
ignore the war they waged against it in order to put them on the 
pension roll. Should not that gratitade that should fill every man’s 
breast at least give them a kindly feeling toward the brave men 
who conquered them in battle? 

Mr. Chairman, I can not discuss all the features of this bill. 

The present Administration has been and is to-day urging a 
malignant and treacherous warfare upon the gray-haired men 
whose courage and loyalty saved this Republic. President Cleve- 
land regards Union pensioners with undisguised hostility, and a 
large majority of his party heartily sympathize with him. Noth- 
ing that his Administration could do to deprive veterans of hard- 
won pensions has been left undone. No subterfuge has been too 
mean, no pretext has been too trivial, for his chosen agents to use 
in robbing the old soldier of their just dues. 

The suspension of a soldier, once pensioned legally, without 
notice of hearing, is unprecedented as well as unlawful. Such a 
course is unworthy a great Government which was preserved 
through the services and sacrifices of its volunteer army. There 
is no good citizen who desires that an unworthy person should 
have a place upon this honorable roll of the nation, and while 
this is true, there is no good citizen who wil! not condemn the 
striking down upon ex parte testimony and statements of post- 
masters, not sworn to, of any soldier who has been judicially de- 
termined by a previous Admmistration worthy of his place there. 
Every soldier on the pension roll to-day is there after trial and 
investigation of his case. He is there because, in the judgement 
of the Commissioner of Pensionsand the Secretary of the Interior, 
he has fully met every requirement of the law granting pensions 
to soldiers. Once there, he is entitled to remain until it is shown 
by competent testimony, to which he shall have an opportunity 
to reply, that he is there by fraud and has no place among the 
honorably disabled soldiers of the war. No man should be con- 
demned without a hearing. No soldier should have the taint of 
fraud put upon him without an opportunity to meet his accusers. 
It is like opening a judgment once rendered by a competent court. 
The burden of proof rests upon him who charges fraud and assails 
the integrity of the judgment, and he can not set aside that judg- 
ment upon ex partetestimony. The simplest and the most funda- 
mental principles of justice require that a man should have an 
opportunity to confront his accuser and the witnesses who testify 
against him. I understand that in the cases suspended the sus- 
pended pensioner has no access to the testimony, to the letters, or 
the information furnished by those who complain against the va- 
lidity of the pension. All thatisdeniedhim. Hesimplyis advised 
that his pension is suspended, and he is required to show why he 
should be restored to the roll. The Government should be re- 
uired, in the first instance, to show why his name should be 

pped from the roll, and it should be by clear and unmistakable 
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and conclusive evidence. The pensioner is — and, without 
knowing why he is dropped, he is required to show that he ought 
not to have been dropped, and he is required to show that the 
judgment heretofore had in his case by an authority as compe- 
tent as that now passing upon his case was justified. 

Afier the conduct of the Pension Office during the past two 
yeare, if there is a solitary soldier who served in the war and who 
still has faith in the Democratic party, he has more faith than 
Abraham ever had. Yes, sir; he has more faith than a bald-headed 
man who would step into a barber's shop and buy a hair restorer 
from a bald-headed barber. [Latughter.] He has more faith than 
a feilow who would eat old chestnuts in a darkroom. [Laughter. ] 

I do not believe in a system which permits the Government to 
thus treat the defenders of the flag. I condemn with all the ear- 
néstness of my nature a system that a this stigma of fraud upon 
my comrades in that great war which preserved the Union. Thou- 
sands of as brave men as ever wore a uniform have been summar- 
ily drop from the rolls and disgraced before the eyes of their 
fellow-citizens, and the work of the executioner still goes on. 

If an undeserving soldier is on the pension roll to-day, and the 
Administration has reason to believe he is there unlawfully, let 
the Administration confront him with the evidence in its hands 
and permit the old soldier to meet his accuser, a privilege which is 
religiously accorded the most depraved criminal in the land. He 
is permitted to meet his accuser In open court. Shall the veteran 
have less consideration at the hands of the Government which he 
helped to save? Grant him this plain, legal right, and if upon 
full trial it is the judgment of the Administration that he has no 
right to receive a pension and does not fall within the provisions 
of the pension law, every soldier and every other patriotic citizen 
will respect the verdict. 

I protest against the presumption of fraud being put upon the 
men who preserved this country by a member of an Administra- 
tion who had no part in the great work of its preservation. I pro- 
test against this cruel stigma being placed upon them. I protest 
against this disgrace being put upon their wives and their children 
who have esteemed the honorable record of their protector as the 
dearest heirloom of the generations to come. These men who 
were willing to die for their country must not be left helpless and 
defenseless by their country. The patriotic people of the country 
have not thought of deserting them, and will not permit their 
honor to be impeached. 

The amount paid for pensions matters little. The soldiers of 
the Union did not count the cost when they offered their strength, 
their manhood, and their lives as a free gift to their country. 
The nation which owes its existence to their valor and their devo- 
tion should not make return with a niggard’s hand. The people 
have decreed that no veteran and no veteran’s widow shall want 
for the necessaries of life or tread the stony path that leads to the 
almshouse. The Administration whose constant aim is to lessen 
the veteran’s bounty and whose proudest achievement is the 
a of a pension from an old soldier’s trembling hand has 
earned the condemnation and contempt of every loyal citizen. 
[Applause. } 

In ancient days the man who saved the life of a Roman citizen 
was entitled to wear, as a badge of honor, a laurel wreath. The 
soldiers of the Union saved the life of the Republic; and the a 
sion voted by a grateful country is their badge of honor. e 
men who seek to take it from them by tricks and quibbles, who 

rb their malice under the cloak of hypocrisy and cover their 

achery with the pretense of patriotism are guilty of baseness 
which makes the crime of the highway robber seem honorable by 
comparison, The nation reveres the veterans who preserved it. 
The American people will neither forgive nor forget injustice to 
the defenders of the American Republic. 

At the national review of. 1865, stretched across the walls of the 
Capitol in bold letters to be read by the returning Army, was this 
motto: 

The only debt this country can never pay is the debt it owes the brave men 
who saved this nation. 

This noble sentiment may be temporarily disregarded or ignored, 
but it will be only temporary. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just one word. There is no court in this 
land, there is no court in Christendom, that would not indorse a 
proceeding set forth in my amendment. It is fair for the Govern- 
ment; it is fair to the pensioner. It is ey a provision for a 
fair hearing where fraud is alleged, and certainly no man should 
be deprived of a hearing in this country, whether he be a citizen 
or a soldier, under the pension laws. Upon this amendment 
we can all stand irrespective of party, and I believe its adoption 
will put an end to the bitterness now existing between the pen- 
sioners and the Pension Department, because under its pro- 
visions all will be, all must be, treated with candor and honesty. 
The rights of the Goyernment, as well as the rights of the pen- 
— will be fully protected. What more could either party ask 

or 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have heard here a great deal of talk 
about the amount of money that these pensions require. It is true 
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that they require a large amount of money, but do gentlemen put 
against that the sacrifices the soldiersof the Union made? Many 
of my comrades around me know that when a man entered thio 
Army in 1861 he had to beas near ascould beaperfectman. Hehad 
to be *‘ sound of eye, sound of tooth, sound of lung and of limb: hoa 
had tomeasure a certain height; he had to measure so many inc hieg 
around the chest.” Other men who failed to come up to that 
standard could not enter the service. A man defective in these 


respects might stand in the market. He might stand at the bar 
and plead the cause of his client. He might stand in the pulpit 
and preach the love of Him who came to save all men. The man 
who became a soldier of Uncle Sam had to be a perfect man, }ut, 
as was eloquently said by the gentleman from Michigan to-j,y 
[Mr. SmirH], hardly any man, no matter how sound and strony he 
was when he entered the service, could stand the hardship ang 


exposure and come out of the service a sound man. 

am in favor of this bill. I do not know what the chairman of 
the committee will think of my amendment. I hope he will eon- 
sider it favorably. I do not want to interfere with his bill. [ am 
satisfied with it asitis. If, however, he thinks this amendment 
improves the bill and will give better protection to the old soldiers, 
I hope he will not object to having it made a part of his bill. 

It simply makes the examination easier for the old soldier. 


; That 
is all. 


f testimony is to be taken a | distance off let the Goy- 


ernment pay the expense. The old soldier ought not to be com- 
pelled to take his witnesses more than 50 miles. This Government 
is rich and strong, and it ought to give the veterana chance. If 


the bill becomes a law I am satisfied that the Commissioner of 
Pensions will enforce it fairly and for the benefit of the old sol- 
diers. I thank the committee for their attention. [Loud ap- 


or 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I ask to be recognized for the 
a oy, of giving notice of an amendment which I propose to offer, 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in order at the pres- 
ent time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I understand that, but I wish to give notice 
of my intention to offer this amendment, so that it may go into 
the REcorRD. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Add as an additional section: 

“ That in the administration of the Pension Bureau all pension laws shall 
be construed liberally in the interest of the claimant, and i no case shall the 
claimant be required to furnish a measure of proof that excludes al! reascn- 
able doubt, but he shali only be required to establish his claim by a fair pre- 
ponderance of = 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I now yield three minutes to 
the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. The citizen soldiery is the 


glory of a republic, and the nation thus blessed is doomed if it 
condemns or et Ss ds their interest. 
As has been well and beautifully said by the prose poet Gardner: 
When the emaciated Union prisoner at Libby or Andersonville in his de- 
lirium saw a vision of home, and mad esca the bullets of the 
ards at the dead line and reached the swamps, the bloodhounds that were 
urned loose upon his weary trail were less pitiless than the sleuthhounds 
which a Democratic Administration has set upon his faltering track thirty 
years afterwards. 


(Apetome.] 
do not desire to influence the ons of party or draw invid- 
ious distinctions, but are any so blind as not to see that every ob- 
stacle is offered by the Bureau of Pensions and the Democratic 
= ; ation to the allowance of the just claims of the worthy 
soldier 

Why are the tlemen on the other side so silent when a bill 
like the one under discussion, against which they offer no cole- 
sion, is up for consideration and ? Does their love for the 
“old soldier” restrain them? Or, rather, do not considerations 
of settled opposition and indifference prevail? 

In law, as in logic, a principle prevails that to remain silent 
bet be is a duty to is conclusive evidence against the party 

ected. 


It remained for the gentleman from New York to allege, with 
a smile upon his face, that the administration of the Bureau of 
Pensions is admirable. I presume the veterans of the country 
and those who have interested themselves in their behalf are the 
best judges; and I assert, without danger of successful contradic: 
tion, that their voice is unanimous in absolute condemnation of 
this Bureau for its delays, injustice, and positive exhibitions of 
unfriendliness 


The day of the veteran is fast passing to a close. The eye is 
dimmer day by day, the steps more faltering and unstea‘|). and 
the vital current less ebullient as the days pass and go. !!1s soul 

thering apace out 


is gasing on eternity; his earthly shadow is : 
of time and touch. Shall we then, in this solemn period, |onseT 
stay that justice which the universal sense of right and j1s'ce 
proclaim and e of? 

Justice demands that the meritorious soldier shall be as securel¥ 
assured of his pension as the owner of chattels or lands in his 
muniments and title. [Loud applause. ] 
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Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 


Ti tion was agreed to 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having taken 
the chair, Mr. Payne, from the Committee of the Whole, reported 
that they had had under consideration a bill (H. R. 8271) ting 
to pensions, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


CKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
ahaa may have leave to print remarks upon this bill or to 
extend their remarks made on the floor for ten days after the 

f the debate. ; 
“aa was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


ere being no objection, the Committee on Foreign Affairs was 
doherged om Pn consideration of the bill to revive, amend, 
and extend the act of Congress of August 15, 1876, to encourage 
and promote telegraphic communication between America and 
Asia across the ific Ocean from the western shores of the 
United States, etc.,and it was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
To Mr. ALpRIcH of Alabama, for ten days, on account of im- 
t business. : 
Peto Mr. Lacey, for ten days, on account of important business. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
“Tes snlien was agreed to; and the House accordingly (at 5 
o'clock p. m.) adjourned. 


——_—_—_— 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of 
the Treasury, tting a reply to the House resolution of 
March 11, 1896, asking for information relating to the purchase 
of minor coinage blanks by the superintendent of the mint at 
Philadel , together with accompanying papers, was taken from 
the S er’s table and referred to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8038) 
for the protection of yacht owners and shipbuilders of the United 
States, the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1451); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on tne Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2022) entitled ‘‘An act tc 
amend an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the protection of 
the salmon fisheries of Alaska,’” reported tie same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1452); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 5486) to authorize the 
Muskogee, Oklahoma and Western Railroad Company to con- 
struct and ite a line of railway through Oklahoma and the 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, reported the same with 
amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1453); which said bill 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
~ Wee eared = bill of oe, Howse (H. R. 7257) makin 

0, ., & port of entry, and for other purposes, report 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
1454); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MURPHY of Arizona, from the Committee on the Territo- 
ries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4068) to 
enable the city of Tucson, in the Territory of Arizona, to issue 
bonds to construct a water and sewer system, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1456); which said 
bill and pepert wore referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. , from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
Was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6186) to provide for the 

of allotted lands in Oklahoma Territory, reported 
with amendments, ne ame by a report (No. 1457); 
bill and report were referred to the House dar. 


B 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. STEW ART of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs: The bill (S. 361) entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief of Silas 
P. Keller.” (Report No. 1450.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster. 
No. 1455.) 

By Mr. WOODARD, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(H. R. 1808) for the relief of Nathan Plummer. (Report No. 
1461.) 

By Mr. DOWNING, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(S. 67) entitled ‘An act for the relief of E. R. Shipley.” (Report 
No. ie 

The bill (H. R. 6861) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Interior to quitclaim and release unto Francis Hall and Juriah 
Hall and their heirs and assigns all the right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to the east 20 feet front by the full 
depth of 100 feet of lot 2, in square 493 in the city of Washington, 
D. C., as laid down on the original plan or plat of said city. 
(Report No. 1460.) 

By Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (H. R. 4945) for the relief of James Grace. (Report 
No. 1462. 

The bill (S. 1546) entitled ‘An act for the relief of Levi Stoltz.” 
(Report No. 1458.) 

The bill (S. 290) entitled ‘‘An act to carry into effect the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the cases of Edward N. Fish and 


others for supplies furnished the Indian service.” (Report No. 
1459.) 


(Report 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. McRAE: A bill (H. R. 8413) to confirm certain cash 
entries of public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8414) to regulate the use of a 
uniform flag in the Army and Navy, its proportions, and location 
of the stars in the union or blue field—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8415) to au- 
thorize the purchase of a steam launch for use in the customs col- 
lection district of New London, Conn.—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8416) to provide for the con- 
struction of a system of municipal subways in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 8417) to refer 
to the Court of Claims the war claims of the State of New Hamp- 
shire—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

By Mr. MEIKLEJOHN: A bill (H. R. 8418) to permit Rene C, 
Baughman to lay pipes in a certain street in the city of Wash- 
ington—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8419) to authorize the Mus- 
cogee or Creek Nation of Indians to sell and assign their right and 
claim to $400,000 of the money set apart and remaining to their 
credit in the Treasury of the United States by virtue of ‘‘An act to 
ratify and confirm an agreement with the Muscogee or Creek 
Nation of Indians, in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” 
approved March 1, 1889—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

y Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 8420) to secure 
uniformity in the names of streets and roads in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIS: A joint resolution (H. Res. 176) authorizing 
and directing the President to invite the commercial nations of 
the world to join in an international monetary conference—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. PEARSON: A joint resolution (H. Res. 177) author- 
izing the President of the United States to make overtures for 
the establishment of an international court of arbitration—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SHUFORD: A resolution (House Res. No. 276) to in- 
vestigate the extent to which Federal patronage is being used to 
control legislation and corrupt the public service—to the Com- 
mittee on Reform in the Civil Service. 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 2366) to increase the pension of John A. Ander- 
son, with petition and evidence—Committee on Invalid Pensiong 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
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Also, memorial of citizens of Tacoma, Wash., favoring 
sage of House bill No. 7251, in favor of the metric system 
Committee on Coinage, W eights, and Measures. 

Also, memorial of Citizens of Olympia, Wash.. favoring ; 
sage of House bill No. 444, for the relief of A. D. Glover 
Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. HEATW OLE: eames House bil! 
rect Y the military record of rge E. Day—to the Com: 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska: Petition of the First }, 
rin Cenk of Wabea, Bebe. ee cee on Snacs mx 
Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the C 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of citizens 0; a 
ton, Cal., for levy of duty on chicory—to the Committee on \\ ,\3 
and Means. 

By Mr. KIEFER: Petition of the Mimmeapolis Board of |)... 
for a bureau of commerce and manufactures—to the Comic 


on Manufactures. 

"ie ae LEFEVER: preter ne H. Wardle, secr: ry of 
Young Men's Christian Association of Poughkeepsic. N. | for 
favorable action on House bil No. 4908, to nmend tne 1 lay 
relating to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to redoce jeter 
postage to 1 cent. per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post-Roads. 

and petitions of citizens , : 


By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrances 
| San Diego, Cal.; Wray, Colo., and Lyman, Wash., regardin: 
Marquette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 
By Mr. LOUD: Petition of the William Tonk & Bro. (oman 
to provide I-con Lt Sire Nos, 838, 4566 and 536 
—— e 1-cent aera ounce, and to ame 1d the 
postal la noe seen. «7 rare $m free matter—to the Com- 
mittee on nthe Post’ Post Office and Post-Roads 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Resolutions of th St, Panl 

= ) Chamber of Commerce, in favor of a volunt: nk- 
law—to the Cominittee on the Judiciary. 
. PHILLIPS: Petition of Falls Lodge, No. 385, Order 

United American Mechanics, of Beaver Pa., in favor of the 
| Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Immigration ani 
Naturalization. 

‘ we abe = sheng ay Jager ange me lg ation 
0 ci Syracuse, N a against the " 
House bill No. 3346, introduced by Mr. StLzeR—to the 
tee on ex and Means. 

USSELL of Connecticut: Papers relating 1: 
sion case of L. Electa Brown—to the Commrittee on Penei 
County, i. Yn, favor oo of feces Herkit 

ye passage bill No 
the protection of tural staples by an export bounty 
Committee on Ways rud Means. 
—— ee een, OF Rome, N N. Y., in 
the adoption of the metric of weights and meas- 
ures” tothe Committee on Cainace eights, and Measures. 

By Mr. SMITH of Mlinois: Petition of citizens of (artery, 
Til, for the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 835. aiien ine 
postal laws; also pra for legislation authorizing the !\~'- 
Office Department to the use of the mails in adv g 
frauds on the business public—to the Genuitec on the Post-Ofi 
and Post-Roads. i 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of D. A. Sinclair, secretary of ‘h° 
Young Men's Christian Association, of Dayton, Ohio: also ol & 














































Memorial of Sprage Cam , No. 4, Sons of Veterans, of Tacoma, 
Wash., indorsing joint reso ution No. 102—Committee on Military 
Affairs discharged, and referred to the Committee on the Militia 











PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
“> resented and referred as follows: 

t. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H. R.8421) for the relief of 
nan McOracken—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CONNOLLY: A bill (H. R. 8422) granting a pension to 
John W —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York: A bill (H. R. 8423) to increase 
the pension of William J. Lee, confidential scout and guide at 
hea uarters Army of the Potomac—to the Committee on Invalid 

ions. 

By Mr. ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 8424) for the relief of James Q. Shir- 
ee Francis De Long, deceased—to the Comunit- 

on 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R.8425) to correct the military 

‘ pecord of E. Day—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HE N: A bill (H.R. 8426) for the relief of M.J. 
SS to the Committee on ae Affairs. 

» MAHON, A bill (H. R petes so Se 
siete to John Doebler—to the Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. BR. 8428) for the ,o relief of Oyrus H. 
Thurlow—to the erat on Claims. 

By Mr. RAY: A bill — ree oe of Wil- 
liam A, a private ate ee ew ©. ohaeeens 


Invalid Pensions 
By “RUSSELL of Connectiont: A bill (H.R. 8490) for, the 
raict of the legal representatives of Joseph A . Mower—to the Com- | 
“i SHUFORD? A” A bill (H. R. 8481 ti to 
y Mr ) granting a sion 
Wi e Committee on ‘Savelid Ponsions. or 


Miho. a bil GER. 
A (H. R. 8482) for the relief of John W. Gray—to the | ru 
Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 8488) for the relief of Charles T. 
Brant—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. TAWNEY: Sea 8434) granting an increase of 
toJohn B. Norton—+to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
5 eo for the relief of the 
heirs of Andrew J. Senher—to on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H.R. 6436) granting. « pension to Joseph 
re bill (8 ban) ee to Orison Williams— 
so, a bill (H.R. eo pee i 
th Pensions 


on Inv. 
By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 8488) for the relief of Thomas 
Rogers, late postmaster at Sheffield, Mo.—to the Committee on 


By Mr. WHEELER: A bill H. R. 8439) for the relief of the heirs 
Andrew Moore—to the on War Claizns. 












































































































PREEESOG, SEO. 
nder clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following Stowing penne 
laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
ee Sree See ): A letter to accompany House 
in 

















ity in the names of streets and 
the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 




























By Mr. : Remonstrance of citizens of N. Bierce, of Dayton, Ohio; also of N. Thacker and others. ask- 
Troy, N. Y.. against the adoption of the metric system of Wide teen letter poste per hal oun 888, 4566, and 5540, to pro- 
and measures—to the Co: on Coinage, Weights, and 1-cent letter postage per half ounce and to amend the joss 
ures. to second-class and free matter—to the ( ommit 
ing for the removal ofthe Marquette statue from Statuary ask- ee eee ie 

g removal Statuary Hall— TRELOAR: Papers to accompany or the relief 
to the Committee on Ri 


Es Andrew J. etee ceeteiineetbiees on Wor Claims 
By Mr. BROSIUS: of the Pennsylvania State 
to the Commies on Ways and ees 





SENATE. 
Fripay, April 24, 1896. 
Prayer by Rev. Huon Jonnsron, D. D., of the city of Wal 


to read the Journal of terday's pro 
penn, crsaanee We. GALUINGER. and by unanimes 
the further reading was dispensed with. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
She TE SSeS ee enees tne Senate Comme icat - 
| from the Secretary of the Navy,in response to a resolut)" 
for a list of accidents that have occurred to 
naval t of ee Os os os 
money lu 
Seraee miincatten af the dase neces wry for 
it will be made at tho earliest da® 
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practicable; which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be | the Republic, of Nebraska, ptaying for the enactment of aservice- 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
March 24, 1896, a letter from the Commissioner of Pensions, con- 
taining a list of the number of soldiers and sailors now on the 

nsion rolls anes respectively $30 and $36 per month for total 

isability of — Fy 


was referred Committee on Pensions, an 


printed. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of George Simmons, 
A.B. Jameson, and &. M. Husted, a special committee represen t- 
ing the Columbia Heights Citizens’ Association of Washington, 
D. C., ying for a change in the system of naming minor streets 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed as a doca- 


ment. a 

Mr. TURPIE ted a memorial of the South Bend Medicine 
Company of South Bend, Ind., remonstrating against the repeal 
of the tariff law of 1894, allowing manvfacturers a rebate on alco- 
hol; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


ordere 


to be 


He also ted a petition of the Home Mission Board of the 
Ba tist Convention of Atlanta, Ga., ying for the 
ne : 7 to the Commit- 


release of the Rev. A. J. Diaz; which was ref 
tee on Foreign Relations. oe 

Mr. GORDON. I t a petition of sundry citizens of Al- 
bany, Ga., praying the intervention of our Government in behalf 
of Rev. Dr. Diaz, recently arrested and imprisoned by the Span- 
ish authorities in Habana, Cuba. Although he has been released, 
ar -ve see by the puoenaes I move that the petition be referred 
to .e Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. Y . 

Mr. GORDON presented the memorial of Lippman Bros., whole- 
sale ists, of Savannah, Ga., remonstrating against the re- 

of law allowing manufacturers a rebate on the alcohol 
use in the manufacture of medicine and the arts: which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also —— the \ 
manager of the Talbotton ery and Manufacturing Company 
of Talbotton, Ga., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
regulate the manufacture of counterfeit butter and cheese, filled 
cheese, and re: which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented the petition of J. Frank Beck, of Atlanta, Ga.., 
praying for the enactment of legisiation to provide 1-cent letter 
postage half ounce, and also to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class and free mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also a the petition of Bishop H. M. Turner, of the 
African Methodist Epi Church of Atlanta, Ga., praying 
for the passage of House bill No. 6851, to aid the Wilberforce Uni- 
versity, located in Greene County, Ohio; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. SHERMAN ted a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by Local Union, No. 2, Carriage and Wagon Workers’ In- 
ternational Union, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the free and 
unlimited coi of silver; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

a a a a — of the eee Commerce 
of St. Paul, a ing for the passage of a ruptcy law; 
Which aN EMEN Ns tha Communities on the Jadiciary. 

He also — a petition of James McIntosh & Co., of Min- 
neapolis, Minn., and a petition of the J. R. Watkins Medical Com- 
pany, of Winona. Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation 
touching the matter of rebate for alcohol used in the arts; which 
were 0 to lie on the table. 

Mr. THURSTON ted a petition of Banner Post, Grand 
Army of the Reprblic, oy neggecemes of Nebraska, of South Sioux 

for 


City, Nebr., e enactment of a per diem service- 

pension law; was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
He the petition of Mrs. E. Howe, of Table 
Rock, Nebr., pra for the adoption of an amendment to the 
of nited States allowing woman suffrage in‘all 


— which was ordered to lie on the table. ee 
e presented a petition of sun ilway-postal clerks of 
Nebraska, praying for the passage of House bill No. 2741, reor- 
n the ' railwa, service; which was referred to the 
ttee on ces and Post-Roads. 
a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
., and a petition of the United Presbyterian Church 
eee as for the enactment of a Sunday-rest 
of Columbia; which were referred to the 
on the District of Columbia. 
a tion of Home Circle, No. 14, Ladies of 
Grand Army of the blic, of Arborville, Nebr., and a peti- 
McPherson Circle, No. 23, Ladies of the Grand Army of 


legs; which, with the accompanying papers, | 


ition of Armstead Brown, business | 


} pension bill; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. GALLINGER. On the 21st of April l introduced an amend- 
| ment intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, 
the amendment making-an appropriation to pay the rent of the 
Miner School building for the fiscal year ending June 30. 1896. It 
| was referred to the Committee on the t of Columbia, and 
[am now directed by that committee to report it favorably. I 
| move that the amendment be referred to the Committee on Appr = 
priations. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 1191) to provide for the disposal of publi: 
reservations in vacated town sites or additions to town 


Distr 








sites in the 
| Territory of Oklahoma, reported it without amendment, and sub 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. TELLER on 
the 7th instant proposing to make an appropriation for the pur- 
chase of the Howell counterpoise gun carriages, intended to be 
proposed to the fortifications appropriation bill, reported favor- 
ably thereon, and asked that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations; which was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on Patents, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2306) to amend Title LX, chapter 3, of the Re- 
vised Statutes, relating to copyrights, reported it with amend- 
ments. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
| was referred the bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act approved 
| March 3, 1891, granting the right of way upon the public lands 
| for reservoir and canal purposes, asked to be discharged from its 
| further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee 
| on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game; which was 
| agreed to, 
| Mr. CLARK, from the Committee 
was referred the bill (S. 2473) 
| 
| 
| 


on the Judiciary, to whom 
to amend an act entitled “An act 
to provide for holding terms of court in the district of Montana,” 
| approved July 20, 1892, reported it with amendments. 


CARE OF INEBRIATES. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


Some time ago the Committee on the Dis- 


trict of Columbia reported adversely the bill (H. R. 818) to pro- 
| tr I adversely t (H.R. § pr 
vide for the care and cure of inebriates in the District of Columbia. 
and it was indefinitely postponed. I ask unanimous consent that 


| that vote may be reconsidered, and that the bil! and accompany- 
|ing papers be recommitted to the Committee on the District of 
| Columbia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Is there objection? 
none, and it is so ordered. 


The Chair hears 


TESTS OF MATERIALS FOR INDI 


Mr. GORMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred a concurrent resolution of. the House of 
Representatives providing for printing a report of the command 
ing officer of the Watertown Arsenal, to report it without amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


STRIAL AND OTHER 


PURPOSES. 


Reaolved by the House of Representatir the Se te concurring), That the 
Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized to print and bind in paper 
overs 500 copies of the report of the commandin: r 


Watertown 
es made at said 


‘A rsenal of teats of materiais for indust 
| arsenal during the fiscal year « 

Mr. GORMAN, I wish tostate to the Senate that in the print- 
ing act there was a failure to provide for the printing of this 
report for 1893. For that reason the adoption of the concurrent 
resolution is necessary. 

The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 


BRANDY FROM FRUITS AND ALCOHOL ARTS. 


Mr. SHERMAN. ILask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to take up for consideration the bill (H.R.886) to amend section 
$255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the 
distilling of brandy from fruits. There seems to be a pressure for 
the passage of the bill. I believe there will be no opposition to 
it, and 1 therefore ask for its present consiieration. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I must object to the consideration of the bill 
at this time. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatT] is 
absent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. [am rather surprised to wees that there is 
any opposition to the measure. There is great pressure by the 

. nent to have a certain mistake corrected. It is a House 
bill. I did not suppose that any one in the Senate would object. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The difficulty, I will suggest, is with the 


Mi and Oo 


i her purp 
nded June 3), 1893. 


IN THE 
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amendment that the Committee on Finance has reported to the 
bill. Very likely there is no objection to the original bill, but 
there is very serious objection to the amendment which the com- 
mittee has added to the bill. 

Mr. PROCTOR. But for the amendment there would probably 
be no objection to the bill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Committee on Finance, I believe, witha 





















He also introduced a bill (S. 2941) to authorize the Baltimore 

and Washington Transit Company of Maryland to enter t}). Dis. 

trict of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and reforreq 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2942) granting an iner:nco of 

pension to Theodore B. Harlan; which was read twice by jt. ;\¢), 

and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Cominit} oo... 


single exception, directed the amendment to be reported, and as | Pensions. — 
a matter of course I have no right to withdraw it. if consider the Mr. GORDON introduced a bill (S. 2943) to authorize the eon. 
amendment as even more important than the bill, although the | struction of a bridge across the Warrior River by the Mo})\|.. and 
bill is very important, and it is necessary to have speedy action | Ohio Railroad Company; which was read twice by its title, ang 
upon it. referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


The amendment which is objected to simply rer als the clause 
that was inserted in the last tariff act, and inserved by inadvert- 
ence. The author of it himself, the Senator from Massachusetts 
yes Hoar], who is now absent, said it was put there merely for 

he purpose of presenting the subject-matter to the committee of 
conference, and that it ought not to be there. The Secretary of 
the Treasury in an official eee says itis impossible to carry into 
execution the terms provided for, and he asks Congress to repeal 
that section. I supposed there was really no opposition to it. It 
is vitally necessary to repeal it, because all the time, every day 
and every hour, claims may arise under that section which can 
not be enforced. It is a dead cock in the pit, I might say; it never 
has been enforced and can not be enforced; it is admitted that it 
can not be enforced; and yet claims may be accumulating arisin, 
out of it because of the failure to put it in force, claims that woul 
be very embarrassing to the Treasury, amounting to millions of 


He also introduced a bill (S. 2944) to authorize the constriction 
of a bridge across the Cahaba River, in Bibb County, Ala., hy the 
Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company; which was read twic by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. : 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2945) to amend an act apyroveg 
August 6, 1888, entitled “An act to authorize the construction of 
a bridge across the Alabama River”; which was read twice by itg 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. ; 

Mr. DUBOIS introduced a bill (S. 2946) to protect and admin. 
ister the public timber lands; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2947) granting an in. 
crease of pension to Mary E. Nesmith, widow of Capt. Arthur gs, 
Nesmith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 


dollars. Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2948) granting a pension to 
Mr. Piatt entered the Chamber. Sa, Irena Wilkinson Gibson, only child of David Wilkinson, of the 
Mr.SHERMAN. The Senator from Connecticut is now present | Revolutionary army; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


and he can speak for himself. I ask that House bill 886 may be 
taken up. 

Mr. PLATT. I object, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. When the morning business is closed 
the Chair will entertain the motion. 

ee SHERMAN, I will wait until the morning business is 

closed. 


the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr, HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


be Dg 

r. PASCO submitteed an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the ttee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


printed. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. GEORGE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the — deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committeee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PARTY WALLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the Senate yesterday the bill S. 2927, in 
regard to pe walls in the District of Columbia. 

The VICE- 
entered, 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS, 


Mr. ALLEN. Iam directed by the Committee on Public Lands 
to report a concurrent resolution directing the Secretary of the 
Interior to rescind his orders to the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office suspending work upon the Union Pacific Railroad 
land lists now on file, embracing lands along the main line in 
western Nebraska, northern Colorado, Wyoming, and Utah, and 
I submit a report thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of the Interior be directed to rescind his orders to Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office suspending work upon the Union Pacific 
Railroad Com land lists now on file, embracin lands along the Union 
Pacific main ine in western Nebraska, northern Colorado, Wy , and 
Utah, and shall cause work thereon to be resumed and patents to issue tothe 
Union Pacific Railway Company, without delay, to all lands described in the 
several lists now on file in the United States Land Office upon which title is 
due to the Union Pacific Railway Com , in order to complete, thi h the 
Union Pacific Railway Com % ood ane sufficient title to the purc rs 
and present owners of such 8s: Provided, a ee ee 
lan — have not been sold by said company prior to the passage of 
resolu . 

Mr. CALL. LIhope the Senator from Nebraska who reported 
this resolution will allow it to stand over and let us examine it. 
I have no objection to the purpose of the resolution as it is stated, 
but I think where there is no title in the railroad company, if it 
shall be so adjudicated, there ought to be some provision that the 
title of the settler or purchaser should be protected, and also that 
suits may be brought inst the railroad company for the re- 
covery of the money paid for property they had no right to sell. 
I should like to have that point considered. I understand there 


RESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 


UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD LANDS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senates 
resolution coming over from a previous day, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A resolution, by Mr. WARREN, directing the 
Secretary of the Interior to rescind his orders to the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, suspending work upon the Union Pacific 
Railroad land list now on file, embracing lands along the main 
line in western Nebraska. 
Re vere eee the resolution has already 

n passed, and it ma postpon 
Mr. ALLEN. Let the resolution be indefinitely postponed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be postponed indefinitely. 
BRANDY. FROM FRUITS AND ALCOHOL IN THE ARTs. 


roceed to the con- 
is no pretense even - — weg Ma “a : ee part me _ ianan rae i Eee). Ayo a =. of the Re- 
railroad company, and while every settler shou protected an : nite : istilling of 
every purchaser should be protected, [ know of no reason why the aie ieneies: United States concerning the distill 


corporation itself should be allowed to retain the money of these 
—_ ute taken from them. 

.D IS. I will say to the Senator from Florida that the 
proviso which has been added at the end covers the objection 
which he makes to the resolution. 

Mr. CALL. All right; then I make no objection to it. 
The concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to. 


Mr. PLATT. The motion is not debatable, I am well aware, 
but I wish, with the consent of the Senate—— 2 

Mr. SHERMAN. If it is not debatable I hope there will be no 
debate. I have not said a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to («ate 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to ask the Senator from 0! with 
his permission, not to the bill at this time. If he wil! give 
notice that he will call it up to-morrow or some other (iy — 
will be noobjection; but it is a tariff bill; it will occasion lons 
bate, and I do not think the Senator, without giving some note 
ought to the measure upon the Senate. - of 

. SHERMAN. The bill been here since the 30th day ° 

January. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 2940) to secure uniformity 
in the names of the streets and roads in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. How long has the amendment been before 
, te? 

Mie SHERMAN . ‘Two or three days. 

Mr. PLATT. On Tuesday it was reported. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The amendment proposes to repeal free 

he arts. : 

ar SHERMAN . Iregard it asa bill of the very highest im- 

ortance. It is pressed by the Treasury De ent, and is 
frought here by the unanimous vote of the Senate committee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I oJ to the Senator, then, that he ought to 
give usa little notice before he presses it. Itis a tariff bill; it 
opens the whole tariff question, and it ought not to be taken up 
this morning so suddenly. The Senator will admit that. 

Mr. SHERMAN. If the Senate will allow me five minutes to 
state the two simple points involved in the bill, Senators can then 
judge as to the importance of the measure. ‘ 

The VICE-P IDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will not speak over five minutes. 

Mr. PLATT. I think the Senator from Ohio did not intend to 
object to a su tion which I desired to make to him, inasmuch 
as he allowed the pete ee: ee to make a sug- 

tion in the line whic ro’ < . 
This is a measure to which there is Very serious and earnest ob- 
jection, and we have hadno notice whatever. Thepartto which the 
serious objection is made was reported to the Senate only on the 
21st of April, three days ago. Senators who desire to be heard on 
that amendment, who oppose it and desire to submit amendments 
to it, have had no notice of it; and I do not think the Senator from 
Ohio ought to press the measure this morning. If he desires to 
press it to-morrow morning I shall be prepared with an amend- 
ment tothe amendment. : ; 

Mr. § MAN. Very well; if the Senator realiy desires time 
to prepare himself I have no objection. os -o 

Mr. GORMAN. I trust the Senator from Ohio will at least 

ive notice that to-morrow or Monday he will call the bill up be- 
ore the consideration of the appropriation bill is proceeded with. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I merely give notice. In my judgment there 
is no measure upon our Calen that is more important for im- 
mediate action. The Government is suffering day by day to the 
amount of perhaps thousands of dollars. Ido not believe that 
when the snbject i is considered by the Senate there will be any 
doubt about it. I will let the bill go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is all we should ask the Senator to do. 
We shall be to meet the question. 

The VICE-P ENT. The motion of the Senator from Ohio 
is withdrawn. 

Mr. PLATT su uently submitted two amendments intended 
to be proposed by to the bill (H. R. 886) to amend section 
$255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States concerning the 
distilling of brandy from fruits; which were ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNI1nG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate authorizing the Com- 
mittees on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses to correct an error in 
the enrolled bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
mre ty, x in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 

bill (H. R. 7216) donating one condemned cannon and cannon 
— ~ — Army of the Republic Post, No. 573, of Evans 
ity, Pa.; an 

A bill (H. R. 7884 ing an increase of pension to William 
T A ; ) granting pe 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The nena further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and 
they were signed by the Vice-President: 

A bill (H. R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal 
a pany to construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi 

, known as the Morris and Cummings Ship nel, in 
Aransas County, Tex.; 
bill (H. R.5488) to provide for the inco tion and regula- 
of medical and dental colleges in the trict of Columbia; 


joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the proper distri- 
bution of the publication entitled ‘‘ Messages and rs of the 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry 
civil of the Government for the year ending June 


motion was is pak the Genate, as tu Ocmmnttten of 
the Whole, to consider the bill, which had been re- 
ported from the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 







Mr. ALLISON. Iask unanimous consent that the formal read- 
ing of the bill may be dispensed with, and that the amendments 
of the committee may be first considered, and considered in the 
progress of the reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, after line 10, 
to insert: 

For public building at Boise City, Idaho: For continuation of buildin 


$50,000; and the limit of cost of said building and site is increased from $150, 
to $200,000, 


Mr. DUBOIS. The original bill passed during the last session 
of Congress excluded the site from this appropriation, and I wish 
to offer an amendment signifying that, to caabelt the cost of the 
sites of the buildings. That will apply to the appropriations for 
Boise, Cheyenne, and Helena. 
~Mr. ALLISON. The sites have been selected. 

Mr. DUBOIS. [ understand that the sites have already been 
selected with the appropriation of $55,000 made for the selection 
of those sites. This appropriation will be for the buildings ex- 
clusive of the sites. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Idaho will not press 
the amendment. This is the usual way to limit the cost of the 
building including the site. We have increased the limit at the 
request of the Senator and other Senators interested, and I think 
the limit is large eriough now. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will withdraw my amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the amendment that we are 
now considering is one to which I have no special objection, al- 
though it seems to me that right on the threshold of the considera- 
tion of this bill some statement by the chairman of the committee 
or those of us who are specially charged with the consideration 
of the bill ought to be made to the Senate. 

I find that the bill as it came here contains appropriations 
amounting to $29,498,374.59, which it is stated is $10,975,000 less 
than the estimate and over $17,000,000 less than the appropriations 
of a yearago. By the report of the committee of the Senate we 
find the statement that the estimates were $40,473,653.90, and that 
the increase recommended by the Senate committee in the shape 
of amendments, of which this is one, is $5,122,350.31, showing an 
immense increase recommended by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions to the bill. 

In nearly all the increases recommended by the Committee on 
Appropriations I, as one of the members of that committee, have 
agreed that the amendments are not only proper but absolutely 
necessary; and yet on the face of the papers the Senate committee 
will stand in an attitude of extravagance in recommending a 
larger increase than usual. 

he reason is that in this bill the attempt is made (and it is the 
only appropriation bill in which I find the attempt being made) to 
cut down the appropriations by making provision for public 
buildings and public works for only nine months in the year and 
for the judiciary for only six months, with a view of making the 
impression upon the country that there is great economy in the 
recommendations and appropriations of a coordinate branch, and 
throwing the responsibility upon this body of making extravagant 
appropriations, when the fact is that the appropriations in the 
aggregate as they have reached this body and as they will be en- 
acted into law are greater than ever before in the history of the 
country. 

It seems to me that the chairman of the committee, on the very 
threshold of the consideration of this bill, so that all Senators may 
have an opportunity to know why we have recommended these 
amendments, ought to give to the Senate a full statement of the 
attempt to make an appropriation for only six months or nine 
months of the year instead of appropriating the whole amount. 

I have made a cursory examination of the matter, which every- 
body is interested in all through the country. I have here the 
estimates of the Department, and I want to say that the Treasury 
Department has, I understand, cut down the estimates wherever 
they could be reduced in every Department of the Government, 
and that it asks only the amounts that are absolutely necessary 
for the continuance of public buildings and for the continuation 
of the improvements in the public works, such as rivers and har- 
bors, that are contracted for. The Department estimated that it 
would require $3,223,899.29 to go on and complete the public 
buildings already under construction. Unless that amount is 
appropriated there will be not only great delay but greatly in- 
creased expense because of the delay. Yet the bill as it comes 
here carries with it an appropriation of $1,558,074.29. We have 
increased that amount. The Senator from Iowa will give the 
exact figures, I have no doubt. If the biil were to pass as it came 
here there would necessarily be a deficiency of sixteen hundred 
thousand dollars at the next session. So with the courts and so 
with rivers and harbors. Yet I know that while the Senate com- 
mittee has done its full duty and not added to the bill in the 
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aggregate more than is absolutely necessary to on the Gov- 
ernment, leaving the bill as it comes from the Committee on 
Appropriations, a deficiency is to follow when we meet here in 
December next. 
As to this particular amendment and three or four other amend- 
ments to follow, they are appropriations for public buildings at 
the capitals of the States. ith the exception of the State of 
Utah and the State of Maryland, this will make provision for a 
ublic building at the capital of every State in the Union. 
hether the hmit fixed in this case is too great is a matter of 
opinion. We did, on an appropriation bill a year ago, fix a lower 
limit, but the Western States are growing and they are active 
and anxious to have not only public buildings for the accommoda- 
tion of the present population, but, as they have a right to sup- 
pose, they will have a largely increased population within a few 
years, and they of course are naturally anxious to have larger 
appropriations made than are necessary for the present wants. I 
think probably there is economy in such a course. I have no 
— objection to those provisions, but I do think that the 
tor from Iowa, who I know does not desire to consume time, 
= to make in the very beginning of the consideration of this 
bill a very full statement of the attitude of the Committee on 


“Wir MILLS. 

, Will the chairman of the committee permit me a 
moment before he takes the floor? In reference to the statement 
just made by the Senator from Maryland, which I have heard 
made and repeated for a number of years since I have been a 
member of one or the other of the two Houses of Congress, it 
seems to me that it would be a ne See take 
some steps to prevent it from oe eat constantly in wrong 
before the American people. ee Se 
thing to do to to the bills as they come from the o 
House? Let the mcy occur. Let the President when he 
signs the bills call the attention of the two Houses of Congress to 
the fact that they are only appropriations for three-fourths of the 
year or for one-half of the year, and require the House, which is 
authorized by the Constitution to originate these measures, to 
bring in a 8 tal bill for the necessary appropriations to 


—= inistration of the Gov: 
do not think that it is the right thing for the Senate to con- 
tinue to carry the saspicion that is thrown upon it. It is an im- 
proper method of legislation. If my advice should be taken, I 
would approve their bills and pass them as they are, and let them 
take upon themselves the responsibility of originating the neces- 
eee the Government. 
i N. Mr. President, the Committee on 
tions in presenting this bill also presented with it a bri 
which is Senate Report No. 738. that re we have an 
analysis of the increases proposed by the Senate Committee on 
A tions, so that if Senators will send for the t they 
will find a brief abstract of the several increases by the 
committee. 

It is true, as stated by the Senator from Maryland, that in 
regard to a portion of the su treated of in the bill the other 
House has provided for only nine months and in regard to another 
portion probably only fur six months. 

In response to the suggestion made by the Senator from Texas, 
I will state that the Committee on Appropriations has not felt it 
to be its duty to withhold iations for the i and 
necessary of our Government for a fiscal year, the House 
of Representatives itself pcs beg make appropriations for the 
ear. renee ali to by the Senator as Ser 

are dager get wemar «syns orem ild- 

ings and for rivers and harbors subsisting contracts, the 

pmo yt eng Pen stants — yA the emg 

of being carried on the river and harbor bill as heretofore, and 
there are one or two other instances. 

In the case of the United States courts, I think it may be safely 
said that the bill as it comes to us from the House appropriates 
only for six months, or until the ist of January, 1897. This has 
been the practice for a good many years. It is found in the ap- 
ee ee ae My impression is that we 
— ee im our deficiency — this year appropriated more 


approp 
year for the courts of the United States were $3,450,000. We have 
already ee ae numbers $3,400,000 as a deficiency, 
ee expenditures of the courts for the current year nearly 
$7,000. 


The estimates for the courts for the current 
$6,489,512. The bill as it came from the House o 


re 









te amendments, of $5,130,450.31. This may 
to on the courts for the next fiscal year. 
believ that the legislation which is likely to 
the executive, legislative, and judicial appropriation 


materially diminish the expenditures of the courts. So it \ a 
purpose, as nearly as we could, in proposing the amendm,.,;. . 
ona courts, to provide for the fecal year and not for on 
of it. 

But the making of insufficient pein is not a new) 
of the House of Representatives. esame thing appeare| 
sundry civil bill of last year. Whenit came to us from th, 
of Representatives it only provided for about six months. 
believe last year the Senate did as it mow proposes to do; it allowed 
these ap riations to be made as the House of Represe:;; |, 
seuneee Tie result has been, as I have already state, 
amount more than equal to the original appropriation }.:. ' 
been appropriated in the iency appropriation bills fo, 1 
e ures of the current year. 

e have increased these items, as will be seen from the jocy. 
ment to which I have already alluded. We have iner:.;..) ;,, 
public buildings $501,000. Im doing so, we have provide: s))) ;,)) 
each for the three capitals of the new States of Idaho, W y,.),,),,., 
and Montana. We have alsoi the appropriations fort), 
building in Washington City known as the post-office }))j\\jj),. 

100,000, and have appropriated for other small necess:ry j;,.... 


e have also increased the appropriations for the pul)lic })\\) 
ings in progress of construction, so as to enable the Secretary: 
the Treasury to proceed with the construction of those }yilid/nes 
to the end of the fiscal year in cases where that is necessary. as wo 
believe that it is wise, where a public building is in pr... of 
construction, especially where the United States is payiny |arye 
rental, notwithstanding the condition of our Treasury, ‘) 
ma those buildings at the earliest practicable moment. Wo 
ve also increased various items here in other branches of ths 
public service, such as military posts in process of construction, 
surveys of the public lands, etc. 

I believe the ittee on Appropriations have, with the utmost 
care, limited the appropriations to objects and have not 
in the bill as itcame from the House of Representatives 
except where it that it was wise to make the additional 
appropriation. — 

GorMAN], whois 


am glad that the Senator from Marylani | Mr. 
so able and efficient on this committee, has viven 
his assent to the increases made by the Senate. 

I do not know that it is worth while for me to make a more 
elaborate statement in the inning of the consideration of the 
bill. As the amendments are read I shall be glad to make such 
explanation as may seem necessary to a full understanding of the 
reasons why the committee recommend the increases. 


The question is on agreeing to the 
reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 


The amendment Mates ig to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, after line 22, to 
insert: 

For public at Wyo.: F tinuation of buildit 
and the limit SP cee ar a Ee ca cite te Tnsveened fron 31 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 2, to insert: 

Assay office at Deadwood, 8. Dak.: For establishing »ffice at Dead- 
wood. in the State of Soath Dakota, $15,000. — 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 9, to insert: 


For public building at Helena, Mont.: For continuation of building. $.'": 
= limit of cost of said building and site is increased from 9$10''\\" 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 8, line 15, to increase the 
appropriation for continuation of ding of post-office and court 
house at Kansas City, Mo., from $50,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 16, to inser: 

For court-house and post-office at Angeles, Cal.: For additions t 
clbecienn te the caediceopanitaisedins babtine. $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 19, to inser: 

Por court-house and post-office at Martinsburg, W. Va.: For completion of 
approaches, $5,000. 


Com. 


3y),000; 


i to 


4, line 9, to increase the 
appropriation for continuation of building of court-louse. © 
$100 600. and post-office at Omaha, Nebr., from $7 000 to 


The amendment was agreed to. ; Pic 
The next amendment was, on page 4, after line 9, to ins: 
and ng 


ig and 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
The next amendment was, on 4, line 15, to increase the 9 
i forcontinuation of for post-office, court-hous, 


custom-house at atoll Minn., from $60,000 to $125,000. 
The amendment was to. 

























next amendment was, on page 4, line 21, before the word 
otal * to strike out “two” and insert ‘‘three”; and in the 
"after the word “dollars,” to insert “and the limit of 

said building is increased $410,000”; so as to make the 


For post-office at Washington, D. C.: For continuation of building under 


resent limit, $375,000; the limit of cost of said building is increased 
000. 


. GORMAN. Mr. Pvzesident, the Washington City post- 
den for which an increased appropriation is contained in this 
amendment, is one of a class of cases which are constantly arising. 
It is now found to increase the limit of cost fixed for 
that building $410,000. It is, of course, absolutely necessary, the 
committee think, to increase that limit. It is no fault of legisla- 
tion. There is no ex i reason that occurred in the con- 
struction of the building for this increase. It has arisen from the 
fact that the Supervising Architect's Office saw r to change 
the original plans, not to increase the size of the . but its 
ornamentation, from rough-faced stone to cut stone. her 
that improvement is a substantial one and one which will add to 
the beauty of the building is a question; but the change was made, 
and the increased appropriation becomes necessary largely because 
of that c ‘ 

I think ae that the officers of the Government ought to be 
held to a more strict account, and that when they have made 
pu buildings and furnished their estimates no change 
than one which is unforeseen at the time the estimate was 
made ought to be allowed without their having first obtained the 
consent of 


There is an rovement authorized in this new appropriation 
which will, I belive, ive sixty or seventy additional rooms in the 
post-office building. at is suggested by the present Architect, 
who is not at all responsible for the change which necessitates 
this large iation. In this case it is absolutely necessary, I 
take it, to have the appropriation made; but I call attention to 
this practice, so far as | am concerned hereafter as a member 
of this body, I shall not agree that such additional appropriations | 
be made where they become necessary because of the mere change | 
in the ornamentation of a building without the consent of Con- | 
gress having been first obtained. | 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsinthe chair). The 

ion is on the amendment proposed by the Committee on | 
Appropriations 


amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of | 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 4, line 26, to in- 
crease the appropriation for irs to Treasury, Butler, and Win- 
der buildings, im Washington, D. C., from 38,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 20, before the word | 
“sidewalk,” to strike out “ macadamizing ”: in line 21, before the 
word “hundred,” to strike out ‘‘ two thousand three” and insert 
“eight”; and in line 22, before the word “ hundred,” to strike out | 
“eight thousand nine” and insert “seven thousand four”; so as 
toe make the clause read: 


For marine h Ii: Por artesian and surface wells, $1,650; | 
sidewalk and cur 


0 
iar tecndons walls, stone or brick, $5,000; in all, $7,450. | 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 12, to insert: 


Por quarantine station, Key West, Fla.: For wharf on iron piles, and 70-foot | 
bridge ana tracks, $8,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, after line 3, to insert: 

Lynn Harbor, Massachusetts: For establishing four lighted beaconsin Lynn | 
Harbor, Massachusetts, $2,000. 


to. 


amendment was agreed 
The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 8, to insert: 


eee le tee Gabon” For establishing two range-light sta- 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 3, to insert: 


Menominee and fog-signal station, Michigan: For establishing a fog | 
signal st Moneniona tighten Green Bay, Lake Michigan, Michigan, $5,(0). | 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 17, to insert: 


Coos Ba $ i g 
lights at Core Bap Oren a Oreemn For establishing post and range 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 5, to insert: 


Swan Island Sea: For the establishment on Swan Island, 
ne States, in the Caribbean Sea, of a light-house, $15,000: 


United : & suitable site said light-house shall be secured to the 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 14, to insert: 


Pire Island legtt-vessel. New York: For constructing, equipping, and out- 
sok com for service, a Arst-class steam light Taek with steam fog 
_ The amendment was agreed to. 
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| the Committee on Appropriations was, on page | 








The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 18, to insert: 


, 





Overfalls Shoal Light Vessel, New Jersey: For constructing, equipping, and 
outfitt et mnplete for service, a first-c.ass steam light vessel, with steam 
fog signal, $70,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 22, to insert: 





Diamond Shoal light-vessel, North Carolina: For ing lipping, 
and outfitting, complete for service, a first : a0] 2 steam 
fog signal, the Secretary of the Treasury hereby auth d to use not ex 
queliag $80,000 of the unexpended balance of uppr a 1 of S200.000 
made by the sundry civil appropriation act ap 1 Maz 0. f 
establishment of a light-honse on Outer Diamond Shoal ( 

North Carolina; and the remainder of such unexpended ‘ ropri 
ation, after paying outstanding bills thereunder, if any, shall be covered into 


the Treasury. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I wish to say as to the amend- 
ment which has just been read for Diamond Shoal Light, North 
Carolina, that it is to authorize the construction o a light-ship 
imstead of the construction of a light-house on Diamond Shoal. 
This is on the Atlantic Ocean, and a more important point, pez 
haps, than any other except the entrance to New York Harbor. 
Tt is one in which the people I represent are very deeply inter- 
ested, as the ecommerce entering the Chesapeake Eay by this very 
dangerous point is very great. Ln 

Congress authorized the construction of a licht at Dia- 
mond Shoal to cost $500,000, but up to this time 1 officers of the 
Government have absolutely failed to erect a light-house at that 
point, although the attempt has been made, at a loss of $100,000 to 
the contractors and not to the Government. 

Since this provision was incorporated im the bill quite a num- 
ber of gentlemen who are engaged in shipping have communicated 
with me. They seem to think thai this is a backward step on the 
part of the Senate of the United States in abandoning the attempt 
to construct a light-house and to place a light-ship at that point. 
Some of these gentlemen go so far as to say that, in their judg 
ment, it will be impossible to maintain a light-ship at that point 
owing to the roughness of the sea. 

So far as lam concerned,I wish to say that I think the commit- 
tee, after patientinquiry into this matter and hearing statements, 
differ from the accomplished officers who are in charge of this 
‘branch of the public service—and there are none more competent 
and skilled than Admiral Walker, whois the head of the Board, and 
the Naval Secretary. Wewere satisfied if any relief whatever was 
to be given to commerce at that point, that the proposition sub 
mitted by the committee is the proper and the only way in which 
it can be reached; buteven should it be found impossible to main- 
tain a light-ship at that point, it can be transferred to other points 
where it may be necessary. 

I make this statement becanse of the respectability of the gen- 
tlemen who have communicated with me upon the su! 
as to show that we have not attempted to do anything except to 
facilitate navigation and to give greater security to 
erty at that place. I am fully satisfied that what ommittee 
propose is the only means of accomplishing the result desired for 
the benefit of the commerce of the country. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
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The next amendment of 
}, alter hne 9, to 
insert: 

Relief light vessel for the Atlantiecoast: For « 
outfitting, compiete for service 
fog signal, for the Atlantic coast, $70,000. ° 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, 

San Francisco Harbor light vessel: For constructin pping 
fitting, complete for service, a first-class steam light vessel, with 


mstructing, ex 


uipping, and 
am light vessel, w 


. & first-class ste With steam 


1 19 4 a. ‘ 
ine 15, to in rt: 


after 


iin 
signal, $80,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 16, to insert: 
Tender for the Second light-house district: For construc t 
and outfitting, complete for service, a new steam tender ' 
ply, and inspection in the Seeond light-house district, Wassachnse $75,008 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 13, after line 21, to insert: 
Tender for the Seventh light-house district: For const 

and outfitting, complete for service, a new steam tender |! ij 


house district, fiorida 


ply, and inspection in the Seventh | 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 3, to increase the 
appropriation for expenses of light vessels, from $300,000 to 
$520,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 7, to increase the 
appropriation for expenses of buoyage from $430,000 to $460,000. 

The amendment wus agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 1, after the word 
* dollars,” to insert: 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized to permit officers and others of the Revenue-Cutter Service to make 


; 
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allotments from their pay, under such regulations as he may prescribe, for 
the — of their fami es or relatives, for their own savings, or for other 
prope oses, during such time as they may be absent at sea, on distant 
uty, or = er other circumstances warranting such action. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 20, after line 12, to insert: 
For constructing a revenue steamer of the first class, under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, for service on the Great Lakes, $200,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 22, to strike out: 
For rent of office for agent of the Post-Office Department to supervise the 
distribution of stamps of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, Boo 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 24, line 7, before the word 
** thousand,” to strike out ‘ twenty ” and insert ‘' fifteen ** soas to 
make the clause read: 


For triangulation, topography, and hydrography of the coasts of Califor- 
nia, O. mn, and Washington, and for necessary resurveys, San Francisco 
ae etneanlation, topography, and hydrography, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 17, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘fifteen” and insert ‘‘ten”; so as to 
make the clause read 

In all, for field expenses, $110,800. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the provision for clerical force of 
the Coast and Geodetic Survey, on page 29, after line 16, to insert: 

For one, at $1,400. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the same provision, on page 29, 
line 19, after the word “ For,” to strike out ‘one, at $1,000” and 
insert two, at $1,000 each”; so as to make the clause read: 

For two, at $1,000 each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 29, line 22, to increase the 
appropriation for additional engravers, ‘Coast and Geodetic Sur- 
ver from $4,000 to $4,1 

he amendment was agreed to. 
a —— amendment was, on page 80, line 17, to increase the 
ropriation ~ office force, Coast and Geodetic Survey, 
ee c to $35,170 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on P e 31, line 3, before the word 
dollars,” to strike out “eighteen t thousand” and insert ‘fifteen 
thousand five hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 

r plates, chart e, rinter's ink, copper, zinc, and chemicals 
or aaa and sc paren ; engraving, Printing, phot phing, 


and electrotyping supp rs for extra engraving and drawing, and for photo- 
wa charts and printing from stone and copper for immedia 


The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on. page 32, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation for cases, furniture, fixtures, etc., for the National 

useum from $15,000 to $20, a 

The amendment was 

a rea of the bill was pantiiieed to the end of line 2, , bage 33 

N. Inline 1, page 33, I move to strike out “ rty- 

these” and insert ‘‘ fifty three.” In this connection I ask that two 
letters which I hold kg my hand may be printed in the Recorp, 
giving the reasons for the increase. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the let- 
ters will he printed in the Recorp. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION, 
FFICE OF ASSISTANT SECRETARY 


Orr 
In CHARGE OF UNITED STaTEs NATIONAL MUSEUM, 
‘ashington, April 22, 1896. 
Srr: I deem it my duty to bring to your attention the fact that unless some 
special provision is made for its maintenance, the National Herbarium, re- 
comer ¢ Consherred fro m the cnr of the Department of i Aaeaeennae to that of of 
the Smithsonian Institution, will 





This is one of the of xaneriom Sate in the w and 
one of the most important, emb: as it does the collections of all the Gov- 
ernment surveys from the time of mont and Wilkes to the present day. 
It contains about 250,000 awe mostl American, a4 —— for 
American botany a *‘ co; 


portance. In it there ~opee Set 
elsewhere, and it a omen 
Althy ee oo itbnentne Tnstita Tnotitation i an rape the 
e 
administration of this herbarian it wea for many years relieved of the @ care 
and expense of this work mt of 


1804, hi an ee reierthinking tary, finding himself unable to Somers 
acccmmmoda Reprey not fpeproot,f ithe or destruction if kop = 

a phen mey By anes no’ 

be available for the arate =e is of tho Department of agriculture 
available e@ 

he would be — for ode pmiey sgt main 


tenance. 
The value of that — ot 4 - 
ote thes ~ ne ro vats 
°o 


very areas inconvenience, since our es ta dings 0 wand so Raat 
Be f ite departments were seriously > —t 

From that time until now on hegteesees has been main from ee 
Biseatenl work ban tote os munch Geateanell be che presen that, as 
Tam informed, this can no longer be done. 
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The Secretary of Agriculture has already addressed a letter to yo, ....):.. 
your attention to this fact, and sugges ggesting that the sum of $10,000, oa 
withdrawn from his appropriation, be added to our appropriati.)), en 
preservation and increase of the collections in the National M - 
order to provide for the ae lieetion of this t collection of plan: 

I need scarcely say to you that the co on isof special importanes +, 
Department of Agriculture, and is necessarily. in constant use by 1, : the 
bers of its staff. — 

Should this addition to our appecesete not be made, I do n: a 
is possible to do more for the herbarium than simply to prese me 
destruction. It can not be kept in such shape that it Will be convenian 
available for reference; it can not be increased in order to ke: 1 seas oe th 
the growth of botanical knowled ge and the necessities of Ameri: shania 
and of the Department of Agriculta ture. Nothing can be done wit} +)... > 
amount of material which is already on hand, which requires «))....;,, tre = 
ment for its preservation an utilization. It will also be impossi!)|.. 1... arty 
on the system of ex , long practiced, by which not only the Nat. nal 
Herbarium but all the h bee barfume of the country are constant benetieen 





Should the sum of $10,000 be provided, it would be utilized in the jp +). 
by the retention of the staff of ts, clerks, and prepay = ~ 
already en; upon this work -— s now on the rolls of the Dey Dartmees of 
Agriculture. The direct of the herbarium would be, ; w. in th 
hands of the Botanist of the Department of iculture, who. by, permission 
of the Secretary of ture, serves in pacity without comp - 
tion with the title of onorary curator in the Nation: useum. There oo: 
also two skilled assistants, one at $1,800 and one at § 1200, and it is d ied t 
add another at $1,500 to take charge of the eollectiea of cryptogamic plants, 
There! is also a eal ge and clerk at $900, one preparator at $72), an ion : 
at $600; 

Supplies an even cost annually about $1.0), about 

of this sum als for prom the purchase of paper for mounting and 
covers. 

a a for the acquisition of new material—ths 
t of new investigations and the results of ex fprorations of the year. For 
this a sum of about is required. This would leave a contingent fund of 

Should the desired sum be ted, it will be pee. to maintain this vas 
collection, which is of much Eeportaice to botanical science, in a manner - 
— the “omy of the ae 

am, sir, yours, with great respect, 
G. BROWN GOODE. 
Acting Secretary, 
The Hon. WILLIAM B. ALLIsO % 


Chairman of the dgpreprictions Committee, United States Senate, 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 


OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECKETARY, 
Washington, D. C., April 2°, 1898, 
Hon. W. B. ALL 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Sena! 

DEAR Srre: In response to your desire, communicated through Mr Coville, 
for further information as to the and effect of granting to the Na- 
tional Museum an additional sum $10,000 for the maintenance of the 
National pent apo dar I tt to reply as follows: 

When, peat e Secre of eeeiniture found the De 


tary 
partment buil eprenaeescetat tas eae t to his attention that 
arse ed by a collection of plants estimated t 
be worth Ni liable at any time ape ceeteoyed by fire, arranger 
were ae with the Fey pee Institution to house the collection i 
fireproof building of the National Museum. The Department agreed to re- 
tain onits rolls so long as the appropriation admitted it the force of : assist. 
ants necessary in for the collection, but the unexpected re <b nin 
the botanical a: poercerannen sesnaaly made has forced the Secret ary o ask 
that he be relieved of this ¢’ 
the force of assistants an: d mot 


If the pro: & eee e made, 
now engaged in caring or the herbartenn in the National Museum ! 
will be erred to the rolls 








tution, and the places thus made 
vacant upon the statutory roll in our Division of Botany will be filled by the 
transfer of employees now on the lump sum. No new employees 
will beappointed asa result of the change, and the statutory position: if ass sist- 


ant curator will be left vacant durin 


ished in the next Agricultural i Zeer, either to be abol 
a 
botanist. 


comin, 
tion bill or to be changed toassistant 


eh the yemempamey seapene me Sealeetins he transfer of the herba rim, 

of the collection is properly the function 
oF ‘he’ mithsonian Institu ‘Dut that it should always be op: n to th botar 
nists of the Department for reference and consultation in any investigations 
in which they need it. Theo and the sole object, » of the propo sed change 
is to place the herbarium in good P= ts legitimate place, so as a 
ena A Department to organize all the botanical work on « distinctly 


vs CHAS. W. DABNEY, Jx., 
Assistant Secretary. 


N. B.—This letter is written in sonngetion wee that of the acting secretary 


of the Smithsonian tion, dated A: 22, 1896, addressed ty the Hon. 
W.B. ALLISON, Committee on riations, United States Sen- 
ate, which is our —— > for the above tement with regard to the part 
to be performed by the National Myseum and Smithsonian Institution 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendment proposed by the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated 
it is Siamese line1, page 33, before - word rz. ¥ amen 
to out ** three” and insert ‘ y-three”s 
so as to make the clause a 


from roa the preservation, exhibition, and increase of the collections 
er and ex ‘expeditions of the Government, and from 
$ uding 8 or compensation of all necessary « ‘mployees 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next ame ndment 0 
the Committee on was, on page 33, line 4, ine 
crease the a’ ‘or to se shops, and sheds, 


National Museum, from $4,000 to $8,000 
The amendment was agreed to » the 
The next amendment was, in line e 83, to increast 

a for the National Zoslogicel fark from $65,000 0 


The amendment was agreed to. 











endment was, on 86, line 8, after the word ‘‘ dol- 
on tee out ‘‘one laborer, ” and insert ‘‘two laborers, 
at $540 each”; and in line 11, before the word “and,” to strike out 
“three thousand four hundred” and insert “‘ four thousand”; so 
as to make the clause read: . a it iit 
Lake (Maine) station: Superintenden 500; foreman, ; - 
cultarit, $060; two aS at $540 cach; in all BLOB. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, line 1, before the word 
« dollars,” to strike out “five hundred and fo and insert “‘ six 
hundred”; and in line 4, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
“seven hundred and eighty ” and insert “ nine hundred and sixty ”; 


so as to make the clause read: 


oods Massachusetts) station: Superintendent, $1,500; machinist, 
gon: ee ei $900; pilot and collector, Fen, three firemen, at $600 each; 
two laborers, at $540 each; in all, $6,960. 


Mr. LODGE. I wish to say a word on the amendment. The 
committee has been good enough to raise the pay of the firemen 
from five hundred and forty to six hundred dollars, but I do not 
see why, as they do the same work, they should not receive the 
same pay that is paid at the Cape Vincent station. Woods Hole is 
the largest station, I believe. The work is extremely heavy. If 
the employment is worth $720 as established at Cape Vincent, where 
the duties are the same as at Woods Hole station—I think the work 
is precisely the same at both places—the same class of labor being 
employed, it is only fair that the firemen at Woods Hole station 
should. receive the same pas of pay that is given to those at the 
Cape Vincent station. I would s t to make it the same as at 
Cape Vincent—that is, $720 ins of $540. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Massachusetts will 
not press the motion. he will look over the different stations 
he will see that a large number of firemen receive much less than 
those at Woods Hole. We looked into the matter with consider- 
able care. We did not feel that we could fairly reduce the labor- 
ers at the Cape Vincent station. If the Senator will look at the 
provision as to the office of the Commissioner in this city he will 
see that the firemen receive only $540. 

Mr. LODGE. Those duties are not the same as at the stations. 

Mr. ALLISON. They are of like nature. : 

Mr. LODGE. That is simply for firemen to be employed in 
heating the panei. : . ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Here in this station—— 

Mr. LODGE. It does not mean the station. That is for the 


office of the ioner, and it is not the station. 
Mr. ALLISON. It is the fish station here, including the office 
ot the Commissioner. 


Mr. LODGE. The fish station here is the fish pond. The pro- 
vision the Senator refers to is simply for ordinary firemen to run 
the engine in the building. I am speaking of the station, where 
the work is connected with the work of fish culture. If the Sena- 
tor will point out to me the pay of a fireman at some other station 
which is less, I shall not e any unreasonable objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will do so. Take Green Lake, 
Me., where the laborers are receiving only $480. 

Mr. ap PR are laborers. Imeanfiremen, Our labor- 


Mr. IN. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam ing of firemen. 

Mr. ALLISON. We increased the laborers a= we increased the 
firemen at Woods Hole. 

Mr. LODGE. The laborers at Green Lake have been paid on 
the same basis as the laborers at Woods Hole, to which I make no 
objection. I think itis proper. I ams ing of the firemen at 
the station, whose work is connected directly with the work of 
fish culture. 

Mr. ALLISON. The firemen in this city at the office of the 
So receive only $540. They are engaged in the same 


Mr. LODGE. That is an entirely different kind of work I 
Mr. ALLISON. There is an aquarium on the first floor of the 


building where the office of the Commissioner is situated. I hope 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be content with what we 


E 


have done in this matter. I think it is an increase that they ought 
to be satisfied with. 

Mr. LODGE. I looked h the list of stations hastily and 
I may be mistaken, but I could find only the two firemen at Cape 
Vincent in addition to the three at Woods Hole, because that is 
“Mt ALLISON. The Senator is right except as to this ci 

° . as 8 Cr . 

Mr, LODGE. 2 


Those in this city, , have simply 

the furnace and donating apparatus. 

. They are firemen. 

That is the reason I desire to have tiose at Woods 
same basis as the firemen at the Cape Vincent 


ALLISON. I do not like to move to reduce the firemen at 
“. XXVIII—273 


ri 
: 


ff 
: 


6 


t 
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the Cape Vincent station. 
done—— 

Mr. LODGE. I have no desire to have the pay of the firemen 
there reduced. I do not think they are overpaid, but it seems to 
me that those at Woods Hols might fairly be paid at the same 
rate. Itis a very small amount. 

Mr. ALLISON. Five hundred and forty dollars is the amount 
that has been paid there for some years. We saw no great neces- 
sity for increasing their pay at a single jump $10a month. I hope 
the Senator from Massachusetts will be satisfied with what has 
been done. 

Mr. LODGE. Very well; I will not press the matter. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 38, line 15, after 
the word ‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘one skilled laborer, $720”; and in 
line 18, before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘two thousand 
eight hundred and twenty” and insert ‘‘ three thousand five hun- 
dred and forty”; so as to make the clause read: 

Neosho (Mo.) station: Superintendent, $1,500 
laborer, $720; one laborer, $600; in all, $3,540. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 21, after the word 
**each,” to insert ‘‘one skilled laborer, $720”: and in line 24, be- 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out “ four thousand nine hun- 
dred and eighty” and insert “five thousand seven hundred”; so 
as to make the clause read: 

Leadville (Colo.) station: Superintendent, $1,500; foreman, $1,200; two fish 
culturists, at $900 each; one skilled laborer, $720; cook, $480; in all, $5,700 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 3, after the word 
‘**dollars,” to insert ‘‘ one laborer, $600”; and in line 4, before the 
word ‘‘and,” to strike out ‘‘three thousand four hundred” and 
insert ‘‘four thousand”; so as to make the clause read: 

Baird (Cal.) and Fort Gaston (Cal.) stations: Superintendent, $1,500; fore- 
man, $1,080; foreman, $900; one laborer, $600; in all, $4,080. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 12, before the word 
“hundred,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert ‘‘ four”; and in line 16, 
before the word “hundred,” to strike out “‘fourteen thousand 
nine” and insert “fifteen thousand one”; so as to make the clause 
read: 

Division of statistics and methods of the fisheries: Assistant in charge, 
$2,500; one clerk of class 4; one clerk of class 1; two clerks, at $1,000 each: one 
clerk, at $900; two clerks, at $720 each; statistical agent, $1,400; three statis- 
tical agents, at $1,000 each; one local agent at Boston, Mass., $300; one local 
agent at Gloucester, Mass., $600; in all, $15,140. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 10, to increase the 
appropriation for the contingent expenses of the office of the Fish 
Commissioner from $9,000 to $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 16, to increase the 
appropriation for propagation of food-fishes from $105,000 to 
$112,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, after line 16, to insert: 

Fish hatchery in South Dakota: For the establishment of a fish-culture 
station in the Black Hills, in the State of South Dakota, at a point to be se- 
lected by the United States Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in the clause for the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, at the top of page 43, to strike out: 

For all other necessary expenditures to enable the Commission to properly 
carry out the objects of the “act to regulate commerce " (including expendi- 
tures for counsel), to give effect to the provisions of said act and all acts and 
amendments supplementary thereto, 314,000. 

And insert: 

For all other necessary expenditures to enable the Commission to give 
effect to the provisions of the “ act to regulate commerce,” and all acts and 
amendments supplementary thereto, $154,000, of which sum not exceeding 
$25,000 may be expended in the employment of counsel. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 10, to increase the 
appropriation for contingent expenses, independent treasury, 
from $75,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 13, to increase the 
a — for transportation of silver coin from $55,000 to 

70,000. 


If the Senator thinks it ought to be 


foreman, $720; one skilled 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, line 4, before the word 
“ silver,” to insert ‘‘ fractional”; so as to make the clause read: 


Recoinage of silver coins: For recoinage of the uncurrent fractional silver 
coins in the Treasury, to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 7, to insert: 
To enable ge js Seaeery of the Treasury to re to John Lampman, of 


raina and John Martin fy for brenking into t ‘United States 
ae ce at Al ne smal 


exandria, d stealing 
refrom aout toe ine United ‘States the SISL21, together 
with a large number of postage stamps eee the United 58 Staten $150. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Sinanchanauiaant seca page 53, line 1, to increase the 
appropriation for the quarantine service from $125,000 to $137,000. 

amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 53, after line 19, to insert: 


Map of the Gis : Por engraving on co the map of the United 
States prepared by General Land Office, 12.00. 


The sinsieiiaaia was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 54, 54, 008 5, to increase the ap- 
propriation for work at eS $30,000. 

amendment was 

The next amendment was, a a to insert: 

To Seep teas and west. peute et Se center of byt mend 
to be hoisted y under the direction cf the Capitol police board, $100, 
much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 5, after line 9, to insert: 

For continuing the work of cleaning and pepetrieg works of art in the Cap- 

direction of the Joint Com- 


itol, including the repai of frames, under the 
mittee on the Li ’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next eee ee to insert: 


For necessary vements to the steam and venti- 
lating apparatus of the — ting thereto in the ducts, elevators, 


ve bell 
service,and all machinery relating the ae o the Capitol, 
inclu Supreme Court, c Gack andre the Architect of the the Cap- 


itol, $4, 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on 55, line 2, after the word 
“inclnding,” to insert “the C Grounds”; and in line 7, be- 
fore the word “thousand,” to strike out “sixteen” and insert 
“twenty-six”; 20 as to maike the clause read: 


Lighting the Capitol: For the Capitol, including the 
Grounds, the Botanic Garden, and House stables, 
Se ee Or ety eae bani — 
0} 
ont ee en oe an od oo TP 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 8, to strike out: 
eiteies aera eee electric lights for ase hundred ane a 


Der 


aon 
vided, That al wren Saal Ge 
lamp-posts complete shall be ished by the electric light com; 
expense to the ont United Staten of lighting cents baw | ad maintain 


STtneioahbin the adh pegmatite. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 55, after line 22, to insert: 
For the extension of the electric-light plants See 


grounds about the a For on rte ant canes. 
dui por fixtures, steam eee fit , cables for 
SSS or: 


m, and for f electricians, wire 
done by the A nook t of the ——— = =r “oe the Senate 
Committee on in accordance with the plan adopted 


by said committee, 
$45,000, or ee mach thereof as may be nesessary. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 56, after line 8, to insert: 
Vontfietion. Sgnete wies.of We e Capitol: ~_—— tay ty te heed poo 
eae en ge Soe of re- 
frigera opens. & mited Sta submitted by Prof. S. H. 
Waodbridge the Committee on Rules, Unite tates Senate, said work to 
fo Geen Se te aoe tect of the the supervision ef said Wood- 
bri and the divection of the SGrccntbene on 
much thereof as may be necessary. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 58, line 12, to increase the 
m for surveying public lands from $250,000 to $400, 
q@amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 60, after line 20, to insert: 
When, under the provisions of the act entitled “An act making 
Saeagcracdteeenac ta as cay Sony aera ay 
d lands, in pursuance and and acceptance of the terms of 


thorized to create, in pursuance eanen 


against the te subdivisions of land 
separate legal 


and and and thereon 
from the dnte-of of reclamation until Gapesed of to-anvenl exttiiges. ated whan 
an ample supply of water is actually furnished iy a substantial a or 
or by artesian or reservoirs, to or tracts o: 


a 

such landa, then patents shall issue ooh eae such State without vegned 
to settlement or cultivation i 

and ander no circumstances shall the United States eae 
ees liable for any amount of any such lien or 


Mr. CARTER, Loffer an amendment abies 1 tape 
committee. 


Rules, $55,000, or so | 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the anon). 

ment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. =e proposed to strike ont all after li). >» 

on page 60, down toand inchuding line 4,on page 61, and in... 

thereof insert: 

oi pete se er besten bare meet bg oS 
athens ¢made in section fol ea ahem nd accoptans. 


terms of the 

priations for ue sundry civil expenses of in aon ernment for the fis 
ending June August a lien or lie 4 
authorized and shall -— 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSecretary will read t)....),). 
mittee amendment as it is proposed to be amended by the =. ....;,; 


enacted by any Stats ; 
pursuanceand acceptance of t}). : . 
grant made in section 4 of an act eutitled “An act making ; appropria 
epyrored August 16. 1804, lien a ee pe ar ond 
a or 8 hereby author- 
and shall be v: on. and against the separate legal subdivisio mn ~ 
laimed, for the actual cost and necessary expenses of reclamatio), 4, 
ee ene SAE clap dof t 

; and when an water is actually furnis), 
ek coe artenian wells oF Peseta oe. 


— 


‘ovid- 


Provide: i hai 
manner directly aden no circumstances si! + a = 
, or ran oO of an 
such lien oF in whole or in part. a ay 
Mr. ALLISON. Those provisions have been prepared with care 
by the Senator from Missouri . COCKRELL], a member of the 
committee, and I understand examined and assents to 
the Therefore the committee will make no 0) jection 


OFFICER. The question is on agr: 
the Saienas totes ecantened, 
amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

e amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
oar ee 16, to insert: 

in the State of Dakota, by a: a thro ug rh 


That the North 
fei have authority to use or lease Sibley 
island tn in =: Sy nid cite of of Bismarck, i. a Li ic 
A shall 


be construed as auth riz rang 
‘got f denbes ee ere. nor shall tim- 
cut save for the purpose of inyproving or beautifying the ur vans 
The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 24, to insert: 
That the sum of etre aril act, approved Au- 
Interior to examin the desert 
provisions of section 4 of said act 


and made available 






elng to 





the 
\. and is hereby, 
= Py anid tone Dering the years of 1806 and |v: 


Mr. ALLISON. This amendment has been inserted in the (cti- 
ciency bill by the House, and therefore it should be 
to. 
The amendment was rejected. 
PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 


The SEoRETARY. A es, by Mr. Perrer, providing for 
@ committee of five Senators to investigate and report general] 
all the material facts and connected with the sale 
of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1895, and 1896, , 
oat eoaity i While Sie cetetthonte ts ct - Semts I 

to one other respect; to strike out in line 
21, after the word “ bonds,” all that follows to the word “ arrange- 
ment,” in line 5, on page 3. That is the only additional mo:lifica- 
| tion that I wish to male. Task that the resolution may be print! 
in the amended form, so that Senators will understand t!iv form 
in which the resolution will appear when it comes up for |) -«' 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kans ) 
poses a modification of the and asks that it be rep: ‘inte’ 
as modified. The Chair hears no o| . o- 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the unfinished ee be inf ~ 
ally laid aside, that the Senate = e consider 
tion of the eivil 

The PRESIDING O There 3 is no objection, and it 

will be so ordered, 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 7216) donating one condemned cannon an : can- 
non balls {> Grand Ary of the Republic Post, Post, No. 573, of Evans 
City, Pa., was read twice by its title, and referred to the © nit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. ; 

The bill (H.R. 7384) granting an increase of pension to WVi!liaD 

















T. Applegate was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
nm its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were 


there —— Vice-President: 
A bin (3. 1835) oa euien the of the Court of Claims in 
the matter of the claim of John J. 8 against the United 


: and 
On EL R. 951) to amend the military record of Dan S. Place, 
first lieutenant, Eighteenth Indiana Volunteers. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. i 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R, 7664) making a for sun- 
dry civil expenses of the Government for year ending 


June , and for other purposes. 

Ta. rising, of the DAD war suena. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Ap i was, oyu _— _ aoe 
Geologi , on , , before wo 

aeeneantl ofa trike Sat “thief”, go as to’ make the clause 

read: 

For one geographer, $2,700. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 


riation for ees 
Un dm , to 
e amendment was 

The at tae ill wean eontinasd to line S, on page 65. 

Mr. ALLISON. Inline 4, b e 
Imove to strike out “‘ thirty-five” and insert “ fifty”; so as to read: 

Ie Pee Se eres ae aa licen are ee 
States, ie curre an esian 

semiarid tne a of reports u the 
wee of utilizing the Gah reves of said sections $50,000 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 65, line 9, toincrease the total appropriation for the United 
States Survey from $449,100 to $474,100. 

N. Imove to amend the amendment so as to in- 
crease the total to $489,100. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 67, line 14, to increase the appropriation for general re- 
pairs and at the Government Hospital for the In- 
sane from $13,000 to $16,000. 

The was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 20, to insert: 

For rebuilding shops, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 21, to insert: 

For laboratory extension, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, after line 23, to insert: 

For electric fans and resistance coils, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 69, after line 14, to insert: 

Por all expenses of a school at Circle City, including hire of a teacher, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next.amendment was, on page 69, line 20, to increase the 

i for of the reindeer station at Port Clarence, 
ka, from $5,000 to $12,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The-next amendment was, at the top of page 70, to insert: 


To enable the Government to take official part in the international exhi- 
b..ion to be held at Brussels, Belgium, during the year 1897, $35,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 4, to insert: 
For salary of consul at Alexandretta, Turkish Dominions, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 6, to insert: 
direction of the Secretary of State, with a view to 






future papers, and documents belonging to the 
Ha a tot weet * e Revolution, and the cperation, organ- 
0) orces therein engaged, now e 
custody of the $5,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 70, after line 12, to insert: 
ran the documents hereinbefore for all muster rolls, pay 
reports, com returns, other or 
pomp men in said war the Revolution, and all pen. 
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Gree eenenens wen, om page 63, line 10, to increase the 
a surveys in various portions of the 


page 65, before the word “thousand.” 


A355 


Mr. ALLISON. I move at the end of the paragraph to insert 
a semicolon and the words: 


And the Secretaries of State and of War shall each designate some.compe- 
tent person to examine such documents and determine those that should be 





transferred to the Record and Pension Office and those that should be re- 
tained in the State Department, and in case of their disagreement the said 
Secretaries shall select some third person to decide the questions. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 70, after line 20, to insert: 

Authority is hereby given to expend from the appropr 
made by the act approved December 21, 1505, for the expenses of the Com- 
mission to Investigate and Report wpon the True Divisional Line between 
the Republic of Venezuela and British Guiana, such amount for rent of 
building or part of building in the District of Columbia as may be deemed 
necessary by the Commission. 

Mr. GORMAN. [I ask the Senator from Iowa whether it would 
not be wise to put a limit to the amount to be paid for rent? 

Mr. ALLISON. The committee in considering this provision 
did not think it necessary to establish any limit to the amount to 
be paid for rent, inasmuch as with great promptness some time 
ago Congress passed an appropriation of $100,000 in bulk, suppos- 
ing at the time that it would inelude the necessary rent of a build- 
ing for the use of the Commission. So, having given them abso- 
late, unlimited power as respects the remainder of the $100,000, I 
think we may fairly trust them not to be extravagant in the mat- 
ter of rent. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the occasion for making this pro- 
vision when we authorized the Commission to expend without 
any restriction whatever the appropriation of $100,000? 

Mr. ALLISON. There is a general law which provides that no 
general appropriation shall be applied to the rent of buildings in 
the District of Columbia, and that no Department shall have au- 
thovity torent buildings under a general provision. So the Comp- 
troller has decided, and I have no doubt, will decide that the gen- 
eral appropriation of $100,000 will not cover the matter of rent. 
That is the only reason for inserting it here, I understand. 

Mr. GORMAN. Does the Senator from fowa say that such a 
decision has been made; that after Congress with great haste and 
great. unanimity placed at the disposal of the President of the 
United States a hundred thousand dollars to settle a great in- 
ternational question—to prevent a war—the Comptroller of the 
Treasury has stepped in and said to the Commission that they can 
not pay a reasonable amount for rent out of the $100,000? Do I 
understand that to be the case? 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the Comptroller of the 
Treasury decides that under a statute passed some years ago it is 
not competent to rent buildings in the District of Columbia under 
@ genera ay ge eee for expenses. I am not sure that the 
Comptroller has already so decided, but I understand that is to 
be the ruling, if it has not already been so ruled by him. That 
is the only object in inserting this provision, im order that rent 
may be paid for the building or portion of building which is now 
being oceupied by the Venezuelan Commission. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam amazed that that should be the state of 
the case. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Maryland is aware, of 
course, that the present Comptroller is very rigid in his rulings 
on a good many subjects. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand that he is very rigid, as all the 
Comptrollers have been; but under great excitement, at the re- 
quest of the President of the United States, we authorized him to 
create the Commission and placed in his hands $100,000 to be ex- 
pended for any purpose whatever in connection with their inves- 
tigation. I supposed the enactment was broad enough to authorize 
them to send agents abroad, to make maps, to employ clerks and 
other assistants, and, as a matter of course, to pay the necessary 
expense for quarters heresuitable to the dignity of this creat Com- 
mission. They have, f understand, selected very good quarters. 
Now we are confronted with the fact that after this great con 
ference is organized that Congress proposed to the President, 
designed to settle a great question between the two greatest na- 
tions on earth, it is necessary to put in a provision to cover the 
matter of rent. I do not understund it. I ask the Senator from 
Iowa if there is an official communication from the Department 


lation of $100,000, 


showing that the Comptroller has interfered so seriously with 
this great Commission? : 
Mr. ALLISON. I believe there is a letter either from a mem- 


ber of the Commission or from the Secretary of the Treasury—lI 
am not sure—among our documents here, stating that under the 
general statute to which I have adverted but do not have before 
me, the Comptroller either had decided or would decide that rent 
could not be paid under the appropriation of $100,000. I will try 
to find the letter so that the Senator may have it spread upon the 
record, The Comptroller, I believe, holds that the Commission 
can not under the provision pay rent which they have agreed to pay. 

Mr. GORMAN, I should like to ask the Senator if he concurs 
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in a view of that sort, that the general law, which prohibits in 
ordinary cases officers of the Government from renting buildings 
for quarters, would apply to a great commission of this kind, 
which Congress created, none absolutely in the hands of the 
President $100,000 to be used as he deemed best for the disposal of 
a great international question? I ask if that law applies in a case 
of this sort? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should not have supposed so, but it seems it 
does, because the rent has not been paid and can not be paid with- 
out some further provision of law. 

Mr. GORMAN, Iam utterly amazed at it. I trust that here- 
after, if we are to rush through resolutions’ which affect grave 
international affairs in which not only our own country but the 
entire world is concerned, there will be no trouble ina case of this 
kind, where the President of the United States is authorized to 
appoint a commissivn, in renting quarters in which to conduct 

eir business, and where they are to invite the representatives of 
foreign governments to join them. It seems to me a very small 


affair. 

Mr. ALLISON. It does seem ridiculous, I will say to the Sena- 
tor; but we are in this difficulty: The appropriation was a general 
appropriation for the expenses of the Commission, and the Comp- 
troller holds that under a prior statute, which forbade any of the 


’ Government Departments from renting buildings under any gen- 


—_ appropriation, this Commission could not rent a building in 
this way. 

Mr, GORMAN . Of course I think it is the general feeling 
throughout the country that the emergency for which the Commis- 
sion was created has ae passed by, if a serious oneever existed. 
I am delighted that it has dwindled now to a mere matter of rent. 
I trust we are not to have any further serious trouble with this 
great problem; but I do want to emphasize the statement I have 
made, that it seems to me it is utterly ridiculous that an officer of 
the Treasury Department should be permitted to bring about such 
a state of things with this Commission, which is a ee eee 
one, I do not know how the executive branch of the Government 
may view the case, but I think it ought never to have been per- 
mitted to come here in the =e itis. The erp ought to 
have found, at all events, what was the wish of the State Depart- 
ment and the President of the United States, and not have raised 
this small point. I understand that ordinarily Comptrollers do 
such things, and very properly in cases of ordinary istra- 
tion, where officers may contract debts for the Government which 
are not authorized by the letter of the law; but in this particular 
case, it seems to me, considering the circumstances under which 
the appropriation was made, with full —. on the part of the 
President to expend this money in any form he saw , that 
this provision ought not to have found its way into t ill. 

Mr. W L. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee if the act appropriating $100,000 for the expenses of the 
Commission did not repeal the law to which the Comptroller refers? 
That act provides— 

That the sum of $100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, be, and 
Sppcinted by the Eresihont vo invessignte end report upon the tree divisional 
IEE Teteees the Ropubiia of Vencuntinand Briach Gemma. 

If rent is part of the expenses, this is a specific provision for 
that purpose, and undoubtedly re pro tanto the law on which 
the Comptroller relies. I do not k the Comptroller ought to 
be humored by this sort of an a priation. 

Mr. ALLISON. The difficulty is—at least it seems to be—that 
the es decides that this rent can not be paid out of the 
$100,000 heretofore magn) Seen While it is very pleasant for 
us to decide otherwise, it is not so convenient to the 1 who 
has rented a building and can not get his money until the appro- 

ation be made available. I should be glad that my on or 

e opinion of the Senator from Mississippi would be 
the culty is that the Comptroller has control of this mat- 
ter, and the nm to whom the rent is due can not get his rent, 

Mr. WALTHALL, Can there be any sort of doubt as to the 
proper construction of the law I have read? 

. ALLISON. It would ger from the reading that the 
Senator's interpretation of it is right. I have not at hand the 
general statute which is quoted as controlling this provision, 
which was passed some four or five — upon an app: 
tion bill, but I will have the statute here in a few minutes, if the 
Senator desires to read it. 

Mr. WALTHALL. The law I have read is manifestly a later 
law, and repeals the former one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrows in thechair). The 
amendment will be considered as agreed to, if there be no objec- 


tion. 
Mr. ALLEN. I want to put just one question to the Senator 
from Iowa for information: This Government owns a great eee 
million dollars’ worth of property in this city, among other build- 
ings a very large State Department. Was any n for 
renting a private building for this Commission? Could itnot have 


en, but 
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been put in the State Department or some other Gover), ent 
building? ; 

Mr. ALLISON. I have not examined into that question, | 
take itfor granted that it was necessary torent portions of »',)\; 
ing for this purpose, as I think there are no vacant quarters i), .,, 
of the 4 mental buildings. In fact, we are paying now 
think, in the city of Washington about $140,000 per annum fy +} 
use of the various Departments for the rent of buildings « , 
of buildings owned by the Government. So ve no donbt it 
was necessary to rent quarters for the accommodation of this (, 
mission. 

Mr. ALLEN. _ It appears to me that two or three rooms eon)q 
have been found in the State Department or some other «)\j})J, 
quarters in a public building for this Commission, without «i, 
to the expense of renting of the Washington real-estate <\)4). 
cate an expensive building for an indefinite length of time at tho 
e se of the Gdvernment. 

r. GORMAN. I think this is one of the cases where we ought 
to make a stand, unless, in the better judgment of the Senator 


from Iowa, it is absolutely necessary that the appropriation | 
made at this time. The act creating this Commission as canter 
by the Senator from Mississippi, is so plain, that it seems to moe 


there can be no question re, it. The Senator has kindly 


handed me that act, and I will it again: 

iy tho ous oo. or fo snee. Hreet as meg be necessary, be, and 
the same ereby, appropriated for the expenses of a commission {. be 
appointed by the President to inv te and re rtupon the true division 


e between the Republic of Venezuela and Bri Guiana. 

This act was approved December 21, 1895. It seems full and 
complete. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that if the Comptroller 
a otherwise it is necessary to make some provision in this 


ill. 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask to have the amendment go over, and let 
us see whether the Comptroller has so decided. I should like to 
know whether that officer, in a case of this kind, not the ordinary 


case of an appro tion for an ordinary commission, but for a 
high Commission, has made sucha decision or not. Let the amend- 
ment go over until I can communicate with that officer. 

Mr. ALLISON. I trust the Senator will allow the amendment 
to a; as it has oo ae seen be eo taken up 
again, if necessary, when the re the Senate. If we 
find the authority is given under that general clause we can strike 
out this provision. 


Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be passed over for the 
present and I will telegraph to the officer. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 
over. 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
or on Appropriations was, on page 71, after line 21, to 
For additional amount for the reconstruction of the Rock Island Bridge. as 


authorized by the act 


tions for the sundry civil expenses 
of the Government for the 


year 1896, approved March 2, 1805, $10,200. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 8, to insert: 

F x ring, and beltin - 
ee a a Ganeees, oe se ng, an ting con 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 72, after line 22, to strike out: 

For macadamizi of street, the ty of the United 
Gintes, forming abichway of the city ot Bpringheld, 1b 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 8, after the word 
** dollars,” to insert: 


— That no patented machine shall be erected unless the patentee 
inet ee its use by the Government without compensation to said 
a ; 

So as to make the clause read: : 

mp act sre et $5,000: Bane vor manufacture and erection 0 
be erected unless shall , That no mted machine shall 
men a first authorize its use by the Govern 
ment without compensation to said patentee 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 73, after line 18, to ae 
Machine guns: For of machine of approved musket caliber 
of American manutadvure, $15,000. — 


to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I to call the attention of the chairman 
of the committee to the item at the foot of page 75, in relation t 
concrete or asphalt pavements in Washington City, where it 8 

rovided that the contracts shall not be at a higher price _ 
1.75 per square in the bill as it came from the House. 1% 
ator was not present yesterday when the Enginett 
Commissioner of the made a statement in relation to — 
item, showing that the limit fixed in the bill will not be sufficien 
for securing such work, 














1896. 


Mr. ALLISON. I am obliged to the Senator. That amend- 







tted. In line 22, on page 75, after the word “than,” 
Tost ctrike out “one dollar and seventy-five” and insert ‘‘ two 


a RESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
. On -d “than, 
wise ate alin out “$1” and insert “$2,” and in line 23, 


before word “ cents,” to strike out “75” and insert “15”; so 


as to make the clause read: 
That under a) 


6 inches in thickness. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


reading of the bill wasresumed. The next amendment of 
ths Committes on Appropriations was, on page 76, after line %, to 


insert: 


For fen and eos children’s playground in East Washington (res 
ervation No. 126), $1,500. 


Th endment was agreed to. 
The oan amendment was, on page 76, after line 12, to insert: 


Navy t building, $15,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 77, line 7, before the word 
“dollars,” to strike out ‘eleven thousand five hundred” and insert 
“fourteen thousand”; in line 10, after the word ‘‘than,” to strike 
$20.50”; and in line.13, after the word 
from forty-five 
minutes after sunset to forty-five minutes before sunrise” and 
insert “not less than three thousand hours per annum”; so as to 


$16” and insert “ 
oa to strike out “‘every night on the ave 


make the clause read: 

Executive Mansion and public grounds: For gas, of lamp- 
niga and laborers; purchase erection, and repair of am and 
lamp- 5 pu 
ery $14,000: That for each 6-foot burner not connected with a me- 
ter in —, ~ on 

is act; and said lamps shall 
use so much of the sum hereby appropriated as may be necessary for that 


of matches, and repairs of all kinds; fuel and lights for 

8 watchmen's lodews, and for the greenhouses at the nurs- 

iblic grounds no more than $20.50 shall be paid per 

ting Geentng, and keeping the lamps in repair, 

or provided for in th arn 
not jess than thousand hours per annum; and authority is hereby given 
to substitute other illuminating material for the same or less price, and to 
purpose: Provided, That before any expenditures are made from the appro- 


pristine herein provided for, the contracting gas company shall equip each 
p with a self- burner and tip, so combined and adjustec as to 
secure, under all variations of pressure and density, a consumption 
of 6 cubic feet of gas per > 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 78, line 1, before the word 
*‘ cents,” to strike out ‘‘20” and insert ‘‘ 30”; and in line 2, after 
the words ‘‘ Executive Mansion,” to strike out “$511” and insert 
“* $766.50"; so as to make the clause read: 


For electric lights for three hundred and sixty-five nights from seven posts, 
at 30 cents per it per night, on grounds south of Executive Mansion, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 78, line 7, before the word 
* cents,” to strike out ‘‘28” and insert “30”; in line 8, after the 
word ‘“‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ $270.40,” and insert ‘‘ $504”: 
and in line 13, before the word “ cents,” to strike out ‘‘28” and 
insert ‘* 30”; so as to make the clause read: 

For electric lights for three hundred and sixty-five hts for not ex - 
ing in Lafayette, Franklin, Judiciary, and Lincoln parks, at 30 cents 


$3,504: That all wires shall laced under- 
and that the conduits, wires, lamp-posts complete, shall be furnished 


the electric light company without expense to the United States and that 
cents per lamp t shall cover the entire cost to the United States 


pate mn one in good order each electric light in the parks 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 80, line 16, to increase the 


for the construction of buildings and the enlarge- 
wean military posts from $300,000 to $400,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALLISON. On page 80, line 21, I move to strike out the 
letter “‘s” at the end of the word “posts”; so as to read: 
ae. Wash. 
amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 80, line 22, to increase the appropriation for beginning the 


of permanent , etc., at the military post at 
Spokane, Wash., from $50,000 to $100,000. me 
The amendmen 


t was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 81, after line 2, to insert: 


it septinne ctmatrection of buildings at the Fort Harrison military 
The amendment was agreed to. 


% 
% 
: 
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75, line 22, after the word “than,” 


herein contained no contract shall be made for 
making concre halt pavements in Washington City at a 
higher sles 15 per aoe ard tor a quality equal to the best laid in 
the District of Columbia prior to ‘faly 1, 1886, and witha base of not less than 


For poring the roadways on the east and south sides of the State, War, and 
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The next amendment was, on page 81, after line 5, to insert: 

To extend the barracks and make necessary sanitary improvements at 
Fort D. A. Russell, Wyo.,to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 81, line 12, after the word 
‘* dollars,” to insert ‘‘to be immediately available”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Fort Wayne Military Reservation: For improving the Fort Wayne Mili- 
tary Reservation, $20,000, to be immediately available : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER. I wish to call the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations to the proviso, beginning on 
line 6, page 82, to the clause relative to the target range at Jef- 
ferson Barracks, Mo.: 

Provided, That any land purchased hereunder shall be unincumbered by 
any private or public ways or roads. 

What does that mean? Is it the intention to exclude the pur- 
chase of land upon which there are public highways? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should think that would be the intention; in 
other words, it is not wished to authorize the purchase of land 
which would be encumbered by an obligation to maintain a pub- 
lic highway. 

Mr. PALMER. I know something of the ground, and I am not 
quite sure that that provisois proper. LIonly ask for information. 

Mr. ALLISON. That I understand to be the purpose. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 82, line 14, in the clause relating to 
the improvement of the Yellowstone National Park, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 82, line 14, it is proposed to strike out 
‘* Yellowstone Park Reserve,” and insert ‘‘ Forest Reserve, in 
Wyoming, established by Executive proclamation September 10, 
A. D. 1891”; so as to read: 

Improvement of the Yellowstone National Park: For the improvement and 
protection of the Yellowstone National Park, to be expended by and under 
the direction of the Secretary of War, not more than $5,000 of which may be 
expended within the limits of the Forest Reserve in Wyoming, established 
by Executive proclamation September 10, A. D. 1891, $35,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. “ 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 84, line 2, to in- 
crease the appropriation for continuing improvement of harbor 
at Philadelphia Pa., from $480,000 to $600,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, after line 10, to insert: 

For improving harbor at Mobile, Ala.: To enable the National Dredging 
Company, the contractor urder the continuing contract for the improve 
ment of the harbor at Mobile, Ala., to proceed with the work of dredging, 
under the direction of the Secretary of War, as authorized by the joint reso 
lution of Congress passed the present session, $160,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 24, after the word 
** dollars,” to insert: 


Provided, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to expend of this amount not toexceed the sum of $20,000 in construct 

ing on the land and river sides of the canal, between the upper lock gate 
masonry and the upper guard gate masonry, such portions of the walls pro 
posed in the modified project presented by the Board of Engineers in its 
report of October 18, 1804 (which report was printed in the Annual Report of 
the Chief of Engineers for the year 1895, part 5, pages 3576 and following), as 
may be necessary to construct in advance of the opening of the canal to com 

merce: Provided, That the contractor or contractors for completing the con 

struction of the said canal in accordance with the popes adopted project 
shall consent to such use of this appropriatior, and shall make no claim of 
any kind against the United States on account thereof; 
So as to make the clause read: 

For improving canal at the Cascades of the Columbia River, Oregon: 
Completing improvement, $179,507: Provided, That the Secretary of War be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to expend of this amount not toex- 
ceed the sum of $20,000 in constructing on the land and river sides of the canal, 
between the upper lock gate masonry and the upper guard gate masonry, 
such portions of the walls proposed in the modified project presented by the 
Board of Engineers in its report of October 18, 1804 (which report was printed 
in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for the year 1895. part 5, 
pages 3576 and following), as may be necessary to construct in advance of the 
opening of the canal tocommerce: Provided, That the contractor or contrac 

tors for completing the construction of the said canal in accordance with the 
present adopted project shall consent to such use of this appropriation, and 
shall make no claim of any kind against the United States on account thereof. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move to amend the amendment 
of the committee by inserting after the word “dollars,” in line 1 
on page 85, the words ‘*‘ to be immediately available.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Oregon to the amendment 
reported by the committee. 

r. GORMAN. I think the Senator from Oregon ought to state 
the necessity for thatamendment. Weshall need it hereafter, and 
I should like to have it myself, to be used in the consideration of 
the bill elsewhere. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I will state the reason. Under 
the first project for the construction of a canal and locks at the 


, 


eal 
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s, Cascades of the Columbia, the work is about completed. The 
project, however, of extending the walls of the canal and locks 
was made necessary by an ¢ rise of water some two 
years ago; and it is necessary, in order to open the locks to com- 
merce, that this amount of money be immediately available for 
the construction of the walls specified in the amendment, which 
can be done at a cost perhaps of something considerably less than 
$20,000. If made immediately available the work can go on at 
once and the canal and locks will be opened. 

Mr. GORMAN. The walls were erected to prevent floods from 
destroying the locks? 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator’s information is that by making 
the money immediately available the work can be completed dur- 
ing the summer? 

. MITCHELL of Oregon. Immediately, without any delay 
whatever. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then I + an amendment in 
the text of the bill, by —s out the word “‘ com in 
line 22, page 84, and inserting the word “continuing,” so that it 
shall not be for completing but for continuing the improvement. 

The SECRETARY. = line 22, page 84, it is proposed to strike out 
the word “ com . ” and insert in lieu thereof the word ‘‘con- 
tinuing”; so as to 

For improving canal at the Cascades of the Columbia River, Oregon: Con- 
tinuing improvement, {$179,597 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Oregon, but I should like to know whether 
or not he aay gD to insert the word “‘ continuing,” in view of 

the $20,000, or if there will still be required an 
additional ae 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do suggest it in view of the 
diversion of the $20,000, and in view of the further fact that the 
total amount estimated under the new project, in order to con- 
struct all the walls necessar paomnne to be constructed there, is $413,000, 







The $179, ane ane appropriated is a part of the $413,000, so the 
en. te 
r. ‘ALLISON, May I ask the Senator when the new project 


‘was authorized? 

Mr. MITCHELL of ae About two years ago. It is re- 

ferred to ifically on pa 

Mr. ALLISON. The only thing that struck me as peculiar is 
that if a further appro caine still be necessary to complete 
the work, we should have ascertained so accurately just the 
amount to be ap apecerieees. I was under the i oh tokemen without 
having exutained it with care, that the $179,597, being such an ac- 
curate statement of the amount necessary, must be an estimate for 
the completion of the work. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I can state, I think, how that is. 
It is the limit placed originally on the amount to be expended to 
complete the whole contract. That is true under the original 
project, but when the new provision was made, rendered neces- 
sary by the extraordinarily high water, then the amount esti- 
mated by the engineers to do the work was $413,000. Thecommit- 
tee and the Senate will understand that the limit placed upon the 









amount to be cired tf coamoin to complete the first project will not 
all be understand. es exten ye little of the $179,000 
will be uired.to com — — 
the great bulk of the $179,000 O00 wit come come outof the t pare ie 
it is all right and in accordance with the 

Tne VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Oregon . Mrr- 


CHELL] to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment to the ee ae care oe 

Se ee en 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on A tions was, on page 85, line 17, to 











the ap tion for contin improvement of harbor 
of at Port nee oo 5 ga m $240,000 to $300,000. 
amendment was agreed to. 





















t was to. 
The next amendment was, on page 86, line 4, after the word 


ae to strike out: 
and medical treatment of medical and surgical a 
who are det estate bn he Shakietes Oeaeiitn. wader centres) <8 
ble and Ppcepuns or teaming a teeter, 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Before we act 7 the amendment. «: 
would be ing to me to have the tor in charge 0; the 
bill givea e as to why the House on should 
be stricken out and this amendment inserted. House provi. 
sion is for $38,000— . 

For the support and medical treatment of medical and surgical ;),; 
who are destitute in the District of Columbia, under contract or cont; 
be made with ble and competent’ persons or institutions |, 
Surgeon-General of the Army. . 

Bessa there is a proviso which reads: 


ided, That no peumeet Dall be wade endes any such contract . 

f ice actual! hich 1} 
or m earvice ¥ ow w specific compensation sha}! 

It strikes me ‘eck the House provision is a 


roper one and ¢) 
it meets specifically and accurately what we 
empl im our —_ so far as ap’ 


ve undertak. 


ae mablic 1 
mceerned to take care of Guativate Doyle te te 2 District 
may require medical and Pati gr attendance. 
amendment con one-half of th t 


appropriating 
amount to the Providence Hospital and the other half to the (., 
field Memorial Hospital, as I understand it, and the provisi.) ;.. 
ene Ap ane ee rendered is not included. |, 
y part, I can not see why the should be made, and | 
should like to have a brief explanation of the matter. 

Mr. PLATT. And there is no contract? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, a contract is to be made, so far. 
Providence Hospital is concerned. 

I will simply state that I myself am clearly of the opiniv 
the House provision is the better one, and that it aot 
eS eee es careful man or firm would 
insist upon in providing *for carrying on charitable or b-neyo 
lent work. I may be wrong 

Mr. ALLISON” The Com Committee on Appropriations con: sider red 
the matter with some care and made examination respev'tin 


n that 
ves th ele- 


effect of the provision as it came to us from the other House. 
Under the provision as to the support and m- ics al ena 
surgical treatment of — Providence Hospital, he: 
tioned, have a contract with the Government whereby the 
for destitute medical and surgical re tients at the rate of (\) ; ents 
a day, while the Garfield Memorial Hospital, nga other hos- 
ds the COSt tO 


pital whieh hae tiie emp of this class of 
t in maintaining the ts to be 90 or 9 centsaday. The 
— who are and caring for the Garfield Memoria! 
Seighotae erator 108- 
unless they can have support from the Government itse!! .s 
respects these destitute persons, and that if the House provision 
remains, as a matter of course the Surgeon-General will fe 
obliged, as I think he would be, being a mere administrat\y. ")- 
cer of the Government, to make a contract for the whole nin»: 
of these patients with Providence Hospital, where the rate is 60 
cents a day, as against Garfield Hospital, where the absolute cost 


is = =< a day. 
that the provision as to (iar!) 

Hospital is absolutely necessary for the maintenance of tlie hos 

pital, separated the provision as it came from the other Hous 
Providence Hospital to continue its « 

at 60 cents a day and eontinuin 
Garfield Memorial Hospital as provided for under the app: 
tion act of the current year 

I will a to the Senator from New that ther: 
objection that I know of to the proviso. I thinkitis a wholrsviue 
" | peovian, apd tak Se Guede Se very well inserted 0: the 


either of the clauses; ee eee, the first para ph 
As to the next relating to Garfield Hospital, I thi ik it 
is not a contract shall be made, bu! there 
is no jecti to its insertion im connection with the fri 
paragr 


aph. 
aa Gs _ wh reine ner srig wegerhe the amend- 
is proposed to be stricken out 


Let the amendment to the amendment be 


oon the word ‘‘dollars,” in line 15, »ase 
89, it is proposed to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That no payment shall be made under any such contract ©") 
for service actually rendered, for whieh specific compensation shall |)" ” 


vided under such con 
theSenator from Iowa in chars 
and justly the condition as to 
as it came from the othe 


Mr. GORMAN. 
The SECRETARY. 


competen Provi- 
mn-Gener House, as we understand it, would im effect have given tv |" 
Satan s raion mando dar any such, comeract except dence Hospital all they to under 
Sep egevine cotuns iy rendered, for whieh specifie compensation shail be pro- the old provision of law and to ol probability moro. It would 
vided under such contract. I 1 i d the G ti id Hospital of the possibility of reason- 
And insert: able existence. Go mensh: Sor the pinin tresieees ctatement of the 
wre cecere at eric rene cs merln! end emeehets | cane 
With the Providence Hospitel ty the Susgeen-General of the Army, $10,000 That was not the object of the House provision. It is one of 
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many provisions which aia been inserted in all the appro- 
ae out all charitable institutions and educa- 
tional institutions which are conducted and controlled by certain 
religious denominations. It may be well to separate, as the phrase 

church from state in the matter of educational affairs. We 
a had the question discussed very thoroughly upon the Indian 
ea . We will have it very yd , in 

e matter of charitable institutions in the Dis of Columbia. 
But I confess my amazement that any Congress of the United 
States or any party in control of the Congress of the United States 
could be so far swept from just treatment, from fair treatment, 
when it comes toa matter such as is now under consideration. 
If it be for political purposes, it will react upon the authors. Can 
it be that the Senate of the United States will ever agree to a 
proposition to strike down two great hospitals in the city of Wash- 
ington, which take care of the unfortunate, simply because one of 
them happens to be controlled by one religious denomination? 

I can understand the sentiment when it enters a the 
school question; how men may be a f cism; 
how a man can honestly believe that there ought to be no appro- 
priations on that account. But in the matter of a hospital, the 
only one in the city of Washington which to-day is a to 
any Charge of persons who are afificted with discases that are 
contagious, a hospital which the Congress of the Unitec States 
has aided by giving it sufficient appropriations to enable it to put 

one of its buildings, how can anyone propose to strike at it 

ly because it hap to be under the control of the Catholics? 

aes a e authors of the tion strike down 

another great hospital, known as the ld Hospital, which hap- 

not te be under the control of Cathoiics, but of testants. 

ey come and say to Congress, ‘‘ You have stricken us down and 

have made it impossible for us to take care of the unfortunate.” 

The provision as it comes to us would give it all, in all probabil- 

ity, to the Providence Hospital, because they can contract cheaper 
than the 


Garfield. : 

Now, the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLINGER]}, after 
the Committee on Appropriations have adjusted the matter prop- 
erly and simply to continue the old rule of designating 
the amount to each one of these hospitals, offers a proviso as to 
one that a contract shall be made and they shall only be paid for 
service actually rendered. He proposes, I understand, to make a 
distinction between the two hospitals in a matter where life and 
limb and health are at stake. it be that the sentiment of 
proscription is to go that far? Has it come to this, that you will 

sractically prohibit a good woman or a good man, because she or 
e is a Catholic, from attending a child who is afflicted with a 
disease that is contagious? 

A great many things are occurring. A great many things do 
occur e four years. When we are about to enter upona great 
campaign for the control of the executive bramrch of the Govern- 
ment propositions are presented and speeches are made that would 
not be entertained or made at any other time. But is it possible 
that the great party on the other side of the Chamber, with all 
its strength, which controls another branch of this Government 
(it seems as if every member of it is looking forward to November 


next, that -_ may control every branch of this Government— 
both Houses and the Executive), will enter upon this 
crusade which would prevent a Catholic from administering to 


the wants of the unfortunate in the District? 


Iam amazed that the Senator from New Hampshire, a learned 


and skilled sician, who knows the wants of the District, who 
understands the organization here, should have offered the amend- 


ment. He understands that we have the Emergency Hospital, 
controlled yy energetic, and active, and intelligent citizens of the 
District, 


to an on nee which takes charge 
of one class of patients, the Garfield Hospital, and this hospital 
near us on the 
the question of religion should enter. 
ator New Ham has offered as a proviso applying to 


pshire off. 
the one hospital is adopted it should a th, and when you 
do that you will ay the Protestant hospital and enable the 


The ¢ sum of $19,000 to each of these hospitals ought 
to be given without a word. It ought to be given in the interest 
of humanity. I am sorry the Senator has offered the proviso, or 
he or other member of Congress should bring up the 
uestion of denominations in connection with these in- 
apa ng I move to lay the amendment to the amendment upon 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on to the 
motion of the Senator from Maryland to lay on the table the 


amendment b 
to the amendment was laid on the table. 


o _ . The question is on agreeing to the 
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the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 89, after line 16, to 
insert: 

Garfield Memorial Hospital: For maintenance, to enable it to provide med- 
ical and surgical treatment to persons unable to pay therefor, $19,000 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move toamend the amendment by insert- 
ing, after the word “ dollars,” the words which I send to the desk. 
I desire to be heard for a moment on the amendment to the amend- 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “ dollars,” in line 19, page 
89, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That no payment shall be made except for service 
rendered, for which specific compensation shall be provided. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, after the vote just taken on 
the amendment which I submitted a moment ago to the amend- 
ment, I do not expect the amendment to the amendment which I 
now offer to be adopted. It ought not to be adopted. But inas- 
much as the distinguished Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] 
made a speech misrepresenting my position and then by a motion 
to lay on the table refused me the courtesy of a word in reply—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I would have withheld the motion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have availed myself of the rules of the 
Senate to make a brief reply. 

I dissent entirely from every statement made by the Senator 
from Maryland connecting me with any purpose or plan to draw 
the religious line in the matter of appropriations made by the Con- 
gress of the United States for charitable or benevolent purposes. 
If he wishes to arraign the other House, as he did arraign it, he 
must settle with the members of that legislative body without 
reference to any word or act of mine. 

Two years ago I called attention to the fact that this provision, 
which always finds its way into appropriation bills, is very 
strangely drawn. It reads: ; 


The amendment to the amendment 


actually 


For the support and medical treatment of 95 medical ar 
who are destitute in the District of Columbia, etc., $19,000. 

I then took the liberty to interrogate the Committee on Appro- 
priations as to the exact meaning of the provision. I was assured 
then that it meant something or nothing, as the case might be, 
and that in some future appropriation bill it might be corrected. 
The House of Representatives saw fit to omit from the bill those 
ty >» clauses regarding these two hospitals and to put in a general 
provision. I presume the Senator from Maryland is right when 
he says that the House provision, if adopted, might strike a bl 
at the Garfield Hospital, which I should be unwilling t 


d surgical patients 


to have 
done; but I wish to say that it is barely possible that it might 


give the money to other hospitals in the District of Columbia. 


am not quite sure that we should be bound by our acts here to 
ve donations to two specified hospitals in the matter of caring 
or destitute medical and surgical patients in the District. I want 


to say here and now that, in my judgment, the polic 
Congress of voting public money to hospitals has resulted in the 
multiplication of ‘Lisgltaln in the District of Columbia to an e:3 
tent far beyond the necessities of the case. I know of no other 
city of the size of Washington which has one-half so many hos- 
pitals as we have in this city to-day. . 

I asked a courteous question of the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. He answered it courteously, and not upon 
my own motion, but at the suggestion of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, I offered the amendment to the 
amendment. Immediately the Senator from Maryland arraigns 
me as an enemy to the hospitals of the District of Columbia, asa 
man who draws the religious line in questions of charity. Noth- 
ing that I said could have warranted the accusation which the 
Senator from Maryland made against me in this respect. 


y adopted by 


| have 


1 am amazed that in the matter of hospitals | my own opinions, which have been expressed here on other occa- 
If the provision the Sen- | sions, and will be again, if I find it necessary to give expression 


to them; but in this matter I was in the first place seeking light, 
which very kindly was given to me by the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Appropriations, and in the next place I 
offered the amendment at the suggestion of the distinguished 
Senator from Iowa. I submit that under the circumstances it 
was not kind, it was not fair, it was not just on the part of the 
Senator from Maryland, who is usually kind and fair and just, to 
represent. 1: as being an enemy to charitable work in the District 
of Columbia. and as desiring to strike a blow at the welfare and 
prosperity of certain hospitals in this great city. 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say aboutit. If itis the judg- 
ment of the Senate that this matter shall stand precisely as it is, I 
haveno objection. I presume that it is a wiser provision than that 
which was inserted by the House of Representatives. I, with 
unanimous consent, will withdraw the amendment I have sub- 
mitted to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course the Senator from New Hampshire 
understands that by my motion to lay the amendment to the 
amendment on the table I had no idea of cutting him off from 










































































































































































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


APRIL 24, 





debate. Probably I ought not to have done it at the moment, as 
Tam always very - to hear the distinguished Senator from 
New Hampshire. It was not my intention, I am sure, to cut him 
off from an opportunity to reply to what I had said. Itis possible 
that at the moment I may have held the Senator responsible for 
the movement to a greater extent than I ought to have done. 
What I intended to convey was not are eing personal to himself. 
I know how liberal and just he usually is. I was astonished that 
the Senator moved the amendment, knowing how liberal and how 
fair he has been heretofore. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Maryland will permit 
me, did he observe that it was made at the suggestion of the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions? The Senator from fowa made the suggestion to me. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am perfectly willing to take my share of 
blame, whatever it is. The reason why I said it would do no harm 
to be inserted, at least as I unders it, is the fact that I believe 
Providence Hospital has largely in excess of 95 patients all the 
time. So they would have no difficulty in complying with the 
proviso as the House has it. But it certainly would not do for 
the Garfield Hospital. 

Mr. GOR Of course I had no special intention in the 
matter, I say again; and I want to assure the Senator from New 
Hampshire that I have a very high regard for him personally. 
My general remarks were not intended to apply especially to him 
but to the evident intention elsewhere, from which this body, i 
am glad to say, so far has been entirely free, to bring in the reli- 
— question upon all appropriations for schools and charities. 

is is only one of many provisions which are in the appropria- 
tion bills as they come to us. I wanted to announce in the most 
emphatic way I could the general scheme that has been inaugu- 
rated elsewhere, and which, if we are to believe the newspapers, 
has been inaugurated for purely political a right in the 
face of a Presidential election. It was intended for those who are 
——— it and pushing it forward on every bill that is before 

e body. 

I want to assure my distinguished friend from New Hampshire 
that, while Imay have used some expression that he has taken 
exception to, if I did, it was only because of the extraordinary 
astonishment I had at the moment that he should fall to any extent 
inte the line which has been pursued elsewhere. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The amendment of the Senator from 
tel = 35 agent to the amendment is withdrawn, the Chair under- 
stands? 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is withdrawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 91, after line 12, 
to insert: 

Cable, Alcatraz Island, California: For purpose of restoring communication 
by cable between Alcatraz Island and Angel nd, California, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 15, to insert: 

Mili tel ph, Colorado: For construction of a military telegraph line 
between Fo , Colo., and the headquarters of the ent of the 
aah era i ae 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 19, to insert: 

California Débris Commission: To defray the expenses of the California 
Débris Commission, authorized by the act approved March 1, 1893, $15,000. 

The amendment was to. 

' The next amendment was, on page 91, after line 23, to insert: 


Army and Navy Hospital, Hot Springs, Ark.: For improvement and main- 
= of grounds about the Army and Navy Hospital, Hot Springs, Ark., 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 93, line 18, in the items for 
National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, after the word 
“*nurses,” to insert ‘‘ internes.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the items for the Eastern Branch, 
on page 96, after line 19, to insert: ‘ 

For new coal shed, $4,000. 


The amendment was,agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 23, to increase the 
total of appropriation for carren aan at the Eastern Branch 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Togus, 
Me., from $54,100 to $58,100. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, on 97, after line 17, to strike out 
‘For additional boilers, $3,500” and to insert ‘For reimburse- 
ment of amounts advanced for additional boilers, $4,200.” 

amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in the items for the Southern Branch, 





oe 98, line 2, after the word ‘‘dollars,” to insert ‘to be im. 
mediately available”; so as to make the clause read: 
For construction of sewage pumping works, including building, res..;,,;, 


machinery, pipes, ventila’ chimney, and other items necessary {., 1! 
reat Tish to be tumediately available. ry for the 
The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, on 98, line 6, to increase the 


total appropriation for the National Home for Disabled Voly)){ 00, 
Soldiers at the Southern Branch at Hampton, Va., from $65.5) ) to 
$66,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. < 

The next amendment was, on page 101, line 25, before the worg 
‘* dollars,” to insert ‘‘ five hundred”; and on page 102, line 14. }jo. 
fore the word “hundred,” to strike out ‘ thirty-eight thousand 
eight,” and insert “thirty-nine thousand three”; so as to wake 
the clause read: . 

F resident of the Board of Manage 000; f the Boar 
Managers, F.00: one, oe Feces sag hos shail not be . eae ¢ ¢ oe 

; one e : P assistant in- 
spector eral, 2,000: clerical aa for the offices of the | resid: nt an 
general treasurer, $5,500; messenger service for president's office, §144- jos. 
senger service for secretary's office, $52; cl services for managers, 5x): 
agents, $2,400; for traveling expenses of the Board of Managers, their officers 
and employees, $11,500; for outdoor relief, $1,750; for rent, medical ¢xamina- 
Sones. Gationesy, legrams, and other incidental expenses, $2,500); in aij, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 102, line 17, to increase the 
total of the cee for the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers from $2,469,778.75 to $2,474,978.75. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in line 18, page 102, after the word 
**cents,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That all amounts disbursed from the appropriation of a Branch 
Home shall be disbursed and accounted for monthly tothe general treasurer 


by the treasurer of that Branch, except such expenditures for ins). 
services, and ee as may be required by the Board of Managers 





legally made b e general treasurer, and such supplies shall be shipped 
and distributed as may be directed by the of agers. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, line 17, to increase the 
appropriation for defending suits in claims against the United 
States, to be expended under the direction of the Attormey- 


General, from $25,000 to $40,000. 
The amendment was to. 
The next amendment was, at the top of page 106, to insert: 


For repairs and preservation of b:" in the custody of the United 
States marshal for the district of Alaska, to be expended by the Attorney- 


General, $1,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 6, before the word 
‘* fees,” to insert ‘‘ salaries”; and in line 8, before the word **thou- 


sand,” to strike out ‘‘eight hundred and seventeen” and insert 
‘*one million five hundred”; so as to read: 
f fi xpenses of the United States mar- 

Foe pe ent ot te ee ‘ees, and expe the U 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 15, before the words 
*‘United States,” to insert ‘‘ salaries and fees of”; in line 16, after 
the word ‘‘attorneys,” to strike out “the same being in payment 
of the regular fees”; and in line 18, before the word ‘* thousand,” 
to strike out “‘two hundred and five” and insert ‘‘ four hundred”; 
so as to make the clause read: 

For ea of salaries and fees of United States district attorneys pro- 
vided by law for official services, $400,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 107, line 19, before the word 
’ ,” to insert “ salaries of,” and in line 22, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘sixty-five ” and insert ‘one hundred’; 
so as to make the clause read: 

For payment of 


assistants to United States district as- 


torn h a et Attorney-General at a fixed annual com- 
pensation, $100,000. . 2s 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 108, line 1, to increase the 
Se he co oan for fees of clerks of United States courts from 
$165,000 to $300,000. 


The amendment was to. : 

The next amendment was, on 108, line 5, to increase the 
——— for fees of United States commissioners and justices 
of the peace acting as United States commissioners from >! ‘(0 
to 


,000. 

améndment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 108, line 6, to incrvase the 
appropriation for fees of jurors from $400,000 to $800,000. 


amendment was to. ° : 
The next amendment was, on page 108, line 8, to increase te 
apgecpeiation for fees of witnesses from $750,000 to $1,40)..'". 
sont decasnaneeh an, ao pel 
The t was, on 108, line 16, to 


increase the 


eee eo eRe eT ee 
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appropriatics for support of United States prisoners, etc., from 
1 eee es agreed to. 
en 

Mn CHAN DLER. I wish to make an inquiry of the chairman 
of the committee in reference to these provisions for e of 
United States courts. There hasbeen much discussion during the 
present session of Congress concerning those expenses. The fact 
was developed early in the session in the debate upon the urgent 
deficiency appropriation bill that it had been the custom to make 
appropriations for the courts far less than the estimates, really 
onkin fact not intended to cover the whole expenses of the year, 
but simply to provide for the expenses of from one-half to three- 
quarters of the year. That was spoken of very justly as a vicious 
and improper practice, as tive in its effect. i 

lobserve that the House of resentatives made limited ap- 
propriations for the of United States courts under 
these various heads, as, for instance, for commissioners, $170,000; 
and the committee propose $300,000. For fees of jurors the House 
appropriated 000; the committee poe $800,000. For fees 
of witnesses e House proposed $750,000; the committee propose 
$1,400,000; and for the support of prisoners, where the House pro- 
vided $320,000 the Senate committee propose $600,000. I should 
like to have the chairman of the committee inform me if I am 
correct in my surmise that the Senate committee propose only the 
“in — a ent? 

Mr. . For the year. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. For the whole year. Am I right in suppos- 
ing that the House of Representatives cut down the estimates to 
thirds or three-quarters the amount which the Department 
contended would be n ,and made these insufficient appro- 

ms,so that the increase by the Senate is only bringing the 

appropriations up to the estimates? Am I — in that supposi- 

on, or have the Senate committee proposed to make increases 





beyond the original estimates of the Department? 
Mr. . Inresponse to the inquiry of the Senator from 
New Hampshire, I will say that in the amendments reported the 


committee have not appropriated up to the estimates. Take, for 
example, the illustration given by the Senator of the fees of jurors, 
$300,000. The House of Representatives appropriated $400,000, 
and we have already appropriated for the current year a deficiency 
of $200,000. So the appropriation provided here is the exact 
amount a for the current year in the original bill and 
in the d cies, and it is in accordance with the estimate. 

For fees of witnesses, where the House have appropriated $750,- 
000, we have appropriated $1,400,000, the estimate being $1,500,000. 
What the Committee on Appropriations propose is still $100.000 
less than the estimates, and also $100,000 less than the appropria- 
tions for the current year, including deficiencies. It may be true 
that ae will = ening in — = ee items, notwith- 
standing creases proposed by the Committee on Appro- 

riations. That is sractically true of all the items which are 

luded in the judicial expenses. ; 

Mr. CHAND . Then I understand that the Senate com- 

mittee in a case have provided more than the estimate of the 


. ALLISON. In no case have they provided more than the 
estimates of the ent, and in no case have they provided 
more than has already been appropriated, including the deficiency 
ap for the current fiscal year. . 

. CHANDLER. So the House of Representatives seem to 
have deliberately reduced the appropriations below what they 

be the expenditures, unless very large economies 
should be secured during the fiscal year? 

Mr. ALLISON. It appears in a general way from the state- 
ments, reports, etc., that they only provided for one-half of the 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
from Iowa whether it is not ible to insert in this bill some 
+ on pe awa crippling the administration of justice 


i 


5 x8 


the courts, im some duty upon the officers engaged in 
the expenditure of is meonee, from the Attorney-General down 
to the district attorneys and , of keeping these expendi- 


tures within the estimates? Is there no way of requiring these 
amounts to be so apportioned to the districts or to the courts in 
the districts, or so apportioned during the four quarters of the 
year, that they will not all be spent during the first half or three- 
a of the your but so that they will be sufficient, in order 

may be no deficiency, for which we shall be called 
upon next year, as we have been always hith- 
especially called upon to appropriate dur- 
it session of Ny oem Can not some provision be 
in the bill which will the expenditures for the whole 
year within the estimates? In other words, can we not do some- 
thing to keep these officers of justice from spending all this money 


3 
ee 
i 


between now and the ist of next January, and then saying to 
us, “ The courts will stop unless you es 
more as you have already approp 
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I remember when we began the discussion of this subject here 
in January the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau] said that we 
must appropriate, | think, about two and a half million dollars, 
because, he said, there was a court to meet in about a week in 
Florida, and there was not money enough to pay the expenses of 
that court. In order that the Senator’s court might meet in his 
State, we had given to us this one great reason why we should 
a two or three million dollars. 

Mr. CALL. My friend will allow me to correct him. I should 
be very glad to get two and a half million dollars for the court in 
Florida, but I did not make such an extravagant statement as that. 
I did say that there was a deficiency, and that the expenses of the 
courts all over the United States had largely increased, and very 
much because of the attempts to punish the labc ring people who 
had been engaged in strikes for the protection of their wages. 
That is what I said. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not mean to say that the Senator con- 
veyed the idea that any such large sum of money was to be ex- 
pended in Florida. I have no doubtif the Senator could have got 
the larger part of the whole appropriation into Florida he would 
have generously taken it into that State. 

Mr. CALL. That is what I should have done. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The argument that was made was that we 
could not do anything to stop the $3,000,000 of appropriation, be- 
cause money had already been expended in the first half of the 
year and the courts could not go on, especially the court in Florida 
could not goon. So we took all the appropriation. Can not we 
to-day in this bill do something which will hon us from being in 
that predicament next January? 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me a moment, I will 
say to him that the appropriations for the current fiscal year were 
largely under the estimates. Our friends, who had charge of the 
approp‘iations last year especially, only appropriated for the ex- 
penses of the courts, if I remember rightly, $3,340,000, when it 
was apparent, at least from the estimate of the Department and 
from the expenses of prior years, that that sum would be largely 
less than would be necessary to defray the expenses of the courts. 
I know of no way whereby we can provide in a statute for a lim- 
itation upon these expenditures. These expenses are under the 
control largely of the district, circuit, and appellate courts. They 
are also greater or less, depending upon litigation, criminal and 
otherwise, in those courts, and no man can tell a year in advance 
how many people will break through and steal, or how many rob- 
beries there will be of the mails, or how many infractions of the 
liquor law of the United States, the tax laws, and soon. There- 
fore we can only take an average of the expenditures, assuming 
and ee that those who have control of the courts, the 
judges, district attorneys, and so forth, are not men who will 
wastefully use the public money, although that may have been 
donein some instances in the case of the district marshals; but it 
was the aim of the Committee on Appropriations to reasonably 
providefor the expenditures of those courts for the next fiscal 
year as disclosed by the actual expenditures this year, appropri- 
ating, I will say, nearly $1,000,000 less than the expenditures of 
those courts for the current fiscal year. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the amounts which the commit- 
tee prapose are based upon the assumption that during the next 
fiscal year the district attorneys and marshals are to have salaries? 
Mr, ALLISON. They are based upon a large reduction in the 
expenditures of those courts in view of the legislation which is 
now in process of completion, in the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the committee think that the appro- 
priations contained in this bill, if the officers of the Department 
of Justice, great and small, do their duty, will be sufficient with- 
out the necessity of large deficiency appropriations next winter? 
Mr. ALLISON. We hope so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator whether there will be any 
objection to putting into the bill a proviso like this? 


It shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to so apportion and control the 
expenditure of the appropriations contained in this bill for the expenses of 
the United States courts as to prevent deficiencies toward the close of the 


year. 


Is there any objection to putting that legislative injunction into 
the bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Ido not believe that would be a wise provi- 
sion. Suppose we appropriate $800,000 for jurors, and toward the 
end of the last quarter or the beginning of the last quarter it 
turns out that there has been expended for jurors all the appro- 
priations, shall the court stop ond no jurors be summoned because 
of the fact that this inhibition is upon the Attorney-General? Or 
suppose the Attorney-General should so distribute this appropria- 
tion for jurors as to say that $100,000 of it shall be expended in 
the first quarter, another $100,000 in the second, and so on, and 
the moment the $100,000 is exhausted for the first quarter the 
judge sitting upon the bench, although there may be the most im- 
portant trial in progress, will be obliged to say, ‘The jury is 
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discharged because of the want of money provided by this inhibition 

yosed by the Senator from New Hampshire.” As the Senator 
rem Connecticut (Mr. PLatT] wisely suggests, these expendi- 
tures are not uniform. 

I see no way whereby these expenses can be reduced, unless 
they are reduced either by fewer prosecutions or by the greater 
care of the judges, district attorneys, and marshals, who are in 
control of the expenditures very largely. I do not think it is in 
the power of the Attorney-General to control many of these ex- 
= itures, although I must say for all the Attorneys-General I 

ve known, at least in recent years, that great care has been 
taken to minimize so far as possible the ex itures of the courts. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not believe t a limitation of this 
kind and an apportionment of the expenditures to be made by the 
Attorney-General would result in any serious calamity. I do not 
believe that any court would not be held that would otherwise 
be held. As I understand, the Attorney-General is in the habit 
of advances to marshals. He subdivides these a: 
tions, makes an estimate of how much will be wan n each 
district, and sends that to the marshals, so that they may make 
payments of certain sums of money, and the balance of the appro- 
priation is held subject to the control of the Department of Jus- 
tice to pay audited accounts which may come in. I think the 
Attorn 1 does substantially what my amendment would 
— to do or would advise him todo. He undertakes to 

an apportionment of this money to the districts, and he cer- 

’ — at least transmit the admonition of Congress to the 
district attorneys and the marshals, warning them that Congress 
ts them to get along with the money that has been appro- 


Mr. President, I remember once this was done in connection 
with some naval ions when I had the honor to be Sec- 
retary of the Navy. appropriation for labor in the 4 a 
ment of Construction, or an opriation for labor in the Engi- 
neering Department, was and the Secretary of the Navy 
was directed to so a on it during the four quarters of the 

ear that there would be no deficiency; and you may be certain 
at it was so apportioned, and that the expenditure did not ex- 
ceed the estimates under that direction. I thought then that 
there was a disposition on the part of a Democratic House of 
Representatives to somewhat hamper or restrain a Republican 
Secretary of the Navy; but after it was over I was glad that the 
limitation had been imposed, because I found that the head of a 
t with will power enough could compel the keeping 
of the expenditures within the estimates; and I believe that the 
Attorney-General, although these are very large sums to expend, 
if he is directed to so control and apportion these expen 
that there shall be no deficiency at the end of the year, can so 
control and apportion them that we shall not be put to the neces- 
sity here next January of passing a deficiency bill of three or four 
m dollars for the expenses of the United States courts. 

Mr. President, Il am glad that the Committee on Mae 
have increased these amounts. Nevertheless, the Senator from 
Towa is aware that it will be claimed, and it will be claimed by 
members of the House of Representatives, that that House 0- 

riated,.we will say, three or four million dollars for the Un 

tates courts, and that the Senate increased those amounts a mil- 
lion and a half or two million prog my oye the we unneces- 
sarily raised appropriations m. y the House o presenta- 
‘oven. That with be said after the old fashion of attac or 
=. to attach discredit to the Senate. Nevertheless, [ am 
glad that the Senate committee have pro to make ap ia- 
tions which they think ought to cover the whole year, and I do 
think there ought to be some injunction put into this bill, which 
the Attorney eral shall obey, which will operate upon his sub- 
ordinates in such manner that we shall not be confronted next 
winter with these deficiencies. I shall read again my suggested 
amendment: 

‘That it shall be the duty of the Attorney-General to so apportion and con- 


trol the diture of the a: riations contained in this bill for the ex 
— .; the United States warts as to prevent deficiencies toward tho 
year. 










I think that would be a useful provision. If the Senator 
I will insert the words ‘if ” in the amendment. 
to me that when we legislate as much as we doin these a pri- 
ation bills, them all up with legislation, we occa- 
sionally put an heads of who 


upon the , 
are given tions in general terms which we mean shall 
be sufficien 


appropriations. 
Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
Mr. STEWART. From Bradstreet’s reports 
erime 


the whole year, that they shall make those appro- 
riati the w year, and not subject us to the 
on of making : 
tion there? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 
of all kinds is increasing to urting-auneaeaal ten 
is an 
the almshouses and insane asylums are overflowing. 
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for the 
would enable the people to go to work, I think we could pro}, 
cut down the appropriations. If 

there was any business going on in the country, it would » 
necessar 


APRIL 24, 


— CHANDLER. Will the Senator tell us why that has | 

ne 3 

Mr. STEWART. It is happening for the want of employ», 
le. If we put an appropriation in this bill Ww), .), 


1ap- 


they had something to . 


to spend so much money for prosecuting peop|. (,; 
crimes, for many of their crimes are the result of necessi\;, | 
think if there was a little more money in the country, s, ;),,; 
business could go on, the appropriations could be cut down: 
if you are going to ae the 
your spyrensienene or purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does it make any difference what ki); 
money itis? [ ter.] 

Mr. STEWART. Money that will buy bread, that is who) wo 
are looking for; a will buy bread in this country. We 
will be with Weare not hunting money to bo nse 
in doing our marketing in London. Very few of these po.» ¢.)- 
lows their vege r y do want something 
with which they can bread in this country. 

The VICE-PRESID - Does the Senator from Nevada pro- 

an amendment. 

Mr. STEWART. No; but I make the suggestion to the Sena. 
tor from New Hampshire if he wants to move an amendine:)'. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will offer the amendment now, if the Sen. 
ator from Iowa will allow me at this point, or wait until tho ¢.))- 
mittee amendmenis are concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator consults me, I should hop: hs 
would wait a long time. I do not believe it is wise for us to y- 
dertake to place this restriction upon the Attorney-(ien ra), 
These expenses are not within the control of the Attorney-Gi eral, 
but they are within the control of 72 or more courts, scattere:| a!) 
over the country, having litigation not of their own volition. + 
judge sitting on the bench can not control the expenditure. 
court. He does not know how many ceses are to come befor: 
jury, he does not know how many witnesses are to «su 

ice rene enene Some ene aaa Sow MANY indict 
ments will be found, or how many witnesses will appear in «ori 
in the various cases, or how long ill remain, or whether 
the cases will occupy one day or two days or three days, and «on. 

If the Senator from Nevada (Mr. StEwaRtT] be right as to the 
i increase of litigation may happen in «ort: in 

other portions; it might ha 


not 
this that the apportionment given, for instance, t) (i 
Beate of Towa would net be needed ee in Towa, and so 


instances where it is impossible for legislation to control th. 


le in idleness, you must inc) 


e 


e 


of these officers of ours and can not do anything to restrain tiein: 

Mr. ALLISON. Weare in the hands of these officers, who 1 
discharging their duties as the law requires, hearing and de!) ~ 
ich come before them. I do not see how we cin very 
well seucete these expenditures by the Attorney-General. 

Mr. GRAY. Without hampering the administration of justi~. 

Mr. ALLISON. Without ha the administration 0! 
tice, as the Senator from Delaware — 

The Attorney-General distributes to marshals a certain 
amount of the appropriation. He does that for convenien 1) 
marshal ertiney Fg se a bond for. the faithful expenditure»! the 
money coming into his hands. It is usual, I believe, for th 1ar- 
shal to estimate the cost of the expenses of a single term, for «x- 


jus- 


ample, of the district courtor the circuit court at the places wu 
court is to be held, say, in April or in May, or whatever the time 
may be. The marshal then estimates the cost of that term o! 
court as near as he can by knowing the situation of the }u-ii 
of tlie court, whether there isa grand jury, and, if so, the num! 
Scene hy Cope: Senos Mer eeaedien with serc-thirds ot 
two-thirds 0 
that scleaol an , but that estimated expense may) 10- 
creased in the month or the first week of the court; and. if 
so, the expenses must be paid vouchers furnished by th: mar 
ens by the as all these vouchers must be 4p- 
a eee ore cnnere. 
So, all to my friend from New Hampshire, who 
desires so much, as we all do, to curtail and limit the expen |)'"res 


we 
of our courts, I eo by a restrictive 


Mr. CHANDLER. In deference to the Senator from lowe. ! 
will not offer the amendment; but I do insist that we ©):!! ©" 
deavor to effect some reform by electing a new President { {he 
United States and getting new district attorneys and new 6 '™ 
shals. I hope that will meet with the favor of ‘he 
Senator from Iowa. J 108 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 17, on pas’ | 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 0B 











1896. 









pen nett es ezrin fr rn ct ed 


tes court rooms 
The amendment 

to i 
"J 5 / ” 
caeebal in the settlement of his accounts with the United States”; 


so as to make the clause read: 


three bailiffs and 
For pay of bailiffs and criers, not exceeding r 
in each court, except in the southern = ee ee 


under shall be 
Oo eer ee be in actual attendance when they attend u = Soe 
a of " for travel and attendance judges 
directed to hold court of distri exceed $10 per day 
each, to be paid on written certificates 8 —— fh 


on eee wore a 
jurors in United States oO! 
the same, ont ad 


when the for jury commnis- 
OOD $5 per day, eb ioendion Gane 


days for any one term of court, 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire tocall the attention of the 
Senator from fact which came to my knowledge the other 
pee eee : or laws similar to 


day, and it is to the effect that under this law 
this which have been passed where 
to judges who hold courts outside of 
they to $10a 

they are The evident 
tae, i cxbonsesof the judges et hotels and for traveling 
not to ecered 


disclose that in many instances where the legitimate expenses and 
hotel bills are not to exceed three or four dollars a day, where a 
judge has gone to a city and stayed there perhaps for a month or 
months—— 
Te WOLCOTT. We cam not hear the Senator. 
Mr. ALLEN. Im cases where the judge has gone to a place 
where the court is to be held, and has no expense except the mere 
of hotel bills, remaining there for a month, or, possibiy, 
winter in some cases, or for several months at least, anitersaly 
he certifies to $10 a day, which is the full maximum allowed by 
the law. I cal the attention of the Senator from Iowa to this 
fact, so that this bill may be amended and the law not be abused 
the very officer whose —— is, above all others, to see that 
is bill provides: 
person employed during vacation; of reasonaDle ex- 
pain wk and a. district ihm Girected to hold c mane 
outside of their districts, not to exceed $10 per day each, to be paid on written 
certificates of the judges. 
There is a maximum fixed. There may be days when $10 would 
be required to cover the of the j , and it would be 
perfectly for him to draw that sum certify to it; but I 
submit that it is improper and in violation of the spirit, if not of 
the language, of the statute that the judge, simply because he has 


the power to , will be enabled to take from the Treasury of 
the United States for every day to cover his expenses when 
his actual expenses do not exceed four or five dollars a day. 


It may be a small item; probably it is a small item, but it is not 
small in so far as it a disposition upon the part of high 
judicial officers of the country to violate the spirit of a law which 
they themselves are engaged in enforcing against criminals and 
other violators of the law. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me 
to im t him? 

Mr. . Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The provision is that the judge shall be 
paid his reasonable mses for travel and attendance, not to ex- 
ceed $10 a day. The jade of a United States court has to certify 
that that is an expense; that that is what he has paid out. Does 
the Senator mean to say that there is a ju anywhere in the 
United States court in that way who, if his expenses were 


$7 or $8 or , would ify that the 0 in order t 
ou Or eabieane certify y were $t order to 


money? 
according to my information, 
think i at the Depart- 
e there are Federal 
where they belong—who 
They take the maximum under a certif- 


i 
i 


all. But I say that there 


for instance, courts 
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amendment was, on page 111, line 21, after the word 
nsert “and such payments shall be allowed the 










expenses 
I have oe a a source that I am not permitted to 
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diction a judge going from one district to another can stop at a 
hotel, get a bedroom and a parlor (because he has to be where the 
attorneys can call upon him, where he can maintain the dignity 
and the decency befitting a Federal judge), with board, the poorest 
board the Senator would be willing to feed a district judge on, for 
three or four dollars a day? 

Mr. ALLEN. It cam be done im almost every city and town in 
this Union. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. Would the Senator be willing, if he were 
counsel, to go and wait on a judge holding court and find him 
living on $3 a day? What sort of accommodations could he get? 
He could not for that price get a room big enongh to take the 
Senator in to make his call. I do not think the Senator, who I 
know is for economy in public affairs, as I am, is disposed to be 
mean and to cnt down the judges under sueh conditions. I cer- 
tainly do not think the Senator means to say that there is a single 
judge in the United States who would make a false certificate for 
any such purpose. 

Mr. ALLEN. If I hada decent-sized room and a very small- 
sized closet, I could take care of the Senator from New Hampshire 
and myself. There would be no trouble about that. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Nebraska will observe that 
the only object of this provision is to place the district judges upon 
an equality with circuit judges as respects their expenses. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I observe that they are put upon an 
equality. What I am contending for, and what I hope the honor- 
able Senator from Iowa will remedy, is that these men shall not 
be permitted to violate the law themselves. 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator believe that any district 
judge or circuit judge is likely to violate the law by making a 
false certificate? The Senator must remember that this includes 
all traveling expenses as well as expenses while at the place of 
holding court. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from Iowa will not put me in 
the attitude of making the charge that all Federal judges violate 
the law, for I do not make it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly would not put the Seaator in any 
such attitude. : 

Mr. ALLEN. [I say some of them do, according to my informa- 
tion. A judge is a human being. He is no more of a man after 
he becomes a jadge than he was at the time he became a judge. 
If he had frailties at that time, he carries them to the bench with 
him. 

The proposed statute fixes the maximum in these words: 

Of reasonable expenses for travel and attendanco of district udges directed 
to hold court outside of their districts, not to exceed $10 per day each, to be 
paid on written certificates of the judges. 

That carries the implication, which is as clear as language can 
make it, that he shall not receive $10 a day wmless his actual ex- 
penses amount to $10 a day. 

Mr. GRAY. His reasonable expenses. 

Mr. ALLEN. His reasonable expenses. Reasonable expenses 
include hotel bill and railroad fare. I do not suppose it includes 
the purchase of a new suit of clothes or a box of cigars, but the 
reasonable, ordinary expenses of travel, including hotel bills. 

Now, in answer to the honorable Senator from New Hampshir 

[Mr. CHANDLER], I wish to state that so far as my section of the 
country is concerned any district judge, or any other jud: 
that matter—any gentleman who wants to be entertained with 
reasonable liberality and have clean and decent, commodious 
quarters—can sustain himself at the best class of hotels, with the 
best class of food and the best class of service, for not to exceed 
$2.50 a day. There is no hotel where he will be charged more 
than that, and he ought te be compelled to take that amount, 
because it is enough for any decent, respectable man. 
Why, under thesecircumstances, should the judges be permitted 
to certify—a mere formality—that their expenses have been $10 
aday? I regret very much to feel it my duty to call attention to 
this matter. It would be much more pleasant to me, especially 
in view of the fact that I am ‘in trouble here half the time with 
Democrats and Republicans and skirmishing between lines, trying 
to establish the Populist party as the respectable party of this 
country, to let the matter pass over and say nothing more about 
it. I may sometimes feel the weight of the remarks | am making 
when I go into one of the Federal courts to try acause. At least 
if the judge should be against me I should have some suspicion 
that by something I had said here I had incurred his enmity, 
especially if the honorable Senator from Iowa concludes toaecept 
my position as right, that the certificate should state that the 
actual expenses covered by the certificate were incurred and paid 
by the j I hope that will be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. The object of the provision, as I stateda while 
ago to the Senator from Nebraska. is to equalize the judges when 
they travel outside of their circuits or districts to hold court. If 
there are abuses of the provision as respects cireuit judges (there 
ean not be abuses with respect to district judges), if the circuit 
judges are in the habit of certifying to more than they ought to 
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certify to, it would be wiser and better to allow the equality to be 
established, and then let the Judiciary Committee of this body 
take cognizance of the whole question, and make such modifica- 
tion of the statute of 1891 as will cure the defect or the evil which 
seems to be in the mind of the Senator from Nebraska. I ho 
that will be satisfactory to the Senator, and that he will allow t 
amendment to go in without objecting to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa the propriety 
of oe after the word “judges,” in line 21, on page 111, the 
words: 





Which said certificate shall in all cases contain a statement that the ex- 
penses therein certified have actually been incurred or paid. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think on reflection the Senator from Ne- 
braska will not care to have that amendment inserted in the bill. 
It is an imputation upon the good faith of the ju , and I 
should greatly prefer that the Senator would not press amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not myself look upon it as an imputation at 
all. I dislike very much to disagree with the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, for which position I have high re- 
spect, but there is altogether too much of a disposition to take 
money from this Government upon the thought that the man who 
occupies the position holds a very high official position, and there- 
fore it would be wrong to impugn either his motives or his pur- 
pose. Ido not regard this as an imputation upon the character 
of the judges. I do not think any honest, conscientious man can 
object to it. Lam speaking now of the judges. I do not think 
any clear-minded man can object to it. It does not require the 

ification or itemizing of His expenses or anything of the 
kind. It simply requires that he shall state in the certificates that 
the amount has actually been incurred or paid by him. What can 
there be wrong about that? I do not see wherein it is wrong. 
Wherever a man draws mileage he is required to certify under 
vath what he has paid. Marshals are required to certify and so 
are bailiffs, and the fact that one is a judicial officer and the other 
an executive officer, it occurs to me, should make no difference. 

The disposition which has been fallen into in our Government, 
and es Tally in certain branches, that some man is to be offended 
by le tion, and therefore the disposition to trust too much to 
his sense of honor rather than to trust it to statute, has brought 
about much of the nee in this country. Take, for in- 
stance, the case which the honorable Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] spoke of a moment ago. Here we have in 
every Federal court in the United States 23 jurymen summoned at 
every term of court. We could very well dispense with 7 of them 
and come within the common-law rule as tothe grand jury. The 
grand jury, pane to common law, can not be less than 16 nor 
more than 23, so that 12 shall always constitute a mare What 
objection is there or what objection has there been in the last twenty- 
five or thirty yume to cutting off 7 of those grand jurymen at each 
term of court? They areas worthless as the fifth wheel to a wagon 
and are a great source of expense. Senators talk about expenses 
incréasing constantly, and they are increasing to the great detri- 
ment of the debt-ridden and debt-burdened people. y not take 
hold of this matter at a sensible and reasonable point and cut off 
expense? If we keep up the work of paring off a little here and a 
little there, where the expense is useless, in the course of time the 
as BED will be brought down to a reasonable sum. 

r. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that I will agree, so 
far as I am concerned, to accept his amendment to the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will not only yield at this 
time, as I feel he ought to do, but that he will not be in a yield- 

mood in the committee of conference. 

r. ALLISON. That is rather anticipating what may be done 
hereafter, I suggest to the Senator. I always insist upon every 
amendment which the Senate insists upon. 

Mr, ALLEN. I beg the honorable Senator’s pardon for the 
remark, but I have been the victim, four or five times, of confer- 
ence committees, and a burnt child always takes warning. 

I move, then, to insert after the word ‘ judges,” in line 21, page 
111, the words: 

Which said certificate shall state in all cases that the judge has actually 

or paid the expense therein stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on 112, line 9, to in- 
crease the appropriation for payment of miscellaneous expenses, 
United States courts, from $100,000 to $175,000. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
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The Secretary. On page 113, after line 7, insert: 


That the Secretary of the Senate be, and _ he is hereby, authori:...; .,, 
rected to y for the debates and ngs of the s. fr 


2% inclusive, the payment to be made to.) m 
Reporters appointed fencbation ot the Senate of March 06 shu cial 
ion having been ated by re by them. * 90, 1806, the sery. 

The amendment was to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriat io), was 
Gey 


on page 118, after the amendment just adopted, to insert. 
Maltby Building: For repairs to building, $3,500, to be immediate!) , ailat 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 113, after line 9, to inser. 
Rent of warehouse: For rent of warehouse for storage of p.))| : 
ments for the Senate, $1,800. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 113, after line 12, to insort, 
For repairs and improvements to the Senate stables and grounds, ¢ yy), 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 118, after line 14, to insert. 
Purchase of historical publications: That the Secretary of the Senate), 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to purchase from Gen Jamo 
D. McBride 2,500 complete sets of hie historical publications. entitled impor. 
Seal of the United States and tests t's 


dle, 


ic docy- 


te as fol- 
et for the use 
tatives, 8 sets to each Senator, Representativ.. ..1 
Delegate in Congress; 1 set to the President, 1 set to the Vice-President. | gor 
to the Chief Justice of the United Seated, as So cach associate justice, | sat 
to each member of the Cabinet, 1 set to Executive Mansion, and | set to 
each of the Ex ts, 1 set to the Supreme Court of the United 


here 1 set to ; 42 sets to the Department of 
State for distribution among the various United States embassies an |oga. 
tions; 88 sets to the War t for distribution among the yarious 


Departmen’ 
schools, inciading 1 set to the Mili Academy at West Point 


tary post 
and 5 sets to the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers: 2 sets to 
the Department of Justice for the use of the United States prison: 7s sets to 
the ar ponerteens for distribution am the various vessels of the 
United States having libraries, including 1 set to the Naval Academy at An- 
t of Agriculture for distribution among the 


napolis; 48 sets to the 
various agricultural in the United States and Territories, and a 
of Education for tion among the various 
public libraries and educational institutions in the United States. And the 
_ is hereby aperonsmte’. out of any moneys in the Treasury not 
otherw apuvepentss. enable the said Secretary of the Senate to carry 
in visions of this act. 


to effect pro 

Mr. HILL. What is So sere entitled Important Periods 
in the History of the United States—which may mean a gow deal 
or nothing—Portraits of the Presidents of the United States, and 
the Seal of the United States, etc.? It seems to me the portraits 
of the Presidents of the United States are pretty well known and 
spread over the country in documents. e seal of the United 


States has been published over and over again, What is the 


document to be published? 
Mr. SELISON. am told this is a very valuable publication. 


I have not myself had time to investigate the subject thoroughly. 
It was presented to us by the Committee on Education, one of the 

ble committees of this body, and very strongly urged upon 
the Committee on A riations. One or two members of the 
committee made an tion of the subject, and were very 
warmly for it. Iam sorry that they do not happen to be present 
at this moment. If there is any objection to the adoption of the 
amendment I will ask that it may be passed over until the clair- 
man of the Committee on Education comes in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be passed over 
for the present. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was to increase the appropri 
tion for public printing and binding from $2,917, 320 to $2,922,520. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 117, line 11, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out “seven” and insert “‘ nine”; and in the 
same line, after the word “ dollars,” to insert: a 

ne ereafter , printing, and binding o 
the separa aaa — eiieinaderel sonore of the Director of 


the coceanenl Survey. for in the sundry civil act approved March 
2, 1895, not exceed ; 
So as to make the clause read: Sani 
For engra the illustrations necessary for the report of the Directo, 
000: hereafter the entire cost 1 


e: ; of paper, printing, and tin’ 
g of the SS - papers from the annual report of the » 


rector of the for in the sundry civil act approved 
March 2, 1895, shall not motion 

The amendment was ayreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 
‘**dollars,” to insert: 

That hereafter the reports of the Geological Survey '" — 

to the Aauging of strestes and rivers may be printed in octavo form. 
ex pages in length ee in number, for official use ant 
distribution upon the request and Representatives in Congre® 
the clause read: 


prune and binding the ee and bulletins, $20,000: Prov’ led, 
: the reports of the Pat iervey in relation to the gang 


ing of rivers be printed in octavo form, not to excee! 
pages length and ial and for distri 
pireame.and vers cae in number, for aac i ieneress. 


117, line 20, after the word 


oP 
g 
s 
F 














1896. 








. I desire, with the consent of the Senator in 
= ware to move an amendment to the committee amend- 


ment. I send the amendment to the amendment to the desk. 


The L 
endment will be stated. E 

a ee On page 117, line 22, it is proposed to strike 

out the word “ rivers” and insert ‘‘to the methods of utilizing the 

water resources”; so as to read: 


reafter the reports of the Geological Survey in relation 
to the — — and to the methods of utilizing the water resources 


of 
be ted in octavo form, etc. 
The amendment to the tone was aaneee to. 
ent as amended was . 
ee the bill was resumed at line 1, page 118. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
118, line 13, to increase the appropriation for the Library of 
ngress oe $12,000 to —— 
The amendment was 0. ; 
The next amendment was, on page 121, after line 3, to insert: 
To enable the Public Printer, with the approval of the Secretary of the 


the site of the 
Treasury, to parenase Suro lote of land mmoeeey adjoining = 


steel steam necessary and connections to 
connect boilers to the Government Printing Office, $100,000, to be imme- 
diately available. 

from blic Printer, with the val of the Secretary of 
3 a apm | Ss etn said . at a satisfactory price 


Pe soe auaeeed and empowered, within thirty days 
same by condemnation proceed- 
soves June i “An oe to —+ 
uisition ce parce es embraced in square No. 
i, of the city of Wi to provide an aon site for a city post- 
office,” and the amendment to said act contained in the act entitled “An act 
tions for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal 
30, 1800. 


June 390, 1891, and for other purposes,” approved August 

Mr. PLATT. Ishould like to make an inquiry of the chairman 
of the committee for information. I see that the first part of the 
amendment provides for the purchase of two lots adjoining the 
Printing Office, and the second half of the paragraph provides for 
the purchase of two lots which I understand are not joining the 
Prin Office, the last two lots being for the purpose of erecting 
a boiler house upon them. What are the first two lots intended 
for? 

Mr. ALLISON. The first two lots are small parcels of ground 
immediately west of the wing that has been constructed during 
the last year, and they are intended to make it certain that it may 
be utilized for lighting, etc. They are small lots; I have forgot- 
ten the size of them, but they are not large. The other is to build 
a new boiler house for the purpose of heating and power for the 
Printing Office. The present power house is in the heart of 

very dangerous to the people who work 


ere. 
Mr. PLATT. Then the first two lots are not intended for build- 
? 


. ALLISON. No; they are not. 
Mr. PLATT. That is to say, if the first two lots were built on 
+ shut off the light from the wing? 
. ALLISON. It is not the intention to buildonthem. They 


are narrow lots. 
Mr. PLATT. Itis to give the Government some ground around 
the which hus been built. 


Mr. IN. That is all there is of it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. IN. On page 3, after line 16, I move to insert: 


For court-house and post-office at Little Rock, Ark.: For additional amount 
to construct an addition to the United States court-house and pest eaice and 
chamber and the offices of the marshal and clerk of the cir- 

cuit and courts, and for an elevator, $43,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 10, after line 21,1 move to insert: 

Morris River lights, 3 
e quarters at or Sie tes enkabace at Teese biter Deters Sar. Wee 

amendment was agreed to. 

Mr, ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from Maryland that 
Sees go back to page 70 and consider the amendment that was 
over. 


Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER . GALLINGER in the chair). 
amendment which was over will be read by the Secre- 


The 
"Tis eeiaaeny. After line 20, on page 70, the Committee on 
Appropriations report to insert: 


Pa mreeee Give to expend from the appropriation of $100,000 
made 21, for the of the Com- 
EN omier as betes aie Smarts toes 
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VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from | 
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the Republic of Venezuela and British Guiana, such amount for rent of build- 
ing or part of building in the District of Columbia as may be deemed neces- 
sary by the Commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. A letter, which I believe the Senator from 
Maryland has in his possession, can be read if desired, and I should 
be glad to read the statute. The statute of March 3, 1877, pro- 
vides that— 

Hereafter no contract shall be made for the rent of any building, or part 
of any building, to be used for the purposes of the Government in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, until an appropriation therefor shall have been made in 
terms by Congress, and that this clause be regarded as notice to all contract- 
ors or lessors of any such building or any part of building. 

That is the statute under which, I understand, it has been ruled, 
or is to be ruled, that under the appropriation of $100,000 the 
Commission can not pay rent for a building, or part of a building, 
in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the date of the statute? 

Mr. ALLISON. March 3, 1877, and it is in volume 1 of the sec- 
ond edition of the Supplement to the Revised Statutes. Under 
the provision read by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WAL- 
THALL], general in its terms, I think it might be fairly decided by a 
court, or byan officer of the Government, that a general provision 
such as is inserted in theclause appropriating money for the Vene- 
zuela Commission could not be used for renting buildings in the 
District of Columbia. The Commission could use a part of the 
appropriation for renting buildings anywhere else. If they chose 
to establish their headquarters in New York City there is no 
doubt but that the appropriation could be made to apply. 

Mr. WALTHALL. When this matter was up before I read to 
the Senate the act making the appropriation for the expenses of 
the Commission and suggested that that act, I thought, probably 
ought to work the repeal pro tanto of thestatute just read. I did 
not have before me at that time the statute which the Senator 
from Iowa has just read, but after reading the statute I think it 
is very clear that. I was mistaken. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope, then, there will be no objection to the 
amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ofcourse I shall make no further opposition to 
the amendment, but the fact was brought to my attention that in 
1893, when we made provision for the Exposition at Chicago, and 
a lump appropriation was made placing it in the hands of the 
board, this question was not raised at that time. That was the 
only case that I had in mind. Since the discussion took place I 
have been informed by a gentleman who was connected with that 
commission that there was no trouble. As a matter of course, if 
the Senator in charge of the bill and the Senator from Mississippi 
think there is no question in this case, I make no further opposi- 
tion to the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. That, I believe, closes the committee amend- 
ments, except that on to-morrow I may desire to offer one or two 
amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inquire of the 
Senator from Iowa if the amendment on page 113 was not passed 
over? 

Mr. ALLISON. That is to be passed over until to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be passed 
over for the day. 

Mr. BACON. I ask leave to offer an amendment to the bill, to 
come in on } 22, after line 12. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. After line 12, on page 122, insert: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay over to the Cotton States and International Exposition Com- 
pany all those portions of the appropriations heretofore made under the act 
of August 18, 1804, for the building and for the exhibit by the Government at 
the Cotton States and International Exposition at Atlanta, Ga., which shall 
remain unexpended after all the liabilities incurred by the Government on 
account of said building and exhibit shall have been fully paid off and dis- 
charged. 

Mr. BACON. I offer the amendment with the consent of the 
Committee on Appropriations, and I trust after the statement 
which I shall present that I shall also have their support in its 
adoption as a part of the bill. The amendment does not appro- 
priate any money. It simply seeks to have paid over to the Ex- 
position Company the money which was appropriated in 1894 for 
the purposes of the Government building and the Government 
exhibit at the Atlanta Exposition. 

I will state the facts. In 1894 Congress passed an act by which 
$50,000 was appropriated for the building at the Atlanta Exposi- 
tion and $150,000 for the other expenses of the exhibit. hen 
the commissioners who were charged with this work began it 
they were apprehensive that if they did certain grading and sewer- 
ing and built certain structures which were needed there would 
not be enough money left to carry out the design of the appropri- 
ation. While they were cee the Atlanta oe Com- 

any themselves went forward and made an expenditure of over 
£33,000 in grading the ground, in sewering it, and in other matters. 
I will call the attention of the Senate to the various items of ex- 
penses, all of which were legitimate charges upon the Government, 
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In the matter a be yr the ground, grading it, and in laying 
sewer pipes, the was over $21,900. A life-saving 
station also a ‘needed for the dae of exhibiting the life- 
saving apparatus and methods. e Government commission- 
ers were afraid to undertake that work, i 
Company went forward and erected it at a cost of $4,007. A 
custom-house was also needed for the purpose of collecting the 
revenues of the Government from the exhibits which were im- 
ported, and that was erected by the Atlanta Company 
at a costof $900. There were other expenses of this character 
amounting to $6,344, and the aggregate is over $33,000. 
The commissioners went forward in the discharge of the duties 
laid upon them by the law, and after having discharged all of the 
indebtedness there is of the a riation still remaining about 
$13,000. There are still some bills, probably amounting to $2,000, 
= aid. The purpose of the amendment which I have offered is 
ee ae acest be of the Gov- 
eee ee os a ee ee for the dischar 
es, to the reimbursement pro tanto of 


Experition Company 

einai tapraeh enim te Caeeentiane oon tagaeepenalioes 
ropriations. 
y informa- 

is that it was not in 
t does not come here with their 
the fact that they had information 
House with reference to the dispo- 
In other words, the commit- 
ouse it was that the 


and the 


w 
oaeree ought that it had been done, and so informed me, 
~ being mistaken. 

ow, here is the point to which I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate. The disposition of the a does not in 


Atlante Exposition was not carried out oe eee 
com- 


Ss ata re ee large made that d. exhibit. Tam 

Senator who hears me will sak T coi allie 

omni edu I say it was a splendid exhibit, which did credit not 

= the city of Atlaata and the State of Georgia, but: to the 

country. I have heard it commended in the most unstinted 

manner by ex-Senator Palmer, who was chief officer of the Chi- 

o Exposition, as being in many fee superior to that one, 

It has certainly dono a + deal to the people of this coun- 

try together and to p oo ineuaaelinns, friendly, and fraternal 
relations among them. 

Another man to whick I desire the attention of the Senate, and 
particularly of the Committee on eS is that the 
are oO Foes company have made no money out. of the enter- 

On the contrary, I hold in my hand a statement of the 
wreaitiatt of the company to this effect: 
~ hope qenteteased Stun thats aateste sasnbenene aes 
enterprise t rough a conc. ion, 
which do they ever expect to receive back. os 

So, even i? the building should ee as 

in the other House, it will not in any manner reimburse 

the amount of one dollar. the donation of the i 
is to defeat this disposition of the unexpended balance, it 
be very much by the citizens of Atlanta that the Gov- 
py rnp menmlonened? wpa por iene mei 
et ve th money. 

I trust, Mr. President, with this statement, that the members 


the citizens of Atlanta, but b 
States and tional 


position ¢ 


on Appropriations I gave it my assent for the reason chiefly that 

Me BACON. The Senator will parson me while I read 
> me W! 

a few lines from the Commission—fe will take but ——— I 


Corron STATES AND INTERNATIONAL 
Board oF MANAGEMENT UNITED STATES eee Ex 
Office Agricultural Museum, Wi 


APRIL 24, 


Government exhibit in Atlanta, it is proper that the unexpended ba! 
the eae for the exhibit be transferred to the Exposition Cc — 


Mr. C. A. Connren, ee _— 
President and Director-General 
Cotton States and International Exposition Company, Atlan; 
That is an extract from their proceedings. 
Mr. ALLISON. This amendment commends itself to»), : 
ao fact that this is the first instance within my knowled ¢, 
there appears to have been a surplus remaining after suc |; 
_ riations war be — Some years ago, toen 4 the 
xposition a Congress FO 
however, that $50,000 of it onl Peon be a used for the col 
tion of a building and $150,000 id be used for the Goye;),;,, 
exhibit. It turned out, as shown by the papers, that the |, ..).\)),, 
thousand dollars 


more than the $50,000, 

Mr. BACON. More than that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Whatever the exact amount may have 
Maou of te aoraas cae Smee ont Oousidera 
excess amount appropriated providing | ‘. . 

Then there was a ie nite paying all the ex. 
penses of the Governmentexhibit. So, although an approj ras) 
of $200,000 was made for the exposition, less than $155, 000 has been 

xpended. So I thought this was a wise recognition of thi. «x; 
sition; but when I saw in the deficiency bill a provision that the 
building should be turned over to what I at the time to 
be the same corporation, or the same people, I withdrew iny s1»- 
port of the amendment. Learning since, however, from the 5 > 
ator from Georgia and others that this building, if turne:| . Wer : 
all, will be turned over to different people, I am wi 
for one, that the amendment be agreed to. 

The amendment was 
Mr. ALLEN. I ask Sia eebiek of the Sex ate 
call up for consideration at this time Order of Business ()). wi th 

Ope ee ee eee 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, as the Senate has been very 
faithful in the consideration of the sundry civil bill during the 
day, and as I have on behalf of the committee twe or thre« aiieni- 
ments to offer to-morrow, which are not quite ready to be | fered 
now, and as I learn that there are more amendments (. ae, 

by the Senator from Connecticut 

~ S wg amps. it i 
completed erefore | wi 

aan Nebraska and a Senators for ordi- 


STOUT, HALL & BANGS. 


k . I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
a of the bill (S. 1656) for the relief of Stout, Hall & 
8. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I do not object to the consideration « ft he 
bill, but I wish to amend the last sentence of the bill, w! 


One-third of the sum berein 


shall be paid to each « 
claimants or to their auth 


agents in writing. 

So that the pa: will go to the firm of Stout, Hall & Bang 
who did “oe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment pr: pos se ed | 
the Senator from South Dakota will be read for informati 

The Secretary. Inline 14,after the word ‘‘Congress. mit is pro- 
posed to strike out ‘one-third of”; and in line 15, after tie word 
Eto,” to atrike out “each of the said claimants,” and insert “Sto ut 
Hall & & Bangs”; so as to read: 

as shall , Hall & Bangs, or to the 

authorised agents aa wie oy daniel shall take 
vouchers therefor 


The OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment by the Senator from South Dak 
Mr. Just one word. I hope the Teer fro 
Dakota will withdraw the amendment. The firm of Stout. Hall 
has been dissolved, so that there is now no firm «f that 
the 


by the Senator 


to ' he 


n South 


permit persons to 5 
tment and draw this entire sum of won yt) ‘!° 
others. It is to prevent that that I hope th: >" 

ator will his 


amendment. . 
Mr: PETTIGREW. I shal? not withdraw my amen’) ; 
this bill. Two of these three partners have bought the other ou 
willing to so arrange it as that the two parm 


exclusion of 


If my amendme! 


has not yet submit ted 
consent. Is there ob 








1896. 












IGREW. I object. ‘ 
The PRESIDIN a OFFICER. Objection is made, 
JAMES SIMS. 
. lL ask unanimous consent for the t 

considers ation of the bil (S. 9501) for the relief of James Sims, of 

ee eee objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay $6,338 
to James Sims, of Marshall County, in the State of Mississippi, 
for quartermaster and stores furnished by him to 
Army of the United States in the years 1862 and 1863. 

The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PRESERVATION OF HERDS AND FLOCKS. | 
Mr. WARREN. I ask for the t consideration of Order 


133, Senate ution No. 72. : 
ES PRESIDING FFICER. The resolution will be read for 
information. 


- The read the resolution submitted by Mr. WARREN 
January 20, 1896, as follows: 


Rucolved, Task ip vip of the late un: in numbers 
values of farm cuimals throughout United States, as shown by the last 
ublished reports of the ens of stare, Se —— of = 
‘committee on this subject, 

nest to consider and to Senate, or to invite the 
ae > what legislation, if 


tee to consider and report by bill or 
any, is necessary to preserve our and 
The PREMIERS CSTE. Is there objectiorr to the present 
consi tion resolu 
Mr HILL. I do not think the recitals in that resolution are 
well founded. Is there any special hurry about it, I ask the 


ie, WARREN . The resolution has been on the Calendar for 
some time, and I should like to have it disposed of. Has the Sena- 


amendment he desires to offer to it? 
Mr HILL. I thought it was one of those resolutions that was 
offered for the purpose of een. ocpeech. and the speech having 
been made that that would end the matter. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if the Senator objects to the 
Committee on ulture taking cognizance of this shrinkage in 
numbers and value of live stock and of its submitting the ques- 
tion to the on Finance for that committee to investi- 
gate the cause of the shrinkage, and, if possible, suggest a rem- 
edy, then I of course do not propose to press it. The resolution 
merely directs the committee to make an inquiry and to submit a 


rt. 

r. HILL.. Let the resolution go over to-day. 
Mr. WARREN. If the Senator from New York objects to the 
‘investigation and will take that responsibility, I am willing to 
leave it in that way. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New York 
object? 
. HILL. Yes; I will take the responsibility of objecting, 
though I think it is not a very serious one. 
The PRESIDING OFFI . Objection is made, and the reso- 

lution goes over. 
SALARY ACCOUNTS OF SENATORS. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration at this time of a concurrent resolution, reported 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, in relation to 
the accounts of certain Senators. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be read. 















The read the resolution reported by Mr. MircuHe.t of 
Oregon from Committee on Privileges and Elections on the 
10th instant, as follows: 


Resolved, That it is the duty of the Secretary of the Senate to credit the 
respectivel 






salary y, of Lez MANTLE, a Senator from the State of 
Mon and B. OLARK, a Senator from the State of Wyoming, 
to the extent of their month] 


bey from March 4, 1803, the date of the 


y 
commencement of the terms for w they were elected, to July 31, 1504, 
aoe Se ar tie act of Onagrete changing the time when the 


or appointed to fill vacancies in the Senate, and 
Senators elected for a full term subsequent to the commencement of such 





a 






shall commence to run. 
The zasclation was considered by unanimous consent, and 
. COCKRELL. I ask that the report in that case may be 
printed in the Recorp. 






The Pee OFFICER. That order will be made, in the 


referred to, made by Mr. MitcHE.u of Oregon on 
the 10th fasten, tn oe tutions. : 







The on Privileges and Electio 
ns, to whom was referred resolu- 
tion No. lu, such committee ‘to investigate and report to what ex- 
tent, if pez, Se accounts of any members of the Senate should be 
eee vi which have accumulated Sy meme vacancies in 
body, the same under consideration, 


g to submit the fol- 


in the terms of the resolution to which they could 
are those of Lez Man?TLs, a Senator from the 
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State of Montana, CLARENcE D. CLARK, a Senator from the State of Wyo 
ming, and, possibly, Grorer L. SHovp, a Senator from the State of Idaho 

Mr. MANTLE was eleeted January 16, 1805, took the oath of office February 
-2, 1885, and has been paid from the date of his election 

Mr. CLARK was elected January 23, 1885, took the oath of office February 6, 
1895, and has been paid from the date of his election 

Mr. SHoup was elected March 9, 1885, took the oath of office De 
18%, and has been paid from the date of his election. 

Accounts have been stated in these cases, certified by the 
Senate, and allowed and passed by the Treasury Depart: 





ember 2, 


President of the 


Prior to July 31, 1894, Senators elected for a full term subsequent to tho 
commencement of such term were invariably paid from the beginning of the 
term. The act of July 31, 1894, however, provided as follows 

“ That the salaries of Senators elected or appointed to fill vacancik the 
Senate and of Senators elected for a full term subsequent to the commence 


ment of such term shall commence on the date of their el 
ment.” 


It is cla\med upon the part of Messrs. MANTLE and CLARK that inasmuch as 
the fv™. rerm: *; which they were elected had commenced to run pri 
—~ of the act of July 31, 1804, supra, they are entitled to compensation 

rcm thedate of the commencement of such terms to the date of the passage 
of ‘he act aforesaid. 

¥.ur committee are of the opinion that such contention is well founded, 
and therefore that the salary accounts, respectively, of Messrs. MAN'TLR and 
CLARK should be credited to the extent of their full menthly pay from March 
p Care the date of the commencement of the terms for which they were 

ected, to July 31, 1304, the date of the passage of the actaforesaid. — 

No claim has been made by Mr. SHOUP, nor do your committee believe that 
his account should be credited with any amount whatever, from the fact that 
the full term to which he was elected did not commence to run until subse- 
quent to the passage of the act of July 31, 1804. 


Your committee therefore report the following resolution and recommend 
its adoption: 

“ Resolved, That it is the duty of the Secretary of the Senate to credit the 
salary accounts, respectively, of Lex MANTLE, a Senator from the State of 
Montana, and CLARENCE D. CLARK, a Senator from the State of Wyoming, to 
the fullextent of their monthly pay from March 4, 1805, the date of the com 
mencement of the terms for which they were elected, respectively, to July 31, 
1804, the date of the passage of the act of Congress changing the time when 


the salaries of Senators elected or appointed to fill vacancies in the Senate 


and of Senators elected for a full term subsequent to the commencement of 
such term shall commence to run.” 


JOINT SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY, 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Iam directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom 
was referred a resolution submitted by the Senator from New 
Hampshire {Mr. GALLINGER] for the Senator from North Dakota 
[Mr. HansBRovGH], to report it favorably. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask unanimous consent that the reso- 
lution may be considered at this time. 
There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to consider the 
resolution, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurri That tl 
chairman of the Committee on the Library of the Senate and the chairm 
of the Committee on the Library of the House of Representatives and one 
other member of the Joint Committee on the Library, to be selected by the 
two chairmen aforesaid, be, and they are hereby, constituted a joint special 
committee, with authority to sit during the recess of Congress, for the pur 

© of inquiring into the condition of the Congressional Library and the 
Jotanic Garden and to report upon the same at the next session of Congress 
with such recommendations as may be deemed advisable. Also to report a 
= for the organization, custedy, and management of the new Library 
rilding and the Congressional Library and the Botanic Garden. 
said joint special committee is also authorized to employ 
whenever necessary during the course of the inquiry; that tl 
penses of the sittings of the said joint special committee, including the pay 
of the stenographer, be taken equally from the contingent funds of the two 
Houses of Congress. 
Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator to strike out the 
words ‘“‘and the Botanic Garden” wherever they occur, and let the 
investigation be confined to the Congressional Library. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have no objection to that amendment. 
I will say that the resolution has already passed the Senate before, 
and was subsequently referred to another committee. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland, to strike out the 
words ‘‘ and the Botanic Garden ” where they occur in the resolu- 
tion. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CHANDLER. I move, after the word ‘‘sit,” in line 8, to 
insert the words ‘‘in Washington ”; so that the committee will sit 
in Washington City. 
Mr, HANSBROUGH. I have no objection to the amendment, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

REASSESSMENT OF WATER-MAIN TAXES. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I ask unanimous consent for the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 3279) to authorize the reassessment of water- 
main taxes in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate,as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with an amend- 
ment, to insert at the end of the bill the following: 

And any amount heretofore paid upon an assessment which has been de- 
elared void shall be credited the owner upon the reassesament made under 
the provisions of this bill. 

Mr.PROCTOR. From the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia I submit other amendments in lieu of that amendment which 
was formerly proposed, and I ask that the amendments which I 
now send to the desk may be considered. 


tion or appoint 


w to the 


That the 
&® stenographer 
1 Necessary ex 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments reported by 
the Senator from Vermont will be stated in their order. 

The Secretary. In line 4, after the word “ cases,” it is pro- 
posed to insert ‘‘not exempted by this act”; so as to read: 

That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, authorized and directed in all cases not exempted by this act, where 
water-main taxes or assessments in the District of Columbia may hereafter 
be quashed, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The next amendment was to insert as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

Sc. 2. That no water-main tax or assessment shall hereafter be assessed 
or reassessed upon any land in the District of Columbia held and used exclu- 
sively for agricult purposes, or — any unsubdivided land not used for 
business p 
into which 


: Provided, That thisexemption shall not apply to any land 
‘otomac water has been or be introdu from a public 
water main in the avenue, street, alley, or road on which the land shale. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator to let the bill go over 
and have the amendments printed, as I should like to examine it 
as the committee propose to amend it. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I suggest to the Senator that the amendments 
to the bill may be agreed to, so that the bill may be perfected and 
then go over and be reprinted. The amendments have been re- 

by the Committee on the District of Columbia, and are rec- 
ommended very earnestly by the Commissioners in view of avoid- 
ing litigation which comes up over these reassessments. The bill 
is precisely the same in principle as a bill we passed the other day 
in regard to the reassessment of general taxes. 

Mr. GORMAN. I should like to see the amendments in print 
before they are adopted, and I trust the Senator will consent to 
have them printed and let the bill lie over. 

Mr. P’ ‘OR. Then I ask that an order be made that the 
bill be ted with the proposed amendments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made, in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator will withdraw that motion 
for a moment. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator from Iowa will yield to 
me to secure the of a bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will —_ to my friend on my right [Mr. 
STEWART] and then to my friend on my left [Mr. ALLEN], after 
which I insist on my motion. 


JAMES A. MOORE, 


Mr. STEWART. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 768) for the relief of James A. Moore. 

Mr. JONES of Ar . There was a list of Senators sub- 
mitted to the President of the Senate who were to be i 
in the order they were placed on the list, and Iam not going to 
agree that Senators whose names are there shall be displaced now 
by the action of any Senator; and I move that the Senate adjourn, 
so as to make us all even. 

Mr. STEWART. I have not displaced anybody; I was in order. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I beg leave to say that the Senator 
has —— several Senators whose names were down on the list 


before his. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, no; I[ have not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will explain to the 
Senator from Arkansas that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stew- 
ART] had his name on the list. 

r. JONES of Arkansas. Was he next on the list? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He was next on the list. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then I withdraw my motion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 768) for the relief of 
James A, Moore. It directs the proper accoun officers of the 

to settle the accounts of James A. Moore for services 

ren and expenses incurred as United States marshal for the 

district of Nevada from October 12, 1892, the date of the expira- 

tion of his commission, until May 15, 1893, the date when his suc- 

cessor qualified, in the same manner as if section 793 of the Re- 

vised Statutes of the United States providing for ad interim 
intments had been complied with. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JANE CHRISTIAN MARYE. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2637) granting a pension to Jane Chris- 


tian . 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It to the 
name of Jane Christian Marye, only chil of W. 8. Jett, late a 
soldier of the Revolutionary war, on the pension roll as a 
Ce Sores, © ts da on at the rate of $12 per month. 

The was repo to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
-to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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RICHMOND COLLEGE, RICHMOND, VA. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iask unanimous consent for the cons; 
of the bill (S. 2148) for the relief of Richmond College, | 
Richmond, Va. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Commit:... , 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had bee, 
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment. ;), 
after the word “ officers,” to insert the following provi... 

Provided, That no money be so paee except upon accounts of «:, 
tion, injury, and dest: , and the damage caused thereby |, 
and proven. 

So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 
directed 


authorized and to pay to Ric 


rt 
Ine |‘ 
’ 


of the Treasury be, and | here 

ond College, located at Richy... 
Va., the sum of $25,000, out of any money in the Treasury not «: viee ar 
propriated, to reimburse said college for She esoupetion Of its buildings ana 
grounds by United States troops and officers for the period of ¢)-}): ..).). 
said oopnaniicn commencing in April, 1865, and for injury to and (os; 
of the dings, the apparatus, es, other property of said colles., 
by said troops and officers: Provided, That no money be so paid exo); ,,,, 
accounts of such occupation, injury, and destruction, and the danaye -aue| 
thereby duly verified and proven. = 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen). 
= = aa in. “ 

The bill was ordered to engrossed for a third reading, reaq 
the third time, and passed. 

* SEWER AT HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


Mr. BERRY. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (11. R. 
2265) to provide for reimbursement of the expenses of constrict. 
"|S sewer upon the ent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark. 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposesto pay to Albert 
B. Gaines, 8. H. Stitt, and A. 8. Garnett, of Hot Springs, Ark,. 
8S. W. Fordyce, of St. Louis, Mo., and Charles B. Platt. of the 
city of New York, $930 in reimbursement of the amount actually 
expended by them in the construction of a sewer upon the per- 
manent reservation at Hot Springs, Ark. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SURVEY OF LAND IN NEBRASKA. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to cal! up the bill 
(S. 2749) to establish the official survey of fractional townships 31 
and 32 north, of ranges 6,7, and 8 west, of the sixth principal 
meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north and west of the Nio- 
brara River, and quieting the title of settlers thereon, and for 
other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, in|ine 
6, section 2, after the word ‘‘ meridian,” to insert ‘lying on the 
left bank of th. Niobrara River.” 


ga to. 
Mr. ALLEN. After word ‘‘dollars,” in line 5, section 3, I 
move to insert ‘‘ or so much thereof as may be necessary.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. read 
the third time, and passed. 

LIGHT-HOUSE AT 8T. JOSEPHS BAY, FLORIDA. 

Mr. PASCO. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (5. 
657) to provide for the erection of range lights at St. Josephs Bay, 
Florida, and at St. Andrews Bay, Florida. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on with amendments, in line °, 
after the word “ that,” to strike out ‘‘ range light” and insert “4 
light-house”; in line 5, after the name ‘‘ Florida,” to strike out 
‘and at St. Andrews Ba: » ”. in line 6, after the word 
“thousand,” to insert ‘five hundrad”; and in line 6, after the 
word “dollars,” to insert ‘‘or so much thereof as may be nec 
sary”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That a light-house shall be erected, under the super 

, and $20,500, oF 
soared ceeeofes mew becca ts tin erated nr 
pose out of any money in the not appropriated. 

The amendments were to. as 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amen 
ments were concurred in. : -_ 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 
the third time, and passed. the 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘“‘A bill to provide for 
erection of a light-house at St. Josephs Bay, Florida. 


JENNIE E. BURCH. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Iask unanimous consent for the pres - 


sideration of the bill (S. 1902) granting pension to Jennie E. Bure 








1896. 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been orted 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in fine 8, 
before the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ twenty-five” and insert 
“twelve”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be ¢ enasted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


thorized place ¢ pension roll, sub; to the provisions 
cn limitations of the See la a — of Jennie E. Burch, aver teer 
nurse during the war of the re ion, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 dollars per month. 

The amendment was to. 


The bill was - 
mThe bill was ordered ‘to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELIZA WILSON, 


Mr. SHOUP. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It pro to place on 
the pension roll the name of Eliza Wilson, widow of the late 
Nathaniel Wilson, late of Company M, Second Regiment Iowa 
Cavalry Volunteers, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate adjourn. ; 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o’clock and 45 minutes 

.m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, April 25, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FriIpaAy, April 24, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CouDEN. : 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved, 
F WATER BONDS OF TUCSON, ARIZ, 


Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I ask unanimous consent for the 
nt consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
Mr. PICKLER. I call for the regular order. 
Mr. MURPHY of Arizona. I hope the gentleman will with- 
draw that call fora moment. This bill will occupy no time. 
Mr. PICKLER. Very well; I withdraw the call for a moment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (HL RB. 4068) to enable the city of Tucson, in the Territory of Arizona, 
to issue bonds to construct a water and sewer system. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

in Congress assembled, That the city of Tucson, in the Territory 

its mayor and common council, is hereby enabled to issue bonds 

of the said city, not to exceed $100,000 in ameute, reves within thirty years 

date thereof, in lawful money of the United States of America, and 

bear interest at not to exceed 5 per cent per annum, interest payable semi- 

ually, the of the sale of said ds, which shall not be sold at 

par. be used exclusively in the construction of a water and sewer 


7 for said city of Tucson. That before said bonds are sold, at least 
rty oo notice 


: 
; 


be given by publication in one or more newspapers 
circulation, asking for bids for the purchase of said bonds at not 


less than , 
Sec. 2. Phat at tho time said bonds are ready to be issued by the mayor and 
of the said city of Tucson, the city treasurer of said city of 
Tucson, in whose custody the said bonds, or the proceeds of the sale thereof, 
shall be kept, shall be required to give an additional bond, to be approved by 
the mayor and common council of said city of Tucson, to the said city of 


Tucson, in not less than the value of said bonds, or the proceeds of the sale 
thereof, in his hands, for the safe-keeping of bonds, or the proceeds of 
the sale thereof, and to account for the same. 

Seo. 3. That before said bonds are issued the mayor and common cou ncil 


RO. 
of the said city of Tucson shall cause an election to be held, in all respects as 
elections are now held in said city for the election of city officers, at which 
electors of said city may vote fur or against the issu- 
and should a majority of the votes cast at said election be 
of said bonds, then said city of Tucson, by its mayor 
common council, shall not issue said bonds. 


The amendment reported by the Committee on Territories was 
read, as follows: 
In line 6 of section 8, strike out “a majority” and insert ‘‘ one- 


a soastoread, “ one-third of the vote cast at said election,” 
There no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of fen ~ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was soctndingly read a third time, and " 
On motion of Mr. SCRANTON, a motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2, Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and joint 
resolution were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by 


as : 
A bill (S. 2642) to provide for the safety of passengers on excur- 
XXVITI—274 





sion steamers—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce; 

A bill (8S. 1865) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank 
of the State of Connecticut—to the Committee on Claims; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 133) authorizing Surg. P. M. Rixey, of the 
Navy, to accept from the King of Spain the grand cross of naval 
merit with the white distinction mark, in recognition of services 
rendered to the officer and sailors of the Santa Maria who were in- 
jured by an explosion on that ship—to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H. R.3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi 
Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings Ship Channel, in 
Aransas County, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 5488) to provide for the incorporation and regula- 
se of medical and dental colleges in the District of Columbia; 
anc 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the proper dis- 
tribution of the publication entitled ‘‘ Messages and Papers of the 
Presidents.” 


ARTICLES EXPORTED FOR EXHIBITION PURPOSES. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Iask consent to call up a public bill which has 
been reported by the Committee on Ways and Means, and which 
the Treasury Department desires to have immediately passed. 

The bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 
articles exported from the United States for exhibition purposes 
was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That whenever any article or articles or live stock shall 
be sent out of the United States for temporary use or exhibition atany public 
exposition, fair, or conference held in a foreign country such articles shall 
be entitled to be returned to the United States, under such regulations as 
may be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, without the payment 
of customs duty, whether they shall be of domestic or of foreign production: 
Provided, That the articles of foreign production have once paid duty in the 
United States and no drawback has been allowed thereon, and if any domes 
tic articles are subject to internal-revenue tax such tax shall be proved to 
have been paid before exportation and not refunded. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for the regular order. 

ELECTION CONTEST—CORNETT vs. SWANSON, 

Mr. JONES. I desire to present a privileged report. I am di- 
rected by the Committee on Elections No. 3 to present their re- 
port in the contested-election case of Cornett vs. Swanson, from 
the Fifth Congressional district of Virginia, and to ask that the 
minority of the committee be allowed until Wednesday next to 
file their views. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee will be ordered 
to be printed. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Jones] asks 
that the minority of the committee may have until Wednesday 
next to file their views. 

There was no objection. 

The resolutions appended to the report of the committee are as 
follows: 

Resolved, That George W. Cornett was not elected a Representative to the 
Fifty-fourth Congress of the United States from the Fifth district of Virginia. 

Resolved, That Claude A. Swanson was duly elected a Representative to the 


Fifty-fourth Congress of the United States from the Fifth district of Virginia, 
and is entitled to his seat. 


SARAH A. BOYD, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution 
of the Senate; which was read, considered, and concurred in: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Committee on Enrolled Bills of the two Houses be authorized to correct the 
enrolled bill of the Senate (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd, by 


striking out the word “ captain,” in line 5 of said enrolled bill, and inserting 
“first lieutenant.” 


PENSION BILLS PASSED. 


The SPEAKER. The next business in order is certain pension 
bills reported on last Friday evening from the Committee of the 
Whole House. These bills will now be taken up in their order. 

Bills of the following titles, reported with amendments from 
the Committee of the Whole House, were severally taken up; and 
under the operation of the previous question (called for by Mr. 
PICKLER) the amendments were agreed to, and the bills as 
amended were ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
they were accordingly read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R, 2143) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Van 
Derveer; 
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—_ orlae R. 4298) granting am imcrease of pension to Annie 


A A ball (th. R. — anting a pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
widow of William Teen 

A bill (H. BR. 1609) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Peter Fleming, of Battery E, Third United 
States Artillery (title amended so as to read ‘‘A < bill ‘for the relief of 
Peter Fleming, of Battery E, Third United States Artillery”); 

A bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz; and 

A bill (H. R. 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil. 

Bills of the following titles, favorably reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, were severa. oe up; and under the 
operation of the previous question (called for by Mr. PIckLER), 
were ordered to be engrossed, read the third time, and passed: 

A bill (HB. R. 5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis, widow 
= J sand P, Davis and mother of Mary J. Davis, an invalid 

ughter 

A bill (Hi. R. 5610) for the relief of George T. Stevens, assistant 
surgeon, Seventy-seventh New York Volunteers; an 
— (H. R. 1784) to increase the pension of ‘aan Catherine 


On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the several 


votes by which tn reported from the Committee of the Whole } Crum 


Curtis, NY. 


Dayton, 
De Witt, 
Dockery, 


House were id on the table. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. MILEs as a 
member of the Committee on the Judiciary. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. § er, I move that the House resolve it- 
House for the consideration of 


dar. 
Mr, PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, if I ee > be ee to say 30, 
I the motion will not h to proceed with the 
consideration of the pension bil 
The question was taken; and anny PO (demanded by Mr. 
ay there were—ayes 58, noes 63. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I demand the yeas and nays on the motion. 
=: yeas and nays were ordered. 
tent an was taken; and there were—yeas 77, nays 139, not 
voting 


Mr. MAHON. 


38; as follows: 


Sherman, 
Shuford, 


Skinner. 
Smith, Il. 
Sparkman, 


NAYS—139. 
Jenkins, 
Joy, 
Kerr, 


Lockhart, 
Low, 


Marsh 


MeCormick, 


= 
Miller, W. Va. 
Milliken, 


’ 


Miner, N.Y. 
Minor, Wis. 


APRIL 24, 


Let 2. Ro " 
ever. ertson, 1, 
Leisenring, ee + 
Leonard. Rusk, 


Russell, Cc 
Russell, Ga. 
Settle, 
Shaw, 
Smith, Mic 
Sor, 


Sou hwick 
Sealtings, 
teele, 
— W.A, 
Strong, 
Taft, 
Tayler, 
Tracewe sl, 
Treloar, 
Updegraff. 
adsworth. 
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Kiefer, 
Kir 
Kulp, 
So the motion was rejected. 

The following irs were announced until further notice 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. Mryer of New York. 

Mr. Jounnson of North Dakota with Mr. STALLINGs. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. CatcRines. 

Mr. Prince with Mr. BaILEy. 

Mr. Raney with Mr. Cowen. 

Mr. Lacry with Mr. HuTcHEson. 

Mr. Bryenam with Mr. Dockery. 

Mr. ALpricu of Alabama with Mr. McKenney. 

Mr. Witu1aM A. Stone of Pennsylvania with Mr. Neit. 
Mr. Jomnson of Indiana with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 
Mr. Wurre with Mr. Rusx. 
Mr. Moziey with Mr. MaGcutre. 

with Mr. SHaw. 

with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 


Mr. BARHAM with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. L&IseNRING with Mr. Monry. 

Mr. Hatcon with Mr. WasHINGTON. 

Mr. MErKLEJOBN with Mr. Exzetr of Virginia. 

Mr. Brum with Mr. Exz.iortr of South Carolina. 

Mr. Russe. of Connecticut with Mr. Russexy of Georgia. 
Mr. Kup with Mr. CumMines. 


. DoVENOR with Mr. McLaurin. 
. Krerer with Mr. Latmower. 


colleague 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, my 


Mr. Pitney is confined to his room by sickness. I ask that he be 
excused. 


, Lentered the Hall im- 
and desire to be reco di d. 
The Chair can not entertain 4 
ces. 


- oe te paired with the Seaoomese from [llinoi 
withdraw my vote. I had tem)" rarily 


solve 
‘of the 














The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Pays in the chair. 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield to my colleague, the gentleman from 
Or Oe yTON. r. Chairman, as a member of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions that reported this bill to the House for its con- 
sideration, my first thought was, in view of the fact that it was 
the first bill of a general character pertaining to pensions that had 
been presented to the House for its action at this session, itwas in- 
cumbent on me, as a member of the minority of the committee 
especially, to say something upon the floor as to its merits or 
demerits. But after having heard the long, able, interesting, and, 
all things considered, the very fair and conservative : th of 
the chairman of the committee [Mr. PICKLER] I reconsi ered my 
first opinion, and came to the conclusion that inasmuch as | could 
not hope to add anything of interest to the discussion, I would 

illi > refrain from taki g the floor atall. I believe iso stated 
in the committee room; but I did couple that statement with the 

ualification that if no gentleman u the other side of the 
House should in his zeal provoke me er I certainly would 
adhere to my original resolution, but reserved the right as a mat- 
ter of self-defense, not particularly for myself as a member of the 
minority of the committee, but of the party which I represent, to 

resent some matters to this House in ry ra of any opposi- 
Von that I might offer to any portion of bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to make myself understood at the out- 
set. Iam not here asa ——s of this Administration on the 
pension question. I am not ————— to this bill now 
under consideration. As a whole, I think it a bill. I believe 
that it is in the interest of the old soldier—in language of the 
oe from Illinois of the “ sure-enough ” soldier. But while 

shall vote for it in its present 
seems om at the same time to add that I hope an oppor- 
tunity will be given to those who are interested in the special 
welfare of the ‘“‘sure-enough” soldiers to submit two or three 
amendments at least, to which I wish to call attention before con- 
S take pleasure in saying that I have the honor to represent on 
this floor a large soldier constituency. I do not know the exact 
umber and could not undertake to say; but including the old 
soldiers and their widows and dependents, I have no doubt the 
number will be between five and six thousand. I would be per- 
fectly safe in saying that the number is not less than 5,000. I 
have mingled a great deal with those old soldiers; I have mingled 
with them since my early boyhood, long before I ever aspired to 
an office; more y since I have had the honor to be a 
member of this bedy. I have become in that time acquainted with 
a very large number of them. Hence I assume and claim that [ 
have the means of knowing their wishes relative to pension legis- 
lation, beeanse I have always made it a point, when talking with 
them either in public or private, to ascertain what their wishes 
were relative to these subjects which I knew I would have con- 
tinually to deal with while discharging, or attempting to dis- 
charge, my official duties in this body. Therefore I say, as a 
friend of old soldier, as a friend of the true soldier, that I be- 
lieve this is a good bill, as a whole, and I shall vote for it. I hope 
that gentlemen on this side of the House will, with at least sub- 
stantial unanimity, concur with me in my position. 

ing again to the provocation that put me on the floor, I 
anticipated thet unfortunately, in the discussion of this question, 
some gentleman the other side would not fail to lug in poli- 
ties. Id it. I condemn it. Lenter my protest against 
it; for if is any question that ought to be regarded as non- 
isan, that ought to be considered without any feeling or hias 
a political +: it is the question of pensions to the defenders 
and of our country. 
Irefer to the gentleman who has thus irritated me, or 
me to take the floor, I want to respectfully call 
of this committee to my objections to this bill. 
the earnest attention of gentlemen, because I have given this bill 
& great deal of serious consideration. And I repeat, ing now 
as the friend, as the representative of the true soldiers, as the 
friend of the ‘‘sure-enough” soldiers, that there are at least two 
sections in this bill which do not meet with their approval. 


I wish y to refer to section 13. I will not take the time 
to read it, but it is the section which provides that, notwithstand- 
ing the that a soldier may have the Army, if he has 


aan the simple question now, whether or not a soldier, hav- 
enlisted in the Army, and having deserted, willfully deserted, 
if you please, beeause there is no exception—basely deserted—but 
having afterwards reenlisted, and from that reenlistment received 
an , whether or not he is worthy to be placed 


the 
EET want to conte attention of the committee 
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to this important fact, which came to me by reason of my inter 
mingling and conversations with the old soldiers themselves. I 
have heard it referred to frequently. In 1864, especially—and a 
great many of the old soldiers upon this floor can bear me out in 
this statement—the year 1864 was the time especially in which 
these desertions principally occurred. I have forgotten the num 
ber of desertions that took place from the Army of the Union in 
L864, and hence shall not undertake to state it, but it was am: ng 
the thousands and tens of thousands, and possibly 100,000. There 
wasa very large andextraordinary number of desertionsduring that 
year. And Iam told by these “ sure-enough” soldiers that a great 
majority,if notnine-tenths, of those who thus basely deserted their 
flag and their country in that year and hour of trial did it for the 
express purpose of receiving the large bounties that were paid to 
soldiers during the latter part of that year. And the effect would 
be to give these soldiers who deserted in that year especially, and 
who are not upon the rolls, who deserted their commands for the 
mercenary purpose of receiving the large sums of money that were 
offered by way of bounty, to place them upon the pension rolls. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this committee, I submit to 
you that that ought not to be done, and asa true friend of the true 
soldier [ am here to enter my protest. If I have an opportunity, 
which I hope the Chalrman of this committee or the members of 
the House will give me, I shall submit an amendment striking 
out the following words in section 13, covering the objection to 
which I have just referred, namely: 





Notwithstanding a prior service from which the person on who: 
the claim depends was not honorably discharged 


6 service 


That will, by striking out the words I have just referred to. 
prevent these objectionable people to whom [ have just alluded 
from getting upon this roll, which I believe we all, on both sides 
of this House, want to preserve as a roll of honor. 

My second objection to this bill is to section 14, and I call the 
especial attention of the Committee of the Whole to this objec- 
tion, which has been well stated by my colleague upon the com- 
mittee, Mr. McCLELLAN. The portion that I object to is the 


rating that shall be allowed to the soldier for his injuries. My 
objection is to this part of the section: 

To all disabilities pensionable under the general law the same rate of pen- 
sion shall be allowed as under the general law, not to exceed in the aggregate 


giz per month. 


Now, when you stop to think a while, you will see the perti- 
nency of my objection. There is not a true friend of the true 
soldier but will concede that a man who receives his injuries in 
battle, at the front, in the face of the enemy, is entitled to more 
consideration at the hands of a grateful country than a man who 
may have received his injuries in a runaway,or in a sawmill, 
while engaged in peaceful pursuits. But yet, if you permit those 
words to remain im the bill, you make no distinction up to and 
including $12 a month. The man who was shot on the field of 
battle, and who was maimed or injured in some way while in the 
Army, or who incurred a disease while at the front, will be en- 
titled to no more consideration, to no greater pension at your 
hands if this rate is permitted, than will the man who received 
a wound while pursuing his peaceful avocations last year, in 145, 
or any prior year since the war. 

I submit to you, gentlemen of this committee, that that distinc- 
tion ought to be obviated; that it has been recognized as the policy 
of this Government from the close of the war, and with every 
other government, that men who receive their imjuries on the 
battlefield, or in the front,are entitled to more consideration at 
the hands of a grateful country tham are those who received 
wounds or injuries or contracted disease otherwise. 

Now, these are the only two serious objections [ have to this 
bill. I hope they will be eliminated, and then I can vote for it 
cheerfully. I will vote for it, I repeat, anyhow, but under pro- 
test, because I believe it is in the interest, taking it altogether, of 
the old soldier. It will enable him toseeure a pension much more 
speedily, if he is entitled to it, and it will at least enable him to 
have his case closed up and determined without unnecessary de- 
lay, whether or not he is to receive a pension. 

Now, as to the other objections that have been made, I suggest 
they are not tenable,in my judgment. The gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. Sarre} objects to this second section of the bill, 
providing that no pension heretofore granted or which may here- 
after be granted under the pension laws shall be reduced except 
on “‘mistake of fact” or ‘‘recovery from disability.” The gentle- 
man objects to those six words, and objects to that portion of the 
bill. The distinguished gentleman from Lowa | Mr. Hersurn}, 
as I remember, objects to the form of the jurat required in prose- 
cuting an application for pension before the Pension Bureau; and 
the distinguished gentleman from Lowa submitted an amendment 
which he proposes to offer for the consideration of this committee 
if opportunity is given him—an amendment which I will read 
here, and will vote for it, because if this amendment is adopted it 
will not only be in the imterest of the old soldier, but at the samo 
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time it will obviate entirely, in my opinion, the objections offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan and the gentleman from Iowa 
himself to other portions of the bill. That amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBuRN] is as follows: 

That in the administration of the Pension Bureau all pension laws shall be 
construed liberally in the interest of the claimant, and in no case shail the 
claimant be required to furnish a measure of proof that excludes all reason- 
able doubt, but he shall only be required to establish his claim by a fair pre- 
ponderance of proofs. 

I believe that amendment, I say, should be adopted; and if it is, 
it will obviate and entirely eliminate all these other objections 
that have thus far been advanced against this bill. en we 


Mr. COX. But that is your point. Now, then, why put in this 
bill a provision that the evidence shall be construed liberally for 
the applicant? : 

Mr. LAYTON. Inanswerto the distinguished gentleman fro.) 
Tennessee I will ae os I believe the time has come when that 
provision ought to laced in a general pension bill, for thie pea. 
son that at this time, thirt -— ears after the close of the war. it 
is often very difficult for these old soldiers to secure the tec)))i¢,] 
evidence that might be required. This is only a question jny,\y. 
ing in each case a few dollars and cents. It is in the naturs of g 
simple civil action in a court,and there is not acourt in Christey. 


come to deal with a definition of fraud, and to provide a code of | 40m that requires anything more than this amendment rejnires 
laws for it, and a definition of mistake of fact, all lawyers will where the mere question of dollars is involved; the rule in al) such 
agree that you are getting into very deep waters. In other words, | ©48¢8is that the preponderance of testimony shall govern. In that 
it can not be done; it is not practicable. The only thing you can | ®4™e¢ connection I do not know that it would be well now, solong 
do as to these details, as to what constitutes fraud and mistake of | #fter_the close of the war, that the executive officers should be 


required to construe the law and the evidence applicable to these 
pension cases liberally in favor of the applicants. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am talking a good deal longer than [ in. 
tended when I took the floor. I want now to k of the provoca- 
tion to which I referred at the beginning of my remarks. Tho 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HaGEr] in his eloquent speech yester- 
day afternoon used this language, as near as I can quote it: 


The same men who thirty years ago did all in their power to keep m 


fact, is to leave that to the broad discretion and judgment of your 
judicial and executive officers; and when you put in this amend- 
ment that in the administration of the laws in the Bureau all 
pension laws shall be construed liberally, in the interest of the 
claimant, you at once obviate the objections made by the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. SmirH] and the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Herspurn]. Therefore I think, with these three amend- 
ments, I can cheerfully commend and do commend this bill to 


every member upon both sides of this House. the muster rolls are now doing ali they can to keep them off the pension ae 
Mr. OWENS. As to tue first section, too? ; 7 
Mr. LAYTON. | Yes, as to the first section. . That includes the | ; 70 the eeaedas tokens ee ARON), who fol 
men who first enlisted in the Confederate army and afterwards ; ; : 
repented of their mistake and enlisted in the Union Army and | ,, The soldiors and their friends have come to know that their only truc friend 
received an honorable discharge therefrom. I do not see any ob- » - 
jection to that. I believe in forgiving men when they honestly Now, reverting to the statement of which I have complained ag 
admit that they made a mistake and try to make all amends = made by the gentleman from Iowa, I assume in commenting upon 
sible; and this was the only or the best way they could show their | it that he ibly referred to the members of this House from the 
good faith at that time. Southern States. He either referred to them or he referred gen- 
Mr. PICKLER. Will my colleague allow me to ask him a | erally to the great Democratic y, to which I have the honor to 
question right there? belong. If he referred to the former, I do not hesitate to stand 
Mr. LAYTON. Certainly. here—because I know that those members will remain silent, as 
Mr. PICKLER. Whyshould you not, in good faith, be in favor | they always have done during the discussions of these « uestions— 
of the proposition to forgive those boys who deserted and after- | to repel and refute any such imputation as might be implied by 
wards went into the Union Army? the statement that the men who thirty years ago did al! in their 


y 

Mr. LAYTON. I will forgive them if they were not deserters 
for a eee, Pp . 

Mr. PICKLER. Mt colleague of course remembers that in the 
Administration preceding this these men were all pensioned, and 
this is only going back to the old rule, so far as that is concerned. 

Mr. LAYTON. I never approved it; I have never known any 
true soldier that did approve of these willful deserters being pen- 
sioned under any circumstances, If they were simply scomulenl 
deserters, if they did not, in fact, intend to desert, I would give 
them a pensionable status; but, as I have stated, a great oe 
of them are reported to have deserted in the latter part of 1864 
from one regiment and enlisted in another, in order to secure the 
large bounties which were paid at that time. If it was a mere 
technical absence without leave and not a willful desertion, 1 be- 
lieve in removing that charge; but everyone who is in that con- 
dition can come to Congress; and after they have done that no 
objection will be made to their being thereafter placed in a pen- 
sionable status and that they may go on the pension roll. 

Mr. COX. Will the — yield to me for one moment? 

th p. 


power to keep men off the muster rolls are now doing all they can 
to keep them off the pension rolls. 

Mr. MILES. Who made that remark? 

Mr. LAYTON. The er pe from Iowa [Mr. Hacer}. Mr. 
Chairman, during my short experience in Congress I have sat in 
my place and have seen these gentlemen from the Southern States, 
men who were soldiers in the army of the Confederacy, |rave sol- 
diers, men like the gentleman from Alabama [General WiikrLeR|, 
like the gentleman from Georgia, the ex-Speaker of this House 

Mr. Crisp], like the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee 

Colonel Cox] who has just asked me a question, and many 
others—I have seen those men day after day, session after session, 
without opposition, without objection, ungrudgingly, and cheer- 
fully, if you please, vote millions and millions of dollars; in fact, 
vote every dollar that was asked for by the administraticn of the 
Pension Bureau for the payment of pensions to the veterans of 
the Union armies. Take for illustration now, for the purpose of 
refuting these statements, the action of the Fifty-third Congress. 

I repeat, in order that 1 may not be misunderstood, that I am 
not appearing here as the champion of this Administration in 1's 
conduct relative to the pension laws. I do not indorse it, but! 
do protest the statements of the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania [Mr. MAHON] and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hace} 
in the light of the record of the Fifty-third Congress, the preced- 
ing Democratic Congress, of which I the honor to be a humble 
member, and I believe that when I get through calling tlic atten- 
tion of this committee and of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
and the gentleman from Iowa to the record, which I have taken 
the trouble to look over and compile briefly, they will ris: in their 
places and say that, so far as the Democratic party in the Fifty- 

ird is concerned, the statements that they made here 
yesterday were not correct. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 4 
question? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes, sir; just a question. 

Mr. MAHON. I gave you yesterday from the records of Com 
gress the fi to show that in all general pension legislation 
the — y of the votes cast by the Democratic party were 
op . . 
en LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I have seen that recor’, = 
the exception of the last few votes, for many years ps'. 40" 
have heard it cited at every session of Congress since I have beet 


here. 
Mr. MAHON. Those data I secured by getting and p) "4 for 


Mr. LAYTON. With pleasure. 

Mr. COX. Let me call your attention there to the amendment 
offered by the tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]. 

Mr. LAYTON. I have it before me. 

Mr. COX. You have it before dpe That is, that in construing 
the evidence it shall be construed with a view to deciding the case 
ap mee to the preponderance of theevidence. That is the point, 

it not 

Mr. LAYTON. That is the purpose. 

Mr. COX. Now look at the amendment. It provides on the 
face of it that this evidence shall be construed in the interest of 
theapplicant. Now, whynotstrike that out and leave the evidence 
to be construed with reference to the preponderance, 
of the applicant or the Government? 

Mr. LAYTON. I think that, taking the whole amendment 
together, is its intentand purport. The rule has been, not onl 
under this Administration but also under the preceding one— 
speak from D pepe knowledge, because I have had a great deal to 
do with both in my official capacity—the rule has been. or at least 
the practice has seemed to be, no matter what rule they claim to 
be acting under, that the soldier was required to prove the claim 
=gont 1 reasonable doubt. 

r. COX. Of course. Now, the point there is on the construc- 
tion of the evidence, and your tion is that the rule has been 
that the applicant must prove his case beyond reasonable doubt. 


That is Seeer you are making. the services of an expert. Now I want to ask the gentleman - 
Mr. LA N. Isay that has been the practice, whatever the | question: If pension } tion since the war—I mean a 5 
rule may have been, legislation; I am not about appropriations—had depends 
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v of the Democrats on that side of the House, would 

on Oe ony such legislation? ean 
Mr. LAYTON. I am going to answer that question in my own 
way by calling the genteman's attention to what I know to be 
the fact. Iam going to answer the question, in other words, by 
referring to the action of the Fifty-third Congress. The gentle- 
man knows—he was a member of that Congress—I do not now | 
refer so particularly to the gentleman from Iowa (Mr. Hacer}, | 
who was not a member—the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
Manon] knows that the Fifty-third Congress had about 100 Demo- 
cratic majority. They had full control of the legislation of this 
House: they could have refused, if they had so desired, to appro- 
priate ne dsllar for the old soldier. They could have refused to 
pass any legislation whatever in the interest of the old soldier. I 
am not going to refer to the appropriations only, but before I get 
through will refer also to the general legislation. _ I propose to cite 
not only one bill, not only two bills, not only three bills, bat many 
bills passed by the Fifty-third Con all in the interest and 
for the benefit of the soldier. And in passing I may say that this 
same line of remark would apply to the Fifty-second Congress, in 
which we had a larger majority on this side and in w ch we 
made about $15,000,000 more of appropriations for the benefit of 
the old soldier than we did in the Fifty-third Congress—many 
more millions than was ever appropriated by any Congress in the 
history of the country. I do not desire to take up the time of the 
committee; but for the pu of refuting a statement that the 
only true friend of the soldier is the Republican party, I one 
to give the record of the Fifty-third Congress, in w ch the Democ- 
resentatives on the floor of this House rep- 


racy hada — of 100. 
claim that the 

sank as their name indicates, the true belief and feeling of the 

people and of a party better than itis represented elsewhere. They 

come directly from the people; they are of the people themselves; 

and hence when we are discussing and determining the question 





whether or not a party is against a certain proposition, the best and 
most satisf way to determine that question is by what their 
representatives do here rather than by what they 


say. 

As I have said, Mr. Chairman, | hurriedly collated some figures 
last night upon this question—provoked to do so, if you please, 
by what the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] and the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hacer] had said. I propose to read 
a statement of the appropriations for pensions made by the Fifty- 
third Congress, as shown by the United States Statutes at Large, 
volume 28, covering the years 1893 to 1895. I give the pages of 
the various acts, with the purposes for which the appropriations 
were made, and the respective amounts. 

, Appropriations for pensions made by the Fifty-third Congress. 
[United States Statutes at Large, volume 28, Fifty-third Congress, 1893-1895. ] 




















Page. | For what purpose. Amount. 

18 | For i RE ee | $200,000 
113 | For — ST ae 150, 000, 000 

Aa one soeens ap ahibehas aldhadtadiaunccosdont: 1,000, 000 

or EE EE ee 72,000 | 

For oieek hire... i a ie 450, 000 | 

14 ee iacibicacaceneecaeecacesece cecces Seances 750) | 
ec, ces unconsacabeséneucsevcncccotscese 750 

ii ine is nome dnbdninhbetaeubdcinh Skene 35, 000 | 

2. . teinneouehuntinectdengssenséudscous 23, 070 | 

ae oa ass ts claeniodisonswace 2,291, 610 | 
EMBED... 5.5 5 255 occ cnccce econ cone cnccccecce 250), 000 
od Por extra special examiners -....................-........- 185, 600 
ie Anna ne chen SERS S00 206e COStes oceses cecees 250, 000 
708 | For Army and Navy pensions-...........................-. 140, 000, 000 
704 ong eurgeons EES LE OS EE ES a6, 008 

pension Paces Sastawecsoes eceaccon tees peecescocese (2, 

For clerk hire’. EE ca cacdnicanaaubes winacsedabes 450, 000 
Tee as cca snadisadebbasooesesescees 750 
For es den dnasaseclsacepeseccennoncss 750 
GS ESA a ae I a 35, 000 

ian. Cn dcnss wéncenSesess osecenéucuse 23, 07C | 

796 get Passion Rs. i tle te ndgitcusins sadécsbe 2, 086, 710 | 
special sn enbdebebeoeren 500, 000 
787 | For extra ers ..... I hi dc cline 195, 000 
IRS shbch Sokass cendocsabsarccacececess 208, 931, 460 
eens G0UMh PERF... 5. .20scccccena-e-2e----0e- 149, 465, 730 





Thus it will be seen that the total amount appropriated by that 
“ane Democratic Congress was $298,931 ,460. 
. WAY. Will the gentleman give the political com- 


Mr.§ 
plexion of the members who voted for the acts to which he is 
referring? 

Mr. LAYTON. I have not that data here or I would do so 


bro i peseuee I believe tile eidie almost unanimously 

every one ose appropriations. ieve the recor 
will sustain me in that aateuaan. The bills were all — by 
, and reported unanimously. vernor 


Savers, of Texas, sitting here, was chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations. I know there was no minority report in any 
Case, or any serious opposition. 


The figures I have just stated, $298,931 ,460, cover the two years, 
making an average of $149,465,730 for each year. Those amounts 
cover, so far as | now remember, every dollar asked or estimated 
for by the Pension Department; nor do the figures I have just 
given include the several hundred thousand dollars appropriated 
for the maintenance of the many National Soldiers’ Homes in the 
country, nor several other minor appropriations not enumerated, 
which, if added, would probably make a grand total of over 
$300,000,000 appropriated by the much-maligned Democratic Fifty- 
third Congress for the benefit of the Union soldier in the war of 
the rebellion, his widow, orphans, and dependents. 

But that is not all that this much-maligned Fifty-third Demo- 
cratic Congress did in behalf of the old soldier. I have here col- 
lated, and shall take the liberty of reading, a statement of the 
pension legislation other than appropriations passed by the Fifty- 
third Congress. This statement I have made after a hasty glance 
at the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, because I had but little time last 
evening. I find that the House of Representatives—those men 
who represent the people, who come directly from the people, 
who speak and act for the people—the House of Representatives 
of that Congress, passed the following bills in the interest and for 
the benefit of the Unionsoldier, his widow, orphans, and dependents: 

1. A bill to supplement the act of June, 1890, so as to give pensions to widows 


of soldiers who died in the service, but not in line of duty. (This bill did not 
pass the Senate. ) 


Mr. MAHON, Will the gentleman give the dates of these sev- 
eral acts? 

Mr. LAYTON. Unfortunately, I have not included the dates; 
but I give the titles. 


2. A bill to repeal the law of March, 1893, prohibiting the payment of pen 
sions to nonresidents, because it was ascertained upon a more careful inves 
tigation that most of these nonresidents are widows and mothers 
soldiers. 

3. A bill to give the same weight and character to the testimony of private 
soldiers as to that of officers (This bill did not pass the Senate. ) 

4. A bill to pay accrued pensions prior to the death of the pensioner, and 
also providing that where a pension check is forwarded by the United States 
Government to a pensioner who dies after executing the proper voucher, but 
before the receipt of the check, such check shall be considered as a payment, 
and shall be honored and paid tothe proper person representing the deceased 
pensioner. 


The following bills were also passed: 


5. A bill to authorize fourth-class postmasters to administer oaths in the 
execution of pension vouchers. 

6. A bill to pension certain members of the Missouri State Militia who actu 
ally served inthe war of the rebellion and who had theretofore been granted 
pensions under the act of June, 1890, but whose right to draw same had been 
overthrown by a ruling of the Assistant Secretary of the Interior 

7. A bill to amend the act of June, 1800, so as to include the insane, idiotic, 
or otherwise permanently helpless children of soldiers, regardless of their 
age. (This bill did not pass the Senate. ) 

8. A bill to prohibit the Commissioner of Pensions from withholding or sus 
pending a pension theretofore granted until due notice is first given the pen 
sioner and an opportunity to be first heard relative thereto, known as the 
“vested-rights bill.” 


In passing along I may state that I had the honor to introduce 
this very just bill substantially as it passed the House. One of 
the effects of this law was to stop the practice which had been fol- 
lowed for many years in the Pension Office of suspending pen- 
sions without notice to pensioners; thus recognizing the principle 
and well-known rule of law and justice that no man should be de- 
prived of an adjudicated right, by an executive officer especially, 
without first being given a fair opportunity to be heard in his 
defense. 


of deceased 


~~ 

9. A bill providing that the reports of medical examining boards shall be 
open to the inspection of applicants for pensions, or the attorneys represent 
ing them. 

10. Another bill, authorizing and requiring such medical boards to state 
ratings for the various disabilities of applicants whom they examine and 
make these ratings a part of their reports to the Pension Bureau 

ll. And another, providing that all pensions heretofore allowed for any 
sum less than $6 per month shall be immediately increased to that sum: and 
providing further, that no pension shall hereafter be granted for a less sum 
than $6 per month. 

The effect of this law was to increase to $6 per month the pen- 
sions of nearly 50,000 soldiers who had theretofore been drawing 
less than that amount. 

One or two other minor bills may have passed the House also 
which I have overlooked in my hurried examination of the Rrc- 
ORD, but surely the foregoing are amply sufficient to refute any 
statement or assertion that the Fifty-third Congress was, or that the 
Democratic party is, unfriendly to the old soldier, and at the same 
time ought to convince you and all fair-minded men—such as I 
know the old soldiers to be—that they can safely intrust their 
claims and their welfare in the hands of the great party of all the 
—_ of which I have the honor to be a humble member. So 

ong as this party shall have the power to do so, all just and rea- 
sonable relief shall and will be afforded by a grateful nation to all 
these now rapidly aging heroes. 

1 earnestly hope that the enactment of this bill into a law may 
be speedily followed by other and additional legislation granting 
@ reasonable service pension to all honorably discharged ex-Union 
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soldiers; by an act increasing the pensions of the armless and leg- 
less and otherwise maimed soldiers, and other favorable le 

tion on the same line which my limited time will not permit me 
to mention in detail. 

Mr. Chairman, I will conclude these brief but earnest remarks 
by reciting a few lines from a poem written by the celebrated au- 
thor of ‘‘ Ben Bolt,” who was himself a Democratic member of the 
Fifty-third Congress. I will further preface them by saying that 
I most heartily approve their spirit and apg 

The past is glorious. Shall we e’er forgs 

The veterans’ service and country’s de 

But few survive; age, penury, and —" 

Are thinning fast the veterans who remain. 
Shall sleek economists then grudge the meed 

A country gives its servants in their need? 

Not long these heroes need our help and thanks, 
For death is breaking, fast one white-haired ranks. 
Dear mother country! that indeed were shame, 
Staining thine honor, ‘sully ing thy name, 

If these were not, from out thy full supply, 
Sustained while living, honored when they die. 
Thou lovest all thy children! Let us ree 

Thy love no less for men who fought tor thee— 
For men whose deeds, predestined by the Fates, 
Restored the Union and preserved the States— 
States to remain as many, joined in one, 

So long as grasses grow and rivers run. 

Mr. Chairman, the pending bill, as a whole, is a meritorious 
one, and hence I shall cheerfully vote for it. (Applause. ] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. GRosvENoR having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Pxatt, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 

ed bills and oe: resolutions of the following titles; in which 
concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. 2843) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo.; 

A bill (8. 181) > pre vide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a — ding eemen at Nashua, in the State of 
New we ETT 

A bill (5. 261) for the relief of Arthur P. Selby; 

A bill (8.2508) for the relief of Addison A. Hosmer; 

A bill (8.308) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins; 

A bill (8S. 1200) providing for an additional cireuit judge in the 
ont judicial circuit; 

ll (8. 278) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs and 
children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased; 

A bill (8.2178) to provide for the purchase of a site and for the 
erection of a public building thereon at Salt Lake City, the capital 
of the State of Utah, aot ep eg 

A bill (8. 1985) to provide the disposal of the abandoned 
mee Shaw Military Reservation, in Montana, under the homestead 

oe coe of the United States; 

my bill (S.270) to provide for the erection of a public building 
in the city of Portsmouth, in the State of Virginia; 

A bill (8. 1287) to place Francis W. Seeley on the retired list of 
the Army; and 


Mr.TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, itis with a feeling of ride t 


arise to address the committee upon thi 
gret at my inability todo justice to the subject under consid 


have the honor to represent in part _ this floor a Stat: 
in the endowment of natural wealth than any other, and t! 


of any in its devotion to the integrity of the Union; aState t| 
109,000 soldiers to the Union Army in spite of all the ins 


that were urged against it; a State whose quota of volun: 


always filled; a State that ‘has made wonderful | = : 


war, and whose progress in the years to come will make 
brightest chapters of the Sasteeer of the Republic. - 
The district I nave the honor to represent contains a 


a million population, and among its people, all of them it 


by the ~ of patriotism and of progress, are from ei 
thousand Union soldiers. These men were not coffee 


is occasion, mingled y 


APRIL 24, 


camp followers, nor are they in whole or in part an old « 1d 5 - 


pension trust, which I have heard referred to here. 
citizens because they were soldiers, and they realize tha: 


ship in the Republic now was only made possible by the «. rot 


and sacrifices of a generation 
live realize the same great tru 
I desire to submit I to represent 
district, and I believe of the State as well. 
I believe, after having listened very earnestly to the (i 
which has thus far taken 


The e among wh 
and hence in the remar 


indeed whether 


~ any man or any member of 


here or e here as the 


for 
But in so far as the assumption 
endowed with the right to 
seriously doubt it. 
Now, this bill 
all, is a bill iatante’ Siaeiines ae 
tedious the fora incr 
apr vega an ontase of 


roll to secure a 


right t peck for hi 


place upon it. 


k 


the entire people of 


place upon the bill pending }/, 
committee, that I may be permitted to say that I doubt vrs mu 
of this body is entitle 


representativ:: 
true soldier in the late war. The true soldier can usually s; 


himself, and even he can but express his opinion. pcan others. 


ae particular person 
him, I may repeat that T 


They are 


LEU 
tion 
m th ley 
or *h 
the 


cussion 


re the 


of the 


pending before the committee, if it is anything at 
and render less burdensome and 
part of the pensioners making an 
pension, or on the part of those who 
If that i 


of the bill, then it seems tome that every » em 
of the State from which he hails or 
he affiliates, can afford to give it his hearty 


8 
ie have 


wn, the war to 


which this bill owes its existence, is so far in the past that to-di 


and for some time past a f 
a desire to act in the direction 
men ae ee ae 

comm 

duo tales tothe taeda ein oxouarto erase. 
Mr. Chairman, I know of no better 
unity than has been 
read, written by as 


of unity, a spirit of peace, a 
unity grown up among the 
particular State 

th the flay 


¢, from 


ion of that feeling of 
iven in the wording of a letter which | sal! 
ed and as brave an ex-Confeder 


officer as ever bestrode a horse—Gen. Jo. Shelby, of Missouri. ‘ 


know him Mr. 


‘A bill (8. 296) for the relief of William H. Atkins, formerly and know whereof | : 
commissary sergeant, Uni tates Army. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 


amendments the bill (H. R.6249) making leo for cur- 


personally, Chairman, 

iin is on tenwete-day and as fearless in the expression 0! |)\- 
ments as he was brave and fearless thirty-odd years ago in th die 
charge of what he believed to be his duty then 

The letter was written in response to an incident which 0 curred 
some two or three months ago, and which will be remem ered a 
the letter isread. I read it solely for the purpose of emphasizin< 
what I have said about the spirit of unity that has grown 0) in 
every community of this great land of ours. This letter is as { 

ws: 


rent and contingent expenses of the Indian t and ful- 
filling treaty stipulations with various Indian 

year ending June a ee and for other p 

conference with the House upon the bill ca amendments, and 
had appointed Mr. Perrigrew, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. COCKRELL 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment concurrent resolution relative to a —— 
of the commanding officer of the Watertown Arsenal of tests o 
materials for industrial and other purposes made at arsenal dur 
ing the fiscal year ended June 30, 1893. 

e message also announced that the Senate had the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of House was 
requested: 

mponined tg the the feoate gy 
sioner of the General 1 Land Office s 
Railroad land lists now on 
Pacific main line in western N: 

Utah, and | wes cause work thereon to resumed ani 

the Union Pacific Railroad Company without delay to 
the several lists now on file in the United States Land Offi 
title is due to the Union Pacific Railwa 


to your te'sgram of yesterday, willsay: Wh: 
slacke< asat Appomatior then ail!) re tl 
Camtedarecy were for alltime. The id 


vouchsaf yn 

there is but one flag and on° unifo rT 
is broader than sentim: 
above all, true Ame! 


virtues. : 
anew mane emeren.sf the Soath. hc ule 


of “10 Peocind ‘his co l ain- 
d to St of duty, 7. Sepsis, and which will s 
fection 1 patriot. SUAMaantnnetier with o four! sla bond 
ae ant eceset. in the medin pour ity July 
aio ee a and the « 
id be incongruous 
~~ eet conn ne vd the 


through the Union Pacific Rail 
hasers and present owners : Provided, No patents shall be 
fe for any lands which have not been sold by said company prior to the 


The message also announced that the Senate had with- 


out poneaianent a bill (H. R. 3852) to amend the of William 
BR. De Freest. 


PENSIONS. 
The committee again resumed its session, Mr. Payne in the 


action of vate—the sunny Southland,all bill 
pal cit Ge denen theta ta ae ait: treme the meoentesn t 


ene in the course he hes iathe 
lowed over —_ th the 
> gui 


our love and claimsour tenderestcare. And it is no a $0 tee Sats 


or “ to obtrude ourselves or our private sorrows in 


the mare hing 


JOE. O. SHELBY. 


Foster Coats, ¥ 
Commercial dalecrtieer, Mew York City. 


I have read that letter, Mr. a as I stated at the outset, 


of em’ 


for the purpose ere and 


now that we have agw 


bosahas rac pennnpademveedaguaael American people, 211! nated 











1896. 


by the same desire 


if it is possible to do so. Hence the 


that growth and progress, 
only question which, 


before the committee is as to whether or not in a free state the 


defenders of that state shall at all times feel assured that their | 


servi yen in time of danger, shall not be forgotten in 
time oe os their services, given to the state when indeed, 
in unstinted measure, shall not go unremembered when the hour 
of need comes to them. I see nothing else in the bill before the 


uestion of the right or wrong of the granting of pen- 
heen the ee this country, as it has been the 
policy of every free state on earth, to grant pensions to the soldiers 
of its volunteer armies. There was a time, now nearly thirty-one 
years ago, when an immense column of the men who had given 
three or four years, the best years of their young manhood, to the 
service of their country, were gathered in martial array and 
marched in triumph through the length of Pennsylvania avenue, 
in this city, carrying back to a restored Union and to the wait- 
ing and anxious friends a left at home the remnant of 

ical manhood they yet h 

Pt yon ask the question: Did those brave and victorious men 
once think, as they marched along the Avenue, of the priceless in- 
vestment the had left behind; did they think of the lives that lay 
buried u battlefields upon which they had turned their backs 
forever to welcome the mn berg of the new Republic; did they 
think once of the blood that flowed in unstinted measure to 
preserve the freedom of the country, or of the limbs that had been 
shattered, or of the health that lay buried on the plains or in the 
of the sunny Southland? I answer, no, Mr. Chairman. 
they turned their backs upon the past and their faces 

thought only of the building up of the Republic, 
of returning to home and loved ones, thought only 
thanking the God of Battles that the flag they had followed so 
still floatedin triumph above them. These were the thoughts 
the bosoms of the men in those marching col- 
No thought of pensions then entered the mind of one of 


passed, and although they had marched with a 
stately along the Avenue, yet when twenty or 
ity-five years or more had passed over their heads their steps 
a little slower, a little less stately, a little more feeble. 
was, in ten or fifteen or twenty years, that they 
think about ise that had been » to them by the 
promise that had been expressed by the 
m, when he expounded the principles upon 
volutionary war could alone be success- 
fully conducted. . They be to think, when the pains of wounds 
and disabilities incurred to afflict them, of the promise 
which the policy of the country held out to them, that its defend- 
ers in time of war should not be forgotten when their hour of 
needcame, [A 

Did those veteran 1 


i 


fellBe: 
! 


[ 


ons, as they melted away from the ranks 
a to the employments and the ranks 
e tools and implements of commerce and 
ook askance at the future and endeavor to raise 
that they might see the result to which they were so qui- 
in such an orderly way devoting themselves? Assuredly, 
t with hearts full of faith in the future. They 
lie in the eternity of the Republic whose life they had 
in sa . They went, believing not only in the eternity 
Republic, but in the justice of the Republic as well. And 
gratifies me to be able to say they have not believed altogether 
vain. The thousands who to-day are upon the ion rolls of 
States are a most significant proof of the fact that re- 
as ungrateful. But there are still those among the 
enders of the country in the past who are yet asking that they, 
too some recognition, some remembrance of the serv- 
rendered their country years ago. 
as it may seem, thirty-one years after the war closed, 
men in this country whose names are not upon the 
who rendered as faithful and as honorable serv- 
rendered by any soldier inthe Army. There are men 
or another, through the administration of the 
ve been kept off the rolls throughout all these 
be the fault of the law. It may be the fault of 
administer the law. It may be the fault of the soldier 
is some one’s fault, this bill seeks to furnish a 
number of those cases; seeks to furnish a 
Pension Bureau may no longer misinterpret 
a rule whose purpose is to aid the law, 
effect is to delay the of the Government, to 
of the pension. 
administrations have made different rulings. The 
be made so plain that it would not be subject to more 
construction. This bill will eliminate a number of the 
sort and lead to a wider distribution of justice and 
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Cc CUPS 
to see this grand Republic of ours grow and | a more expeditious settlement of claims. 
prosper in the future as it has in the past—aye, and to accelerate | 


it strikes me, is raised by the bill pending | 


~~ 


ded 


43 


But it does more t} 





that, it seeks in itself to declare in those cases of the great 
quency in the administration of the pension laws, where it |! 
been rendered difficult for meritorious claimants to have th 
pensions allowed, to furnish a medy by which the rule « 
administration is itself made a part of the law. 

Now, I have listened to some of the criticisms that have been 
made of the bill, and I confess that while it does not go as far as 


I wish it did in the direction of eliminating t! 
have grown up in the administration of th 


ie difficulties that 
* . . = Se ! 
inasmuch as it does go a long way in the right dir: 


laws, yet, 


n, it seems 
to me that the great American people will indo heartily and 
that we, their representatives, not as Republicans, not as Demo- 
crats, not as Populists, but as representatives of the American 
people, representatives of the Republic, ought to give to it our 


unanimous vote and support. 

I might say in reference to the first section of the bill that per 
haps a date ought to have been fixed, and it ought to exclude thos 
whose — service in the Confederate army was voluntary; but 
[apprehend no serious danger will come to the pension roll if 
that section is leftinas itis. I heard it intimated afew moments 
ago that under certain contingencies the pension payments re- 
quired by the pension roll of this country would amount up to 
$200,000,000 a year. To me that statement appears to be utterly 
absurd. I do not believe myself that it can ever hereafter under 
any circumstances exceed $160,000,000, and should it ever reach 
that figure death will speedily reduce the amount. 

Now, let us look at this pension payment for a moment. I spoke 
a few minutes ago of the investment that had been made by the 
marching thousands who passed in reviewon Pennsylvaniaavenue, 
and the marching thousands who were mustered out in other 
towns and cities of the country, and who never saw Pennsylvania 
avenue. What was it? From three to fours years of the energy 
and vigor, and blood, so to speak, of active young manhood. - The 
bloom of health had gone from their cheeks and they had become 
wan and lean, the energy and vigor of youth had gone, even from 
those who saw least of the severities of the service. Arms and 
legs, and eyes and ears by the thousands had gone, and rivers of 
blood had been shed and thousands of lives sacrificed. Out of 
that investment, not of money, but of the health and vigor of the 
noblest young men of the country, including the 300,000 lives that 
were given and consigned to the dust—out of that investment, 
out of that magnificent libation poured around the roots of the 
tree of liberty, behold, it rises anew among the nations of the 
earth with a new majesty andanew meaning. Out of that invest 
ment comes a new Republic, with a growth and progress and de- 
velopment that the world had never seen equaled. Out of that 
investment, at a time when the nation had but $16,000,000,000 of 
wealth, has grown a nation with $70,000,000,000 of wealth. Ont of 
that investment has grown a nation with an internal commerce 
greater than the internal commerce of all the nations of Europe. 
Out of that investment has grown up a nation with 70,000,000 of 
people with a capacity to make, to create, to produce, to consume, 
equal to four or five times the number of any other people in the 
world. 

By reason of that investment less than 40,000 miles of railway 
have grown until the iron arms of commerce equal 180,000 miles 
and cover the 3,000,000 square miles of the United States like a 
network, making our unequaled internal commerce possible. 

Out of that investment the Republic has risen to be the first 
among the nations of the earth in agriculture, in manufactures, 
in inventions, in mines and mining, in education, in wealth and 
power, and in the comfortable housing of its laboring millions. 
But great and glorious as are these achievements, there is a greater 
glory in the birth and growth of a genuine American spirit. A 
spirit that sees in the atmosphere of the Republic a place for but 
a single flag, the flag born out of the very poetry of patriotism, 
christened with the blood of heroes and carrying in every thread 
of its warp and woof a story of human achievement without 
parallel in the annals of mankind. A spirit that sees in the Re 
public the embodiment of man’s highest and best capacity to gov 
ern; that sees in the right of every man to worship God beneath 
his own vine and fig tree according to the dictates of his own con- 
science, a sacred right that can not be invaded without peril to 
liberty itself. A spirit that watches with sleepless vigilance every 
approach toward a union of church and state, and guards against 
it. A spirit that oelieves in educating the children of the people 
and clings to the public school as the feundation rock upon which 
the Republic rests and which no storm can destroy. <A spirit that 
regards the Republic as the hope of mankind and guards against 
every encroachment upon the ideal of the fathers. A spirit that 
nelieves in and encourages the development of our own country, 
the constant increase of our own industries, the enlargement of 
our commerce and the employment at fair wages of our own peo- 
ple, and believes that with such devotion to the interests and wel- 
fare of the people of the Republic, want and destitution would give 
way tocomfort and plenty, and happiness would reign triumphant 
in American homes, 
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All this was made possible by the unmeasured sacrifices of four 
yeurs of war topreservethe Union. The vast growth, the unexam- 
pled development, the progress and glory of achievement, became 

ible alone through a restored and preserved Union. The 300,- 

) men who fellask nothing. Their names are surrounded witha 
halo of imperishable os. But loved ones were left behind who 
may be asking. Let it not be said yd have asked in vain. 

And there aresome thousands yet who were equally generous in 
the time of danger with those who have been provided for, who, 
by reason of difficulties they have been unable to surmount in pro- 
curing the testimony demanded by the administration of the Pen- 
sion Bureau, are ss with one foot in the grave and the other 
on the verge of it, shuddering in the face of an uncertain future, 
and asking, as they sit down in this land of plenty to a dinner of 
bread and water, without meat, without vegetables, without milk, 
without coffee, asking, as they look upon the growth and progress 
around them, asking as they remember their sacrifices which made 
that growth and progress ible, that out of the unexampled 
abundance which blesses the country a portion may be given to 
them—a small portion—in order that their last days upon earth 
may not be a of absolute suffering. Thatisall, Mr. Chairman, 
that these disabled and debilitated heroes of the Republic ask, and 
the bill under consideration will aid them in securing what is so 
justly due. The request can not be regarded as unreasonable, and 
the bill therefore ought to be supported. 

Asthe Father of his Country stood amidst his bleeding country- 
men and saw them falling on every hand, saw them poorly fed and 

rly clothed, and poorly paid, in the darkest hour of the Revo- 
ution he was gazing wistfully through the smoke of battle, the 
thunder of the cannon, and the shouting “at the temple of liberty 
and order which he trusted, even then, was growing in symmetry 
and strength,” but nowhere in the beautiful temple that filled his 
prophetic vision was there a place for a large standing army, be- 
cause the maintenance of such an army is inconsistent with the 
preservation of the temple. And yet Washington, whose judg- 
ment was singularly clear, fair, and comprehensive, was not blind 
to the fact that governmental institutions, whether builded upon 
the divine right of kings to govern the people or the divine right 
of the people to govern themselves, must be strong in order to be 
permanent, 

Wanting a standing army, there is but one remaining source of 
strength, the citizen soldiery, who are soldiers in time of war and 
citizens in time of ; men who willingly leave the plow 
standing in the unfinished furrow, or the plane upon the unsur- 
faced nk, or the unfo: iron upon the anvil, to join the 
serried ranks of war when danger threatens, and whoas willing] 
return to their several employments when the danger has ; 
But it is manifest that while patriotism is saving a country it is 
losing a business, while it is ge | the source of all employ- 
ments it is abandoning its own, and the men who are thus 
prompted, and who are the very salt of their country, ought cer- 
tainly to have some assurance that they will not be thrown 
entirely upon their own resources when they return to the em- 
evment they abandoned, not because they loved their homes 

he less, but their country more. It would be unjust for the 
country to make this, the heaviest of all drafts upon patriotism, 
without some recompense other than the beggarly stipend paid 
under the misnomer of wages. 

Four years of life in camp, on the march, and on the battle 
line, or years, or two years, perhaps a month or less, leaves 
an impress upon the soldier which can not be eradicated and 
which partially or wholly unfits him to do battle in the ranks of 
genes. To the extent that heis disqualitied by reason of his service 

or the active employments of . the State has robbed those 
depending upon him and should make the loss good. This is the 
foundation of the pension system, and a part of it is rock 
ribbed with the principles of justice and truth. 

It is not unnatural, perhaps, to regard with higher favor those 
who were in the forefront of great battles, because their situation 
appeals in the strongest terms to the dramatic element in our 
nature, which is ever presentand always ready to mount its heroes 
upon a pedestal and shout their heroism to the world; and this, 
too, although they may have come through unscathed, while a 
night's sleep in the mud of a camp, on the wet ground, or amid 
the poison vaporsof aswamp, may have planted in the system the 
germs of disease which, ially or wholly, ever thereafter inca- 
pacitates the soldier from playing an equal hand in the great game 
of practical life. . 

ia free government every citizen of military 
country the same duty, if he is of sound mind and y, and his 
acceptance after an examination should be conclusive upon that 
uestion. The government should not in after years be heard to 
dispute the truth of what its ownofficers hadaverred. Each owes 
his life, his fortune, and his sacred honor, but all do not render 
this heroic service, and manifestly those who do not, owe to those 


who do, a fair and just for vices which d 
a benefit to all m= ag mse oe o 
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Washington deciared, when he was Commander in Chief of the 
Continental Army, that— 
v f a } 
due trainiug and due support, Henon, in addition to the somnoeon2 be 
training, officers and soldiers should ‘be well paid, we!l clothed, and «| “a 
have the security given t:.em of pensions when the war closes. ey 

The policy of the United States, havingso high anorigin, has jeoy 
consistent and straightforward, including, without opposition, ¢},o 
soldiers of our until the war of the rebellion. @ soldiers of 
the war of the Revolution, the war of 1812, numerous Indian ways 
and the war with Mexico have all been pensioned. There is 4 
difference, it is true, between the war of the rebellion and all ot })or 
wars in which the country has engaged, but in no other war did 
our soldiers = more for their country than in the war of the 
rebellion. The differences, then, whatever they may be, can not be 
called upon to justify any discrimination against the soldiers of 
the Union Army. 

The large number of soldiers in the war of the rebellion, and the 
large number, therefore, who are pensionable, has something to 
do, doubtless, with the spirit of opposition that breaks out occa- 
sionally in places to making any increase in the list possibic. But 
the amount required each year will not probably exceed an ayer- 
age of more than a hundred and forty millions, and that average 
can not continue but a few years longer, when it must inevitably 
begin to decrease. Butif the amount should reach two hundred 
millions per annum, as has been asserted, it can not be regarded 
as unjust. A stream of youth and health and vigor poured into 
the terrible maelstrom of war from the loyal homes of the Repub- 
lic for four long . Three hundred thousand young men, the 
mene of 300,000 homes, went down in the swirl; and a half a 
million more were cast up in a bruised and maimed condition or 
with bodies debilitated with disease, and another half a million 
were injured more or less. 

The payment of the money quarterly to meet the demand upon 
the pension roll has never been a en and never can be. It is 
manifestly unfair to compare the cost of our pension roll with 
the cost of the standing armies of Europe. A standing army isa 
cancer that feeds upon the body politic, that has destroyed it, 
and may destroy it agnin. The pension roll in a free country. the 
result of service in a volunteer army, is an element of strength. 
Its presence is a constant assurance to each generation of freemen 
that a prompt to their country’s call when danger 
threatens will not ce allowed to go unremembered. It is infi- 
nitely better than a promise, because in our country, at least, it is 
the continued fulfillment of the settled policy of the Republic. 

Without the sacrifices of thirty-odd years ago the nation of to- 
day would have been impossible. 

ithout those sacrifices the sun of liberty would in all human 
probability have gone down forever in a night of eternal gloom. 

Without those sacrifices the iron heel of despotism would rest 
heavier upon the necks of the people to-day than it did a century 


ago. 

Without those sacrifices, instead of one flag floating over a united, 
happy, and peaceful country, we would have had a dozen or more 
flags floating over bodies of armed men engaged in the rapine and 
plunder of perpetual war. 

Without those sacrifices, instead of a nation of 70,000,000 people, 
we would have had a dozen or more so-called independent States, 
without industries, without commerce, without education, with- 
out growth or development, constantly embroiled with each other 
and constantly cultivating the art of war. 

Without those sacrifices the tremendous growth and progress 
of the Republic, and of the world, would have been impossible. 

barous as is war, it has its uses if its lessons are rightfully 
applied. Among those lessons there is none of higher importance 
n that that is illustrated by the men who are asking as a right 
a share in the marvelous growth and progress which their sacrifices 
washing’ Tooked the pioneer look the de- 
m looked upon war as meer looks upon the « 
struction of the forest in the midst of which he casts his lot for 
the purpose of building a home. As the trees crash upon the 
and are made into rails or cut into wood for fuel or hauled 
ill to be made into lumber, the pioneer sees the farm, 
the garden, the orchard, the domestic animals, the home that 1s 
to be, rise like a beautiful vision of the mirage upon the horizon 
of the future. So to the soldiers of the Union Army, as they lay 
down upon the wet earth or in the mud -_ a few moments of 
sleep, as they went day after day with a or less than half a 
, as they went day after day into battle and saw the destruc- 
tion going on around them, also see the picture of the glory 
of the blic yet to come, and they cheerfully made the sacrifices 
which might have been impossible. a 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have read one letter to show the spit 
of unity that has taken possession of the people and has mae us 
again one country and one flag, with a common ancestry, 4 Shed 
aoe eee a future of greater glory than can be descr! 

n words, 
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Lhave another letter to read which is as well calculated to ex- 


lings of sadness as was the former to excite feelings of 
ams a pleasure. The letter is dated April 20, and I read it to 
ee ize the necessity for just such legislation as is embraced 
a the pending bill. It is from a man I know well and have 
known for years, and I do not believe he has overdrawn the pic- 
ture. I trust I may have the serious attention of every member 
on the floor, because the story told in the letter addresses itself 
to every sentiment of humanity, as well as to that love of country 
that revolts at the possibility of a condition such as is described: 
SPRINGFIELD, Mo., April 20, 1896. 
Ot 3.2. aaines 4 t consign this to the waste 
: TRACEY, please do not consign e@ waste-paper 
wei tes Prease, fOr hu ty's sake, read and then act. By accident I 
came in contact with an old soldier in the most supers poverty. Some cage 
his wife came to me to get me to write an a plication for her husband's 
he from the Home Stl amrenwerth. I did so; and Saturday his papers 
ere returned to my care. Yesterday (Sunday) I hunted him up to deliver 
the pers. Ina rable hovel not larger than 8 by 10 feet I found a hus- 
wife, and little girl at a dinner of dry bread and water. The wife told 
me that Saturday she cleaned the office of the Queen City Mills and received 
in pay a 25-cent sack of flour and 25 cents cash, and was glad to getit. The 
woman has more than culture and refinement for her station—evi- 
dently has seen better days, and is devoted to her wreck of a husband. He 
has been a man of splendid physical organism, but is now as deaf as a stone, 
jleptic, and badly ru . He was pensioned at $6 per month July 18, 
thee, under certificate No. 795067, under act June 27, 1800, for disease of the 
rectum. That pension was cut off May 4,185. He can not tell for what cause. 
His from the Home states his disease to be deafness and rupture. 
His name is uel Davidson. 
Regiment M 


late a member of Companies I and M, First 
issouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry. I earnestly believe the 
man to bea sober man, and he 


and his wife Christians. When I got home 
dinner I related to my wife and children my experi- 
done that we should be more 
were as good by nature and better by practice than 
line of duty and to be consistent you are compelled 
vote large pensions to officers’ widows, now please 
line of official duty- ~~ake a strong effort to have 
to the pension rolls. Thet ‘* nota hoare of medical ex- 
States that would not ce:tiy the man to be totally dis- 


bor. 

“tras ean to reed and prov oo that you put yourself on record 
management of the Leavenworth Home. No wonder that such 
as the one of whom I have written prefer to take any- 
apenas 7 Sn ee cares 

ey ee ‘and in earnest for Davidson, and oblige your friend. 
Every word of that letter is the truth, and I submit that in my 
opinion it would be difficult to frame a more oreo appeal for 
prompt action in the direction indicated by the bill under consid- 
eration. Had this bill been a law Davidson could not have been 
unceremoniously dropped from the pension roll, and the story of 
that letter ea never have been written. But Davidson's case 
is but one of hundreds, perhaps of thousands. Is it not a shame 
that there should be one, and while there is one ought any friend 
of the present administration of the Pension Bureau complain of 

unfriendly criticism of its action? 
not knowingly be unfair to anyone, and I believe the 
t Pension Commissioner to have been a brave Union sol- 
vier, and I believe he is a man. He is doubtless affected, more 
or less, by his surroundings—most men are—and those surround- 
ings do not appear to be overflowing with love for the Union sol- 
dier. At any rate, whatever the cause there are features of the 
present sieleianellon of the pension laws that do not commend 
themselves to the hilarious indorsement of men who believe them- 
selves entitled to ons, and who are so entitled if faithful 
service in the Union Army and disability by reason thereof to 
“Some of the eddies he ee 
e ons appear to upon the theory tha 

the old soldier is a sort of nuisance, to be tolerated because the 
laws ra it, but to be rid of as far as the laws will permit, in- 
stead of being ed, as he should be, a citizen to be proud of 
and to be with deference and respect. One of those reg- 
ulations is a printed reply to a letter of inquiry as to the status 
a claim, 
claimant is informed that his claim is awaiting replies to 
by the Bureau to persons who are supposed to have 
ledge of th: Saori of the claim; that as soon as 
received the claim will again be taken up for fur- 
consideration. It is difficult to imagine anything more exas- 
The letters must be written upon the assumption that 
is dishonest and is e in the effort to perpetrate 
just such letters have been addressed to claim- 
y know to be honest men. There is no inti- 
will ever a be taken up should the 
addressed fail to reply, although it is easily within the 
that they may never reply. Should they be enemies 
claimant, as they doubtless are in many cases, they will 
fill the Bureau with the poison that rankles in their 


heart. 

law of 1890 Congress certainly intended that a dis- 
should be pensioned unless his disabilities were the 
vicious habits. That being true, it need only be 
claimant was a soldier, that he is disabled, and that 
was not caused by his own vicious habits. But un- 


of the Bureau every claimant should be both a 
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lawyer and a physician, so that he would make no mistake in alleg- 
ing his disabilities and thus avoid a fatal variance between the 
allegations and the proof. Pension claims have been rejected for 
no other reason than such a variance. Now, it seems to me that 
it ought to be apparent to the dullest intellect that disability being 
the ground of pension under the law of 1890, whenever such disa- 
bility is established, and along with it the absence of vicious habits 
as the cause. the pension should be allowed whether the proof cor- 
responds with the allegation or not. 

These faults of administration will be corrected by the bill under 
consideration, if it becomes a law, and I sincerely regret that it 
does not go further and extend the benefits of the law of 1890 to 
members of State organizations who. while they were never mus- 
tered into the service of the United States, were called into that 
service by the commanding officer of a military district or depart- 
ment and performed for ninety days or more as faithful and val- 
uable services as did the troops regularly mustered in. There are 
also anumber of others who were not mustered into any organi- 
zation, but who shared every danger and vicissitude of the soldier 
and whose services were in constant demand and were invaluable, 
I refer to the civil scouts who were employed and paid, but who 
were not mustered into the service, and hence are not pensionable. 
I hope an amendment may be adopted that will embrace these 
deserving men. 

I trust the amendments I have suggested, and some others I will 
not take the time of the committee to suggest, may be adopted; 
but, Mr. Chairman, if they are not I will support the bill and vote 
for its passage, because, with whatever defects it may have, it is 
an improvement upon existing laws, and will help many an hon- 
est, struggling, poverty-stricken, almost heartbroken soldier to 
render his declining days brighter and more cheerful by securing 
the pension he should have had yearsago. Where isthe man who 
begrudges the payment or feels like commending the Pension 
Bureau for stopping it? 

With all the Tetenee and respect which I think I ought to feel 
for gentlemen upon the floor who feel it to be their duty to criti- 
cise the present bill, and who have criticised other pension bills 
from time to time, I am compelled to say that in my opinion every 
act that enables the placing of one more deserving name upon the 
pension roll until all are there who are entitled adds to the glory 
and the longevity of the Republic. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I can not refrain from saying in conclusion 
that a better law than this, a law that ought to have been passed 
when the invalid-pension law of 1890 was enacted, is a service- 
pension law properly framed to do justice to all the gallant men 
whose services helped to save the Union and to the dependents of 
those who have crossed the river to camp forever on ‘ fame’s 
eternal camping ground.” The time has come to do away with 
the machinery of the Pension Bureau, the medical boards, the 
special examiners, the army of clerks, and the boards of review, 
instituted, doubtless, to aid the deserving veteran, but often used 
against him; their cost absorbs a considerable sum of money that 
could be more wisely and profitably paid to deserving pensioners. 
The average age of those who served in the Union Army has 
reached beyond 60, and if all were given an equitable rating upon 
the roll the immediate increase of the pension payment would 
not be as great as many suppose, and before the first quarter had 
passed away after the completion of the roll it would begin to de- 
crease, and the decrease would be rapid. It is but an act of sim- 
ple justice. The millions who have come to the country since the 
war, or who have grown up in it, are in the full enjoyment of the 
blessings vouchsafed them through the labors and sacrifices of 
the soldiers of the Union Army. The very sacrifices out of which 
the blessings came rendered those who made them incapable of 
participating fully in the advantages of the era which, under God, 
they had created. It must be right to share with them. There 
is no serious complaint against it; therecan be none. The occa- 
sional kick that comes is but the misconception of those whose 
thoughts have skimmed the surface of the facts. It would give 
me great pleasure to vote for such a law, but in its absence I want 
to repeat that I will support and vote for the best that is offered, 
believing that each step forward in the right direction brings us 
nearer the promised goal, the time when full and complete justice 
shall be done dhecrtules and with unanimity and zeal. 

Mr.ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, many members have assigned 
certain reasons which induce them to support the passage of this 
bill. I hope it will not be considered out of order for me to state 
briefly a few of the merits of the bill which induce me to favor its 
passage. Itseeks justice in behalf of the Union soldiers of the late 
war of the rebellion. It is firmly believed that its enactment into 
law would level many harsh practices to the plane of patriotic 
gratitude. It has been strongly urged by some that the com- 
plaints existing generally throughout the country relative to the 

resent administration of pension affairs have resulted from the 
fact—at least, the alleged fact-—that a hostile spirit of revenge has 
gone into almost every hamlet of the country and laid the hand of 
cruelty upon the feeble forms of those who, in the vigor of early 
ood, were the Union’s brave defenders and preservers. In 
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reply to this charge others allege that these complaints have 
resulted from a correct interpretation and construction and a 
proper application of existing laws. 

But, Mr. Chairman, whatever may be the nature of the causes 
producing these results, it is important that this House should 
seck proper remedies whereby these complaints may be corrected 
and justice be served. If these complaints have arisen from the 
exercise of a hostile spirit of revenge, everyone will concede the 
necessity of legislation upon this point. If, on the other hand, 
they have resulted from a true construction and proper applica- 
tion of existing law, it is all the more urgent that proper legisia- 
tion be had in order that justice may be served. aiving, then, 
all question as to the correctness or incorrectness of either of 
these statements, let us direct our attention to the features of 
this bill which seek to correct some of these complaints. I need 
not stop to enumerate them one by one. They will be readily 
suggested by the reading of various sections of the bill. 

Section 2 makes this specific provision: 

That from and after the pammnee st this act no pension heretofore granted 
or which may hereafter be = under the pension laws shall be reduced 
or discontinued except for fraud, clerical error, mistake of fact, or recovery 
from,disability. 

In this connection, please note the following provisions of sec- 
tion 8: 

That all papers, memoranda, writings, letters, or exhibits received by the 
Bureau of Pensions relating to any or Gaim 
filed with the papers in said case, every pensioner or pension claimant 
pe A 

evi ‘ ’ ; 
any reference $0 ur bearing Upon his or her pension or claim. 

It will be readily noted that section 2 seeks to prevent hasty 
and unjust discriminations against those who ld pen- 
sion certificates and the almost instantaneous of pay- 
ment of their claims. I assume that every member is fully aware 
of the deep-seated spirit of unrest that prevails throughout the 
country upon this question, Thousands of pensioners are forced 
by existing circumstances to pass through weary days in cruel 
anticipation that their small remittances from the Government 
are likely to cease at any moment. 

I will not dwell upon this point, except to say that it is the set- 
tied judgment of the committee that the provision, as herein stated 
will against many of the unjust ices of recent years. 

the manifest and imperative of Congress to do every- 

thing in its power to give to these veterans the same measure of 

ere g peace that their loyal, patriotic services have given to 
on. , 

By section 8 the committee hopes to incorporate into law a 
vision which will enable the claimant or the pensioner to ieee ts 
name of every man who makes any ch against his claim or his 
pension, as well as those who testify in his behalf. 
effectually, against that 


It will bear strongly, and we 
tice which has tly obtained in many instances, of send- 
clandestine to the Pension Office, to be used to the 


no 0 nity whatever to 
his Clan Becton 8 deserves 
discon since 7,2 ,upen 
‘tut nadia ensue Gea. 
shall commence 
or discontinuance, or from the date subse- 
quent thereto at which the disability is shown by the evidence to have existed. 
The original draft of this section read as follows: 
ee er ete = 
Sod cicdacd taeda ates onde a tana, ; 
nsion, if restored or allowed, shall commence from the date of such reduc- 
‘ion or discontin or from the date subsequent to the filing of the re- 
Se the disability is shown by the evidence 
This modification was made because an appropriation bill which 
has recently passed into law carries a pro much more exten- 
sive in relation to claims than the one contained in the 
committee bill. Hencethe matter of rejections is not here referred 
to. Let me call your attention now to the fact, Mr. Chairman and 
= the committee, that this section 3 stands as one of 
the 


important and central features of the bill and relates toone of 
principal evils which we seek to This section affords 
have been 
claims re- 
—— readjudicated in accord- 


t that members of the House are 


correct. 
. rtunity whereby those who believe that 
unfairly treated at the Pension Office may have 
opened upon their own a 
ance with the provisions 
It will be observed at this 


APRIL 24, 


of claimants and to the pensioners who firmly believe tha: 4) 
have been unfairly and unjustly treated. Instead of orderi,. 
statute the immediate restoration of these names to the )..)\_. 
the payment of the pensions in full from the date of disc); 
ance or reduction, we open the way for a fair and candid «,,, 
tion of the evidence in each case and a proper and fair | 
under the terms or ratings as “ey anon in this bill, and in 
ance with the rule which was in operation when those ¢laiy). , 
allowed originally. 

Thus we believe, Mr. Chairman, that the thousands of }), 
ers throughout the country will see that we have gon. ; 
proper limit in the exercise of legislative power for the pur 
opening the way and making it possible for them to secur... ;... 
hearing in these cases and a rerating upon the ground of the ..y). 
dence in the case. ; 

We all understand far too clearly—-in many instances yeory pain- 
fully is it understood—that these words “rejection,” © redyei)y » 
% ion,” and *‘ discontinuance” have been broneht out §/, 

the events of the past few years, until they appear jij. 

to the hearts of thousands and thousands 0) },\-.) 

soldiers throughout the land. They come to them like fi,.).< 5» 

tning from out the clouds of renewed war; and justice ¢.) ¢))., 

— to the country at large, demands that we shall o ¢, ¢}. 

limit of our power in the way for redress in these 

cases and gi to them the rehearing and the possible 
restoration of claims their pensions. 

bate hl ate wes bes section 7 we seek to prevent delay in 
the of pending claims, That section reads as f0)!\(ws: 

That all notifications from the Bureau of Pensions.as to tho status of any 
claim shall set forth each and every fact wpon which further evidence is 
required to complete the same. 

A brief reference to the practice of the office will disclose tho 
practical benefit sought to be secured by this section. Every 
member of the House knows full well that from time to time he 
receives in reply to his status calls a letter calling for evidence 
upon a certain That letter of the office is for- 
warded to is red and returned, 
it made within ninety 
the office, itisa very com- 


cn aa appear 
is apenethetie wantelly nivinel cn co theceen 
—, 1806 (less than ninety days 
rules of the Bureau, be recognized. 
—_ » Commissioner. 
send another call; and, asa 
end of four or six weeks. 
ve a call for additional evi- 
Thus 
from the office in the 
existing practice, how- 
y expect to receive more than thre 
the course of a year. After the evidence is 
likely to ve a letter stating that letters 
have been sent out to ascertain how many men have 
or reputation of the claim- 
of witnesses may be, ‘letters of 
many instances they might be 


have been consumed with one 

we may receive in reply to the next call a letter statins 
consideration with view to its final 

Then the Saueae ae Seva cit it 

case may to travel the old circuit 

again, and time consumed in this way. sid 
Now, this provision of the bill seeks secure as far as possible 

a full statement of the points of evidence, and also of the mate- 
rial facts, so far as Ses will enable the statement to be 
, upon which the adjudication of that claim is based 

must necessarily rest. 

hae «ere upon this point I desire to call attention to the 
_ respondence has forced me to believe th«' under 
ion of the Interior Department every claim mers 
when taken up in the Pension Office: ‘(an t's 
be defeated by delay or otherwise?” It does not seem 
the question, “Is it admissible under existing law’ |"! 
we prevent its allowance? How longcan we) 
t upon this claim? By what means can pay 0! 


I would not seek to press a prejudicial bearing into this (1s: 


wee 


“i 


‘ 


ao sion or seek to make a statement unfair in this case, becau~ | !*- 


make the restoration; we have no authority whatever 
we can bring the question to the attention of the officers 
partment and 


Interior De secure, perhaps 
case out of a thousand, and coate 


But by the provisions of this bill we seek to go to 
ure of our authority under the law in affording relief 


to deal with it in a practical. cami 
in the Pension retards rather 
claims, we ought t 

to the effect o! ao 

intimating that any!''™s 

clerks in the Pension 

second deputy) has ever 
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been shown toward me in any portionof my work. But as a rule, 
Mr. Chairman, we come in contact with this work in such a way 
as to be required to measure the whole policy by the results that 
can be achieved. If the policy in its nature has a tendency to re- 
tard and prevent the payment of these just claims we ought to 
speak out candidly in opposition to it and propose modes of cor- 
rection; and this section seeks to make an important correction. 

t us 
eoction 14 which reads as follows: 


That an a plication under said act of June 27, 1890, shall be sufficient as to 
alle; 1 tion 0 disability if the applicant alleges therein the existence of dis 
bility not the t of his own vicious habits, which renders him unable to 
. a support; and every disability found to exist at the time of filing whic 
= under the general 





js recognized as peaaien laws or under sai 
act of June 27,3 shall be taken into consideration in determining the de- 
of disability of such applicant, and to all disabilities pensionable under 


the general laws the same rate of pension shall be allowed as under the gen- 


eral laws, not toexeeed in the aggregate $12 per month. 

The claimant should be simply required to state that he is en- 
titled to a under the law, and that he makes application 
therefor. To the committee it seems unreasonable to require that 
the claimant must state in his application, in technical medical 
terms, the precise nature of the disease and the exact extent to 
which it may are but upon the ground of his loyal, patri- 
otic service he d be permitted to say, ‘‘I am entitled to a pen- 
sion from the Government, and I make my a therefor.” 
The Go upon the receipt of such application, even 
though the applicant does not give an exact specification of the 
nature and of the disease, cites him to appear for examina- 
tion before a board of chosen by the Government of 
the United States itself. appears before such board for his 
examination. That medical board examines him in such manner 
as it may deem 
physical disability which he suffers, and that r 
turned to the Pension Office. Upon that report the office makes 
its findings, or I may properly say it is sometimes sup i to do 
so, although there are instances on record which I could cite from 
my own private register here in which cases of total disability 
more than twofold, as found by the medical board, were either 
rejected or rated far below the proper figure. 

But assuming that the matter will work fairly and justly, the 
report of the local board goes before the medical division of the 
Pension Office. Iknowit has become common to refer to that 
division as the division of pathological nences; but 
ought to be termed under existing conditions the 
“ ical nonsense.” When this report comes into —— of 
the medical authorities in the Pension Office it will be referred 
for review to the medical division of the Bureau, and then the 
finding is e to be made upon the report submitted. 

Now, how will the Government be placed at any disadvantage 
in the matter of ascertaining the disability? Take a case with 
which I am familiar, a case in point, a case pending which I may 
cite as an illusivation: The claimant ieee specific disabili- 

i applied under the law of 1890, and the medical board ex- 


; is re- 


ivision of 


ties. He 
amined him and found four specific disabilities and named them 
in the report. 
Under that he was entitled to the maximum rating under 
the law of 1890, but simply because he failed to allege the exist- 
ence of the four disabilities in the application, the office says the 
claim must be rejected on the ground that he is receiving already 
$6 a month under the general law, and oe failed to allege the 
additional disabilities in his application, he can not be admit- 
ted under the law of 1890. Then, Mr. Chairman, let the medical 
authorities, chosen by the Government itself, pass on this question 


g 


to ascertain the nature and extent of the | would not intrude the question of party politics into this matter 
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direct our attention for a few moments toa portion of 


rhaps it | 





No harm would be done. For myself I would like to see placed 


on the statute books at the earliest p ticable date a servi 
sion law which would give the Union soldiers of the late war of 
the rebellion a liberal service pension. 

_L hope the people will soon delegate to the legislative and execu- 
tive departme nts of the Government the adequate power to enact 
a genuine protective tariff law and follow it speedily with a just 
service-pension law. 

Section 16 makes the following important provision in regard 
to widows’ pension under the law of 1890: 

That the term “ without other means of support than 1 : } n 
section 3 of said act of June 27, 1890, shall be ! ; 
and purposes, to be equivalent to and mean “without a S300 
per annum.” 

Under this section many claims would be allowed that are r 


jected by the present rulings of the Pension Office. Such : 
vision is reasonable and just and should become a law. 

Passing from the specific provisions of the bill I desire to call 
attention to two or three items which bear directly wpon this 
subject. 

The question of pensions can not be discussed and fully consid- 
ered without taking into account other important lines of legisla- 
tion. We must of necessity consider the question of revenues. 
For what would it benefit the soldiers of the country to pass a 
pension bill and have no money in the Treasury with which to 
pay the claims? 

It is important, then, as a matter of business, that we have proper 
provisions made as to revenue when we enact the law, however 
friendly it may be toward the survivors of the late war of the ré 
bellion. 

Some have referred to this question upon party grounds. I 


L pre 


except for the fact that so long as there is a party objection, thrown 
by any person or persons in this country, against the just claims 
of the Union soldiers of the late war of the rebellion, some one 
responding to patriotic duty must stand forth to speak in their 
= and behalf. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. McCLELLan] on yesterday 
spent considerable time in telling us how much the present Ad- 
ministration has done for the old soldiers of the country. I will 
not enter into a denial of any statement made in his remarks, but 
I submit, Mr. Chairman, without passing upon their correctness 
or incorrectness, that he would have found a much broader sub 
ject if he had undertaken to tell this committee what the present 
Administration has not done for the old soldier; in fact, if he had 
taken up the task of telling us what it has done against them. In 
that event, the words “rejection,” “‘ suspension,” ‘‘ reduction,” 
and “discontinuance,” asif by force would have stood out in clear 
relief to challenge the correctness of his statement at every word 
and every sentence and every thought as they fell from his lips. 
I do not claim that the Republican party alone possesses all the 
patriotism there is in this country; but no one can truthfully deny 
that it has always been a patriotic party. I appeal to the history 
of the past thirty years; I appeal to the records of Congress to 
bear forth the vindication and the truth of the statement that the 
Republican party has always stood loyally to the support of the 
just claims of the Union soldiers. 

In the discussion of this matter, Mr. Chairman, we ought to 
take into account the broad range of patriotic sentiment that 
should thoroughly imbue the citizenship of this country, East, 
West, North, and South. Our patriotism as members, whatever 
our party affiliations may be, our patriotism as American citi- 
zens—a plane which is higher than party—should lead us in these 


and let the matter be rated on the basis of their report. It is un- later years to exhibit in the enactment of the laws of this nation 
reasonable to require a man who is untrained to the use of med- | a patriotism commensurate with that which actuated the rank 
ical or terms to go beyond this practical requirement. | and fileof the Union Army. We should stand forth to show grati 
It is unfair and unreasonable to say that ee me shall be | tude, not simply in words but in deeds, written upon the statute 
denied the measure of the pension indica by the disability, | books of the country, carrying temporal relief to the men and 
reported by the board of ion examiners who have passed upon | women, inthe hour of their temporal need, who, in the hour of the 
his case. I say strike down these technicalities. Sweep them | nation’s need, bore the full measure of its relief and laid upon 
away by statute, and wipe out of existence a rule of the Depart- the altar of their country their best services, their best thought, 
— prevents the man from securing the proper rating of and their highest devotion. ° 

a 4 s | Let us,Mr.Chairman,rise above party lines, join hands on both 

nder section 15 of the bill it is proposed in the matter of re- sides of this House, and place before the country an ex unple show 
duced claims that payment shall be renewed upon the measure of | ing clearly and distinctly that, more than thirty years after the 
disability: as in the examination. This is just and | close of the war, fraternal peace, fraternal union, and fraternal 
should be done at once; and this bill furnishes an opportunity gratitude bind together the citizens of this country, North, South, 
Whereby the thousands of pensioners throughout the country, who East, and West, as a reunited country. Let us forget the bitter- 
aaove that they have been unjustly dealt with, may come and ; ness of the past, and always insisting that the Union forces were 
a fair and impartial hearing of their claims. If it should be | right and forever right and that by virtue of their victories we 
— by the testimony on a reexamination of the case under this | havea reunited country of magnificent proportions, of immeasur- 
rest a ee fairly and clearly entitled to it, let them be | able power and possibility, let us unite in one glad acclaim, saying: 
ng. My co ry, "tis of thee, 
che oor this Hse analog objections aguas pr raaciten™ 
in regard to rating and at the aaa ree gma mre to Land where my fathers died, 
bo in favor of @ | Mil ab 2 sating of $19 per month, ium eveny interes’ 
maximum under yw of 1890. os come Let freedom ring. 

in who can show disability according to this rule of rating. [Applause. } r 
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Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The survivors of the Army and 
Navy of the Union do not demand extravagance in pension legis- 
lation, nor do they demand looseness in the construction thereof, 
but they do insist that all pension legislation shall be construed, 
administered, and enforced in the spirit which prompted its 
enactment, to the end that not one of them living shall, either by 
disease or misfortune, be compelled to live beneath the roof of the 
almshouse, or, dying, be laid at rest within the unconsecrated 
limits of the potter's field. 

I am not here, Mr. Chairman, to enter into a discussion which 
shal! involve crimination cr reerimination. LIacceptit as true that 
the laws now upon the statute books have not received the con- 
struction, have not been administered and enforced, in the spirit in 
which they were enacted, and this bill, while it does not go to the 
end or the limit which I desire, yet does cure or will cure in many 
respects the evils that now exist in the administration or enforce- 
ment of the pension laws. 

This bill may be said to treat of this subject in four particulars: 
First, as to the personnel of those entitled to pensions; second, to 
the declarations of applications therefor; third, to the method and 
degree of proof required; and fourth, in relation to the discontin- 
uance of pensions that have been heretofore granted. 

Sections 1 and 13 amend the existing laws so as to admit to the 
benefits of those laws a certain class of soldiers who are not now 
entitled to pensions, I confess that they do not meet with my 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 24, 


of the law of June 27, 1890. So far as the law of July, 19" ; 
concerned, the rule is correct; use in order to obtain a pension 
under the law of 1862 it is necessary that the person shal! prove 
that his disability was of service origin; that is, incurred |), ;),,. 
line of his duty; and, therefore, of necessity his declaratioy . ‘ld 
set out with particularity the disease, injury, or disability ,,,, n 
which he bases his claim for a pension; but the act of Jin. »> 
1890, confers upon a soldier the right to a pension if he shal] hav, 
honorably served for ninety days or more and shall be so disa)jog 
as to be unable to earn his apes by manual labor. 

Now, if he be so disabled that he can not earn his support py 
manual labor, and the disability is not due to his vicious oy ¢yjy)}. 
nal habits, why should he be required to name with particularity 
the disability of which he may be suffering? In other words 
Mr. Chairman, supposing that the soldier is absolutely disa})|uj 
from earning his support by manual labor, he alleges in !iis.jo¢),y9- 
tion that his disabilities are due to disease of the lungs. 1 ),.. )),..)- 
ical examination shows that his lungs are sound, and yet it s)\,,\vs 
that the man is not able to earn his support by reason of sore «js. 
ease of the liver or of the kidneys. I ask you is there any rejeoy 
in the world why that man should be refused a pension? Hyery 
man upon the floor of this House will say ‘‘No.” The fourteenth 
section of this law does away with the doctrine of variance, by 
providing that all that is requisite shall be simply a declaration 
of disability that prevents him from earning his support by anual 


approbation. I willadmitthatthere are existing evils which these | labor 


sections attempt and will in a measure overcome and rectify; but 
in my judgment, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
the sections are too broad, in this, that they will permit men to 
obtain pensions thereunder who are in no wise entitled to pen- 
sions. 

The first section of the bill directly permits anyone to obtain a 
pension, although he may have rendered service in the Confeder- 
ate army. I listened to the suggestion of my friend the gentle- 
man from east Tennessee [Mr. Gipson] on yesterday, and it was 
full of meat and merit. I recognize the fact that there were quite 
anumber of men who were conscripted into the Confederate serv- 
ice and who at some su uent iod enlisted and were mus- 
tered into the service of the Union and rendered gallant service 
to the flag and the country. I say to him that every such a one 
is entitled to or ought to be entitled toa pension. Iconcede that. 
But, Mr. Chairman, I do not believe that every man who served 
inthe Union Army, although he may have received therefrom an 
honorable discharge, should receive a pension; and I refer partic- 
ularly to a number of regiments that some five or six months 
before the close of the war were enlisted and mustered out of the 
prisons at Indianapolis and Chicago; of men who preferred, rather 
than remain in the prison in Chicago or Indianapolis, to accept 
service under the Union flag out upon the Plains. I say not a 
single man of that kind or character ought to be permitted to 
draw a pension under this bill or any other law upon the statute 
books. I shall not indicate such an amendment as I would offer. 
My seat mate, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ConNOLLY], has 
brought to the consideration of this subject a careful scrutiny and 
analysis, and at the proper time he will offer an amendment to 
this first section which, in my honest judgment, will remove from 
it the evil to which I now call your attention; and when that 
amendment shall have been presented by my friend from Illinois 
I shall vote for it,and I hope that every other old soldier upon 
the floor of the House will vote for it. 

The thirteenth section, Mr. Chairman, is objectionable in this, 
that a fair construction of the thirteenth section will permit 
deserters and bounty jumpers to obtain a pension. We all know 
that in the earlier days of the war there was either no bounty or 
a very small bounty. We also know that in the latter days of 
the war, when the draft was on, that large and liberal bounties 
were offered, and it is a notorious fact t there were a large 
number of men who deserted from existing organizations and 
enlisted in other organizations, prompted by the fact that by 
doing so they would obtain the enormous bounties that were then 
being offe for recruite. I believe that every such man ought 
to be shut out, and I hope that the thirteenth section will be 
amended so as to provide against the con mcy of any bounty 
post obtaining a pension under ok ignigenape of this act. ae 

end from Illinois has also draf an amendment which 
think squarely cures that evil. I shall vote for that am t, 
and I cleeaaly hope that it will receive the unanimous 
of the members u the floor of this House. 

The second sub; matter to which I desire to call the attention 
* _ a is — Fog in oe — relates a 

e declaration or application for pension. e lawyers upon 
floor of this House will all understand what I mean when I call 
their attention to the “doctrine of variance.” We all know that 
in the trial of a case in the courts, either civil or criminal, if the 
proof offered does not conform to the on contained in the 

eadings or in the indictment it can not be received. That doc- 

e now holds in the Pension Department in the administration 


As to those sections which c the nature and degree of 
proof, I do not know that I parti ly care to tax the time and 
attention of this body. As to the sections which relate to those 
whose pensions have been discontinued or dropped, I clearly think 
that the specific provisions of this bill not only ought to be adopted, 
but that ie to be rigidly enforced. The gentleman from 
New York [Mr. McCLELLAN], in the presentation of his views on 
yesterday, took the position that quite a number of those who 
were borne upon the pension rolls had been placed there yy reason 
of a certain order, No. 164,that that order was wrong, based upon 
wrong en and that when the Department abandoned the 
principles of the order then those who been placed on the 
roll during the operation of that order ought to come off. | think 
not. I stated in the beginning, Mr. Chairman, that the survivors 
of the Army and Navy of the Union do not demand a loose con- 
struction of the law, but they do demand fair and honorable 
treatment. 

Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the Committee of the 
Whole to this fact: In every court in all this broad land and in 
every tribunal of justice in the whole civilized world any individ- 
ual who stands before that tribunal charged with the commission 
of a crime or an offense is presumed to be innocent until he shall 
have been proven guilty beyond all reasonable doubt. [| care not 
though he who stands there be a man whose reputation is of the 
worst in the community in which he lives. I care not though his 
lineaments be furrowed with crime, even though he bear the mark 
of Cain upon his brow, the crystallized intelligence of the nine- 
teenth century throws around that man the presumption of inno- 
cence, and he continues to be guarded by that presumption until 
his guilt is clearly proved. 

ow, I say to my friend from New York and to every member 
upon this floor that when, in conformity to the law and the re- 
quirements of the rules of the Pension Department, an old soldier 
has proved his claim and his name has been placed upon the pen- 
sion roll, he ought at least to have the benefit of the presumption 
which the law throws around the of even the vilest crim- 
inal. That same privilege, that same protection, ought to be 
iven to the old and decrepit defender of his country and its flag. 
(A nae The survivors of the Army and Navy of the Union 
ec and maintain that the pension roll is a roll of honor, and 
if there be thereon a single name that has been put upon it by 
mistake, by false representation, by fraud, or by perjury, they say 
let it come off. i 

But, Mr. Chairnian and gentlemen of the committee. 1! ought 
not to come off a mere charge made “4 somebody who is 
unwilling to put name to the and back it up by his 
oath. Much ought it to come off use of a charge con- 
tained in a simple anonymous communication. What the ld sol- 
diers demand is this, that if there be inall this landa Government 
official or taxpayer, a man who , or claims, or maintains, 
that the name of any old soldier is wrongfully upon the = 
list, that man shall make his charge fairly and openly: t!«t ‘" 
soldier shall be given notice tnereof; that after notice is duly x1ven 

fair, and complete adjudication of the 

such , upon such a hearing, it 

’s name has been wrongfully placed 

consent and his comrades will con- 

come off. But until that showing bas 

made the old soldier demands that the enn ens which, 
Government and all other civil- 

of the vilest persoD 
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a community shall also be extended to him, and that 

ape peg A struck down unjustly and without a fair hearing. 
’ , there are quite a number of existing evils whic 

this bill seeks to correct: In relation to marriage, in relation to 
divorce, in relation toseveral things. The spirit of the billis right, 
and, over and above and beyond it, in addition to the two specific 
amendments to which I have directed attention to-day concerning 
the first and thirteenth sections, I Se ee that this com- 
mittee will vote to incorporate into this bill the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn]}. I stand here 
to declare that right and justice, humanity and patriotism, demand 
that every enactment upon our statute books concerning pensions 
shall be Liberally construed in favor of the claimant, to the end 
that he who bore the burden, he who donned the uniform of the 
nation in its hour of et we danger, when he shall have be- 
come old and decrepit, may protected not only in his person 
but in his family and in his home. [Loud applause. } 

Mr. Chairman, I thank the committee for their attention. 

Mr OVERSTREET. Mr. Chairman, the report that introduced 
this measure to the House states that ‘‘ the bill adds no new class 
of pensioners as such to the pension roll.” In view of this fact, 
there can certainly be no objection to its consideration from the 
standpoint of the need for some legislation in aid of the adminis- 
tration of the pension laws. However meritorious legislation that 
adds to the rolls any worthy class of pensioners, and however 
meritorious any measure that may aid any class of pensioners 
may be, yet the time has come, in my judgment, when we can 
afford to step aside from such classes of legislation and consider 
a purely administrative bill that has for its object simply a safe 

justment of all matters pending before the Pension Bureau and 
the security of all pensions that have thus far been adjudicated. 

This bill does not contain all that I might select, even in the line 
in which it is drawn, neither does it contain some things that in 
my judgment are essential to complete a just administration of the 
laws on the statute books. Yet it does contain so much of merit, 
so much that will expedite the work already in progress, and so 
much that will add safety and security to the adjudicated pensions, 
that it meets my most hearty approval in every respect. 

While all that has been done by Congress in aid of the veterans 
of the late war has prompted most careful consideration, and in 
many instances, through the sympathies that have been aroused, 
created most liberal laws, that have brought comfort and relief to 
the wounded and stricken in health, and consolation and ease to 
the widows and orphans of d soldiers, yet, in my judgment, 
there is at least one part of this bill that in point of importance is 
of equal import to any law that has been enacted by Congress in 

id or support of pension legislation. 

I refer to sections 2 and 4, that undertake to fix a title to pen- 
ae already adjudicated and that may hereafter be passed upon 
as the past it has been thought that when once a claimant had 
gone through the minute and sometimes intricate rules of the De- 
—— complying with their demands in all particulars, and 

at fait naeelved an allowance that gave to him an annual pen- 
sion, that there was an end to his further anxiety, and to him, at 


least, was secured during the remainder of his life the amount 
fixed by the certificate issued by the Department. It was thought 
by all that no further legislation would be needed to guarantee to 


the pensioner the allowance that the great Bureau had, after many 
months and sometimes years of investigation, at last determined 
upon, and that such an amount as fix 


considered by the Government as a claim against it so long as the 
holder of that certificate should be in life. But it has been left to 


recent years, under changed circumstances, to demonstrate that 
dangerous rulings under existing laws may be so exercised as to 
entirely overcome the presumptions that had existed in favor of 
adjusted claim. Not until the decision in the Bennett case, in 
, 1893, was it ever dreamed that without further legislation 
the Pensi ent could of its own motion re- 
and reexamine claims that had once been passed upon 
msion of the same. But after 
“ had been made and the present Secretary of the In- 
terior had his ‘‘ board of revision,” thousands of claims 
already , and, so far as any person had dreamed before 
May, 1898, were forever put at rest, not to be changed save upon 
the death of the claimants, when their various accounts should be 
reconsidered and ded. 
data of the number of claims thus considered by that 
“board of revision” can not be obtained, but, without 
details and gi a full and complete statement 
is sufficient for the of this argument to 
those that have occ within recent months. 
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tations, and so many by failure to claim the pension. But all the 
others, being 9,680, are grouped into one class and noted by the 
Commissioner as having been dropped “for other causes,” with- 
out stating what those “other causes” were; and it is safe to 
claim that those pensions so dropped, without identifying the 
exact nature of the claims or the reasons for their suspension, 
were simply dropped on the order of the Commissioner; otherwise 
there would certainly have been enumerated in his report some 
reason for his action. 

In asubsequent report from the Bureau, in answer tothe request 
of the Senate of the United States, the Commissioner reports that 
from the Ist day of July, 1895, to the Ist day of January, 1896, 
there were dropped from the roll 21,112 pensions, and in this late 
report, as in the former to which I have alluded, these pensions 
were classified; and under the head of ‘‘ For other causes,” the 
Commissioner notes that there were suspended during this period 
of six months 4,826 pensions, making the total suspension for the 
eighteen months ending January 1, 1896, 14,506. Fourteen 
thousand five hundred and six pensions suspended within a period 
of eighteen months for ‘‘other causes.” It must be remem- 
bered that through all the pension legislation of this Government, 
the method and procedure of the Department has been of an 








ex parte character, wherein the claimant was permitted to file such 


application as he desired under the rules and regulations stipulated 
by the Department itself; after which the claim rested completely 
and entirely in charge of the officers of the Bureau, who, follow- 
ing out regulations prescribed by the Department in harmony 
with the laws that then existed, and at such times as they desired, 
passed upon the evidence that was submitted under their various 
rules, and either rejected the claim or made allowance therefor. 
There is no procedure known to the statute or common law that 
was and is as complete and searching as the method of procedure 
prescribed by the Bureau of Pensions of this Government. That 
procedure enables the most searching investigation under all vary- 
ing conditions, and permits the officers of the Department unlim- 
ited time and means to make such investigation. 

All evidence is filed subject to the approval of this Bureau and 
passed upon by its officers in star-chamber sessions, without the 
presence of the claimant or any of his representatives, and when 
his claim has been once rejected, after the allowance of an appeal 
to the Secretary of the Interior, his rights are forever concluded 
and his one salvation is to begin anew the effort that after long 
and laborious trial has resulted in failure. If, instead of rejec- 
tion, his claim is allowed, after every avenue known to the Bureau 
has been traveled and every phase of the question completely ex- 
hausted, I believe, as all believed until the decision of May, 1893, 
that that allowance forever fixed the title to that pension in the 
individual to whom it had been granted. But it seems that under 
the recent dangerous rules of the Department, that give to this 
same Bureau the right to reopen at pleasure and examine any 
claim, reduce a rating, or suspend a pension, it becomes necessary 
that the legislative power of the Government be invoked to estab- 
lish a line beyond which even this Bureau can not go, and forever 
put at rest the fear that has arisen that all pensions are in jeopardy. 

Let us for a moment consider the various roads that a claim for 
yension must needs travel before it can culminate in an allowance. 

here are six different boards to which a claim may go, and five 
boards to which a claim must go before its final determination. 
After the formal filing of an application, it is at once referred to 
the adjudicating division, where it is charged out to an examiner, 
who, after obtaining the military record of the claimant and pass- 
ing upon the formal matter of the application and the order of 
evidence, in the event evidence has at that time been filed, directs 
an examination by the board of examining surgeons. This con- 
stitutes the second board. Evidence is then called for, if not 
already filed, and examined to the satisfaction of the examiner in 
whose hands the claim rests, who thereupon submits the claim to 
the board of review. Not content thus far, after having been 
presented to three boards, the member of the board of review who 
receives the claim passes upon it under the various rules of the 
Department, and refers the same to the board of rereview, where 
it undergoes its fourth examination. All cases involving a med- 
ical question then pass from this board of review to the medical 
hone. It must be remembered that at any stage of this investi- 
gation the claim may be at any time ordered into the field for 
special examination, so that where a claim is specially examined 
eon are absolutely five separate and distinct examinations before 
final action thereon; and where a claim involves a medical ques- 
tion, there are six separate and distinct examinations of it. 

Each board is a check upon the other, and if at any stage of the 
investigation it fails to meet the requirements of the law under 
the rulings of the Department as viewed by the board in whose 
hands it may then be found, the claim goes no further, but dies, 
If, for instance, in the original adjudicating division it is dis- 
covered by the examiner that some technical defect exists in the 
record of the soldier, as disclosed by the report from the War 
Department, the investigation ceases until the soldier can by his 
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own acts correct his record. If a soldier is fortunate enough to 
have that record oma and satisfactory and yet the evidence 
upon his physical condition as shown by the board of examining 
surgeons does not satisfy the examiner, then the. investigation 
stops and the claim is rejected. If perchance the claim has been 
suiticiently strong to pass through these early stages of its travels 
and goes to the board of review and the examiner of it is not sat- 
isfied upon all the evidence that has been filed, both medical and 
otherwise, then investigation ceases and the claim is rejected. 
But even if it meets the favor of the examiner in this board and 
seems to conform with the rules of the eeemnnens. and by him 
is passed to the board of rereview, which has no fuller powers 
than he, but does not meet the satisfaction of this fourth board, 
then the investigation ceases and the claim dies. So it is evident 
from the history of every claim that has passed through the vari- 
ous boards that it must necessarily meet the approval of each 
board in the successive stages of its progress or else it fails. 

Is it strange that the thought had arisen in the minds of our 
people that when a claim had passed aoe so intricate a pro- 
cedure, and had met with favor at the hands of so many investi- 
gators, that it was at an end, and that the pensioner could rest 
secure in the thought that he need have no further anxiety con- 
cerning it? And is it any further wonder that astonishment, dis- 
may, anxiety, and disturbance arose when it was announced b 
the ruling of this Department that, notwithstanding so thoroug 
and complete and satisfactory an investigation of the claim, at any 
time and under any and all circumstances the Pension Bureau 
holds the right to reinvestigate a claim and reduce the rating or 
suspend the same entirely? It is because of this anxiety and dis- 
turbance that sections 2 and 4 have been incorporated in the pend- 
ing bill, and inasmuch as these sections were incorporated at my 
8 tion, being in substance the same as a separate bill that 

been introduced by me and by my consent and approval 
— in this bill, I desire to direct especial attention to 


m., 

The first clause of section 2 of this bill was, in substance, orig- 
inally a part of what is known as section 4, and in order to bring 
the two sections together for consideration I desire to read this 
first clause and connect it with section 4 in order to clearly show 
that these two sections taken ther undertake to establish a 
title to all ions already adjudicated or that may hereafter: be 
determined. This will read as follows: 

That from and after the passage of this act no pension heretofore granted 


or which may hereafter be granted under the pension law shall be reduced 
or discontinued except for frand, clerical error, mistake of facts, or recovery 


disability. 

That heveatier in the administration of the pension laws all investigation 
into the merits of any pecsion previously allowed shall be by question and 
answer, under oath, in open session, after due notice tothe person or persons 
who may be affected thereby to be present personally or by attorney; and 
such person or persons shall have the to cross-examine, and a fair and 
full peruesy to rebut or substantiate any facts aieges or eee: Pro- 
vided, t when fraud is alleged the allegations shall be redu to writin 
and under oath, and the person or persons affected thereby shall be furn 
with a certified copy of the charges made, together with the names of the 
persons making the same, at least thirty days prior to such panes, 
m sa. 


person affected positions 
said county shall be taken as near as may be in accordance 
of the State or Territory in which said witnesses reside. 

The enactment of this law will, in my judgment, establish abso- 
Inte title to all pensions already adjudicated and that may be here- 
after favorably determined. It has been common to of the 
title of a pension as a vested right; but no matter what it is called, 
the title is, after all, the thing to be desired. Some courts have 
held—and as yet the question is undetermined by our 
court—that a pension is not a vested right, and for this reason it 
is not deemed advisable to undertake by the terms of this bill to 
cadewe 39 58S ee ee But if ean be definite 
and in terms clearly establish the title to a pension, it does not 
matter whether we undertake to declare the pension to be a vested 

ht or not; but letthat matter remain still as it is, because, after 

, the thing that is to be desired is to put an end to the contro- 
versies that have arisen and forever establish the security and 
safety of a pension to the soldier by fixing the title in him. 

A more than thirty years have , and after the claim- 
ant has exhausted all means known to him to discover the best 
evidence upon which to rest his claim, and it has at last been al- 
lowed him, he no longer endeavors fo keep in mind all the evidence 
upon which he had asked that allowance, and the comrades who 
had been his witnesses may have scattered, or may have died; and 
yet the pensioner, unless this title shall be declared, is at the 
mercy of the Department, and if notice should be made, would be 
compelled to make some effort to gather together his scattered 
forces, relocate his absent comrades, and undertake anew to sati 
the Department that in the first instance had given so ee 
an investigation to his claim, and had passed upon it after it } 
met the requirements of five or six separate boards of examiners. 
Tf, however, we declare by the enactment of this law that when 
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once this investigation has been made, once the claimant has .. m- 
sy with all the rules of the Department, and his efforts | 
n favored by an allowance, then that shall end the matt... ., 1 
he shall be permitted to enjoy all the rights and comforts \.),;,., 
ensue from that allowance. — 
No individual ever excuses fraud, and no one will under .):,. ;, 
defend fraud or challenge the right of the Government t» |,,.,.,, 
released from any liability that had been established by fr...,.\,,),.,,, 
methods. It is for this reason that this exception is recite \, ; 
bill, and that the right shall still obtain to the Government »; 
and all times to reexamine what may have been obtained |)\ /; 
ulent means, and if such discovery is made that the Goyer) ))\...); 
shall have the right tosuspend such pension. However, t})..(;,,.. 
ernment having once had the opportunity to discover any jy, 
larities or fraudulent, practices, having had the opportwit, 
every stage of the progress of Shoes its various | 


vad- 
Yi- 


; ro oards 
of examiners to ver these ties or frauds, the Govy- 
ernment must take the burden of proof when once the clain) }),s 


been allowed and prove the fraud before it can finally suspesii th. 


pension. 

Tn the first instance all burden rests upon the c 1imant, and 
he has no rights until he has established his claim to the entire 
and complete satisfaction of the Bureau of Pensions. So ¢}),t 
when fraud shall be alleged as a reason for the discontinuayeo 
of a pension, the burden should be upon the Government to ost,))- 
lish that the fraud did exist. Until that fact is so established, the 
presumption of innocence should rest and remain with the pen- 
sioner. [I shall not go into severe criticisms or abuse of the prac- 
tices of the aera that have resulted in the suspension of so 
many thousands of pensions under ing rules, neither shal] | 
resort to any harsh expressions, believing that the main object of 
this measure is to remedy these evils and not to exhaust language 
in abuse of them. There can be no doubt, however, but that 
hundreds of pensions have been thus suspended sim) ly because 
the pensioner failed to comply with the demands of the Dipart- 
ment to furnish additional proof of his disabilities. 1 shal! not 
impugn these officers, however strong the temptation and facts 
may warrant, but I do insist that speedy remedy should be made 
to put a check, aye, to prohibit further continuance of any such 
practice or methods. 

Iam informed that in some instances examiners have given 
assurance that if a charge should be laid against a pensioner that 
his disability does not warrant the rating that he has bee» given 
that the Department will see that the claimant's pension is re 
duced. I have been informed that ons have been suspended 
— hearsay statements of a ial examiner in the face of over- 
whelming evidence against the charges. I have been info: med 
that after notices have been sent for a claimant to state why his 
pension should not be reduced that the reduction has followed 
notwithstanding the fact that evidence was furnished by the pen- 
sioner showing that he is still disabled to a sufficient degree to 
justify the rating that had been made. Now, I submit that when 
these pensions have been finally determined and allowed that no 
Se Sere should of right be made unless the pensioner 
had o it by fraudulent practice. 

There are instances w. a disabled condition has forced the 
pensioner to develop new faculties and talents, and pursue other 

tions than what he ht have followed had not the disa- 

bility have been incurred. If, for example, a soldier is pens)oned 
loss of an arm or both limbs, his rating would be such as 
te for that loss. But it was never intended that that 
individual should be required to remain idle and undertake to do 
further than to draw his pension. Because, if the loss of 
his or the impairment of his physical strength has necessi- 
tated more vigorous mental t and training, whereby 
the soldier may have acquired of mind that might bring 
to him emoluments in — of labor ear vig- 
orous efforts, pension should not be reduced or su» 
pented. Suppose, 205 — a soldier found himself at the 
close of the re disa in body to that exent that he could 
was totally physically disable, 

under the rules of the Department the 

, not content to remain _, me should by 
so develop his faculties of min’ o> 
orator of note and influence that would 
ng that would bring 
Would it be fair to him, 
that because he had been able to 
ysical disabilities, that bis po" 


to com 


ful training 
voice as to become 
attract to him demands for public 
emoluments far in excess of his 
} es did the ee 
us earn su 
sion should for that reason be ™ ded? And yet, unless we bY 


legislation fix the title to the absolutely in the pensioner, 
not to be wrested from him or in any way disturbed, ther =" 
tee or assurance but that under the existing rules 
Baoertnent some method may be discovered whereby the |» 
of such individuals might be suspended or discontinued. » 
To direct attention particularly to section 4 of the bill, I frank'y 
acknowledge that it is proper for the Government to inves’: ys 


tha 
on 
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frand against any pensioner. But when so grievous a 
> ‘as that is made, the pensioner has the right to be informed 
cP the names of the indivi who make such charge and to be 
of the facts upon which the charges rest. He should 
have the right that every individual has in the smallest case at 
law—to confront his witness in open court and hear his statement 
and to subjec him to cross-examination and meet his charges by 
evidence of his own. When these pensions have been allowed and 
the title given over to the pensioner, the charge of fraud fixes an 


a charge of 


; ion upon the pensioner. The presumption of innocence 
on him. His honor, integrity, ai the good name of his fam- 
ily are at because of these things the Government 


+t to its subjects, owes it to those who have established the 
oan Government, to compel an open and frank and an hon- 
est investigation before it taints the good name of a soldier with 


fraud. 
if an allegation of fraud is made, the pensioner whose pension 
js sought to be attacked shall be furnished with a certified copy of 
the tions and the names of the witnesses who will be exam- 
ined in support of the charge. This copy shall be furnished him 
at least thirty before such investigation, and the names of 


itnesses be furnished at least five days prior to their 
<camnination. The in tion shall be conducted at the county 
seat of the in the pensioner resides, except where 
witnesses live in counties, and in that event their examina- 


tion will follow the usual rules of law in force in the State of their 
residence. Under this method no hardship will accrue to the 
Government other than that incumbent upon her to make some 


investigation of the before the examination is had; in 
cae wards t to prepare her case before 


the 
she files it. As it is now, she simply serves notice on a ioner 


to show cause, and if he fails to show cause his pension is at once 
Under the t provided in this bill the Government 


a necemeniiy to prepare a case in advance, and in so 
eing would a opening investigation that she did not feel 
assured would result in the suspension of the pension. I doubt 
not but that in hundreds of cases where eaten by 
i us attac is igno- 

fully advised himself what 

and it is too late. There cer- 
jection to the enforcement of the 
— section of the bill, and its results will 

to all security and ubsolute safety of the pensions 
when once allowed, unless they have resorted to fraudulent prac- 
I er woe that in following the 

have outlined, r such serutiny as is given 
a ee upon all claims, this law will en- 
y do further suspensions and discontinuance of 


It must be said, to the everlasting credit of the soldiers, that 
with all the machinery and means in the possession of the Gov- 
ernment, managed and controlled by officers known to be hostile 

Gicaeaee, scbelthenanting thechargs of the 
in two years, n i i e e 
— Executive that *‘ thousands of our neighborhoods have 


of what use may it be tu the i is guar- 
anteed to him in the It can be but little consolation to 
him if clothed with bt and uncertainty. In my 2 my a it 
Se eet eae cee shape an my | oat 
80 pu these doubts orever dispose 6 anxiety 
unrest that have 
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marched, slept, starved, and suffered with feelings so akin that 
thoughts seemed to be exchanged without the aid of speech and 
understandings, fathoms deep and freighted with meaning, were 
conveyed in the expression of the eye. 

That sympathy between soldier and soldier was conceived in 
the common sorrow which all experienced upon enlistment; was 
nurizred by the common danger which threatened all alike: was 
warmed by the blood heat of battle; burned into their hearts by 
scenes and trials which no one can describe; and for thirty years 
has grown among the living or eased the dying moments of those 
who answered the last command of ‘‘ taps,” and for whom forever 
the “lights” are “out.” Our failure to fully understand that 
sympathy is pardonable. But there is an appreciation which we 
owe them which we do understand, and a failure on our part is 
unpardonable. The recognition of the great work of the soldier, 
the true merit of his cause, and the scanty compensation for his 
wounds and crippled health, we can appreciate even better than 
they. They achieved the victory, our Seaste are filled with grati- 
tude. Theysuffered, weappreciate. They, without fear and little 
speech, discharged a grave duty. We praise and honor. They 
made peace and pay possible. We from the abundance of 
our fruits should ungrudgingly bestow bounteous aid for their 
shattered health and crippled limbs. Im the dark hour of the 
nation’s danger, when the Saoie clouds of war hung over our 
land, they fought for us. And now, when age has weakened them. 
and enemies seek to withdraw the pitiful allowances a grateful 
Government has extended, and mar their good name with the 
blot of dishonor, we, using only the weapons of peace, should fight 
for them. 

The friendship which developed a tie of sympathy between 
soldier and soldier as an outgrowth of the trials of the camp, the 
fatigue of the march, and the danger of the field, has in a meas- 
ure been in part bestowed upon the children of the veterans so as 
to develop in them a desire to publicly exemplify their fidelity to 
the cause of their fathers, allegiance to their memory, and loyalty 
to the principles by which their acts were prompted. 

If, by honest observance of the laws of the nation, due respect 
and reverence for our institutions, and allegiance to the flag, a 
spirit of patriotism shall be engendered, then the acts of the 
younger men become a monument to the “‘ veterans,” whose mem- 
ory shall be forever beautified. 

It was not given to us to witness the carnage at Shiloh, suffer 
the disastrous repulse in the charge upon the works at Vicksburg, 
breathe the miasmas of the Virginia swamps, or hear the whistling 
of the bullets in the Wilderness. It was notgiven to us to cheer 
the fall of Donelson, share the victory of Gettysburg, or partici- 
pate in the triumphal march tothe sea, or the grand review that 
displayed to the nation’s capital the shattered army of victorious 
people triumphant in its cause. 

But it is ours to rejoicé in the achievement of those arms, re- 
spect the memory of those men, extend honor to their names, and 
by our conduct prove ourselves worthy of their sacrifice. [Loud 
applause. } 

r. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, the pending bill in all respects 
meets my views and has my unqualified suppoxi. This bill does 
not enlarge the sion list and does not increase pensions, but it 
undertakes simply to correct many of the wrongs and injustices 
now found to exist in the Pension Bureau in the administration of 
our pension laws, and may be called a bill to better administer the 

t pension laws. 

I indorse that patriotic sentiment that the claims of those who 
risked their lives and their all in defense of the best Government 
known to man ‘‘should not be weighed in an apothecary’s scales.” 

It is now conceded by all that it is a sacred duty of this Govern- 
ment to provide in a generous way for the brave men who fought 
that we and the unborn millions might enjoy to the latest poster- 
ity the benefits of a republican government. 

I prefer to regard the pension granted the soldier and his widow 
and children as a bounty freely given to him by a generous Gov- 
ernment. - 

This view best accords with the idea of the generosity and large- 
heartedness of our people. It is not the paying of what we are 
co lied to pay, but it is the gift of a bounty because of sacrifices 
f made in time of great public peril. 

It is not my p to discuss the whole bill now before the 
House, but to especially of the first section, and I shall at 
the 1 time offer an amendment to this section. 

The first section is as follows: 

SEcTION 1. That no person otherwise entitled to a pension by virtue of any 
law of the United States shall be disqualified from receiving the same by 
reason of any prior service in the Confederate army or navy during the war 
of the rebellion, nor shall the widow, children, or dependent relatives of such 
person be d ved of a right to pension by reason of such service. 


The amendment which I offer reads as follows: 


Provided, That pensioners who have been dropped from the rolls since 
March 4, 1898, solely on account or because of previous Confederate service 
shall be at once restored without formal application, and their pensions shall 


commence from the time their names were dropped from the rolls. 


m 


m 
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I shall offer this amendment because [ do not believe any pro- 
vision of the bill will remedy the wrong intended to be vamabied 
¥ this amendment, and I hope the chairman of the Invalid Pen- 

ons Committee will agree tothisamendment. I offer this amend- 
ment because 4 great many pensioners have been dropped from 
the pension rolls under the act of June 27, 1890, solely on account 
of their previous service in the Confederate army, and when this is 
the case they should be restored without further formal applica- 
tion and their pay commence from the time their pensions wereso 
discontinued. 

Mr. PICKLER. Suppose the persons whose pensions the gentile- 
man pro to restore by this amendment should be dead? 

Mr. BROWN. Then, of course, their widows would receive the 


sion. 

ae. PICKLER. I think there is no question that this bill will 
fully provide for all proper cases where pensions have been dropped. 
We have made the terms of the bill as broad as it would be safe 
to make them. The committee thought that it would be very 
unsafe to undertake by a wholesale enactment to say that all these 
men who have been dropped should be restored. me of them 
have died; some of them have already had their pensions restored; 
in some cases the disability has ceased. 

Mr. BROWN. Nomen have been restored, so far as I know, 
where the ees has been discontinued on account of previous 
service in the Confederate army. 

Mr. PICKLER. But, let. me say to the gentleman, there must 
be some kind of identification. 

Mr. BROWN. If the pensioner has died, the pension of course 
will not be paid to him. 

Mr. PICKLER. But sucha case will be covered by your amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BROWN. No, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Your amendment says that if the pensioner 





has been dro his pension shall be restored. 
Mr. BRO . But it does not provide that the pension shall 
be paid if the y is in fact dead. 
r. PICKLER. Iam in accord with the gentleman’s views in 


regard to the justice of restoration generally in these cases; but 
the bill as we have drawn it will accomplish the object which the 
gentleman seeks. 

Mr. BROWN. The fourth section of the bill, as I understand, 
will give the Pension Department the opportunity to pass in 
upon the question of the pensioner’s right to the pension. ow, 
this amendment provides that in the event that the pensioner has 
been dropped from the ro]ls solely on the ground of previous Con- 
federate service it shall be the duty of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions to immediately restore his name to the pension roll. Asa 
matter of course, if the pensioner has in the meantime died, the 
pension will not be paid to him. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I suggest tothe gentleman that the restora- 
tion provided for by section 4 of this bill would enable the party 
to be readmitted to the pension roll. 

Mr. BROWN. Does not that provision leave the Pension De- 
partment at liberty to adjudicate again the question of the pen- 
sioner’s 3 to the pension? 

SS Ne te mete 

r. ; e purpose of my amendmen P ta 
party who has been wrongfully drop from the rolls hall be 
restored to the rolls without further formal application. 

Mr. PICKLER. Section 8 ought certainly to accomplish the 
object the gentleman has in view. That section provides— 

That all a or n Jan , 
aprlicdieR Bo recanaidored nnd eajodicabed a nocordknin wit ts Bee 

ons of this act, and the pension, if restored or allowed, shall commence 


from the date of such reduction or discontinuance, or from the date subse- 
quent thereto at which the disability is shown by the evidence to have ex- 


Now, for the reasons I have suggested, it would not do for us to 
undertake by any wholesale provision to restore all these pensions 
that have been dropped. 

Now, in regard to the amendment which the gentleman sug- 
_— and other amendments which are proposed and other objec- 

ions which are presented here, I wish to say that for six long 
weeks we have consicered this measure in the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions; and although we may be mistaken in some of the 
provisions which we have penten, yet during the consideration 
of this bill no tion has resented to the House that 
was not fully ro and con in the committee. I repeat, 
it would be very unsafe to provide that the whole list of pensions 
that have been discontinued should be restored. In some cases 
the disability may have ceased; in some cases the widow may have 
been drawi nsion and she may have died. 

Mr. BROWN. I wish to say that I think this is a most excel- 
lent bill in its general provisions and one which ought to be 
passed. I simply wished to bring this amendment to the consid- 
eS te chairman and members of the Invalid Pensions 
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service of the United States, and this is now the holdin. 


he may have served in the Union Army, and although }, 
have received at the close of the war an honorable dischar 


ing of the Pension Department, but this is the ruling of tho 
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Mr. PICKLER. I am quite in accord with the object whi: 


gentleman seeks. ‘h the 


Mr. BROWN. Now, Mr. Chairman, addressing mysel; ¢, 


first section of this bill and the amendment thereto, und. he 
is known and designated as the general pension law, previo, 
service in the Confederate army was and is no bar to & pension 


received or disability incurred in the line of duty in the 
t issioner of Pensions. But under the act ‘of 3 a 
Or 188 ee now construed by the Pension Department, soryjo, in 
the Confederate army is a bar to any man, no matter how long 


8 may 


This construction of the act of June 27, 1890, is not what Con. 
gress intended, and is made in violation of every rule for tho con. 
struction of acts of Congress, and is contrary to the fornner old. 
Interior Department, and the only remedy now is to correct the 
wrongful construction by an act of Congress; and this is done by 
the first section of this bill. To be entirely fair and just t, the 
Department, I shall state more accurately the ruling of the De. 


partment. 


In substance its holding is that when a soldier appears to haye 


been enlisted or conscripted into the Confederate service, and af- 


terwards enlisted in the United States Army, the presuinption is 
that he voluntarily rendered aid and assistance to the Confederate 
government, and is not pensionable, and the presumption is so 
great that it can not be overcome by his own testimony, however 
strong, and although he may swear that he never voluntarily ren- 
dered rs Saas Ye I give you an illustration showing the injus- 
tice and harshness of the ruling of the Department. 

It is the case of Thomas K. ,0f McMinn County, Tenn., 
who was pensioned under the act of June 27, 1890, and dropped 
from the rolls on account of his Confederate service. 

On application to be reinstated, the following state of facts was 


own. 

Claimant proved by five or six good citizens, neighbors and long- 
time acquaintances, that he was a Union man; that he voted both 
times against secession in Tennessee, when submitted to a vote of 
the people in Tennessee; that he made two attempts to escape 
from McMinn Connty, where he lived (then in control of the Con- 
federate authorities), and to go to the Union Army in Kentucky; 
that at the second attem relatives, who were in sympathy 
with the Confederacy, eving that he intended to go into the 
Union Army, had him (while on his way out of McMinn County) 
arrested by the Confederate military authorities, sent him off to 
some point above Knoxville, and compelled him to join the Con- 
federate army. Soon after this he was sent to Vicksburg. Miss., 
and while there he and some others, seizing the first opportunity, 
laid down their arms and made their escape into the Union lines, 
— Grant’s army, served twenty-two months, and received an 

onorable discharge. And to make a still stronger case, Mr. 
Edgman swore, and his testimony was corroborated by two or 
three men who were with him in Confederate army, that his 
Union sentiments were so strong that while he served in the Con- 
federate army he never fired his gun, and while he was forced to 
do some ce, he made up his mind from the start to do as little 
as ble, so as not to hurt or harm anyone on the other side. 
With all this proof of his loyalty to his country he was dropped 
from the rolls. 


been denied gag 
of June 27, 1890. 

In order that this House may know the difficulties which sur- 
rounded the Union men of the border States, and especially of 
that this House may fully appreciate the val- 
uable services rendered by the Union men of the border States to 


class of men who have suffered wrong and 
the unwarranted construction of the act 


this Government during the war, and, having this knowle|ze, t 
be better to do them the simple — long denied them, 
I desire to attention to some of the history of our country 2 
east Tennessee during te war. 


to these matters in order to stir up 
anew any of the flames and passions of the wal, 

but oy and alone that truth of history may be kn: - 
to say that the people of the South are as loyal tot - 
Government and love our republican institutions as much as the 
people of any other section of the country, and I do not believe 
there is in whole South to-day a single intelligent mon W° 

wishes that the Confederacy had succeed 


The Southern are anxious that the feelings aod prejudies 
wing out of war may be forgotten, and that we st": 
athe in earnest effort . make our country what God in- 


= . 
tended it should be, the greatest and grandest country in all the 
earth, and because the e of the South have been undeceived 

ublican is a national party, 
willing to legislate for the best ieserente a the whole country, 
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many, yes, thousands, who have heretofore acted with the Demo- 
cratic , who believe in sound money, a protective tariff, and 
the a policies of the Republican party, have parted company 
with the Democracy, and on questions of tariff, finance, etc., have 
come into the Republican party, and have come on principle, and 
for principle, and come to stay. And if we act wisely, addressing 
ourselves in @ courageous way to do for the best interests of the 
country, leaving the Southern people to settle in their own way 
the race problem and the control of elections, we shall see the 
Republican y in the South composed of the best and most 
intelligent citizens and voters, and we shall see the Democratic 
varty there rent in twain, divided and disorganized, and appeal- 
ing for support to the worst element of society in that favored 

nd. 
a one of the last of the States to go-out of the 
Union. East Tennessee, or, more accurately, the eastern part of 
the State, was strongly opposed to secession. It was intensely 
Whig before the war. The people who lived there were Federal 
Whigs of the Alexander Hamilton and George Washington school, 
believing in astrong National Government. Being great admirers 
of Webster and Clay, they believed the Union should be perserved 
at all hazards, and in the —— of 1860 had supported Bell 
and Everett, and marched, rallied, and hurrahed to the cam- 
paign slogan of ‘‘the Union, the Constitution, and the enforce- 
ment of the laws.” So when it was ee to go out of the 
Union the people of east Tennessee strongly protested. 

The people of Tennessee voted twice in 1861 on the question of 
seceding after the other States had gone out of the Union. At 
the first election the vote was overwhelmingly against secession, 
east Tennessee voting 34,400 for the Union and 7,000 against. 
But soon after this an extra session of the legislature was called 
and the question again submitted, and this time, on account of 
the presence of Confederate troops which had been brought into 
Tennessee, although it was still a State of the Union, and by 
other unfairness, it is claimed, Tennessee was voted out of the 
Union, although east Tennessee voted this last time largely 
against the proposition to go out of the Union. 

Immediately the governor of the State called for a large num- 
ber of volunteers for the Confederate army, and many thousands 
promptly responded, but comparatively few from east Tennessee, 
and later conscription was resorted to, largely on account of the 
attitude of east Tennessee. 

The Union men did not believe a State could vote itself out of 
the Union, and instead of tamely submitting, as the Union men 
did farther South, they met in open convention at Greeneville, 
Tenn., on June 17, 1861, only a few days after the last vote on 


secession or tion, and in a largely attended convention, 
with delegates from every county in east Terinessee, passed reso- 
lutions y condemning the effort to take Tennessee out of 


is protest, however, was all in vain; the story of 
east Tennessee from this time on was written in blood and tears. 
Immediately after this Greeneville convention the Confederate 
authorities, in order to retain supremacy in east Tennessee, occu- 
this territory with a large military force, and continued to 
this territory until September 4, 1863, when General Burn- 

side entered Knoxville with his army, Colonel Foster, afterwards 
of State under General ison, leading the advance. 
authorities found it necessary to keep a large 
in east Tennessee on account of the strong Umon senti- 
there; and while the Confederate authorities occupied this 
Union men were compelled to join the Confederate 
to Southern prisons, and this class of men are denied 
now, although they quit the Confederate service at the 
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administration early took steps to enforce the doctrine 
of repression in east Tennessee. Confederate States troops from 
Louisiana, and Mississippi were hurried up 
quartered, various pretenses, in the mountains. 
question of “ taking sides” actively, marching under the 
and ” or under the ‘‘Stars and Stripes,” was forced 
The day of discussion was a brief one. The con- 
a on the scene. The way for this was pre- 
a Federal army was marching into Tennessee 
. Doubt and confusion were part of the atmos- 
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The Union men who could be apprehended were con- 
scripted into the Confederate army. Many fied, first to the 
mountains, to escape conscription, where they were fed for months 

the Union women of the vicinity, and at length, despairing of 
's east Tennessee, many of them determined 

to make way to the Union Army in Kentucky. The travel- 
was to be done by night, and the journey lay over mountains 


1 
rivers, and must be done with extreme caution 
Tennessee into Kentucky were constantly and 
Many of the men thus ane, through 
cold, to reach and join the Union Army, be- 
the Union ed, were captured and com- 
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the Confederate army. Was it any disgrace or dis- 
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honor for them to desert a cause which they abhorred and to fight 
for a cause they loved? . 

Both generals—Grant and Sherman—in their memoirs speak of 
the desertions from the Confederate army before Vicksburg, on 
the march to the sea, and at other points. These were not the 
men who, believing in secession, had risked their all and gone to 
fight for what they believed to be right. These wére not cowards, 
for braver men never marched to martial music than the Confed- 
erate soldiers, but they were in large part the Union men from the 
border States who did not believe in secession, but in the U-ion, 
and had been compelled to join a cause they hated, and felt it the 
exercise of the highest patriotism to quit this cause and fight for 
the old flag which they had been tnught to love since they first 
looked on its sacred folds. And these are the rien who, having 
quit the Confederate service with joy and gladness, joined the 
Union Army, fought bravely during the war, as all Tennesseeans 
ever did, whether at Kings Mountain, under Jackson at New Or- 
leans, during the Indian war, or under General Scott in Mexico, 
and made Tennessee famous as the Volunteer State; and these 
Union men having fought through the war and received an hon- 
orable discharge, and having seen peace restored, our country 
reunited, are in their extreme old age and helpless condition de- 
nied a small pension because of service in the Confederate army 
which they were compelled to render. 

A generous Government will not tolerate this, »nd no brave, 
true man wil! wish that it should. The perilous situation of the 
east Tennessee loyalists and the great help rendered the Union 
cause by them was known to and recognized by President Lincoln, 
and he was constantly urging General Buell, then in Kentucky, to 
move into east Tennessee with his army to relieve them. ; 
Mr. Lincoln, in a dispatch to General Buell dated January 6, 
1862, says: ; 





EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, January 6, 1862. 
My Dear Str: Your dispatch,of yesterday has been received, and it dis- 
appoints and distresses me. * * * My distress is that our friends in east 
ennessee are being hanged and driven to despair, and even now [ fear are 
thinking of taking rebel arms for the sake of personal protection. In this 
we lose the most valuable stake we have in the South. My dispatch to which 
— is an answer was sent with the knowledge of Senator Johnson and 
epresentative Maynard, of east Tennessee, and they will be upon me to 
know the answer, which I can not safely show them. They would despair; 
possibly resign to go and save their families somehow or die with them. 
I do not intend this to be an order in any sense, but merely, as intimated 
before, to show you the grounds of my anxiety. F 
Yours, very truly, 


Brigadier-General BUELL. 
General McClellan also felt the same way, as is seen by the fol- 
lowing dispatch to General Buell: 

CONFIDENTIAL. } 


A. LINCOLN. 


WASHINGTON, Monday, January 6, 1862. 


My DEAR GENERAL: * * * There are few things I have more at heart 
than the prompt movement of a strong column into eastern Tennessee. The 
political consequences of the delay of this movement will be much more seri- 


ous than you seem to anticipate. [f relief is not soon afforded tho:e people 
we shall lose them entirely,and with them the power of inflicting the most 
severe blow upon the secession cause. 

I was extremely sorry to learn from _ your telegram to the President that 
you had from the beginning attached little or no importance to a movement 
in east Tennessee. I had not so underscood your views, and it develops a 
radical difference between your views and my own, which I deeply regret 

* * * Interesting as Nashville may be to the Louisville interests, it strikes 
me that its possession is of very secondary importance in comparison with 
the immense results that would arise from the adherence to our cause of the 
masses in east Tennessee, west North Carolina, South Carolina, north 
Georgia,and Alabama-—-results that I feel assured would ere long flow from 
the movement I allude to. 


> > * . - . © 
In haste, my dear General, very truly, yours, 
GEO. B. McCLELLAN, 


Major-General, Commanding. 
Brig. Gen. D. C. BUELL, Louisville, Ky. 

Although with all the urging on the part of the President and 
his superior, General McClellan, Buell did not move into east 
Tennessee, and that section of Tennessee was not permanently 
occupied until later by the Federals. Theaid rendered the Union 
cause by the Union men, not only of east Tennessee, but by the 
loyal men of all the border States, while known to the President 
and the Union officers, is hardly known to the general public, and 
has not been appreciated since as it should have been. I do not 
desire to take from any section or from any men the glory to 
which it or they may be entitled for the splendid services and 
sacrifices rendered for the Union cause. I do wish to see justice 
done to loyal men of the border States, who made many sacrifices 
for their ‘‘ opinions’ sake.” 

A brief review of the part played by the loyal men of the border 
States in the late war will not be considered, I hope, out of place 


The whole number of men furnished to the Union Army, accord- 
ing to the Adjutant-General’s report of November 9, 1880, from 
the firing on Fort Sumter to the close of the war, was 2,865,028, 
of which the Northern States furnished 2,432,801 men. The cen- 
sus of 1860 showed that the number of white males of the mili- 

age (between 18 and 45) in the Northern States was 4,327,000, 
so that the troops furnished by them to the Union Army were 60 
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cent of theavailablemen. Turning tothe slave States, the first 
Sees is the a that Delaware furnished a larger 
number of troops to the Union Army in on to her avail- 
able — vr population than any other State in any part of the 
country is is 80 —e to accepted ideas that the average 
Northern Republican would pronounce the statement absurd on 
its face. But the figures leave noroom for doubt. Delaware had 
in 1860 only 18,278 white males between the ages of 18 and 45. 
She sent 13,670 men into the Union Army, which equaled 74.8 
cent. New Hampshire re oO ice 54 per cent, 
mont and Massachusetts 58 ne 59 per cent, Rhode 
Island 66 per cent, Dlinois an Ohio 6 per cent, Kansas 72 per 
cent, and Indiana 74 per cent. 

The other border States did nearly as well. Maryland had 
102,715 white males of arm seen 50,316 of them did service 
for the Union, being almos Snake per cent. Kentucky had 
180,589 men to call upon, and 79, or nearly 44 per cent, re- 
sponded. Missouri had 232,781 white males, and 109,111 of them 
went into the Union Army, Leng Sey —y~ 47 cent. West Vir- 

inia did not fall behind. She 66,500 white males, of whom 

,068 became Union soldiers, or more than 48 per cent. Even 
Tennessee, one of the States which actually seceded, jurnished no 
less than 31,095 men to the Union Army. 

Altogether, the thirteen slave States contributed 432,227 men in 
defense of the Union. Ken also furnished 23.703 colored 
troops, = do not enter into calculation. Maryland and 
Missouri also supplied the Army with a large contingent for the 
same arm of the service. It thus appears that one-seventh of the 
Union Army came from the South. 

Contemplate, if you will, what would have been the result if 
this half taillion of lostent, brave men had been in the Confederate 
army, making a difference of a million of men, and the border 
States of east Tennessee, Missouri, K Palme, Bees 


tically against the Union as M a 
Carolina and the other cotton States. Not only would the seat 
of war have been in the North, bré the result made more doubt- 
ful, to say the least. 
LOYALTY OF BAST TENNESSEE AS ATTESTED BY A CONFEDERATE OFFICER. 
In an article in the Century Magazine of February, 1885, Col. 
William Preston Johnson (son of Gen. Albert Sydney Johnson, 
and a member of Jeff. Davis's staff a the war), writing on 
the battle of Shiloh, and defending his father from the severe 
criticism of certain Southern ne for the loss of Forts 
Donelson and Henry, the evacuation of Bowling Green, and the 
disaster at Fishing , Says: 
His father's armay was weakened by the gocnenity of thousands of 


in eas’ to overawe the Union pe ulation re, and so as 
to — eo B= line of railroad comm: ween Virginia and Ten- 


He pager says: 


This hostile section penetrated the heart of the Confederacy like a wedge, 
and flanked and weakened General Johnson’s line of defense, requiring, as it 
did, constant and repression. 
Gen. D. H. Hill, of the Confederate army 
= the rebellion was sup 
be true or not, it is true 


insisted a few years 
ressed b 2 Southern men. Whether 

the repulse to the Southern 
by General Thonaas, a South- 


alist. The first confidence red in thedemo: army 
hip of Ord, of Maryland, at 


of Bull Run was owin Cr Caamas _ 
ttenden, er, elson’ 


Dranesville. Blair, by, 
were born in Kentucky. Newton and Cook were Virginians; Ord 
and Sykes were Marylanders. 

The most successful of all naval heroes was David G. Farragut, 
an east Tennessee boy. Dupont of Delaware and Goldsborough 
of Maryland made the first mt on the Atlantic coast. 

When the Federal Arm been scattered at Chickamauga, 
who was it that stood at e, Ga., like a rock in the ocean 
against which the waves dash and fret im vain? It was Thomas, 
the rock of Chickama 

Had it not been for the stubborn resistance of this gallant gen- 
eral and his brave men, Chickamauga would have been a com- 


= aie rout and the Confederacy an established fact at this 


veel ome the testimony of Generals Grant and Sherman for the 
statement that the Union men of east Tennessee, out of their 
scanty supplies, fed General Burnside’s starving army a the 


siege of ere: . the ee people ofthe Soquatchie alley 
oes liberal? ‘s army at Chatta- 
Bridgeport, cantel 4 Grant established the “cracker line” to 


vo Ala, 
. Redfield, at one time the able correspondent of the Cin- 
anon Commercial Gazette, writing about Tennessee troops, says: 


ailyoiumes the Tennessee troops in the Union Army would 


The Tennessee troops we: Sghtere rether than writers, and left lit- 
tle record of their transactions. 1 was Tennessee Troops who fay routed 
the famous cavairy command of Gem Jou Ht Moroes, und killed fa- 


— was inflicted at Mill 
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mous rider. He vanquished armies and captured atemmere in as 


Paid than hia own men numbered. yet m tango fate da! ; 
aes ee ee ee Tennessee te decreed aie regi. 
me 


oo the capture of Morgan was equal to the destruction o; 


as Chairman, I have not thus spoken to stir up bad bl... ; 
bring skeletons from moldy graves to the languay 
venge, but to set forth the work and of humble , 
who helped to continue and extend American institut; 
heroic devotion and suffering, and have proved by their s),:)...;,, 
that love of country is a ivine truth; that the Unite a States 
is not a rope of sand tying together antagonistic States: thy; ;\. 
Constitution is not a ‘glittering generality,” but a “ diyine 
lon dele law of growth, freedom, and civilization, and {)), 

ed justice oe oage the Union men of {| 

a sane — of them descendants of heroes of Ki 
Mountain, New Orleans, Monterey, and es Vista. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. see ccenting, I desire 
to yield two es nd Drayes eenniby er inois [Mr. Sw rH] 
oe the aoe of suggesting an amendment he proposes to offer 


Me Bacbrit of litinois. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to 
cuss ania measure at this time, but will probably have som 
to wy it under the five-minute debate. ‘I have re: a thi 

i lly and believe it to be a one, although I believe, 
at the same , it might be in some one or two r: spects 
with-edventags, an =. nist t ieee could n 
°o ona an in the bill whi ics 
would be —_" 

a eee now bys give notice that at the proper time I 
shall offer an amendment on coe hee. and I ask unani 
mous consent that that ae Sto the Rrecorp—it 
will take about five or six lines of the ORD—so that member 
of the committee may have an opportunity of considering it oa 
it comes up under the five-minute rule. lask that the amendment 
be read as a part of m a 

The Clerk read as f 


aceon sen eoton 5 et hn Steg tb eos ction 4, 


Sa een pn Rein Oe ee ewe ona determina- 
tion of the Fights ot any increase of pension, the 
same shall be dotermized solely solely on a sworn  helaieeane. or affirmation, of 
witnesses, taken under the pro of law; and the answorn stat its 
ea or persons relative to the credibitity witnesses; or as to sap 

pete oeeer sto So. raccepted 

Se impeach or discredit the sworn statements, 


n 


) 


Mr. (Mr. CONNOLLY addressed the committee. See Appendix.) 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the tleman has expired. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I would like to have enough time to call 
attention to this section. 

Mr. SPERRY. I ask that the gentleman have further time 

The CHAIRMAN. It isalso five minutes to 5o’clock, when the 
House must take a recess. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I will yield. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move — the committee do now rise. 


accordingly rose; and the Speaker having 
sumed the chair, Mr. Paynz, Chairman of the Committee 0! the 18 
Whole House on the state of the Union, that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the biil (H. R. 8271) relating 
to pensions, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER. The Indian appropriation bill has come back 
from the Senate with Senate amendments and a request {1r @ 
conference. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Curtis}, « eu- 
ber of the committee, moves that the House nonconcur 1! 1 the 
Senate amendments and to the request for a conference. 
Without objection it will be so caeeah and the Chair wil! a 
point anconferees on the past of the Howse the gentlemen fro 

ork, Mr ee eee Mr ioe ant 
the gentleman from Texas, Mr, PENDLETON. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


CONNEAUT, OHIO, A SUBPORT OF ENTRY. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Way: : 
ec a me to back the bill (H. R. 4787) to establis 
jo the State of Ohio, — ry} 

it of Cay. oga, in the said State of Ohio. 

e ipa Ask for its passage. It can be passed ‘5 
moment 


Mr. GROSVENOR. T ask unanimous consent to pass the |" 

The SPEAKER. Is there o to the present considers 
of the bill? Chair hears none. 

Mr. . Let us hear what the bill is. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Tt is a bill to establish a subport of entry 
at a little town in Ohio. 











1896. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in the State of Ohio, asa 
aa LBpart of entry in the district of Cuyahoga, in said State of Ohio. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the port of Conneaut, in the State of Ohio, be, and 
the same is hereby, declared to be a paper’ of entry in the district of Cuya- 





of Ohio, from and af 


said State passage of this act. 
SPEAKER. Is there ob on to the present consideration 
yt bill? [After a _. ] “phe Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed fora third ; and being 
engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, an passed. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTION REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the-following Senate bills and 
resolution were taken from the Speaker’ s table and referred by the 
aker as f 

om bill (8. 2843) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo.—to the 
Committee on og que and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (8. 2178 oe for the purchase of a site and for the 
erection of a pu ding thereon at Salt Lake City, the cap- 
ital of the oe = a and at Ogden—to the Committee on 


Pr hl (48) to provide for the disposal of th bandoned 
A e abandonec 
Military Weservation. in Montana, under the home- 


hoga, in sai 


bill (8. 1287) iaeT to place Francia W. Seeley on the retired list of 
the Army—to the Committee on ee Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1200) providing for an additional circuit judge in the 
sixth judicial circuit—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (S. 278) for the relief of Olivia and Ida Walter, heirs and 
children of Thomas U. Walter, deceased—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

. 270) to provide for the erection of a public building in 
the ae Portsmonth, in the State of Virginia—to the Commit- 
tee blic Buildings and Grounds. 

A bill (S. pa Nn ide for the purchase of a site and the 

erection of a bnila ding thereon at Nashua, in the State of 
the Committee on Public Buildings and 


7 
34 


Grounds. 
Concurrent resolution— 


paint © the Senate (the House of Repent concurring), That the 
oo be directed d his orders to the Commis- 


sioner of the General Land Office work upon the Union Pacific 
Ratroad Compane Sept lists now on lands along the Union 
main in western Nebraska, carehess olorado, Wyoming, and 


tah, and shall cause work thereon to be resumed and patents to issue to the 


Union Pacific Railway Company without delay to all lands described in the 


several lists now on file in the United States Land Office upon which ticle 
is due to the Union nee fy ee Company, in order to com ‘YY through 
the Se Pacific Railwa: . good and sufficient ti to the pur- 


see ara kar oe Provided, No patents shall be is- 
which have not been sold by said company prior to the 
tt 


Sith Gadel on the Pubic Lands. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that that committee had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same, to wit: 

A bill (H. R. 951) to amend the military record of Dan S. Place, 
first lieutenant, Eighteenth Indiana Volunteers; and 

A bill (8S. 1835) . execute the findings of the Court of Claims 
ner of the claim of John J. Shipman against the United 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
a Mr. Brosius, for three days, on account of important busi- 


To Mr. Goopwyn, for twelve days, on account of important 


REPRINT OF BILL. 

. SPERRY, a reprint was ordered of the 
bil mer 1°R. OTH for the the clerks in the first and 
cane post-office, for the purpose of correcting an error in 


classification o 
we te ear CKLER. Iask consent that the House take a recess now. 
Mr. SCRANTON. Pending that, I desire a change of reference 


Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill (H. R. 2466) 
an act of the legislative assembly of the Territory of 

“An act to create a county court” be re- 

ferred to the Gon tattos on the Judiciary. It was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 


from Pennsylvania asks 
chan reference of jou the Committee on Territories 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. PERKINS, What is the bill? 
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The SPEAKER. An act creating a county court in New Mex- 
ico. [After a pause.] The Chair hears no objection, and the 
change of reference will be made. 

REPRINT. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for a 
— of the bill under consideration (H.R. $27 1). 

here was no objection, and it was so ordere« 

The SPEAKER. The time having arrived for the recess, the 
House is now declared in recess until 8 o'clock this ¢ evening, and 
the gentleman from New York, Mr. Payne, will please take the 
chair at that time. 

And accordingly (at 5 o’clock) the House was declared in recess. 


EVENING SESSION, 
a recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 o’clock 








Petr. PAYNE, as Speaker pro tempore, called the House to order 
and directed the reading of the special order, as follows: 

The House shall on each Friday at 5o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 o'clock, 
at which evening session private pension bills, bills for the removal of polit- 
ical disabilities, and bills removing charges of dese rtion only shall be consid- 
ered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 80 minutes. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar. 

The question being taken onthe motion of Mr. Picker, the 
Speaker declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. A division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 45, noes none; 
motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. HEPBURN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the 
for the consideration of business on the Private 
Clerk will report the first bill. 


JOHN KEHL. 


The bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl was read,as 
follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., 


so the 


Whole 
Calendar. The 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 


thorized and instructed to restore the rating of John Kehl, late of Company 
D, Ninth Regiment of Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, to the rate of $8 per 
month, as it was previous to July, 1593. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, when we adjourned on last 
Friday evening we were discussing the propriety of the 
of this bill. If I am not mistaken, I had the floor when the hour 
of adjournment arrived. I do not believe that we ought to grant 
any increase of pension in this case. I think this man is justly 
entitled to what he is receiving, $8 per month, but I fail to see 
any testimony which leads me to conclude that his pension ought 
to be increased. Therefore, to prevent friction and in order that 
we may move on and consider other more meritorious bills which 
possibly may be found — the Calendar, I trust that the gentle- 
man in charge of this bill will not press it this evening, but will 
let it be passed over without prejudice until the case can be fur 
ther investigated and more proof, if possible, presented than is 
contained in the report of the committee in favor of increasing this 
pension. I hope the bill will not be favorably passed upon by 
this committee at this time. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, so far from adopting the 
suggestion of the distinguished gentleman from South Carolina, 
I shall most unhesitatingly urge that this Committee of the Whole 
report this bill favorably atid recommend its passage. I have gone 
very carefully over the reports of the various medical examinations 
in this case—there are six of them—and I am satisfied that no 
more meritorious bill ever came before the House of RKepresenta- 
tives, and I hope to be able to show this committee that this has 
been a case of the most unjust persecution of this man from the 
time his first application for an increase was made up to the pres- 
ent time. 

I shall state briefly the facts in this case. It is not a pleasant 
case to discuss in the presence of this House or in the presence of 
those who are visiting us this evening, but justice to this man de- 
mands that I shall speak plainly and deal plainly with this subject. 
In 1884 John Kehl, a poor, ignorant old German, applied for and 
was granted a pension at the rate of $8 per month, for disease of 
the heart and rheumatism, resulting from cold and exposure while 
in the military service. He applied for an increase. On the 25th 
of August, 1884, the report of the medical board, cons sisting of Drs. 
Muscroft, Stevenson, and Prendergrast, three of the most reputable 
citizens of the city of Cincinnati, was substantially as follows. 
The language which I am about to read is quoted exactly from 
their report: 

This man's case, in our opinion, shows the commencement of some special 
disease which is still somewhat obscure and prevents a diagnosis, but will 


locomotor ataxia. We think his present disability entities him to 
three-fourths of total rating. 


passage 
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Now, the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], for 
whom I have the highest regard and respect personally, is like 
some other members of this House who think it is extremely 
amusing and entertaining to boast of their ignorance. It seems 
to me, Mr. Chairman, that a man who has been studying these 
pension matters as he has been during this session and before, 
ought to know something of the meaning of medical terms, and 
when the gentleman gets up and talks about locomotor ataxia and 
twists and distorts the term, and then says that he does not know 
what it means, that is a confession of ignorance which, if I were 
he, I should be ashamed to make. I will say to the gentleman 
that locomotor ataxia is a complaint which results in lameness 
and inability to move the limbs, or rather inability to control 
their motions, and it is often a result of exposure to severe cold 
and rheumatism and other influences of that kind. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to say to the gentleman that ‘‘ the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina” knows a little more about this case 
than you think he does. 

Mr. BROMWELL (continuing). On the strength of this re- 

rt this man was given a pension of $8 a month. He eo 

or an increase. He lived in the city of Cincinnati. And here 

let me say that whenever an unfavorable report was to be obtained 
in this case (and there were three of them, more or less unfavor- 
able) they took him away from Cincinnati, his home—once to 
Covington, Ky., and twice to Hamilton, Ohio, 25 miles distant 
from where he lived—and had him examined there, while the 
examinations by the physicians,ir Cincinnati, his home, were 
invariably favorable to his applifati- \. I mention this as a coin- 
cidence. The examination at “+ m, Ohiv, which took place 
on the 29th of May, 1888, be <8. Hinckley and McNeeley, 
contains this language: 

Scars of bubos are visible in each groin. Formerly drank freely, but now 
only temperately. We believe his trouble is due to spinal schlerosis from 
syphilitic taint. 

That was by the examining board at Hamilton, Ohio, and, as I 
have said, was made and dated on the 29th of May, 1888. With 
the delay usual in the Pension Office under all administrations—I 
do not make any special criticism upon the present administra- 
tion in that respect—this case was not again considered or an ex- 
amination had until the 4th of September, 1889, a year and a half 
after the Hamilton examination. This examination was made by 
Drs. Hartshorn, Smith, and Klein at Cincinnati. 

They say: 

He is, in our opinion, entitled to first-grade rating for the disability caused 
by rheumatism, enlargement of the heart, locomotor ataxia. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as most of the members present are aware, 
locomotor ataxia is not a disease that comes mere it is not a 
disease that develops itself at once, and at a stroke, like paralysis, 
immediately destroys ali power and control of the limbs, but is a 
disease that is insidious and grows steadily day by day. This 
report continues: : 

‘There is reason to believe that he had suffered exposure previous to or at 
the time of his attack of rheumatism to produce the locomotor ataxia. In 
= rticular there is a very close connection of the causes of rheumatism 
an uiring 


ocomotor ataxia: The applicant is totally disabled, req 
aid and attendance of another person. 


Now, on the 27th day of February, 1890, or six months after this 
report was made, the Commissioner of Pensions not yet having 
acted on the case, the follo instructions were issued for 
another examination in the case of thisman. These are the iden- 
tical words of the instructions: 

It is desired in this case that the examination be made with refer- 
ence to chronic rheumatism and results. Claimant is on the rolls for rheu- 
matism and — disease of the heart and = also resulting paralysis. 
There is a prevalent impression of a syphilitic tin this case, and to this 
point your attention is especially ‘ 

I ask your attention to that , because it called the 
special attention of the examining to this part of the case 
and to what the medical examiners in the Department had done 
with a view to discovering the nature of this man’s disability. 

dk hat, if E 
TURE, san tnt tn damning present Aiceliliin’ Wises seats mise GET aa 
n of skin, throat, groins, bones, head, and scalp, as to any signs of syphilis 
wn. 


See we THOS. D. INGRAM, 
" “Medical Referee. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention of the com- 
mittee to the condition of certain parts of the body of this appli- 
cant as shown by the examination of the case; because, as a result 
of this dreadful disease, these are the parts of the body that are 
always and invariably affected. This report of the board of ex- 
aminers, a board com of three eminent physicians in the city 
of Cincinnati, than whom none stand = in this country, men 
with whom I am personally nainted—Dr. A. C. Kemper, Dr. 
J. W. Stevenson, and Dr. A. B. Isham, himself a gallant soldier, 
who carries a wounded limb, and has a limp resu rariee hie this 
wound received in the service that he will carry d his life- 
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On March 19, 1890, this board used this language, and I wil) «y 
that | have not quoted the report in full, as itis not necessary. | 
have quoted the language mainly applicable to the compla i: ¢ 
which reference has been made as affecting the standing of this 
applicant before the office. In that report they say: mn 

Skin and Senge healthy. Find he has decided 4d g of the rich}. 
with ataxia gait; some incoordination of muscles of rigut arn and hand. = 

He is, in our opinion, entitled to a second-grade rating for the dis:|,);; 
caused by rheumatism and spinal sclerosis. —s 

Mr. ERDMAN. Will you permit an inquiry just there? 

Mr. BROMWELL. No; not now. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I suppose you will read the whole report? 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will be glad to have the gentleinan roaq 
the whole report if it will be any satisfaction to him. [ am read. 
ing. substantially the entire report, oy that part of it 
which bears on this special disease. ey say, continuing: 

Unable to button clothes with right hand; could detect no an. ; 
any part; * * * unable to stand alone with eyes shut. Find » . 
from ulcer under glans penis and near meatus, having destroyed pron), an4 
enlarged meatus somewhat; no induration. Could detect no enlarco ier 
of any of the giands of the body; no scars in groin: No nodes or enlarzemen 
of any of the bones indicative of syphilis. ys he had a sore on penis. } 
could get no other history of syp and no other evidence of an\ 
detect no other changes in the case. This man is totally disabled. duo t, 
spinal sclerosis, and if it is the result of his army service we recommen 
second-grade rating. 

Now, I will say that most of the usual a of this disease 
are the enlargement of the glands on the back of the neck and the 
enlargement of the glands on the arm. The examiners at Hamil- 
ton spoke of having found lumps or enlargement of the glands in 
the groin. This examination finds a complete absence of any of 
those symptoms. Other preeeren are usually the falling out of 
the hair and the growth of nodes or lumps upon the scalp. Those 
are all missing; there is nothing of that kind. 

Not satisfied with this report made by these three eminent phy- 
sicians of Cincinnati, the Department sent this case to (\\vington, 
in the State of Kentucky, and there, on the 26th of August, i992 


' before Drs. Tarvin, Davis, and Stuard, an examination was had, 


from the report of which I will read an extract; and | wil! say 
that in we the selection of what I read I have picked out 
those parts which refer to the particular disease in question; and 
if I omit any part which the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. 
ERDMAN] wishes to include in his reply, I shall be very glad to 
have him do it. But I dia not suppose the House would care to 
hear the entire report. I am dealing fairly with the House and 
giving in each case the worst statement made in the report. This 
of examiners at Covington says: 
He makes the following statement: “Also syphilis in 1863.” 


Now, as I stated on last Friday night when this matter was up, 
this claimant being an ignorant and not understanding 
well the English | uestion put to him 
in the first examination, and supposed it was whether he had ever 
had er — and he replied that hehad. But the examiners put 
it down in their statement that he had admitted he had had 
syphilis. Then this board goes on to say: 

Well-marked cicatrix on left side of mone penis and a loss of substance 
of lower wall of meatus, the result of initial lesion of syphilis. * * * Well- 
marked case of locomotor ataxia. * * * Wesee no evidence of excessive 
consumption of spirituous liquors. 

One of the claims was that his diseased condition was due to his 
having been intemperate. é 

Owing to the imbecility of the applicant— e 

Now, I ask attention to this language— 

to the imbecility of the applicant and the total inability to obtaina 
comp! eneey, of the case, we are unable to determine positively whether 
the condition of the applicant is due to syphilis or other pathological! «hanges. 

This board, sitting at Covington, with this statement before 
them that this man had made that he had had this disease, were 
unable fn determine whether his — was ete th se 4 
or to other ological changes. was on the of August, 
1891; and the claim was rejected. It was afterwards taken up at 
the request of Mr. Storer, a member of the Fifty-third Conzress, 
and another examination was , Which took place on the 
28th of March, 1894, before Drs. Dunham, Juettner, and Fozel, of 
the city of Cincinnati. They say: 

We can not Sad nny oxiituce of exeiite (soldier Genies it also); no ——— 
scar; no enlarged g relaxed, an ssages ¢ 
tarrhal, cyanotic - healthy; , skull, , and other bones nor 
mi avian teinioe 

Another examination was ordered before this same boar, be 
cause the Department was determined to that this man was 
suffering from the result of his vicious its. This examination 
was e on the 9th of May, 1894, a little less than two months 
after the one last snentioned. In the report of this examination 
the board says: 

Locomotor 


‘ 


d lower 

ing: sense® 

of n on thorax, 

sides of meatus urinarius oD 











1896. 
Bice at 





(Soldier claims as the result of a practical joke while in Camp 
at Milwaukee. A comrade touched his glans penis with a red-hot 
ramrod.) 

In spite— 

Now, notice this language— 

spite of the most painstaking examination, according to special instruc- 

won not find any evidence of syphilis on skull hair. skin, tibise, or 
other bones, mucous membrane, brain, heart, lungs, or other viscera and 
glands. There is positively no enlargement of the post cervical— 

That is the gland at the back of the neck— 


epitrochlear— 
That is the gland on the arm above the elbow— 


inguinal glands. is the unanimous opinion of this boa - 
at lecemaeaer ataxia i Soret of oxpesmse to wet and a ol ace 
tism, syphilis. 
vidence of vicious habits. 

eally Sree ied for manual labor. 

Now, with all this evidence before it, the Pension Department, 
still determined to harass this man and refuse him the pension 
to which he was entitled, sends him off 25 miles to the city of 
Hamilton for another examination. This is the sixth examina- 
tion. On the ist of August, 1894, he appeared before three doc- 
tors in Hamilton—Drs. Huston, Grafft, and Sharkey. After con- 
tradicting nearly everything found by former examinations, they 
say: 

a cause of this trouble is probably a syphilitic germinata. There isa 
scar situated about the meatus and another scar situated near and on the 

ht side of the meatus. No enlarged glands in the groin. No loss of hair. 

‘o nodes formed on the skull, but roughness of both tibiz. 

There are the examinations into this case, and the Department, 
following, I am sorry to say, the usual rule in these cases, has 
determined that this a shall not get a poem, a Say are 
construing every possible thing against him. Instead of doing as 
is provided for in the general bill that we now have under consid- 
eration; instead of giving this man the benefit of the doubt; 
instead of remembering that he risked his life in the service and 
came out of it a poor, crippled, broken-down man, requiring con- 
stant , unable to control the natural functions of the 
body, filthy and diseased, and an absolute care and dependent 


upon his family, getting but $8 per month for rheumatism, where 
he is undoubtedly entitled, upon the report of these physicians, to 
the amount asked for in this bill, $30, they have construed every- 


thing against him, they have refused to allow him his pension, and 
it oe a to appeal to this House to see that this injus- 
tice is ri b 

Now, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ERpMAN] has 
the ful! statement of this case I should be very glad to have him 
read Ay of it that I have omitted if he wants to. 

Mr. MAN. Mr. Chairman, this case is of a character not 

for discussion in the open House, and I do not propose to 

wn into any discussion of the details of it. I want to say 

that this gentleman’s pension was reduced in April, 1892, not 

under a Democratic Administration, and the implied fling at the 

present Administration, in the remarks of the gentleman who has 
just taken his seat; does not appl y 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I ask the gentleman what remark I 
made which could be construed into any fling at the present Ad- 
ministration? Did I not say specitically that I did not propose to 
criticise the nt Administration? 

Mr. ERD - Indeed, I heard you say that, but I judged 
your remarks by their general tenor. Now, in April, 1892, this 
man was reduced to $8 a month. The Pension Bureau then said: 

Medical shows that 50 per cent of all cases of “ locomotor ataxia” 
are due to pple nt alcohol. = 

And I want to say that this man had admitted before that he 
formerly indulged Freely in alcoholic stimulants and that he had 
the other disease. 


The medical certificates show that in this case these are the principal if not 
sole factors in claimant's condition. * —_ 


I have over the medical reports, and it is my judgment 
that the Bureau in 1892 reported correctly: 
ine justice would seem to demand the dropping of his name from the 


and SuIIIaEed of ti edlocte Gane Uae uateoes eyeten of the 
elec nm e nervo stem 0 e 
eit virus and ag poisoning, all doubts are amply covered by the 
A Republican Administration said that of him. If this isa 
pe case for pensioning by private bill in the House, then I 
ve never seen an improper one. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 
The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 
a - division (demanded by Mr. ErpMAN) there were—ayes 80, 
Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 
Te EMER. Count, Mr. Chairmen. sine 
after counting). No quorum appears 
and the Glen will call the roll. 
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Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask if the gentleman will 
withdraw the point of no quorum, and allow this bill to be passed 
without prejudice? 

Mr. TALBERT. If you will lay aside the bill with an unfavor- 
able report, I will withdraw the point. 

Several MEMBERS. Oh, no. 

Mr. TALBERT. I made a suggestion which gentlemen indig- 
nantly refused, and in their refusal made some unpleasant re- 
marks. I refuse to withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr: PICKLER. Let the bill be passed over without prejudice, 
without any report upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 





Mr. LAYTON. I hope the bill will not be passed over. Itisa 
meritorious case. I have examined it, andit is undoubtedly mer- 
itorious. 


The roll was called, when the following-named members failed 
to respond: 


Abbott, Dockery, Lawson, Robertson, La. 
Acheson, Doolittle, Lefever, Robinson, Pa. 
Adams, Dovener, Leisenring, Royse, 
Aitken, Draper, Leonard, Rusk, 
Aldrich, Ala. Ellett, Va. ster, Russell, Ga. 
Aldrich, Ml. Elliott, 8. C. Livingston, Sauerhering, 
Allen, Miss. Evans, Lockhart, Sayers, 
Anderson, Fischer, Lorimer, Scranton, 
Apsley, Fitzgerald, Loud, Settle, 
Arnold, Pa. Fletcher, Maddox, Shannon, 
Arnold, R.L Foote, Maguire, Shaw, 

tw . Foss, Mahany, Sherman, 
Babcock, Fowler, McCall, Mass. Simpkins, 
Bailey, Gardner, McClellan, Skinner, 
Baker, Md. Gillet, N.Y. McClure, Smith, D1. 
Bankhead, Goodwyn, McCormick, Smith, Mich, 
Barham, Griswold, McCreary, Ky. Southwick, 
Barrett, Grow, McDearmon, Spalding, 
Bartlett, Ga. Hall, McEwan, Spencer, 
Bartiett, N. ¥. Halterman, McKenney, Stahle, 
Beach, Hanly, McLachlar, Stallings, 
Belknap, Harmer, Mec Laurin, Steele, 
Bell, Colo. Harris, MeMillin, Stokes, 
Bell, Tex. Harison, McRae, Stone, W. A. 
Bennett, Hart, Meiklejohn, Strait, 
Berry, Hartman, Mercer, Strong, 
Sienieann Hatch, Meredith, Strowd, N. OC, 
Black, N. ¥. Heatwole, Meyer, Sulzer, 
Boutelle, Heiner, Pa. Miller. Kans. Swanson, 
Bowers, Henderson, Milliken Taft, 
Brosius, Hendrick, Miner, N. ¥. Tawney, 
Buck, Hermann, Mondell, Tayler, 
Bull, FB cks, Money, Terry, 
Burrell, Hilborn, Moody, Tucker 
Burton, Ohio Hill, Morse, Turner, Ga. 
Cannon, Hitt, Moses, Turner, Va. 
Catchings, Hooker, Mozley, Tyler, 
Clarke, Hopkins, Neill, Underwood, 
Cobb, Howard, Newlands, Van Horn, 
Cockrell, Howe, Noonan, Wadsworth, 
Coffin, Hubbard, Northway, Walker, Mass, 
Colson, Huff, Odell, Walker, Va. 
Cooke, Il. Hulick, Ogden, Warner, 
Cooper, Fla. Huling, Otey, Washington, 
Cooper, Tex. Hull, Otjen, Wellington, 
Cooper, Wis. Hurley, Owens, Wheeler, 
Cousins, Hutcheson, Patterson, White, 
Cowen, Hyde, Pearson, Wilber, 
Cox, Johnson, Cal. Pendleton, Williams, 
Crisp, Johnson, Ind. Perkins, Wilson, Idaho 
Crowley, Johnson, N. D. Pitney, Wilson, N. Y. 
Culberson, Jones, Powers, Wilson, Ohio 
Cummings, Joy, Price, Wilson, 8. C. 
Dalzell, Kem Prince, Woodard, 
Danford, Kendall, Quigs, Weomer, 
Dayton, Kiefer, aney, Wi ight, 
Denny, Kulp, Ray, Yoakum 
De. Witt, Kyle, Reeves, 
Dingley, y; Reyburn, 
Dinsmore, Latimer, Richardson, 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say that 
my colleague, Mr. GARDNER, was called away by telegram on 
account of important business. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise. 

The committee rose; and Mr. PAYNE resumed the chair as 
Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole 
House finding itself without a quorum, as Chairman I directed 
the roll to be called, when 116 members responded ‘to their names. 
L report the names of the absentees for entry upon the Journal. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The names of the absentees will 
be entered upon the Journal. A quorum has appeared, and the 
committee will resume its session. 

The committee again resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
with a favorable Sousuamnendation? 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 97, noes 4, [Ap- 
plause. } 

So the bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
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HELEN MORRELL CARROLL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (5. 730) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Helen Morrell Carroll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 
and limitations of the nm laws, the name of Mrs. Helen Mo . 
widow of Samuel rca late a major-general in the United States 
Army, at the rate of $75 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 

The question was taken on theamendment offered by Mr. BaKER 
of New Hampshire to strike out the words “ seventy-five” and 
insert the word * fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionison laying aside the bill with 
a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I am constrained to take the 
same position in regard to this bill that I did when it came up 
several Friday evenings past, and in doing so I do not propose to 
detain the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, you do. 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to state to the gentleman that no 
insinuation nor any of his h la can deter me from 
doing what I think is right. e gentleman may be as long and 
as lean and as lank as he pleases, but it does not deter me. AsI 
was going on to say, I do not propose to repeat what I have said 
on former oceasions in regard to this discrimination in favor of 
the widows of major-generals, I am already on record on that 
proposition. Right here, mes upon this subject, I desire to 
send to the desk and to have a letter bearing upon questions 
of this kind, which I will ask the Clerk to read in my own time. 
I would be glad if tlemen will listen to this letter. These are 
not my words, but the words of a soldier whom I do not know. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Erre, Pa., April 22, 1896. 
Sir: t that I ha : 
eave up ths noton’out da tha Govonsanonts Bacon of at ridag 
—_ and saw what you said about the pension of Van Deveer. 
said in my first letter, “You was right.” I think so yet. Keep 
work. If wants to do an for us let them pass a 
that will sat’ the boys all along line. 

a ee, is General ee et General Sheridan’y wife than 
while the bo temaped thnonets the mud and slush? Oh, no! _— 

Now for . Ray, from New York. He asked what lunatic asylum I re- 


sided in. Tell him the same one that every man that voted for him to come 
to Congresa, 


([Laughter.] 


He had better come here and see how much of alunaticIam. He has not 
enough sense to be a “ lunatic.” 

Any man that will stand up in his place in the Halls of Congress and talk 
like he does thirty years after the war and claims that he is a Republican, 
“and that the party is the friend of the men that made it possible for just 
such men to have a seat in Congress, show their gratitude toward us now.” 


You made him a good answer. 
Respectfully, CHARLES RICE. 
Hon. J. W. TALBERT, 


Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, that letter speaks for 
itself. I move to amend the amendment by striking out “ fifty” 
and inserting *‘ thirty.” 

Mr. M . Mr. Chairman, this question was before the House 

regret that I was not here at that 


¥ distinguished U: 

= 
who was the son 

t in ev 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, 
served upon the minority of the 
ue ompeatnd ane ae ee 
ons which we have assumed regard to pension legislation 
the Fifty-fourth Congress. I 
in striking contrast with th 
four other members on this floor to 


has been said of me and it is true, although only by accident, t}\,+ 
I am constantly reporting to this House hills granting liberal pen- 
sions for generals or the widows of generals and men distinguished 
in the naval service of the country. > 
I am proud, sir, that that has been my good fortane, and I w-.1; 
to say to gentlemen on the other side of the House, whoever}, - 
were, who favored the first amendment proposed to this bj! 
last Friday evening—I want to say to them that as a Demo +): 
believing not in any distinctions in the English sense, [ fay.: ..' 
lowing more liberal pensions to the men, or to the widows of {),, 
men, who have won fame and added luster to American histo» 
than to the class of men to one of whom you awarded a pens.) 
of $25 few moments ago, and I count myself fortunate tha; [ 
have been by accident the champion here of the widows of tho 
Union generals. She who was “last at the cross and earliest at 
the grave” will,in your pension legislation, add nothing uncle.) 
to the pensien roll. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know this lady. This is not 
claim from my district or from my State. I desire simply 
in this connection that an affidavit has been made by this 
invalid lady shall be read from the Clerk’s desk, and when it <)),\| 
have been read I trust that no man who stood up a while av to 
vote in favor of a claimant to whom the granting of a pension is 
the granting of a badge of shame instead of a badge of honor will 


this 
. Chairman, I simply desire that this affidavit be read, ani 
I beg pardon of the committee for having, with my usual earn st- 


ness, occupied so much time in ting this case. 
Mr. PICKLE. Will my ealikegun oe the committee permit a 


Mr. PICKLER. I simply want to suggest that this bil! passed 
the Senate in the Fifty-third. Congress at $75 a month. 

Mr. MILES. I ask that the Clerk now read the affidavit. 

The affidavit was read, as follows: 


public in and for the District of 
ee be) first | sworn, deposes and 
5 »Sammel Sprigg Carroll, and 
i ee ee, Bab che is without prop- 
entirely upon said pension; that 
for three years, finding it n 

to go to a hospital jor treat- 
illness at Providence Hospital, this city: 
arm in ating a folding bed 

deprived of th f 
two of whom are dead.a 


. with the greatest economy 
: to live on her pension of $30 a month, 
her ill health and injured arm render ble to rform any work 
self-support, and as she is constantly in of ai trenten n 
MORRELL CARROLL 
enrons te hetnns ane this 0d dag of April, A. D. 18% 
AUL E. JOHNSON 
Public, District of Columbia. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid asile 
to be reported to the House with the recommendation that it do 


Mr. TALBERT. I moved to amend the amendment, Mr. ( jair- 


liamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 
t? 


iginal amendment was to strike ou 

.” The committee acted aflirm- 

— om 8 ath 

proposed to strike out “ fifty” insert ‘‘ thirty’; 

but that motion was not in order. : 

Mr. MILES. I move ‘iw strike out “fifty” and insert “seventy. 

The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not in order, the comm (tve 
having inserted ‘“‘ fifty” by an affirmative vote. 

. Then I move to reconsider that vote. If that 


It will 


motion to reconsider can not be male in 
question is, Shall this bill be laid 
with a favorable recommen: 


in the affirmative: and 
to be reported to the House 


Calendar was the bil! (1. 8. 
V. Kenney, widow of Samuel 


} 


the same is hereby, 
Kenney, during the 
for the services 
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The amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions was 


read, as follows: 


Strike out at the end of the bill the words “ together with the sum of 
$5,000 for the services of her late husband during the war of the rebellion.” 


ort which I desire to have 
e case is one which has 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, the 
read will fully explain this claim. 
been very te eed. ti by the other members of the commit- 


tee as well as by myself. If, after the reading of the report, any 
anation should be desired, I think I can answer satisfactorily 
every inquiry which may be made. 
The (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
The a pension to Miriam V. Kenney, widow of Samuel W. Kenney, 


report: 
discloses that Miriam V. Kenney was the lawful 
W. Kenney, and has remained his wife since his death. 
was employed and paid by and under direction of Gen. 
. commanding a division of the Army of the Cumberland, 
‘ormation of the Confederate army, its position and inten- 
, 1863, he went into the Confederate lines, under the 
the above purpose, and while on such duty was cap- 
by the Confederates, tried and convicted as a spy, and was as 
aspy at Tenhene, ae. February 13, 1368. 
te evidence in case is voluminous, and a considerable portion of it is 
from Confederate archives, including the record of the court-martial which 
tried and convicted Kenney. Letters from General Negley have also been 
the committee. There is no controversy or contradiction in 
the above nor that Kenney was from the first a Union man. 
The claimant applied for 1-7 which was rejected on the ground that 
Samuel W. Kenney was not the military or naval service of the United 


! 


ittee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
last two lines, and that as amended the same do pass. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
Mr. MAN. Will the gentleman in charge of this case give 
usa little more information relative to the employment and com- 
—— of the man whose widow it is now p to pension? 
is a new class of people whom we are to pension— 

i Possibly we ought to grant pensions in these cases, where 
the employment is demonstrated and where, as stated in this case, 
the was hanged by the enemy. But the evidence in a case of 
this tt to be very clear. I hope we shall have some 
anation, therefore, from the gentleman in charge of this bill. 
. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I shall very gladly give to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ErpMAN] and to this Com- 
mittee of the Whole all the information that has come to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions in reference to this case. We 
found among the papers a certified copy of the record of the 
Confederate court-martial by which this man was tried, con- 
victed, and executed as a wey: We found a very considerable 
amount of evidence, both Union and Confederate, to show that 
he was a Union man from the first. The circumstances are 
See ee in a letter of Gen. James 8. Negley, who 

a division of the Army of the Cumberland in the 

of that army immediately preceding the battle of Stone 

ver,on the ist of January, 1863. I have before me @ copy of 
—— and will read it if desired, or I can give the substance 

Mr. ERDMAN. What officers constituted the court-martial 
that convicted this man? 

Mr. WOOD. Iam unable tosay. I recollect that the court- 
martial was ordered by General Wood—I think Gen. S. A. M. 
Wood—of the Confederate army, commanding at Tullahoma, 
Tenn. I could send for the papers on file in the committee room 
and read the entire record, or a full exhibition of the case may be 
Samael We Kenne: oat Ponaivenien by birth, coming fro 

s y was a Pennsy! . m 

— was a resident of the State of Tennessec. 

y approached there he came to our lines to 

his life, having been asa Union man and driven 

He was acquainted with a number of the members of the 

a regiment of that Army; and Gen- 
Some enaeped Mentny 00 0 ony ond found tims to be 0 txave 
as @ spy to be a brave 
and true Let me read a moment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I do not think it is necessary to occupy time 

aon like to know what rank this man held. Was 
an lcrcmobesed teaheunen Neg! Sa 

was empl General ey, as that offi- 
He penetrated the Confed- 
’s for the of ascer- 
of the Confederate army, 


Sir, there is a statue set up in New York to the memory of a 
wiltey Rania han bees honored by his country—Nathan Hale. 
Kenney were necessary; they were 

bravely and honorably performed. There isonly one thing wrong, 


it seems to me, in regard to this bill. This woman ought to have 
ben pension from the very day of de execution of her husband, 
[ The provision for paying her $5,000 was struck out— 


i 











not because she was not considered as deserving it, but simply 
because a majority of the committee felt that they were not justi- 
fied in paying anything in the nature of arrearages of pension. 
If there is anything wrong about the bill it is the amendment 
proposed by the committee, and for one I should be glad to have 
that amendment disagreed to, and the bill passed unamended, 
thus giving this woman the amount of money originally specified. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the 
committee, it was agreed to. : 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. q 

MARY F. DAVENPORT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R, 
75) granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mary F 
Davenport, widow of Dudley Davenport, late first lieutenant of the steamer 
Caleb Cushing, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

The report (by Mr. PooLe) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 75) 
granting a pension to Mary F. Davenport, widow of Dudly Davenport, sub- 
mit the following: 

Dudly Davenport was a first lieutenant of the revenue cutter Caleb Cushing 
during the late war of the rebellion. The evidence examined by your com- 
mittee includes a letter from the Secretary of the Treasury dated April 21, 
1893, which says: 

“The records of the Department show that the revenue cutter Cushing was 
captured by a Confederate privateer in Portland Harbor, Maine. on the night 
of the 26th of June, 1868. She was at the time in command of Lieutenant 
Davenport, Captain Clark, who had been in command, having died on that 
date in the city of Portland. 

“The Cushing, with the other vessels of the service, was under orders by 
the President dated June 14, 1863, to cooperate with the Navy in arresting 
rebel depredations on American commerce, etc."’ 

At the time of the capture of the Cushing by the rebel privateer, great 


cruelty was shown Lieutenant Davenport by his captors, it being known to 
them that he was a native of Georgia who had remained loyal to the Union; 
that his life was threatened and he was placed in irons; that armed vessels 


of the United States pursued the privateer and the Cushing, and that finally 
Lieutenant Davenport and his crew were placed in sma!) boats and aban- 
doned in midocean, and the Cushing blown up. 

As part of the evidence in this case is a letter to Lieutenant Daven 


ort from 
Hon. 8. P. Chase, Secretary of the Treusury, dated July 14, 1863, w Rich says, 
in part: 
“Lam ane to say that your conduct while a prisoner onthe cutter Cush 
ing in refusing to furnish any information whatever to her r oO 


— my most cordial and unqualified approval." 

‘he evidence presented in this claim shows conclusively that befor 
to the capture of the Cushing by the rebel privateer, that Lieute 
port had m an exceptionally strong and hearty man, but th: 
strain and anxiety, together with personal abuse received at that ' 
duced a very marked change in him; melancholia was developed, w! 
soon oapuined Sn insanity, and that he was confined in 

Rochelle, N. Y., and afterwards at Utica, N. Y., wher 
Affidavits of well-known citizens of Oswego, N. Y., wher: 
hibited, which show that from the time of his arrival home, after 
of the Cushing, about July 15, that he was undoubted]; 

Mary F. Davenport, the wife of Lieutenant Davenport, made application to 
the Commissioner of Pensions for a pension as the widow of Dudly Daven 
port, alleging that his death was the direct result of the hardship, suffering, 
mental strain, and exposure endured at the time of the capture of the Cushing 
by the rebel privateer on the 26th of June, 1863. 

e claim was rejected July 19, 1800 “‘on the ground of ne existing law 
granting pensions to widows of officers who served in the Revenue-Marine 
Service.” 

There is no dispute about the facts in this claim, and as all the evidence 

23 to show that the mind of Lieutenant Davenport became shattered, end- 
vg in total insanity and death, all resulting from the capture of the vessel 
cor ied by Lieutenant Davenport by an armed vessel of the 
There is no equitable reason why the relief sought for in this bill should not 
be granted. further appears from the testimony that Mary F. Davenport 
was married to Lieutenant Davenport on the 9th day of July, 1862: that she 
is entirely destitute and has been for several years partially blind, having to 
remain in a darkened room a large portion of the time, and that she is now 
dependent for her support upon the bounty of friends, and that she has no 
children. ‘ 

Considering all the evidence in this claim, which evidence is from the lead- 
ing citizens of Oswego, N. Y., as well as physicians of the asylum where said 
Davenport was confined, and the documentary evidence furnished by the 
Government, your committee believe that this is a case where special legis- 
lation only can afford relief that seems to be just, and therefore recommend 
the of the bill H. R. 75 with an amendment striking out the 
“fifty” in the last line and inserting “ twenty-five.” 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

HARRIET WOODBURY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1299) to ion Harriet Woodbury, of Windsor, Vt. 
The was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Harriet Woodbury, 
late widow of Aaron G. Firman, of Company L, Seventh Regiment Vermont 
Volunteers. 


The report (by Mr. ScLLOway) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1299) to pension Harriet Woodbury, having carefully considered the same, 


SL submit the following report: 
petitioner was formerly the widow of Aaron G. Firman, who served 
in Company I, Seventh Vermont Volunteers, from November 26, 1863, until 
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his death in the service, October 2, 1864; the widow was pensioned from the 
death of the soldier to July 14, 1866, when she again married; pension was 
then paid toa minor child of soldier until October 29, 1880, when he becar:s 
16 years of age, since which date no pension has been paid. These facts «..e 
shown by the records of the Pension Bureau. 

The petitioner, Harriet Woodbury, of Windsor, Vt., testifies that after her 
marriage to Samuel H. Woodbury she was compelled to go out to labor to 
support herself and invalid husband, and that he lingered along until July 26, 
1846, when he died of cancer; that since his death she is left without any 
means, and is now obliged to earn her subsistence by laboring at 25 cents per 
day, and that such remuneration is all the income she has. 

Samuel H. R. Emery, of Bartonsville, Vt., corroborates the above, and tes- 
tifies that the petitioner's husband (Woodbury), while apgerenty healthy 
when she married him, was afterwards afflicted with cancer, and that the 

titioner had to labor tor their support: that Mr. Woodbury died in 1886, 

leaving his widow without means, and that she now labors for her daily 
bread, and hardly earns enovgh for a support. 

Similar bills were favorably reported in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third 
Congresses, but died on the endar. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by adding to line 8 
the words * and pay her a pension of $12 per month”; and that as amended 
the bill do pass. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Cha n, I suggest to the gentleman in 
charge of this bill that he allow it to be laid aside without preju- 
dice for the present. It is another case of a remarried widow, 
and those cases always take up the time of the committee. Other 
good bills mi aa epee while we are considering this one. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman to iay this bill aside? 

Mr. GROUT. I object. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GROUT. I hope the gentleman will not take up the time 
in discussing this matter. This whole question has nm gone 
through with heretofore very fully; and it has been ascertained 
that the committee is in favor of these bills, where, asin this case, 
the widow is destitute, and dependent wholly upon her own exer- 
tions. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, we are considering to-day, and 
have been for a day or two past, a general pension bill, and widows 
of this class are carefully excluded from the provisions of that bill. 
You had your opportunity, if you are going to pension every widow 
who remarried, to do it by general legislation, and you did not 
choose to avail yourself of that opportunity. You propose, on the 
contrary, to do it by private bills, and in that manner to do injus- 
tice to all others who have not a member of Congress here to make 
an effort in their behalf or to look after their interests. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allowme a suggestion? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. AsI have already said several times during 
the course of this discussion, we have added no new classes to 
this general administrative bill. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Oh, yes; you do. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; not one. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Oh, yes; this bill embraces in the first para- 
graph a certain class, and in the third and thirteenth paragraphs. 

. PICKLER. Not by any manner of means. These were 
always pensioned and pensionable until this Administration. This 
is not anything new in that line. 

Mr. ERDMAN. They were never pensioned, I think. 

Mr. PICKLER. Always. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Under Order 164, an erroneous order, admit- 
tedly erroneous by General Bussey, after 300,000 pensioners had 
been placed on the rolls, you propose again to admit those who 
were placed there by this erroneous order or erroneous ruling of 
the Department. 

Was it any wonder, when this Administration came into power, 
when, by the admission of General Bussey on his own ruling, 
there had been an erroneous construction, placing 300,000 men on 
the rolls—I say, was it any wonder that they should be careful 
and scrutinize the claims of the various claimants? And yet you 
propose to put them again on the rolls, notwithstanding the 
— that that order was erroneous, by your general pension 

Now, in the proviso of the second paragraph you carefully ex- 
clude remarried widows, so that perchance you may have an 
opportunity every Friday, or soon, to bring up a special case to 
demonstrate to the country Sa that you are the friends 
of the remarried and divorced widows. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I had occasion in the Fifty-third Congress 
to express my views at length upon this subject, and I will send 
the same to the desk to have read now; and I would be very much 
delighted to see one gentleman on the other side rise and contro- 
ne one of the arguments or any single position therein set 

orth. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


The arose of this bill is to restore to the pension roll, as widow of a sol- 
dier who died in 1864, his former widow who remarried in 1866 and lived with 
her second husband until he died in 1886. The minority have had occasion to 
express their views heretofore in cases of this character, and the statement 
made in report No. 601 on the bill (H. R. 2008) to pension Martha E. Miller, 
wan is Bolly applicable to this case, is 


as follows: 
pass t 1 is to nullify for the benefit of this one individual the sub - 


APRIL 24, 


stantial limitation of the general laws that the pension of , 
"Hie stgscions $s be erped againah cod hile hi eta 

e objections u nst su as are numerous. 
first place, it makes an exception of a case which is in no wise emceptionne 
There pag be varying degrees of destitution in different cases, but it may 
ted that all cases of widows who have remarried and again be 
less by reason of death or divorce present the same substan. 

tial conditions. 


If any widow so situated should be restored to pension all widows go sit. 
uated should be restored, and this by general enactment and not by i 
vidual private bills, whereby those who may happen to have a friend ta eg- 

eir cause secure a benefit which the modest and the unknown never 

hink of seeking. Special pension acts are justifiable only in cases which 

are essentially exceptional and should not be used to grant to one that which 

is denied to the many, whose situation is precisely the-ame. But aside from 

this consideration, however, the soldier's widow who remarries voluntari] y 

because she prefers to do =, : 

agai an unfortunate te ‘ 

venture either by divorce or death. To 

resto on in case of divorce is to encourage re widows to seek 

divorces, and, in any event, it is to give them an ostensible clain upon the 

soldier's death and memory which have long since renounced by pref- 
erence. j 

Furthermore, it is not to be assumed that | tion of this character ig 
in the line of justice or of honor to the soldiers ves, or that it is neo 
essaril d or favored by the soldier classes. 


y 
A contribution from the public Treasury to the aapert of the widow of 


the soldier so long as she remains his widow, every soldier, perhaps, desires 

and the common consent of the nation for thirty years has sanctioned this’ 

but that each soldier looks forward to and desires that his services and his 

memory shall be the of a pension to his wife at some remote day be- 
d an intervening period of matrimonial alliance some other hus 
d is by no means self-evident or fairly to be 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the tleman from Pennsyl- 
vania is criticising the Committee on Invalid Pensions, saying 
that we have ie a new class of oners in the general bill 
under discussion in the House at the day session, in which class 
Confederate soldiers are admitted to ions. I call attention 
to the decision in the case of Daniel B. Garrison (6 Pension De- 
cisions, 289), rendered March 11, 1893, where it is expressly de- 
cided that the Confederate soldier who afterwards went into the 
Union Army was entitled to a pension. The gentleman said it 
was a new class of pensioners. Heis mistaken. Under the last 
Administration they were pensionable. I can assert that there is 
not a new class of pensioners in the general bill. 

Mr. ERDMAN. If that is the construction of this Department, 
why pass the law at all? 

r. PICKLER. Well, the t Administration have started 
out the other way. That is the only trouble. 
r. ERD - You say that decision was rendered in 1393? 

Mr. PICKLER.. Yes; ch 11, 1893. There are several de- 
cisions to that effect, so that the gentleman ought not to say we 


nee on any new , 
. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me this is rather 
an exceptional case. The pension asked for is very smal! indeed. 
This is a ee y, the widow of a private soldier. 
[ Applause. ] e I am disposed to oppose the granting of a 
pension to any widow who has remarried, whose husban1 is still 
alive, it seems to me that this is an exceptional case. She only 
drew a pension for two years, and remarried, and her hus- 
band only lived a short time. She was an invalid during that 
time. It does seem to me that there is some merit in this bill. 
[Applause and cries of ‘* Vote!”] You have just passed a bill 
omen a month to the widow of a general. The gentle- 
man from Maryland [Mr. aro up here and pleaded elo- 
quently for her because she was in the hospital, and he openeth 
not his mouth here now, when we are considering the case of a 
widow of a poor private, and that widow is working up in Ver- 
mont, as I un from the report of the committee, for only 
25 cents a day. 
Mr. PIC R. That is correct. 
Mr. TALBERT. I want to say also, Mr. Chairman, that is 4 
sad commentary = these wide-mouthed orators who have been 
ding up here, day in and day out, ing their love for 
the sol and the soldier's widow, w there are such widows 
living at their doors earning the pitiful sum of 25 cents 4 day. 
It is a shame and a ee upon your heads, and I want to 
call the attention of this House to the fact. Iam ready and will- 
ing, as a rebuke to the pretended friends of soldiers, to vote this 
$12 a month to this woman, to make out asupplement to that 
itiful little sum of 25 cents a day which you permit her to work 
or there, while you stand up here and hypocritical speeches 
of love oe soldier, _ i wean and let his a" perish at 
your vi oors. [Applause on Democratic side. 
The CHAIRMAN. Phe questionis upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY E. WYSE. 


wis), Seaanane penaies the Private a, was the bill ( f . B. 
von to yse, widow 0 e 
Col. F. O. Wyse. s Mary 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

Be it and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 

ae limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs. Mary E. Wyse, 

idow of the late Francis O. Wyse, lieutenant-colonel Fourth Regiment 
United States Artillery, at the rate of $20 per month. 


_ERDMAN. Let us have the report, Mr. Chairman. 
= report (by Mr. CorFrin) was read, as follows: 


Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4913) 
gute a pension to Mrs. Mary E. Wyse, have considered the same, and 
- aa 


















At the action near Spottsylvania, May 9, 1864, General Morris was shot 
ores : the leg by a sharpshooter, and rendered unfit for further service in 

26 Heid. 

After some months passed in the hospital at Georgetown General Morris 
was ordered to report to General Dix tor court-martial duty in New York, 
and continued on light duty until the close of the war, when he was honor- 
ably mustered out of service. The brevet rank of major-general, United 
States Volunteers, was conferred upon him by the President of the United 
States March 13, 1863, “ for gallant and meritorious services in the battle of 
the Wilderness, Virginia.” 

General Morris represented Putnam County, N. Y., in the constitutional 
convention of 1867, and was chief of ordnance and inspector-general in the 
National Guard of the State of New York. 

General Morris has lately been suffering from a-<omplication of diseases 
which has made him a chronic invalid, unable to earn his living—a serious 
consideration to a man who has all his life been obliged to depend on his own 
exertions for his means of support. 

In view of the very distinguished services of General Morris, and of his 


rare as a gallant soldier, your committee recommend the passage of the 
ill. 


as follows: 
“ the claimant's deceased husband, entered the United 
States Kcademy Septem 1, 1833, and was appointed brevet second 
lieutenant, Artillery mer 1837; promoted to second lieutenant Jul 
hl isit; to first lieutenant July 31, 1838; captain March 3, 1847; major Fou 
‘Artillery May 14, 1861, and lieutenant-colonel Fourth Artillery November 1, 


1861. 
resigned Jul 1863, but was reappointed and retired February 28, 
He inder an act of bruary 15, 1849, as an additional lieutenant-colonel, 
United hog Arm 


y. 
participated in three wars (Indian, Mexican, and civil) durin 
ay ported his eervice, and his conduct throughout was marked by great 
and bra’ . Inthe apes of a joint committee of the Senate and 
fa aee of Representa ves at the first session of the Thirty-third Congress is 
contained sy notice of efficient conduct on the part of the sol- 
dier and his officers, and gives them t credit for their services. 
The shows that April, 1859, Colonel Wyse 1 a captain and 
brevet received an injury of left ankle joint and fracture of the ex- 
ternal from a fall of his horse, and the testimony on file in the pen- 
claim of the widow shows that he continued to be seriously affected by 
this injury until his death, which occurred Jan 21, 1893. 
ted report, dated July 18, 1847, contained th a copy of the Tampico 
Mexico) Sentinel eowegsoes? bestows the highest upon Captain Wyse 
or the conduet of 73 a epenermenreemmens near the Cala River, 
exico, about July . 
i was made by L. G. De Beew. colonel Louisiana Volunteers, who 
commanded the United States forces in the engagement, and repeatedly com- 


Wyse for his and gallantry. 
ae death at the soldier the widow filed an application for pension, 
and the proof established the fact that his death was due to causes originat- 
ing in the service and line of duty, but the Pension Bureau rejected the claim 
on the ground that the fatal disease had its nee in a time of prior 
to March 4, 1861, and hence there is no law under which the widow can be 
allowed a pension. The officials of the Pension Office concede, however, that 
the disease originated during the soldier's military service and in line of 
duty, and the rejection is based wholly upon the absence of law under which 
the widow can be ed when the er’s fatal disease originated during 


a time of to March 4, 1861. 

The soldier b the rank of captain at the time of contracting the disease 
(bronchitis) from which he died, and in the light of the foregoing facts and 
circumstances committee believe that it would be but an act — poems 
to allow his Shen % the usual pension nted to the widows of ca ns. 
The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


GEN. WILLIAM H. MORRIS. 


The next business on the ae. A aang _ the bill (H. R. 
4383) ting a pension to Gen, William H. Morris. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of William H. Morris, late a 

tee volunteers in the Army of the United States, at the 
rate of per month, in lieu of the pension which he is now receiving. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. McCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
“ on to Gen. William H. Morris, have examined the same, 


H. Morris was born in 18°7. He was graduated from West Point 
with the class of and commenced his military career as a lieutenant in 
the Second United tes Infantry, then stationed at Fort Yuma, Cal. At 
the outbreak of the war of the rebellion he was ed to duty, with the 
rank of captain, as the assistant adjutant-general and chief of the staff of Maj. 
Gen. John J. Peck, am ee Army of ie otomac. He served through the 

He was commissioned aulonal of the Sixth New York Volunteer Artery 
on 1862, and was ordered with his regiment to Baltimore, whic 
was being by Stonewall Jackson's aouey, oy 40 miles away, 
at The rebels having been driven back out of land by the 
Amy of the Potomac, Morris was placed in command of Fort McHenry and 
Ferry 


Mr. TALBERT. I should like to ask what is the amount of 
pension asked for by this gentleman? I did not catch it from the 
reading of the report. 

The CHAIRMAN. One hundred: dollars a month. The ques- 
a Shall this bill be laid aside with a favorable recomimenda- 

ion? 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
hundred” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five.” 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. TALBERT. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out * seventy-five” and inserting “fifty.” 

Mr. PICKLER. Thisis an application on the part of the soldier 
himself. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I hope that neither of these 
amendments will prevail. There have been two things I have 
done in regard to pension matters. One is to come here every 
Friday night and hold my peace, content to only vote for the sol- 
diers’ pensions, realizing how valuable the time is to the soldiers 
who are seeking pensions through Congress. But when a motion 
is made by the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
to amend a unanimous report, resulting from an examination 
into the record of General Morris, i feel it incumbent upon me 
to speak. The other thing I have done is never to introduce a 
bill in Congress for a pension without first examining into the 
merits of the case myself. 

This matter was first called to my attention by the only Repub- 
lican predecessor that I have had in Congress from my district in 
the history of the Republican party—Hon. William H. Robertson, 
who served a term in this House at the close of the war. After 
receiving the bill f om him, and after it had been introduced by 
me without conversing with or request from any of the indi- 
viduals who subsequently communicated with me, then, for the 
first time, I learned, in addition to the brilliant record of General 
Morris disclosed by my previous investigation, how warm a place 
he had in the hearts of those who served under him during the 
four years of war. Those who listened to the reading of the re- 
port learned that he served in California several years before the 
rebellion. He resigned from the Regular Army because of loss 
of health. Ten years elapsed, and the war of the rebellion broke 
out. Immediately he enlisted, and served as commander of vol- 
unteers throughout the war. 

I shall not take the time of this House, after the reading of the 
report, in going over his military record, but I want to call the 
attention of this committee and the attention of the chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, who has offered one of these 
amendments, to the fact that if, in addition to the evidence of his 
brave services, the testimony of the private soldiers who served 
under him as to the place a commander holds in the hearts of the 
soldiers has anything to do with granting $100 per month pensi®n 
to a man in his old age, with a wife and child dependent upon 
hifh for support, then this bill should pass for $100 a month. 

Mr. WILLIS. What is the financial condition of General 
Morris? 


**one 


FE 


——_ 
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added to its garrison. Soon after he was ordered to Harpers 


iim chatee of Maryn ete ie a tate mgadior-general, and | Mr. FAIRCHILD. He is without means, and is unable to sup- 
bg ment New York Artillery, regiments of infantry and cavalry, and bat- | port himself and a: : 
Whew guns. as sitenads ler colied Of the Wax Degert- | os Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
neat General Morris was ordered to fom the Third Corps in the Army of | “on? 


Mr. FAIRCHILD. Certainly. 

Mr. MILES. How old is General Morris? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. He was born April 22, 1827. 

Mr. MILES. Then he is over 69 years of age. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Heisover69 years ofage. He isan invalid, 
broken down. unable to leave his house, with his wife and child 
dependent upon him for support. 

ow, I want to call the attention of this committee, before the 


‘ A brigade was nized for him, consisting of the Sixth 
Regiment New York ents the following regiments of infantry: The 
XN New Jersey, the th Vermont, the One hundred and fifty-first 

ew York Vgtentoere. 44 =e Morris vee = Ge pamere, at te battle of 
u an engaged e action of Wapping Heights 
Wot after this time the Sixth New York Regiment of 
was to join the artillery reserve of the Army of the 
a ieneral Morris was conspicuous in the action of Locust Grove, November 


In the reorganization of the Army of the Potomac the Third Corps was | yote in f he : ' : 

broken up: : s ’ avor of the amendment of the gentleman from Sout 

General Morris, Was added the Sixth Go ; ae ~~ e re Dakota (Mr. PickLer], to the resolutions that were sent to me 

and an consisted the One hundred and sixth New York, the One hundred | tlie moment it was announced in the papers that the bill had been 
first New York, the Fourteenth New Jersey, the Tenth Vermont, introduced. I will not take the time of the committee, when 

ee “seventh lvania Regiment Volunteer Infantry. In the time is so valuable, to read the resolutions from every one of the 

campaign under Gran ‘al Morris constantly engaged, *s . ~ . , Cae 
taking an important part in the battle of the Wilderness. . Grand Army posts I have in my hand, but I will read just one 
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that came to me from the grand council of the ‘Union Veterans’ 
eee Association: 
tion, Marek of the grand council of the Union Veterans’ Protect- 
ae ‘Association, Ml 4, 1806, the following preamble and resolution were 
upan ous 
« Wheress the ’ Bengamin L. FAIRCHILD, member of Congress, has 
introduced in the United States House of Representatives a bill to increase 
the yension of Gen. William H. Morris: Therefore 
esolved, That the grand council of the Union n Veterans’ Protective Asso- 
tion is mueb at this action of Congpegenan § FAIRCHILD as a well- 
eserved rew for the military services of General Morris, who distin- 
guished himself as — © of Senioes th hs staff Goon Oe ae 
cam under took, wii » nde . prominent part in the 
campaign under ieee ok chosen in the 
owned Sixth Army of oy Potomac, in the Richm cam 
is division commander, Gen. James 


under Grant, and was rosnmnnended b 
B. ae, and his corps commander, t  MoratioG. Wright, for the brevet 
meritorious conduct in the battle of 


rank of eae ral.'f ‘for lant and 
the Wilderness, Virginia,’ witch honor was conferred upon him by the Presi- 
dent of the United 

P. QUINTARD, 


> 2 ee Secretary. 
A true y from the records of the grand council, Union Veterans’ Pro- 
‘Association. 4 


tive 
WM. C. YOREKE 
Correspond 


ding Secretary. 


I have in my hand similar resolutions from the John C, Fremont 
Post, No. 590, Grand Army of the Republic, De nt of New 
York; Oliver Tilden Post, No. 96, Bepartiment of New York, 

Grand Army of the Republic: Judson trick Post, No. 143, 
* Department of New York, Grand Army of the Re ublic: and also 
G. K. Warren Council, No. 4, Union Veterans’ Protective Asso- 
ciation, Fordham, New "York City, besides letters from command- 
ers of other posts. Itissaid of George W ashi , he was “‘ First 
in war, first in peace, and first in the hearts his countrymen.” 
And I think it will be agreed that the statement that he was first 
in the hearts of his countrymen has as much to do with the posi- 
tion he occupies in the world's history as the statement that he 
was first in war and first in peace. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. FAIRC D. I will. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Can you give the committee 
the age of that dependent child? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I do not know it; but I will state to the 
gentleman from New Hampshire that I made several inquiries 
and that I received information from various sources that in addi- 
tion to his wife he has a child 
and [ have the impression that 
condition of the child; but that part of it I can not vouch for. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I think it is an invalid daughter. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Now, I say it is likewise true that it is not 
only the deeds on the battlefields that is disclosed from the reports 

is army record, but it is also the position that he occupied in 

the hearts of his comrades and those that served under him that 

distinguishes a oe ers I have with me numerous let- 

ters from privates whi will not attempt to read. But I will 

ve one extract from one of these letters. It is a sample of num- 

I have received, coming continuously from day to day, from 

these men scattered throug’ hout different parts of the country who 
had read in the papers that the bill had been introduced: 


an old comrade of General Set I thank you for what you are Ging 
I know what the general was wort 
and also in want, 
ae eel New York Heavy Artil 
association. The 


e in 


aos upon him for support; 
reason of that is the invalid 


election were made wi 


That, Mr. oinacie a sample of the letters that I have re- 
ceived from the privates of General Morris’s command. From 
historians also commendations come. From the compiler of the 
Townsend Library of National, State, and Individual Record, 
now the property of Columbia College, is received a strong in 
dorsement that reminds me that General Morris is the descendant 
of two signers of the Declaration of Independence, and a son of 
the author of ‘‘ Woodman, spare that tree.” From the West- 
— County Historical Society I receive strong resolutions 

the amount named in this bill. 
r. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I earnestly ask 
that the amendments, both of them, be defeated. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to state briefly 
reasons for offering the amendment to the tmendment, prop 
to strike out “seventy-five” and insert “fifty.” 
was undoubtedly a tinguished officer, con he Goria: credit 
for nis service to the country; but-he is now drawing $308 month, 
and the Committee on Invalid Pensions have recommended a. 
iw beved goose Oe eee a 
be Government of ours 


+ Em bey 
ou This great Government of ours Wilt upon 
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matter and agree upon a compromise and give this distinguish. 
gentleman $50 a month. 

Mr. MILES. Why? 

Mr. TALBERT. I havealready stated the reasons; and [ w.,,.), 
be glad if Icould get gentlemen who shed these crocodile t« ars ov r 
the generals and their widows here — after night to he! 
to get a ion for some poor widow that is working for » 
aday. 1am sorry, too, that the gentleman from Ohio (Mr. By 
WELL], who spoke so eloquently this evening in his effort to , 

nsion for a man who ought not to have it, has seen fit. cet 

tting that bill through, to take his hat and leave this Hall, 
ter.] Iam sorry, also, that I do not see in his seat tho jjs. 
. ROWLAND BLENNERHASSETT MAHANY, from New 
York, who has such a long in the Congressional |), 
tory, which he was ashamed to hear read here, and who was 99 
loud-mouthed in behalf of the soldiers—I am sorry that his ...; 
also is vacant this evening. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to call the attention of tho 
—— from South Carolina to the fact-—— 

CHAIRMAN 


- Does the gentleman from South (ar 
Mr. TALBERT. acme | pooare yield to the distinguishea 
gentleman from McKinley I mean. ughter. | 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I thought that possibly the distinguished 
gentleman from South Carolina t not know that the young 
gentleman from New York (Mr. Mauany] was not preseit, as | 
supposed that he would not make that sort of allusion to a ven. 
tleman who was absent. Possibly, however, I may have put a 
wrong estimate wan't the gentlemanly character of the distin- 
gent from South Carolina. 
Mr. TALBERT. Ido not careanything about the opinion of the 
aoe at all. aot toon -] stated that I was sorry thatthe 
ei tae from New York who saw fit to read 
iin people’s here had run away and that his seat 
was vacant. If ‘that treason, oe a, most of it. Take mo 


wee and ae me ae wage ay 
want to say in im pulation to this bill that 


I think a ‘is eee for General Morris. I do not wish to deny 

any that was said in his behalf by the gentleman from New 
York FamRcaiLD]. He was undoubtedly a distinguished 
officer and deserves great credit for his services, but I think $50 a 
month will pay him very well when we consider the pitiful 
that we are allowing to the private soldiers and their widows all 
along the line. . I hope gentlemen will open their eyes to the faci 
that they are doing injustice to these private soldiers, and that 
here now, once for — = shall put our foot down upon the husi- 
ness of granting these h igh h pensions to officers and officers’ widows, 
and Iam glac to seein his seat the gentleman from Tennesse 
[Mr. Se who became converted on this subject several 
evenings and I hope to have his assistance in this matter. 


Laughter. 

Mr. PIC . Mr. Chairman, Lam very glad that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole can understand evening something of 
the position of the Committee on Invalid Pensions and something 
of the appeals that are constantly made toit. Since you have 
listened to the eloquent, edie. and really, to a great extent, 
convincing words of the distinguished this gentleman from 
New York . FAIRCHILD] nt behalf of Union ee, 
you are be r able to understand somethin the appeals th 
come ante Sir to the Committee on Invali ieeamions [ appre 
gate what the guatiacean reas Sow Terk hesenid about this c: 

I did. not know that this was his bill, though if I had known it 
that would not have made any difference. 1 did not know whose 
an = The Committee on auenne eee bare been criti- 

c nigh after night because they ve re in some cases 
larger pensions ne ee iicaliioes ef officers than they 


have vates. 

The amendment which I have offered to this bill propos: ot 
paaerranp ng se se ta Fy eye: and I sug 
one Se from New York that $900 a year ought ‘ ke ° 

n comfort any man with family as that of General 
provide him with the com- 

much aroused in his favor 4 

committee has been criticised 


and ‘notwithstanding the records and petitions 


presented here in this case, if this 
end lotens welets- have buen 


from ensign of $100 a month the gentle 
my | ouher parts — county ALBERT} and gentlemen from 


flooding the RecorD here ne xt 
fue doe Pgh with out oaterit from private Seip Reider that we are put- 
Tam in 


old soldier what will keep him com- 
fortably for. or of giving | 


lina 


ums 


of his life; I am unwilling that he 
want or But, Mr. Chairman, when the 
um |.private soldier to whom we grant a pension is obliged 11 "0"! 
Pee | See Serene , or, if he should be in the con‘li': ion of 


this man, might get $30 a month or $360 a year, regardless v! what 








1896. 
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famil 
and 


he might have, I do think in fairness to the private soldier 
| others coneerned that when we pension this man at $900 
a year it ought to be sufficient. 
am | to differ with gentlemen who have so eloquently 
presented the claim of this old soldier. But I believe it is the duty 
of members of this committee to live up to their professions and 
to reduce this pension to $75a month. Not only will this amount 
keep this man in comfort, beyond the reach of want, but I do not 
doubt that if the bill goes through with a pension of $900 a year 


beneficiary will be surprised at the success of his distinguished 
ine resentative in tting the bill through in so liberal a shape. 
The bill was in the Fifty-first Congress at $50 a month, 


and that was a very liberal Congress for pensions. It was reported 
in the last House at $50 a month. And now, if we pass it at $75 a 
month, we shall be doing, I think, our full duty in the case. 

Mr. WALSH. ae aenan will allow me to ask why his 
committee reports a to pay $100 a month, and then on the 
floor moves to reduce the amount to $75 a month? 

Mr. PICKLER. Let me say to the gentleman that since these 
bills were there has been a very decided expression on 
the floor of House that probably bills of this kind have been 

at too high a figure. Let me say that while I am dis- 

to stand by my committee, yet individually I am not in 

vor of any of these high pensions. I am in favor of proper dis- 
tinctions between officers and privates, because such a policy is in 
accord with the history of this Government. 
favor of these unwarranted distinctions. That has not been my 
ition im committee and it is not here. I believe it is unfair 


. 


But I am not in | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


to the private soldier to put these pensions for officers and their | 


widows at so figures as some gentlemen here seem to favor. 

Mr. FAIRC . Allow me to say a single word in reply to 
the gentleman from South Dakota (Mr. PickLer]. He has stated 
that this bill was aes for a less amount in previous Con- 

Sir, this bill as reported in the Senate in 1891 was for 

00 a month; as it passed the Senate it granted that amount; 

and it only failed in the House because it came here too late for 
j ion before the final adjournment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, no; the bill has always been reported to 
this House at $50 a month. 

The question being taken on Mr. TALBERT’S amendment to the 
amendment of Mr. PickLer, there were on a division (called for 

Mr. TALBERT)—ayes 17, noes 64. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

Several Mewpers. Do not make that point. 

The CHAIRMAN (after a count). One hundred and three 
members are t. The noes have it; and the amendment to 
the amendment is rejected. 

The question then recurring on the amendment of Mr. PIcKLER 
to strike out “$100” and insert ‘‘$75,” it was agreed to, there 
AS 73, noes 20. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be favorably 
teported to the House. 

MARY L. BACON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5400) to increase’the pension of Mary L. Bacon, widow of the late 
oe B. Bacon, late lientenant-commander of the United States 

avy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That from and after the yma 

allowed and paid to L. Bacon, widow of the late George B. Bacon, lieu- 
tenant-commander, States Navy, 

month during her widowh 


a jon at the rate of $# per 
ood, in place of sb per m 
receiving. 


onth, which she is now 

The report (by Mr. Howe) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5400) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary L. Bacon, have considered the same 


» of this act there be 










is the widow of the late Lieut. Commander George B. Bacon, 
of the United Sieten Navy, who passed through all the grades from midship- 
man, to which he was October 10, 1850, to lieutenant-commander, 
ah ald by time time of his honorable resignation from the Navy 
During the above this officer rendered gallant and arduous service 
phy ‘April 1 active duty Sarna Se war of the rebellion. He 
1, of _ had its origin during his | 
mid service, was a pension at $5 per month under 
the general This was increased to $30 by special act approved 
Gen. N. M. a member of the House, states that he knows the claim- 
ant personally, and is of delicate canatitation, without propert or 
Means of support pension, upon what- 
tata can secure of a nature suited to bodily strength 
General CurTES states that the bill is in all respects an exception- 
ally that an increase of her pension is an absolute ones 
o service by Mrs Bacon's husband, and in 
to light of and necessities, your committee feel constrained 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
ARCHIBALD HUNLEY. 
on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
Hunley. 


@ pension to Archibald 


| the heart. 





The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Archibald 
Hunley, Jate a member of Company H, Thirticth Mlinois Volun 
teers, at the rate of $16 per m: ath 


The amendment of the Committee on Invalid Pensions was read, 
| as follows: 


« hegunent 


Strike out “sixteen ” and insert “ twelv: 
the pension $12 per month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. 
report in that case. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5580) granting a pension to Archibald Hunley, submit the following report: 

The committee, having examined the evidence in support of this bill, find: 

Archibald Hunley was tried by division court-martial January 25, 1863, on 
charge of disrespectful language and resistance to officer, was convicted and 
sentenced to be confined at hard labor in military prison during remainder 
of his term, and to be dishonorably discharged. The sentence was duly 
executed. The offense for which he was tried was very trivial, if. indeed, 
any offense whatever. A sergeant being im the act of putting a drunken 
soldier in a tent, and having the soldier down in the mud and water, Hunley 
said to the sergeant: “Let him up and don’t hurt him. You ought not to 
treat.Graves that way.” 

That was the whole offense. Hunley’s captain seems to have had a spite 
against him. When sick the captain haa him sent to hospital and directed 
that no descriptive roll be sent with him. On Hunley’s return from hospital 
the said captain, then being major, had him marked “absent without leave ” 
and prevented him from getting his pay on that account. On Hunley's ob- 
taining a certificate from the hospital showing his presence there, the major 
refused to have rolls corrected and said to him: * You must lose your pay or 
stand court-martial." Two hours afterwards Hunley was arrested; the trial 
followed, with the above result. 

The case of this soldier has been before the Forty-seventh, Fiftieth, and 
Fifty-first Congresses. Favorable reports were made in the Forty-seventh 
and Fiftieth Congresses, and the above facts were found. The Pifty-first 
Congress passed an act for this soldier's relief, which was approved March 3, 
1891, and provides that “ the said proceedings of said court-martial be no bar 
to application for and allowance of a pension to said Hunley in accordance 
with the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.’ This act also 
euthorincd the Treasury Department to audit and pay Huniey his back 
pay, bounty, and allowances, which has since been done. Prior to the pas- 
sage of said act the Secretary of War removed the charges of * being absent 
without leave and desertion.” 

The Secretary of the Interior, through the Commissioner of Pensions, now 
refuses to place the claimant on the pension roll under act of June 27, 1890, 
hoiding that he has not an honorable discharge. 

There is no question but that this claimant is entitled under that act toa 
pension, so far as disability from manual labor is concerned. 

Your committee concinde that a great wrong and hardship has been done 
this soldier; that he has been a victim of oppression and injustice at the hand 
of his officers, which the Congress in good faith has endeavored to « ) 
farasitisable. The act of June 27, 1800, was in force when the act for the 
relief of this soldier became alaw. It must be considered that the lawmaking 
power had in mind the condition of legislation in regard to pensions. li 
reasonable effect be given to every part of the act for this soldier’s relief, 
there is now no bar to bis receivinga pension, except the unwarrantabie action 
of the Commissioner of Pensions in refusing to obey the law 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
word “sixteen,” in sixth line, and inserting in lieu the word “ twelve,” and 
that the bill as amended pass. 


"; so as to make the 


amount of 


Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 


Ss 
rrec ‘ 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside with favorable recommenda- 
tion. 
JOHN W. HINES. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5712) gramting an increase of pension to John W. Hines. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etv., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of John W. 
Hines, late first lieutenant and adjutant of Fourth Tennessee Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension of $30 per month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us hear the report. 
The report (by Mr. PicKLER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5712) granting increase of pension to John W. Hines, having carefully consid- 
ered the same, respectfully report: 

John W. Hines enlisted June 7, 1861, as private in Company ©, First Ken- 
tucky Volunteer Infantry, and was discharged therefrom May 15, |863. He 
reenlisted as first lieutenant m the Fourth Tennessee Volunteer Infantry 
January 2, 1864, and served to April 24, 1865, when he resigned 

February 24, 1891, he filed a claim under the old law alleging rheumatism 
contracted in the service. On August 21, 1892, the examining board finds him 
entitled to a first- le rating for disability from said cause. He is pensioned 
under the act of June 27, 1800, at $12, for rheumatism and resulting disease of 

Almost every officer of the Pension Office who passed upon this claim un- 
der the old law recommended its allowance, but the rereviewer says: 

“The claimant having declared that inflammatory rheumatism was con 

his first service at Shiloh, Tenn., in April, 186—, and having 
made no other declaration under oath as to origin, it appears that the evi 
dence of the existence of rheumatism during the service as first lieutenant 
and adjutant of the Fourth Tennessee Volunteer Infantry is not sufficient to 
warrant the allowance as of that origin and that rank.” 

And for this reason the claim was rejected. 

As nan ae Patterson, in command of the Fourth Ten- 

tes e 


“Ip Sanuery. 1865, my command was ordered on forced march from Knox- 
ville, Tenn., to Paintrock, N.C. It rained on us nearly all the time and we 
were marching day and night. wading many small streams and creeks, also 

River and the French Broad River. Much ice was floating on 
these rivers and we had to wade them, the water coming to our armpits, and 
we had, what little camping we did, to lie on the frozen ground. From this 
exposure and hard marching Lieut. John W. Hines was again attacked with 
his old disease—diarrhea—and also with an attack of inflammatory rheuma- 
tism. The two disabilities together rendered him unfit for duty for a long 
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time afterwards. I remember that a great many of the men were affected 
and unfit for duty for some time afterwards. I am one of them.” 

The then major, afterwards lieutenant-colonel,in command of the same 
regiment, says: 

“John W. Hines * * * was with the regiment in all its marches and ex- 
posures when able for duty. * * * I have r Col. M. L. Patterson's 
seasomsent made for Mr. Hines and indorse the same as fully as if here re- 
stated.” 

The testimony as to continuance is full and complete. 

This case was several times specially examined, and on October 8, 1894, the 
examinér says: 

“The claimant's general standing in the equa and his reputation 
for truth are good. I find him a very much broken-down man—unable to 
dress himself. * * * The claim has merit.” 

December 15, 1894, another special examiner recommended the case for ad- 
mission for rheumatism. 

On April 23, 1894, the chief of the board of review says: 

“The rheumatism appears to be established as of army origin, if not in 
Kentucky service.” 

The claim was rejected on a mere technicality. 

Your committee think the claimant is entitled to at least $30 per month, 
whether he claims as private or first lieutenant, and therefore respectfully 
recommend the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 
JOHN COOMBS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
950) granting an increase of pension to John Coombs. 
The bill was read, as follows. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John mbs, of Hopkins- 
ville, Ky., and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the 

nsion he now receives. John Coombs served in the Army of the United 

tates during the late war in Com y H, Second [linois Light Artillery, 
and this increase of pension is asked on account of total disability resulting 
from injuries and diseases traced to his army service. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 


report. 
The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid senatona, So whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
950) granting increase of pension to John Coombs, late a member of “uqeey 
H, Second nois Light paievey. Sats carefully examined all the facts 
and circumstances in evidence, submit the following report: 

Soldier served from December 1, 1861, until July 29, 1865. He filed claim 
and was pensioned, receiving $24 per month since April, 1889, for injury of 
back and left leg and varicose ploete, Giecase of and loss of teeth, result 
of scurvy contracted in service. filed for increase June 17, 1895, 
which was rejected. 

Dr. J. M. Dennis and Dr. F. M. Stiles, both reputable citizens and excellent 
physicians, testify that claimant is wholly di-abled for _atrens any kind 
ot manual labor from the disabilities for which he is pensioned; and the honed 
of nein surgeons at Hopkinsville, Ky., who examined him August 14, 
1895, cert : 

* Claimant is so disabled from disease of left leg and varicose ulcers and 
disease of gums and loss of teeth, as result of scurvy, as to be incapacitated 
for perfo any manual labor.” 

In addition to his a disabilities the soldier is now blind in one eye 
and almost blind in the other eye, and is practically helpless. 

In view of all the facts we believe him entitled to a a petaton of $30 per 
month. We therefore recommend that the bill (H. R. 950) be amen by 
striking out all after the word ‘‘Coombs,”’ in the sixth line, and inserting in 
lieu thereof the follo words: “Late a member of Company H, 


Second 
Regiment Illinois Light Artillery, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of the 
pension he is now receiving.” 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like the gentleman in 
charge of this bill to make a somewhat more extended statement 
with reference to the bill than appears in the report, which is 
hardly satisfactory. 

Mr. CLARDY. I will with pleasure. What particular point 
have you in view? 

Mr. ERDMAN. This seems to be simply a charity, a gratuity 
on the as of the Government, and not a matter of right. 

Mr. CLARDY. The gentleman is entirely mistaken; it lacks a 
great deal of being a matter of er. 

Now, let me say, in the first place, that this is not a ninety-day 
soldier, a bounty-jumper, or anything of that kind, but a soldier 
from the very beginning to the end of the war. That is the kind 
of a man we ask you to pension in this case. He served through 
the whole war. 

His horse fell with him at Columbus and partially injured one 
of his legs, and although he went through the war in a somewhat 
disabled condition, it continued to grow worse and worse; vari- 
cose veins developed, and as you understand they continue to 

w worse asarule. Scurvy also was contracted, and the disease 

m that source grew worse. If there is any man who ever 
served in the Army of the United States who merits a pension 
this man is one, and he only asks to be pensioned at what law 
allows him. 

The physicians, reputable citizens and excellent physicians, who 
examined him testify that he is wholly disabled for a kind of 
manual labor; and the examining ms—the board at Hop- 
kinsville, Ky.—in August, 18¥5, certified that he was so disabled 
from the disease of the left leg and from the results of the scurvy 
as to be incapacitated for any kind of manual labor. 

Mr. Chairman, I know man personally. He lives in my 
connty town. And I am sure I wo phgrechadgiacr = nee ying ges 
te any soldier whom I did not believe was entitled to it. My 


friend Colonel Evans here, who once lived in the county. a) 
knows this man well, and knows he was a good, a faithful s\)\; > 
Mr. MILES. What is the pro tion in the bill? 7 
Mr. CLARDY. To give h a@ month, 
Mr. ERDMAN. Iam satisfied. 
The question being taken on the amendment recomme 
the committee, it was to. 
Se bill as amended was laid aside with a favorable re 
tion. 


nded by 


commen- 


MARY E. HAZLIP. 
‘anna next business on jas a Calendar was the bill (H.R 
) granting a pension to Mary E. Hazlip. : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Mary E. Hazlip, widow of 
John = late ope in Company B. anata and fortieth New 

, ani era at the rate o ie 
a eee a Pay = per month, in lieu of 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 


is hereby 
’ 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the }j!| (1 
108) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Hazlip, having caneninsd 


2, respectfully report: 
It appears that the soldier served in Company H, One hundred and fortieth 
ent New York Volunteer Infantry, from August 16, 1862, to June 3 
1 when he was mustered out with his company, and that he has an honor. 


able 5 

He was pensioned under eral law at $4 month for gunshot woun 
right shoulder, and also under act of 1890 at $12 per month, i that the me 
pension was terminated rereey 6, 1891, by reason of the pensioner’s death 
which is believed to have resulted from the effects of a bullet or other missile 
lodged in the right shoulder during the war of the rebellion, although this 
was not conclusively proved to the satisfaction of the Pension Office. 

Dr. M. D. Bedal was called in on consultation just before the soldier's death 
and says in his affidavit that, from statements made to him by the attending 
physi Dr. 8. B. Taylor, and the family of the soldier. he believes that 
said ** r died from the effects of a bullet or other missile lodged in the 


right shoulder during the war of the rebellion, and as that fact was not dis- 
puted, no mortem examination was had.” Dr.S. B. Taylor is now dead, 
and therefore his affidavit can not be secured. 

Your committee believe that the claim is a just one, and therefore recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
to be to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. ERDMAN. Will the gentleman who made this report state 
whether there is any other testimony in this case than the hearsay 
oy of Dr. Bedal? 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, the consulting physician here 
named states in his affidavit the agreement between himself and 
the attending physician. As the attending physician is dead, his 
affidavit can not be secured, and the committee believed the affi- 
davit of the consulting physician, under these circumstances, was 
sufficient to justify the recommendation of the ge of the bill. 

The financial condition of the widow and all the circumstances, 
aside from the points stated in the report, led the committee to 
strongly believe that the pension was just and reasonable, and 
that it should be allowed at $12 a month. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Does the gentleman know from what disease 
this person died? 

Mr. ANDREWS. Iam not able to state the nature of the dis- 
ease, but the affidavit of the consul physician conveys defi- 
nitely and positively the assurance that in the judgment of these 
two prs s his death resulted from this wound. 

Mr. DMAN. Dr. Bedal had no knowledge at all on the sub- 
ject, — Dr. Taylor only heard the statement of the soldier and 

‘am. 


Mr. ANDREWS. No; the physician who was in consultation 
ysician 


with the attending ph states this as the result of their 
deliberations. 


Mr. ERDMAN,. That does not appear. He testifies in a very 
indefinite way. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
MRS. ANNIS H. ENOCHS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was ‘the bil! (I. R. 
4275) to increase the pension of Mrs, Annis H. Enochs, wilow of 


Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per month. 
The bill was read, as follows: r 
Be it enacted, etc., That the of Annis H. Enochs, widow of (ion Wil- 
H. Enochs, late lieu of the Fifth Regiment of West \irgn'4 
Volunteer Infantry and brevet brigadier general, United States Volunteers, 
be, and the same is parebe. Baveneed from er month to $5) per mont 
and the Secretary of the ae and is , authorized and directe 
to place her name on the at the rate of $50 per month, subject t 
the provisions and of the pension laws. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be lai’ aside 
with a favorable . 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I usk for the reading of ‘he 


re ceseht (hey ak MOUS Sale Weak: Gs Settows: Dn ee 
Committee Invalid Pensions, erred the bill (4. 
wi) ts increase the pension of Annis 2eavwl of Bvt. Brig. Gen 


@ ese 
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383, H. R. 5580, and H. R. 950, and had made certain amendments 
to them, and as amended recommended their passage; that it had 
also had under consideration the bills H. R. 1261, H. R. 4913, H. R. 
5400, H. R. 5712, and H. R. 138, and recommended the passage of the 
same; that it had also had under consideration the bill H. R. 4275, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The hour of 10.30 having arrived, 
the House stands adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon. 




















William H. Enochs, from $20 per month to $50 per month, submit the follow- 
ing Ren HL Enochs was mustered into service as first lieutenant Company 
K, Fifth West Virgee Volunteers, to date September 15, 1861, to serve three 
-oars; as captain pany E, same regiment. to date April 19, 1862; as lieu- 
‘enant-colonel, same regiment, to date September 29, 1863; as colonel, same 

to date December 23, 1564, and was mustered out and honorably 
discharged with the field and staff July 21, 1865. 

Under the provision of the act of Congress approved June 3, 1864, and the 
acts amenda thereof, he is considered by this Department as having 
been commissioned to the grade of colonel of the said regiment to date from 

. r 19, 1864. 
ne aeiienl records show that W. H. Enochs, lieutenant-colonel Fifth 
West V Volunteers, was dangerously wounded, being shot through 
the body inaction September 19, 1864. 

He was brevetted peeguanee general of volunteers March 13, 1865, “ for gal- 

meritorious services. 
ot oe ae consideration of the merits of this bill, your committee are 
of opinion, in view of the brilliant military record of the late General Enochs, 
who served constantly in the field from September, 1861, until the close of 
the late war, that the allowance asked for the benefit of his widow is by no 
means extravagant, and they therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 

The widow has no sufficient means of support. Appended is a report from 
the War Department, giving the military record of General Enochs: 
Statement of the military service of William H. Enochs, brevet brigadier-gen- 

‘eral of volunteers. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Underclause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 2) disposing of 
two condemned cannon, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 1472); which said bill and report were 
— to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

Inion. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 
7416) to provide for the location of a fish-cultural station at Spear- 
fish, S. Dak., and for the purchase of a site and the erection of 
building and equipments therefor, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1474); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the “bill of the Senate (S. 1466) entitled ‘An 
act for the protection and preservation of the burial places of 
certain soldiers and sailors of the war of 1812, and for other pur- 
poses,” reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1489); which said bill and report were referred tothe 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 





William H. Enochs was mustered into service as first lientenant Company 
K, Fifth West es Volunteers, to date September 15, 1861, to serve three 
: as pany E, same regiment, to date April 19, 1562; as lieu- 
{onant-colonel, same regiment, te date September 29, 1863; as colonel, same 


to date December 23, 1864, and was mustered out and honorab! 
regiment, with the fleld and staff July 21. 1865. a 


der the provisions of the act of Congress approved June 3, 1884, and the 
houmeaalers thereof, he is considered by this Department as having been 
i to 


the grade cf colonel of the said regiment to date from De- 
cember 19, 1864. 


The ical records show that W. H. Enochs, lieutenant-colonel Fifth West 
vi ia Volun was wounded in action September 19, 1864. 
_ brovetted brigadier-general of volunteers March 13, 1865, “ for gal- 
= melty of the Secretary of War: 
be ena ae F. OC. AINSWORTH, 
Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 
RECORD AND PENSION OFFICE, 
War Depa t, December 30, 1896. 
Mr. FENTON. Mr. Chairman, just one word in reference to 
this bill. The military record of General Enochs is not quite 
complete, as stated in the report. I desire to use about a minute 
in the statement of it. General Enochs not only served from Sep- 
tember, 1861, but he first enlisted in the three-months’ service, on 
the 19th of April, 1861, served through that service, and then re- 
enlisted. In October, 1861, he was elected captain of his com- 
pany. Within a month afterwards he was chosen major of his 
regiment, but the colonel declined to commission him as a major 
on account of his youth, he being then only 19 years of age. 
When he was 29 years of age he wasacolonel. At 22 he wasa 
-general by brevet, and also in command of a depart- 
ment. His record was one of the very best and most brilliant. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions: The bill (H. R. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware. 
(Report No. 1464.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (S. 400) entitled ‘An act granting a pension to Johnson 


Hays.” ao No. 1465.) 
He was probably the youngest brigadier-general in the Army. By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid 
He was a member of this House in the Fifty-second Congress | Pensions: 


and reelected to the FPifty-third Congress. I doubt not there are 


The bill (H. R. 8053) granting a pension to Alice Gard. (Re- 
many members present who knew him. I trust there will be no . 


port No. 1466.) 


amendment offered to this bill. The bill (H. R. 5981) granting a pension to Elihu Jones, of Pot- 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, this is a case somewhat simi- | win, Butler County, Kans. (Report No. 1467.) 
lar to that of Mrs. L. Bacon, a little ahead of this case. 


The bill (H. R. 6827) granting a pension to Mary E. Wallick. 
(Report No. 1477.) 

The bill (H. R. 4201) granting a pension to Nicholas Gardner. 
(Report No. 1468.) 

By Mr. LAYTON, from the Gommittee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 5787) for the relief of Henry A. F. Worth. (Re- 
port No. 1469.) 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 4191) granting a pension to George Schamberger. 
(Report No. 1483.) 

The bill (S. 601) entitled “‘An act granting a pension to Clara 
R. Rodgers.” (Report No. 1470.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 8408) for the relief of Hannah Howard, stepmother of 


Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from South Carolina yield 
to me to move that the committee rise? 

Mr. TALBERT. Just let me offer an amendment, and let us 
pass this amendment, and pass this bill. Maybe we can get 
eae I move to amend by striking out “$50” and 
make it “$40,” upon the same plane as Mrs. Bacon, the bill just 
in’ which was in charge of the gentleman from New York 


Mr. }. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this is a 
very contrary kind of a House. [Laughter.] I thought that was 
a very fair . Ican not see any difference between the 
| mg Ned case and the merits of the one that we passed giving 


& pension of $40 a month. I see nothing in the testi- | Francis W. Howard, late of Company D, Sixty-fourth New York 
mony, I see in the report of the committee which makes | Volunteer Infantry. (Report No. 1471.) 
one single bit of between the deserts of these distin-| By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas, from the Committee on Indian 
guished ladies, widows of these distinguished major-generals; | Affairs: The bill (H.R. 2596) for the relief of John S. Friend, of 
and I can not see why it is that this House continually persists in | Eldorado, State of Kansas. (Report No. 1475.) 
this way of extravagance in pensions of this kind, By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

Mr. PI Will the gentleman yield to me? The bill (H. R. 4921) to relieve the North Georgia Agricultural 

Mr. TALBERT. I will yield for a question. College from the payment of $450 for damaged gun. (Report No. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee do now rise. 1476. ) ) : 

Mr. TALBERT. I hope the gentleman will not take me off the ar Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
floor and put me on the table or under the table until I get ready e bill (H. R. 479) granting a pension to Malachi Cordeiro. 
ogo. I claim the right to address this House on an important (Report No. 1478.) 
question. e bill (S. 625) entitled “An act granting a pension to Nellie 

The . The hour has now arrived when the com-| L. Groshon.” (Report No. 1479.) 
mittee must rise. By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. Payne having re- The bill (S. 2238) entitled *‘An act granting an increase of pe.- 
sumed Cae Seeker pro tempore, Mr. HePBuRN reported | sion to Simeon Stevens.” (Report No. 1480.) 
taithe Committee the Whole House had had underconsideration | The bill (H. R. 5665) granting a pension to Henry F. Rice. 


8.780 and the bills H. R. 3937, H. R. 3075, H. R. 1299, H. R. ' (Report No. 1481.) 
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The bill (S. 1105) entitled “‘An act granting a pension to Mary 
E. Sessions.” aes No. 1482.) 

By Mr. COUSINS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs: The 
joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 133) authorizing Surg. P. M. 

ixey, of the Navy, to accept from the King of Spain the grand 
cross of naval merit with the white distinction mark, in recogni- 
tion of services rendered to the officer and sailors of the Santa 
_, _ were injured by an explosion on that ship. (Report 

0. 1484.) 

By Mr. GRAFT, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (8. 57) 
a ** Anact for the relief of Napoleon B. Giddings.” (Report 

0. 1485.) 

By Mr. SNOVER, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 
(8.314) entitled **An act for the relief of Eunice Tripler, widow 
of Charles 8. Tripler.” ( t No. 1486. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAG , from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H.R. 1513) granting a pension to Caroline Wilkinson. 
(Report No, 1487.) 

By Mr. MOZLEY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(H. R. 5458) to pension Taylor Triplett. (Report No. 1488.) 


—_— 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

- me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
Ows: 

By Mr. STEPHENSON: A bill (H.R. 8440) to repeal sections 2 
and 8 of an act entitled *‘An act to provide for the extension of 
time within which suits may be brought to vacate and annul land 
en approved March 2, 1896—to the Committee on the Pub- 

an 


By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill Tat R. 8441) to extend the routes 
of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and of 
the Belt Railway Company of the District of Columbia, and for 
other purposes—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8442) to donate to the city 
of Pensacola certain pieces of cannon for the purpose of decorat- 
ing the public parks of said city—to the Committee on Naval 
airs. 
By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A bill (H. R. 8443) to 
amend section 4878 of the Revised Statutes, relating to burials in 
national cemeteries—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 









CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee*on Mili Af- 
fairs was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
8256) for the relief of Henry McGaddery; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Public Lands. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ALLEN of Utah: A bill (H. R. 8444) granting restora- 
tion of pension to Wallace G. Bone—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions, 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 8445) for the 
relief of the owner of the tug William Alexander—to Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. BENNETT: A bill (H. R. 8446) granting an increase of 
—— to James H. Stevens—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

S. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8447) to remove the of 

desertion from the name of Turner Rodgers, of Frankfort, Ky.— 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 8448) to authorize and direct 
thio hecretery of War to eves 'en honste! discharge to Sylvester 
Starkweather—to the Committee on Affairs. 

By Mr. HAINER of Nebraska (by request): A bill (H. R. 8449) 
for the relief of Harriett 8.Edwards, widow of William G. Keen— 


to the Committee on Invalid 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8450) ting a pension to Alden B, Thomp- 
haa aan (HL Roast) ‘an in f to Sam 
80, & (H.R. n an increase 0 - 
uel McConau —to a peal on Invalid sions. 
By Mr. R of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 8452) for the 
relief of Mrs. Libbie Arnold—to the Committee on Claims. 


By Mr. HYDE: A bill (H. R, 8458) to remove the charge of | postal la 
the Com- 


desertion from military record of Charles M. Sollars—to 
mittee on Mili irs. 


By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 8454) granting an increase of 
— to Frank Rockwith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 
By Mr. MILES: A bill (H. R. 8455) granting an honorable dis- 
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oa to certain members of Company K, First Regiment P..;. 
ern Shore Maryland Volunteer Infantry—to the oe e 
Military Affairs. f 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8456) to increase the pension of Luc 
Jeffers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 8457) to increase the ) 
of Mrs. Margaret Custer Calhoun—to the Committee oy |)., 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H.R.8458) for the relief of \).,,, 
i Hendricks, Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee .») \\ ,- 

ms. 

Also, a bill (H.R.8459) for the relief of the estate of . 
Fisher—to the mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill’(H. R. 8460) for the relief of Mrs. Olivia F. \Jo,; 
gomery, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War ( 


‘Onn 


By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8461) @rantine a pen. 

sion to Theodore Jones, brigadier-general of voluntecrs— 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. = = 
By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 8462) to remove the charen 


: ane against Israel Blessing—to the Committee oy \\\ ).-y 
airs. 

By Mr. STROWD of North Carolina: A bill (H. R.8462) orant- 
ing a pension to Milo Dixon—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

ae emer tl ee — aenet Polish nativity resid- 
ing wat 5 kis immigration—to the Com- 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. US.: Petition of the consistory of Zion's Re. 
formed Church, of New , 2e., praying for the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition of George B. Wilcox and 7 other citi- 
zens of West Bay City, Mich., favoring the adoption of the metric 
— of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 

eights, and Measures. 

Also, te eo Detroit, Mich., 

inst Loud bill, ing second-class mail 
aalintte the Committee on the Post-Ostice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, 
Pa., in favor of House bill No. 5729, to regulate interstate trafiic 
in wild game—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 


p W. Stanhope, of In- 


merce. 
By Mr. EVANS: Papers to oe House bill No. 7984, 
i os to the widow of hilt 
i —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. HILBORN: Resolutions of the board of supervisors of 
Colusa County, Cal., for iations to cover the needs 
of the harbor of San ‘ —to the Committee on Rivers 


Harbors. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of many thousands 
of citizens of the State of California, recommending thie prssave 
of House bill No, 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples 
by an export bounty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
remonstrance of 35 citizens of West Point, 
Calaveras County, Cal., against the statue of Pére Marquette re- 

in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrance and petition of citizens of Chi- 
cago, Ill.; also citizens of Centralia, Ohio; also of citizens of Free 
mans . W. Va.; also citizens of Leavenworth, Kans., regard- 

the nette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 
3 Mr. ING: Petition of Willis K. Folks, of Wellington, 
Kans., asking favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, '', and 
5560, to provide 1-cent eee aa ounce and to amend 
to 


= 
Bo 


the postal laws and free matter—to the 

Oomantebes on ts Post Dahos ane PosbiRonds. 
By Mr. McRAE: Remonstrance and tion of Hon. J. M. Pitt- 

man, H. A. Sykes, and 163 other citizens of Nevada Coun'y. Nev., 


; hy citizens of Milwankee, 
Wizs., relating to immigration—to the Committee on Imm <r" 
d Naturalization. 


By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Resolutions of t)« Paint 
New England, Boston, Mass., in favor of Senate 


of 
bill No. 2447, for a bureau of commerce and manufactures—to the 
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SENATE. 


SATURDAY, April 25, 1896. 


prayer by Rev. Huan Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 
ington. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the Journal! 
of yesterday's ngs. . 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest that there is not a quorum in the 
Chambe 


will call the roll. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
ollowing Senators an- 


The Secretary called the roll, and the 
swered to their names: 


Lodge, Pritchard, 

—. Queen, Mantle, Proctor, 
Bacon, Cullom, Martin, Pugh, 
Berry, Davis, Mills, Sherman, 

burn, Elkins, Neilson, Teller, 
Brown, Gdiinger Palmer, Turpie, 
Burrows, . Sco, est, 
Call Gear Peffer, Walthall, 
Cannon, Hansbrough, Perkins, Wilson, 
Carter, mn? Pettigrew, Wolcott. 
Chandler, tt, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-three Senators have answered 
to their names. There is not a quorum present. What is the 
pleasure of the Senate? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I suppose the usual motion ought to be made 
to request absent Senators to attend. I have no doubt there are 
plenty of Senators aboutthe Chamber. I move that the Sergeant- 
at-Arms be directed to request the attendance of absent Senators. 

The motion ae oavees to. ; 

The VICE-P ENT. The Sergeant-at-Arms will execute 
the order of the Senate. 

Mr. Gray and Mr. Sour entered the Chamber and answered 
to their names. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum is present. 

NELSON. I move to dispense with further proceedings 


under the call. 
The was to. 
The VICE- ENT. The Journal of yesterday’s proceed- 
will be read. 
Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
Mr. BROUGH. I ask that the further reading of the 
Journal be di i 


with. 
Mr. LODGE. I object. 
= VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection. The Journal 
will be : 


The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. 
AMERICAN COTTON PICKER. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, in response to a resolu- 
tion of the 16th ultimo, calling for the report submitted to the 
Commissioner of Patents on the tests and field work of the Ameri- 
can cotton exhibited at the Cotton States and International 
Exposition lately held at Atlanta, Ga., transmitting a letter from 
the Commissioner of Patents, and accompanying unofficial report, 
made by a law clerk in his office, regarding the cotton-picking 
machine referred to; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by the legislature of 


—— of ets, 5 eae - > _enes ae a 
park at Vic ; which were read, and referre 
to the Oommetione on Military 


airs, as follows: 
of Massachusetts. In So 1896. Resolutions relative to 
the establishment of a national tary park at Vicksburg. 


Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill (H. R. 4839) “ to establish 
S national A Re aemeeneeneuete the cinpain. siege, and defense 
ot ne rie has been favorably reported by the Committee on 

Whereas Gettysburg and Vicksburg, inseparably connected, and con- 
Ritating the teat epoch in the war of the tebellion, should be equally 

most impressiv an uring manner possi oe, a 
gt bereas the establishment of a ational military park to commemorate 
the commander eee aoe operat d drecten fon 
an I em 

SaegunnT Mn Eat Wlaces leone ond chumateer are co dene to all Aaneet 


and - 
TRIE tiicnsctncstts tap net ecty'v, quaerel but also an 
terest in this bill, for the reason that three of her 


| 


i 


se 
e 


t regiments 
the Twenty-ninth, Thirty-fifth, and Thirty-sixth, 
operations it proposes to commemorate: Therefore 
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Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions, properly attested, be trans- 
mitted by the clerks of the two branches of the general court to each of our 
Senators and Representatives in Congress. 


SENATE, April 1, 1896. 
Adopted. ” 


Sent down for concurrence. 
HENRY D. COOLIDGE, Clerk. 
House oF REPRESENTATIVES, April 16, 1896. 


Adopted, in concurrence. 


GEORGE T. SLEEPER, Clerk. 
A true copy. Attest: 


HENRY D. COOLIDGE, 
Clerk of the Senate 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Harvard Natural His- 
tory Society of Milton, Mass., praying for the appointment of a 
director in chief of the scientific researches conducted by the De- 
partment of Agriculture; which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Paint and Oil Club of New 
England, praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 2447, to estab- 
lish a department of commerce and manufactures; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I present a memorial of the Woman’s 
Christian Temperance Union of North Dakota, containing 3,049 
signatures, remonstrating against the granting of liquor licenses 
by the Federal Government in States having constitutional or 
statutory prohibition. The memorial has been approved by numer- 
ous mass meetings in the State, and, as I have stated, contains 
3,049 names. I move that the memorial be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

The motion was agreed to. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a memorial of the American 
Woman’s Citizens’ League of Boston, Mass., of which Mrs. Emma 
J. Staples is secretary, containing the names of over 200 women, 
remonstrating against the acceptance of the Pére Marquette 
stutue by Congress. I move that the memorial be referred to the 
Committee on the Library. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the First Baptist Church of De Land, Fla., relative to 
the arrest of Rev. A. J. Diaz, an American citizen, in Cuba, and 
urging prompt action in his behalf; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of 7 business firms of New 
Richmond, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey 
bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Union ex-Prisoners of War 


| Association of Hamilton County, Ohio, praying for the passage of 


House bill No. 306, for the relief of soldiers and sailors confined in 
so-called Confederate prisons; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER presented a petition of Federal Labor Union No. 
6512, American Federation of Labor, of Belt, Mont., praying for 
the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to1; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

ASSAY OFFICE AT DEADWOOD, 8S. DAK, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I present a paper on the subject of the es- 
tablishment of an assay office at the city of Deadwood, in the State 
of South Dakota. I move that it be printed as a document, to ac 
company the bill (H.R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897, and for other purposes, 

The motion was agreed to. | 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On the 9th day of April the Senator from 
Kansas {Mr. PEFrFER] submitted an amendment intended to be 
pro to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, the amend- 
ment providing that the wages of van drivers and of all other 
drivers in the police department shall not be less than $50 per 
month each, oma it was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. J am instructed by that committee to report the 
amendment back favorably. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury of the United States to reconvey to the former owners 
a certain tract of land in Valverde County, Tex., reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2821) for the relief of Isaac Marsh, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
were referred the following bills, asked to be discharged from 
their further consideration, and that they be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game; which 
was agreed to: 

A (S. 2708) authorizing the purchase by the United States 

making 


and the free of the toll roads passing over the Yosemite 
National Park; and 
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A bill (S. 2282) to vacate Sugar Loaf Reservoir site in Colorado 
and to restore the lands contained in the same to entry. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported an amendment intended to be pro to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia appropriation bill, the amendment providin 
for the purchase of Analostan Island, in the Potomac River, an 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1914) supplemental to 
an act entitled ‘An act to provide for the erection of a public 
building in the city of Norfolk, in the State of Virginia,” a 
January 2, 1891, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. SQUIRE, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 163) providing for 
the erection of a public building at the city of Tacoma, in the 
State of Washington, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. MCMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the amendment, submitted by him- 
self on the 21st instant, intended to be proposed to the District of 
Columbia Pens bill, the amendment providing that the 
unexpended balance of appropriations heretofore made for the 
removal of Hancock Circle, in the city of Washington, D. C., be 
used for enlarging and beautifying the same, reported adversely 
thereon; and the amendment was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. PERKINS on the 13th instant, in- 
tended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill, the amendment prea for paving Eighteenth street ex- 
tended and Cincinnati street, for improving and protecting Con- 
necticut avenue extended beyond Rock Creek, and for continuin 
the macadamizing of the road extending from the Broad Branc 
road to Chevy Chase Circle, reported it without amendment, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Stewart March 16, 1896, intended 
to be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, the 
amendment appropriating $2,500 for grading banks on First street 
extended, reported it without amendment, and moved that it be 
referred oe the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 
was to 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 21st instant, intended to 
be proposed to the District of Columbia appropriation bill, the 
amendment providing for a commission to examine into the pres- 
ent 2 and course of study now in use in the seventh and 


eighth divisions of the Washington public schools, re 
with an amendment, and mo that it be referred to 
mittee on Po ony and printed; which was agreed to. 
Mr. W EN, from the Committee on Public Buildi and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 135) 
roviding for the appointment of a commission to report upon 
e practicability of establishing near Washington, D. C.,a ground 
map of the-United States, reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 2949 ting an increase of 
pension to William H.H. Wright, of McPherson, Kans.; which 
=o read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 2950) for the relief of Mrs. 
Libbie Arnold; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2951) for the relief of 
William E. Russell, of Lebanon, Ky.; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2952) to remove the charge 
of desertion from James Burroes; which was twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GEORGE introduced a bill (8. 2953) to carry out the find- 
ings of the Court of Claims in the case of Mattie S. Whitney, ad- 
ministratrix of Franklin 8. Whitney; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2954) to increase the pen- 
sion of Margaret Custer Calhoun; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER (by ——— introduced a bill (S. 2955) to amend 
the act of Jannary 5, 1893, granting increase of pension in certain 
cases; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2956) gees on to Adrian 
Nappy; which was read twice by its tifie, an erred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 


rted it 
e Com- 
to 


Mr. TURPIE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 138) ¢.,. », 
relief of James P. Veach; which was read twice by its title. ,,, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Cominittes: «1 \{.1; 
tary Affairs. — 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. CHANDLER submitted an amendment intended ¢, 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which \., 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be pr 

Mr. GEAR submitted an amendment intended to be ),-,../, a 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill: y:),\,.), ie 
easel to the Committee on Appropriations, and orde-) 4, }... 
printed. 

Mr. Sate aay ag Se seamen intended to be pro. 
posed by him to the gene eficiency appropriation bill: whic) 
=e ae to the Committee on Appropriations, ian ee to 

e printed. 

r. HILL submitted an amendment intended to be proyogea yy 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, was ps. 
ord to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordere| to pe 
printed. 


) be pro- 
referred 
ed, 


DELAYS IN WASHINGTON POST-OFFICE. 

_Mr. LODGE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Postmaster-General be directed to inform tho Senate 
why there is so much delay in the transmission of public documents t})y. ugh 
the Washington post-office, and whether it is not possible to secure the 
prompt dispatch of such documents from Washington. ors 


BRANDY FROM FRUITS AND ALCOHOL IN THE ARTS. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to move to take up the bill (II. R. 
886) to amend section 3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States concerning the distilling of brandy from fruits; but I should 
like the attention of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLison}. 

I regard it as of the highest importance that action should be 
taken on the bill at the present session. It is a matter involving 
very largely the revenue of the Government, running into millions 
of dollars. I wish to fix a time when it will be agreeable to the 
Senate to consider the bill, and when it will at least not interfere 
with the ordinary business. The Senator from Iowa appreciates 
with me the importance of this bill and the urgency of action 
upon it; but I not wish to interfere with the appropriation 
bills if it can be understood by the Senate that the bill shall be 
taken up after the appropriation bills are disposed of. 

Mr. PEFFER. It can not be so understood, Mr. President. I 
shall object to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed to the sug: 
gestion of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then I move to proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 886. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to make a sugges- 
tion, with the permission of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, The Chair will state that the motion 
is not debatable. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand, but before making the mo- 
tion the Senator from Ohio made an inquiry, and I suppose that 
perhaps under thecircumstances there will be no objection to my 
making a suggestion. I ask unanimous consent to make a sug- 


gestion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
unanimous consent to make a suggestion. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was generally understood yesterday, and 
has been for two or three days, that no business calculate: to take 
up time or encounter debate should be brought before the Senate 
until after the a iation bills were disposed of. That has 
been the idea of the Senator from Iowa and of other Senators, I 
think, upon both sides of the Chamber. The Senator from Ohio 
must be aware that interjecting the tariff bill, a subject which it 
has been announced in the Senate is as dead as Julius (wsar. is 
indefinitely a the consideration of appropriation bills. 
I a to nator to withhold his motion until the appro 
priation bills are ed of. ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I ought to sayin reply that this measure does 
not bring up the tariff question to any considerable extent. It is 
true the se bill does make a e provision in regard to the 
distilling of brandy from fruits, to which there is no objection 
and which it is important to pass at this time in aid of the revenue. 
The tax on brandy made from fruits is still continued, ad it n- 
creases the revenue. ee aenmeed re cor by the Senate oo 
mittee, and which is vitally important, is a repeal of section ©! © 
what is called the Wilson-Gorman Act. That section is pr 
nounced by the Secretary of the Treasury and by the ( — 
sioner of Internal Revenue as practically inoperative, and so repo™ 
to Congress; and yet, while it is in existence, claims are | 2 - 
stantly made by who are manufacturing whisky '° : 
the arts and for Claims are accumulating to 1s 
amount of millions and unless the section is rp 
those claims will go on, 
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I do not believe there is any foundation in the claims, because 
I believe that section 61, which we ask to have repealed, does not 
take effect, and has not taken effect, because it y= upon regu- 
jations made by the Treasury Department, and the Treasury 
ent reports that no regulations whatever can protect the 
vernment from palpable fraud. ; 
That is the simple question involved in the case. All I desire 
is the repeal of section 61, the history of which is known to most 
Senators. It was made by inadvertence, merely to present the 
subject-matter toa committee of conference, and not with a view to 
letting it remain —_ the statute books. Butas we all know, the 
law was passed at end without a committee of conference, sim- 
ply from the necessity of the case, and everybody has felt the neces- 
sity of repealing section 61. It will involve the country in a very 
large expenditure and very large losses unless it is repealed. All 
1 desire is to repeal it, leaving the claims, if any are outstanding, 
to be settled either by the courts or by the Department, or by sub- 
nent legislation. . 

r. PEFFER. This bill will undoubtedly bring up a great deal 
of discussion, and I hope that the Senate will vote the motion 
down. It has been understood for a number of days past that the 
unfinished business—the bond resolution—should not be set aside 


r anyon except—— 
tothe VI PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that debate is 
proceeding by unanimous consent. 

Mr, PEFF I so understand, but I know the Senate will 
bear with me a moment, as it has borne with others, and I know 
the Chair will do so as long as Senators do not object. It has been 
understood for several days—certainly for five or six days—that 
nothing should interfere with the consideration of the bond reso- 


lution except riation bills, and I do hope the Senate will 
vote the motion down. 
Mr. PLATT. I do not rise for the purpose of saying anything 


about this bill or whether it is advisable to repeal section 61, ex- 
t to say that feel it ought not to be repealed, and I shall be 
obliged to oppose its : 

The Senator from Ohio said if we could have some understand- 
ing that the bill should come up after the appropriation bills are 
out of the way he would not press it at this time. Of course he 
can move to take it up when the appropriation bills are out of the 
way and take the chances with all other measures for which Sena- 
tors are seeking consideration. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, we can not hear the Senator from 
Connecticut on this side of the Chamber. 

Mr. PLATT. Ido not know whether I should repeat or not. 
The Senator from Ohio suggested that if there could be some un- 
derstanding that this bill was to be considered after the appropria- 
tion bills were out of the way he would withhold his motion 


until that time. 
Mr. SHERMAN, The pending oo ay agen bill. 
Mr, PLATT. He corrects me now a “the pending 
appropriation bill.” The Senator from Kansas says that he has 
unanimous consent, as I understand it, that his bond resolution 
shall be proceeded with except as it gives way to appropriation 


bills. There are other measures pending here in the way of 
special orders. Sol su the Senator from Ohio would have 
to take his chances with other matters that are pending before 


the Senate. 
I simply desire to say, however, that this bill has not been long 
before Senate, and it is a matter of such great importance to 
my constituents that I feel I shall be obliged to take considerable 
time in the discussion of it. I shall discuss it from two points of 
First, that the section ought not to be sous’ without 
providing at the same time a substitute for it which should carry 
out the of the law. The second point of view is that if 
it is upon now that there should be a simple repeal of the 
section on the that it was a mistake, or that the Treasury 
is suff or “y to suffer, or possible to suffer from it, then 
I shall that if we are going to deal with the subject at all 
we should correct the great mistake cf all and repeal the Wilson 
Act and reenact the McKinley Act. 


: 


* 


Mr. GRAY. That would bring less revenue still. 

Mr. PLATT. No, sir. 

Mr.GRAY, That has been demonstrated. We will demon- 
ee oo eae it up. Mr 

Ms ane shoul e to discuss that proposition. 


oe ee ne pee: bring is up. We are 


Mr. PLATT. I am anxious to discuss it. 


Mr. GRAY. Not more than we are. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Con- 
rot whether he knows why it should be considered wpe 
o~ to repeal the provision as to whisky without putting a duty 

Mr. PLATT. I 
tod Pe ee ibe ghremnentapese or ereetng a 

Mr, Mr. President—— 
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Let us have a vote on 





Mr. VEST. 
the motion. 


. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ee is on the motion of the 
ce from Ohio to proceed to the consideration of House bill 
88 


I object to further debate, 


Mr. SHERMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. HILL (when his name was called). On this vote I am 
paired with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Kye}. 

Mr. PERKINS (when his name was called). Iam paired with 
the junior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Roacu]. As he is 
not present, I will withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I have astanding pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts oo: Hoar}. Ihave 
no idea how he would vote on this motion. therefore withhold 
my vote. I should vote ** yea,” if he were present. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I havea general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THurston]. I do not 
think this is a matter that causes us to keep up pairs. I vote 
** nay.’ 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Cam- 
ERON]. I transfer my pair to the junior Senator from Kentucky 
{Mr. Linpsay]. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I havea general pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana (Mr. BLANCHARD]. His colleague informs me that he 
considers this a political question, and therefore I will withhold 
my vote. If I were not paired, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. LODGE. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. Hoar], 
if present, would vote ‘‘ nay ” on this question. 

r.SHOUP. I havea general pair with the Senator from Cali- 
fornia eam WHITE]. He seems to be absent from the Chamber, 
and I therefore withhold my vote. 

Mr. CARTER (after having voted in the negative). I havea 
general pair with the junior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gip- 
SON], who has not voted. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. ELKINS. Iam paired with my colleague [Mr. FAULKNER], 
who is absent. I think if he were present, he would vote “ yea,” 
and therefore I can not vote. I should vote ‘“‘ nay,” if I were not 
paired. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr, 
McMILLAN]. I note his absence from the Chamber. I will trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Irpy] and 
let my vote stand. 

Mr. BATE. Iwish toannounce that my colleague [Mr. Harris] 
is not well enough to be in the Chamber this morning, and he is 
paired with the Senator from Vermont |Mr. Morritt}. If my 
colleague were present, he would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. BACON. Linquire whether the junior Senator from Rhode 
Island vers WETMORE] has voted? 

a ICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 
vised. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to state that I have a general pair with 

that Senator, but under our arrangement each of us has a right, 
in liis discretion, to vote on matters which are not political. 
Therefore I will vote in this instance. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative). 
I have a general pair with the Senator from Maine {| Mr. Hare}, 
and not knowing how he would vote on this question, I withdraw 
my vote. 

Mr. CARTER. I wish to announce the transfer of my pair 
with the junior Senator from Maryland — GIBSON] to the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I vote “nay.” 

Mr. PUGH. I vote “ nay.” 

Mr. GEORGE. I wish to inquire whether the Senator from 
Oregon ne McBripE] has voted? 

The CE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


Mr. GEORGE. I am paired with that Senator. If he were 
present, I should vote “ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 22, nays 27; as follows: 


. YEAS—2. 
Allison, Caffery, Martin, Teller, 
Bate, Call, ills, Vest, 
Berry, Chilton, Palmer, Walthall, 
Blackburn, Cockrell, Pasco, Wolcott. 
Brice, Gordon, Pugh, 
Brown, Gray, Sherman, 

NAYS—27. 
Allen, Chandler, Hansbrough, Platt, 
Bacon, Clark, Hawley, Proctor, 
Baker, Cullom, Lodge, Tillman, 
Burrows, Davis, Mantle, Turpie, 
Butler, are Nelson, Warren, 
Cannon, Gallinger, Peffer, Wilson. 
7 Gear, Pettigrew, 





Me 


ptepe 
F or a 


eb APRE RD ATs a a 
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NOT VOTING—40. 
MeMillan, 
Mitchell, Oreg. 
Mitchell, Wis. 

oar, Morgan, 

Irby, Morrill, 

Murphy, 

Per 


Pritchard, 
oath 


ee 4, Hale, Sowa, 
lanchar Shoup, 
Hill, Smith, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Jones, Ark. Thurston, 
Jones, Nev. Vilas. 


Kyle. 
Lindsay, 
McBride, 
So the motion was not agreed to. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PrvupDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 24th instant approved and signed the following acts and 
joint resolution: 

An act (8. 2141) to amend an act approved August 24, 1894, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to authorize purchasers of the property and fran- 
chises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organize a 

ation, and toconfer upon the same all the powers, privileges, 
all franchises vested in that company ”; 

An act (8. 69) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle 
the claims of the legel representatives of 5. W. Marston, late 
United States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for serv- 
ices and Ye 

An act (5. 1317) to grant certain lands to the city of Colorado 


Springs, Colo.; 

An act (8S. 744) ding for a naval training station on the 
island of Yerba (or Goat Island), in the harbor of San 
Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 181) relative to the improvement of 
the harbor of Erie, Pa. 

BILL, BECOME A LAW. 

The message also announced that the bill (8.136) granting an 
increase of pension to Horace Townsend, having been presented 
to the President of the United States on the 8th instant and not 
having been returned by him to the House of Congress in which 
it originated within the ten days prescribed by the Constitution, 
has become a law without his approval. 

SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the sundry civil appropriation bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7664) making 

opriations for sundry civil expenses of the Government for 
fiscal ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I offer an amendment, to be inserted after 
line 6, on —. 

The am t was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

For keeping in repair the Guilford battle grounds: To enable the Guilford 
End public build dings of said company callie akpeass tho aed aes 
said mount to be disbursed on the order of the president of the said company, 

Mr. PEFFER. Iwish to call the attention of the Senator from 
Towa to the last peenaeea on page 120 of the bill. It provides for 
repealing a portion of an act passed some time ago for the benefit 
of libraries in different parts of the country. I wish to ask the 
Senator whether there is a provision anywhere else in the bill or 
in any other bill at the present session that will supply the 
defect which will be caused by striking out these words, 

Mr. ALLISON, I know of no other provision in the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Then I move that the words on page 120, begin- 
ning with line 19 and continuing to the end of line 3, on page 121, 
be stricken out. 

My reason for moving the amendment is because there is a very 
great demand anges from the public libraries of the country, 
and more especially those which are organized in the public 
schools, for the dissemination of public documents among them. 
My correspondence this spring has been larger than ever before 
en that line. I find that a number of young men who are going 
to take part in oratorical contests and in discussions in their 
schools and societies upon matters pending in the ¢ —— of the 
United States and matters of public concern generally want in- 
formation, and within the last sixty days I think I have had li- 
cations from at least twelve or fifteen private libraries, that is to 
say, libraries in institutions carried on by religious associations 
and by citizens in the towns, for the purpose supplying them- 
— with this information which comes through public docu- 
ments, 

I hope the Senator from Iowa will not insist on retaining the 
provision in the bill, because it repeals the sections indic oe 
will read the clause so as to call the attention of Senators to it: 


Voorhees, 
Wetmore, 
White. 


pr ved January 12 . 
e following words: “Of which number eight copies shall be sent 
Superintendent of Documents, one each to such public or school libraries 


other than designated de tories as shall be 
each Representative and Delegabe in Congress. 


I think it would be better to enlarge the number, so that y.. 
might be able to supply all the demands. ¥ are constantly 
growing, and I have conferred with some other Senators in ;..). 
tion to it and I find that it is the same with them. a 

Mr. GRAY. What reason is alleged for striking out 4), 
words? 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not know. 

Mr. ALLISON. Itis enema: tat isall. I shall intery 
objection to the amendment of Senator from Kansas. — 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be state. 

The Secretary. On page 120, after line 18, it is pro), 
strike out: 

abe Mand Winding andl the Gisteibation. of pubiencs ans £07, tbe 

12, 18%, be, and the same hereby is, amended by <trikin- os 
words: “Of which number eight copies shal! be sent }s +). 
t of Documents, one each to such public or « ta 

depositories es shall be designated for 1: purpose by 
each Representative and Delegate in Congress.” : 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The Secrutary. On page 20, after line 15, it is propos 
insert: 

For constructing a steam revenue cutter of the first class, under the dirce. 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, forservice on the Pacific Coast, $25) (0), 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state that at the last session of Concresg 
a bill was authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
construct a first-class revenue cutter for the Pacific Coast. Two 
hundred thousand dollars was appropriated for that purpose. 
Bids were invited from various shipbuilders, and the lowest \\id 
received for a steam cutter suitable for that service, to ly in the 
north waters of the Pacific and in the Arctic Ocean, with sificient 
eet to carry coal for the voyage, was $290,000. The 8200.00 

ill remains in the Treasury.- At the present session of Conure<s 
a bill was introduced, and it has the Senate, Senate bill 1559. 
provi ing for the building of two revenuecutters. The bill, 1 am 
informed, has been favorably considered in the other House, but 
it will not become a law at this session. 

The Secretary of the Treasury and the Chief of the Revenue 
Department are unanimous in requesting at least one cutter for 
the Pacific Coast. They say that there should be two. | think 
there can be no point of order made against the amendment, as 
the bill to which I have referred has already passed the Senate. | 
ask for only one revenue cutter, and I trust the chairman of tho 
Committee on Appropriations will accept the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Cali- 
fornia a question. The Senator is very earnest and very diligent 
and very successful in procuring appropriations for his own cout. 
I desire to ask him about en ei ao on page 20, ‘for complet- 
ing a revenue steamer of the class, under the direction of the 
Secretary of the Treasury, forservice on the Pacific Coast, $125,0\").” 
Is that the same cutter for which the Senator now asks provision, 
or another one? 

Mr. PERKINS. This is for another cutter. The bil! to which 
I referred provides for two revenue cutters. The Senator from 
New Hampshire gave that bill his approval. The Committee on 
Commerce unanimously reported in favor of it. It has passed the 
Senate, as I before stated, and if this sum is appropriated for that 
purpose it will enable us to complete the other cutter and sive us 
an additional one, which isso necessary for protecting the revenues 
of our cpeneey 2 the Pacific coast. 

Mr. LER. I think there ought to be two, but I want 
- vote intelligently on the amendment of the Senator froin Cau- 

ornia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from California. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be — stated. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. amendment will again be stated. 

The Secretary. After line 15, on page 20, it is propos" 10 


nts 


For constructing a steam revenue cutter of the first class, under the ire 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, for service on the Pacific Voast, 7)" 
Mr. ALLISON. I do not think $250,000 is necessary. |." 
the Senator from California will modify his amendment »y') 
serting $200,000 i andthenIshallnotobjecttoit. 
Mr. PERKINS. Under other circumstances [ would ¢!a‘'y ©° 
so, but it is much better for usin building a cutter to have" 
suitable to the business of the Pacific Coast. As the Senator 'r)'! 
Iowa is aware, we have over 3,000 miles of coast line on the cost 
of Oregon, California, and Alaska, and it is absolutely neooT 
that the vessel shall not only have sufficient capacity for «* rrving 
fuel, but that she shall have speed. As I have stated, -")\'"' 
was the lowest bid received by the Secretary of the Treasury“ 
a revenue cutter of a of 1,000 tons, with a maxinum 
of from 16 to 17 miles an hour and an average spec! “' ° : 
12 miles, which is absolutely necessary. Frequently stv''™' re 
break down, and the revenue cutters are called into seTy" as 
rescue life and property. The Revenue-Cutter Service of 
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in Tae Therefore I think it is much better for us to have 
sufficient money appropriated to build a suitable vessel. Of 

, if the c 
$200,000, but it will not give us such a vessel as we ought to have 
for the trade. 


Mr. FRYE. The report from the Department is that on the 


Pacific coast such a vessel can not be built for less than $250,000, | 


and the Senate Committee on Commerce unanimously reported a 
bill for that a and it passed the Senate at that sum. 

Mr. GRAY. Such a vessel could be built on this coast for a 

sum. 
—— FRYE. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALLISON. It depends upon the kind of steamer that is 
ial from California proposes would cost $250,000 and proba- 
bly more. But we have appropriated $175,000 for cutters on the 
Atlantic coast. If the Senators think it will advance the build- 
ing of the vessel better by leaving it at $250,000 I shall not object. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam entirely certain that it is necessary to 
have much larger vessels on the Pacific coast than on the Atlantic 


st. 
ue. FRYE. The Senator from Iowa does not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from California [Mr. 
PERKINS}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FRYE. On page 16, line 3, after the word ‘‘ Superior,” I | 


move to insert: 


Gas buoys at or near the following-named places in the St. Lawrence River: 
One at Charity Sh oneat Featherbed § 


Shoals, one at the Lower Narrows, and one at entrance upper harbor, Og 
densburg. 

This is an iment, as to the suecess of which there is not 
much doubt. It will save a good many thousand dollars in the 
matter of light-houses, and it is recommended strongly by the 
Light-House Board, reported unanimously by the Committee on 
Commerce, and has passed the Senate inanother shape. The cost 
is very small, not over 34,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
will not accomplish his object unless he puts a sum in the amend- 
ment. I believe the amount estimated for this pao is $4,000. 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment is to be insertec 
= $300,000 is proposed to be appropriated for this sort of 


Mr. ALLISON. It is in connection with that provision? 
Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ALLISON. Let the Secretary read the connection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no need of reading it. It says: 
weeentins of rivers: For establishing, supplying, and maintaining post 

aoe 

And then about 40 places are named. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to inserting it at that point. Iprefer 
that the Senator should put the amendment in as a separate pro- 
vision and make an appropriation for it. The appropriation for 
lighting rivers is now rather less than it ought to be, and I hope 
the Senator will not burden it with these lights. The Light- 
House Board stated that if this appropriation 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senator objects to the amendment going in 
at that point, I will not offer it there and I will not offer it at the 
ne moment, because I shall be obliged to ascertain the exact 





Mr. ALLISON, I will say to the Senator that we considered 
the matter in the Committee on Appropriations very thoroughly, 
and the Light-House Board stat J 
appropriation at another place for lighted buoys, they would put 
up these lights without any additional appropriation. ButI have 
learned since that time that it may be necessary to have a speci- 
fication of those places in order to insure their being lighted. 
bar a if the Senator puts in $4,000 for this purpose | shall not 


r. FRYE. I will amend it, then, by inserting the words ‘‘to 


establish ” gas buoys so and so, ‘‘ $4,000,” and offer it as an item 
to be inserted tely after the conclusion of the paragraph 
where I did offer it, 


Mr. ALLISON. I will state to the Senator that the Light- 


they would in these lights, but I have learned since that it is 
Possible this sum might be exhausted, or that it is doubtful, 
<* koes, whether it could be done unless a special appropriation 


Mr. 


tion. 
ALLISON. Very well. 
Mr. FRYE. Then there is no objection to it? 


Mr. ALLISON. It ought to come in on page 15, after line 7. 


FRYE. I propose to offer it now as a special appropria- 


5 
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has rendered most valuable service to the merchant sili | ee font 


Senator from Iowa insists upon it, I will accept | 


I understand very well that such a revenue cutter as the | 


hoals, one at Rock Island Point, | 
one near the Sisters Island light, one at Sunken Rock, one at Bay State | 


I submit to the Senator from Maine that he | 


in the provision | 


that if we would add to the | 


Board said that if we would increase the appropriation | 


AAD 


The SECRETARY. On page 15, after line 7, it is proposed to 


insert: 










upper harbor, Ogdensburg, $4,000, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The quest 
amendment submitted by the Senator 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE, f wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
lowa to an item on page 20. The committee inserted a provision 
| for constructing one revenue cutter for service on the Lakes. Two 
| revenue cutters are absolutely necessary on the Lakes, and they 

ought to be first-class cutters, swift, and very strong. The Sena- 
tor knows why they ought to be without my stating the reason, 
and theSenate does. The Committee on Commerce, on the recom- 
mendation of the Treasury Department, reported unanimously in 
favor of two $200,000 each. A bill for that pur- 
pose passed the Senate without any opposition. I should like, 
| In line 13, after the word “ constructing,” to strike out ‘‘a” and 
insert the word *‘ two,” making “* steamer” into the plural “‘ steam- 
ers,” and striking out “ two,” in line 15, and making it ‘‘ four.” 

Mr. ALLISON. The Committee on Appropriations considered 
this provision very carefully. We are now building, as the Sen- 
ator is aware, a revenue cutter for service on the Lakes, and the 
committee were of opinion that if we could get one additional 
cutter it would perhaps be all that we would be likely to secure 
this year. 

I quite agree with the Senator from Maine that if we could pro- 
| vide for two vessels it would be well to doso. But I hope the 

Senator will not insist upon another revenue cutter. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to have the amendment put in here. 
I think we are infinitely more likely to get one cutter if we provide 
| for two in the bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not so sure of that. 
the Senator's amendment, however. 


] ‘tablish gas buoys at or near the following-named places in the St 
| Lawrence River: One at Charity Shoals ‘ rhbed Shoals, one at 
Rock Island Point, one near the Sisters Island Light, one at Sunken Rock, 
| one at Bay State Shoa me at the Lower Narrows, and one at entrance 


ion ison a 
from Maine. 


rreeing to the 


Vesse ls, to cost 


I shall not object to 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. In the amendment of the committee, begin- 
ning in line 13, page 20, it is proposed to strike out the word **a” 
and insert “‘two”; to strike out the word “‘steamer” and insert 
| ‘* steamers”; and, in line 15, to strike out the word ‘‘ two” and 
| insert ‘‘four”; so as to read: 
For constructing two revenue steamers of the first class. under the « 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury, for service on the Great La 
$400,000. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. By unanimous consent, the voile by 


which the amendment was agreed to will be considered as recon- 
sidered. The question is on agreeing to the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment,to be inserted on 
page 55, at the end of line 19. 

The amendment was read and agreed to, as foll 





ws: 
To collect statisticsin relation tocriminals and paupers, t 
| deaf, dumb, and blind, and to investig tl : nd pau 
perism from a scientific point of vi R purchase and repair of i 
ments of precision under the direction of the Bureau of Education, $1,000 
| Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer an amendment, to be inserted on 
page 3, after line 16. 
| ne . _ 
Che amendment was read and agreed to, as follow 
For constructing a bathroom and lavatory in the basement of the post-office 
building at Sioux Falls, 8. Dak., $300. 
Mr. BATE. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Harris}, who is 


unable to be in the Chamber to-day, I offer an amendment, to be 
inserted after the word “ dollars,” in line 10, on page 112. The 
| amendment embraces claims, permit me to say, which have been 
| passed upon by the Court of Claims. All the items have been 
acted upon by the Court of Claims. The amendment has been re- 
ported unanimously from the Committee on Claims. 
The SECRETARY. On page 112, line 10, after the word “ 


dollars,” 
it is proposed to insert: 


’ 















That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is her 1 riz und 
| directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwi ppropriated, 
i to the several persons in this act named, the severalsums ment red her } 
| the same being in full for, and the receipt of the same to ‘ ind ac 

cepted in each case as a full and final discha: t, the ral claims exam 
ined, investigated, and reported f r t ( f Claims of the 
United States under the provisions o f Mar }, 1883, entitled “An 
act toafford assistance and relief to C« i bixecutive Departments 
in the investigation of claims and d ait the Government,” and 


known as the Bowman Act, namely 

Mr. ALLISON. This is a very lon 
point of order against the amendment that .: is not in order on 
the pending bill. It for service in the fiscal year ending 
in 1897. It is a collection of claims, which are not in order upon 
an appropriation bill. I hope the Senator from Tennessee will 
not press the amendment, as it is clearly out of order. I have the 
amendment before me,and I have also before.me the reports 


g amendment. I make tho 


is not 
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relating tothe claims. They have always been considered in this 
body in separate bills; they have never appeared on any of the 
regular appropriation bills. They are not audited accounts; they 
are not estimated for; they are not judgments, and in no sense 
can they be considered as applicable to a bill of this character. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What claims are they? 

Mr, ALLISON. They are individual claims referred to the 
Court of Claims under the Bowman Act. 

Mr. BATE. I would rather that the amendment should not be 
disposed of just now. My colleague [Mr. Harris], in whose be- 
half, as I stated, I offered the amendment, is not here, and I know 
but little about the matter. The point of orderis made upon the 
amendment. I think my colleague will be here by Monday, and 
if we do not dispose of the bill to-day I have no doubt he would 
like to be heard upon it. I suggest to the Senator from Iowa, the 
chairman of the committee, that the matter had better go over for 
the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. I am not here to say that the Senator from Iowa 
is not correct in his point of order. It is something I should like 
to look into, These are just claims. It has been so decided by 


the Court of Claims. The claims have been taken up item by 
item. There are 
nae 

here 

oO 


rts to show it. The Government owes the 
. Itis not disputed. The committee sent the amendment 
, unanimous report, and I do not see why we can not dis- 
it. But it may be amenable to the point of order which 
he Senator makes. Iam not prepared tosay thatitisnot. There- 
fore I think it is proper for us to delay it until my colleague 


comes in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will go over for the present. 

Mr. ALLISON. do not object to the Senator withdrawing 
the amendment or allowing it to lie upon the table; but, of course, 
it must be disposed of during the day, for I expect to finish the 
bill to-day. 

Mr. BATE, If the bill is to be finished, of course the amend- 
ment will have to be dis d of; but if it is not finished I under- 
stand the amendment will not be disposed of. 

Mr. GORDON. I offer an amendment, to appear on the third 
page of the bill, after line 9. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment, submitted by the 
Senator from Georgia will be stated. 
The Secretary. After line 9, on page 3, it is proposed to insert: 


That the act of Congress egeroves June 30, 1886, as amended by act of Con- 
gress approved January 21, 


1, providing for the purchase of a site and the 
erection thereon of a public building fcr the accommodation of the United 
States circuit and district courts, the post-office, and other Government uses, 
in the city of Savannah and State of Georgia, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as to extend the limit of cost of the site and building, including 
fireproof vaults, heati: and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and a 
roaches, complete, from $400,000 to $500,000, to permit the construction of eatd 
ding of marble, and the Secretary of the jury may autho a con- 
tract or contracts to be entered into for construction of any portion or the 
whole of said eisiog within the limit of cost prescribed by law for said 
building, and subject appropriations heretofore made and to be made 
therefor by Congress. 
Mr. ALLISON. I offer as a substitute for the amendment 
what I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa will be stated. 
; The SECRETARY. On page 4, after line 15, it is proposed to 
nsert: 
a . G : i f b , , 
aN TAS TESA! tet of eld Dliding te inoroned Hosa.” NaN 
Mr. GORDON. May I inquire of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations the effect of that amendment? Is it 
intended as a substitute for the amendment I have just offered? 
Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Georgia will with- 
draw his amendment. e ane Sens recommend an 
increase of the limit $100,000 at Sav: ,Ga. This amendment 
rovides for that increase, and also gives a small appropriation of 
$25 000, which is substantially, I think, what the Senator desires. 
Mr. GORDON. I should have no objection whatever to the 
substitute, a it would accomplish the p in view 
which are to give a marble front to a building in the city of 
Savannah, which ought to have it, instead of an ordinary brick 
front. The amendment is recommended by the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds of the House of Representatives, 
and recommended by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
Mr. ALLISON. amendment I have offered to the amend- 
ment covers that idea b the limit $100,000. 
Mr. GORDON. That is sa ry: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
oa by the Senator from Iowa to the amendment submitted 
byt e Senator from 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was — to. 
Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] to what Iam to 
say. I did not understand exactly the point of order w was 


made by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ouatnss the amen: 
ment offered — Senator from ee {Mr. Bare) for ie 
pe ry Mr RRis]. I have an interest in that question and 
I should like to understand what is his objection to that amen. 
ment, what rule of the Senate is violated by its being offered 
especially when the amendment proposes simply to pay a debi 
which has been adjudicated by the Court of Claims, and the pay- 
ment of which is recommended by the Committee on Claims of 


this mer § 

Mr. ALLISON. Is it the desire of the Senator that the point 
of order _— the amendment shall be now decided? 

Mr. GEORGE. Yes; because it is a matter of very great im. 
portance to some very good people. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Miaslostoet perhaps did not 
observe that the Senator from Tennessee asked that the amend- 
ment be laid aside for the present. 

Mr. GEORGE. But the Senator from Michigan and | have 
amendments of a similar character which we intend to offer, ang 
that is the reason why I am now interposing. I should like to 
know the specific point on which the Senator from Iowa believes 
the amendment out of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. My point is that it is notestimated for. Those 
claims have not through the accounting officers of the 
Treasury; they are not a judgment against the United States: 
they are simply the seperate findings of the Court of Claims under 
the Bowman Act... e never have yet, so far as I know, put upon 
a regular appropriation bill any of the claims decided or consid- 
ered by the Courtof Claims under the Bowman Act. If we begin 
that business on appropriation bills there will be no end cither to 
the amount of money appropriated or the time consumed in their 
consideration. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ~— desire to state what the Senator from 
Mississippi has already indicated, that there is a claim of the same 
character of those embraced in the amendment of the Senator 
from Tennessee, which I have stated to the Senator from Missis- 
sippi I wished to offer as an amendment and intended to offer as 
an amendment, provided the amendment of the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris] was offered to the bill and admitted. If, 
however, the point of order is made against it, of course I shall 
not offer the amendment. Asthe point of order is tke only ques- 
tion now before the Senate, I have nothing to say in relation to 
the merits of the amendment until that shall be determined ; but 
I am frank to say that I do not see how the point of order can be 
avoided under clause 4 of Rule XVI, which provides that— 

Noamendment the object of which is spapevite for a private claim shall 
be received to any general appropriation ‘ 

These are claims in favor of 325 individual citizens claiming 
$572,790.54, findings of the Courtof Ciaims. As I said, however, 
I have nothing to say about the merit of the claims themselves 
until the point of order is decided. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move an amendment, on page 3, after line 
8, concerning the post-office at Fortress Monroe. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that the amendment relating to 
claims is now before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. Bate] to request that the matter be not de- 
termined at this time. 

Mr. BATE. Certainly, Mr. President, but as other persons were 
interested in it, I did not want to interfere with their desires. I 
made my request in courtesy to my colleague, and I think that the 
amendment ought to lie over until he returns. 

Mr. ALLISON. But the Senator from Mississippi insists that 
this matter should be of. 

Mr. GEORGE. No; I do not. 

Mr. BATE. That is a matter which I can not control, because 
the Senator has that right. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. [I have no objection to the amendment being 
laid aside tem ee 

Mr. GEORGE. I re to say as to the amendment that I do 
not insist fipon its consideration now. My object was simply to 
have from the Senator a more clear and explicit statement of the 
tone which he relied in making the point of order. That 
Ww 


TI . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] submits an amendment, which will be stated. = 
The SECRETARY. On page 3, after line 3, it is proposed to ae 
on veteens Hones, : That th of $15,000 be, and the 
poe hereby, ay A riated, out has moneys in the Treasary not other- 
¥ the ction of a post-o ding at Fort ress — 
roe, Va., upon the Government reservation. iiding shall be 
ed u and contracts to be approved, in the man- 
ner provided by law, by the Secretary of War, and to cover quarters fr (he 
postmaster and office for customs officer and United States 
commissioner. Nor plan for the erection of said building be ap: 
proved by the Secretary of War involving an expenditure exceeding the sal 
sum of 


Mr. HAWLEY. This is an amendment reported from the 
Committee on Public and Grounds. 


Mr VEST. Pan’ Gooractel by the Committee on Public 





. 
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Buildings and Grounds to report an amendment, to come in at the 


4 
foot of Pite- PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. At the bottom of page 4 it is proposed to 
insert. 


Tha Secretary of the Treasury be directed to submit to Congress a 
lan o> size and general charaxteristics of a public building to be used 
bor . sl of records in the city of Washin, . Suitable for the storage of 
papers, documents, and other records whic 


arenes Solel cule tow aeumedenal ea ent aloe for tn: 

or onai use an so e 
— and Se ee wor books ana ther ublications issued by the onder 
of Congress; and said Secretary is directed. before making his report, to con 
sult with the heads of the other Departments and the proper officers of the 
Senate and House of Representatives; and he is also directed to consider and 
report upon the suitableness for a site for such a building on the public res- 
ervation at the intersection of Ohio and Louisiana avenues with Tenth and 
{rele Sarees cescmtits distance of the Departments to be accom. 
phew by such hall of records. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Missouri. 

The ame t was agreed to. ‘ 

Mr. VEST. I call the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to lines 14, 15, and 16,on page 3 of the bill, for which I 
pro as a substitute the amendment I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. Itis proposed to strike out lines 14, 15, and 16, 
on page 3, and insert: 

For post-office and court-house at Kansas City, Mo.: For continuation of 
building. yk and aoe limit of cost of said building and site is increased 
from 

My VEST. That only increases the limit $114,000, which was 
the amount fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. IN. I do not object to that amendment, but I call 
the attention of the Senator to the fact that the Senate amended 
the appropriation contained in the bill so as to make the sum 
$100,000 instead of $50,000, the Supervising Architect of the Treas- 
ury saying to us that if he had this additional $100,000 it would 
not be necessary to deal with the question of limit at this time. 
If the Senator prefers to deal with that question now I see no ob- 
jection to his amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I would rather do that, because the building can 
not go on unless the limit is increased, and this would be the end 
of the matter. 


Very well. I shall not object to the substitu- 


The amendment was to. 

Mr. TURPIE. On 62, after line 15, I move to insert the 
amendment which I send to the desk. 

Tne VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 62, after line 15, it is proposed to 


i 


. 


Arsenal, Indianapolis, Ind.: For the payment to A. Bruner the 

sum of 15 for the construction of a main sewer in Clifford avenue, adja- 

nt to States arsenal grounds, in the city of Indianapolis, ind.: 

of the Treasury shall not issue a warrant for the 

payment of said sum until officer in command of the arsenal at Indian- 

apolis shall certify that the sewer now provided for upon said grounds shall 

have been constructed by the United States and the same connected with 
the sewerage system of the city of Indianapolis. 


IN. The Committee on Appropriations considered 
this claim, if it can be called a claim, to reimburse Mr. Bruner 


for work he did on grounds of the United States, and we decided 
that ere to the general deficiency appropriation 
bill, a lore left it off this bill. I trust the Senator will 


allow the amendment to lie over, to be placed on the general defi- 
ciency bill. I think that is the proper place for it. 
aoe It was on the sundry civil bill of last year, Mr. 
Mr, ALLISON. Iam aware of that. The Senate inserted this 
ae year, but the House of Representatives did not 
. TURPIE. This amendment has heretofore been offered 


d 


‘ 


and placed on the civil bill. It passed the House at the 
last session, but was stricken out by the committee here on the 
yy that the connection of the local sewer had not been made 
the general sewer in the street, for which this claim is made. 
Now the amendment is offered with a provision that that connec- 
tion shall be made, and that the sum named shall then be payable. 
It is about four  edireong the work was done. The claim has 
been before the ttee on Claims two or three times, and this 
is the third session in which it has been presented. The claim is 
perfectly just and fair. The sewer runs along the street which 
the of the arsenal proente. 
Mr. The amen t is to pay for work already 


to be done, and therefore it belongs to the 
it is bable that when we get into confer- 
claimed. I therefore ask the Senator if he will 


ih 
Ae 
eee82 
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not be willing allow the amendment to be placed u the gen- 
eral which I am sure will be done? a - 
Mr, that assurance, Mr. President, I will with- 
draw the amendment. 
ial "3 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment, on page 1, line 
11, after the word ‘‘dollars,” by inserting ‘‘to be immediately 
available,” 

This is an appropriation for repairing the wharf at Sitka, Alaska. 
The wharf is now in a very dilapidated condition, and the work 
should be done immediately. I received a communication from 
the collector of that port some few weeks since, in which he said 
if the appropriation was not made available immediately the season 
would be gone and the wharf perhaps washed away. I trust the 
amendment will be accepted. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word “dollars,” in line 11, page 1, 
it is proposed to insert ‘‘to be immediately available”; so as to 
read: 

Government wharf in Alaska: For reconstructing or repairing and put- 
ting in safe and proper condition the wharf at Sitka, Alaska, $5,000, to be 
immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I offer an amendment, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, at the end of line 12, it is proposed 
to insert: 


For making certain proposed alterations in the post-office building in New 
York City, and for improving, arranging, and furnishing certain rooms 
therein, in accordance with plans proposed by the Supervising Architect of 
the Treasury. to be done under the direction of the Sec etary of the Treasury, 
the sum of $10,000; such sum to be immediately available. 

Mr. ALLISON. That amendment certainly was not called to 
the attention of the Committee on Appropriations, and I should 
be very glad to have the Senator from New York state the rea- 
sons for it. I have no knowledge of such an appropriation being 
estimated for. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, a bill to the same effect was reported 
favorably by the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and has passed the Senate. If the amendment was not referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations it was an inadvertence on 
my part. I suppose, the bill having once passed the Senate, that 
is a compliance with the rules. 

Just a word as to the importance of this work, which arises 
from the fact that there is in the city of New York a corporation 
known as the American Law Institute, which has its library in the 
post-office building. It formerly had its library in the Chambers 
street public building, and has always accompanied the United 
States court. It is one of the most valuable law libraries in this 
country. Theaccommodations for that library have become totally 
insufficient, and the corporation will have to remove the library to 
some other place unless greater accommodations can be furnished. 

The Supervising Architect has made an estimate of the amount 
necessary to make certain alterations. The stories are very high, 
especially the ones where the court rooms are. The court rooms 
can be reduced just one-half, and another story putin. By put- 
ting iron beams across the rooms they can be duplicated. It can 
be done for the sum named in the amendment, and it must be 
done immediately, or the association will have to remove its 
library. The president of the association is Mr. Choate, and the 
best lawyers of New York are interested init. The amendment 
is recommended by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads; 
it is also recommended by the Supervising Architect and by the 
judges of the United States court in the city of New York. 

A bill having the same object in view has passed the Senate and 
can not pass the House of Representatives for various reasons 
well known to this body, and this amendment ought to go on this 
bill. That is the reason why I ask for its adoption. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from New York. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I have another amendment, to come in on page 20, 
at the end of line 15, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 20, after the amendment already 
adopted, at the end of line 15, it is proposed to insert: 

For constructing and equipping a steam revenue cutter of the first class for 


service on the Atlantic Coast of the United States, with headquarters at the 
port of New York, the sum of $250,000. 


Mr. HILL. I offer the amendment to this bill at the suggestion 
of the chairman of the Committee on Commerce. A bill to the 
same effect has already been reported favorably, which has passed 
the other House, and it is suggested that it should go upon this 
bill as an amendment. I therefore offer it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly on the Atlantic Coast a révenue 
cutter can be constructed for $200,000. I know of no appropria- 
tion hitherto for the construction of a revenue cutter on the 
Atlantic Coast at a higher cost than $200,000, and I hope that the 
Senator will so modify his amendment. 

Mr. HILL. I know nothing in regard to what the cost should 
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be, except that the committee have reported the provision in that 


way. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the word “ fifty,” before the word “thousand”; so as to make 
the appropriation $200,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of the Senator from 
New York. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HILL. I offer another amendment, to come in at some 
na — ‘e in the bill. 

ICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to insert: 


To Elihu Root, ex-United States attorney, southern district of New York, 
for services rendered as attorney for defendant in the suit of the Yale Lock 
Manufacturing Company against Thomas + James, in March, 1884, by the 
direction of the Attorney-General, the sum of $2,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a deficiency. I trust the Senator will 
not move to put it upon this bill. 

Mr. HILL. Aret pose = no — of that character in this bill? 

Mr. ALLISON. Not usuall 

passed the Senate three 


Mr. HILL. A bill for this pu airpose has 
or four times, but has always failed to pass a other House, and 
has never been finally acted upon. 

Mr, ALLISON. Ihave no donbt it isa just claim, but it be- 
longs to the general deficiency bill. I hope the Senator will not 
press it on this bill. 

Mr. HILL. I will withdraw the amendment for the present, 
and will offer it on the deficiency bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdrawn. 

Mr. GRAY. On page 33, after line 16,1 move the amendment I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will! be stated. 
The Secretary. On page 33, after line 16, it is proposed to 
For an additional oe the use of the National Museum, 
to be erected under the 
the Regen’ 


in Sa 
ie aie between it and the 


front on a line with the south 
and of the 


not 
west of the & mt 
t the Guithsonien tnstitution, b 
Agricultural 


Mr. GRAY. Ib oa nen See ae the chair- 
man of the on A to accept this amend- 
ment, I will sa teats talkie tn Gann of thovmnierBenater teem 
Vermont (Mr. MorRILu], who is absent, and who requested that 
I should urge the passage of of the amendment t upon the committee 
“—9 n the Senate. 

LATT. Is it the amendment in favor of which the Sena- 
a a ie en ere ee y? 

Mr. GRAY. Yes, sir. 

The Senator from Vermont is one of the Regents of the Smith- 
sonian Institution. I also have the honor to be one of that body, 
and 1 know in that way of the necessities for the build- 
ing provided for in this amendment. There is a large amount of 
exceedingly valuable scientific a ae is housed — = 
temporary wooden sheds, exposed © peril of conflagra an 
which would entail, if it were des’ , incalculable loss not only 

upon the Government of the United States, but upon the scientific 
world. There are matters there now thus insecurely housed that 
could not be replaced. We all know what a credit the Smith- 
sonian Institution is to the country and to the science of the coun- 
try. There is no Department of the Government ee is better 
conducted, more conscientiously administered in of its 
Saetzpet,tittusing-themastivee amneng all these beet are a, 

using ves among e coun’ 

The Senator from lowa, the chairman oh rebnene mens 
pa og ggg ety ry sonny: tenn Ido. He is familiar 
with it. The Senator from Vermont ee MorRILL] has the 
amendment very much on his mind and ly interested 
in its passage. He requested that I should make statement 
for him as well as for myself to the Senate. I trust that the Sen- 
ator from Iowa may see his way clear to accept the amendment. 
ane dm + ai the importance 

amendment very at 
an early day of wet Sidonal bathing fer the Notional Museum, 
but in view of what appeared to be an apparent necessity for a 
large increase of the Str cn te aoeke to et fas he eee we 
thought this matter might be 
wy willing to Si it to the j 
the anaes is in order, and 


do not make a point of 
order upon it. 7 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend. 
submitted by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. On page 87, after line 14, I move to insert 

Military oe at Key West, Fla.: oa 3 the 2 purchase and use « 


included _ the military cemetery adjacent to the reservation of 
Barracks, , as peenaannaiell in aletter from the Secretary of , rd x 


February 1 1806 (House ument No. 221, Pifty-iourth Congress, (i. 
sion), 

This purchase is recommended by the Secretary of War. The ; 
reasons for the recommendation are given in House Dov un 
No. 221, containing a letter from him, and accompanying 
ments. Soa oe e Committes 
on Appropriations ee vention of the idioms in of 
the saneiies has been called to it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to t})> 
amendment of the Senator from Florida (Mr. Pasco}. 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. T offer an amendment, to come in 
after line 16, on page 106. I will state that neal amendment was 
cane ae to the ameuibtee on the Judiciary and reported fayor- 

ly from that committee. I will also state that a bill of a sim)- 
lar character was favorably by the Committee on tic 
Judiciary and is on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary. ater line 16, page 106, insert: 


the United States, | inc lud- 

ing aim: and Nevada, heretofore 

= - ‘reported: by. ee Score ar to the Senate in Sonate 
xecutive Documen ‘0s. first sess 

under an act entitled “An act United States for expences 

incurred by them in defense of the United 


tes for « weNKE 
hereby given the right, within one year from the = Be 5 
ere Vv Ww. one passage of this fil: 
Betition A, Dou of Claims of of the U Untied shatog end bare, h cr i 
a ee ee ee ees ending the 
ve nt 
claims according to law. - 


Mr. ALLISON. I make the point of order upon the amend- 
ment that it is 1 —_ 
Mr. MITC of Oregon. the chairman of the com- 
selttne allt nantedss epee teak pain of order. It makes no ap- 
propriation. Itdoes not increase the bill in any manner. It simply 
ts the claims ina to be adjudicated in the Court of Claims. 
ere are a number of States interested init. It is not merely 
my own — but a pas some —_ or ten States of the Union 
have claims of this character. Judiciary Committee were 
united in recommendin = atnendaent to the appropriation bill. 
enn See Chair is oo to sustain 
order against the aaa amen nt 
. MITCHELL of Oregon. I offer another amendment. On 
page 58, line 5, before the word “thousand,” I move to strike out 
“two” and insert “ ten”: so as to read: 
of To he Genera 
eee a a oe ee aac ats 0 f = 
plate unntinnsing & 5 records of said office, 
local land offices with the cone. $2000. 


If the chairman will allow mea moment, I will state that it is 
the purpose of the amendment to e $10,000 instead of $2,000 
for reproducing defaced official plats of surveys on file and ther 

constituting a of therecords of the General Land Office. 
are about 76,000 township maps; and they are all important 
in the transaction of the public euaes in the Land Office. The 
public-land States are immensely interested, of course, in the 
moety and proper of business relating to public 


The officer in charge of the Bureau submitted a letter recently 
recommending this increase in the tion and giving rea- 
ae ere trmestly Te : for. = recommendation 

roved and earn recommended e Commissioner of 
the General Land Nae the by of the Interior, 
oa hand, and I wil! ask to 

ve them at least incorporated in the Recorp, or read now i 

The chief of eee ‘the 7 76,000 maps 

000 of them requiring immediate at- 

use, and nearly dy one-half of the whole 

ataveryearly date; otherwise they 

hands of the su’ tes of the office ior 

ae transacting the public busines fn tht I ask 
the communications be read. 

Mr. ALLISON, rend aa will be print: 
the Recorp. 


7 


“il in 
, they will be 
scukisataalek ha ites telend. Washington, April 23, 15%. 


communication from the 
a ne General La Tand Sic, Inclosinga Ietear from the Prethe 
0 


pal draftsman of his office, setting 








1896. 





em to $10,000 (the amount originally estimated) to 
e 


tion from 
are - worn and defaced township plats, and to request your favorable | 
consideration of the same. ; 
Respectfully, HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


. Wria1am B. ALLISON, < 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., April 23, 1896. 

transmit herewith a communication from Prof 

Harry King, the draftsman of this office, dated the 23d instant. in | 

which the n ty for the of an appropriation of $10,000 originally | 
requested by this office for re ucing worn and defaced township plats is 

, | 

-“ cai that the needs for this appropriation, instead of the 2,0 recom- | 

mended by the Committees on Appropriation in the sundry civil bill of the | 

Senate and the House of Representatives, Fifty-fourth Congress, are impcra- | 

tive, and I therefore approve the suggestions contained in theaccompanying | 


ey respectfully, 8S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner. 
The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFice, 
Washington, D. C., April 23, 1898. 


Srr: I beg to state that in the report of the Sot yeeniioee on Aupre | 
priations, ©. 728, making appropriations for sundry c expenses, and which | 
was re with amendments to the Senate April 20, 1596, I find that the 
sum of $12,000 is allotted for engraving on copper the map of the United 
States, and but $2,000 for reproducing the worn and defaced township plats, 
whereas this office had made a request for $10.000 for this latter item. 

Of the above two appro tions asked for the one for the preservation of 
the township plats is vastly of the greater im , for reasons herein 

ted. Should it be found impracticable to obtain appropriation for 


Sra: Ihave the honor to 





both objects, learnestly recommend that the item of $12,000 for the engraving 

on copper of the United States map (see e 53, lines 20, 21, and 22) be stricken 

out and in lieu the a tion for reproducing the township plats 
(see page 58, line 5) be raised to $10,000. : : : 

the plats now on file in this division, at least 5,000 re- 

immediate bv y, barely one-half of which 

are so wornand from t handling as to cause them to be alinost 

and unless measures are adop for their early reproduction 

their of even the employees of this office will 


ce 


soon be absolutely mecessary, a result that, in so faras ies to those plats 
will cause the to a large extent, of the adjudication of matters 
pertaining to te Spee of public lands. 3 
of a to p plat by eee inchading an 
will cost on an average of $6 per piat. importance 
of applying ot nest 0008 for t auction therefore becomes apparent. 
incurred in these plats would eventually be re- 
the United States through the sale of copies to outside 
parties at a cost of 25 cents each if uncertified or 50 cents each if certified. _ 
i will not require an increased force of this divi- 
work ts given out by contract. : 
recommendations should be carried out, it is my fixed opinion 
inure to the best interest of the service. . 
’ HARRY KING, 
Chief of the Drafting Division. 
honorable CoMMISSTONER 
Usrrep States General LAND OFFICER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MitTcu- 
ELL}. 

The amendment was agreed to. “> 

Mr. CALL. On page 20, after line 15, I move to insert: 

For the construction of a revenue cutter for service on the Gulf of Mexico, 
$150,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

I will state that a bill for this purpose has passed the Senate, 
and that it is recommended by the Department. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ROACH. I offer an amendment which I send to the desk. 
I call the attention of the chairman of the committee to the 
amendment. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Storerary. On page 81, after line 9, insert: 

For ction of t b oviding f . 
erage, = , ney a = other sean means of comnrunteation, ad other | 
necessary eme’ the military pos Bismare. . N. Dak., 6 OX- 
pended dedes thodieection of the Seaeery of War, $50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I move to insert under the head of ‘ Military 
posts,” immediately after the amendment just adopted: 


For continuation of construction of bu at Fort Riley Military Post, 
Kans., to be expended under the direction of Secretary of War, $50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. - 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 4, after line 15, I move to insert: 

LAr Srerh heats onl port Bice at Salt Lake City, Utah: For purchase of 
site end of construction of building, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. On page 2, after line 22, I move to insert: 
a eer eains pt Cornea, N. J; Mor cumtenetion <tteiiing, $25,000, and 


limit of cost of said 

Mr. WARREN. On 64, after the word “‘ hundred,” in line 
5, I move to insert “and fifty”; so as to read: 
wo sarvers in the various portions of the United States, $150,000, 


a se - Gast concn anes wil not be to. 
make order that the appropriation proposed is 
than the The estimate is only $100,000, and the amend. 
ment is beyond the estimate. 
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desire to state that the amendment was sub 


Mr. WARREN. I 


mitted to a committee of this body and the: ynmittee unani 
recommended it. However, I do not wish to press it against the 
wishes of the Senator in charge of 1 bill. I believe that it oucht 


to pass. I withdraw it simply in deference to tl 


.¢ chairman of the 
committee, and for no other r 





Mr. ALLISON. Iam glad the Senator has done so. Task that 
the amendment on page 113, which was pa lover, be considered 
now, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment passed over will be 
stated. 

The SkcRETARY. On page 113, after line 14, the Committee on 

| Appropriations reported to insert: 

Purchase of historical publicatio That the tary of the Senate be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed to p : m Ger i 
McBride 2.500 « mplete sets of his historical I ub tions i] 


: ent iié 
tant Periods in the History of the United States, Portraits of the Pr« len 
of the United States, and the Seal of the United Statesand Seals of the Execu 
tive, Judicial, and Legislative Departments of the Government: anc aid 


i that 
publications be distributed by the Secretary of the Senate as follows: Ono 


at 


set for the use of the Senate of the United States, 1 set for the use of the 
House of Representatives, 3 sets to each Senator, Representative. and Dele- 
gate in Congress; 1 set to the President, 1 set to the Vi e-President, 1 set to 
the Chief Justice of the United States, 1 set to each associate justice, 1 set to 
each member of the Cabinet, 1 set to the Executive Mansion, and | set to each 
of the Executive Departments, 1 set to the Supreme Court of the United 
States, 1 set to the Congressional Library; 42 sets to the Department of State 
for distribution among the various United States embassies and legations: 
88 sets to the War Department for distribution among the various military 


post schools, including | set to the Military Academy at West Point and 5 sets 
to the National Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers; 2 sets to the Depart- 
ment of Justice for the use of the United States prison; 78 sets to the Navy 
Department for distribution among the various vessels of the United States 
having libraries, including | set to the Naval Academy at Annapolis; 48 sets 
to the Department of Agriculture for distribution among the various agri- 
cultural colleges in the United States and Territories, and 860sets to the Com- 
missioner of Education for distribution among the various public libraries 
and educational institutions in the United States. And the sum of $12,500 is 
hereby eres. out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap 
propriated, to enable the said Secretary of the Senate to carry into effect the 
provisions of this act. 

Mr. PEFFER. 
before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 0’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. Perrer, providing for 
a committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally 
all the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale 
of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the unfinished business may be tem- 
porarily laid aside in order that we may proceed with the appro- 
priation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The question is upon agreeing to the amendment reported by the 
committee on page 113. 

Mr. GEORGE. I should like to know something about that 
amendment. It seems to be a very large gift by the Congress of 
the United States. I should like to have it explained. I want to 
know something about it. 

Mr. TELLER. I can not hear what the Senator is saying. 

Mr. GEORGE. Ishould like to have the amendment explained. 
I want to know why we ought to expend money for this purpose. 
There must be some reason for it. 

Mr.SHOUP. In the early part of the session a bill for this pur- 
pose was introduced and referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. The bill was then referred to a subcommittee, who 
corresponded with the heads of the Departments and had a favor- 
able report from the Secretary of State, the cretary of War, 
the Secretary of Agriculture, the Secretary of the Navy, the Attor- 
ney-General, the Secretary of the Interior, and the Commissioner 
of Education. The subcommittee reported favorably on the bill. 
The bill received the favorable consideration of the Committee 
on Education and Labor and was reported to the Senate. This 
is a very valuable collection. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] has in his possession the correspondence with the Depart- 
ments and is more familiar with the points set forth by the different 
Secretaries and the Attorney-General and the Commissioner of 
Education. 

Mr. TELLER. The amendment is not the act of the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations upon its own motion. The amendment 
came, as stated, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
and it came to us with the indorsement of that committee and 
the indorsement of every Department of the Government. The 
amount tc be appropriated is $12,500. The publications con- 
sist of several charts, the first being what was called the Centen- 
nial chart, gotten up in 1876 by the author, Mr. McBride, contain- 
ing the names of all the officers of the Government at that time, 
including Senators and Members of the House of Representatives, 
etc., with the Declaration of Independence and some other matters 
nrttached. Since that time he has added five other charts, which 
include the seals of the States, steel engravings of the Presidents 


I ask that the unfinished business may be laid 


Se 





ah 


ra) ae ~~ 


ce 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


of the United States, and various other things, making five or six 
charts, I will read from the correspondence on the subject, and 
I am going to ask to put it entire in the Recorp, if the amend- 
ment is adopted, for the benefit of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. The Secretary of State says—I will not read it all— 

This work contains, ina highly compact and convenient form, much his- 
torical information, a knowledge of which will always be most useful to the 
people of our country. 

That is in response to the bill that was sent to him with a re- 
quest to state whether he had any objection to it. He said he 
would be glad to send copies to our different embassies. The 

‘Secretary of War recommends it also. He says: 

I take poem in stating that they are considered by this Department of 
great interest and value. 

The Secretary of the Navy indorses it and says that he desires 
it for the libraries on the ships. 


The Secretary of Agriculture speaks of it in high terms and says: 


I cordially indorse the proposition to distribute these valuable historical 
a we seene the various agricultural colleges in the United States and 
e es. 


Then the Secretary of the Interior indorses it, and with it he sends 
the letter of the Commissioner of Education, Mr. Harris, which is 
quite a lengthy letter, and which I will have read if anyone desires 
to hear it. He says: 


A gift of these charts would be a valuable gift to any one of these schools, 

and if it is intended to distribute to these elementary schools the matter can 

managed by sending first the proper quota to each of the 800 city 
superintendents, etc. 


And heindorses it in the highest terms. I believe several educa- 
tional societies have ind it from time to time. It seems to 
me that it is a matter we could hardly overlook. The committee 
felt that with these indorsements, as the sum is smali, they ought 
to put the amendment in the bill,and we put itin. The commit- 
tee have no other interest in it than anybody else. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, March 11, 1898. 

Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge roceins of your letter of March 3 
instant, inclosing copy of Senate bill , “A bill providing for the purchase 
and distribution of certain historical publications therein named.” 

In response to your request for my views of that part of the bill with which 
this Department is concerned, I have the honor to advise you that not only 
do L see no objection to it, but the Department will be glad to receive copies 
of General McBride's publications for distribution to the several embassies 
and legations of the United States. This work contains, ina highly compe 
and convenient form, much historical information, a know of w 
will always be most useful to the people of our country. 

I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, 


RICHARD OLNEY. 
The Hon. James H. KY.z, 
United States Senate. 


War DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE ASSISTANT SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 27, 1896. 

Dear Srr: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communi- 

cation of the 8d instant, inclos' Senate bill No. “ providing for the 

purchase and distribution of cer historical publications therein named.” 

I have examined the historical charts submitted by Gen. James D. McBride 

and take pleasure in stating that they are considered by this Department of 
great interest and value. 

It should see fit to supply the Department with them, or to pass 

tha ion of the bill referring to the War Depart- 

ar t, for distribution to mili post 

schools, the military service schools, the Military ony at West nt. 

ge. 5 any remain, to be distributed in the discretion o the Secretary of 

‘ar. ” 


Very respectfully, yours, JOSEPH B. DO 
said mr Assistant Secretary of War. 
Hon. James H. Kye, 


Committee on Education and Labor, United States Senate. 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, March 5, 1896. 


yours of the 3d instant, in which io ask for the views of 
achang the rovisions of Senate lines 16, 17, and 
t 78 sets of the blication be furnished 
dis’ us vessels of the United 
1 set to Naval Academy at Anna) 
of opinion that this number of sets could be distri 
ould be of val 


There 
numbers 
asab on the Naval 
H. A. HERBERT, 


Education and Labor, 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


DEPARTMENT OF Justice, Washington, D. C., March 28, 1896. 
Srr: I have the honor to 
can = 


bill. These 

no doubt we peers in 

the officers employees of the 
Respectfully, 


Hon. James H. Ky 
United States Senate. 


APRIL 25 , 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
' OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C.. March ¢5. 1898, 
Srr: I have the honor to acknowl the receipt of your communication 
of the 3d instant. inclosing Senate bill No. 2305, “ providing for the purchas, 
and distribution of certain historical publications therein named " F 
I have examined carefully the historical charts originated by Gen. James 
D. McBride, entitled a Periods in the History of the United 
States,” Portraits of the idents,” and “The Seal of the United Sta:.g 
and Seals of the Executive, Judicial, and eggative Departments of tho 
Government,” and take pleasure in stating that I cordially indorse the propo 
sition to distribute these valuable historical charts among the various avy). 
cultural colleges in the United States and Territories. an 
There is so much in them to ire patriotism, that I earnestly hope the 
time will come when they will be found upon the walls of every schoo! and 
educational! institution in this country. 


Very respectfully 
: J. STERLING MORTON, Secretary, 
Hon. James H. Kyux, 
Committee on Eiucation and Lab», United States Senate. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, Washington, March 10, 1:98. 

Srr: Replying to your communication of Janu 27, in which you inclos 
copy of Senate bill 759, providing for the archase and distribut om of o- 
tain historical publications therein named, I have the honor to transmit }).-re- 
with a copy of the report of the Commissioner of Education, to whom. in 
compliance with your request, said communication and bill were referred 
for an expression of “ his views as to the educational worth of these publica. 
tions and the advisability of their being distributed among the various pub 

lic — and educational institutions of the United States.” 
ery respectfully 
! HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 


Hon. Grorce L. SHovup, 
Chairman Committee on Education and Labor, 
United States Senate. 


{Copy.] 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, D. C., January 28, 1998, 
Str: I herewith acknowledge the receipt of i rcommunication of present 
date referring to me a bill from Hon. GrorcGe L. Suoup, chairman of the (om- 
mittee on Education and Labor of the Senate of the United States, request. 
ing my views as to the educational worth of certain publications edite:! and 
we by Gen. James D. McBride. intended to illustrate important joriids 
n the history of the United States, the same to be placed in public libraries, 
common schools, and other educational institutions for the purpose of inter- 
esting and instruc the people in the history of their Government and 
thereby arom ped ager yo fam uested furnish an opinion as to 
the educati worth of these and the advisability of their 
blic libraries and educationa! institu- 
fad - apes Ra. ueeeee cenit eae what in my 
uw nt wou e proper num supply itutions. 
I Gre the honor to lene that I have examined the several pullications 
and 7 pecoent, smong other ings. authentic por- 
nited States; “the seal of the United States 
the executive. judicial, and legislative d ents of the Gov- 
ernment.” It is admitted that one of the important means of interesting 
and thereby educating le in their government is the opportunity of see- 
ocuments and symbols of sovereignty 
ependence and the several 
seals; the ts of the persons who have been raised to the highest office 
in the gift of the Government. It seems to me thata set of charts like those 
— by General McBride, constituting a complete history of the sulject- 
matter considered, een be placed in each of the schools of the country, 
librazies. Bureau has prepared a list of 4,000 
public libraries, each not less than 1,000 volumes. I would sug- 
that the first order in the bill No. 1759, of which a copy has been 
ded me, should gueity thet 4,000complete sets of the historic publications 
should be presented ee Bureau tothe public libraries of the United 
States. Second in order the public li , L would recommend that 
the public high schools of the country, in the number of 4,122, be supplied 
with sets of this chart, and 1,650 copies be provided for the corporate, en- 
dowed, and oe of same rank as the high schools herein 
mentioned, for the education of teachers, to the number 
of be furnished one set each, and next after this in order of im- 
what the district schools, varying in size 
to 50 pupils up to those containing 5 
pupils. Of these schools ioe are in the United States 
u of of be a valuable gift to any one 
Saree oan scene 
the matter can roper quota to each of 
the 800 Oy sapere enrolling nearly 3,000,000 of the elementary 
pupils sang: a Sy weeny See eee 
your obedient servan 
= " wr, HARRIS, Commissioner. 
The honorable SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 


Mr. GEORGE. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado 
one question. What is the exceptional condition of this particu- 
lar publication different from any other good publication which 

uires its purchase by the United States Government? 
It is a historical chart that has been specially 
presenting in a concise 
history of the country. It contains par- 
ticularly the Centennial , which was, as we know, 4 very 
important year, and then it contains what is called the Colum)ian 


TELLER. I see the Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorD0N] 

the floor. He introduced the amendment, and I will allow hin 
a statement. 

. GORDON. I was mpesty going to add to what the Senator 


been rivil to look into 

i interested in it myself. 

for every school in 

to have the chart. I learned from it m in a very 
space many points of interest in the history of our country. 
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: is avery small amount of money to be appropriated for 
. F = patriotic and so necessary-—the education of the youth 
of our country in its great points of history in the past. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. I would suggest to the Senator having the 
amendment in cha t there ought to be more than one copy 
each for the two Houses. Such books I know from experience 
which are desirable in matters of amusement or instruction are 
apt to be taken from the library and lost. I think there ought to 
be two copies for each of the two Houses. . 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

Mr. McMILLAN. On page 26, line 24, I move to increase the 
salary of the Superintendent cf the Coast and Geodetic Survey 
from $5,000 to $6,000. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. PEFFER. On 81, line 2, before the word “‘ thousand,” 
I move to strike out the word “ fifty” and insert “‘ seventy-five”; 
we ee construction of buildi he Fort Ril 

of buildings at the Fo ns. ili- 
an catia tocnyented mandier the direction of the Secretary ot Wer (7b On 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot object to that amendment. Inadvert- 
ently I offered an amendment with reference to the same post, 
which I leave to withdraw. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER]. 

The ~ was agreed to. ae 7 

Mr. HAWLEY. Ioffer an amendment indicated in the printed 
form tocome in at line 23, page 17, but the bill has been reprinted, 
with many additions, and the s and lines are changes. It is 
now line 20, 21, after the words “Revised Statutes,” the 
amendment referring to the printing of stamps by contract. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut sub- 
mits an amendment, which will be read. 

The SecrETaRY. After the words ‘‘ Revised Statutes,” line 20, 
page 21, insert the following proviso: 
pail te Rane te taratshed vy too Darene ct Engraving ona Prine 
ing; but said stamps shall be procu by the Post-Office Department as for- 
A Sa 
ra eee pablnes ad Stisoment for proposals. ‘s 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
will be to. 

Mr. N IN. Mr. President, I object to that amendment. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the amendment is agreed to—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection being interposed, a vote 
will be taken upon the amendment. 


Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the vote is taken—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have certain things to say before the vote is 
taken. The first is to ask for a call of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allison, Clark, Mantle, Shoup, 
Bate.” Gallinge Mit hell Oreg Tellers” 
rr. itchell, ° eller, 
Bisctburn, George , ie Tae , 
mer, rpie, 
Brice, Gordon, Pasco, Vest, 
Burrows, Gorman, Peffer, Waithall, 
Butler, Gray Perkins, Warren, 
Oaffery, Hansbrough, Piatt Wiison, 
Call, wiley, Pritchard, Wolcott. 
Cannon, ones, Ark. Pugh, 
Carter, J Ney. Roach, 
Chilton, Mec. i Sherman, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cuitton in the chair). 
Forty-nine Senators have answered to their names. The presence 
of a quorum is disclosed. 
am NELSON. I make a point of order against the amend- 


Mr. HAWLEY. What is the point of order? 

Mr. NELSON. That it is obnoxious to the rule, inasmuch as 
it ¢ ane, ow. By existing law the printing of the 
stamps is done at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. The 
. of an is to [om it away from the pao. is 

2 to existi Ww an —— existing law.. 

is in nature of legislation. I un erotand thet by ex- 
isting law the printing of the stamps is done at the Bureau of 
Printing and peace, while the object of the amendment is to 
take it away from the u and provide a different method for 


eae the of the stamps. 
Mr, WLEY  Peroina like 1 have the attention of the chair- 


and Post-Roads, 


Ed 


he 
cof 








The point is made that this is a change of existing law. The 
Senator from Minnesota insists that the law now provides for the 
stamps being printed by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 
Has there been any change of the existing law which requires that 
it shall be let by contract? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not think there has been any change of 
aw. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Thelawstands as before, | understand. That 
ae my impression, and so I am informed by the Senator from 

owa, 

Mr. PLATT. The law, section 3709, is this: 

All purchases and contracts for supplies or services in any of the Depart- 
ments, etc., shall bs made by advertising a sufficient time previously for 
proposals wesgocting the same when the public exigencies do not require the 
immediate delivery of the articles. 

As I understand the matter, the Bureauof Printing and Engrav- 
ing has no right whatever to compete for this work. It is the 
duty of the Postmaster-General under the law as it now exists—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Bureau not only competed, 
but it + in a bid, I understand, after all the other bids were in. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. And opened. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And opened. 

Mr. PLATT. What I was going to say is that I do not under- 
stand that the Bureau of Engraving and Printing has any authority 
to compete for this work. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. None whatever. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not a corporation. 

Mr. PLATT. And the work is now being done by the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing in opposition to the law. The object 
of the amendment is to restore the law and insist upon its per- 
formance. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am much obliged to Senators, and that is 
just my view of it. I may add that if the amendment proposed a 
change of existing law, if Iam not mistaken in the rules of the 
Senate, the fact that it has been unanimously approved by the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads would take it out of 
the objection. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam notsure, if the Senator from Connecticut 
will allow me to interrupt him, but that the last clause of his 
amendment does change existing law.» 

Mr. PLATT. What is it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair failed to hear the 
remark of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think the last clause of the Senator’s amend- 
ment, as I heard it read at the desk, does change existing law. 
That is to say, the Postmaster-General can now advertise. under 
existing law, and award the contract to the lowest or best bidder. 
That is precisely what was done two or three years ago. The 
Postmaster-General advertised for bids, and when all the bids 
came in he rejected them all and made a contract with the Bu- 
reau of Engraving and Printing; but the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut, I believe, requires him to accept the lowest 
and best bid, which I think the law does not require. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will strike out those lines and say he shall 
do it under section 3709 of the Revised Statutes. That would not 
change existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. I think not. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Then I will strike out all after the words 
‘United States,” in line 7, and make it conform to existing law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The modification will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all of the amend- 
ment after the words “ United States,” as follows: 

Requiring such work to be given out upon competitive bidding, after pub- 
lic advertisement for pro 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what he would have to do under the 
statute. 

Mr. PEFFER. How will the amendment read then? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That on and after the Ist day of January, 1897, no postage stamps 
shall be manufactured or furnished by the Bureau of Engraving and Print 
ing; but said stamps shall be procurec y A @ Post-Office Department as for 
merly, under the provisions of section 3709 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me to 
explain miy own amendment? 

r. NE IN. I wish to say on the point of order—the Sena- 
tor can explain the amendment—that the amendment changes ex- 
isting law in that it absolutely prohibits the Post-Office Depart- 
ment from having the Bureau of Engraving do the work. It is 
an absolute veto. Even under existing law there is nothing to 
hinder the Government from employing the Bureaaof Engraving 
and Printing to do the work. The amendment is an absolute 
veto of it, and to that extent it changes the letter and the spirit of 
existing law. 

Mr. WLEY. Mr. President, I hold that there is no statute 
anywhere and no proper usage of the Government which permits 
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one of its bureans to enter into competition and bid for all the 
work that is ane ae If the Senator’s view is correct, why 
has not the Navy ment a right, under section 3709, to bid 
for the building of ships? Why should not the Post-Office De- 
partment bid for the manufacture of mail bags and all the various 
mechanical appliances that are used in that service? Why should 
not every Department of the Government bid for the manufac- 
ture of os that it has or uses or gets now under contract? 

Mr.GRAY. How cana t bid? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to know myself. 

Mr. GRAY. ‘The Departments are supported by the taxes of 
the people and they can underbid any contractor, and then the 
people will have to pay tho bill 

. HAWLEY. The people have to pay the bill anyhow. 
They have to pay no matter how much in excess the expenditures 
of the Department may run. The people of the United States 
have to payit. The Departments are not co tions. The 
are in no legal sense of the word persons at all. ey are crea 


Now, the chief of the Bureau came here something like 9 , 
ago to get a deficiency appropriation to carry out the work .,, 
year ending June 30, 1895, and he spent about all of his ad {; 
appropriation. He represented to the subcommittee on ;).. 
dry civil bill that he was making economies in various di;... ; 
that he had reduced the w of printers engaged on i); 
revenue stamps at the rate of about $23,000 per annum i), 
that he might get money enough to make the post-office sj)... 

He represented that he had reduced the of printers on. 
gaged on internal-revenue stamps at the rate of about $2:; 
annum, amounting from the date of the reduction to the |... ., 
the fiscal year 1895 to about $11,000, and that the cost of matera|s 
was much less. wan 

That I do not know about. 

The undeniable fact— 


Iam quoting now from a very interesting speech— 
‘The undeniable fact was that he was obliged to skin his annual a») 


>was 


tions in every di to meet the extra expenditure involved i; pria- 
for another ; not for the purpose of manufacturing, but | duction of postage stamps over and above the amount which he was paid foe 
simply for the purpose of administering the laws as they stand | the same by the -O Department, and even then he came out )arly 


upon the statute books. It took a — statute to create the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing an ifyits work. Its work 
has been . it has been doing its . Someof itis done 
very ily. When private or what are called pri- 
vate corporations, as distinguished from Government institutions, 
did the work it was done to the universal acceptance of the people 
of the United States. Theengra was exquisite; the was 
Sconmae S estteratier aan ot oe, sal the 

o t was a series of years, an i 
was down to what to the uninitiated would seem to be a cu- 
lousiy low figure. 

Afver the bids of those er eee consider- 
ably, one of them running down, I " 

ber of , thousands of millions of them, 

and some daysafter the spline dies wes peamaltaret 
and Aen 6 desiring to m its office, was to see 
the bids an ut in a lower bid. If it had been an authorized 
bidder that have been a very unfair transaction. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Connecticut allow me 
to ask him a question? Ought not the Government of the United 
States to be nearer and dearer to us than any private concern? 

Mr. HAWLEY. WNo,sir; not in this matter, and not in a great 
many others. The Government of the United States is not here 
tof the Government. 


oan — has never satisfied the public. It was obtained un- 
y. is in = ua policy. <As I say, the caso 
has been altogether stated. I fave bulges me columns of mathe, 
all fortifying what has been said by the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. WoLcorr] and —_ 
Mr. SHER . Mr. President, it has been the established 
policy of the Government fora number of years, after a sad exo- 
rience to the contrary, to engrave and printall forms of its public 


sec . 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is “—. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Bonds of the United States, paper money 
= is ee a ro ‘eadiste es oo I see no reason why 

same y stamps. We ought 

not to trust to any to manufacture the stamps wniess 
they are fac under the eyes of the officers of the United 
States. Even if it should cost more to the Government to print 
and engrave them, it is far better for the safety of the Govern- 
ment that all its certificates, all its o ons, should be printed 
under Government with 


surveillance, examination of Govy- 
ernment officials. pen) apa Son denee 


, and there was danger 
years ago, that money would and sometimes it got into 


per ted by private co: tions. 

to nurse a Weare here todothe| Mr. WO , the Senator from Ohio permit me for 
work in the way and the best way it can be done for the | just a moment in this connection? 

Mr. PEFFER. Are we not doing that now? : ett. WOLCOTT. Is the Senator from Ohio aware that sinc 

r WLE 0, SIT; We are 80 y. postage stamps have been prin vate parties, and they 

in Fespect, Why does not the were so printed until 1894, the only sebeery that ever took place— 

of Engraving oe womens: | and ee goat — it was ——e place under the Burean of 

upon su ? an 
‘ Mr SHERMAN. That makes no difference. The general prin- 


I hold it to be a very ene ene con esis 
vate es, to go out and work and do it - | ciple will to as well as to any other securi- 
a ; dg by govern a apply to postage stamps y other sec 


es. 

TheGovernment ought tocontrol themanufacture and handling 
of the stamps at every stage to the final execution of the stamps. 
That is the general policy. I am therefore to introsting 
any corporation or any set of individuals with the power to print 
i and — pine > agar 4 + toned — —. ee 
pos stamp is a work, an great danger that 
there may, — ae. be a leak in the delivery of the postage 

the stamps will get into circulation at the lossot! 
the ernment. It would be di t indeed to find out exactly 
the extent of the loss. 

I think it is wise, as a matter of public policy, that the (over: 
ment should print all of its obligations, from the smallest 
postage stamp up toa bond of the United States. 

Mr. GRAY. ay I the Senator from Ohio whether there 
was any dissatisfaction with the contract system before it we 
changed tothe present ayatem in 1894; and, if so, what the grounds 

were : 


of . aes canna’ 00 0 to bring the print 
in tage stamps under the general rule of the Goverment, 
and there must have been @ good reason which influenced ti 
action of Congress two It strikes me, therefore, that 
we had better stand by it, and if there is any defect in the ora 
ization of our Bureau of Engraving eee risting it ought to be 
t. 


, was y for something over $50,000 cheaper, with 

e result that they have nearly thatamount in ma- 

chinery; that the bid did not rent, or fuel, or lights, or the 

use of machinery, or interest w the cost of the plant; that 42 

Se aan were unfit for use; that 

e Bureau has fallen 14 per cent short of sup lying the number 
it contracted for. Upon any fair estimate cost 


Mr. HAWLEY. I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
Colorado, for he has made substantially all the speech that is 
necessary to be made on this question. Every word he i 
can be fortified by reference to the record. Soa 

vi may 


E 
E 


corrected. Stamps should only be manufact under the sur- 
veillance and the control of the Government. ’ +. 
Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I was waiting for the pon 
order to be decided, but I see that Senators are discussing the 
merits of the proposition, and I have a word or twotosiy. 
Some weeks ago I was down to the Bureau of Engraving an¢ 
Printing. I observed closely and carefully—I spent an bout 0t 
two fade it—the work that is on eres 8 ey chat 
manele the: that organization. The 


- a ade a shniar ingcity he got »roly 
propria’ ons made a similar uiry a 

Wrintoh, if ft is eatisteotory tofu, ood as tothet T can mat tn 

Was not satisfactory to an else. We never yet have been 
ene aoe ws of the actual expenditure, nor a cor- 
rect t, if I understand the matter, of the enormous loss 
and waste that came from doing botched and bad work, 


| 
5 
| 
e 
i 








1896. 


Rm 


to offer is of the parsimony of the Govern- 
t. our here, in not giving those people better 
waarter® more room, instead of a little cramped-up hencoop, if I 
- use that expression, and I do not think of anything else that 
ae forcible, although I might think of something that would 
be more el t, for they are sandwiched in; they are working 
along in li a. scarcely wider than the dais upon which 
our iE sits 

Mr. HA Y. I wish the Senator from Kansas would speak 
a little more distinctly, so that I can hear what he is saying. 

Mr. PEFFER. I was going on to say that the work which is 
now being done by the Bureau of Engraving and Printing is 

rompt, it is accurate, it is perfect, it is cheap. The only criti- 
cism | have to offer is of the re, of Congress in not giving 
to the Bureau more room, better buildings, more machinery. 
Within the two or three years that the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing has been doing the work they have progressed from day 
to day, from week to week, from month to month, from yer to 
in the efficiency and excellence of their work. I thought at 
The time the change was made that it was an excellent one, that 
it would prove in the end beneficial. 

I believe that every Department of the Government ought to do 
all of the Government's work that itcan do or can accomplish. I 
believe we ought to build our own ships. I believe we ought to 

armies. I believe we ought to do everything that 
and of ourselves. 


only criticism I have 


ie 


Mr. HAWLEY. That is what I thought. 

Mr. PEFFER. Of course that disposes of the Senator's favor- 
able view of what I was going to say. Yes, I would build our 
own roads. I would not go so far, however, I will say to the Sen- 


from as to co te —a I would 
vo the management go along as best they can. That is 
what are doing now. But wherever and whenever a Depart- 
ment of the Government can perform its own work it ought todo 


so. Is there any reason why the Government should go outside 
of its own force to procure the manufacture of postage stamps, 
when it can be done so well and so accurately here close to head- 


uarters? 

‘T'think what I have eaid is enough to express my view. I am 

very earnestly to the amendment. I do hope that the 

ea ne permitted to go ahead as it is doing now and 
its own stamps. 

Mr. HAWLEY. As to the matter of conducting, through the 
Government, all the work and the manufacture of all the articles 
that the Government may need there has been a great deal of dis- 

in past in some respects at least the policy has 


irrevocabl 
Kansas [Mr. Perrier) said some things which 


of 


Senator 
to have him say in order to com the reductio ad ab- 
of his own t. He has said to us that the Gov- 
ernment ought to all of the railroads in the United States, 
and of course, ing in the neighborhood of—— 
Mr. The Senator from Connecticut perhaps did not 
understand me. I did not say the Government ought to build all 
railroads in the United States. The Government ought to 
all the that the Government needs. 
. HAWLEY. The Government needs every one over which 
itr PEPPER, 
. P Very well; let it build them. 
. HAWLEY. It needs one as much as it needs the other. 
. PEFFER. Let it build them. 
We have discussed those things and have set- 
of the United States Government. Com- 
would be a vast body of employees and 
which they could exert under the influence of the 
is, of their 
jealousy among the Senator’s friends of 


the influence exert, the Government is the 
coer vpn pho f influential employer of them all. 


is the total number of miles of railway in the United States 


DAVIS. One hundred and seventy thousand. _ 
HAWLEY. Imagine the Government of the United States 
175,000 or 180,000 miles of railroad, with nearly a million 
eaeticer ce ne so at work in ancilla 
yat work under Government employ, an 
inevitably influenced 


of men 


or less 
Sasha te cari 
Mr. Will 


Inamoment. That is very much better than 

Sonate my? portant that the col- 
very im 

York should be taken from the party in 

used to be the fashion of half of the employees 


Mr. 
Mr. 
with 


g 
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there to go up to a State convention and run the whole machine. 
Public sentiment has in a measure corrected that and there is 
very much less of it. But that illustrates what I was saying as to 
the wiser modern policy and the vicious old one, to which I am 
not desirous of returning. 

It is proposed that the Government shall take charge not only 
of the railways, but of all the telegraph lines. It is } roposed that 
a Ceeereanetn shall conduct the great savings-bank interests as 
well, 

Now, elaborate the scheme at your leisure and see what an 
enormous machine the Government would come to be—how 

ractically the power over everything that enters into our daily 
ife would be centered in the Government, and in some cases at 
the very demand of the people who are all the while denouncing 
the Government as corrupt, denouncing the Senate and the House 
of Representatives, the President, and everybody else as unfit to 
conduct business. Yet they turn around the next day, and when 
they have a little bridge to build across a river they think they 
have done the prettiest thing in the world when they provide an 
engineer of the Army to build it, and in a thousand other ways 
display the powers of the Government. Is it fair, in a free gov- 
ernment, that we should require or permit a great bureau, in the 
absence of law, to come in and look over the rest of the bids sub- 
mitted by private citizens, put in one confessedly ridiculously low, 
get the contract, and then have a great deficiency raised in the 
conduct of the business? I shall be very much surprised and f 
shall regret if the Senate shall sustain a departure from what I 
think is sound policy, and I shall lament that a sort of sanction 
will have been given to a very unwise practice, an extravagant 
practice, on the part of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] says very properly that 
much of the work done by that fine Bureau has been excellently 
well done. I admit that, and I am proud of it. I have many of 
their engravings, obtained in one way and another, in the collection 
which I have, and it does some of the finest work done in the 
United States. 

Mr. GRAY. Treasury notes. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not so much in that form as I would like. 

It is quite right that the Government should print its own bonds, 
because there is a great sum of money involved. The number of 
bonds is not so great as the number of postage stamps, and the 
Government can keep a better record of them, a better account of 
them, and it does not make so much difference whether the work 
is in a measure shirked. 

It is not absolutely necessary that a postage stamp, which is 
practically destroyed the moment it is used,should be as well done 
im every single respect as a bond, and we know what vexation 
there was by reason of poor gum, imperfect paper, and the dirty 
and inartistic colors upon the postage stamps; but there is no ne- 
cessity in this case of this work going to the Government. There 
are no vast pecuniary interests liable to be injured here. A man 
would have to steal a very large number of stamps to get any- 
thing worth going to Canada for. 

The answer to what has been claimed, that the work can be bet- 
ter done by the Government, is that it was done for a long series 
of years by private corporations, who have done a vast amount 
of bond and similar work for foreign governments, and they have 
just as much experience and skill in those concerns as can be found 
in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing here. They furnish 
South America and other countries with practically all the evi- 
dences of obligations that those countries have, and it has been 
done to absolute perfection. We went on years and years with- 
out any growling about it, unless it was as to the designs. I do 
not know who was responsible for some of the modern designs. 

Mr. Thomas A. H. Hay, of Easton, Pa., makes this remark ina 
letter which happens to come under my eye just now: 

If you will kindly get the report of the Auditor of the Treasury. showing the 
amount of money that was paid to the American Bank Note Company dur- 
ing the four years I was postage-stamp agent, you will find it is about half 
the amount of money used by the printirg department in the manufacture 
of the stamps, and what miserable apologies for postage stamps we have had 
the past eighteen months. 

Senators speak of doing this work under the charge of our own 
officers. It = all been done under our own officers; nothing has 
been done or is done under contracts with any of these private 
parties except under the close inspection of the Government agent, 
who has oversight and control of the paper, the ink, the presswork, 
the gum, the issue, and all that sortof thing. Nor was there ever 
a fraud dignified enough to get into history in connection with 
this work—none whatever, to my knowledge—while the business 
was conducted by the parties in New York. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Connecticut does not say or 
intimate that the business of the Post-Office Department is not 
well conducted. There are somewhere in the neighborhood of 
75,000 post-offices in the country; there are about 175,000 persons 
connected with these different offices. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Is not that work enough for the Post-Office 


Department? 
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Mr. PEFFER. The distance that is traveled backward and 
forward in the transportation of the mails of the United States in 
the course of a year amounts to a line equal to about fifteen thou- 
sand times around the earth. It is the most stupendous business 
establishment in the world, and yet it is conducted with the sys- 
tematic arrangement of clockwork by one man no larger than the 
Senator from Connecticut or myself, physically speaking, and it is 
done with perfection, snd yet the Senator complains about the vast 
amount of power that will be concentrated in the Administration 
in case the principle involved in this discussion should be ex- 
tended to other Departments of the Government. 

Then the Senator uodertakes to cast ridicule upon those who are 
taking the same view of the subject I do, because of the view that 
he and some other self-appointed critics allege that the party to 
which I belong holds. There is nothing in our political c , 80 
far as I am aware—and I think I know a good deal about it—that 
has ever looked toward the taking possession of the present rail- 
way systems of the United States and bringing the entire trans- 
portation business of the country immediately under Government 
control—nothing of that kind. We do believe that the people 
ought to have control of all of their own transportation interests; 
but, while that is true, we do not believe in the doctrine of the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. CALL], who insists that while we are 
anxious at some time or other to ro the good will, and all 
that that implies, of the people of Cuba, we should therefore im- 
mediately go down and take ion of the island and take 
possession of the le. That is not our view of the situation at 
all, Mr. President. e do believe that the Government of the 
United States should control by Government agencies: that all 
public functions — to be exercised a public agencies in one 
way or another. t is the fundamental principle and the doc- 
trine of the party to which I have the honor to belong; but we do 
not propose to go about and make a holocaust of this business; we 
do not a to tear everything down, as anarchists would, to 
destroy. e are builders, Mr. President; we are not destroyers. 
In some respects, perhaps, we might be called iconoclasts, be- 
cause we are breakers of images, but they are party images. We 
are not dangerous at all. 

The principle that is involved in the work that is going on in 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing covers the whole ground, 
so far as the ene oe is concerned of public officers doing pub- 
lic work. This is purely public work; it is for the benefit of the 
people; and it is one of the agencies that Government has in car- 
tying on its business, in carrying on the work of the Post-Office 

partment, which has grown in a little over one hundred years 
from an expenditure of about $22,000 a year to. ninety-odd million 
dollars a year, and from 75 post-offices in the entire country in 
1790 to some 75,000 post-offices in 1896; from an entire transporta- 
tion distance of about 1,875 miles to over 450,000 miles to-day; and 
with the —e of its performance, with the perfection of its 
expansion, and all those things, the wonder is, Mr. President, why 
Senators should object to this work being done by the Govern- 
ment. I know of no other reason for it unless it be the interests 
of private parties who are anxious to do this work. The labor 
must be done somewhere. Why not do it under the eye of the 
Government? : 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of 
order made by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson}. 

Mr. PLATT. I desire to take an appeal from that decision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Connecticut 
7pee* from the decision of the Chair. 

r. NELSON. Mr. President, do I understand an appeal has 
been taken from the decision of the Chair? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An appeal has been taken. 

Mr. NELSON. Under those circumstances, inasmuch as the 
discussion has passed off from the point of order into a discussion 
upon the merits of the question, by a sort of unanimous consent, 
I want to take up about five minutes of the time of the Senate 
with a few remarks — the merits of this question, as the dis- 
cussion seems to have been mainly devoted to that. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. PLATT. An ap from the decision of the Chair on the 
point of order is debatable, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Chair recognizes the Sena- 
ON NELSON. Mr President ost of the printi 

; ° ‘ ent, years ago m e 
of the Government was done through private firms. The vaio 
ings of these two Houses were in the Congressional Globe 
by ae parties. Al} that system has been chan, We have 
a Government Printing Office here in the northwest, the best 
equipped and most of its kind in the whoie world, and all 
the printing of the Government—its weg its bills, and, the 
most marvelous thing of all, a RECORD of the legislative - 
ings—are printed there from day to day as perfectly and the work 
is as well one aa it is possible te be dene in any peunting ollice on 
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the face of the earth. Idonot think that this body or the Amor; 
can people, so far as that printing is concerned, would like 1, _ 
back to the old system, the old method of doing things. ed 
What we have done in that line we have done in the ot)or jj» 
of printing in the finer work. We have established a Bure. 
Engraving and Printing, where we print our bonds, all our «jis. 
ent bank notes, Treasury notes, gold certificates, silver ¢o;+\4. 
cates, national-bank notes, and stamps of various kinds. T),jg 
priniing is and has been done in a manner satisfactory ani ¢.,), al 
to the best in the world. There is no country on the face of the 
earth that has finer paper currency than the United Sta:o. of 
America. I have seen any number of paper notes. and | hay, not 
yet seen any kind of paper currency equal to our own paper cur. 


rency. 

The Bureau of Engraving and pong Jey been in successfy] 
operation, and now, in this year of our Lord 1896, because some 
firm is disappointed in its bid, because some firm has not the 
privilege of printing these stamps, because the Government hag 
assumed to do that, what are we told? We are told all at once 
that this Bureau of Engraving and Printing. which prints t)o |jos¢ 
om money in the world, which can do as fine and as good print. 

gasany printing institution in the world, is incompetent to print 
our postage stamps. I never knew that the people of the United 
States were suffe from bad postage stamps until it was told 
to mé here on the floor of the Senate. For the last year | haya 
been licking postage stamps unconsciously, and I never knew how 
bad they were until the chairman of the Committee on Post. 
Offices and Post-Roads told me. It is passing strange. Mr. Presi- 
dent, that this Bureau, which is competent to print the best king 
of greenbacks, the best kind of national-bank notes, which can 
print beer and tobacco stamps, is all at once found incompetent to 
print postage stamps. 

Sir, are we running this Government for the interests of the 
Government or are we running it for disappointed bidders? We 
have a Bureau of Engraving and Printing here, fully equipped, 
with a good force, which is run honestly and economically. The 
ae tage stamps is only an incident to its general work, 

t can do this fine work just as well as it. can do all the other 
work of the Government. Having established it, why should we 
single out this matter of be ee and take it away from 
the Government simply use some bidders somewhere in the 
Northeast have been disappointed in bidding for the printing of 
Government postage stamps? 

Mr. President, we ought to think twice before we take this step, 
The people of this country are in favor of supporting their Gov- 
ernment just asitstands. We havea Government Printing Office 
here in the northwest for doing our ee one everyday print- 
_ You might as well come forward at this time and say that 
oftice is incompetent to print our REcorD; that our Recorp is 
dirty and nasty and we ought to let it to some private printer; 
that our documents and are not gotten out rapidly, and 
we ought to submit their printing to private enterprise. 

It will not do to lugin question of Populism about Govern- 
ment ownership of railroads and to attempt to throw discredit on 
the Government. You might as well attempt to bring that in to 
throw discredit on the Government in the management of its 
Post-Office Department. We run that Post-Office Department 
successfully, we run our Government Printing Office over here 
su y, and we run the Bureau of Engraving and Print 
ing successfully, and I do not think anybody will want to have 
any, of them dismantled and destroyed. Why should we do ina 
roundabout and insidious manner what we would not do openly 
= ee . ‘ , 

e Bureau of Engraving and Prin s competent to do our 
finer work. Look at the printing of bank notes. Whiy is it not 
competent to print an inferior grade of postage stamps’ Let us 
stand by our colors and stand by our Government. It is our iov- 
— let us smoke its pipe in peace and wield its tomahawk 

n war. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Chair has ruled the amend- 
ment not to bein order. , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. GORMAN. And that there has been an appeal! taken from 
the decision of the Chair. 

An has been taken from 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. appeal 
Senator from Connecticut | Mr. 


- = ig of the Chair by the 
TT]. 
Mr.GORMAN. I understand discussion is not in ord°r. 
Mr. PLATT. Discussion is perfectly in order. as I understand, 
upon an @ from the decision of the Chair. That is debatable. 
Mr. GO . Then I desire to say only a word or two, Mr. 
President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair recognizes the Sen® 
tor from Maryland. 


Mr. GORMAN, That this amendment is legislation, pure 404 








1896. 






¢think there can be the slightest doubt. In the Post- 

canes donot tion bill of this year will be found an item appro- 
iating ‘for manufacture of adhesive postage stamps and special - 
Reivery stamps, $160,000.” When the appropriation was made 
lacing that amount in the hands of the Postmaster-General, oi 
course it would have been, I suppose, within the rules to put in a 


+ nitation in totheexpenditure. The opportunity for that, 
een . Now comes the sundry civil bill, which has no 
reference whatever to the appropriation for printing postage 


when a new provision of law is attempted to be i. serted. 
Teutunit that there coms not be any question that this is legisla- 
tion pure and simple. ; 
Mr. PLATT. the Senator's pardon. That was not the 
int of order which was decided. The point of order the Chair 
Pocided was that the pro amendment would change existing 
law, and was therefore obnoxious to the rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut that the Senator from Minnesota made 
two points; First, that the amendment would change existing law, 
and secondly, that it constituted general legislation. The Chair 
did not sustain him on the first, because the first clause of the 
rule refers only to the question of increasing appropriations or 
adding a new item of appropriation. But the Chair sustained the 
eCO! int of order made by the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. PLATT. It must have been when I was out of the Cham- 
ber, then. I was called —_. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair inquires of the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota if he did not make both points? 

Mr. NELSON. The Chair is correct. 

Mr. GRAY. I hope the Chair will state the ground of his deci- 
sion, if it will not interrupt the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly not. I should be glad to hear the 
ground of the decision. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ground of the decision is 
simply that the amendment ee to absolutely prohibit the 
Bureau of i and Printing from printing stamps in 
the future, and the ir beheves that such a provision must 
be fairly termed ‘‘ general legislation.” 

Mr, GORMAN. And it changes existing law. 

Mr. President, as an appeal has been taken from the decision of 
the Chair, as a matter of course it is usual in such cases to discuss 
the merits of ee The Postmaster-General in 1894, in 

itting the u of Engraving and Printing to do this work, 
fad, I think, authority under existing law to make that arrange- 
ment. The statement of the case by the Department, which is a 

strong one, is that the printing of all the stamps, bank notes, 
and Treasury notes can best be done and more safely be done and 
much more economically be done by the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing than by private parties. 

In the first six months after the Bureau of Engraving and Print- 
ing undertook to do this work they had not the facilities, nor had 
they so many skilled men as were found in the American Bank 
Note Company and other companies which had theretofore been 
doing it. During that time there was an inefficiency, if you 
— certainly the work was not quite so well executed. Since 

the Bureau has performed the duty to the entire satisfaction 

of the Government: and from what information comes to me and 
from the examination I have made of the matter, their work 
to-day is equal to the best work heretofore done by the note com- 
, and is certainly satisfactory to the Post-Office Department. 

It is claimed that in 1893 the cost of postage stamps to the Gov- 

ernment was $312,110, and in 1894 it was $338,745. The only ap- 
asked for doing the same work by the Bureau of 

ving and Printing was $160,000. It unay be said in answer 

to that that there isin the present cost of $160,000 no estimate 
whatever for pene ate the plant, or for interest and wear and 
tear upon the fifty or sixty thousand dollars’ worth of machinery 
which it was necessary to place in the Bureau to do the work of 
stamps; and to that extent the statement is true. 


Mr. HAWLEY. Let me ask the Senator another question, if 
he will be so kind as to yield for that purpose. Whereabouts in 
the sundry civil bill now before us is to be found a definition or 


limitation of the money to be expended for stamps? A lump sum 
is applied to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing just as t was 
in previous years, but no mention whatever is made there of the 
How has the existing law been changed? 

I will say to the Senator that he has made a 
mistake in the bill to which he has offered the amendment. If 
he will refer to the Post-Office a: riation bill, which 
some days ago, on page 8 of that bill he will find a specific ap- 

for manufacture of adhesive postage stamps and 
hee any Seaman, $160,000.” That sum is to be expended 


under the direction of the Postmaster-General, and he contracts 
= the Burean of puaroving and Printing for all the printing 
and, as they are delivered they are paid for out of that 
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Mr. HAWLEY. There is nothing there said about giving the 
job to the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 

Mr. GORMAN. Nothing whatever. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Section 3709 of the Revised Statutes provides 
that such work shall be: upon public bidding. 

Mr. GORMAN. if the Senator is correct about that, as a mut- 
ter of course the Post-Office Department has been at fault; but 
I understand the Postmaster-General in making this arrangement 
with the Bureau of Engraving and Printing consulted the Attor- 
ney-General and the law officers of the Government. who advised 
that under this appropriation for postage stamps the Postmaster- 
General had a right to disburse the money as he is now doing 
under this contract. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from Maryland will allow me to 
read section 3709, on page 733 of the Revised Statutes, to which I 
referred. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That section reads as follows: 

Sec. 3709. All purchases and contracts for supplies or services, in any of 
the Departments of the Government, except for personal services, shall be 
made by advertising a sufficient time previously for proposals respecting the 
same, when the public exigencies do not require the immediate delivery of 
the articles, or performance of the service. When immediate delivery or 
performance is required by the public exigency, the articles or service re- 
quired may be procured by open purchase or contract, at the places anc 
the manner in which such articles are usually bought and seld, or such serv- 
ices engaged, between individuals. 

That statute continues to be the law of the country, and has 
only been modified from time to time by little two-penny pro- 
visions in certain cases, as, for instance, that the engineers of the 
Navy Department may buy supplies under $200 or under $300, or 
something of that kind, for immediate necessities. That statute 
providing that all this work should be done under public proposals 
has not been touched at all, so far as Ican find, by any of the bills 
which have been passed during the years in which this practice 
of working in the Saelee of Engraving and Printing has existed, 
I find no reference to it in what the Senator has read from the 
Post-Office appropriation bill. It gives so much money to the 
Postmaster-General, but it does not tell him he shall do the work 
in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. 
tion of that Bureau anywhere. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President; there is no specific pro- 
vision requiring the Postmaster-General to have this work done 
at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing; that is true; but the 
Senator will find upon examination that it has never been held 
that the statute which he has just read, which was for the pur- 
chase of the little departmental supplies, applied to the Post- 
Office Department in such acase as this. At all events, bids were 
asked for this work and they were received, in fact, from the bank- 
note companies. I think two bids were made by outside parties 
which were not satisfactory to the Post-Office Department for 
some reason. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They were in the exact figures used in that 
appropriation bill. 

r. GORMAN. I know they were not satisfactory. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They were $150,000 and $160,000. 
the outside bids. 

r.GORMAN. They were not satisfactory to the Department, 
at all events. I do not know about the bids, but the Postmaster- 
General thought they were not satisfactory. He then asked fora 
proposition from the Bureau of Engraving and Printing; and I 
am inclined to think that it was after the other bids had been sub- 
mitted and possibly had been opened. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It was. 

Mr. GORMAN. You maycriticise the Postmaster-General for 
that action; that is another matter; but he was advised that he 
had the authority to contract with the Bureau of Engraving and 
Printing. He did so contract. and the contract bas continued 
until this time, and it is claimed by the Bureau, and it would ap- 
pear from the appropriations that we have made that the cost to 
the Government has been much less than it was under the old 
system. 

Mr. President, I have shown the Senate the amount appro- 
priated for this work. As to the other suggestion, that there is 
no charge made for interest on this great plant and machinery 
now in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, that is true, I 
admit. © 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, before the Senator from Mary- 
land goes to the next point of his argument I wish to call his 
attention, and also the attention of the Senator from Connecticut, 
to the wording of the statute, where it is required that bids shall 
be proposed to furnish supplies. What I wanted to suggest to 
the Senator, and to all Senators, is that supplies do not mean the 
performance of work; it means paper, paste, ink, mucilage, and all 
those things which the Departments have to purchase from par- 
ties outside. I think that is all that is contemplated in the stat- 
ute—the securing of the necessary supplies for doing this particu- 
lar work. 





There is no specifica- 


Those were 
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Mr. GORMAN. In the bill which we are considering there is 
the general provision for an Fe rnp for all the work of this 
Department. It does not include postage stamps, but all the print- 
ing for the Treasury Department, all the bank notes and internal- 
revenue stamps. If the appropriations are less on this bill than 
they were one year ago, or two ago when the contract for 
postage stamps was in the hands of private parties, and if the 
volume of the work of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing for 
the Treasury Department is greater, it would seem to demonstrate 
that the claim of the Superintendent of the Bureau of Engraving 
and Printing is correct, that he absolutely does the work for the 
Post-Office De ent $150,000 cheaper than heretofore. 

Mr. PEFFER. With our own plant. 

Mr. GORMAN. With our own plant, and he assigns the rea- 
son why he can do it. 

Mr. PEFFER. And under the civil service. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; this Bureau is entirely under the civil 
service. The reason he assigns is because in this work he can 
utilize to some extent the same people who are engaged in print- 
ing stamps for the Internal Revenue Department, and keep his 
establishment going all the time, 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is to say, he pays for stamp work partly 
out of the money appropriated for bond work, internal-revenue 
stamps, and—— 

Mr. GORMAN. No. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is what he said. He said he could 
equalize the work employed in printing internal-revenue stamps. 
So he expends it out of another fund in reality. 

Mr. RMAN. No; heclaims not, and I say the figures would 
warrant hisstatement. Hesaysthatin 1894, the last year of print- 
eee by a private concern, the cost of running the Bureau 
of Engraving and Printing, nota nase then being printed, 
was $1,195,705.66. Now, for the next 1 year, for the same pur- 

3 of his Bureau, with a greater amount of work, as he claims, 
coos of the increased amount of internal-revenue printing and 
the extraordinary demand for small notes, bank notes, and Treas- 
ury notes of all sorts and descriptions, we are a: oes only 
$1,103,000, or parte or eighty-five thousand do! less than 
we appropriated the last year of the contract. 

Mr. PEFFER. And doing vastly more work. 

Mr. GORMAN. Doing vastly more work, as the Senator from 
Kansas suggests. If the Senate is to vote upon the merits of this 
question, I suggest, from the official figures furnished, there can 
not - any doubt about the economy of continuing the present 
work. 
ee a the At np As I — ee 

e Bureau first n the printing of pos stam 
for six months a good deal of trouble They used i old dies of 
the American Bank Note Company, which had been purchased 
the Government, and their printing of the stamps was not - 
to the work of the American Bank Note Company’s; but since 
then it is admitted, and admitted very frankly, by one of the 
ablest officers of the Government we have ever had, who is now, 
1 think, interested in getting the work for porte concerns, that, 
taking the last six months, the work of the Bureau is equal to 
anyt we have had. They are making distinctive paper, and 
it is being made by the same firms with whom the private con- 
tractors contracted; and they have it in a shape that is almost as 
perfect as in the printing of national-bank notes and Treasury 
notes. 

I think, on an appropriation bill, it would be unwise to prohibit 
the Post-Office Department from continuing this work. I think 
it was his and not the present Postmaster-General who 
made a mistake about it, and, if you will have a little patience we 
may have another Postmaster eral within a year who will 
change it, or, if it is considered wise to do it by legislation, let the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads take up the question of 
the whole of the expenditures under the Post-Office Department, 
and let us have some greater checks and balances, if it can be done, 
without interfering with the postal service. 

There are no appropriations made r 3 Congress of so 
amounts as are placed in the hands of the 
Millions of money are absolutely in the hands of the Postmaster- 
General to determine without contracts and without public adver- 
tisement what railroad companies are to receive, and but for the 
fact that in all time past, so far as I know—there may have been a 
few small exceptions—every Postmaster-General has this 
; soy fund if not with economy, certainly with honesty. But it 

oes seem that as this system is gro , as the country is grow- 
ing, and as the corporations are demanding more e year for 
their services, it would be wise if the Post-Office , after 
consultation with the Postmaster-General, were to bring in a bill 
restricting the power of the Postmaster-! and requiring, if 
you please, contracts in all these cases. 

The Senator from Connecticut and I have had discussions before 
on the general idea involved. I believe as a rule that and 
economy in all these matters are secured by having tion 


, when 


was | Pos' 
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from outside sources with the Government. In the mat:.- 
printing bank notes, Serene, and valuable securities ;),,..., 
were reasons why the m of Engraving and Pi»... 
should be established. All sorts of abuses would have gr.\,, 
in all probability but for that establishment. It was a wi... 
vision and it ought not to be disturbed. saMe Consideration 
applies to a v great extent to post: stamps. It is claim, 1 
that under the -note contract no default ever occurr.), };¢ 
there is no way to follow that. One did occur under the prs; 
system with the Department here, but it was detected ini; 
ately, the men were soon , convicted, and imprisoned 
The same guarantees as to safety and the prevention of {1.:,,,) 
thrown around postage stamps that are 

notes and Treasury notes. I donot believe the system ough; ;5 
be changed at this time and changed in this way. Let the Pst. 
Office Committee, if they desire to restrict the Postmaster-(j enor] 
come in with a general provision covering all these subject; ’ 

Mr. PLATT. I did not understand the ground upon whic); tho 
Chair sustained the point of order, as I was called out of the ()\y1)- 
ber. I thought it was the ground first suggested by tho 
Senator from Minneso' . Neison], that under Rule VII ji 
proposes to c existing law. I understand now it was decided 
upon the ground that it is new on. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes; under clause 3 of Rule XVI, 

Mr. PLATT. Therefore I withdraw my appeal, and [ sui; 
another amendment, which I think is not open to the sugyestioy 
that it is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated, 

Mr. SHERMAN. The is withdrawn? 

The PRESIDING O The appeal is withdrawn, the 
Chair understands. The amendment now proposed will be stated, 

The Secretary. After the word “statutes,” in line 20, page 
21, insert: 

Provided, That, out of sums ropriated for e vi d printiz 
tie Buren sll provide te falhamuumtatimgrnaltovenge tu 
by lev aa @ printing of postage stamps one by contract to the 

Mr. HAWLEY. Iconcurintheamendment. I had an amend- 
ment to the same effect in my hands, intending to offer it if wo 


were ruled out on the ent. 
ICER. The Chair will hold the amend- 


are 
thrown around the bank 


The PRESIDING O 

ment now pro’ to be in order. 
Mr. HA . Now, I want to say just afew words. I shall 
The Senator from re has left 
. He told us, I think, that the appropria- 
ear in = ae e180 a $160,000 for poremrinn 
ps. agains 4 y private parties, the bi 
Bureau two and a half years ago was $1:39),487.52. 
d a few dollars and call it $140,000. I had no idea the 
estimate was made so closely. Now, telling us that that would be 
cheaper than anybody else could do it for, they propose to give 
this year $10,000 more than private parties stand ready to do the 
So I think there is no economy in the transaction. 
is more safety and more economy and more 

tical wisdom in the old practice we had. 


I want to give a esting word to my friend the Senator from 
Kansas * ER]. I . pear oe hart 
. 1en sar 

a iecads. etc., he 

desired to build such railroads 

as the Government might need. I have here the Tribune Almanac 
for 1895 with the platforms of the various conventions fur many 
years. Here is the platform of the People’s Party convention 
which met at Omaha July 2, 1892. Is that the particular branch 
of reform under which the Senator marches? I ask the Senator 
from Kansas is that his convention, the one that met at Umala 


July 2, 18022 
. PEFFER. July 4, I think. 

Mr. HAWLEY. my statement is substantially correct. 
It said in its third : 


We believe that the time has come when the railroad corporations will 
either own the people or the people must own the railroads, etc. 


And again, under the head of “Control of transportation”: 


being a means of anda public necessity, the Gov- 
ernment should own and operate eee as in = 


the interest of the peop!e. 

m, being nec le 
Ry A at 
ment in the interest of the people. 

All that I said and more, too, is there in that platform. 
Then it goes on to say that y the Government should own 
the lands, but that involves an argument—I do not include ()s" 
ustified in what I said by the letter of the pls a 

ING OFFICER. The question is on the amen 
the Senator from Connecticut { Mr. os "] a 

Mr. iT. . President, I wish to say a word up? 
amendment. To speak y, a persistent ffort has been = 
by the bank-note engra companies to force the Government 














sted States to this work into their hands under the com- 
the United an 


titive system. companies is in the city of St. Louis, 
pee [have received numerous letters urging upon me the propriety 
of st i is legislation. I have come to the conclusion that 
I SPE nothing of the sort, and I simply want to give my reason 
for it. — 

7 ere a Bureau of Engraving and Printing, a most ex- 
Wola the — meng work = a os of engrav- 
1 d securities an e Goverrment is 

ng done daily and hourly. I should like to know from some 
Senator why we should support this Burean and at the same time 
put contract for the postage stamps for the whole people of 
the United States with outside parties? : 
The principal argument made —_- Senator from Connecticut 
: HawLey], I understand, is 
statute requires that all supplies to furnish the Government and 
all contracts for services except personal services shall be put up 
to the lowest and best bidder. I can not believe that the framers 
of that law ever ed its cation to a case of this sort. 
That has not been the of the Government. 

But aside from that, I do not think the law itself would 


trate any such a ire arene ws caaty. & So tee 
pablie Printing Office. 500,000 or 


use that Congress or 
1,000,000 copies of any publication. Undertheconstruction put by 


; provision of the 


senator from Connecticut upon that 
pate have immediately to alvertice that that work 


statute we y 
should be done by the lowest and best bidder. Is it possible that 
framers of the statute ever in any such absurdity, that 
with this enormous Printing Office—the ibly,in the 
world—we should allow all its machinery and all its workmen to 
remain idle while we put up tothe highest bidder the publi- 
cation of 1,000 , or 100,000 copies of any governmental 
ublication? Ido not think that was the meaning of the law. I 
F not believe it was ever conte ted that we should estab- 
lish this Bureau of Engraving and Printing and then take the 
peoples’ money and give it os i — the work- 
men and machinery Bureau mgraving a inting to 
i Therefore I shall vote against the amendment. 
I wish to say that the Senator’s illustration of 
the Printing Office will not, in the common slang of the day, wash, 
the . 


F 


because the Printing Office was established even before this law 
was passed, and ever thought of providing and does not 
provide that the shall be done in this way. The work 
that has been done in Ways went on, and we the Post- 
Office distinctly for by law for just that kind of work. 
If we had had a um of Printing for just the work of printing 
Pere, ar on been another aftr, of ape it ay 
have i to go on er t. But there is 

i with the Government Printing 


make a claim under the statute 
ies of the Agricultural Report 
it might be done cheaper. But 
the existeuice of that splendid institution. 
I submit with great respect that that is no answer 
has enacted a statute which, under 
from Connecticut, requires that all 
es shall be put up to lowest and 
a matter of course, was ee 
ices except personal services for t 
hatever which would take the work 
reports outof the operation of that 
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bureau or one Department it applies 
toall. I say, the Senator from Connecticut, I do not think 
the framers of the statute ever intended it to apply either to the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing or to the Public Printing 
Mr. HAWLEY. Does not the public i specifically to 
A VEST i simply mf mr fo yea sa that 
; ; uses words ‘ ic printing”; 
all documents of the t ordered by Congress of neces 
sary for the shall be printed by the Public Printer 
at the Public Office. this statute was en- 
acted, which that all services except personal services—a 
srviow excot penal srvice ss be Leeahekomms ad 
up elo an 
cane ft construction of the Senator from Co ae 
as , it is equally 
good as to other bureau Gua aideenees of the Govern- 
ment of the States. 
Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, before the vote is taken, I wish 
to say that while the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. Piatt] differs somewhat from that proposed 


ce is the same and the object aimed at 
that the amendment will be voted down. 
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t the general provision of the | 
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The Secretary. After the words “‘ Revised Statutes,” in line 


20, on page 21, insert: 

Provided, That out of the sum appropriated for engraving and printing 
the Bureau shall provide the full amount of internal-revenve stamps require 
by law, and the printing of postage stamps shall be done by contract to the 
lowest bidder. 


Mr. GORMAN. Do I understand the Chair to rule that the 
latter part of the amendment is in order? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair has ruled that the 
amendment is in order. The Chair thinks that there is some 
doubt as to the proper interpretation of the statute which has 
been read, but being in doubt, the Chair rules that the amendment 
is im order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. If there are-no further amendments, I ask that 
the bill be reported to the Senate. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Tennessee {[Mr. Barr] I believe is withdrawn. 

Mr. BATE. No, sir; it is not withdrawn. It was postponed 
temporarily. I do not ask any further postponement. I am per- 
fectly willing that the amendment shall be acted upon at this time. 

Mr. FRYE. Let the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is a ruling asked upon the 
amendment? 

Mr. BATE. No; but I ask that the amendment be disposed of 
now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I object to the amendment because it is a pri- 
vate claim, or rather a collection of private claims, and not in 
order upon this bill. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I have nothing to say about the 
amendment particularly,except that I wish to read section 4 of 
Rule XVI, which I am frank to say is rather against our view. 
The amendment was submitted by my colleague [Mr. Harris}, 
who is not well enough to be here to-day. I am representing 
him, inasmuch as he introduced this amendment, but [ represent 
likewise the interests he represents, for it concerns our people as 
well as many others in some fifteen States. The claims are small 
and numerous. The items have each and every one of them, how- 
ever, been passed upon by the Court of Claims, and they have to 
that extent adjudicated the question as to loyalty and amount, 
and all-have been certified up here. 

Now, on the question of order made by the Senator from Iowa, 
—— has this matter in charge, I will read clause 4 of Senate Rule 
XVI: 


No amendment the object of which is to provide for a private claim— 
Now, these are private claims, I admit— 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill unless it be to carry out 
the provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited 


on the face of the amendment. 


This is to carry out an existing law, and [ think is sufficiently 
stated on the face of the amendment. There can be no question 
about it, for I read from the amendment itself to show what the 
law is and what we propose to carry out: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pay, out of any money im the Treasury not otherwise appr: 
yriated, to ie avperal persons in this act named the several sums mentioned 

erein, the same being in full for, and the receipt of the same to be taken and 
accepted in each case as a full and final discharge of, the several claims oxam 
imed, investigated, and reported favorably by the Court of Claims of the 
United States under the provisions of the act of March 3, 1883, entitied “An 
act to afford assistance and relief toCongress and the Executive Depart 
in the investi i 
known as the 


tion of claims and demands against the Governm: at,” and 
wman Act. 

That is on the face of the amendment. So it conforms, Ithink, 
to that part of the requirement of section 4 of Rule XVI, where 
it is stated that if it is a claim it shall be cited on the face of the 
amendment. 

I have nothing more to say about it. I am perfectly content 
that the Chair shall rule upon the point of order. I do not wish 
to detain the Senate. I must confess, sir, that I am in doubt 
about it myself. I am generally against such things, but I sub- 
mit that, it having been introduced and presented, it was hoped 
that there would be no debate upon it and that it would be passed 
as some other matters of this kind are allowed to be passed upon 
appropriation bilis, the point of order not being made. But the 

int of order having been made, we have to take ac 


tion upon it, 

thus 4 this view, and will abide the result. 
The ESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of 
order raised against the amendment of the Senator from Tennessee, 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. : 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. “ 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6249) 


ee 
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making appropriations for current and contingent expenses of the 
Indian Department and fulfilling scoate stipulations with various 
Indian tribes for the fiscal year ae une 80, 1897, and for other 
ma to the conference asked for by the Senate on the 
isagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed 

Mr, SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis of Kansas, and Mr. PENDLETON man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announ that the House had agreed to the 
second rt of the committee of conference on the 
votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to 
the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, ex- 
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other p ; further insisted 
upon its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 
11, 12, 18, 14, 16, 19, 22, 28, 86, 87, 38, 83, 108, 10¥, 142, 144, 233, 305, 
806, 307, 808, 809, 810, 318, and 314; asked a further conference 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Bingham, Mr. McCaut of Tennessee, and 
Mr. DocKERY managers at the further conference on the part of 
the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 

te: 


ate: 

A bill (H. R. 1609) for the relief of Peter Fleming, Battery E, 
Third United States Artillery; 
<a (H. R. 1734) to increase the pension of Ann Catherine 

ull; 

A bill (H. R. 2048) for the relief of Rufus Betz; 

A bill (H. R. 2143) ating a ——_ to Mrs. Emily M. Van 
Derveer, widow of the late Brig. Gen. Ferdinand Van Derveer; 

A bill (H. R, 2844) granting a pension to Martha McNeil; 

A bill (H. R. 8001) Fees @ pension to Cynthia A. Lapham, 
widow of William B. Lapham; 

A bill (H. R. 4068) toenable the city of Tucson, in the Territory 
of Arizona, to issue bonds to construct a water and sewer system; 

A bill (H. R, 4298) granting a pension to Annie Thompson; 

A bill (H. R. 4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in the 
State of Ohio, as a subport in the district of Cuyahoga, in the 
State of Ohio; 

A bill (H. R. 5610) for the relief of George T. Stevens, assistant 
surgeon, Seventy-seventh New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis, 
widow of James P. Davis, and mother of Mary T. Davis, an in- 
valid daughter; and 

A bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 
articles exported from the United States for exhibition purposes. 


STOUT, HALL & BANGS, 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1656) for the relief of Stout, Hall & Bangs. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.’ It roposes to 
W. H. B. Stout, Cyrus J. Hall, and Isaac 8. Benes $31, 
full payment of the balance due them on a contract to 


to 

.52, in 
furnish 
stone for the walls of the cellar or subbasement of the Library 


building in the city of Washington. 

Mr. LEN. I will state to the Senate that I understand the 
Senator from South Dakota (Mr. PETTIGREW] withdraws the 
amendment which he offered and withdraws all objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment is withdrawn. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to 
me for just a moment? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(8. 1929) for the relief of William H. Crook. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 

order. 


of the Senator from Delaware? 
I ask that the 
id before the Senate. 


Mr. PEFFER. I insist upon the 
unfinished business may be 
Mr. GRAY. I hope the Senator from Kansas will allow the 
bill for which consideration has already been asked to be passed. 
Mr. PEFFER. I will yield after the unfinished business is 
laid before the Senate. 
The ~ peepee G OFFICER. Does the Senator withdraw his 
nest 
r. PEFFER. Iask that the unfinished business may be laid 
before the Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was before the Senate, and 
was laid aside ean y. 
Pa oi ee oa is true—for the re But 
ea riation a been that now 
be laid betore the ca — at 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the <, nate 

the unfinished business, which will be stated. , 
The Secretary. A resolution by Mr. Prerrer, providin, /,; . 

committee of five Senators to in te and rt generally al] 

the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 

United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in ¢)).. , ears 

1894, 1895, and 1896. i 
Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senator from Kansas to yield to me. 
Mr. PEFFER. I yield temporarily. 


WILLIAM H. CROOK. 


Mr. GRAY. I ask the Senate to proc to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1929) for the relief of William H. Crook. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reporteg 

from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, in |ine ¢ 

before the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘six” andinsert « four”: 

so as to make the bill read: . 
of the Treasury be, and he is hereh 

H. Crook, oan of oy a “ ty, 

ropriated, the sum of $4,000, as compensation for 

services as secre President to tents for the fiscal years 

of a an _— aes oe pak ces srore additional to hig 
uties as executive ciler’ » ount be 

tbe cnane on was formerly paid f service. oem — 


or such 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the :mend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM A. BECKFORD. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iask unanimous consent—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I have not yielded the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFI . Does the Senator from Kansas 
insist on proceeding with the unfinished business? 

Mr. PEFFER. e Senator from New Hampshire has not asked 
me to yield. At least I did not so understand him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. _I addressed the Chair and was recognized, 
and then I yielded to the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray). 

Mr. PEF . a to the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I appreciate the Senator’s courtesy. [ ask 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill 
(S. 2594) granting an increase of m to William A. Beckford. 

There being no objection, the te, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pension 
William A. Beckford, late first lieutenant of Company F, Eighth 
Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $50 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ECKINGTON AND BELT LINE RAILWAYS. 


Mr. GORMAN. Iask the Senate to consider Senate bil! 2928, 
in relation to an extension of the routes of the Eckington and 
Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and of the Belt Railway (om- 
pany. The bill has been favorably by the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. —S 

Mr. PEFFER. I insist upon my right to the floor. [I will yield 
to the Senator from land, however, for the purpose of con- 
sidering the bill he has indicated. Perhaps the Senator is not 
aware that the bond resolution is now before the Senate, andl 
have been yielding the floor to several Senators. [ yield to the 
Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam very much indebted to the Senator from 


Kansas. 
Mr. HILL. The courtesy must-be equal, of course. I hardly 
think the Senator from Kansas to take up the unfinished 
sonata It can not be finished 
to have m 


argument cut off. 
to the ator from Kansas 
its 


place on Monday, and then 

with it I shall be ready to proceed. 
d not oppose a motion to adjourn. 

I would make a m to adjourn, except that Ido 

tors as to routine business, 


disposed of. 
the bond resolution shall be laid 
,80 as to leave it the unfinished 


been bef the Senate. 
wulestending, I shall ask that the 


to to the considera- 
routes of the Eckington 4” 
Belt Railway Vom 











1896. 
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By , : 
Wh roceeded to consider the bill. 

pole. Hi was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN M’CARTHY. 


Mr. WILSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
2824) to relieve John McCarthy from the charge of desertion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, in line 
6, to strike out the word ‘‘ desertion” and insert ‘‘ having deserted 


from the service August 6, 1865”; so as to make the bill read: 


it enacted, etc., That the ch of desertion now appearing against John 
uiGarchy tertacrly of the United States Navy, is hereby removed, and the 
said John McCarthy be, and he is hereby, relieved from the charge of hav- 


from the service August 6, 1365, and that he be, and he is hereby, 
= om all the rights to which he would have been entitled had no charge 


ro jesertion been entered against him and had no record showing desertion 


been made. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
IRWIN TUCKER. 


Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1082) for the relief of Irwin Tucker, postmaster at 
Newport News, Va. — ee : 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Auditor for 
the Post-Office Department to credit the account of Irwin Tucker, 
postmaster at Newport News, Va., with $4,290.80 for postage 
stamps and with $83.03 for money-order funds stolen from his 
office February 8, 1894. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SALE OF GAS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 6994) relating to the sale of gasin the District of Columbia. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amend- 
ments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, line 8, after the word 
“dollar,” to insert ‘‘and fifteen cents”; and after the word ‘‘ feet,” 
in the same line, to insert: 


Until July 1, 1898; ata rate not exceeding $1.10 per thousand cubic feet from 
7. 1, 1898, until July 1, 1900; at a rate not exceeding $1.05 per thousand cubic 


from July 1, 1900, until July 1, 1901, after which last-named date the rate 
shall not exceed $1 per thousand cubic feet; ' 
So as to make the section read: 


That the Washington Gas Light Company of the District of Columbia is 


an to charge and collect, after the passage of this act, for illuminating 
gas furnished toand paid for by the Government of the United States, and 
other consumers in the District of Columbia, at the rate of not exceeding 


$1.16 per thousand cubic feet until July 1, 1898; at a rate not exceeding $1.10 
per id cubic feet from July 1, 1898, until July 1, 1900; at a rate not ex- 
eee eS per Progen cubic feet from July 1, 1900, until July 1, 1901, after 
which named date the rate shall not exceed $1 per thousand cubic feet: 
Provided, That if consumers other than the Government shall not pay monthly 
any gas bill within ten days after the same shall have been presented, said 


company may qherge and collect from said consumer so failing to pay said 
bill as aforesaid per thousand cubic feet for the gas furnished to said con- 
sumer during month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, after the word “and,” 
in line 15, to strike out the words ‘“‘ twenty-five” and insert 
“forty”; and in line 16, after the word ‘‘ feet,” to insert: 

Until July 1, 1898; at a rate not exceeding $1.35 per thousand cubic feet from 


July 1, ~ until July 1, 1900; at a rate not exceeding $1.30 per thousand cubic 
feet from July 1, 1000 Until July 1, 1901, after which last-named date the rate 
shall not exceed $1.25 


per thousand cubic feet; 
So as to make the section read: 
Src. 2. That the wn Gas Light Company, doing business in that part 
Seoebenaae eeeh ners epee wa ra 
act, for na’ gas furni 
to, and for, by the Government of the United States, and other consum- 
ersin of the District of Columbia, at the rate of not enoseding 91.40 


thousand cubic feet until July 1, 1898; at a rate not exceeding $1. or 
Prousand cubic feet from July 1, iboe until goiy he at arate iene 


ing 1.20 per thousand cubic feet from July 1 until July 1, 1901, after 
date the rate shall not exceed $1.25 per thousand cubic feet: 
and from said consumer so f. 
during 
to. 
oof talent strike 
in line 18, after the words “ using the,” to strike out ‘‘ English 


Provided, That if spears, other than the (iovernment, shall not pay 
days after the same shall have been pre- 

Cy an ne ee es ee nin 
niches me por Se cubic fee gas fur- 
next amendment was, in section 3, line 12, after the word 

out ‘‘ twenty-two” and insert ‘‘ twenty-four,” 

standard Argand burner having 15 holes and a 
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unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 7-inch chimney” and insert “‘ Bray slit union burner No, 7” 


AALT 





; SO 
as to read: 

That section 1 of an act entitled ‘An act regulating gas works,” approved 
June 23, 1874, is amended so as to read as follows: “That from and after the 
S0th day of June, 1874, the illuminating power of the gas furnished by any 
gaslight company, person, or persons in the District of Columbia shall be 
equal to 24 candies by the Bunsen photometer, using the Bray slit union 
burner No. 7, consuming 5 cubic feet of gas per hour 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert as an additional section the 
following: 

Sec. 5. That neither the Washington Gas Lght Company nor the George 
town Gas Light Company shal! hereafter issue any greater number of shares 
of stock than shall be equal to the actual and necessary cost of the constru 
tion of future extensions or future enlargement of plant, which cost shall 
first be ascertained and authorized upon petition therefor to the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia, under such regulations as the chief justi: 
and the justices thereof shall prescribe; also, if either of the said corpora 
tions sha)l desire hereafter to issue bonds upon their property , Secured by 
mortgage or otherwise, — petition therefor to said court, setting forth 
the necessity thereof and the amount of stock issued and outstanding, it 
may and shall be lawful for said court, or the chief justice and justices thereof, 
as the case may be, or one of them, upon public notice, to be prescribed by 
the rules of said court, to permit the issuance of such bonds and mortgage as 
desired: Provided, that the amount of stock and bonds so 
exceed the actual cost of such extensions or enlargement « 
vided further, That the Washington Gas Light Company is 
to issue such additional amount of capital stock as will pr con 
version into such stock of its outstanding er btedness, which 
conversion is hereby authorized to an amount not exceeding $600,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to addas a new section the following: 

Sec. 6. That the officers of the United States having in charge the lighting 
of the public buildings situated in the District of Columbia and the Commis 
sioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized, in their discretion, 
toenter into contracts with the Washington Gas Light Company or the George 
town Gas Light Company for Government or.public lighting, as the case may 
be, for a period not to exceed five years, at such rates as they may deem for 
the publicinterest, but not in any case exceeding the rates named in this act: 
Provided, That nothing in this section shall be construed t« ict the sub 
stitution of electric lighting for gas, either in public buildings or public 
streets. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add as a new section the following: 

Sec. 7. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I want to call the attention of the Senator from 
Michigan to the bill fora moment. I observe in one section of 
the bill a provision that the company may mortgage their plant 
upon obtaining a ruling from the supreme court of the District. 

Mr. McMILLAN. That is to enable the company to increase 
their capital stock when their pliant is increased. 

Mr, ALLEN. It uses the language “ the chief justice and jus- 
tices thereof, as the case may be, or one of them.” I suggest to the 
Senator the propriety of striking out the words “or one of them,” 
in line 13, of section 5, so that the entire court shall pass upon it. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I have no objection to that. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. I think that this bill ought not to pass without 
mature consideration. As I heard it read, it is one of the very 
worst forms of monopoly that could be created. Fora long time 
the gas supply of this city and the conditions with which it has 
been surrounded have been regarded by the people of this city 
and throughout the United States as a most iniquitous condition 
of things; and this bill continues this monopoly until 1901, im- 
pliedly, if not directly. I have no objection to any company 
making a reasonable profit; but for years it has been contended 
here, and reported upon by different committees, that there is a 
most outrageous condition of things in reference to the enormous 
profits which have been made by this gas company. Now, in 
common fairness to the people, when it has been reported here 
time and again that gas can be supplied and will be supplied by 
companies petitioning for the opportunity at one-half the cost 
Lat ary for this body silently to permit this monopoly to be fixed 
without any inquiry whatever, with the right to take from the 
people of this District double the price for which other persous 
are anxious to supply gas—without inquiry, without evidence, 
without any discussion, that this condition of things may be con- 
tinued seems to me not creditable to this body. 

I can not speak with any certainty of the facts in regard to this 
case, but itis the universal opinion of business men and of persons 
who have investigated the condition of this gas company, and we 
read it in the public journals, that in some places gas of a superior 
quality and of greater illuminating power is furnished at 75 cents 
a thousand feet. 

Then, again, this bill provides that if a poor person shall fail to 
pay his gas bill within a certain time the price of gas shall be 
incre 25, 30, or 40 per cent. Why shou!d not this enormously 
rich company be content with the ordinary means of obtaining 
what is due to it? Again, I am told that a poor person here is re- 
quired to pay $5 for a deposit, notwithstanding this company have 
made, I understand, four, five, and six times the original cost of 
their plant and every year receive nearly as much as the entire 
money they have put into the concern. We know that the stock 


issued shall not 
lant: And pro- 
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of the gas company is held here by a few enormously rich men, 
who have grown rich by plundering the poor people of this Dis- 
trict in excessive and enormous charges. 

If these things are not true, let them be disproved; but do not 
let us pass a bill of this description, with the most odious form of 
monopoly that can possibly be conceived of, and fasten it upon 
these people, without a single word of discussion. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I do not understand that the Senator from 
Flerida objects to the consideration of the bill. I wish to say that 
I sympathize strongly with his view. 1 was one of the committee 
who did everything in my eon to get dollar gas, but I believed, 
as we could not get everything we desired, in accepting the best 
we could get. is was a compromise; and I think, under all the 
circumstances, a very fair one. It will give dollar gas after five 
years and makes an early reduction. 

I think, on the whole, the purpose the Senator has at heart will 
be better accomplished by [pong this bill than in any other pos- 
sible way. I fear if the is not agreed to by the Senate we 
a. fail to any reduction. This eee in the right direction, 
and I t the Senator, if he the case fully as it 
came before the committee, would be satisfied with the results 
that we reached. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to say,as one of the com- 
mittee, that I fully agree with what the distinguished Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Proctor] has just said. I was also one of those 
who desired to makea more radical reduction than St 
by the committee; but, as has been stated by the Se from 

ermont as to himself, I finally agreed to the bill in its present 
Soe. because I thought it was better to do that than to jeopard- 
ize the getting of any reduction at all. 

There isa grad descending scale; there is a material reduc- 
tion immediately; and while I should be very glad if the reduction 
could have been greater, I felt that I was serving the interests of 
the people of this District in giving my assent to the bill as it has 
been reported, rather than jeop the passage of any bill what- 
ever. 

Mr. GEORGE. What was the difficulty in adjusting the rate 
as the Senator from Georgia thinks it ought to be adjusted? Was 
the difficulty with the company? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; not with the company, but there was a 
difference among Senators as to what was proper. 

Mr. GEORGE. Not the committee? 

Mr. BACON. Not the committee. There were a few members 


of the committee who wanted the ion fixed at $1.25. 


M~, GEORGE. There was no 
gre». to fix the rate? : 

Mr. BACON, Undoubtedly Congress has that power. There 
waa no trouble upon that <p we The sole difficulty grew out 
of the fact that there was a division among the members as to 
what was the pr 

I will state to the 


fully through the 

fair —_. and while they differed, it was thought best that there 
should be some common ground upon which they could agree, 

and this is the result. 
Mr. GEORGE. The Senatorfrom Florida complained of the 
ee made for delay in the payment of gas bills. 
. BACON. Lam not exact in my recollection as to what it 
is, but in this case, asis not unusualin companies—I know itis 
so in other communities, and not only in gas companies, but tele- 
phone and other companies—a certain rate is allowed to persons 
who pay their bills promptly, and those who do not pay promptly 
are uired to pay a higher rate. I do not remember exactly 
t matter of detail will state that the matter of 


detail was not carefull y me. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 1 will state, in answer to what has been said 
on that question, that this is the rule in every city. There is al- 
ways 0 eae rompt pa t of gas bills. 

. GEORGE. What is the cette howe for delay in payment? 

Mr. McMILLAN. At present it is 25cents—about 20 per cent. 
Under this bill it will be but 10 cents on a thousand feet at first. 

Mr. GEORGE. For how long a delay? 

Mr, GEORGE. tecranay sierantie, lin & ten days’ dela: 

: per or ys’ yy? 

Mr. McMILLAN. There are less than 2 per cent of the people 
ne et ee en ee ee 
on oe A single observation , 

ques . started out con 
to have dollar in the Distrlot of Gol 
however, that 
what I had read in ne 
e 
’ days and days to the of this 
hearing ‘everybody who pretended to be interested in 
had a grievance. The result was that it was 
entire satisfaction that the cost of some of the 
coal particularly, which enters into the man’ 


ute as to the power of Con- 
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higher in this city than in the Northern cities, and that 4 }... 
amount was received for the so-called residuum in this city 
received in other cities of the co . ’ 

The company demonstrated that for the next throo 
years they had entered into contracts whereby they are to)... 
very much larger amount for certain important ingredients \, 
are used in the manufacture of gas than they had b M paying in 
ped er furnish gas for $1.25 a thousand feet in th. |)jc. 
ae dea th has made very la 

Vv ou © company very large profits, or wh 
might be considered large profits, but those profits have not |, a 
anywhere nearly so excessive as is represented by parties w),, 
know nothing about the subject. We believed, after exay)j)\). 
all the facts and figures that we could get access to, that it wou.) 
be disastrous to the interests of the stockholders if we mae ay, 
immediate reduction to $1 per thousand feet. The result was t).+ 
our judgment was—and it was the combined j of the 
committee, two or three members ng convictions that they 
held a little more tenaciously than I did mine—that if we reduced 
for two years the price of gas from $1.25 to $1.15, taking som. 

,000 from the revenues of oe it still further 
for the next two years to $1.05, and to $1, it would be as far 
as we ought to — do justice to the stockholders of this cor- 
poration, which invested some $4,000,000 in a gas plant in the 
city of Washington. There was no difference of opinion finally 
in the committee; and I do not think that any Senator offhand can 
rise up and say that he knows more abovi this matter than the 13 
members of the Committee on the District of Columbia, who haye 
given, as Isaid a moment ago, days and days of their valuable time 

the consideration of this ae I think we have done 
justice to the citizens of the ictof Columbia. We have tried 
to do equal and exact justice to the men who have their money 
inv in this enterprise, and I trust the bill will pass without 
further objection. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he wil! 
state what profits have been made by this company? What was 
the amount of money originally actually paid into the company’ 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am to say to the Senator from 
ine ane 9 ne patie te t. Iwill —_! the Senator 

a some years ago, or thereabout, this 
company made enormous profits; there isnodoubt about that; but 
the is now held to a very extent by other parties than 
those who held it at that time. committee were of opinion 
that that old argument which had been used against this cor- 
poration and has been and reiterated over and over 
again, that they made profits at some time in the past, 
ought not to be urged e present stockholders, and that 
their investments ought not to be jeopardized because of that fact. 

My j tis that the last year. receiving $1.25 per 
thousand for their gas, were able to pay 10 per cent on their cap- 
ital. I would say that their capital stock is $2,000,000, and they 
having $4,000, invested, it would be 5 per cent on the amount 

T had a very balance sheet, the exact 
amount of w’ I can not state, but by the bill which is now un- 
der consideration we propose to take $80,000 from their balance 
sheet for the next year, which we thought was all that we could 
be reasonably expected to do. 

i that the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Favixyrr) 
is not . He has made a very careful computation of the ex- 

and receipts of this gas company, and was very largely 

trumental in converting me as a member of that committee to 
the views he held, that we should be doing gross injustice to the 
stockholders of this company if we reduced gas at this time toa 
lower rate than $1.15 a ei 

Mr. M . I would say to the Senator from Florida 
that the trouble is that the original stockholders, or most of them, 
have passed away. The — stockholders have paid a very 

for stock in the 


price for their ’ 

. CALL. Will the Senator his statement’ 
Mr. McMILLAN. Isaythepresent olders are ey 
persons who have purchased stock in the market at hich rates. 
the rate of the present stockholders get with gas “t 
$1.25 a thousand is about 6 or 7 per cent. Of course the original 
stockholders make more. A 
. CALL. Will the Senator state how many stockholdess 
are at time and how many of the original stocklvliers 


this 
stock? 
The number of present stockholders would 
I informed. Some six or seven hun- 
of Washington. = 
‘ALL. What proportion of the original stockhold:™ s° 


‘ OMILLAN. Ican not answer that question; but ! will 
Ne ee ee eantically aft “dead, I will say 


state what amount 


<r 
<r 


than is 











MILLAN. The present 
for less than $4,000,000, possibly $5, ,000. 
Mr. CALL. Does the 


Mr. Mc ant could not be duplicated 
; Senator state bor as a fact? 

coMILLAN. state it as a fact. at is my opinion, 

me experience, and I have had a good deal of experience in 


: rs. 
such mL I should like to know of what the great cost of the 
s plant consists? The city furnishes the streets and there is 
Sothing but excavations which have been made. What is it for 
which it is meneeeany = pone $4,000,000 by the company which 

i to t 
at ee STeMILLAN. This is a very large city and requires a great 
many A deal of real estate is required, an enormous 
uantity of piping, and betterments, for which money is contin- 
Sly being here in carrying on the gas business. I 
have not any in my own mind that if any one were to 
try to du all the property in the possession of the gas com- 
y it would —_— at least $4,000,000 to doit. I have 
about 


et any doubt 
mur. Cc . What are the gross receipts of the company? 
Mr. McMILLAN. About $1,100,000. 
Mr. CALL. One million one hundred thousand dollars on an 
investment of $4,000,000. 
Mr. G GER. That represents the gross receipts. _ 
Mr. M: hi mene Cee represents the gross receipts. 
Mr. CALL. I understand that. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Of course the cost of distributing gas, which 


is very must be deducted, and the price of coal, which 
is nearly what it is in my city of Detroit. Coal costs more 


here than it does in most cities; for example, Cleveland, Buffalo, 


, or even Boston. ' ¥8 ; 
Mr. CALL. It seems, then, that ev in the District of 


Columbia is a subject of some kind of monopoly, which increases 


its cost what it is elsewhere. 
Mr. Mc . The cost of labor, too, is very much greater 
here. 


Mr. CALL. Then the committee ought to report some kind of 
islation which would remedy that state of things. 
arm informed, however, upon that point, that it is the opinion 
that this gas plamt can be duplicated for one-third of this 
amount, and that there are ee ean em, and 
to give a they will 1 
which is by Congress, specified 
in this bill. Ido not know that to be true, or that these compa- 
nies are responsible, but I do know that if there be any particle of 
truth in the statement the ity should be offered to the 
ple here to have their gas supplied at one-half the cost provided 
for in the bill. We ought to know before ing this bill whether 
or not these statements are untrue, and that the opinions of Sen- 
ators who have are well founded. ; 


f 


Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Florida that 
the committee has very diligently investigated that phase of the 


gas, and the committee were unanimously of opinion that it 


yom oe oe ee 
gas, ees owed, for greatly than the ra‘ 
provided in bill? 


cheap ae and the Goma many hours to the advocates of so-called 


Mr.GALLINGER. That ison the face of it true, but the com- 
mittee gave very careful i i that matter, and they 


consideration to 
were guided to a considerable extent by the fate of competing gas 
cities of this country, where they in almost 
ee aereet by the existing gus companies, 
and ee ne ot the 


Furthermore, tlemen who ocated cheap gas 
before the committee eir ts absolutely refuted by 
a who is at the head of the only large gas company 


ich is under their system, who says that the cost of 
ae as a matter of fact than it is under the 


system is used in this and most other cities. 
. HAWLEY. Can the Senator from Michigan tell us how 


Mr 
Soe ee an we ee city? 
Mr. McMILLAN, early 400 
Mr. 400 miles of street would have to be torn 


Mr.GALLINGER, And simply forexperimental purposes, too 
taut, McMILLAN. I will say to the Senator from Florida that 
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to reduce it to’ $1 here; and if the Senator succeeds in defeating 
this bill by objecting, he simply makes the people here pay $1.25 
per thousand feet for gas, 

Mr. CALL. There is another provision of the bill to which I 
call attention, for which I have heard no kind of justification. 
The bill makes the poor man, who is unable to pay his bill 
promptly, pay $1.30, I believe it is, for his gas, and the man who 
is able to pay and has money lying by him has to pay a third less. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator from Florida know of a 
single gas company in the world which does not have a provision 
of this kind which they can enforce? 

Mr. CALL. I am happy to state that the American people 
ought not to be bound by the monopolies which have robbed and 
plundered the poor people of the world. We are here to protect 
the people; we are here to make this District the model govern 
ment, in which the poor man equally with the rich man shall have 
all the comforts of life at his command; and I believe that it is in 
the power of legislation to do it. I do not think it is our policy to 
encourage monopoly; and, if we do permit it, it ought to be bound 
down by the strongest chains to what is reasonable. 

I am willing to see men compensated for the use of their money 
in public franchises, but I insist upon it that they shall be re- 
strained and limited, and if there be an opportunity offered to the 
Congress of the United States by responsible parties who are will- 
ing to furnish bond and security to supply gas for a less amount 
largely than the amount named in this an I think it should be 
accepted; and if it be necessary that there should be other legis- 
lation, why not enact it? If the Government can furnish gas at 
one-half the price, why not do it? If the railroad corporations of 
this country are demanding excessive and extortionate charges 
for the transportation of coal, why should not this Congress pro- 
hibit it and impose reasonable rates upon them? What is the dif- 
ficulty about it, I should like to know? You say money should 
havereasonable compensation. Admit it. My friend laughs, but 
the people whose homes are suffering do not laugh. They have 
not the comforts of life, and they feel the hard hand of oppression. 
If these ideas are not true, disprove them. If an unreasonable 
price is charged for coal, come forward here and correct it. This 
1s the arena for discussion. Let us have the proof upon this subject. 

The Senator from New Hampshire says that some company has 
offered to furnish gas and offered to furnish security, and yet it 
is said that in the past the old monopolies have been able to defeat 
these efforts to cheapen the gas furnished to the people of the 
country, and that the new companies have been absorbed by the 

ger concerns. Can not we prohibit. that? For what is free 
government except to protect the people? 

Mr. President, it seems to me that this bill ought to have very 
careful consideration before we provide that after 1900 an abso- 
lute monopoly shall have the right to charge a fixed price for gas. 
I do not think that this bill ought to passin the present conditions. 

Mr. GEORGE. I was rather struck with the argument which 
was made in opposition to the views of the Senator from Florida 





[Mr. CaLL e Senator from New Hampshire {Mr. GaLuin- 
——- that in the past there had been enormous profits made 
by this gas company. e Senator from Michigan | Mr. McM11- 


LAN] stated that the present stockholders, or a large number of 
them, have given a very high premium for the stock, that they 
have paid out a a sum of money for their stock, and that they 
ought to receive a fair interest on this large increase in the value 
of the stock. So the argument reduces itself down to this, that 
the company heretofore has been allowed to increase the value of 
its stock by extortionate charges upon the public; and now, when 
we are un ing to regulate it, we are estopped from doing it 
because after they had made these large profits they had sold the 
stock to other people, and it would be unjust to make the present 
holders take less interest than they think they ought toget. That 
is about the situation; and I do not think that is a fair argument 


against agg taken by the Senator from Florida. 
Mr. C . I think this bill had better go over until the Sena- 


tor from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] comes here, who, it is 
said, knows all about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection being made, the bill 
will go over. - 

REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to have the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of Order of Business 445, being resolution 54, pro- 
posing an inquiry concerning the election in Alabama in 1894. 

Mr. PUGH. hat do I understand te be the motion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I made no motion, I will say to the Senator 
from Alabama.. I said that I desired at this time to proceed to the 
consideration of the resolution I indicated. Does the Senator rise 
to object? 

Mr. PUGH. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray], who is 
the senior member representing the minority of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, which opposed the report of that resolu- 
tion to the Senate, is not now ooo 

Mr. CHANDLER, If the tor will allow me a word, that 
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is true. The Senator from Delaware is doubtless called away by | 
the pressure of private or public business. 

But I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that this resolu- 
tion was reported cn the 3d of March with an amendment, and 
the minority were authorized to submit their views. The major- | 
ity gave their reasons why the resolution ought to be adopted. It 
is a resolution of inquiry introduced, I think, in December by | 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], who is here opposite me. | 
The reasons given by the majority were reported March 10, 1896. 
It is now the 25th of April, and the minority have not yet submit- 
ted their views. We have waited for them patiently. 

If the resolution is not to be proceeded with at this time I cer- 
tainly desire to submit a few remarks, and so does the Senator 
from Nebraska, in reference to the facts which are the bases of the 
proposed inquiry. Ido notlike to go on in the absence of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware. I do not like to go on in the absence of the 
colleague of the Senator from Alabama, whose title to his seat is 
in some degree impugned by the facts which are stated in the 
majority report and stated in the speech made here more than a 
year ago by the Senator from Nebraska, and will be impugned by 
the facts which I shall state. 

But I ask the Senator from Alabama when there will be an 

portunity to state these facts and to discuss this question? 
ore is no minority report. We have waited more thana month 
for that. Weask to take itup. The Senator from Delaware is 
absent. It is manifest that if things go on in this way we shall 
be as little likely to pass the resolution as we are to pass the reso- 
lution to investigate the sale of bonds as long as the Senator from 
New York chooses to discuss that resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire if he has any information as to when the minority report 
will be filed. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I am obliged to say Ihave not. Perhaps 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr, PuGu] can tell us. I have in- 
quired for it two or three times. 

Mr. ALLEN. Has the Senator called the attention of the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] to the matter? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Several times, and the Senator from Dela- 
ware has had good excuses, it seemed to me, personally. Perhaps 
the Senator from Alabama can tell us why we have not the rt. 

Mr. PUGH. It is true that the majority report was made at 
the time stated by the Senator and we have had sufficient time to 
present the views of the minority. But the cause of the delay 
ought to be well known to the Senator. The Senator from Dela- 
ware [Mr. Gray], who had charge of the preparation of the mi- 
nority report, has been engaged pretty much the whole time in 
lister.ing to the protracted arguments upon the right of Mr. Du 
Pont to a seat in the Senate. Pretty much all of the time that 
he had to prepare the minority report has been taken up by the 
duty im on him to hear the argument and participate in 
the argument on the — of the claimant from Delaware as a 
Senator from his own State to a seat in this body. 

Iam sorry the Senator from Delaware is not present to make 
his own statement as to what engagements he has had that have 
interfered in preventing him from preparing the minority report. 
But I happen to know that he could not undertake to prepare it 
without submitting it not only to those who join with him in mak- 
ing the minority report, but also to ee who is perfectl 
familiar with all the facts, more so than any other Senator, an 
the right to whose seat is involved in the proposed investigation. 
One of the predicates of the power claimed by the Senate to make 
the investigation is that it strikes at the right of my coll e to 
the seat he now occupies in the Senate founded on the election in 
— > at which the legislature was elected that sent him 
to y 


I am unable to state with rf knowledge of the condition of my 
colleague what time he would be in a condition to give attention 
to the preparation or examination of the minority report. I know 
that the very day this skeleton was sent to him for examination 
and to make such additions to it as he thought proper he was 
taken with severe illness, and he was confined to his room or his 
ser abuent in Wonenpiecain, cadbing te fest tant iy taninnenae 
now a ennsylv: e res 
ble to restore him so that he can es his duties in this body. 
I am very much in hopes that he in a condition to give at- 
tention to the minority report in the course of the next week. 
We have no disposition at all to delay action on this resolution, 
and while Iam unable to state to the Senator what particular 
day we shall be ready to submit the minority report, I think I 
can undertake to say that we will have it ready in the course of 
the next week. I will correspond with my coll e and learn 
whether he is in a condition to give it attention, and if he is, as soon 
as it is received from him it will be presented, and when it is printed 
I see no objection to calling up and considering the resolution. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. dent, I wish to show all possible 
consideration to the Senator from Alabama who is absent sick. 
T am willing to make such disposition of this subject for the time 
being as may be satisfactory to the Senator from Nebraska, whose 
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resolution itis. I desire at the earliest possible day to make. 
statements to the Senate in reference to the facts which are ; 
the basis of the investigation, if one is made by order of t}, 
ate. I shall not take more than fifteen or twenty minutes, | .),. 
be very glad to go on at this time if there is no objection, [; ,,» 
I shall certainly desire to do so at an early day. . 

Mr. VEST. As it seems very evident that this case can )).+ }, 
determined this afternoon, I ask the Senator from New [{,))). 
shire to yield to me that I may call up an unobjected bill. = 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Missouri yield to 1), 
a moment? 

Mr. VEST. ee: 

Mr. ALLEN. It is due to myself that I should state t)\.. +4. 
tude I occupy to this resolution. I have been trying now for 
almost a year and a half to have it taken up and adopted \)y tho 
Senate; and I have been at all times ready to take it up. T)je .y- 
ganization of the Senate now being in the hands of the P »),,))\j. 
can party, and they being within one of a majority, I have felt 
and still feel that the country will hold them responsil)|« for a 
failure to take up and pass the resolution promptly. [I may sup- 
plement that, however, with the statement that if the Republican 
party gives its 44 votes in this Chamber in favor of the resolution 
there will be no doubt about its ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. When does the Senator think we can got 
an opportunity to vote on it? That seems to be the point now 
If he will expedite his political—I will not say associatis, the 
Senators with whom he occasionally associates politically, oftener 


Just 


than he does with the Senators upon this side of the Chamber-—jf jo 


will expedite them we 
can undoubtedly adopt it. 

Mr.ALLEN. Idonot know. Iam afraid the resolution would 
not find much any on this side of the Chamber. [ fee! 
though the Republican 


have a vote upon the resolution and 


e. as 


y has declared itself repeatedly in 


favor of a fair ballot and an honest count, and that if it fails now, 
with a majority in this Chamber—— 
Mr. FRYE. No 


Mr. ALLEN. It has a majority upon this resolution. It has 
within one of a majority, and I, as a Populist, will make the forty- 
fifth man in favor of it. Therefore you have the majority. If 
the Republican party under those circumstances fails to take up 
and pass the resolution, as it has the power to do and has the 
time within which to do it, I shall feel that the country will 
simply construe its claim to preeminent purity in this respect as 
something of a mere claim, and that when the opportunity is pre- 
sented to it it fails to avail itself of it. 

Mr. CHANDLER, Ido not think the Senator attributes any 
dilatoriness to me. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. We have been unfortunate in the fact that 
the Senator from Alabama whose seat is affected has been sick 
and is absent. 

Mr. ALLEN. I feel that the Senator from New Hampshire has 
done all he could. Iregret very much that the Senator from Ala- 
bama is sick and that there has necessarily been some delay in 
consequence. I hope, however, that the Senator from Delaware 
will get the minori on file. I understand that the Sena- 
tor from Alabama : peas in Pennsylvania, and can be 
reached by a few hours’ travel. [ trust the minority report may 
be submitted to him and he agree to it, or suggest such aimend- 
ments as he sees fit, and that it will be filed promptly, and the 
resolution can be taken up and before Congress adjourns. 

Mr. CHAND rae add but a word and then I will yield 
to the Senator from Missouri, if he desires to have a bill passed. 
I will submit on Monday morning a —- lemental report contain- 
ing the additional facts which I ike to state to the Senate 
in my remarks, so that the minority of the committee— who have 
been more than a month with the majority report before them 
without answering ies 4 also answer the supplemental facts 12 
their minority report. the minority report is printed | hope 
the Senator from Alabama will agree that we ought to have « (ay 
fixed for the discussion of the resolution, and we ought to have 4 
vote upon the question whether there shall be an inquiry. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator from Alabama 
if he can approximate the time when the minority eet will be 
filed and when the Senator from Alabama will himself be willing 
to take the resolution up for discussion and consideration’ 

Mr. PUGH. I have stated that I am unable to mention what 
time my sega om will be in a condition to give attention to the 
—— of the minority report. I apprehend that the Senatt 

rom Delaware would not be willing to submit a minority papers 
without gi my colleague an opportunity to examine 1 4™ 
make such additions or in it as he might think proper 
with his superior knowledge of the facts. The Senator ci! tell as 
well as I can what time m —— will be in a condition . 
give attention to business. i t he will recover rapidly 
h to be in a condition to devote some time to the prep" “i 
the minority report, or at least to examine the report tha! 


be submitted to him by the Senator from Delaware. 
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There has not been an hour’s intentional delay in the preparation 
of the minority report. The circumstances preventing its prepa- 
tion we had no agency whatever in producing. It wag the sick- 
eae of my and the unavoidable duties of the Senator 
2 Delaware. the absence of my colleague and knowing the 
ents of the Senator from Delaware, a skeleton report, im- 
orfect in its thoroughness, has been presented and is now in the 
vais of my coll e. My belief is that with very little labor, 
when he is in condition to work at all, he will be able to make 
such additions to what he has in hand as to satisfy himself with 
the minority report, and it can be returned and presented to the 
Senate by the Senator from Delaware. 

In my relations to this case, being a Senator from the State and 
a colleague of the Senator whose right to a seat is involved in 
this inv on, I am em in undertaking to assume 
any charge, Or control, or management of this attempt to ask the 
authority of the Senate for making the investigation. 

The first ground upon which the power is asked to be exercised 
by the Senate is that Alabama has no republican government, and 
the object of the inquiry is to ascertain facts upon which that 
conclusion is to be reached by the Senate. Thetria‘is to be made 
by the Senate whether, upon the facts discovered by this commit- 
tee, Alabama has a republican form of government. 

The next ground upon which the power of the Senate is invoked 
toorder the in tion is the denial of the ae of my colleague 
to the seat that he obtained from the legislature of Alabama. 
I undertake to say it is a mere statement that perhaps will amount 
to nothing, but I am satisfied that when the facts in the minority 
report are presented to the Senate it will be the most remarkable 
event in its history if 44 Senators are found here to vote to order 
that investigation. There is no event in the history of the Senate 
that would compare with the one that would = if that inves- 
tigation were ordered upon the facts which will be presented upon 
the record—indisputable facts presented upon the record in that 


nori' 
= AL . Willthe Senator from Alabama object to stating 
briefly what those facts will be? : 

Mr. PUGH. I do object, because they will be presented in the 
minority re in due time. 

Mr. . I realize the situation the Senator isin. I hope, 
however, that there will not be manifested any purpose to further 
delay the filing of the minority report; that it may be filed at an 
early day next week, and the resolution taken up for consideration. 

ROBERT M’GEE. 


Mr. VEST. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 229) for the relief of Robert McGee. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Interior to investigate the claim of Robert McGee, to be paid 
out of interest money due to the Sioux Nation of Indians from 
the Government of the United States, $10,000, in compensation 
for damages sustained by him by reason of having been scalped 
and otherwise injured by the Brulé Sioux Indians while serving 
as a teamster with a train conveying Government supplies to Fort 
Union, N. Mex., July 18, 1864. 


State of Ohio, as a subport in the district of Cuyahoga, in the 
State of Ohio, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, 

The bill (H. R. 7865) to allow the return free of duty of certain 
articles exported from the United States for exhibition purposes, 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Finance, 

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the unfinished business be laid before 
the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution, by Mr. Perrer, providing for 
a committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally 
all the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale 
of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion wasagreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 10 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 27, 1896, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 25, 1896. 
POST CHAPLAIN. 

The Rev. Sewell N. Pilchard, of Delaware, to be post chaplain, 

April 24, 1896, vice Parker, retired from active service. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 

First Lieut. Harry Taylor, to be captain, January 6, 1896, vice 
Rossell, promoted. 

First Lieut. William Luther Sibert, to be captain, March 81, 
1896, vice Symons, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles Patton Echols, to be first lieutenant, Jan- 
uary 6, 1896, vice Taylor, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James Francis McIndoe, to be first lieutenant, 
March 31, 1896, vice Sibert, promoted. 

Infantry arm. 

First Lieut. James Alexander Leyden, Fourth Infantry, to be 
captain, April 22, 1896, vice O’Brien, Fourth Infantry, retired 
from active service. 

Second Lieut. Percival Greene Lowe, Eighteenth Infantry, to 
be first lieutenant, April 22, 1896, vice Leyden, Fourth Infantry, 
promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

First Lieut. Samuel E. Maguire, of Louisiana, to be a captain 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, in place of 
Alvan A. Fengar, deceased. 

Second Lieut. James H. Brown, of the District of Columbia, to 
be a first lieutenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United 
States, to succeed Samuel E. Maguire, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS, 

Ulysses G. Swartz, to be postmaster at Whiting, in the county 
of Lake and State of Indiana, in the place of Henry Schrage, 
whose commission expired April 8, 1896. 

James L. Lincoln, to be postmaster at East Weymouth, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 
Lizzie F. Graves, whose commission expired February 9, 1896. 

Charlies C. Field, to be postmaster at Puyallup, in the county 
of Pierce and State of Washington, in the place of Benjamin 8, 
Johnson, whose commission expired April 18, 1896, 


The bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was peed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. ~ . 





HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. CONFIRMATIONS. 

ene eewere severally read twice by their titles, and Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 25, 1896. 
referred to the ttee on Pensions: : CONSUL. 

oa (H.R. 1784) toincrease the pension of Ann Catherine Hull; Leo Bergholz, of New York, to be consul of the United States 


bill (H. R. 2148) granting a pension to Mrs. Emily M. Van : 
Der the ae de: at Erzerum, Armenia. 


( 
, Widow of nm. Ferdinand Van Derveer; 
Till (H. B, 9001) granting a pension to Cynthia As Laph 
. nting a on to . Lapham, 
widow of Williane B. Sastianr 
A bill (H. R. 4298) granting a pension to Annie Thompson; and 
A bill (H.R. 5814) granting a {ancien to Cassie A. Davis, widow of 
James P, Davis, and mother of es. Davis, an invalid daughter. 
The following bills were sever et twice by their titles, 


INDIAN AGENT. 
Peter Gallagher, of Pocatello, Idaho, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Warm Springs Agency in Oregon. 

APPOINTMENTS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 
Thomas L. Jenkins, of North Carolina, to be a third lieutenant. 
Randolph Ridgely, jr., of Georgia, to be a third lieutenant. 
Richard M. Sturdevant, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieu- 


and referred Commi tary : tenant. 
A bill (H. g 1000) for oid of Peler Fleming, Battery E James C. Hooker, of Mississippi, to be a third lieutenant. 
Third United States Artil "| Frederick C. Billard, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant. 


Bernard H. Camden, of West Virginia, to be a third lieutenant. 
Benjamin M. Chiswell, of Maryland, to be a third lieutenant. 
Leonard T. Cutter, of New Hampshire, to bea third lieutenant. 
Moses Goodrich, of New Hampshire, to be a third lieutenant. 
Harry G. Hamlet, of Massachusetts, to be a third lieutenant. 
POSTMASTERS. 
Thomas J. Buchanan, to be postmaster at Marietta, in the county 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania. 


lery; 
ta ay 20) for the relief of Rufus Betz; and 
bill (H. R. 5610) for the relief of George T. Stevens, assistant 
surgeon, th New York Volunteers. 
A bill (H. R. 4068) to enable the city of Tucson, in the Territory 
of Arizona, to issue bonds to construct a water and sewer system; 
a read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Ter- 


, The bill (H. R. 4787) to establish the port of Conneaut, in the 
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Theodore Trowbridge, to be Peete at Decatur, in the 
county of Van Buren and State o f Michigan. 
Frederick Holtz, to be a Williamsport, in the county 
of Warren and State of 
James B, Lucas, gn oe in the county of 
Macomb and State of Michigan. 
Catherine E. McInnis, to be postmaster at Mosspoint, in the 
county of Jackson and State of 
Guy Northrop, to be postmaster at Pass Christian, in the 
county of Harrison and State of ae 
Franklin Sansom, to be postmaster at jana, in the county of 
—— — of as. Somendale, in th y 
ary rety, to be postmaster at Hon in the county 
of Wayne and State of Pennsylvania. 
Jay R. Worst, to be postmaster at Berwyn, in the county of 
Chester and State of Pennsylvania. 
Alexander J. Myers, to be postmaster at Natrona, in the county 
of a State of Pennsylvania. 
Gwathmey, to be postmaster at Aitkin, in the 
ony of Aitkin and State of Minnesota. 
. Lockett, to be postmaster at Kerrville, in the county of 
ed and State of Texas. 
Lizzie K. Weber, to be postmaster at North Wales, in the county 
of Montgomery and State of Funeaysrantn. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, April 25, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, delivered the following 


yer: 
woe Father who art in Heaven, we thank Thee for those tender 
ties which bind us together as families, and for those ties of friend- 
ship which tend to widen the circle of fraternity and teach us that 
all the world are akin. Help us to-day, O Lord, eee 
mind the character of one who lately a seat 
that we may be able to throw the sweet of charity over his 
faults and magnify his virtues; and ie us that we may emulate 
those virtues, so that when we are called upon to an tibes this 
life we, too, shall have the eulogy of our friends. 
Christ our Lord. Amen. . 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ne 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference report 


on the legislative ap ao = 
The SPEAKER. The Cler 1 read the report of the com- 
mittee 


conference. 
ee ee 
a aa 


thie information required and 


The SPEAKER. Without Stlection, the reading of the report 
im detsil will be omitted. Is there objection? [After opera.) 
The Chair hears none. The Clerk will read the statemen: 
Thecus of conerance am the dlengrecing votes of the te 


te recede from its amendments num 1B1, 138, 194, 136, 
sa Bs, Sa) 2,8 BL, 2 BM, Bu, 2A D2, UR 2 2, 


- ' 258, 254, 255, 257, 250; 261; 282) 264, 285, 206, 267, 260, 27B, 273, 277, 278, 279, 280, 


a = bered 88, 98, 132, 135. isa ist 219 oo ant ee mgndonant of he 
na num , 'y . ’ ’ ’ ’ , 

, 292, 300, and 302, and to the same. 
House recede from its disagreement to 


: That the 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and to the same with an 
ee ee In lieu of the sum insert “ $4,500"; and the 


same. 

numbered 56: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

t of the Senate numbered 54, and to the same with an 

amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum insert “ $39,900"; and the 
same. 

numbered 82: That the House recede from its disagreement to 

& eS SS ee ee | to the ae ae 


see coche, 0 Me: Prewided, Teak Cie smcunt shall be paid from the 

on Se ‘or the examination of public surveys, and that . app: 
ae ter oy inerenen ef the Foe dition to the 

caused 


“310, 500" 


the eo its d ne 
Senate numbered 117, and to the si omens 


wy’; ona 


House recede from its disagre ment 
to the sane with 
** $8,500"; and 


recede from its disagree 
and to the san. ‘with 
“ 96,000"; and 


from ~ disag reement 
to the Same with 
** $8, 000 ; and 


from its disagre: ment 
to the same with 
imsert “$6,300; and 


recede from its disagreement 
to the same with 
“$8,300; and 


ert: “fe yur’ 


Amendment numbered 137: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 137, and agree to the same w ith 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert *}1(,()\\" 

and the Senate agree to the atime 

t numbered 155: That the House recede from its disemen 
afte cement atin Meneieo ibered 155, and agree to the same with 
Ss papeemness as follows: In ios a of the number proposed insert “ six’ 


: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
and to the same with an 
—_ amendment in- 
Sena: to the same, 
uae weeele from 1ts dis- 
onal 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 
19,20, 2 181, 282, 183, 184, 185, 
oe 202" 208" 204. 205, oe 
to the same with an 
insert the following 
Sei for each of the following 
lieu of the salaries, fees, 
an annual salary, as 
State of Alabama, each 
yoy for the Terri- 
ee a rteaee, $4,000; f 
northern district of California, 
for the district of Colo- 
; for the distric tof Dela- 
; for en southern 
$5,000; for the 
00; for tho district of 3,000; for the 
southern district of [linois, $.(00; 
; for the be northern and southern districts of 
; for the district of Ken- 
* for the western 
000; for the district 
for the eastern 


district of ara, 3,00, 
for he See of Sea district of Nevada, $3.00); for the 
th New Fae. ee ie $3,000; for 
aaa ark, $450 for tho cu of New York, 

oe to canteen See aero rehire tn 


orthern and soutber districts 
Peenin ga 00 the district of 

: for the west- 

e Island, RW; 

ome Peoath Carolina. $4,500; 

middle, and yestern 

Tieatet of "Texas S300; 

she northern western iin deteict of Texas, 
Wena beter oe Vermont, $3.00; for 
district of Virginia. 

v Wena Gtr as ithe district oes West Vir 
Wee western dis- 


oo recede from its disagreement 
wr 
218, and agree to the — aan 


disagreement 

agree game with aD 

ere a mma 9 the nine”; and 

That the House Be eee ont 
same withan 
a mmibered 20a gre "$000"; ; and the 


the House recede from its disagreement 











the Senate numbered 236, and 
tothe at an foo In lieu of the sum proposed 


— agree te ambered 243: That the House recede from its disagreement 
tena cendment of the Senate numbered 243, and agree to the same with an 


to the same with an 
rt “$3,000”; and the 


: In lieu of the sum proposed rt $3,000"; and the 


Benate afrent numbered 244: That the House recede from its disagreement 


amendment of the Senate numbered 244, and to the same with an 
0 a cen: In lieu of the sum poapenel iaaent * $2,500"; and the 


same. 
Benate agree  umbered 246: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 246, and to the same with an 
amendment as Senos. In lieu of the sum proposed rt “ $3,500"; and the 
Benate agree to numbered 206: That the House recede from its disagreement 
ecthnss —~ eat of the Senate numbered 256, and to the same with an 
amendment as aeees: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,500"; and the 


cease fo umbored 200: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the en of the Senate numbered 260, and to the same with an 
ndment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $4,000"; and the 


Sena the same. 
7 {uumbered 263: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to theamendment of the Senate numbered 263, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $4,000"; and the 
Senate to the same. 


ent numbered 268: That the House recede from its disagreement 
os tne of the Senate numbered 268, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $4,000"; and the 
to the same. 
- nt numbered 270: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the of the Senate numbered 270, and to the same with an 
+ as follows: In lieu of the matter inse by said amendment in- 
sert the foll : “For the eastern and western divisions of the district of 


Carolina, ”;: and the Senate to the same. 
OE eae numbered 271: That the liven recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 271 and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert * $4,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 274: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 274 and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum insert “ $4,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

numbered 275: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 275 and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum seapecell Insert “ $3,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 276: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 276, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro: insert “$2,300”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 282: That the House recede from its disagreement 

the amendment of the Senate numbered 282, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum p insert ‘ $4,000°’; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 283: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 283, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “* $3,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 24: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 284, and agree to the same with 
‘ollows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ten”; 


same 

Amendment numbered 290: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 200, and agree,to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out and inserted by 
OF renee Selowing: 

“Seo. ll. Thatatany time when, in the opinion of the marshal of any district, 
public interest will Sey be promoted, he may appoint one or more 
ty marshals for such districts, who shall be known as field deputies, and 

the district court as now provided by law, 

hold office aoe, Se re of the marshal, except as hereinafter 
pa as his oo receive pen reurene -< 
gross Incfoding mileage, as pro Ww, earn y , not to 
On at that rate for any part of a fiscal year; and 
shall be allowed his actual necessary expenses, not exceeding $2 a 

, while endeavoring to arrest, under a@ person charged with or 
convicted of crime: os, That a eid Commty may elect to receive actual 
in Q .. That in special cases, where 

in his judgment justice requires, the Attorney-General may make an addi- 
tional allowance, not, however, in any case to make the te annual 
deputy in excess of $2,500 nor more than three- 
such field deputy. The marshal imme- 

t tments under this section 


or 
torney-General, stat: the facts as distin- 
constituting the reason for on ap’ 


General at any time cancel —— ap emt s = 
The field deputies herein pres ‘or e 
rains Wi Montana, North Dakota, South 


and Idaho shall, for the services they 
a AS a Re 

r 

receive of such fees any sum exceeding the aggre- 
provided herein.” 
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officer as 


the House recede from its disagreement 
‘numbered 291, agree to thesame with an 
lieu of the number insert “twelve”; and 


the House recede from its disagreement 


numbered and to the same with an 
peleeatioees “thirteen”; and 
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Amendment numbered 297: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 297, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ sixteen”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 208: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 298, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amend- 
ment insert the following: ‘‘ Sections 6 to 15, inclusive, of"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 299: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 200, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ seven- 
teen”; and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 301: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate riumbered 301, and agree tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert 
the following: “6 to 15, inclusive’; and the Senate agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 46: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 303, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ eighteen "’; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 304: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and agree to the same withan 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: ** Sections 6 to 15, inclusive, of "’; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 311: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 311, and agree to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: “6 to 23"; and on page 127 of the bill. in line 10, strike 
out the words “ June 30" and insert in lieu thereof the words “ the lst day of 
July”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 312: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 312, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert the following: ‘6, 8, or 15°’; and the Senate agree to the same 

The.committee of conference have been unable toagree on the amendments 
of the Senate numbered 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 19, 22, 23, 36, 37, 38, 83, 108, 109, 142, 144, 233, 
305, 306, 807, 308, 309, 310, 313, and 314. 

HENRY H. BINGHAM, 

JNO. E. McCALL, 

ALEX. M. DOCKERY. 
Managers on the part of the House. 

8. M. CULLOM, 

H. M. TELLER, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 

The managers of the conference on the part of the House on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the leg- 
islative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1807 
(H. R. 6248) submit the following written statement in explanation of the 
effect of the action agreed upon and recommended in the accompanying 
conference report, namely: > 

On amendments numbered 55 and 56: Appropriates $4,500, instead of $4,000 
as pr by the House and $5,000 as proposed by the Senate, for the As- 
sistant Comptroller of the Treasury. 

On amendment numbered 8&2: Appropriates $3,000, instead of $2,500 as pro- 
posed by the House and $3,500 as proposed by the Senate, for incidental and 
contingent expenses for the assay office at Boise, Idaho 

On amendment numbered 88: Strikes from the bill as it passed the House 
the provision authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to select the employees 
in the office of the Naval Records of the Rebellion 

On amendment numbered 89: Appropriates $2,400, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, for printing 1,000 additional copies of the Naval Records for officers of 
the Navy, and strikes out the appropriation of $11,400 proposed by the Senate 
for the expenses of a board of publication to conduct the preparation of said 
Naval Records. 

On amendment numbered 98: Appropriates $3,960, as proposed by the Sen- 
ate, to enable the Secretary of the Seater to employ laborers in the work of 
distributing the Reports of the Eleventh Census. 

On amendment numbered 9: Provides for the appointment of a board of 
10 examiners of surveys at $2,000 each in the General Land Office, to be paid 
from the appropriation for examination of surveys of public lands. 

On amendment numbered 101: Strikes out the appropriation of $44,020 pro- 
posed by the Senate for the classification division in the Patent Office 

On amendments humbered 115, 116, 117, 118, 119, 120,121, and 122: Strikes out 
one-half of the increase pro by the Senate for clerks in the offices of the 
sur veyors-general of New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, and Wyoming. 

On amendments numbered 130, 131, 132, 133, 134, 135, 138, and 137, relating to 
the Department of Justice: Appropriates for one additional assistant attor- 
ney, instead of two, at $2,500 each, as proposed by the Senate; strikes out the 
increase proposed by the Senate of one clerk of class 4, one clerk of class 3, 
and one clerk of class 2; increases the compensation of the chief of division 
of accounts from $2,000 to $2,200; and provides for four additional clerks of class 


1, as proposed by the Senate, and nine copyists at $900 each, as proposed by 
the House, instead of six, as proposed by the Senate. 


On amendments numbe 155 to 304, inclusive, and on amendments num- 
bered 311 and 312, relating to the compensation of United States attorneys 
and United States m and deputy marshals: Fixes the compensation of 
United States sttpeneze as set out in detail in the conference report, being 
in the aggregate $23; more than was proposed by the House, and $43,500 
less than was by the Senate; leaves the compensation of United 
States marshals throughout the United States as proposed by the House, ex- 


cept as follows: 
uthern district of Georgia, $3,500, instead of $2,500 as proposed by the 
House and $5,000 as propose by the Senate; 
mel by the instead of $2,500 as proposed by the House and $3,500 as pro- 
Eastern district of Louisiana, $3,000, instead of $2,500 as proposed by the 
House and ) oad proposed by the Senate; 
of Louisiana, $2,500, instead of $2,000 as proposed by the 


oe and $3,000 roposed | 
Siaryland, ot, fnstoad of ' 


PNevada, & the Senate; 


the Senate; 
000 as proposed by the House and $4,500 as 


e $2,500, instead of $2,000 as proposed by the House and $3,000 as 
nen the Senate; 
ow i $3,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $2,500 as proposed 


Se; 
district of New York, $4,000, instead of $3,000 as prtposed by the 
House and $5,000 as proposed by the Senate; z 
North ota and South Dakota, 000 each, instead of $3,500 as proposed 
the House and $5,000 as pr: the Senate; 
estern district of Pennsylvania, fi, instead of $3,500 as proposed by 
the House and $5,000 as proposed by the Senate; 
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Western district of Texas, $4,000, instead of $3,500 as proposed by the House 
and $5,000 aa proposed by the Senate; 
Utena, ae Senses of $3,000 as proposed by the House and $4,000 as pro- 
y the Senate; 


te; 

Vermont, $2,500, instead of $2,000 as proposed by the House and $4,000 as 

pro by the Senate, 
estern district of Wisconsin, $4,000, instead of $3,000 as roposed by the 

House and $5,000 as pro by the Senate; and Wyoming, $3,500, instead of 
$3,000 as proposed by the House and $5,000 as proposed by the Senate; the 
aggregate of salaries for United States marshals being $4 more than was 
pro by the House and $67,000 less than was proposed by the Senate, and 
strikes out the provision proposed by the Senate to give salaries of $1,500 
each to field deputy marshals. 

The committee of conference were unable to agree as to the following Sen- 
ate amendments, namely: 

fpewenting tae pay of certain committee clerks of the Senate from $1,440 


ng for 10 additional messengers, at $1,440 each, instead of 10 skilled 
laborers, at $1,000 each, for the Senate; 
Increasing the y of 3 laborers from $720 to $840 each, for the Senate: 
Appropriating for 12 additional Capitol policemen, at $1,100 each, in lieu of 
7 watchmen now employed in the Capitol Grounds, at $840 each; 
Appropriating for 38 annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of 
committees, at $1,500 each; 
cree for 3 additional clerks, at $900 each, for the execution of th 


e 
copy. w, and for a register of copyrights, at $2,000, to be selected by 
the Gohat Committee on the Li : pyrig 

Regulating time of meeting of le; ture of New Mexico; 

Providing for pas dist: ting advance sheets of the opinions of 
the Supreme Court to all circuit and district judges; 

Providing for a messenger, at $2,000, to orm the duties of librarian and 
crier for the circuit court of appeals of the ae judicial circuit; 

Increasing the salary of the marshal of the District of Columbia from $5,000 


$6,000; and 

Striking out the provision proposed by the House regulating the appoint- 

ment and fees of United States commissioners. 

HENRY H. BINGHAM, 

JNO. E. McoCALL, 

ALEXANDER M. +4 
Managers on the part of the House, 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the report of 
the committee of conference. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Idonotknow whether thereisany desireon the 


part of the House to debate sere sg and disagreements of the 
report. Ifthereareany inquiriesto be made, lam ready to answer 


them. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania if there is any legislation in regard to the capital of 
Oklahoma Territory? 

Mr. BINGHAM. In what respect? 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. There, is some money in one of these ap- 
poe bills, appropriated for some purpose; and, in connec- 


on with that, 1 am informed that there has bee -” in by the 


n 
Senate a limitation on the of the Territorial legi 
islate upon the subject of the capital of the Territory. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 1 would say to the gentleman from Ohio that 
it is not in this conference, but was acted apes in the first confer- 
ence by this committee, providing that the legislative assembly as 
to Oklahoma shall not consider any proposition or any to 
remove the seat of the government of said Territory from its 
present location. That was upon by the first conference, 
and is therefore not before us in this conference. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then it was agreed that a certain town 
should perpetually, until Statehood comes in, be established as the 
capital of the State, and putting it out of the power of the people 
of Oklahoma to have any voice in the matter of their capital. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Iagain state to the gentleman from Ohio that 
that par: h hasalready aoe — in the first conference. 

Mr. G OSVENOR. It is a piece of legislation that ought to 
destroy any man that has been a any a ee eer » I 
have here a protest from a number of the largest towns of the 
Territory—a number of them—protesting against that legislation. 
I only voice that sentiment. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I submit that this committee at this time has 
no ek over the subject. 
“otk < VENOR. ell, I want the responsibility to be fixed; 

is 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I am responsible in a measure for 
the insertion of that provision in the bill. I desire to state that 
ever since Oklahoma was —— to settlement Congress has in- 
serted, except in the first bill, a like provision. The gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. STEELE], now a member of this House, was the 
first governor of the Territory. Congress provided where the 
temporary seatof governmentshouldbe. The legislativeassembl 
met, and more ea ae action never was known than that whi 
was taken by that legislature concerning thecapitallocation. Since 
that time most of the officials of the Territory, Democrats and Re- 
publicans alike, have appealed to Co to remove the bility 
ofa repetition of that before the le of the Territory have 
the right to determine by ballot where they desire to have toe 
tallocated. Inreply tothegentleman from Ohio, I want tosay this: 
That perhaps were he not rankling with reference to other matters 
he, with every fair-minded man in this House desirous of good 
government in the Territory of Oklahoma, would a this 
vision, and he would not have made this onslaught here. If 

ere is an official in the Territory who is not in favor of this 
vision now, he was in favor of it and recommended it to the 


ture to leg- 
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Congress by telegraph and by petition. The only reason now 

dragging this matter in here pos foreooth, I live in t h at 
town and am entering upon a campaign, and it is sought to hay. 
the people of the Territory think that perhaps by some under}iin4 
means I have succeeded in oo provision into the )j!) 

The fact is, as I have stated, that it been in every bill, exem)+ 
the first, since Oklahoma was organized. Let me say further ¢)).+ 
I was in the Territory at the time the present provision was )y¢ 
in the bill by the Senate, but I justify the action of the Senai.._ | 
justify the action of the House conferees in putting it in, ay.j | 
think I voice the desire of our people. I say they have done wo). 
they have done an act of justice to our people. 4 

Iam willing and desirous of our people being given an oppor. 
tunity by their ballots to determine where the capital should be 
and will support that kind of a proposition at all times, . 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, while I am willing to yield for 
a moment, I wish to say that this is not now a matter in dis) ute, 
I desire, however, to be courteous to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, you will not cut me off after my mo- 
tives have been attacked. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I have no desire to cut the gentleman off. | 
merely wish to call attention to the fact that this is not nowg 
matter in controversy. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I — wish to say that there is not any- 
thing ‘‘rankling” in me, and I do not know what the enormously 
distinguished gentleman means when he attacks me in that way, 

Mr. FL . What did the gentleman mean, then? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hap to be the recipient of a large 
number of letters from respectable citizens of that Territory, one 
of which has just come to my desk, and I felt it to be my duty to 
call attention to the matter. That was all I proposed to do. © 

Mr. FLYNN. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will not. A man who attacks my mo- 
tives and undertakes to cast reproach upon me in that way must 
take care of himself and not interrupt me. I have received a let- 
ter which oe to read in It is but one of a series of 
letters which I have received a@ number of people in that 
Territory. This letter is written from Oklahoma City, by a gen- 
tleman whom I vouch for as a highly respectable man, a lawyer. 
He does not authorize me to give his name, but I should not hesi- 
tate much to do that if necessary. He writes: 

OKLAHOMA CITY, OKLA., April 22, 1396. 

Hon. C. H. GRosvENOR, 
Washington, D. C. 
DeAR Str: There is a provision in the bill spropeiating certain moneys 
for Oklahoma that is in to prevent the O oma legislature from 
= relative to the removal of the capital from Guthrie. The 
conference committee at this time, I understand. 

of this section may not desire to agitate that question, 
ot doing justice to the other parts of the Territory. 
has two railroads and is now the city in the Territory. 
oda’ ore any legislature meets 
Congress in the way of each ta ween foie vi ~ = 
action upon the capital question, Guthrie is suffering from 


an 
ennui, W 

PE eet ene tas Sercticry thes the pera 
have the right to say where this capital shall be. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, simply because I had been appealed 
to in the matter, I called the attention of the House to this provis- 
ion in the bill, and I care nothing whatever about it—nothing 
whatever—and the bombastes furioso process by which the 

tleman has worked himself into this spontaneous effervecence 
ere makes no oo uponme. [Laughter.] Irepeat, [care 
oe about this matter. 

Mr. FLYNN. What brought me out was the statement of the 
gentleman that whoever had anything to do with this ought to be 
**destroyed.” Iam willing to let my people destroy me, but not 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I it as due to the House, 
before calling the previous question, to make a brief statement. 
Among the most serious and complicated propositions your «om- 
mittee had to consider were the many phs with reference 
tothe com tion of United States and district attor- 

from the fee system to the fixed salary or com- 
pensation. J Committee of the House rendered 
valuable services to the House in connection with the discussion, 
as did also the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, in the several 
Chambers. ae eee eeneee ance with us through- 
out our conferences, and they rendered more than valuable service, 
and this House is under great tions to them. 

The Senate amended the House bill with reference to the ‘istrict 

it $66,500. We were able, with the «i! of 

J Committee, both of the House and 

’ that 000, so that the House «llow- 
salaries was increased only $23,000. ' 

With reference to the marshals, the Senate increased the !'"s° 
allowance $71,500, and we were able to reduce that, so tla‘ ‘he 
increase is only $4,500. [Applause.] There are between th: 'w° 

the next conference only $16,020 for conten 102 
$67,000 increase of the subordinate force ‘‘ the 
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that this conference report amounts almost to a con- No. 36, $2,700. Copyright clerks. 
—_ of the bill. No. 38, $2,000. Register of copyrights. 
The Senate made a net increase in the amount appro- Nos. 22, 23, 108, and 109, $7,320. Increase of Capitol police. 
riated by the bill of .........-.....-.---.--------- $247, 029. 20 No. 142, $2,000. Supreme Court, opinions for judges. 
| ees No. 144, $2,000. Messenger to circuit court, eighth circuit. 


From which sum, by the terms of the conference re- No. 233. Fixing salary of United States marshal, District of 


ports— Columbia, at $6,000 instead of $5,000. 
The Senate recedes from...................-.---- 1038, 920. 00 No. 305. Regulating appointment and fees of United States 
The House agrees to..............-...--.-...--- 59, 209. 20 | commissioners. ; ; ; 
Remaining in dispute......................-...- 83, 900. 00 “— 83. Regulating time of meeting of legislature of New 
——___——_ | Mexico. 
Total ee eee en ee ee eee ee ne eee en ennns 247, 029. 20 Mr. DOCKERY. I simply desired, Mr. Speaker, to concur in 
In dispute: the tribute that the gentleman from Pennsylvania has paid to the 


No. 11,* $7,560. Committee clerks, $37,440 to $45,000. Judiciary Committees of the two Houses. 
Nos. 12* and 18,* $3,320. Increasing 10 laborers, $1,000 each, to Mr. HENDERSON. I would like to have the gentleman from 
messengers, at $1,440 each, and for 3 laborers, at $840 each, in lieu | Pennsylvania incorporate in the report, or with his remarks, this 





of 5 laborers, at $720 each. statement, a comparative statement, for the information of the 
No. 19,* $57,000, Clerks to Senators, at $1,500 each. House. 


* Relate to Senate. Mr. BINGHAM. I will do so with pleasure. 


t showing the gross and net emoluments of United States district attorneys and United States marshals for the fiscal year 189 
Statemen ’ allowed in H. R. 6248 by the House and Senate and by the conference committee 
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5, and the salaries 























Gross and net | Amount of annual salary— |Gross and net | Amount of annual salary— 
ea | SS | emoluments — 
the Unitec | saq | of the United 
| States district | | aan - States mar Agreed 
District. | attorney from | Allowed | Allowed | confer- | Sbalfrom | Allowed} Allowed ie 
| which hiscom-| by the | bythe | ae | which his by the | bythe | ©Omter 
| pensation, not} House. | Senate.  eaanann jcompensation,| House. | Senate _ "ce 
to exceed $6,000, fon not to exceed commit 
is paid. . | $6,000, is paid tee 
llc tsti(‘i‘sS™SCSOY — oo. oon 2 - oo. 
Alabama: | 
j 11,598.70 | | . 3, 726.08 , 
Northern ~.----+-0-000 0-000 --0-0+ 2-2-2 2 one e nnn en nn een nwe eeeeee ==. F $ 9° 004.31 |¢ $4000) $5,000) $4,000 |} ” 179.27 |¢ $4,000 | $5,000 $4, 000 
| ) | } 872.88 1) 
eh a osn- newcnsanceeonnnecconoacsensceers ! eras {¢ 000] 5,000) 4,000/} 4% 872-33)! 4 a9) 5.000} 4,000 
j 4, 880.00 | | 27, 645. 60 ' 

BOuUtherD ...- c00cec nee one 0 ee coon coc ene cnn nese cenese core esesccccce| ) 4,768.15 | § 3, 000 4,000 | 3, 000 6 450 33 3, 000 4,000 8, 000 
Allasle....--nseeeeneen eevee enenesansees cnseeneecneecnenecencteeseseseee |e ichdiee tat iarltercincanstvansse = sods an seas eT a 
coda codecs enna cececncncensnccserussecens ; Pies + 4,000} 4,000 4,000 |) Fie it 4,000 5, 000 4,000 

} . i 
Arkansas: 
§ 5, 582.80 | | 20, 092. 60 

ii nccdntncccndccce cncesessecacscesecseacecessees ; 5419.30 |¢ #000} 4,000) 4,000 | } 7 2a a7 |¢ 4,000 4, 00 4,000 

$19. 30 | ; 7 |' 

WOOtE oan nncncnnnnensnencnennencnnevenensnencceseeecessneeees-|} Bek wD |¢ 8000] 6,000] 5,000 |} 5,400.85 14 5 ogg | 5,00 | 5,000 
California: | } 

f 4,047.17 | | { ms ' 
EE 1) 1,947.17 ¢ 4,000 5,000 4,500 | 5 ” 85 ¢ 4,000 5, 000 4,000 
g > —- ws 
IE aisssesnccasenvese<eevencsrecceacccesecnccosesee ; 2 00. 62 | { ast 4,000} 3,500/} 14851-59)! 3.000} 4,000; 8,00 
occas ccccns sccncssseccseeocsn saeseeresess } — Staencon |¢ #000} 8,000} 4,000/4 — 1,87-78 11 4 oon} = 5,000) 4,000 
° Ten ep | | me ° 
PU arene enn cece cs cc nese nnce cnc ccccce consecoe cee sceeeese- oreo ; 2, 000 3, 000 2, 500 i} : on On 2,000 8, 000 2,000 
830.00 | a 11. 35 
ES } Pearse |t 2000 | $000} 2,00 ; 611.35)! 2.000| 2,500| 2,000 
7, 055. 00 | 57 - 
SE } Beas tf ane | nidiipoens i ateaed 3. & t 5,000| 6,000 |.......... 
Florida: nual 
- | | o 1* as 
RRR ciatasascccecscsccccscence cassecscaseccsecseseee- Pass or |¢ 3000| 4,000 | 3,800 } BO It 8,000} 4,000/ 3,000 
8, 607.90 | ‘ 752. ¢ ‘ 
SE icbensccsccasacsesenansa-senssenconesqeaceceee Sea |¥ $000} 4,000)  3,500/{ Facet |f 3000) 4,000) 8,000 
— j 13, 001. 60 | | | 5 
3,001. 6 } if 51,231.85 |} 2 a 
inks ne. cnssns osccds vocutsccvecnascccesncces 7959.23 |¢ 5,000 5,000} 5,000 |; 6 611.33 |¢ 5000 5, 000 5, 000 
8,056.60 |i. ern j 15,545.78 |) of . aia 
BOWUNOE 222. nnnne onan nnennnnn-e enna anna nnenenennnnncneneeecseee aoe: 3,056.60 |; 2500} 5,000) 3,500 |; 6000.00 |¢ 2500) = 5,000 8, 500 
8, 856. 60 | P »5 av Or ‘ 
Idaho........ stip iiencnceacccnacesesascdnesesecnsene ces 2 300.05 I 2,500| 3,500} 3,000/} 154.07 || 2500} 3,500; 8,000 
Diinois: ie J | 
, 983.13 |} if 3.885.511) . | — 
Se secliahenississitnn { B 417.68 |¢ %000) 8,600} 5,000){ 3885.51} 5 oo9 | 5, 500 5,000 
6, 708. 60 | } } 22, 876.38 | | 7 . , 
Bsa | +  Sgooes {¢ 4500] 5,000] 8,000} 7878-33 |! 4 tan) 5,000 | 4,500 
rritory: 

Sd  . . cusldcusacucovibcnsfadnecsecceseconceius ee ee 

NTE ee as cncenadseccncfneccacceceeucwesafuccceccecslaceccecce-|sccece = Se a 

os ~, | . a own i a 
EE t 8588.00 |¢ 000} 5,500) 5,000 /{ 16,080.87 11 4 505) 5, 500 | 4,600 
Towa: 

ES ls reas |¢ 4000) 5,500) 4,500 || t 4,000} 5,000} 4,000 

} ‘ore < | 

tk cn drencivasernsarccceesacerenececsececesees | Sias.a0 |¢ 4000} 5,500] “4,500 |} 1 4,000} 5,000] 4,000 
EES a es it 4,000} 5,000) 4,500 |} 4,000} 5,000 4,000 
iliac cnscnccccwcecesecececccces cosets sececees eae ; 5,000} 5,500] 5,000 | } t 5,000} 5,500 5,000 
Louisiana: oe 

oss cossecsncdsaccsecccsensvecccceccesss teed 3,000} 5,000} 3,500 | { + 2,500} 4,000} 3,000 

Western ....... a a os ¢ 2,000] 3,000) 2,500 |} ' 2,000| 3,000 2, 500 
Nee a. s nnceccccececccccccesececees Somat %800| 4,000| 3,000 |} + 3,000} 4,000} 3,000 
a foe eo ; 3,000} 5,000 | 4,000 |} t 3,000| 4,500 8, 500 

‘ 
ce Tales |¢ 5000} 5,500] 5,000 |} L 5,000} 5,500} 5,000 
,816. 





* Net emoluments estimated for six months. 
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Statement showing the gross and net emoluments of United States district attorneys and United States marshals, etc.—Continued. 


Grossand net | Amount of annual salary— | Gross and net | Amount of annual salary 
emoluments |—————_|_-________ 
of the United 
SS an ed Agr { 
8 rom owed |Allowed| ‘ 
hich his | bythe | bythe | °°" or 
ouse. | Senate. an 


}comr 


RS RESEEE 


oe 
SSSR CRSSSSSSesSSESSS SSRs VSIISS 
B 


BESS ES5253 


YBBR RLER SBBANs 


Seen nen One ree Se Oe Oe 


5,000 | 
5,000 | 


| 


4,500 
4,50 | 


5, 000 


S 
= 
Le 


Southern 
Missouri: 


nen 


os 


rinage ss 
e225 8: 


SO en ene 
RekeBes $ 
FSRSREZRE 


Bop 


5,000 


Spann 
te B27 


were 


3,000 


3,000 


+> + 


8, 000 | 
5,000 | 4,000 


223889 


ooo 


oo 8 
PF 


5,000 5,000 


SE58 SPRRSERRESE 
2BSe SRErSeReKese 


PEP 


5, 000 4,000 


i 
6,000! 5,00 


BSZREZ RESTEERES: 


-_ + 
as 


4,000 | 4,000 


DAR 
Sen éf 


5,000 4,500 


=— 
ioe 


North Dakota 
Ohio: 
Northern 


| 
5,000 | 4,000 


BapRen 


*+ 
C 
BREZKLES RF 


PF 


4,500 | 4,000 


5,000 4,000 
| 


Bon 


5, 500 5,000 


895. 
595. 
563. 
, 840. 
697. 
081. 
335. 
206. 
364. 
96. 


40 
40 
20 
79 
20 
45 
86 
55 
65 
05 
80 
56 
75 
52 
ot 
54 
00 
47 
00 
00 
00 
99 


ae 


Fr 
BBE oRes nBeBe 


2oe 
RS 


5,000 | 4,000 
| 


5,000 4,000 


5, 000 | 4,000 


FER2 59 


2,000 


aera orate 
+ 


a 


SABRSEYE RISSESES 


BExrpeso & 
RSESSELS 


SEDEEERE 


8,000 | f 
5, 000 4,000 


oe 


= 
zeG58 52 


| 
5,000 4,000 


sh8 38 
B58 #5 
S2nue Se 


a 
_ 
- 


5,000 4,000 


BSS 


- 


5, 000 4,000 
j 
| 
4,000 | 5,00 
5,000 | 5,000 
J 
5,000 4,000 
4,000 3,50 


2,500 


niertomepiraalansnietie ¥ 


eae 
ee ee 


per FokaSeS oh SSoh o¥ 


RNS P PSS op & 
BRRSRRERSR E 
BEERE EREERSESZS 


SSSSSS RSGSISTB SSRVSSNSSS RSE 


8,500 
4,000 
4,000 


0 SKS sx 


prpegs aE 


Ne Finn ccbtitina si nikita itiancniciinailitblitendvantibelicestutianal 
‘Wisconsin: 


RR os cons éisinank adit deine eaapamiinnbiae 


BESSSE SESSR25 
eeeto® sShtobas 
BBESREZN BEATSNSS SERBSRSASR EF 


FERESN FEE 


* Net emoluments estimated for four months. 
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CONFERENCE AGREEMENT. 








eee 
ER cicenrncecs creme occacs coswanenecsneeeeonses 4, 500 
Proposed increase by Senate. --...........--..+---.02-----+---- _ 66,500 
Marshals: ii dibiiadimen cecesncves ocanceccceseeseseocess 4,500 
INI, doce ceccc-- -----2--ncscoc-scecososcae a= 67,000 
Proposed increase by Senate. ............--.------------------+ 71,500 


e the previous question on the adoption of the report. 

ithe previous question was ordered; under the operation of which 
the conference report was agreed to. ate 

Mr. BING . I now move that the House further insist 

upon its disagreement to the Senate amendments, and ask for a 


Th of the House 
Mr. BuvenaM, Mr. cCALL of Tennéssee, and Mr. DockEry. 
SENATE EXPENDITURES. 


_DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I congratulate the House and 
en uaaie upon the adoption of this conference report, whereby 
the fee eystenn as to United States marshals and attorneys is re- 

Jaced by fixed salaries. 

. At the time this bill was being originally considered by the 
House I made some remarks in opposition to the pernicious fee 

em. I stated then that this reform was beneficial and far- 
reaching, that it would operate to forbid petty persecutions and 
prosecutions of honest citizens, and that it would result in a large 
reduction of the cost of maintaining the courts of the United 
States. This prediction will be fully verified by the bill agreed 


n. 

“. Speaker, there are yet remaining several items in contro- 
versy between the two Houses. Many of them are relatively un- 
important, and a conclusion will probably be reached upon the 
greater number of them at the next meeting of the conferees. It 
may be well to state, however, that the very considerable increase 
of the salaries of Senate employees is a subject of stubborn con- 
tention. The bill as already agreed upon carries $338,162.50 for 
the compensation of 295 employees of this body. This amount is 
exclusive of the salaries of rters of Debates, reporters of com- 
mittees, and the reimbursement to members for clerk hire, and it 
shows that the av cost per Representative for the pay of the 
House employees is , Ek. 

The bill as it comes to us from the Senate, and insisted upon by 
the Senate conferees, appropriates $403,529.90 for the salaries of 
273 Senate employees. amount does not include Senate Re- 

rters of De committee reporters, and clerks to Senators. 

e per capita cost, therefore, oy Senator on account of the com- 
pensation of Senate employees is $4,483. 

Notwithstanding this, the Senate now insists that the salaries of 
Senators’ personal clerks be increased from $1,200 to $1,500 per an- 
num, and the com tion of clerks to certain unimportant com- 
mittees from $1,440 to $1,800 per annum. The House conferees 
have earnestly resisted this proposed increase of compensation, it 
being their aa that the present period of grave industrial 

i a peculiarly inopportune moment to increase the 
of Federal officeholders. 

Mr. Speaker, I will not further comment = this comparative 
exhibit of the relative cost of maintaining the employees of the 
Senate and of the House. The facts I have submitted tell the 
story without the necessity for further comment or criticism. 

In conclusion, I desire to incorporate as a part of my remarks 
the ns historical review, by Hon. les S. 
Hamlin, of the Treasury, of the accounting 
system of the Government from the days of Alexander Hamilton 
until the present time. The entertaining recital of Secretary 
Hamlin shows the various changes made by ‘‘ Uncle Sam” in his 
system of a oe the methods of transacting public 

also that the new system of accounting secures 
economy, accuracy, and expedition. 


THE 
“The old accounting system of the Government wasestablished 
in 1789 by the First Congress, it being one of the many details of 
the original machinery of government authorized under the Con- 
: Se Mitten, than Secretary of the : 
was . The system was one of double chec 
and divided responsibility. 
“Tt for an auditor, by whom all accounts and claims 
were first examined; a comptroller, who 
revised the work of the auditor; a register, who registered the 
and a treasurer, who made payments upon warrants 


“At the timeof the adoption of the system the area of the 

Was less than 880,000 s miles, its population less than 4,000,( . 
and i expenditures only about $500,000. The sppropns: 
tions made by Congress for the support of the Government for the 


oo 


calendar year 1789 wereexpressed in astatuteof13lines. Fornearly 
thirty years thereafter the appropriations for the conduct of the sev- 
eral Departments were made in the most general terms, without 
stating the number of persons to be employed, specifying the sal- 
aries to be paid, or stipulating amounts for any other public 
objects. It was the early practice under the system, and appar- 
ently its design, to have all accounts against the Government 
(except possibly those for the Army and Navy) paid only after 
audit by the accounting officers. ; : 

‘“‘ The growth of the country in area and population and the in- 
crease in public expenditures required in time many changes to 
be made in the original system. The first important change was 
in 1792, when the office of accountant for the War Department 
was created, with authority to settle accounts relating to that 
Department, and to whom advances of moneys were to be made 
for all expenses of the Department. In 1798 a similar office was 
created for the Navy Department. This material departure from 
the original theory continued until 1817, when these offices were 
abolished, and there was created in the Treasury a second comp- 
troller, and a second, a third, and a fourth auditor, with juris- 
diction over the War and Navy accounts. Other important 
changes in the system were those conferring on the General Land 
Office power to audit its own accounts, subject to revision only 
by the Comptroller; the creation, in 1836, of an auditor for the 
Post-Office Department, with power to settle finally all accounts 
of the postal service, subject to appeal to the Comptroller; the 
creation, in 1849, of the office of Commissioner of Customs, to re- 
lieve the Comptroller of such of his labors as applied to customs 
accounts; and, in 1867, the passage of the important act requiring 
in express terms an administrative examination of accounts by 
the Executive Departments before their submission tothe account- 
ing officers of the Treasury.” 

‘This system, thus built upon and patched about, requiring a 
triplicate examination as to expenditures and a quadruple exam- 
ination as to customs receipts, exhibited two fatal weaknesses, 
namely, an unavoidable delay in the final settlement of accounts, 
and an utter lack of power to require uniformly those intrusted 
with public funds to make punctual settlements. It failed in the 
fundamental proposition recognized by every Government and by 
every business establishment—that the essential virtue of an audit 
consists in the audit being as nearly contemporaneous with the 
receipt or expenditure as it is practicable to make it, and in the 
other equally fundamental proposition that sound business prin- 
ciples require that agents be compelled to account for funds al- 
ready in hand before approval is granted to requisitions for fur- 
ther advances. 

HOW MONEY I8 DRAWN. 

‘* Money is drawn from the Treasury, after appropriation by Con- 
gress, under two forms of warrants: First, accountable warrants, 
by which money is advanced to disbursing agents, to be accounted 
for after expenditure; second, by settlement warrants for money 
payable after audit and approval by the accounting officers. Of 
the enormous expenditures of the Government for the fiscal year 
1895, excluding those of the postal service, about 91 per cent are 
paid under accountable warrants, and only about 9 percent under 
settlement warrants. These percentages demonstrate that the 
audit of accounts by Treasury officials serves only to determine, 
in large measure, simply whether expenditures have been made in 
accordance with the formsof law, and that the accounts rendered 
therefor are mathematically correct, and that after an adminis- 
trative examination of accounts by the Department responsible 
for the expenditure any system of Treasury auditing requiring 
another examination by more than one set of competent clerks 
serves only to cause delay, dangerous to the Government, and an 
indefensible extravagance. 

“‘Any accounting system devised, no matter how wisely, more 
than a century ago is necessarily primitive when applied to con- 
ditions existing to-day, and to a country that has increased in 
area from less than 830,000 to more than 3,600,000 square miles, 
with a population that has grown from less than 4,000,000 to 70,- 
000,000, and with expenditures approximating $500,000,000 instead 
of $500,000 annually. 

** From its original theory of an auditor and a comptroller, the 
old system es in the course of a century into a hydra- 
headed creation of five auditors acting under three comptrollers, 

ent bureau (the General Land Office) settling its own 
accounts directly with one of the comptrollers, and a sixth auditor 
acting independently of a comptroller, except upon appeal. 

**Under acts of Congress or by Executive regulations, the juris- 
diction of the several auditors and comptrollers was confusing 
and utterly incomprehensible to the average citizen having to do 
with public affairs. One auditor settled a portion of the accounts 
ofa artment, while other accounts of the same Department 
were settled by another auditor, and sometimes by two other 
auditors. The two comptrollers and the Commissioner of Cus- 
toms (acting as a comptroller) construed statutes affecting public 
accounts without any pretense as to harmony of conclusions. 


rer 
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[A statute passed in 1878 wasconstrued by one of the comptrollers 
as a statute of limitation against certain claims, while another 
of the comptrollers held that the same statute was not one of 
limitation. ] 

‘* The necessity for areform in this anomalous accounting system 
had been recognized and pressed upon public attention for many 
years; radical changes therein had been recommended by Secre- 
taries of the Treasury and other public officials, and it had been 
the subject of investigation and report by committees of Congress. 
That no change was effected until the new system was inangu- 
rated in October, 1894, under an act of Congress, is not greatly to 
be wondered at when all the obstacles in the way of so radical 
and far-reaching a reform are considered, Some officials in the 
public service opposed a change, fearing that it might adversel 
affect themselves. Others, for years absorbed in the daily tread- 
mill of their office routine, could not see anything better than the 
methods in whose practice they had grown old. Tradesmen, real- 
estate agents, and others inveighed against any change, fearing 
lest their business might be injured thereby through a diminution 
of public employments. There were others who, from honest 
di erences of opinion, antagonized the new system as it was pro- 

JOINT COMMISSION. 

“The joint commission of or commonly known as the 
Dockery commission, authorized by the act approved March 3, 
1893, consisted of three renee and three Senators, as fol- 
lows: Representatives A. M. Dockery, J. D. RicHarpson, NEL- 
s0N DINGLEY, Jr., and Senators F. M. CocKRELL, J. K. JoNEs, and 
§.M.CuLttom. Hon. A.M. Dockery, of Missouri, was madechair- 
man. After many months of patient investigation and arduous 
toil, in which they were aided 
by other pudlic officials in the various Departments, and by effi- 
cient and experienced experts drawn from the business world, a 
new system was agreed upon. 

‘‘The new accounting system, as crystallized into a statute ap- 
proved July 81, 1894, went into successful operation on October 1 
of that year, and retains every feature of the old system that 
was of value. The one or administrative audit of accounts 
by the several aaene ents is strengthened and extended, notably 
in the case of the ———— of Justice. The offices of the First 
and Second Comptroller and Commissioner of Customs were abol- 
ished, with their deputies and numerous other subordinates. In 
their place there was created the office of Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, to exercise all the functions performed by the three officers 
ee a avoiding conflicting decisions and concentrating re- 
sponsibility. 

‘‘ The auditors, instead of pelng peeen by numbers, are given 
titles indicative of their duties. eir action in settling accounts 
coming to them after an administrative audit is made final and 
conclusive against the executive branch of the Government, 
except that an appeal may be taken from their decisions to the 
Comptroller of the Treasury by the head of the Department in- 
terested, or by the Comptroller of the Treasury himself, or by the 
claimant, or by the Secretary of the Treasury, upon any question 
of law or fact. The statute requires that when an auditor makes 
an original construction or modifies an existing construction of 
statutes, such decision shall be forthwith reported to the Comp- 
troller of the Treasury, and the payment of items affected by the 
decision withheld until the Comptroller shali approve, disapprove, 
or modify the decision. 

** This provision will necessarily beget a uniform rule of action 
applying to all public accounts. It authorizes the head of any 
Department or any disbursing officer to apply to the Comptroller 


of the Treasury for a decision upon any payment to be made, the |- 


decisions thus obtained to govern in the settlement of the account 
containing the disbursement. It requires also that where a claim 
is presented to an auditor before an administrative examination 
has been made the auditor must cause the claim to be examined 
by two of his subordinates, independently of each other. The 
new law further requires that upon the allowance of an account 
or claim the head of the Department interested shall forthwith be 
notified of the allowance, affording him opportunity to appeal if 
he believes the interest of the Government requires it. This 
rivilege of ap is made effective by a provision requiring the 
retary of the Treasury to fix a time that shall elapse between 
an allowance of an account and the issuance of a warrant there- 
for, thus affording the administrative Department opportunity to 
take an appeal, if one be necessary. 
CHECK ON DISBURSING OFFICERS. 

‘‘Another innovation of thenewsystem which was believed at the 
time and has since been proven by experience to be a most impor- 
tant and valuable feature, is the one requiring that every requisi- 
tion for an advance of mane? 
retary of the Treasury, be sent to the roper auditor for his 
action and requiring that the auditor withhold his approval unless 
the accounts of the disbursing officer for whom the advance is 
asked have been forwarded to his Department at Washington 


y the Secretary of the Treasury, . 


before being acted upon by the Sec-"| Pui 


within a specified time and have been forwarded b 
ment to the auditor within another specified time. is provisi: 
is mandatory and is the most effectual method of preventing 
frauds against the Government that can be devised by any sysi.), 
of auditing. Under its operation, immediately after the >», . 
ment of the new law, disbursing officers were found to |, aon 
arrears in the settlement of their accounts—officers wh, abe 
chargeable with millions of dollars, which they had expend | , © 
public purposes and for which they had rendered no accounts ;, r 
settlement, although directed by law todoso. All of the accu ints 
of each Department of the Government are required to be seit|aq 
by the one Auditor, whose new title indicates his jurisdiction 
thereof, as for instance, all of the accounts of the War Depart. 
ment go to the Auditor for the War Department instead of, 4, 
previously, to the First, Second, and Third Auditors, whose titles 
indicated nothing and whose confused jurisdiction rest, 
inexplicable construction of conflicting statutes or Treasy, 
lations, \ 

‘Under the new methods the work of settlement of 1) 
counts is now as nearly current as it is practicable to |, 


that Depart. 


d upon 
y regu- 


10 AC. 


ive it 


under any system, while undzr the old system the work was from 
three months to two years in arrears in the offices of the seyera] 
auditors. 

‘** The new system has been in successful operation since October 
roval of all the accounting 


1, 1894. It meets the unqualified a 
officers of the Treasury and heads o rtments and other ofti- 
cials who haye given the subject attention and who have publicly 
expressed opinions concerning it, and it is being effectually ad- 
ministered at an annual saving of nearly a er of a million of 
dollars as —- with the cost of the old system. It insures 
accuracy in a degree equal to if not superior to the old system, 
while it is more economical and vastly more expeditious.” 
EVENING SESSION FOR DEBATE ON PENSION BILL. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent that we may have a session of the House to-night, beginning 
at 8 o'clock and extending not later than 11 o’clock, for the purpose 
of debate only on the pending bill relating to pensions. 

The SPEAKER Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota? 

Mr. ERDMAN. on there is leave to print already 
upon this bill, and I y see the necessity for acceding to that 


uest. 
mo. PICKLER. I hope the eee will not object to it; 
there are many gentlemen who desire to be heard. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I will not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (S. 768) for the relief of James A. Moore; 

A bill (S. 26387) — a pension to Jane Christian Marye; 

A bill (S. 2148) for the re of Richmond College, located at 


Richmond, Va.; 

A bill (8.2749) to establish the official survey of fractional town- 
ships 81 and 82 north, of ranges 6, 7, and 8 west, of the sixth prin- 
cipal meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north and west of the 


Niobrara River, and quieting the title of settlers thereon, and for 


es s . 
A Ss ah to — for the erection of range lights at St. 
Josephs Bay, Florida, and at St. Andrews Bay, Florida; 
A bill (S. 1902) ting a pension to Jennie E. Burch; and 

A bill (S. 2501) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshal! County, 


The m also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 2265) to provide for reimbursement of the expenses 
of constructing a sewer upon the permanent reservation of Hot 
Springs, Ark.; and 

A bill (H.R. 4265) granting a to Eliza Wilson. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

Senate Represen: concurring), That the 
ennhinean etn’ Commi ae { ai ake feoate and the chairman 
of the Committee on the Library of the House of Representatives and ne 
other member of the Joint Committee on the Library, to be select! '') = 

and they are hereby, constituted a join! spec'* 


two chairmen aforesaid ape 
committee, with authority to sit during the recess of Congress, for {he pir 
the Congreato Library and the 

at the next session of Congress 


of inquiring into the condition 
Break Gitten tal © sasert a 
tions as may be deemed advisable. Also to ry" 
management of the new Library 


Mo for the organizati: custody, and 
- the _ Libr and the Botanic Garden. Tht the 


said jolt special committee is also authorized to employ a stenogT = 
we aes —— the oa of the inquiry; tha t the necess+} a 
of the stenographer, be taken equally from the contingent funds of the 'W° 
Houses of Congress. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. charges of desertion; and that in Committee of the Whole debate on each 


. . . P bill shall be limited to ten minutes, this time to be divided equally betwee 
A message in writing from the President of the United States those favoring and these cupating the bal. —" — 
was communicated to the House by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his sec-| The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
, J I 
retaries, who also announced that the President had approved and | tion of the resolution? 
signed - _ — resolutions of the following titles: Mr. ERDMAN. I object. 
On A s : SEED DISTRIBUTION 
An me (H. R. 5363) authorizing the construction of a fog signal eet ge acpi 
on the north pier of the entrance to Menominee Harbor, Michigan. |. Mr. ODELL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present for present con- 
On April 16, 1896: sideration the resolution I send to the desk. 
‘An act (H. R. 6996) to authorize the construction of a wagon The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 
and foot bridge across the Chattahoochee River at or near the city | The Clerk read as follows: 
a : é 7 Resolved, etc., That the Postmaster of this House is hereby authorized to 
of Columbia, ae employ not toexceed four assistant lal t ling $3 per , 
. : . > « YO @X cee ‘ ASSISTS aborers, é ot exceedir g $3 er a , lor 
An act (H. R. 1499) to correct the muster of Lieut. Gilman L. such time. not exceeding ewenty days, on shall hemensnsare to dist ribu ’ . a 
Johnson; and ; ; deliver to the members of this House the garden seeds which are arriving in 
Anact (H. R. 88) for the relief of John C. Cutter, late first carload lots, and such assistants shall be paid for such service out of the 
lieutenant, Thirty-sixth Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry. Dh tke Is tl biection to ti iderati 
On April 18. 1896: ' 1€ F YAK EN, is there o jection to the present consideration 
Anact (H. R. 6644) granting a pension to Gen. John M.Thayer, | °f the resolution? | ee . 
United Met Volunteers; Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I know the Agricultural De- 
‘Anact (H. R. 1141) granting a pension to Miss Mary E. Hull, partment has requested members to deliver the labels for seeds, 
dependent sister of John A. Hull, deceased, late of Company F, | ®8suring them that they would be filled by the office and mailed 
Eighty-first iment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in the late without going through our House post-office. Thus far there has 
war of the rebellion; 


been, as far as I am aware, no glut here of the seed or any neces- 

An act (H. R. 5088) granting an increase of pension to A. H. sity for the force proposed by this resolution. It may be necessary, 

McLaws; and but I think it would be better, before consent is given, to refer 
An act (H. R. 6425) for the relief of Clifton R. Anderson. this matter to the Committee on Accounts for consideration. 
Note.—The following bill was presented to the President on Mr. LAYTON. It is entirely necessary, let me say to the gen- 

April 7, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the House tleman. : 5 

of Congress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed Mr. ODELL. The members of the Committee on Accounts who 

by the Constitution, has become a law without his approval: are present have examined the resolution and agree upon the neces- 
An act (H.R.2912) granting to the Atchison and Nebraska | Sity for its adoption. 

Railroad pany, and the Chicago, Burlington and Quincy 


Mr. COX. 1 would like to ask my colleague a question. 
Railroad Company, its lessee in perpetuity, the right of way over Mr. McMILLIN. Certainly. 


a 



























a part of the and Fox and Iowa Indian Reservation, in the Mr. MEREDITH. My friend, let me say, is mistaken about 
States of Kansas and Nebraska. there being no glut of seed here. 


On April 21, 1896: 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 160) to appoint four members of the 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer 
Soldiers. 

On April 24, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 8313) authorizing the transfer of a cannon from 
the — d Arsenal, Rock Island, Il., to Grant Park, in Ga- 
lena, Ill. 

Notre.—The following bill was presented to the President on 
April 18, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the House 

Congress in which it originated within the ten days prescribed 
by the Constitution, has become a law without his approval: 

An act (H. R. 569) a a pension to Sophia J. Hamilton, 
widow of Charles S. Hamilton, major-general of volunteers. 


Mr. ODELL. Entirely mistaken. 

Mr. COX. The question I would like to ask is this: Was it not 
understood that if members would send their franks to the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture he would furnish them to the parties who 
were to supply the seed for distribution? 

Mr. McMILLIN. I do not know how that may be. I under- 
stood that if the franks were sent to the Department the packages 
of seed would go directly from the Department to the addresses 
given, and that there would be no necessity for sending them 
through our post-office here. 

Mr. COX. I think my friend is mistaken in that. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, if it can be shown that there is 
a necessity for this, do not propose to stand in the way of it, 
and therefore I am entirely willing to have it considered, if we 


On April 24, 1896: = a such a statement made as will show the necessity for its 
An k ntin i option. 
ree ee — ee een F- Connels, of Mr. ODELL. I will say that the necessity for the passage of 
An act (H. R. 995) granting a pension to Kate A. Pitman; this resolution consists in a desire on the part of a great many 
An act (H. R. 2340) granting a pension tq Caroline Parker; members to have the seeds sent to them in bulk, so that they may 
An act (H. R. 2797) granting a pension to Peter B. Palmenteer; | ‘istribute them as they please. Whilea great many of the mem- 
An act (H. R. 3993) granting a pension to Joseph Porter; bers have seu.t their franks to the Agricultural Department, yet 
An act (H. R. 3432) 3 the relief of John E. Evans; there are a great many who want their seeds sent to them in bulk, 
An act (H. R. 1050) to grant an increase of pension to Elizabeth and that requires thé sending of the seeds through the Post-Office 
Deshler ting, widow of Lieut. Henry Whiting; Department. There are already two or three carloads of seeds 
An act (H. R. 994) granting an increase of pension to Andrew awaiting the disposition of the postmaster here now, and others 
B. Keith; are arriving, which can not be handled by the post-office help. 
An act (H. R. 1838) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Mr. McMILLIN. DoI understand that they have been sent to 
Corigan; the postmaster here? 
An act (H. R. 8749) to increase the pension of Mrs. Eunice Ida Mr. ODELL. They are to be distributed through the House 
Rhoades; post-office; yes. 
An act (H. R. 2410) to amend an act increasing the pension of | ,The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
Marcus D. Box; of c senetation? , 
An act (H. R. 21 resto i ere was no objection. 
loner Gleckiean,) to re to the pension rolls the name of Sha altiieios wes saree’ to. 
An act (H. R. 2813) granting a pension to Rita Stine; ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
PF me act (H. R. 365) to fix the date of the discharge of Thomas Mr. PICKLER. I ask that the resolution to which objection 
act H. was made, fixing next Saturday for private pensions, be referred 


An R. 3281) to authorize reassessments for improve- 
ments general taxes in the District of Columbia, and for 


_ pees (H. Res. => — — act os ae 

appropriations for fortifications and other 

gust - <yed pprop’ ons othe 
CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to sub- 
mit for consideration the resolution I send to the desk. 

The The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


nt, on Saturday, May 2, immediately after the reading of the 
Ss shall seazive itself into Copumibaen of the Whole House 
Purpose of considering private pension bills and bills removing 


to the Committee on Rules, 
+ The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be referred to the 
Committée on Rules. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I now move that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole for the further 
consideration of the general pension bill. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, REEDSBURG, WIS. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman withhold 
that motion just for a moment? 

Mr. PICKLER. I will withhold it if it is just for a moment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 4992) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate four pieces of 
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condemned cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls 
to the city of Reedsburg, Wis. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which will 
be reported by the Clerk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to donate four pieces of conde smned cannon and four 
— of condemned cannon balls to the city of Reedsburg, Wis., for use 

n completing the soldiers’ monument at that place: Provided, That the same 
can be spared without detriment tothe serviceand that noexpense is thereby 
incurred by the Government. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There was no objection. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOSEPH 8. BUNKER. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 649) granting a pension 
to Joseph 8. Bunker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here’ 

authorized and directed to 


upon roll the name of Joseph 
Bunker, a soldier in the tod do since epee Che pension pall the 9 grec’ Jovesh 5. 
sion rated at $15 per month. 


The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment, strik- 
out “fifteen” and inserting “ eight.” 

he SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 

tion of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. One moment. What war was that? 

Mr. TERRY. The Sabine Indian disturbances. By accident 
this was omitted from the general bill covering these old Indian 
wars. A number of these old men, I understand, had already been 
put upon the rolls before it was discovered that they were ae pro- 
vided for in the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this one of a whole class of men who are 
-— ao sioned? 

RY. I do not think there are many of them alive now. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This seems to be adopting a new class. 

Mr. TERRY. No; this House has been giving relief of this 
kind for a nuxaber of sessions. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Has there been any relief given to soldiers 

in this particular war? 
RY. Oh, yes; severaltimes. Several bills have already 
aan This man is about 80 years old, and if you are going to 
Ko on for him, it is time to do it now. 
LOUD.. How many of these bills has the gentleman him- 


This is the second one I have presented. 

Mr. LOUD. How many more have you got? 

Mr. TERRY. I have not any more now. 

Mr. LOUD. Will you agree not to present any more? 

Mr. TERRY. No; you can not put me under bond in that way. 

Mr. DINGLEY. hen did that war occur? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I should like to ask the gentleman from 
Arkansas whether he attends the Friday night sessions of the 


House? 

Mr. TERRY. I did while I thought there was any chance of 
doing an and then I quit. 

Mr. UD. I should like to suggest to the gentleman that 
there is no reom for privates anyway. They spend all the time 


in pues = 
TERR Well, this man is a private. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would like to know, Mr. er, from the 
gentleman from Arkansas whether there is anything in reference 
to the history of that war that would justify taking this case up 
out of the regular order. 

Mr. TERRY. I think it is just following the usual order we 
have been taking, and ifit has to wait until we can consider it in 
the as ni ght sessions we will not be able to get anything done. 

Mr. Y. I understand the gentleman wants the bill 


Mr. TERRY. I would like to have the bill passed while this 


man is livi 

The SPEAK Is there objection? 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I would be glad to consider this 
bill under the five-minute rule as in Committee of the Whole. I 
only want to know what war this man served in, and whether 
he is fairly entitled to be pensioned. Now that, I think, we are 
entitled to know, and I hope unanimous consent will be given. 
There is no objection to considering it in the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. When? 

Mr. CANNON, At any time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Not now. 

a TERRY. Here is the report. It will explain the whole 
ma 


The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move thatthe House resolve itself into ¢ 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the fur; hs er 
consideration of the pension bill. . 

The motion was —— to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of ; 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the - 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I hope this will be cons 
‘* unfinished business.” 

The SPEAKER. It seems unfinished. [Laughter } 

PENSIONS. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the \ 
House on the state of the Union for the purpose of consi), 
the bill H. R. 8271. 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield fifteen minutes to the gentle: 
New York. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not understand t}, 

gentleman from South Dakota has any time to yield. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the Chair hold that the chairman 
committee has no control over the time? 

The CHAIRMAN. Only by consent of committee unanim 
obtained. 

Mr. PICKLER. It has been done unanimously heretofor: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought the Chair was rec ¢nir- 
ing members. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the Chair is goi 
time, it is a very strange matter that 
have control of it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask to be recognized for 
thirty minutes in my own t. 

The CHAIRMAN. Public business will await the pleasure of 


gentlemen. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask to be 
recognized for thirty minutes in my own right. 

The te CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will wait a moment, until 
order can be obtained. eee The gentleman from 
New York is or fifteen minu 

Mr. BARTLE of Now York. Mr. a I deem it to be 
my duty to make a few remarks on this general pension bil! in 
view of the fact that I was made for two or three days the targ 
of villification and abuse d the consideration of the pension 
appropriation bill in the early part of this session. By the rules 
of our House, according to our standing rules,every Friday even- 
ing is devoted to the consideration of measures in Violation of ti: 
existing law—that is,to bills for the relief of deserters. and to 
private pension bills in contravention of the provisions of exis 
ing statutes. I do not believe in special legislation. If you wis h 
to provide for the widows of officers, pass a general }en- 
sion bill. you wish to provide for a certain class of cases, pr 
vide for that eas by general statute; but do not by rule devot: 
one evening in a week to mn of bills which practi- 
cally violate the laws upon our statute books. 

Now, on one of the evenings in March, when these particular 
bills were under consideration, the gentleman from Illinois (Mr. 
CONNOLLY], who addressed thecommittee, took occasion (0: att: A 
the leaders of this House, and in of the general pensi: 
bill he said, ‘‘ Why does that bill y is no earnest step 
taken to have it it poesedl?” And then ® told us something about 
the chains Nangrrennpaoae egy He said: 

But there is a this House that is blocking this thine. 
holding it it back; 


f the 


to assume control of the 
committee should not 


mat that with the numbers we have we break the 
ins that are binding on this side of the House. 


Well, gentlemen, if there were any chains holding you back, if 
there were any fetters a you from entering upon the con- 
sideration an —S law such as this, kong 
it isa great aoe American people, it is a great pity for 
overburdened taxpayers, that these chains are not binding you 
to-day. That evening was a ag ren evening, bec ause a = 
culiarly objectionable bill was then passed, and that wes « |" ill 
pensioning a photographer, a man notenlisted, not connect: W ith 
the fone 3 oy See not wounded in battle, but wounded. 
would seem, by a stray shot, and as to whose disability there was 
considerable doubt as to ite the result of the shot. That bill 
was , and the President of the United States, on the ~! st day 
of April, vetoed it, saying in conclusion: 

It seems to me an extension ot penaicn relief to such cases would 
door to legislation hard to justify and impossible to restrain from « te 

moe of that bill nsion bil on of the 
ger of passing private on se g the scope 
pension laws without caeelioactio ration and examine 
tion. Now, we have nea a days to the consideration °' 
this bill, and it has come before the House in its 
amended form free from some of the gravest objections to , on 
original bill; but the bill to-day remains as it was in its inceptir ae 
a bill for the relief of Seabee, a bill for the relief of ex-Confe 
erates, and a bill to remnove the requirement of dependenice of the 
widow which is found in the act of June 27, 1890. 


n the 


dan- 
of our 








1896. 









Now, Mr. Chairman 
pensions to the men Ww: ; 
service in the line of duty, and to the widows of such men. I 
believe that they can not be too fully paid. Moreover, I am will- 
> that the act of 1890 shall remain as it stands upon our statute 
hook But, gentlemen, I tell you there is a sentiment in this 
yuntry, there is a feeling am the intelligent people, among 
the very masses throughout the United States, inst the further 
nlargement of the pension laws, against the gement of the 
Gependent pension act of June 27, 1890. We have listened for 
veral days to bombastic and turgid oratory. We have listened 
~ tlemen who would fain make you believe that there never 
had been any patriotism in any country uutil the breaking out of 
our civil war. From the earliest times, Mr. Chairman, from the 
rehistoric man, = otism has been found among all peo- 


uate 


, I believe in giving full, fair, and 
ho were disabled or wounded in the Union 


time of 


jes, and 1 would be the man to fail to give the full meed of 
vraise to the patriot and the soldier who dies for his country. 
von remember that one of our greatest poets, after speaking of the 
terrors of death, says: 
But to the hero, when his sword 
Has won the battle for the free, 
Thy voice sounds like a prophet's word, 
And in its hollow tones are 


of millions yet to be. 


I believe, sir, that by every man who fell fighting for his coun- 
in our civil war, as in every other patriotic le, the thanks 
of millions yet to be could be heard in his death knell. pomeeenae, ] 
Bat, sir, ae ns Sate a to- ay. It 
o question ving money, of granting adequate pen- 
as the men who were slain on the battlefield, to the men who 
were wounded on the battlefield, to the men who incurred disease 
or disability in the service in the line of duty. 

What is it that you proposetodo? Not to extend theoperations 
of the dependent pension act of June 27, 1890,to the deserving; 
not to extend the and operation of that act to those who 
would fairly come within its existing provisions. But it is pro- 

here deliberately, in the year 1896, thirty-one years after 
the close of the war, to impose upon the people an added burden 
of five or six millions per annum in order to pay what? To pay 
largess, to pay bounty to the men who were base enough, after 
having fought under another flag, to become mercenaries under 
the flag of United States. I respect, 1 admireevery man who 
fought only under the Union flag. I respect every man who 
fought only under the Confederate flag. But I have no respect, 
Ihave ne admiration, I have only contempt for the men who, 
having fought under one flag, were base and cowardly enough, 
either from fear or for of gain, to seek refuge under the 
opposite banner; and I ing i i 
on the other side of the aisle. 
I do not believe that you as a whole, gentlemen, desire to pen- 
sion the ex-Confederates, who are not entitled to your respect and 
~ who never should receive the respect of the men on this side of the 
. Have we not doneenough for the ex-Confederates already? 
We began with a very wise provision. Section 4716 of the Re- 
vised Statutes, passed, if I mistake not, first in 1862, reenacted in 
1864, and then again reenacted in substance in 1878, provided 


; 


No on account of pension shall be paid to any person or to the 
widow or heirs of any deceased person who in any manner i 
in or aided or abetted the late rebellion against the authority of the United 


Was not that a wise and proper provision of law? And yet on 
the 8d day of March, 1877, we modified and amended or practi- 


cally repealed the tion of that section, so as to let in the ex- 
Confederates who been wounded or disabled in the line of 
duty in the of the Union. The act of 1877 provided that 


thissection 4716 should not be construed to apply to such ns 
eo ateruasis wibuetecity anlioed in the tee: of the United 
States, and who, while in such caption dneuanell a 
wound or injury or contracted in the line of 
be or that es ay a af call the 
committee fact, whic report 

of Assistamt Secretary of the Interior, John AL Reynolds, that 
when a man was compulsorily forced to enlist in the Confederate 
tone he is allowed, under the existing construction of the law, 
receive @ 
What is 


I 
! 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I did not so understand it, and 
I now ask the gentleman from South Dakota to give me fifteen 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
more time. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then I ask unanimous consent 
that I be allowed to proceed for fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Bart- 
LETT] asks unanimous consent that he be allowed to continue his 
remarks for fifteen minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to know if there is any 
limit upon any member except by the rule of the House which 
allows each member one hour? 

The CHAIRMAN. There is no limit unless the gentleman 
makes an agreement with the Chair or is recognized by the Chair 
for a. certain length of time. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the Chair recognize members of the com- 
mittee when they wish to speak? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will endeavor to recognize mem- 
bers of the committee when they express a desire to be recognized. 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not know whether you would or not. 
[Laughter. } 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BartTLe1T| for unanimous consent 
that he be allowed to proceed for fifteen minutes. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object for this reason: There are a great 
many members who desire to be heard on this bill, and the Chair 
has already given a good deal of time to gentlemen who are not 
members of the committee, and 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York that he be allowed to proceed for fit- 
teen minutes? [A pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I say that if 

we further extend the scope and operations of the pension act of 
1890, we break faith with the people of the United States; we 
break that faith which was pledged to them when the act of 1890 
was passed by the Congress of the United States. Of course it 
was a somewhat singular proposition to enlarge the scope of pen 
sion legislation, then beyond that which had ever found favor in 
any other country in the world; for I believe that I am accurate 
when I state that there is no such pension act as the dependent 
pension act.on the statute books of any other country in the world, 
and no such measure has ever found favor or advocacy in any 
other country in the world. 
It was a measure to enlarge pension legislation so that it would 
include hundreds of thousands of new applicants,so that it would 
involve an additional burden upon the people of the United States 
of millions and millions of dollars per annum, and in favor of 
whom? In favor, not of those men who, according to the words 
of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ConNoLLy], bore the heat and 
burden of the fray, but men who were only ninety days in the 
service of their country, many of them. At the time of the pas- 
sage of that bill it was stated by Senator Davis of Minnesota, 
who had charge of the measure in the Senate, that the whole ad- 
ditional burden or cost would be only some $35,000,000, and that 
estimate in debate was increased only to about $40,000,000. What 
has been the practical result? That we are paying $61,000,000 per 
annum. This very year we are paying $61,000,000 or more to men 
or women who have filed applications under the provisions of the 
act of June 27, 1890. Andnow you propose to enlarge that act, as 
I have said, in favor of the deserter, in favor of the ex-Confed- 
erate, in favor of the woman who does not need a pension, and 
the result will be an additional burden of some five or six mil- 
lions of dollars. 

Among the objectionable sections of this bill is the first section, 
which gives to ex-Confederates the benefit of the provisions of the 
act of June 27, 1890, and which repeals section 4716 of the Revised 
Statutes and the amendatory act of March 3, 1877. I may say 
in that not one of these sections has any merit. They are 
either declaratory of the law as construed by the Pension Bureau, 
by the Interior Department, or they are pernicious in their pur- 
pose and intended operation. 

The third section is objectionable, because it assumes that our 
efficient Commissioner of Pensions, General Lochren, who I be- 
lieve is a fair, honest, and able administrator of his office, and 
further, that his chief, the Assistant Secretary of the Interior, 
Mr. , and the Secretary of the Interior himself, Mr. 
Hoke Smith—that each and every one of them has improperly ad- 
ministered the existing pension laws. It assumes that all the 
cases, going back to a somewhat arbitrary date, January 7, 1893, 
should be reopened, that they must be reopened; and by that 
assumption we virtually hold that the cases already decided have 
been dishonestly and unfairly decided. Now, without some 
reason, Mr. Chairman, without some argument, without some 








The gentleman from South Dakota has no 
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clear evidence and proof, I do not believe that it is fair to attack 
the administration of any Department of this Government. 

The most objectionable section is section 13, which alters the 
act of 1890 in this respect: It makes an honofable discharge no 
longer necessary. Itsaysin substance that it matters not whether 
a@ man was a deserter, whether he ran away and enlisted again for 
merely mercenary reasons and received a bounty jumper’s re- 
ward. Give him a pension; let him come in; let the coward and 
the deserter receive the benefit of our enlarged pension laws! It 
provides that a pension shall be received under the act of 1890, not- 
withstanding what? The words ‘‘ dishonorable discharge” are a 
little too severe, but the substance is couched in more euphemistic 
language: 

Notwithstanding a prior service from which the person on whose service 
the claim depends was not honorably discharged. 

Not ‘‘dishonorably discharged,” but simply ‘‘not honorably 
discharged.” And so we are asked to let in all the bounty jump- 
ers, ail the deserters, provided they hoodwinked the authorities, 
and, having enlisted under their own names, made a subsequent 
fraudulent enlistment and served their ninety days. Give such 
men the benefit of our pension laws! Why, gentlemen, I think 
the proposition is too monstrous even to find favor with the most 
extreme advocate of the enlargement of our pension system. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Suppose a man was forced to join.a 
Southern regiment, but was a Union man, and at the first oppor- 
tunity had deserted and enlisted in the Union Army. Will you 
provide him a pension? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In answer to that question, 
Mr. Chairman, I shall cail the attention of the gentleman to the 
fact that in Lougee’s appeal (7 Pension Decisions, 586) it was an- 
nounced relative to service in the Confederate army as affecting 
right to pension under act of June 27, 1890: 

That where there is a record of service in the Confederate army, whether 
by conscription or otherwise, such record failing to show whether such serv- 
ice was voluntary or involuntary, it will be presumed that service was vol- 
untary; and while such presumption may be rebutted, the burden of proof 
is on him to show that such service was not voluntary. 

That, it will be conceded, is perfectly proper. 
read the next section: 

Where it is shown that a claimant voluntarily engaged in or aided and 
abetted the rebellion, his claim under the act of June 27, 1890, should be re- 
jected under section 4716, Revised Statutes; but where it is shown thata 
claimant's service was wholly compulsory, who was conscripted into the Con- 


federate army, he is excepted from the operation of section 4716, Revised 
Statutes. 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 
opinion. . 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In cases where a man was 
forced into the Confederate service, I have no objection. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Where you can discriminate that class 
from the other class you have been describing? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Where you can not discrimi- 
nate, no pension at all should be paid. 

Mr. WATSON of Okio. Does the gentleman think that no pen- 
sion should be paid to men who deserve a pension who were forced 
into the Confederate army? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. What Isay is that where a man 
can show that his service was compulsory, not voluntary—that he 
was forced into the Army-—let him have the pension. But where, 
as in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred—yes, I may say as in 
nine hundred and ninety-nine cases out of a thousand—the serv- 
ice was entirely voluntary, no pension should be paid to the man 
under any circumstances; and I claim that the act of March 3, 
1877, giving such man a pension when wounded or disabled in 
the line of duty is radically wrong and absolutely improper. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. The Mexican soldier who was drawing a pen- 
sion and who went into the Confederate army had his pension 
stopped under that section for a time; the soldier who served in 
the Indian wars and who was drawing a pension and afterwards 
went into the Confederate army had his pension also stopped for 
a time; and so of the Navy as well as of the Army. Now, there 
have been five different acts of Congress with reference to these 
matters restoring these pensions. Let meask the gentleman from 
New York, then, why should he treat the Union soldier differ- 
ently or with less consideration than he is willing to give to the 
soldier of the Mexican war or the Indian wars? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Iam not in favor of treating 
the soldier in any war in any different manner. I favor treating 
all alike, and if improper laws have been passed by the Congress 
of the United States in the past it is not within my power to 
revise them all to-day. 

Mr. PICKLER. But take the case of a man who served in the 
Confederate <7 and afterwards went into the Union service 
and was disabled and injured in the defense of the Union. I 
would like to ask the gentleman why he would treat him differ- 
ently from the Mexican war soldier or any other soldier? 


Now, I go on to 


Iask for the gentleman’s individual 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have never voted to +, 
the soldier of the Mexican war in the way the gentleman refer... 

Mr. PICKLER. But do you object to that principle? (4), ..., 
say that a man who served in the Confederate army ani ,;; : 
wards went into the Union service and became disabled ;. .,,, 
less entitled to the pension than the man who served in th. \y 
can war and afterwards went into the Confederate ser); 
had his pension restored? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. If sucha thing was do; 
reference to the other wars in which this country was , 
it does not make it right to repeat the wrong in this cas. | 
clearly wrong, clearly improper, and I do not advocate any ey,) 
provision in any statute. Pe 

Mr. MILNES. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have but a very brief tino 
and will yield to the gentleman for a question but not an grey! 
ment. = 

Mr. MILNES. Only a question. The gentleman made. ..;, 
ment a moment ago, if I understood him aright, that ay jyoyop. 
able discharge had been made unnecessary under this bil], Pocs 
gentleman pretend to say that that is one of the effects of this 

ill? : 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I say a second discharge, jf 
an honorable discharge, is held sufficient to wipe out « | 
dishonorable discharge. I contend that a previous dishonorahjo 
discharge ought to be sufficient to keep a man off the pension rolis 
at any time and for all time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, we have in this bill a provyi- 
sion of law which removes the necessity for dependence on the 
part of the widow, and provides that a widow who has an ineome 
of $300 a year can receive an additional pension of $96, when her 
sister, with no income whatever, is given but $96. That, I say. is 
— and manifestly unjust. ; 

he bill changes the provision of the law of 1890 in three essen- 
tial particulars. First, it lets in an enormous class of ex-Confed- 
erates to the pension roll who should never receive a dollar from 
the public Treasury. It further enlarges the law in this respect, 
that deserters—men who were dishonorably discharged from the 
service of the United States—may be restored to an honorable con- 
dition and receive a pension, and it further enlarges it so as to 
eee a class of widows who do not need the benefit of the pension 
aws. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to testify to the pleasure and ap- 
preciation with which I have read the remarks of my colleague 
[Mr. McCLELLAnN}], from the city and State of New York. | honor 
the distinguished gentleman; I honor his courage and maunliness 
and ability, and although I could not a noting the ridiculous 
criticism made upon him by a gentleman from another part of the 
State of New York—from the cityof Buffalo—that criticism will 
be received either with utter indifference or with contem)t. 

Mr. MAHANY. Will po ge yield for a moment? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHANY. I understood the gentleman to say that I 
made an attack on my colleague from New York? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. In your remarks, if they were 
correctly reported in the RECORD, you said you were sorry to see 
the son of so distinguished a general blocking the path of justice 
for the veterans of the late war. 

Mr. MAHANY. Does the gentleman construe that into an 
attack? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should say it was an attack. 

Mr. MAHANY. The gentleman is entitled to his construction 
of the lan age. 

Mr. BARTL TT of New York. Ishould certainly call a charge 
that the gentleman was blocking the path of justice an attack, 
notwithstanding the gentleman tells us that he is an inhentor«! 
the splendid and inspiring possibilities of this Republic. [Laus)- 
ter.] Now, most people are the inheritors of actualities. Most 
people do not inherit bilities. I do not know of any law, 
— physical or legal, by which a man can inherit incre poss! 

ilities. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for ten minutes. 


[Mr. GROSVENOR addressed the committee. See Appenlix-] 


Mr. KERR Mr. Chairman, it has never been so difficult tos 
cure a pension, and ially an adequate pension, as during (' 
last three years. e party in its years of pow«T ei 
vided just and liberal pension laws, and while the executive 4” 
administrative officers were of its choosing no serious © ynplaint 
was made tt the Pension Bureau. nate be 

The unholy crusade against the old soldiers of the Repub 
this Administration was notaccidental in its origin nor }"")""" 
to secure needed reforms. It was begun designedly, W'' Pe : 
meditation and malice aforethought. From beginning ‘\ nt - 
infamous course has not been relieved by one redeeming erret 

The first message of the present President invited the attac® 


i+ 


revlous 
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tion of his Administration the batteries 
the were trained on the broken and decimated 
ranks of the boys in blue, upon the remnant of the once grand 
army, upon the remnant of the once magnificent legions of Grant 
and Sherman, that bore theold flag through sunshine and storm, 
in victory and defeat, from Philippi to Petersburg. 

The appointment of the gentleman who presides over the Inte- 


in the very © 
= Governmen 


rior ent created an en mp in which patriotism itself 
has withered and made — e a just administration of the 
sion laws. He was and is a post bellum Confederate civilian, 
and I do not use the word Confederate as a term of opprobrium. 
and honor courage wherever it is displayed. I do not 
forget that 500,000 Americans fought in the Southern army for 
Southern homes and firesides, for what they believed to be right, 
and with a valor and heroism that made glorious and immortal 
the victory of the Union arms. 

Ifa erate soldier had been appointed to administer the 
Interior ent I believe justice would have been done the 
Union soldiers. I conceive that it is not from this quarter that 
danger comes or is threatened, but rather from such cold-blooded 
civilians as the Secretary of the Interior and the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. BARTLETT], whose unreasonable and unpatriotic 
attack upon the pension appropriation bill is still remembered. 

Tt would have been a most fitting thing, it would have more 
than half redeemed his fame, had the President appointed a Union 
soldier as Secretary of the Interior. It would have been proper 
had he appointed a Confederate soldier; one who, in good faith, 
had eccepied the results and settlements of the war. But he ap- 
inted neither. He appointed a man who, no doubt, is patriotic 
in the ordinary qualities of that term and in the ordinary duties of 
office and citizenship, yet who was wholly unfit for one of the great 
duties of his position, namely, the administration of the Pension 
Office, because he had imbibed all the prejudices of his section 

the Union cause and those who battled for it, and had not 
ose prejudices softened and neutralized by the chivalry and 
eship which inheres in every soldier whether he marched 

under ‘‘Old Glory” or the Stars and Bars. 

The President at the beginning of this profited much by the 
experience of his first Administration, He found vetoing private 
pension bills too slow for his sanguinary temperament. By that 

the mortality of his attacks was limited by the number 
attempted to put ween the roll. So he organized a ma- 

chine—a bloodless but merciless guillotine—and for more than a 
year, and until an outraged public sentiment compelled the slack- 
ening of its operations, the old heroes were cut down right and 


In the last three years ingratitude, ‘‘ more strong than traitor’s 
arms,” has broken the hearts of thousands of soldiers and sent 
hundreds of them to their graves, their service and sacrifice un- 
requited. What a stain upon the Republic the rejection of a sol- 
dier’s claim because, forsooth, according to the strictest letter of 
thelaw, he could not show whether the shock to his constitution, 
the drain upon his vitality, which had made him an old man while 
he was young, was received at Bull Run or Shiloh,at both of 
which shots, fresh from home, he breasted the fierce waves of bat- 
tle like a veteran; whether he got it in the dark cedars of Mur- 
freesboro or in the storm of death at Vicksburg; whether in the 
beating the Wilderness, by the stone bridge at Antietam, or in 
bea back the tide of treason at Gettysburg; in scaling the 
— of Lookout to fight above the clouds with old Joe Hooker, 

sweep up and over Missionary Ridge, or with Sherman in 

his immortal march to the sea—the blood of Cesar must be pro- 
duced to prove that Brutus struck, or no. The venue, the placs, 
when, the time, has undone thousands of soldiers who were in 
Army from Mill Springs to Appomattox. These men, victori- 
on a score of battlefields, have fallen before the invincibility 
im ble. In all reason, what difference is it whether 
was incurred in ’62,°63, 64, or 65? Theancient doc- 
e and time was never so strictly enforced as in the 
u under this Administration. e obstacles erected 
_ the soldiers have wrought the desired result. 


the last year of Harrison’s Administration there were 

under the act of 1890, 62,291 invalid pensions, and under 

‘8 8,810. During the last year of Republican rule there 

Were 36,917 widows’ claims allowed, and under the first year of 
Administration 
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16,026. 
But let us look at the edjetiontions under the old law. Durin 
Harrison’s last year in office there were granted 10,223 invali 


and in President Cleveland's first year 6,129. During 
ae Republican Administration 7,295 widows’ claims 


128 and during the first year of this Administration 
As I have these figures demonstrate not only a result, 
Pat a change in the system and practice in the Pension Office. 


these figures we see the cause and ground of the discontent 
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which has prevailed among the soldiers, and which has aroused 
patriotic resentment and protest all over the country. 

Let me dwell a moment longer on this point. Of the 1,443,666 

nsions thus far allowed, 1,234,349 were granted by Republican 

ension Commissioners. Of the thirty-three years since this Bu- 
reau was created the Democrats have controlled seven years and the 
Republicans twenty-six years, or in other words, substantially 
one-fifth of the time has been under Democratic Administration 
and four-fifths under Republican. Now, what does all this show? 
That the Democrats have held the Pension Office one-fifth of the 
time and have granted less than one-seventh of the pensions. 

In this brief history we get some idea of the diluted and adul- 
terated patriotism of the present Administration. If the pension 
laws were administered with that patriotism and fidelity to duty 
which characterized the service of the soldiers to the country no 
complaint would ever reach the Pension Office. [Applause. | 

The report of the Pension Commissioner shows that there were 
sent out during the last year 142,289 ‘‘ credibility witness letters,” 
or an average of 474 per day, or 59 per hour, or about 1 a min- 
ute. These lettersseek and invite information, or rather opinions, 
upon which to reject affidavits and evidence filed by soldiers to 
establish their pension claims. This proceeding is contrary to 
the whole course and spirit of legal investigation inevery Ameri- 
can tribunal save in the Pension Office. The answers to these 
letters are not under oath, and not required to be. Under this 
system a small postmaster at a crossroads may strike down and 
annihilate the evidence of half a dozen reputable citizens. 

A wise man once said that the common law was the perfection 
of reason, and as near as a human institution can be it is. It has 
preserved Anglo-Saxon liberty for many centuries. The three 
main — in this temple of jurisprudence are, first, an im- 
partial tribunal; second, the right to aclear and truthful state- 
ment of the charge; and third, the right to face and cross-exam- 
ine the witness by which the charge was to be sustained. Every 
one of these fundamental principles has been violated in the 
organization and practice of the Pension Office. 

n a civil suit a contention between litigants in a court of jus- 
tice about property of smallest value no evidence is received ex- 
cept it be under oath. No evidence will be admitted unless the 
adverse party has or has had an opportunity to cross-examine the 
witness. Now, take this time-sanctioned and time-seasoned sys- 
tem, the crystallization of the wisdom of centuries, the product of 
the most enlightened system of jurisprudence in the world, and put 
over against it this modern method of character assassination, 
and we have some conception of the monstrous injustice which 
has been practiced against the soldiers. 

An applicant’s witnesses are destroyed, and he knows not from 
whence the blow proceeded. Three or four or five good citizens 
may be blackened and their evidence rejected upon the tale of a 
small politician told to satisfy his private malice or under the de- 
lusion that he is doing God’s service in helping the Democratic 
party. There is no system of jurisprudence so barbarous but that 
it would be dishonored by this proceeding and practice. 

It is simply a proceeding by which witnesses are impeached— 
that and nothing more. In every State in the Union, whether its 
practice is statutory or under the common law, the impeachment 
of a witness is a matter of grave importance; it proceeds with 
that formality and solemnity befitting its importance and the 
results. That is true not only in this Republic, but in every 
country where Anglo-Saxon institutions have been erected, and 
has been for five hundred years, save only in the Pension Office. To 
brand a man as a perjurer is a solemn thing; to deprive a man of 
his property or a right upon the assumption that his witnesses are 
false isa monstrous thing unless it is done by due course of law. 

From the old days of Coke to this year of grace the legal and 
constitutional modus operandi of impeaching a witness has been 
fixed and clearly defined. 

The first requisite is that the party whose credibility is to be 
attacked has the right to face the witnesses and cross-examine 
them. Again, although it may never have been written in the 
law, yet it is the unwritten rule that unless a certain number tes- 
tify against his credibility the impeachment fails. 

e second requisite is that the impeaching witnesses must live 
in the vicinity—the neighborhood—and be acquainted with the 


general reputation of the witness to be impeached as to truth and 
veracity. This testimony must not be predicated on particular 
transactions nor be the product of personal controversy or conten- 


tion. To sum it all up, it must be what neighbors say and think 
of an individual's credibility, and not the private opinion of the 
witness. This salutary rule is wholly disregarded, and upon pri- 
vate and personal opinions testimony is rejected and affiants 
branded as perjurers. 

But still again, in illustration of the obstacles thrown in the way 
of the soldiers in the Pension Office. The form required in tak- 
ing evidence, in making affidavits, is onerous and unreasonable. 
Order No. 229 makes the pensioner’s road a hard one to travel, and 
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I have no doubt it was so intended. No court, no matter what 
the issue—millions may be staked on the result, life or death may 
turn upon the judgment, yet whenever an affidavit is competent 
evidence the certificate of the officer that the affiant was duly 
sworn (and in some States that he is a credible person) is all that 
is required to admit it in evidence. 

Order 229 reads as follows: 


[Order No. 229.] 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., June 19, 1898. 


In the preparation of testimony in support of claims in pension cases all 
statements oe particular case and nc? merely formal must be writ- 
ten, or prepared to be typewritten, in the presence of the witness, and from 
his cat declarations then made to the person who then reduces the testi- 
mony to writing, or then prepares the same to be typewritten. And such 
testimony must embody a statement by the witness that such testimony 
was all written, or prepared for typewriting (as the case may be), in his 

nce, and only from oral statements then made; stating also the time, 
place, ang person, when, where, and to whom he made such oral statements, 
and that in making the same he did not use, and was not aided or ——- by 
any written or printed statement or recital prepared or dictated by any other 
person and not attached as an exhibit to his testimony. 

Any needless delay in the pogparation of such testimony after such oral 
statement by the witness or in forwarding the same to this Bureau and any 
material alteration or erasure will be cause for refeuss such testimony. 

- wi. , Commissioner. 
roved: 


oKe Smirn, Secretary. 


I object to this regulation especially because it carries with it 
the suggestion that the soldier and his comrades will commit a 
my alee they are so h about as to render it impossible 

soldier and his comrades are slandered by inference—they 
are branded as unworthy of belief unless by form and regulation; 
every opportunity to prevaricate is cut off and their premedi- 
tated crime frustrated. This, in my judgment, is infamous. But 
still more infamous is another practice. The evidence—and I use 
the word evidence in this connection as a term of convenience 
merely—secured in response to these witness credibility letters is 
filed away in secret archives. Access to it and knowledge of its 
import is denied the applicant. His claim is rejected and his 
witnesses declared re belief upon this character of tes- 
timony, upon information which he has never seen or heard, which 
he has no aeotenty, to combat, deny, or explain. 

The Pension ce indulges in presumptions against the soldier 
which should not obtain, and it declines to act upon presumptions 
in his favor which obtain in every system of enlightened juris- 

ce. It hasrefused over and over again to ne a party 
whose absence ran into twenty, thirty,and forty years with- 
out tidings. It has presumed disabilities the result of vicious 
habits if proof was not furnished to the contrary. The equitable 
a that good is to be presumed rather than evil, that a 
man’s character is presumed good until it is proven bad, and 
that he is not to befound guilty of an immoral or infamous offense 
or habit without proof are wholly eet although there is 
no place in the world where the flowers of justice and equity ought 
to find a more co ial soil in which to bloom than in the Pen- 
sion Office. As it is now, if any bloom there they are exotics. 

The law ought to be amended as to the widows of soldiers. 
Especiallyshould we treat tenderly and liberally the war widows— 
they who kept safely the little flocks around the sacred hearthstone 
of home while the husband and father was battling for our coun- 
try. How long shall they be compelled to exhaust the philosophy 
and science of pathology and sequence before a few paltry 
from the nation’s riches shall go to supply their needs and make 
ge comfortable for them the sunset slope of life? 

his pension administration has employed assiduously and ap- 
plied harshly the accumulated and refined science an es 
of all the generations of Esculapius to break the threads of proof 

tching from the soldier’s grave to ‘“‘ the weary marches, the 


hospitals of pain, e prison pens, and the fields of battle.” 


It ought, to call into requisition the hundred eyes of 
Argus and the hundred hands of Briarzus to find the broken 
strands and tie them. This narrow and technical construction 


of the pension laws is against the clearly defined and often ex- 
pressed sentiment of the senp= 

The nation’s appreciation of t service and its gratitude to 
the Union soldiers have been manifested in a hundred ways and 
more, The ds upon which they fought have beer marked 
by monuments, and so far as cold marble can enshrine it the 

their heroism and patriotism will descend until these 
memorials crumble todust. Their bones have been 


from 
fields s 


with the storm of battle and laid in consecrated ground 
to sleep the ages out. § id homes have been built in which 
the old heroes can i and comfort until they are mus- 
tered out to join the co es on the other side. The great cap- 
tains, wrought in stone and marble, sentinel watch the 
streets of the capital. On Memorial Day, amid the pe of 
flowers and the sweet incense of beautiful speech, a nation lays 
upon their graves its tribute of thankfulness and love. This day, 
‘in @ civic sense, is the most sacredly conspicuous of any in the 
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calendar of the nation. Itis a day of remembrance and reverence 
all for the dead, and yet all the wealth of speech and eulogy, | 
the tribute of beautiful flowers and tears, can not throw a ray of 
light into the n tents in which they sleep nor add a shade 
luster to their immortal fame. For them the chapter is en,j..) 

and their names are inscribed among the immortals. [Applans 

How much more, then, should we do for the living. Linco), wy... 
the embodiment and personification of grateful patriotisin. 
when he said it was the first duty of the redeemed country t. ;,;),,, 
care of those who had borne the brunt of battle, their widows ,.), 
orphans, he forced into a single sentence the most sacred 0})|j,,, 
tion of the century. In that ‘dread tribunal where laws jp. 
silent and nations appear in arms for judgment” these men wr, s:«) 
——— and republican government from the hands of those wj5 
would destroy them, and placed both beyond the reach of ; 
iconoclastic hand of treason. 

For three thousand years Thermopyle stood the hichest jeaq- 
land in martial glory. The bloody angle at Gettysburg will stang 
above Thermopyle like a mountain above its foothills for ihe n.x¢ 
three thousand years. [Applause. 

The sweep of Farragut up the i P i sinks into insignifi- 
cance the maritime victories of Nelson an tur and the Greeks 
at Salamis. 

The charge of the six hundred is embalmed in Tennyson's poor, 
but the charge of Pickett at Gettysburg will go down the centuries 
as the highest exhibition of courage and heroism in the annals of 


warfare. [Applause. 

y this Republic refuses or neglects to care 
for its soldiers commensurate with their deserts, that day wil] 
mark the beginning of its decadence. Let us avert that day by 
posting this law, and thus compel a fair and liberai administra- 
tion of the pension laws. As for myself, if I should live so long 
and have a vote, I shall continue to the end to vote liberal jen- 
sions to the eld soldiers until the last one has joined his comrades 
on the other shore. ; 

If the opportunity presents itself, I shall vote against the prop- 
osition in regard to deserters. [Loud —] 
oto Mr. a and gen —— oe committee, 

no m my purpose to participate in this discussion at all, 
and therefore what Lan will becouched in such language as may 
comé to me as I p with my remarks. In the beginning of 
this session I was assigned to the foot of the table in the Invalid 
Pensions Committee room as one of a minority of four Demo- 
cratic members.. We have tried in the discharge of our duties as 
members of that committee to be as fair, as patriotic, and as lib- 
eral to the old soldiers of the country as a proper sense of our 
obligations to them and to our constituents would justify. Bur, 
because of the fact that I was born in a State ordinarily classed 
as aSouthern State, and came from a people—I desire to state it 
frankly—who in the “late un tness” sympathized wit! 
Lee and Jackson and the followers of those commanders in the 
South rather than with the followersof McClellan, of Sherman, and 
of Grant, I thought it a indelicate that I should stan 
upon this floor, though born only a short while before somber wat 
uds were di , to discuss questions of pension legislation 
for the Federal soldiers. 

But as I know my heart and my conscience, Mr. Chairman, I 
have tried to put those things d me; I have tried to recog- 
nize the fact t a brave and true and really good and ‘‘sure- 
— ” Union soldier is entitled to the benefit of liberal pension 
legislation by this now reunited country, and I have endeavored 
to act upon that theory. However, as I have intimated, | should 
not have participated in this discussion at all but that I have 
been provoked to do so by the course of this debate. Mr. Chair- 
man, it is not true that this side of the House has dragg«! politics 
into this discussion. I call upon any member on the other side to 

int toone word of violent ———— that has fallen from any 
Daomecnatio member of the Pensions Committee or from 
any member on the Democratic side of this Chamber in discussing 
this question. But can as much be said of gentlemen on the 
other side? I desire to read at this t an extract from the 
brief remarks of the gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. STEW Ar‘) 
on this bill. He 

do da in raw invidious distinct 
tions, bat srvany eo blind as not to see that Gat dena is offered by the 
Bureau of Pensions and the Democratic tion to the allowance of 
the just claims of the worthy soldier? 

And then comes a remark which, if nothing else had been 5214 
by him or by other gentlemen on that side of the Chamber, “ ould 
have me into participation in this discussion: 

Why are gentlemen on the other side so silent when a bill like the °"® 

discussion, against which offer nocohesion, is upfor consideration 
and passage? 


I do not know what the gentleman means by “cohesion —— | 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. If the gentleman will peT™"' 
me, thes fo a muingete t; it should be ‘‘criticism.” ie 

. MILES. ell, I do not stand upon verbal criticism. it is 

the thought which I think the gentleman intended to expre-s '* 


he 





1896. 
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that I ask attention to, and not this mere word 
which, of course, in this connection,’‘means nothing. 
The gentleman goes on to say— 
Does their love for the old soldier restrain them, or rather do not consider- 
Lp ttled opposition and 


*« cohesion, 


ations of se indifference prevail? 

Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman on the other side made that 
remark only one member on the Democratic side had addressed 
this committee, and that was the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
McCLELLAN. What has been said on this floor of the remarks of 
the gentleman from New York, who up to this time stood alone 
on iis side of the Chamber in breaking that silence which the gen- 
from New Jersey ts as an evidence of opposition or 
indifference? I appeal to the fair-minded members of this House, 
without regard to party affiliations—I ap to them to point to 
one remark made by the gentleman from New York in his discus- 
sion of this question which could be properly criticised as partak- 

of undue ip, or as tending to drag politics into the 
debate. And yet, sir, I t that a veteran member of the Re- 
publican a distin ed member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of , 2 man who, therefore, ought to be and 
indicial in the discussion of public questions, when he took the 
— chose to make a violent attack upon this son of a gallant 
Union commander, a brilliant, os generous, and 
manly Amurican, who first saw light of day after the 
war bad closed, 


I think, Mr. Chairman, that when the gentleman comes to re- 
vise those remarks 2 ae they are not yet in the Recorp) he will 
not be content that the fair-minded soldiers of his district shall see 
that harsh, unjust, ungenerous, and unmanly criticism of the son 
of George B. McC ellan. Here are the gentleman’s remarks. [ 
have them as taken down from his lips. Just here, Mr. Chair- 
man, I desire to say I take it that the distinguished gentleman 


who des over the deliberations of this body saw nothing in 
the c , education, training, or history of youug McCLet- 


Law to unfit him for this kind of work, to wit, the work of _ 
sion or else he would not have assigned him to duty 
upon the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, this man, advanced in years, who ought 
to be conservative, who te to be deliberate, who ought to 
measure his words, who ought to know and appreciate the force 
of the English language, says—what, Mr. Chairman? 

tters that ithin , but 
witcha he Saab that bs bears riage bck tothe the ntaecion ols 
reason why the gen may be presumed to be hostile to this measure 
and every other measure that may be introduced here for the benefit of the 
Federal soldier surviving the war of tho rebellion. 

But that is not all, Mr. Chairman. I read further from his 
remarks: 

Because I remember, sir, in ae afar a gontleman had been long leading a 
portion of the armies of the Republic and withdrew from that leadership, the 
next I heard of him was raising the white flag of truce and beckoning to 
South Carolina and her confréres—as the gentleman from New York yester- 

beckoned to the gentleman from South Carolina to support him—beck- 

to them and saying, “‘ Hold on for a time, and we will help you in your 
or! " 
Here is an unmanly, ungenerous, indecorous, and unpatriotic 
assault upon the memory of as patriotic a soldier as ever fonght 
the of the rebellion, made in the absence of Mr. McCuet- 
the floor of this House; made not only against the 
a deceased soldier, but made against his distinguished, 

‘ high-souled son, who was born after the t surren- 
at Appomattox had closed the greatest epoch in American 


Mr. Chairman, I do not mean by my earnestness in this matter 
to manifest any temper, ill will, or unkindness toward the gentle- 
man from Illinois, because of these imprudent remarks; but what 
Ido mean, Mr. Chairman, is to protest with all the vehemence of 
my nature this unjust attack upon a distinguished soldier 


and his distinguished son. 
aoceen there were some other things said by the 


Now, Mr. 
gentleman from Illinois to which I might refer, but I should con- 
of my time in a review of h if I were to at- 
do so. He undertook o give t to the Democratic 
the Mexican war. Asa ocrat, I accept the respon- 
cheerfully, Mr. Chairman. I take it, however, that if 
Grant were living he would protest credit 
men of the Democratic alone for all the honors 
tepec, Buena Vista, and Monterey. But if the gentle- 
ns that —- so as - en 
concerned, I say to him we glory in accepting the respon- 
for of that war, exult in the results of that 
and are proud of the luster it reflects upon the pages 
ROSVENOR. I want toask the gentleman if he has read 
Grant's discussion of the cause and necessity for the 
war in his memoirs? 
MILES. There are a many things which I have up 
time not read, but which when I shall have lived to the 
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mature age of the gentleman from Ohio [I shall haveread. I find, 
Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Ohio has a great deal of 
information upon a great many subjects which I do not claim to 
possess. But that has nothing whatever to do with the point I 
was trying to make. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. You were speaking about what General 
Grant would say, and I asked you if you had read what he did say. 

Mr. MILES. What I said was that Grant would not be willing 
to concede that all the glories of the great battles of the Mexican 
war should be reckoned up by the historian as belonging to the 
Democratic party alone. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the late war, I do not want to enter 
into a discussion here upon that subject, for if I should do so I 
should fall into the same error as the gentleman from Illinois. I 
do not want to enter upon a discussion as to who was responsible 
for the making of the “late unpleasantness;” but, Mr. Chairman, 
when that war came on all of the soldiers of the Union Army 
whose careers reflected renown upon American history were not 
members of the Republican party. I will ask if my friend from 
Ohio ever heard of the distinguished volunteer soldier General 
Steedman? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I served on his staff, and served with him 


for two years. 

Mr. MILES. A better Democrat never breathed the breath of 
life, and, I may add, the gentleman from Ohio was never before or 
since under more excellent leadership. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Nor a better soldier. 

Mr. MILES. And no better soldier ever lived. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. MILES. I do not want to yield further. 

Mr. Chairman, no general in that war ever won a more splendid 
victory than did Steedman at Chickamauga. But the Democratic 
roll in the late war is a long and illustrious one. It includes the 
names of Rosecrans, Sigel, Hancock, Kearny, Schofield, Slocum, 
George H. Thomas, Bragg, and Farragut, not to mention George 
B. McClellan. Referring once more, Mr. Chairman, to General 
McClellan’s sentiments on the question of the late war, and as a 
better refutation to the charges made against his memory than any 
that I could hope to make, | shall send to the Clerk’s desk his let- 
ter of acceptance of the Democratic nomination in 1864, and ask 
that the marked passage be read as a part of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


* * © The effect of long and varied service in the Army during war and 

has been to strengthen and make indelible in my mind and heart the 

ove and reverence for the Union, Constitution, laws, and flag of our country 

impressed upon me in early youth. These feelings have thus far guided 
the course of my life and must continue to do so to its end. 

The existence of more than one government over the region which once 
owned our flag is incompatible with the peace, the power, and the happiness 
of the people. 

The preservation of our Union was the sole avowed object for which the 
war was commenced. It should have been conducted for that object only 
and in accordance with those principles which I took occasion to declare 
when in active service. 

Thus conducted, the work of reconciliation would have been easy, and we 
might have reaped the benefits of our many victories on land and sea 

he Union was originally formed by the exercise of a spirit of conciliation 
and compromise. To restore and preserve it the same spirit must prevail in 
our councils and in the hearts of the people. The reestablishment of the 
Union in all its integrity is and must continue to be the indispensable condi 
tion in any settlement. So soon as it is clear or even probable that our pres- 
ent adversaries are ready for peace, upon the basis oF the Union, we should 
exhaust all the resources of statesmanship practiced by civilized nations and 
taught by the traditions of the American people, consistent with the honor 
and interest of the country, tosecure such peace, reestablish the Union, and 
uarantee for the future the constitutional rights of every State. The Union 
is in one condition of peace—we ask no more. 

Let us add what I doubt not was, although unexpressed, the sentiment of 
the convention as it is of the people they represent, that when any State is 
willing to return to the Union it should be received at once with full guaranty 
of all its constitutional rights. 

If a frank, earnest, and persistent effort to obtain these objects should fail, 
the responsibility of ulterior consequences will fall upon those who remain 
in arms the Union. But the Union must be preserved at all hazards. 

I could not look in the face of my gallant comrades of the Army and Navy 
who have survived so many bloody battles and tell them that their labors 
and the sacrifice of so many of our slain and wounded brethren had been in 
vain; that we had abandoned that Union for which we have so often periled 
our lives. A vast majority of our people, whether in the Army and Navy or 
at home, would, as I would, hail with unbounded joy the permanent restora- 
tion of peace on the basis of the Union under the Constitution, without the 
effusion of another drop of blood. But no peace can be permanent without 
As to the other subjects presented in the resolution of the convention, I 
need only to say that I should seek in the Constitution of the United States 
and the laws framed in accordance therewith the rule of my duty and the 
limitations of executive power; endeavor to restore economy in public ex- 
penditure, reestablish the supremacy of law, and, by the operation of a more 
vigorous nationality, resume our commanding position among the nations of 
the earth. 

The condition of our finances, the depreciation of the paper money, and the 
burdens thereby im on labor and capital show the necessit ofa return 
toa sound financial system; while the rights of citizens and the rights of 
States and the binding authority of law over President, Army, and people, 
are subjects of not less vital importance in war than in peace. Believing 
that the views here expressed are those of the convention and the people we 
represent, I accept the nomination. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let me ask the gentleman, why not incorpo- 
rate, in connection with this letter of acceptance, the resolution of 
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the Democratic national convention of 1864, that declared the war 
a failure? [A lause on the Republican side. } 

Mr. GRO VENOR. Yes; thesecond resolution of the conven- 
tion. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I want to be considerate and cour- 
teous to the distinguished gentleman from Maine, and to answer 
his question in a way that I believe will commend itself to his 
fair mind. I did not start out, sir, in a defense of the Demo- 
cratic party's war history. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 
All right, gentlemen; just hear me out. If I had time I would be 
delighted to compare the history of ths Democratic party in 

ace or war with the unsavory record of the Republican party; 

ut I could not in the few moments that are left of my time 
undertake a review of the history of the late unpleasantness. 
What I started ont to do, and what I have undertaken to do, is to 
defend the great and good name of a distinguished Union soldier 
who has been charged in this debate with having beckoned to 
South Carolina in 1864 ‘‘to hold on for a while longer” and he 
would help her out in the war of the rebellion. 

I say to you, sir, that there is nothing in the history of the war 
that is connected with the career of General McClellan and noth- 
ing in his political history that justifies the unmanly attack that 
has been made on his memory, now that he is sleeping beneath the 
sod. And the best refutation that I could make of the charge was 
to read his letter of acceptance of the Democratic nomination in 
1864. But I must put this question aside, because, having taken 
the floor, in justice to myself I must address myself for a short 
time at least to the consideration of the —— ill. 

I had hoped, sir, I had sincerely hoped, that this Committee on 
Invalid Pensions would bring for the consideration of this House 
such a bill as would command the respect, the support, and the 
vote of every man on both sides of this Chamber; and I believe 
they might have done so, and been even more liberal to the real 
and sure-enough soldier than they have been in the legislation 
proposed by the pending bill. 

r. Chairman, for reasons which have already been well as- 
signed by my colleague on this committee log McCLeE.uan}], I 
can not get the consent of my mind to vote for this bill, and m 
objections to the bill control my vote against it. In view of all 
that I have heard from the lips of gentlemen on the other side of 
the Chamber, this is very strange, use their objections to the 
bill are the things which seem to control their votes in favor of 
the bill. My distinguished friend from Illinois spoke for half an 
heur against certain provisions of this bill, and yet I take it he 
will swallow it as a whole. My distinguished friend from Ohio 
i. GROSVENOR] protested against the very provisions in this 

1 which will control my vote against it, and yet he said frankly 
that he would vote for the bill. 

The sections to which I object are sections 13, 14,17,1,and 8. I 
shall be compelled, because of the few moments that are left me, to 
refer the House to the very cogent and convincing argument made 
7 my distinguished colleague [Mr. MCCLELLAN] for a statement 
of the reasons which cause me to object to sections 3, 14, and 17. 
And yet I want to say—and this is the concluding remark that I 
shall make—that I would forego my objections to sections 8, 14, 
and 17, although section 17 Poo to put upon the pension list 
men who are noncombatants, who never enlisted, who never saw 
war, and men who never received injury in battle. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who? 

Mr. MILES. Pilots of 

Mr. PICKLER. Does 
_ service? 

r. MILES. They saw it at a very great distance, as the gen- 
tleman understands very well. He admitted in his opening state- 
ment, which was a very strong and a very fair one, very free from 
that partisanship that has characterized some of his s hes here 
on Friday nights, and I congratulate him for it—in that opening 
statement he admitted that section 17 included men who were 
unenlisted soldiers, and that it pos to provide for men who 
were unenlisted soldiers. But that is immaterial. I do not pro- 
_~ to stand upon sections 8, 14, and 17. 

ocrat and although Iam the son of a rebel, I would stand 
here and vote for this bill cheerfully except that you propose to 
place upon the pension rolls hirelings who honored no flag, who 
served no country, perjurers and deserters, who were true to no 
cause, and whose mercenary souls made them strangers to the 
manly impulses of patriotism. These people entertained no senti- 
ments, Mr. Chairman, that gold would not stifle or suppress. 

That is my objection to this bill. I can not stand here and give 
my vote to those men who, in 1864, when Confederate money was 
cheap, and when eighteen hundred and two thousand dollars was 
being paid for substitutes, seeing the money that they could make 
which was good money, and seeing the cause for which they had 

ven three years of service was certain to be a lost cause, aban- 

oned that cause and went as hirelings, mercenaries, Hessians, to 
do battle for gold in company with the patriotic sons of the Union. 


nboats and men of that class. 
e gentleman say that pilots never saw 
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Oh, talk about forgiveness! It is not a question of forgiveness 
Of course we all forgive them; but we owe something to the reg), 
true, sure-enough soldiers, of whom our friend from fllincis spoke 
so eloquently and so much with my approval. 

Mr. Chairman, a knows that every bounty jumper in 
the land will be pensioned if section 13 becomes a part of tha 
on no gentleman in this debate has undertaken to dispute 

e fact. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have done. I have spoken without prep. 
aration and somewhat at random. I am sincerely sorry that th. 
bill does not come to this House in such a way as to command my 
vote and my sincere respect. If the opportunity is allowed. | 
shall move to amend sections 1 and 3, and then I will cheerfully 
vote for the remainder of this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. MILES. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Why are you not willing to serve a Union 
soldier as the Government serves all other soldiers? For instance 
the Mexican soldier who was drawing a pension and went into the 
Confederate army had his pension taken away from him for a long 
time. The Congress of the United States has given it back to him. 
It has, under the same circumstances, given back the pensions of 
the survivors of the Indian wars. There have been five acts of 
Congress forgiving these Confederate soldiers who are drawing 
peens. hy not be as fair to the Union soldier as you haya 

m to all others? We have forgiven the Confederate soldier for 
everything now except being a Union soldier afterwards. Are yoy 
not willing to forgive him for being a Union soldier after he has 
been a Confederate soldier? 

Mr. MILES. I have heard the gentleman make that statement 
some three or four times. 

Mr. PICKLER. Itisa statement, and it is true. 

Mr. MILES. It has nothing whatever to do with the case. 

Mr. MILNES. Let me answer that question. I can tell the 
gentleman from South Dakota what the difference is in my opinion, 

Mr. PICKLER. I did not call upon the gentleman from Michi- 

Mr. MILNES. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. MILES. I give the gentleman the floor. That is all right. 
I hope I have made one convert. 

Mr. MILNES. The difference is that these men deserted from 
one service into the other. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir; the question as to what they should 
suffer from having been Confederates, as I understand it. 

Mr. MILNES. the case of the Mexican soldier they did not 
do any such thing. 

Mr. MILES. tis so clear to werety: mind except the 
gentleman from South Dakota that I did not think it was worth 
while to state it. 

Mr. PICKLER. These men were in the prisons of the North. 
Our officers promised them their liberty on condition of enlist- 
ment on the Union side. Those men not only risked the ordinary 
dangers of the Union soldier, but they risked the danger of being 
hanged if caught by their neighbors. These men fought against 
their neighbors for a You have forgiven every other 
soldier, but you are not willing to forgive the Union soldier. 

Mr. M ES. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 

Mr. PICKLER. Are you a Republican? 

Mr. MILNES. Yes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Do not you think Harrison’s Administration 
was friendly to the soldier? It always granted these pensions, 
and this Administration has taken them away. 

Mr. MILNES. Iam not going to indorse everything that the 
Harrison Administration or any other Administration did. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then you are to that? 

Mr. MILNES. I will indorse what I believe to be right and 
condemn what I believe to be wrong; but the question is. what 
would you have thought of a Union soldier who was in Anderson- 
> ah _ who joined the Confederate service on a promise of his 

vy 
Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, that is going to the wrong sile. 
These men came to the right side—they came to the Union, to the 
old flag—and you are trying to punish them because they became 
Union soldiers afterwards. 
Mr. MILNES. I do not want to punish them, but Iam against 


—— them. 
Mr. PICKLER. The Democratic party has always been that 


way. 
Mr. MILES. The best evidence I could possibly offer to this 
House of that kind of good nature which is always forgiving '8 
the scene which gentlemen have just witnessed, in allowing these 
gentlemen to occupy so much of my time. a 
Mr. Chairman, I think I have made myself perfectly «cat. 
I want to vote for this bill if sections 1 and3 are stricken out. 
But if you do not strike those sections out, I give you notice Low 
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that we shall make splendid weapons of them in the next cam- 


~. PICKLER. Oh, that is all right; you have always been 
op to pensions—— 

r. . Now, the gentleman knows that the statement 
that I have always been opposed to pensions is not true, Mr. Chair- 
aM PICKLER. It is, except as to soldiers whom you have put 
up on @ pedestal, and the kind of a soldier whom you say ought 
to have a on is the kind that you do not often find. I do not 
say that the gentleman is opposed to all pensions. 

YeACLES. Mr. Chairman, it is a little bit strange that a man 
who is opposed to pensions should be so careful to maintain the 

nsion roll as a roll of honor and a pension certificate as some- 

ing else than a badge of shame! [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 


Mr. PICKLER. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. DALZELL, chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 8271, and 
had come to no resolution thereon. 


VETO MESSAGE, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays before the House a message 
from the President of the United States. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


To the House of Representatives: 


I herewith return without my approval House bill No. 1094, entitled “An 
act ting a m to Francis E. Hoover.” 
tts by this bill to grant a pension of $50 a month to the bene- 
ficiary pamed, wee served as a private for about one year and nine months 
the Union y during the war of the rebellion. 
do d it is claimed in gay goarter that the present helpless 
of this soldier is at all attributable to his army service. He him- 
never applied for a pension until after the of the law of 1890, 
for a pension for those who had served in the Army and are unable 
maintain themselves by manual labor on account of disability not charge- 
able to army service. committee of the House of Representatives, in 
bill, declare: “‘ The testimony does not show the disease of the 
to be of service origin.” 
ae is now receiving the largest pension permitted under the 
wo 
His condition may well excite our oqmpethy but to t him a pension of 
a month, without the least su on that his pitiable disability is related 
his army and in view of the fact that he is now receiving the high- 
est pension a general law e to expressly meet such cases, 
it seems to me would result in an unfair discrimination as against many 
thousand worthy soldiers similarly situated, and would invite applications 
which, while cult to refuse in the face of such a pte. must certainly 
lead to the tageting ae of all the limitations and restrictions provided by 
our laws ng ons. 
The value of pension legislation depends as ay am fairness and justice 
y an 
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in its administration as it does upon its liberali nerosity. 
GROVER CLEVELAND. 
Executive MANSION, April 25, 1896. ’ 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill and the veto 
message be referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it will be so ordered. 

There was no objection. 


HON, WILLIAM H. CRAIN, 


Mr. PENDLETON. Under the order of the House eulogies 
were to be delivered on our deceased colleague, Mr. WILLIAM H. 
CRAIN, commencing at 2.30. I ask that the order be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the sessi Saturday, April 25, be i t 2.30 p.m., be 
devoted to the delivery of culogien on the late W. &. RAIN, = mer 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, it is well for the living to 
express their sorrow and to pay the tribute of respect due to 
those who have been our daily associates and friends, and who 
have before us passed over the line which is drawn between time 


Itisa duty demanded by friendship, by affection, and by our 
common humanity; and while engaged in this duty it reminds us 
too, are mortal; that we, too, are hastening to the grave, 
t when a few more fleeting moments have passed we will 
into the presence of that Creator who has given us exist- 
opportunity, and to whom we are responsible for the use 


oe ag he has placed in our grasp. 
the smile, the cordial greeting, the hearty hand- 


our friend; our hearts are sore, for many of us have 
him 1 and well, and none knew him but to love him. 
TLLIAM H. IN was a native Texan, born at Galveston No- 
1848; uated at St. Francis Xavier College, New 
867; law and was admitted to practice in 1871, 
taking rank in his profession. Possessing fine natu- 
well educated, with a genial, social ition, it was 


he should in politics. True to his convictions 
his Sitande, ho drow to himself a body of earnest sup- 
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porters who followed his fortunes and made him successful in every 
contest. He was elected first as district attorney, then State sena- 
tor, and in 1884 to the Forty-ninth Congress, which place he held 
by successive reelections until his death. 

No man can long retain friends who is unworthy of them; on 
the other hand, he who through « long term of years and many 
trying ordeals secures and holds the respect and affection of a large 
number of the best among his fellow-men must possess many ster- 
ling qualities. : 

Mr. CRAIN was a poor man; he did not possess the money-mak- 
ing faculty, and he was too honest to barter his convictions for 
sordid gain. Yet when money was needed for legitimate cam- 
paign purposes, men—prudent, calculating business men—would 
use their means in his behalf as freely as if he were a brother or 
son. No man in Texas or any other State had a more loyal, faith- 
ful constituency. When he announced his candidacy at the be- 
ginning of a political campaign it was the signal for all the loyal 
enthusiasm and effort of which his friends were capable. 

His death brought grief to many a heart and he will long be 
kindly remembered by the people he served so faithfully and well. 

When the news of his death was sent the grief was deep and 
sincere. Throughout his district (one of the largest in Texas) meet- 
ings were held at all the principal towns, and appropriate resolu- 
tions were adopted. 

The Congressional committee which escorted his remains to his 
heme was met at Houston, 200 miles distant, by a special train 
occupied by his friends and neighbors. 

The estimate placed upon him by those who had known him 
longest and best can be better shown by the account of the cere- 
monies at his funeral and burial, taken from the San Antonio 
Express, which I here append as a part of my remarks: 


AT REST ON THE HILLSIDE—THE LAST HONORS PAID TO CONGRESSMAN 
CRAIN—DISTINGUISHED VISITORS AND TWO THOUSAND PEOPLE FOLLOW 
THE REMAINS TO THE GRAVE—FATHER SMITH'S TRIBUTE TO THE DEAD 
STATESMAN —MAGNIFICENT FLORAL TRIBUTES FROM A PROPLE IN MOURN- 
ING—BURIED IN SIGHT OF HIS HOME—DETAILS OF THE FUNERAL. 


Cuero, TEX., February 14. 

Tenderly and with hearts whose every pulsation was a requiem the peo- 
ple of Cuero to-day laid in the bosom of Mother Earth all that is mortal of 
their beloved Congressman, WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN Upon a hillside, 
where his children, playing in their home, can watch over his rest, they dug 
rave, and into this they softly lowered his body amid 2,000 drooping 

eads. 

Such a tribute seldom is paid a man. It was devoid of grandeur, but rich 
in simple sincerity. It was a funeral in which all were mourners, a funeral 
in which the most lowly negro trudged feebly along behind the rich equipage, 
in which white and black, gray hairs and kiltered tots, contributed their 

rief to the common woe. ft was an inspiring spectacle—a lesson that must 

ave made its impression upon everyone who saw it 

The shock which the sudden announcement of Mr. CRAIN's death caused 
made the people of Cuero almost insensible of their own grief. Dejectedly 
they hung crape about their stores, made mourners of their houses, and 
omitted no opportunity to show respect to the memory of their dead. But 
it was not until yesterday, as they filed slowly around his bier, and looked 
sadly down on the cold and rigid face they had known so well, did they become 
truly sensible of their grief. Since then this has been truly a town in mourn- 
ing. From the moment his gray-haired mother and stricken wife were led 
away from the casket until this morning at 1) o'clock when the undertakers 
shoved them aside to shut his face off forever from the light of the world, 
a constant stream of people wended slowly around the catafalque to take the 
last look. It is doubtful if a man, woman, or child in this town omitted to 
pay. thelast respects. Certainly more people than are in Cuero did this honor, 

or hundreds were here from a distance for this very purpose 


FLORAL TRIBUTES 


Some brought flowers to lay on his bier. Some were but small bunches of 
violets, dropped by a childish hand. Others were magnificent designs, which 
taxed the art of the florist. Scarce avariety of nature's poems was missing. 
They were banked up a foot high on the casket, obscuring from view all save 
a small space of the glass through which the kindly face was visible. Then 
they were placed on tables and on the piano, and finally chairs had to be 
brought in to hold the wealth of floral offerings. All of them were pretty, 
some magnificent in the elaboratenessof their design, some touching in their 
winsome simplicity. 

Two especially were very striking. One was a circle of immortelles, full 
2 feet in diameter, and with a rim not less than 6 inches wide. Around 
the edge of the immaculate immortelles was a faint line of purple, and 
elevated a few inches above was a crosspiece not unlike that to an anchor. 
This, too, was of immortelles,and through it was “ Our friend’ in purple. It 
was an offering from the National Association of Letter Carriers. who es- 
teemed Mr. CRAIN their especial friend because of his activity in legislation 
in their behalf. 

Another magnificent piece was presented by Mrs. E. D. L. Wickes, of San 
Antonio. It was very elaborate in design. Between two long slender palms, 
which gracefully nodded their tips together, assuming a shape something 
like that of a heart, wasa bank, set incline, of flowers of almost every variety. 
About 2 feet long and a little less in width, it represented Mr. CRAIN’s desk 
in Congress. The outlines of the desk were marked by a border of Marechal 
Neil buds, nestling close to an inner border of passionate dark red roses, just 
opening. The body of the desk was of sprays of evergreens and pinks, and 
in the center an open boole was formed of hyacinths and pinks. Lying diag- 
onally across the face of the book was a broken pen, the stem being made of 
delicate ferns. Rising above the whole by nearly a foot was a cross formed 
of Marechal Neilsand red buds. The whole rested on a wire frame made 


—— for it. 
ere were dozens and dozens of other designs, all of them pretentious, 
while there were banks of flowers tied in bunches. Among the very many 
otferings were handsome designs from “The Ladies of Edna,”’ Mrs. Richard 
King, of Corpus Christi, Mrs. Robert Kleberg, and Mr. and Mrs. Sinclair Talia- 
ferro, of Houston. 

To add to the striking effect of the scene, three candles burned at the foot 
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of the casket, where sat also a crucifix. The candles had been carried b 

three of Mr. Crain's sons when they made their first communion. Indeed, 
signs of Mr. Crarn’s religious faith were manifest everywhere, for, a consist- 
ent Catholic through life, he died surrounded by pri ests, and with all the 
rites of the church. The last sacrament was administered to him by Father 
Foley, of Washington, according to Mr. Corridon, his private secretary, who 
was with him when he died, and who bore his last t messages to his stricken 


wife 

Foom the time the body was brought to the house until it was taken to the 
church this morning it was watched by a detail of the Merchants’ Protective 
Hose Company, of which Mr. CRAIN used to be an active member and of which 
he was an honorary member at the time of his death. This privilege was 
— at their own request, for each of them feit an especial affection for 

m. 

CROWDS VIEW THE REMAINS. 4 


Their vigil was not long, for,save oe the middle hours of the night, 
there were always crowds coming to see the body. Early this morning be- 
fore most people had breakfasted they began to come, and as the day grew, so 
did their numbers. Before the sun had driven the chill from the air the line 
reached from the street into the house. 

Most of the callers this morning were out-of-town people, who had come in 
on the early trains and on the special from Victoria. There was an care 
crowd on the streets, and had not a subdued air pervaded all a stran 
might have thought some festival was about to begin. But as it was, t is 
could not be thought, for it was not a moving crowd, but a crowd that gath- 
ered in knots all over town before closed doors and heavy-draped windows. 
Toward 9 o'clock they began to drift toward the residence where the body 


lay. 

e residence is a big, old-fashioned two-story house, almost square, and 
destitute of the least fanciful design. lt stands in one corner of a 2-acre lot, 
covered with grass. It is but astep from the o——, and between the two 
places the sidewalks were not adequate for the crow ds that passed toand fro. 

Before the crowd became very large this owning the members of both 
fire companies in uniform took — on each side of the walk | from 
the gate to the door and kept the line moving between the wall w they 


Among the callers about this time were Governor Culberson, accom ed 
by Colonel Proctor, Mr. Ed. Kauffman, internal-revenue collector of Austin, 
and Mr. Pleasanton, secretary of the Democratic State executive committee 
State Senator Lawhon was also among tho callers, as was Mr. Rudolph Kle- 
berg, who came to look for the last i on the face of his dead —— 

Governor Culberson spent but a moment beside the body, 
out in the hail until the members of the jonah qveerbanstved. Thon 
wore long white silk sashes, hung diagonally from their shoulders, with 
black rosettes at the shoulder and wh where — a crossed at the button. The 
also wore white silk gloves, and these, with ¢ silk tiles and lo wand. 
cloth Prince Alberts, made a striking uniform. en they arrived Under- 
taker Zurhorst, of on, who directed the ceremonies, pinned sashes 
on Governor.Oulberson and Colonel Proctor, and they were among the hon- 

orary pallbearers. The members of the Cuero Turn Verein, with their silk 
fonuet heovily Ay -t4yr arrived in a body and passed around the 
casket. Then, it just 10 o'clock, the cover was screwed on the glass 


te and the face of WitLiAM HewryY CRAIN was shut from view forever. 
© flowers which had covered it were taken off, revealing a — but rich 
casket covered with heavy velvet. Save for the ornamentation of the mas- 
sive silver handle pieces, there was no decoration. On the middle was a 


heavy silver plate on which was engraved 
WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN. 
November ss 1848. 
February 10, 1896. 


The active bearers w re Charles Breeding Joseph Rice, Dr. W. R. 
Rathbone, oun McDonald, Sef Jeff Baker, and Joseph Sheppard, all of whom 
live in Cuero. These y lifted the casket and bore it to th the waiting 
hearse, to which were a, four handsome black horses. 

bara was ted in the hearse the members of the fire com- 
gre mare and a position infront. The mae bearers 

a tie at ae tae Next, in carriages, w r. CRAIN'S 
—, his sister-in-law, and Ju Mitchell, of Victoria. ona his five chil- 
nae Crain did not attend either at the church or the grave, she being 
semeinely preciees prostrated. Probably a thousand others fell in behind, and thus 
ed slowly to the church. 
SERVICES AT THE CHURCH. 


The big crowd which was standing outside the church, being unable to get 
ission, opened a passageway, and when the procession was in closed up 
and wholly hid it from view. 
At the entrance the casket was met by Bishop Forest and five surpliced 
priests, with crucifix, font, plone 
“T am the resi ion and t he life . ” announced the arrival of the corpse, 
dings. Sl 1 =e nisl he, dep wing the ie Soosten doles te th cuaet _ 
owly up the ie, follo rgy, the was 
borne and placed in front of the altar. Gave thes the almesiedl d chancel were 
dressed in Pid t black, the church was notdraped. High above thealtar, 
though, rested floral piece which Mrs. Wickes had sent. The relatives 
took the front seats on the. left of the aisle and the pallbearers were immedi- 


atel —— 
Then he crowd was admitted until the church was full, when the doors 
were closed, , evens thousand outside. 
Requiem mass differs from high mass yn in any detail ae it — 
nan is very solemn, being almost in dirge time. The 
and © Fartery esoeune, ts but notthe Gloria. Father nS of Se Josephs Ga 
. wv was the celebrant; Father Kline, of St 
Se denen: Foteer, Goriach Tey hor Mire 1 
ton 
eet the alten with, Pati Pather ebenedidton. ee ac, op forces 
the corpse ona guve the 
When the service been concluded Father Smith, of Antonio, ro 
only in a black With o cenctite ta his bolt, etenped to the trontak cee 
altar and e of the 
“Death is an unwelcome sities” he said, “and, yetiate aes 
rank of life. It ougses ae righteous nor the wick 
nor poor, and so ist that one day it asbended Gaivary and, didnot 
come down until it had to God 
Here before us to-day we have evidence of his visit. 
“Among men there is an unbounded ambition, From birth they seek 
attain the influential posit’ onsof life. Many — the legislature of hele 
arery or of their Stat.., and not a few as — to 
thought of men and mold the opinion of the public. 
paner ten wecexyect that wy dg Be Aden Bed epuitt oon tee aghts. 
the legislators the people look for such laws as will conduce to their 
piness, and the one who seeks to rule by laws and enactments aa if he 
Ac , give heed to the higher laws of God. 
The deceased was one who considered the responsibilities of public life. 


In yonder years, when he thought he was destined for public use ‘ 
knocked at the door of the Catholic Church and asked tb be admitted an “88, f 
her children. He was soon convinced that she who had witnessed tho <,,. 
fall and rise of so many people, who for so longa time had governe:| , 
and had assisted nations in ropuining their lost prestige, had a true s. 
liberty, which means to do the test good to the atest numbe: 
told him that there was a God, that there was a Christ, the Son of Gox 
told him that there were two powers independent in their spheres—t} 
itual and the physical. She told him also of the necessity of makin. 
this world for the other, of the use of reason and religion. She tol; di 
this and he accepted it, and those who may have listened to his regco 
oining that church know that, as he frequently said to himself. he 
convinced Catholic.’ He was a convinced Catholic, and, my dear fr} 
took the teachings which he had received from the Chgirch and brought 
into the public arena, anc became not only a Catholic but an Americ, 
ing himself at home anywhere in this country. He was not afraj,; ; 
that he was an American, and his loyalty to the church did not suffer. 
did he forget that he was a Catholic American. 
‘A Catholic American the deceased was, andas Ihave promised not +, 4.) 
you long I can not better illustrate what I have said than to r ‘all to vou 
mind the last speech which he re = in the halls of a - 


bill making an appropriation for chari sper, The thon 
still ring in your ears. Once more he trough: antagonistic: armi the 
fields of “thirty years ago face to face. You saw them fight; yi u 
fall dead and wounded, and on these fields of carnage he showed : you t 

ters of Charity—white-winged ministers of God's are —going about t 
fields holding a cup of cold water to some parched lips, ressing the wi 
of some prostrate soldier, pray beside some fallen boy, and clos’ 
death the eyes of those who had killed. In that peroration- in that 
speech—you can see the Cathe, who, fast in the faith of the church, teach 
wisdom and love of country. “You can see likewise the statesman aj)! ny 
the Constitution of his icing what he which demands justice for all. : 

“T will conclude by ask t a is es toask now. Weha 
so had he, but it is now in a no doubt, now 
of the doctrines of the Gathone ¢ one of them was praye er for the 
dead. And to-day and hereafter, when oe name comes to oo memory, d 
not forget to say: ‘O Lord, have mercy on the Honorable Wi.iamM Henny 
CRALN, the Catholic America’ Congressman.’* 

Then Bishop Forest passed twice around oe casket, once sprinkling it iN ith 
eT ee a ae Then the bearers lifted the 0 

gad, Schoves Bishop Forest and five robed they placed it in tho 
borne to the cemetery. 


CaCs 


and it was 
AT THE CEMETERY. 

The cemetery is about half a mile from the church, on a hillside, and in 
view of the house which was the dead Congressman’shome. The procession 
en route oe quite in front of where his widow lay sick of gric‘ The 
order of march was the same as that from the house to the church, except 
that the honorary pallbearers rode in carriages immediately behind tly 
hearse. The line extended o——° from the church to the cemetery. Fully 
“tho ceremony. at the rave. was SS ee ae 

® ceremony a grave was very brief. ——. oO in chants. 
When these had been sung Forest and each of © priests threw a 
padeful of earth into the grave. en codes active peeeerers, hats in har 
dled singly around the grave, and as each passed head he pulled off th: 
from his arm and dropped it into the grave. 
o Some firemen followed, crape and — <4 of evergreen, which 
Sa Then came the he Congressional escort 
Sao ones yPalied the white sk gloves fro 


Then the ees ee there was an immense were thrown in, 
and ee eo covered the whole with and piled it up high 
to mark the last g place of WILLIAM HENRY ORAIN. 


A TRIBUTE TO ORAIN. 
Austin, Tex., February 11. 

Out of respect to the of the late WrLiaAmM Henry Crary, w! 
remains were to-day to the grave in the cemetery at Cuero, the 
flags a State capital and the the Federal my ae have been flying at hi alf 
mast. oOo mem delegation Congress was more popular 
in Austin than Mr. CRAIN, and the news of his death came to his Austin 
friends like a clap of thunder in a clear sky. Generous, impulsive, and br 
liant, his was a life that shone like some majestic star, dimming those ar 
it by its matchless luster, while his genius charmed and cast a spe 1 on all 
who came beneath its influence. Born where the ocean’s roar made tlic fir! 
music for his infant ears, he seemed to catch that inspiration from the bound 
less deep which moved to mighty deeds. 

The 8S. 8. Prentiss of the South, he knew not what fear meant when duty 
called, for his was the courage of a Richard Coeur de Lion and the at rit of a 
Henry of Navarre. But “he is now at rest, and praise and blame fall on his 
ear 6, now cold in death.” No more will his voice charm wih a agic 
or aon with its —eenenen, and to-day when thegrave received all ths ut was 
mortal of this mighty ae this matchless orator, this fri- 
ty. this genie, Semere and impulsive man, all nature si he i and a 

shadow crossed sun. “ oe See rene gate Bn estar at through 
the firmament shot and was lost. in its iinnee densling, perplex: 


in ing,” and 
. Look where we may, we will look in vain, 
To find thy likeness, O immortal CRAIN! A FRIEND 


EAGLE PASS'S ACTION. 
Eaocte Pass, Tex., Febrvcry ! 13 
The citizens of wate Be Pass, irrespective of met at the court oe use 
2 ht to express the sentiments of if. unity on the untimely 
the Hon. W. H. Crary, Spusits heeneboll Meprenenentive. 
"Sakes Winchester Kelso was elected . 8. M. Simmons 


plcatatio remer ring comition as appainted draft tea y of 


resolutions ex 

Kiso, PN Gosgin, J Oo. Williauns: n, W 
ami ee mache Mee which were 
SEO FEE in te cent otro rofound sorrow of 
the death i ieee. : 
“Second. That in the of the Hon. W. Ee Gnaie Tease bas loet « one 0 
—— —_ best sons and a nation one of her ablest and wisest sormake s 
of the deceased. ympathies of this entire community go out to the far 


That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded to the family 
the deceased and to the press.” 
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While he was sincere in his political opinions and bold in assert- 
them, he mever unnecessarily wounded the feelings of those 


oa some of his best personal friends. 


tion in Aransas County adopted the resolutions which I here 

st resolved by the Republicans of Aransas County in convention assembled, 
That in the death of the Hon. WILLIAM Henry CRAIN the citizenship of 
southwest Texas has lost a most polished, worthy, and able representative; 
that the Republicans of this district share and feel that loss, and join with 
their ic nds in mourning the demise of one of Democracy's 
ightest minds and one of Republicanism's most honorable and talented 
foes; that a copy of this resolution be furnished the press of the State, and 
asa mark of our respectful sympathy the secretary is also instructed to 
transmit a copy to the family of e deceased 


He left to mourn his loss a wife, one of the purest and noblest 
women who ever blessed a home, and seven children, all bright 
and sensible, but most of them too young to battle with the world. 

The grief-stricken mother must not only bear her burden of 
woe, but must also take the place of both parents. 

Our friend had his faults, and no man more regretted and de- 
plored them. None of us isexempt. ‘To err is human.” 

No further seek his merits to disclose, 
Nor draw his frailties from their dread abode; 


There they alike in trembling hope repose, 
The bosom of his Father and his God. 


Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, the last speech Mr. Crary made 
and the very last words he uttered in this House illustrate two 
traits in his character which it must please his friends to recall. 

“ The will take care of me” were his last spoken words 
on this floor, evidently in response to some suggestion of afellow- 
member not recorded, and they evince that courteous respect for 

i with that gentle manliness which was charac- 
teristic of him under all circumstances. 

His last was for the charitable institutions of the District 
of Columbia. In it he begged us to remember those whose tender 
hands had cooled the fevered brows of our brave soldiers after the 
disasters of the battlefields, and who are now devoting their lives 
to ing the afflicted, feeding the hung: and harboring the 
homeless. He endeavored to inspire us with the gratitude that 
was burning so intensely in his heart and to impart to us a com- 
passion for the unfortunate as deep as his own. 

These qualities, with others his friends will well remember, 
bring him so near the great English thinker’s estimate of a gen- 
tleman that I may be pardoned for quoting his words. It was 


Ruskin who said that ‘‘ a gentleman’s characteristic is that of 
finenessof structure in the body which rendersit capable of the most 


delicate sensation, and of structure in the mind which renders it 
capable of the most delicate sympathies—one may say fineness of 
nature. Thatis,of course, compatible with heroic bodily strength 
and mental firmness. In fact, heroic strength is not conceivable 
without such delicacy. Elephantine strength may drive its way 
a forest and feel no touch of the boughs,.but the white 
skin of Homer’s Atrides would have felt a bent rose leaf yet sub- 
due its feeling in glow of battle and behave itself like iron.” 
Who that saw his manly form and knew its sensitive nature; 
who that felt the generous warmth of his friendship, his uniform 
, the brillian iance of his mental make-up and his tender 
can fail to appreciate in his memory the man and the 


I will leave to those who knew him longer—who are more familiar 
with his political career—the opportunity to dwell on the causes of 
his success. Yet it is proper to recall the fact that he pursued his 

career in a college situated within the limits of the district 
which I have the honor to represent, and while there he lived in 
the neighborhood where I have spent my life. 

When we heard of his nomination for Congress in far-away 
Texas—his home State—we felt as keen an interest in his success 
any nd of his constituents, for while with us in the years 
when he was budding into manhood, when he was developing his 
best qualities of mind and heart, he became endeared to us, and 
when he bade us farewell he left behind him a reputation for 
brightness of mind and cleanness of heart and generosity of soul 
which earned for him our ardent wishes for his future happiness 
and , and up to the very hour of his death we have been 
far t to his success. 

We looked, in the nature of things, for a longer life, but the 
Ahnighty , whose wisdom none will question, decreed 


For his in New York who were the companions of his 
early manhood I pay this last tribute of respect to his memory. 
. _ Bor myself I can only say that my association with him here 


was more than agreeable—and all too short. If there were any 
faults in his character they lio buried with his body beneath the 
sacred grass and the saddened flowers.” 


personality, his scholarly attainments, his noble 
soul, his impulses, his tender sympathies, and his bright- 
hess of live in our memories as the characteristics which 
We honored and loved in him and which should endure, 

May he rest in peace. 


differed with him, and among his political opponents he num- | 


| merely to utter a few words, however inadequate 
The Republican conven- | 
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Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I shall not attempt any 
t speech or any formal eulogy of Wiiiam H. Crain. I wish 
, expressi v« 
the esteem and the admiration which I feel for many of the quali- 
ties of the man. No onecould come in contact with him without 
appreciating the fact that he was a cultivated gentleman. His 
manners were graceful, easy, simple, and unaffected. They came, 
as the best manners always do, from the heart within the man. 
One of his most notable characteristics was generosity. He 
generous not merely in pecuniary matters, but nerous 
time, generous of his information, generous of effor 
generous in all his intercourse with his associates an 
men. Another admirable quality of the man was fi 
Whatever faults he had were apparent to all. He wore i 
upon his sleeve. There was naught of hypocrisy in his m: 
He possessed a fine mind, highly cultivated. He had as wide a 
fund of general information as most men in this House, and upon 
some special subjects he possessed as deep and as accurate 
formation as any man on this floor, if not more. I did not know 
him as long as many here. My acquaintance with him began in 
the Fifty-third Congress, but I knew him long enough to appre- 
ciate many of his attractive, high, and noble qualities. 

He was a man of sincere religious convictions, deeply attached 
to his church. Like most men who have mingled much with the 
world, its temptations, and its distractions, he may not always 
have reached his own ideal in a strict following of his own reli- 
gious convictions, but his reverence for them was always deep 
and sincere. The last speech he made upon the floor of this 
House was in their defense, and among the last words he uttered 
was a deeply touching tribute to those pure and lovely devotees 
and ministrants of religion, the sisterhoods of the Catholic Church: 
and, indeed, it is a matter of sincere gratification to his friends to 
know that in his last hours he had the ministrations and the con- 
solations of his religion. But words avail not; he is gone. May 
earth rest lightly and the grass grow green above him, for it is a 
noble heart that sleeps beneath. 


se 


ot 


was 
of his 
r others, 
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Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to 
detail the various incidents which collectively constitute the life 
history of the late member of this body whose memory we have 
met here to-day to honor. Of his biography others who have 
already spoken, or who may yet speak, are more competent to give 
account. Suffice it for me to say that, contrary to popular impres 
sion, the men who have made the most valuable contributions to 
the welfare of the human race, the men whose lives have most 
strongly influenced the current of contemporary history —the really 
great men of the world—were not always, perhaps not generally, 
those whose lives contained the most remarkable incident, the 
most sensational episode, the most wonderful vicissitude. 

Our brother is gone. ‘The dull, cold ear of death” shall be his 
till it responds to the great roll call of the ages in the hour of the 
last judgment. Nothing that we may say or leave unsaid here 
to-day can or will be heard or recognized by him. Therefore we 
speak not to the dead but to the living. 

The life of our departed friend and fellow-legislator offers us 
some useful lessons to be applied in the shaping out of our own 
personal life work. 

Born a Texan, he spent his whole life among the people of his 
native State, and was at one time the only native-born Texan in 
her delegation in the National Congress. Though a part of his 
youth was spent in the commercial metropolis of America, sur 
rounded by all the alluring attractions of the most advanced civi- 
lization of the Western World, yet he exhibited the sturdiness of 
his patriotism and love for his native State by returning to her 
aah oo atthe close of his collegiate career and engaging in the 
arduous and exacting labors of his profession, which ultimately 
brought him distinction among his people. While he might have 
imitated the example of many others by yielding to the blandish- 
ments of life in the progressive East, and might have thus secured 
a high measure of success amid its gayer and richer environment, 
he preferred to cast his lot with his people in the lonely and 

yarsely settled plains of the Gulf Coast; and there he helped 

em to build the foundations of that great Commonwealth whos 

rogress has awakened the admiration and yet excited the appre- 
nension of the older States of the East, and whose wonderful 
growth. has threatened their political supremacy. 

As he made his home, by choice, with the poor and humble 
(though proud, brave, and adventurous) settlers in a new land, 
where ambition and self-interest could find little food for hope; so 
he was always a consistent exponent of that high chivalry that 
pleads for the helpless, champions the fallen, and gives its sympa- 
thy and effort to those who are needy rather than to those who are 
able to repay with interest. In him the poor found a friend, the 
destitute a benefactor, the oppressed a defender. These are the 

ualities that appeal most strongly to the hearts of the masses. 
xes, panoplied in golden armor, attended by a congress of sub- 
servient and tributary kings, and surrounded by all the parapher 
naliaand proofs of earthly power, might well excite the wonder 
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or even the admiration of the world of warriors that gathered 
around him as he stood upon the shores of the Bosphorus in the 
long ago and claimed dominion over the two continents that its 
waters divided; but the picture of Stonewall Jackson, sleeping 
on a tattered blanket in a tentless field and rising at morn to share 
in the breakfast of corn bread and rye coffee that constituted the 
fare of his poorest soldiers—that submergence of self in the serv- 
ice of a great Cause—reaches at once to the hearts of his followers 
on the fields of blood and his admirers throughout the world 
wherever men read history and admire, unselfishness. Whatever 
else may be said of democracy, whatever other deductions may be 
made from its workings, we must concede that where it truly 
exists no man can long retain — public station unless he pos- 
sess some of the great qualities that entitle men to success. Our 
deceased friend easily kept his place in this body and in the affec- 
tions of his people, year after year, campaign after —— , and 
the secret of his popularity was his brilliancy of thought, his elo- 
quence of speech, his magnetic influence, and his chivalric char- 
acter. In this day of greed and selfishness this is no mean tribute 
to the memory of any man when measured by the higher stand- 
ards of human worth. 

In addition to his nobler qualities of mind and heart, our friend 
had his weaknesses, as who of us—who, anywhere—has not? It 
is neither true to fact nor any particular honor to the dead to deny, 
after death, those frailties that the dead themselves did not and 
would not deny or extenuate while living. He who would teach 
us that our deceased friend had no weaknesses, felt no tempta- 
tions, stumbled not in his march through the allurements of life, 
would lift him at once above the plane of mortal men and above 
that sympathy which the world is ever ready to accord to the 
noble, struggling, mee , suffering weak. Of our departed 
friend, it might well be said: 

Is it true, O Christ in heaven, 
Thet the strongest suffer most? 

That the noblest wander farthest, 
And most hopelessly are lost? 

But for him let it be said that it is a grander triumph for the 
man of warm and generous impulses to walk, even with uncer- 
tain and stumbling steps, than it is for the cold, cynical, unfeel- 
ing man to pursue the path of right without deviation, because 
his icy nature makes him incapable of temptation. It is one of 
the most beautiful, because one of the most comforting, thoughts 
connected with Christian theology that when all the individuals 
of the human race shall be convened in one mighty throng around 
the throne of God at the last judgment we shall all be judged 
by One who ‘took upon himself our weaknesses and bore our 
infirmities,” One who trod in the footsteps of our erring life, and 
who, though He yielded not to temptation even when offered all 
the kingdoms of this world, yet knew from experience the power 
of the influences that entice men away from the right. 

If, then, we hope to pm! charity o io ent from the Son of 
Man when our life work shall be unrolled before the gaze of Omnis- 
cience, how much more meet is it that with none but loving 
hands and broad charity should we lift the veil that covers from 
the eyes of the world the frailties of our dead brother? Without 
—s to deny or minimize his shortcomings, let us speak of 
them in tones of sympathy and regret, and with a felt, even if 
unspoken Fee tos that we may profit by his errors and be saved 
from the inherited weaknesses of our own natures. 

While our friend may not have attained international celebrity, 
let us not conclude that his life was not a success. The true 
measure of success is the work that we do for the generations to 
come, for posterity, for humanity. He has not lived in vain who 
has filled the full measure of his opportunity, who has justly ex- 
ercised his means of serving his fellow-man, who has contributed 
something to po and ee of humanity. In the 
laboriously framed fabric of national greatness, woven and inter- 
woven with the threads of complicated purposes, conflicting in- 
terests, and mutual concession, no one man’s work is easily Hr 
rated from that of his fellows. Where so many have contribu 
to a nation’s greatness and a nation’s glory it is difficult to mete 
out to each actor his pro onate share of credit for what it is 
or blame for what it is not; but the statutes of this country and 
the personal observation of many members of this body show that 
our friend and fellow-legislator pane no unimportant part in 
the accomplishment of much that was and is good. His eloquent 
voice was heard and his mal vote and general influence were 
cast for what he believed to be the good of his people and 
his country. Along the stream of his life work lie no dous 
cataracts whose reverberations tell the world he lived; but the 
current of his influence moved quietly and steadily on toward the 
achievement of his aim—the ocean of his country’s glory and 


greatness. 

Let us honor our dead by imitating his fidelity to trust and his 
chivalry of soul. Let us utilize his life even in his death, by draw- 
ing from it lessons that may ennoble our own lives. Duty above 





ED 


selfishness, the use for the public good of the opportunities give 
us by the voice of the people—let these be our aims. And in the 
execution of these high aims may we find in our entire consecra- 
tion to public duty the surest safeguard against the tem as 
that beset him and us, and as a result of this consecration may yy 
secure the highest reward attainable for duty well perform; d = 
the approbation of conscience and the deserved applause of the 
people we are here to represent. , 


ptationg 


Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, we to-day pay tribute to t}), 
memory of one who has been called from among us in the fy] 
vigor of matured manhood, and who it might reasonably hayoe 
been expected would have been spared to his family, his friey dg 
and his country for many years. He had already accomplished 
much, but apparently he had barely reached the beginning of tig 
broader career of usefulness and honor for which he seemed deg. 


tined and for which he was so well fitted. 
The beginning of my personal acquaintance with Mr. Cp ry 


was of recent date, but I had long known of him as one of tho 
gifted sons of his native State, upon which he reflected so much 
credit, whom all delighted to honor, and in whose well-carned 


triumphs we took a just pride. 
At an age at which most lawyers are regarded as mere tyros in 
the profession Mr, Crain became the prosecuting attorney of hig 


district, and by his courteous demeanor, his fair and honora})le eon. 
duct, and the vigorous and eminently successful manner in which 
he discharged the duties incumbent upon him he established him- 
self in the confidence and esteem and gained a hold upon the 


affection of the people of his section of the State which was never 


—— 
a State senator he soon became widely known as a man of 
dauntless courage, of tireless energy, of unquestionable integrity, 


of excellent judgment, and as the most eloquent speaker and readi- 
est debater among the young leaders who were then forzing to 
the front; and it was not strange that the members of his political 
party, which had suffered defeat in his Congressional district at 
the previous election, should have turned instinctively to him as 


the one person whom they —- to have bear their banner, 
and to whom they were willing to intrust the task of restoring 
their supremacy. He was nominated without opposition as the 
candidate of his y, and was triumphantly elected a member 
of the Forty-ninth and of each succeeding Congress. 

Of his work here much has been and more might be said. The 
courtly manners and chivalrous courtesy which had character- 
ized him in all the walks of life, the felicity with which he could 
express himself in debate, his _—— address and happy faculty 
of forming acquaintances and making friends, soon caused Mr. 
CRAIN to become one of the best and most favorably known mem- 
bers of this a 

Why he should have been called away in the very prime of life 
we ean not understand, We can only deplore his loss and extend 
to his bereaved wife and fatherless children our sympathy. While 
we realize that no words of ours can— 


Soothe the cold ear of death— 
it will be some consolation to them to know that others share 
with them their sorrow; that others who knew him far from home 


and kindred had learned to love him and that they cherish his 
memory. 

To us, the comrades in his labors, his sudden and unexpected 
death should teach a solemn lesson. We are reminded that we, 
too, must nd to the summons to = the innumerable cara- 
van, oe — we should prepare for a higher, nobler, better, and 
etern: 8. 


Mr. EDDY. Mr. § , “In the midst of life we are in 
death.” The truth of the — just given was never more 
strikingly illustrated than in the fate of the man io whose mem- 
ory we to-day do honor. : 

ne day standing in his place on the floor of this House, in the 
full flush of vigorous man , his voice ringing forth like 4 
clarion in proclamation of what he believed was right, justice, 
and for the best interests of humanity, the next report was 1n- 
wafted upon the unwilling ears of his associates here that he was 
in the grasp of fell disease, and yet the next and the black, som- 
ber draping of his accustomed seat, surmounted by a white wreath 
, Symbolical of hope, proclaimed to us in language 
impressively eloquent by its very that the stalwart frame 
was cold in death, that the er voice was for aye hushed, 
and that the immortal spirit of WILLIAM Henry CraIn had pass 
from the brief here into the never-ending hereafter, and that as 4 
fellow-mortal in earthly avocation we should meet and greet him 
no more forever. : ; 

The story of his life’s vicissitudes is eventful and interesting 
but I leave its recital to those who were more intimately associa 
with him in his career than L, 
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He was a leader among men, but the task of describing his great 


And as I gazed upon the sorrow-stricken features of those who 


ities of leadership I leave to those who have followed where | stood around his bier the beautiful poem of Leigh Hunt came to 


the great battle of politics. 
ae an orator bounteously endowed by nature with match- 
less powers of eloquence, ripened almost into perfection by years 
of training and experience in public life, but to those who have 
many times and often listened to his ringing sentences I leave the 
task of describing his wonderful abilities and powers as an orator. 

The Hon. WILLIAM Henry CRAIN was to mea stranger. In the 
brief time we were associates on the floor of this House I never 
had the honor of addressing to him a single word in conversation 
or of grasping his hand in an introductory clasp. 

But scenes and pictures oftentimes appear upon the panorama 
of passing events that enable a stranger instantaneously to judge 
the character of a fellow-stranger in certain lines better, far bet- 
ter and more accurately, than a lifetime of intimate acquaintance 
would ie to judge, and such an opportunity was afforded 

e to so ju : 

The only public utterance that I ever heard WILLIAM HENRY 
Crain make was when he stood up in his place and such a vivid 
word picture of battle painted that we could hear the rattle of 
the drums, the blare of the trumpet, the shrill notes of the bugle, 
and the scream of the fife cheering men on to carnage, and the 
deep resonant tones of commanding officers as they urged their 
men to stand firm. 

So vivid was the picture that we could see long lines of infantry 
marching and countermarching; could see the smoke of their 
muskets - hear the whistle of bullets as they sped on their mis- 

ion of deat. 
_ We could see batteries of artillery gallop into position with al- 
most automatic precision, could hear the reverberating roar of the 
ieces as they belched forth their awful missiles of annihilation, 
Sat the rattle of grape and canister, the crash of solid shot, and 
the wild shriek of the shell. 

Spellbound by his magic eee pe oom we saw the charging squad- 
rons of horsemen meet in battle shock, and could hear the very 
clash of steel as saber clanked against saber in the terrible music 
of death. 

Then with the hand of a master he shifted the scenes, and we be- 
held with horror the awful ravages of war after deadly battle, 
where Americans had met Americans on the red field of conflict 
in fratricidal strife, and by the pale moonlight, so vivid was the 
description, could we see rows upon rows of dead warriors and 
thousands of shot-torn, saber-slashed, mangled, and wounded 
fellow-men lying on the carnage-swept field. 

Then his voice sank into the pathos of inexpressible tenderness 
as he described, with such startling reality that before our eyes 
we could see them there, the black-robed sisters, ministering 
angels of the church he loved so well—flitting to and fro among 
the stricken ones, closing the eyes of the dead, moistening the lips 
of the dying and bandaging the torn and mangled with women’s 
tender fingers—black-robed sisters, with vision keen as eagle’s 
to discover suffe , but with eyes so stricken with the color- 
blindness of heavenly charity that oa utterly unable to 
discover whether the recipients of their kindly ministrations wore 
the gray of the Confederacy or the blue of the Union. 

And when he closed with splendid peroration, the curtains of his 


a deep and abiding love for 
his fellow-man and a boundless sympathy for oppreased humanity. 
And when the funeral train, bearing all that was mortal of the 

" ing southward, reached the borders of his 

nativeState, evidences of his love and sympathy for his fellow-man 
multiplied, for love and sympathy always beget love and sympa- 
thy in return, and the uncovered crowds that watched the cortége 
pass by bore upon their faces that wan and disconsolate expres- 
° “o~ one sees upon the faces of those who stand by the grave 
And when we reached the beautiful city of Cuero, his home for 
many the of le that so sadly awaited our arrival 
bore upon their faces that look of sad and desolate loneliness that 
‘ee of one who has lost one dearer than a friend. 
bore him from the funeral train to his modest 

residence, and there in state he lay; and multitudes of people— 


5 


white, black, rich, poor, of all conditions of life—old men and 
oe on staves, men and women in life’s autumn time, 
usbands and wives in the full r of noontide existence, youths 
and maidens, little children led by the hand—came to look once 
more and for the last time upon the features of him they had 
loved and honored. No idle motive of curiosity prompted them 
thustocome. Grief—deep, all-pervading grief—was the im 
foree that moved them to look again upon him they loved so we 
life. Sorrow, heartfelt sorrow, was everywhere manifest, and 
eens nn niet ccay cost nea 
upon a eulogy more eloquen 
than mortal lips can utter, 





my mind: 


Abou Ben Adhem (may his tribe increase!) 

Awoke one night froma deep dream of peace, 

And saw within the moonlight of his room, 

Making it rich. and like a lily in bloom, 

An angel writing in a book of gold 

Exceeding peace had made Ben Adhem bold, 

And to the presence in the room he said: 

“What writest thou?’’ The vision raised its head, 
And, with 4 look made gll of sweet accord. 
Answered, ** The names of those who love the Lord,” 
“And is mine one?" asked Abou. ‘“ Nay, not so,” 
Replied the angel. Abou spoke more low, 

But cheerily still, and said: ‘I pray thee, then, 
Write me as one who loves his fellow-men.”’ 

The angel wrote and vanished. The next night 

It came again with a great wakening light 

And showed the names of those whom love of God had blest, 
And lo! Ben Adhem's name led all the rest. 


I would not have you think that Wr_tiAm Henry CRAIN was a 
man perfect. Nodoubt he had failings many, for he was mortal. 
No doubt he had faults numerous, for he was, like us,human. But 
when I saw the fond remembrance in which he was held by friends 
and neighbors, I doubted not but that in God’s great ledger, the 
only account books where mistakes are never made and where 
errors never creep in, over against the name of WILLIAM HENRY 
CRAIN, written in letters of brightest gold, were the words: ‘‘ He 
loved his fellow-men.” 

After brief but impressive services in the church where, with 
wife and loved ones, he oft had worshiped, he was borne, sadly 
borne,to burial. Deep in the bosom of his much-loved State they 
laid him down to rest and to await the Archangel’s summons. 
Peace, peace to his ashes. 

No stately column need be raised to perpetuate his memory 
among the sons of Texas or their descendants. 

In the hearts of Texans has he left a monument much more 
lasting than marble tomb or time-enduring granite shaft. 


Mr. McDEARMON. Mr. Speaker, it was not my privilege to 
enjoy an intimate social acquaintance with the distinguished 
gentleman whose life and character we are considering. I had 
the honor to serve with him in the Fifty-third Congress and until 
his death in this, but my personal associations with him did not 
extend beyond a passing acquaintance and a few casual conversa- 
tions. I was, however, attracted by his courtly bearing, knightly 
courtesy, and distinguished mien upon my first entrance into this 
body as a member, and I soon discovered that he was one of the 
leading spirits of the exceptionally able body of men, as a whole, 
who composed the membership of this House in the Fifty-third 
Congress. His commanding appearance, melodious voice, pol- 
ished manner, vigorous and impassioned but faultlessly classical 
language, his clear, logical, and forceful arguments always com- 
manded the closest attention of the House, challenging the respect 
of his political opponents, the delight and pride of his friends, 
and the admiration and applause of all. Mr. CRAIN was, in the 
true sense of the word, an orator. He possessed a vivid and 
towering imagination. His mind had been well trained in his 
early youth, and when I first knew him it had become richly laden 
with varied and valuable information. He had drunk deep at 
the fountain of knowledge and was endowed with its rarest 
fruits. His ability to clothe the most commonplace thoughts in 
the choicest rhetoric was striking and remarkable. His long ex- 

srience as a member of this body and his familiarity with pub- 
ic affairs, coupled with his general information, enabled him to 
bear a leading and honorable part in all of the great discussions 
which made the Fifty-third Congress memorable. 

He never failed to illumine any subject which he debated or 
to instruct and enlighten his hearers with his incisive and lucid 
arguments or to entrance them with his matchless eloquence. 
While my social intercourse with him was limited, as I have 
stated, yet I recall several little incidents with which he was con- 
nected which gave me an insight into his character, which, to- 
gether with what I have learned abovt him since his death, con- 
vinced me that he was a man of the most scrupulous integrity 
and chivalric honor; and that his lofty soul was incapable of a 
low thought or an ignoble act. 

He impressed me as being a man of superb moral and physical 
courage; a high-spirited, cultured, dignified, and accomplished 
gentleman in every sense of that too-often abused term. When 
the proceedings of this House were interrupted last February by 
the solemn and startling announcement that WILLIAM H. CRAIN, 
who had so recently been an active and prominent participant 
in the discussion of the grave questions which then engaged our 
attention, was dead, that he had been suddenly cut down in the 

rime of his splendid manhood, had journeyed to that “ un- 
sorered country from whose bourn no traveler returns,” we 
had another and a deeply impressive reminder and admonition 
that we are all sojourners here, and that sooner or later we, too, 
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must lay down our life’s work, whether finished or unfinished, 
perchance as abruptly and unexpectedly as did he. 

I was unusually shocked by the announcement of Mr. CRarn’s 
death, and was very soon thereafter designated as one of the com- 
mittee appointed by the Chair to escert his remains to his far-off 
home in southern Texas. 

Our long, sad journey on the funeral train, deeply draped in 
the gloomy habiliments of death, in its rapid flight through the 
great Commonwealths of Old Virginia, thetwoCarolinas, Georgia, 
Alabama, Louisiana, and Texas, ever and anon flitting past his- 
toric spots where in the not long ago great armies of Americans 
contended in bloody strife with brother Americans; the lamenta- 
tions of the stricken widow and orphans; the sweetly solemn and 
peculiarly impressive ceremonies and sermon by the Catholic 
clergy in the church where he was accustomed to worship, and 
by the open grave on the hillside where we left. our brother asleep, 
all conspired to awaken in my mind the deepest emotions of sym- 
pathy for those who wept, and to lead me to contemplate the life 
and character of him whose remains it became my sad duty to 
help to bury. The many noble traits of character and manly 
attributes which characterized our departed brother have been 


lovingly described and eloquently portrayed by his distinguished 


colleagues, whose good fortune it was to know him as a companion 
and ‘to love him as a friend. His brilliant achievements as a 
statesman and valuable public services to his State and to the 
nation during his long and honorable career as a member of this 
House have been oe ee faithfully recounted by those 
who served with him from his advent into public life, and who 
‘witnessed his labors and rejoiced at his glorious triu > 
But his votes and public utterances are transcribed in the im- 
ishable archives of the several Congresses in whose proceedings 
e took part. They belong to his country and are a part of its 






of every confidence and trust, And this was emphatically ;),, 
case with him whose memory we commemorate to-fiay. _— 

The Hon. W1.11am H. CRAIN was a native of the great si.4. 
of Texas. He grew up on its mighty plains, in its genial ¢]i;),; 
and among the liberty-loving and generous people of that .,..: 
State, beloved and honored by all its people. Sighs 

It was they who rec his worth and ability; it wa 
who elected him district attorney while yet a very you: 
It was his neighbors and friends who sent him to represen| 
in the senate of his native State at the age of 28 years. 

It was those who knew him and a i his great learning 
and ability who sent him to represent them in this Hal) dy,\,° 
the Forty-ninth Congress and returned him at every Con... 
sional election ther —— © 8S. 

No man served his consti cy more loyally than he, No man 
in either House of Congress was more oved than he who has 
gone to his last resting — 

That he had his faults no one will attempt to deny, but who 
has not faults? That he had many virtues all who know hiyy, }...- 
"eae: 1 through th | 

ing our long journey ug’! e sunny Southland, ap 

especially when we reached his native State and Congress; = 
district, the people turned out in vast multitudes, regardless o¢ 
party or sect, to view the funeral train, and to pay their resjects 
to the remains of their Representative and friend. Thousands of 
people all ion the route through Texas at every station stood 
with uncov heads to pay their last sad respects to our de. 
parted friend and brother. 

When the funeral train arrived at Cuero, the beautiful littl. 
city where for so many he had resided with his interesting 
family, every i was closed, and the people turned 
out en masse to receive the mortal remains of their neighbor and 


heritage, and will be interwoven into its glorious history. In-all | friend 


of the i rtant measures Which have engaged the attention of 
Congress a ee Soe ee 
rially affected welfare and destiny of our country, hisinfluence 
has been felt and ‘his voice has been heard in advocacy of theright 
and in condemnation of the muens. I doubt whether the es 
of any other of the many able eloquent statesmen whose foot- 
i ts are interspersed through the valumes of the CoNoRMssion aL 
ECORD will, in ‘beauty and purity of diction, rhetorical 


and polish, together with vigorous and sound . 
surpass those of Watiiam H. ORAIN. erations that are to fol- 
low will take our when we are gone and will i 


pass impartial 

week ee is actions and ours by the transcript of our 

nm and votes as we leave them upon record. 

which made others happier by its charming influence came upon 

earth, dwelt ameng men for a brief season, and departed as mys- 
‘teriously as it came. 

The light of ‘his ius dazzled and bewitched us during his 
—_. and when it was extinguished the world seemed darker 

a time. 

He was fondly loved by those who knew him ; 
Throngs of his constituents and friends from far and near, includ- 
ing the governor of the State and his staff, came on special trains 
to testify of their griaf and to mourn at the grave of their friend 
and | . ‘The entire population of his home, the beautiful and 

b 


~ ya ing en masse his funeral, while many tears and sobs 
testified that true hearts sincerely mourned the death of one th 
fondly loved. I feel, Mr. Speaker, that this House has lost a vale 
uable and able member, the country a loyal and patriotic citizen, 
and the world a noble man by the death of Wiiaam H. Crary, 
I reverently offer this poor to his memory. 

Peace to his ashes. 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, it became my sad duty, by your 
a to accompany the remains of the Hon. WiLLiam H. 
IN to their last resting place, to his ‘home in Texas, there to be 

m a Christian burial among his relatives and friends, and I 

ve now been asked to submit a few remarks in respect to his 
memory. It was not my pleasure to ve intimately acquainted 
with our deceased brother. In fact, I never had the pleasure of 


‘being formally introduced tohim, and therefore can say but little 
of his personality, as can those who knew him well and were his 


associates in his Jong and honorable career in this body. 

That he was.a man of . t 1 ing and ability, ever ready 
serve his constituents an fight manfully for their rights, is fully 
evidenced by the official records of this House. 

That his services were duly appreciated by his constituents his 

mgress for so many consecutive terms fully testifies. 

One of the best things that can be said of any man is that those 
who knew him best—those among whom he was born and grew 
pe manhood, those among whom and with whom he has spent 

whole life—loved him, honored him, and believed him worthy 





Tt was indeed a sad home a gy was @ great and sad be- 
reavement to his stricken family. the high respect and love 
borne for him ‘by those who knew him best was shown on every 


His funeral was largely attended, not only by the people of his 
Congressional district, but by prominent men throughout the 
State. The governor of Texas, together with his staff, came to 
pay their last respects. 

Catholic bishop of the diocese and other clergy came to 
assist at his funeral and to words of consolation and cheer to 
his bereaved family, and ds of men and women, rep.e- 
senting all classes of stood around the open grave and 
dropped a silent tear to his memory. 

Ne we can say or do here to-day will add to or take from 
the record he made for himself and his country during that long 
period in which he was in its service. Wecan only pay our last 
tribute to his ee 

He has gone to that home beyond fhe river, and where, in 
the course of nature, we, too, will. soon w him. 

Let us remember all that was good and true in his nature, and 
forget those frailties and shortcomings which universally afilict 
mankind, and from which none a 

Farewell, our brother, sleep peacefully th thy native sod. 
Sleep on until that day when all who sleep shall arise and 
be judged bya ri judgment, by Him who knoweth our 
innermost motives and actions, and who rewardeth according to 
our merits. Again farewell! 


Mr. CROWLEY. Mr. Speaker, the custom prevailing in the 
House of Representatives when death stalks in its midst and 
carries away any of its members, to memorialize the life, cliarac- 
ter, and of the dead isa beautiful one, notwithstanding 

manifest di of many distinguished members of this 
body who are endeavoring to abolish memorial services. | still 
say it is a beautiful custom, and long may it last! . 

e man Whose memory we honor to-day by this custom, W1- 
LIAM HENRY CRAIN was bora in the ity of Galveston, Tex., No- 
a 

tate i i is great State in 
eae and until fhis: the only one. His father dying 
in ‘Galveston, in 1854 he was sent to relatives residing in New \0r* 
City placed him at the Christian Brothers’ School until be 
was 14, when he St. Francis Xavier's College, and gradu- 
ated from that famous institution of learning July 1, 1867, bons 


e 


to | vslledictorien of hile dlass. 


After an absence of twélve years in the North, young — 
returned to Texas. Fortwo years he lived ona ranch, worke 
as rode wild horses and drove cattle, and performed 
all the to a 2 a ranch; but growing 
tired of that life, he moved to Indianola, then a thriving «\‘) 
T and there taught school. ‘While teaching he studici lew 
with Stockdale & Proctor, and was admitted to the bar 
and licensed to practice im 1871. 


e 








1896. 






In July, 1873, he married Miss Angelina G. Mitchell, daughter 
of Capt. L N. Mitchell, of Indianola. The result of this union 
livi  o-day are six children, four boys and two girls, namely: 
vrank Viva, William Henry, James Kerr, Newton Mitchell, and 
Mary ‘varying in ages from 7 to 21 years. 

In 1872 he was elected district attorney of the Twenty-third ju- 
dicial district and served until 1876. In this position he, by his 
prilliancy and versatility, soon attracted attention, making for 
himself in this office a splendid record. When he entered on the 
discharge of the duties of his office the country was overrun with 
malefactors of ev description. When he retired from office 
nearly all the malefactors left that section of the country, 
and law had taken the place of lawlessness. Owing to the ardu- 
ous duties attendant upon this position and being somewhat shat- 
tered in health, he refused a reelection to the office of district 
attorney, but accepted a nomination as State senator from the 
Democratic party to represent the Seventh district, to which posi- 
tion he was elected practically without —. In that body 
he was an active worker, taking high rank for a young man, and 
at that time even was looked on as one of the coming men of the 
State. Owing to change of residence he resigned after a single 

ssion. 
ore then removed to Hallettsville and practiced his profession 
with Col. 8. C. Pattenfor four yearg, Here he was successful, and 
goon built up a large and lucrative practice. While an active 
member of the Democratic party, and always useful and untiring 
in his efforts for his ambitious friends, he was not an aspirant for 
any office, but was prevailed upon, on account of his oratorical abil- 
oy, a as an for the State at large on the Hancock 

icket in 1880. 
ie to 1882 he removed to Cuero, Dewitt County, which, 
under the ent of 1881, was placed in the Seventh Con- 

ional district. Here he formed a law partnership with the 

‘on. Rudolph Kleberg, who was recently elected to fill his unex- 

term in this Congress. While this Se me was never 
Seek imap enanel nominal after his election to Congress in 
1884. He e Seventh Congressional district continu- 
ously until 1 when a redistricting of the State him in 
the Eleventh. ‘This last district he represented since its formation. 
He never attended but one convention at which he was a candi- 
date, notwithstanding that at times there was a deal of oppo- 
sition. He was elected to the Forty-ninth, Fiftieth, Fifty-first, 
Fifty-second, Fifty-third, and Fifty-fourth Co . At the 
expiration of this it was his » he lived, to 
decline further service in public life, soannounced to his con- 
stituency several months prior to his death. His most bitter ene- 


mies have always accorded to him honesty of purpose and the 
courage of his convictions. 


5 


possessed the love and confidence of his constituents to a re- 
, and was a political power in his section of his 
. Hewasanablelawyer,a forceful and eloquent speaker, and 


with his close reasoning and magnetism. He was 


candid and never hesitated to his opinion. 

4th of February, just six days before his death, he made 
impromptu speech, his last on the floor of this House, 
which was characteristic of the man, as it was an appeal for the 
charitable institutions of the District of Columbia. It is a literary 


equal to anything I have ever read, which I quote from the 
NGRESSIONAL RECORD: 


Mr. Chairman, back thirty or thirty-five years, a war was for 
the dissolution of ene . Soldiers jememenetie on both sides of Mason 
and Dixon's line flocked to the standards of what they considered right. The 
of cannon echoed down the valleys of Virginia. Swords and 

muskets asserted their supremacy. Brother fought brother; soldier 
on one side soldier on the other. As the soldiers went down on the 
side of the Union, there came upon the battlefields the white-win mes- 
sengers of peace, robed in the raiments of mercy and charity, and many a 
tongue and parched throat accepted the ministrations of those pure, 
creatures, who, protected by soldiers and officers, as well as by 

nited States, the great, grand, and lamented Lincoln, 

came and ministered tothem. Was there any question then on the part of 
as to granting © ose emissaries of mercy a 

sol ? Did he then, or did those 


alt 


i 
: 
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whom he now rise in thei t and the char- 
itable work of those rarities ene No, i Chsirman, not 
one word of was uttered then. Yet representatives of the de- 
to-day and protest in the name of what? Mafidenity wet religion ee 
Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that this ttee has put on record 
Relat siiavor of the appropriation for the ational A tion for the 
of Destitute ‘omen Children (for which I voted), in view 

of the fact that that is an assertion on our that the institu: is not 
Private in its character and is ” Bthoug according to the state- 
difleree hee Of the Committoe A tions it is in no wise 
R bli ~ nen us tor see our 
His interest in the future development of southwestern Texas 
shown by the following excerpt from a speech delivered at 

on Tuesday, March 24, 1891: 

a of the North and West want to find a more congenial climate 
bn Poort t- homes. are aware that 
wine soil can be found anywhere in the world as are found 


the confines of the State of Texas. water in itself would not build 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 











up and develop this country. We hada Northern invasion many years ago, 
and our fathers, sons,and brothers bared their breasts to repel the invaders 
But that era has happily passed, and times have changed. We want ano 
Northern invasion, and we will receive the invaders with open arms 
shouts of joy. We want them tocome with their wives, families, a 
folk. We want them to come and stay with us I 
vel yp the resources of the country. 
The population of Texas has nearly doubled in the last decade, and it can 
go on and double for the next decade, and the next. and the next, and still 
there will be room for more industrious settlers in this crand empire. All 





nd kin- 
-be one of us—and help de- 


these settlers will contribute to the wealth and upbuilding of the country, 
and will furnish export cargoes for the ships of the world that v enter 
your deep-water ports a few years hence. Without these settlers Texas 
would not derive any great benefit to the State at large from jeep water. 
It is the back country after all that makes great cities, and it is tl rand 
back country of the whole Union that has created and maintained the large 


commercial cities along the Atlantic Seaboard. Without the back country 
these cities could not have been created or maintained. We want the hardy 
young blood of the North and Northwest planted in the virgin soil of Texas, 
and we want lots of it. Give us half a million industrious farmers, me 
chanics, and artisans in the next few years and southwest Texas will leap 
forward with a bound that will astonish the world. They are surely com 
ing, and you should welcome them and bid them join hands with you and 
lend nature a helping hand. Cut up your pastures into smal! tracts, sell 
them to the man with the hoe, and prosperity will follow in his tracks. He 
will have to exchange the products of the soil for merchandise brought 
hither by railand water. He will raise a family, and every member will be 
both a partner and a consumer, and the wealth of the country will be in- 
creased proportionately. 

Mr. CRAIN was a ripe scholar, and was shortly before his death 
— compliment by that eminenteducationist and great scholar, 

. William Everett, of Massachusetts, in reply to a communica- 
tion from a gentleman in this city, who wrote to know if Dr. Ever- 
ett had been correctly — in expressing his appreciation of the 
former's ability to handle his mother tongue. This was the reply: 

QuINcY, Mass., December 26, 159 

My Dgar Sir: You were not misinformed. My seat was very near Mr, 
CRAIN'S, and I had constant opportunities to hear him, both in conversation 
and debate. His English was simply faultless, copious, correct, natural, with- 
out a trace of vulgarity, provincialism, or pedantry, the language of a culti- 
vated gentleman, who respected his mother tongue as well as mastering it. 
Iavoid comparisons, but it was a delight to me to hear anyone talk whose 
language would satisfy every community and every person whereof English 
is the native speech. 

Yours, very truly, 

EpWAarp Sars, Esq. 

The admiration which Mr. Crarw had won in early life as an 
entertaining and amiable companion in private society increased 
with his years. Those who knew him not within the circle of 
friendship knew him only by halves. He was always what he 
appeared, the scholar and the gentleman, the entertaining and 
instructive companion; polite, yet friendly; social, yet respectful. 
In his friendships he was strong, firm, and unalterable. He had 
great benevolence, enlarged ideas of philanthropy, and no tongue 
or pen can do him more justice than his own kind deeds for men, 
women, and children, and those deeds are usually outdone by the 
doing. 

He was at his t of duty when suddenly taken ill on Thurs- 
day afternoon, February 6, suffering severely from a cold con- 
tracted at the Southern Relief Society ball on the night of Feb- 
ruary 4, and died of pneumonia on the Monday following, in the 
meridian of a most useful life. His death was a shock to the 
House, to his constituency, and to me a personal bereavement. 

Mr. CRAIN was not unmindful of his end, yet seemed not to 
dread it, but patiently and placidly waited the hour appointed to 
all living, and as the dawn was breaking he peacefully passed 
to eternal rest. Thus died the Hon. Winiiam Henry CRAIN, on 
Monday, February 10, 1896. On the same night the committee 
of the two Houses of Congress with the remains of the great 
Texas statesman started on the long sad journey to his far-distant 
home. 

From Houston his venerable and sorrow-stricken mother, with 
delegations of his friends and constituents from the surrounding 
country, accompanied the body to his home and family. As the 
draped car passed through the towns of the district he loved so 
well, sorrow was plainly seen upon the faces of the people, for 
the voice of their eloquent and chivalrous Representative was now 
hushed forever. 

He was buried in the cemetery at Cuero, his home. The sun 
shone bright and clear on that day, but it brought no delight to 
the eyes, no cheer to the hearts of his friends. Flags hung from 
every pole at half-mast, business was suspended, and the schools 
were closed to enable the children of his home to look for the last 
time u his intellectual face and to witness the commitment 
to mother earth of the body of Texas’s noble son. Tributes were 
offered and fesolutions were adopted throughout the State ex- 
pressive of the sorrow of the people. Courts were adjourned and 
respect was paid to his memory by bench, bar, and press. 

Judge Robert B. Green, a distinguished jurist of San Antonio, 
Tex., said: 


I unhesitatingly say that I believe he is the most brilliant man Texas ever 
sent to W: . I know of no man upon whom nature bestowed more 
of her gifts, and in an intimate acquaintance with him I never knew him to 
exercise any of his great gifts except for the cood of hisfellow-men. He was 
very as an advocate, and particularly strong in legislative and parlia- 
mentary bodies. His personal magnetism, coupled with great abilities, made 
him a most useful member of Congress, and he was of especial value to our 
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section of the State. He accomplished and was instrumental in accomplish- 
ing many works that tend to the material progress of our State, and upon 
many of the future gigantic developments of our particular section the cor- 
ner stones thereof should have inscribed the name of WILLIAM HENRY 

RAIN. 

I can not properly pen the estimate that should be placed upon him as a 
companion, citizen, eae servant,and man. It would require one of his 
rare qualities and gifted powers to write a suitable eulogy to his memory. 
Suffice it to say that he used his magnificent endowment by nature for the 
good and honor of his State and district, and that he was eminently a useful 
man. 

Judge Thomas M. Paschal, of Texas, a colleague of his in the 
last Congress, wrote thus: 

To say that this gifted and useful son of Texas was without fanlts, faults 
that marred the harmonious whole and symmetry of his character, would be 
to say what he least of all would have had insincerely said of him, but it can 
be truthfully said that the one human being who could most seriously com- 
— of them was WILLIAM Henry CRAIN himself. Over none in Texas or 

Jongress who have crossed the great river and now rest beneath the shade 
of the trees will the mantle of charity be more completely drawn than over 
him. At the foot of none will be laid more lasting or genuine tribute. And 


his friends will ever shed a tear as his name is spoken, or his words and deeds 
remembered. 


The press of the State which had honored him, and which he 
had honored, laid tributes of grief and sorrow on his bier. I quote 
the following from the Laredo News: 

To pay tribute to this man is the duty of every man who called him friend. 
To those from whom he differed, both in politics and religion, he accorded 
the greatest freedom, and expected nothing less than he gave, and even 
Pythias had nothing to teach himin friendship. Could it be possible that such 
aman could go to that that mind could not conceive without a requiem in 
moans’ “Let thedead past bury its dead,” and no man whoadmires all that 

oes to make up a noble manhood will deny the tribute. ‘“ This was a man.” 

ith all his faults, where shall we find his equal? 


The El Paso Times said: 

His bitterest enemies have always accorded to him honesty of purpose and 
the courage of his convictions. BILL CRAIN will live in the pale moonlight of 
memory, and his name will shine resplendent in the list of patriots who have 
crossed over the river to rest in the shade of the trees. 

To his political promises he was constant as the polarstar. By 
his friends, through calm and storm, he stood like the granite 
hills. He knew the people; the people knew him. Many times 
he was their standard bearer. He was never defeated and never 
surrendered uniil he bowed his head in death. 

And now he sleeps in the breast of the mother State he loved 
and served so well. Farewell, friend Crain. Thy life’s battle 
is over. May thy soul find sweet rest in the sleep of the dead, and 
when the morning light breaks on resurrection day may your 
soul ascend to that abode above where all is peace and all is love. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it was not my privilege to 
enjoy a very intimate acquaintance with WILLIAM HENRY CRAIN, 
but the short acquaintance I had with him endeared him to me 
very strongly. I think I donot go beyond the bounds of reason 
and fairness when I say that he was truly one of God’s noblemen. 
The gentlemen who have preceded me and who have uttered words 
of earnest eulogy were, most of them, much more intimately 
acquainted with him than I was. They have told you, in beauti- 
ful and expressive language, of his career at college, how his 
kindly nature and his broad and generous sympathies endeared 
him to every member of his class, and how at that early age he 
gave promise of future greatness. They have followed his course 
in the days of his early manhood in his native State. They have 
told you of his service as district attorney, an office which de- 
meniie the exercise of the best judgment, and sometimes of the 
stern spirit of justice, and they have described how, in that ca- 
pacity, he was first of all true to the Commonwealth, true to the 
people, and how, regardless of friend or foe, he always meted out 
exact justice. They have described his career as a leader in the 
senate of Texas, and told you how he then manifested the same 
= vilities and qualities which afterwards made him eminent in this 

ouse, 

He became a member of this body in the year 1884. By his abil- 
ity, by his knowledge of public affairs, by his wisdom, his fore- 
thought, and his judgment he soon became a prominent factor in 
the House of Representatives, I remember when, by reason of ill 
health, I was absent from the deliberations of this body on the 
occasion of the first debate of the District appre riation bill, Iread 
the sentiments spoken by Mr. CRAIN on this floor—words which 
have been quoted by the gentleman who has preceded me—and I 
remember how proud and happy I felt that there was in this Cham- 
ber a man holding the same religious views which I held, belong- 
ing to the same church to which I belonged, who was ready to 
stand up here to defend her principles and defend her sons and 
daughters when unjustly attacked. But that was to be expected 
from WrLurAM Henry Crary. He was always loyal and devoted 
to his church, always loyal and devoted to her teachings. In all 
the debates in which he participated in this body he showed him- 
self to be one of the keenest observers, one of the best informed 
members, one who had always the interests of the whole people in 
view, one who could at all times be a upon to cast his vote 


in the interest of justice and of broad humanity. 
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The gentleman who has preceded me i CROWLEY] read ¢ 
the House a few moments ago the graceful tribute paid by Dr. 
Everett to the beauty of the diction and the rhetoric of Mr. Ci: ,;. 
Nothing that I could say would add to that, and I will not a: 
tempt to make any addition to itother than to say that such a trip. 
ute from sucha source, coming from aman in my own State whoca 
abilities in that line are recognized to be among the most eminent 
in our Commonwealth, is highly honorable and must be very ¢y9+;. 
fying to those who hold the memory of Mr. Cratn in adiirino 
and affectionate remembrance. —— 

Mr. Speaker, WILLIAM Henry CRAIN is no more. He died in 
this beautiful city of Washington during the cold, bleak days o¢ 
winter. His body lies entombed beneath the green fields of Toxag 
The flowers of spring now grow and blush above his graye, and 
we, the members of this House, gather here to-day to pay tribute 
to his noble qualities. In closing, let me say, Mr. Speaker, that 
it seems to me that Boyle O'Reilly typified such a inan as Mr. 
3 Which 
end: 

Come, brothers; here was a teacher, 
And the lessons he taught were good; 
There are no classes nor races, 
But one human brotherhood. 


There are no creeds to be outlawed, 
No color of skin debarred; 

Mankind is orfe in his rights and wrongs— 
One right, one hope, one guard. 


Mr. MILLIKEN. Mr. y oye I was not apprised until a few 
moments before I entered the Hall that there were to be euloieg 
this afternoon upon our departed colleague, WILLIAM Henry 
Crain, and therefore I have not areas myself to say anything 
formally, but still I can not forego opportunity of paying my 
tribute of respect to the memory of a man who, during more than 
ten years in this Congress, commanded my admiration and affec- 
tion. My early acquaintance with Mr. CRAIN, upon his entering 
Congress, sprang from a very peculiar coincidence. Before he 
was born, and when I had been born but a little while, my father, 
William Milliken, of Montville, Me., went to Texas. He built a 
number of houses at Port Lavaca. During his first year there the 
Comanche Indians, who were then very strong and very hostile to 
the whites, raided the town, scalped the men, violated the women, 
and set the town on fire. Those who could do so took to boats 
and vessels to secure their safety. 


On the same boat with my father was a very beautiful and ac- 
afterwar 


complished girl. Eight years ds, having been married, 
there was born to her a boy; and in the Forty-ninth Congress, 
that boy, having grown to manhood, I met as a colleague in the 
Hall of the House of Representatives. It was WILLIAM H. Crary, 
our departed colleague and friend. His mother, a very charming 
lady, was in Washington several years ago, and recollected the 
Indian raid upon Port Lavaca and all its terrible details, which, 
of course, were most interesting history to me. The coincidence 
to which I have referred attracted me to Mr. CRAIN, gave mea 
personal interest in him, a feeling of warm friendship for him, 
and I becamemoreintimate with him on that account than | should 
otherwise have been. It was an intimacy that was always most 
gratifying to myself, for I found him to be one of the most lovable 
characters that I had ever had the good fortune to know. 

Witt1aM H. Crain was a brave, honest, earnest man. His 
handsome face, his fine physique, his manly bearing, his uniform 
courtesy and kindness, and his generous nature could not fail to 
make him attractive to every one who had a heart and a mind to 
admire that which is good and beautiful. 

Even if I were ever so well prepared, I am sure, Mr. Speaker, 
that I could not say anything that would be satisfactory to myself 
on this occasion. There are times in human life when the feelings 
which well up in the heart can not find adequate expression 10 
words. When the devout Christian stands by the altar and par- 
takes of the bread and wine which to him, if to no one else, is the 
blood and body of the Saviour whom he worships, and in whose 
pure life and painful, tragic death he thinks he sees his only hope 
of a happy life beyond the grave, he does it in subdued tones or 2 
silence. en the Mohammedan, at the setting of the sun. kneels 
down and makes his orisons, he does it in utterance inaudible: and 
when a man stands by the deathbed of a friend, or thinks of him 
as we do to-day of having gone over the dark and shadowy Tver. 
tears alone are his nat 1 So, while I would gladly 
pay to our deceased and lamented co: aogte a tribute such as | feel 
and such as he deserves, it is not possible for me todo so. 

He has gone to return to us no more upon the shores of time. 
We shall see his in and ou nolonger. His eloquent 
voice has been hushed. e charm of his material presence wis 
shall feel here not again. But I feel that the influence of stn. 
noble qualities of mind and heart will ever linger with us 4s" 
gers the of a sweet flower even when we have long 
parted from it, 
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ee erg as a nee ane See to us. 
and eve 1s eyes have o to the morning 
sat wtawe r-ending day. Let us have faith that he dwells be- 
neath the smile of that Divine Power who created life, not to be 
swallowed up in death, but to be renewed, purified, and enlarged 
in a realm of clearer light and broader vision, where the noblest 
: dest dreams of our lives here shall become 
and beautiful realities. 
Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I had not such an acquaintance 
with the gentleman whose memory we mourn to-day as would 
warrant me in any detailed remarks in the ae of a funeral ora- 
tion or eulogium upon his character. What I have heard others 


erish his memory 


We will ch 


rtainly has been calculated to bring a senti- 
ment of complacency to our minds inconnection with him: In the 
first place, that he was a gallant man, and in the next, that he had 
faith; and if these were possessed by him he fulfilled and carried 
out the requirements of two of the great cardinal virtues taught 
in the Divine Word. We have been instructed to add to our faith, 
as the best of virtues which man can , manliness and cour- 

: and y there can be nothing more ——— for a 
man who ts and loves the people than to exhibit the spirit, 
the sentiment, and the practice of bravery and manliness. 

Mr. 8 er, 1am always delighted whenever I see among pub- 
lic men $ generous tone of bearing toward their associates, that 
unselfish attitude of action and opinion, which indicates to my 
mind the on of true manliness. 

As I said on a former occasion, arenas in human life is not to 
be measured alone by intellectu: wers. It is a faculty that 
concerns the heart as well as the brain. A man must have a 

t soul to be a greatman. He may have very many infirmities 
and many peccadillos, but if the soul is broad, full of humanity 
and unselfishness and of charity, he has in his heart some of the 
elements that make a great man. And then, if he has a broad in- 
tellect, with discriminating, comprehensive faculties of the mind 
and acumen to perceive circumstances, conditions, or situations 
and make them available to the interests of human nature, I think 
he needs no qualifications that go to make up a great man. And 
in so far as this was amanly man, aman of that character, he had 
at least the elements of greatness in his composition. So far as I 

an ty in being acquainted with him I found him 
brave and intellectual. 

I have been pleased, Mr. Speaker, on these funeral occasions, 
the with disposition of kindliness which has been manifested on 
the part of the members of this body to speak well of those who 
have left us. In voting and speaking upon a resolution in regard 
toa a to do away with the memorial services, such as 
those which Congress has been in the habit of practicing in the 
past, I took the _—— and made remarks touching the point 
that if nothin, were to be gained than an opportunity to 
speak well of those who have left us it seems to me that the ex- 
ercises would be well worth the trouble and the time. 

I said that public men, and particularly men in deliberative 
bodies, were too likely to find out what was objectionable in, and to 
—— ss the shortcomings of, their confreres and fellows, but 
that funeral occasions afforded jially favorable oppor- 
tunities for magnifying what they had found, if they never had 
before acknowl it, good and broad and great in their de- 
parted fellows. was impressed with this idea during the 
services that were held the other day. These manly intellects, 
broad hearts, affectionate natures which we find in representative 
men, such as those that have passed away from these scenes and 
are sleeping the last long sleep of death—I say these broad intel- 
lects, ever to know more and more of the mysterious and 
the mighty, and these enlarged affectional impulses of the human 
soul, to me are presumptive arguments in favor of another life. 
Ido not and can not believe that so much of good material, 

, affectional, spiritual, social, was ever intended to be 
interwrought into a human structure for the existence and the 
limitations of only three score years and ten. When an architect 
builds a magnificent temple he lays the foundation deep in the 
eal, constructs it of impregnable and lasting marble, 

trave and extends the walls, so that it shall not 
of a season; but, with all its deur and costliness and splen- 
dor, the idea underlies the whole tion that it is to last for 
generations, and he would, if he could, like the ancient Egyptians, 
aim at th material I can not believe that 


God, 
the nage architecture of the little pebble and the fine 
fiber and fabric of the wing of the tiny insect, which can keep its 
maby the pathway of 
hand, with 


the 
a thing 


e eagle through the storm—that that 

its skill, ever rated so much valua- 

ble material in a human life to let it cease utterly at the end of 
three score years and ten. 

to say this here in this House, and that was the pur- 

Nine oe in Yilag. I believe that death is not the end of all 

that it is not the destruction of the living power; that the 


fact that we live now is a presumption that we shall live here- 
after, unless it can be shown that death is the destruction of the 
living power, and I think every presumption is against it. And 
though we may not be willing to go into the fine-spun philosophy 
of theology, I think this presumption lays itself at the door of the 
common sense of every man. There is too much in us to pass 
away with a season. These men who have left us will live again 
somewhere, in the undiscovered country to which we are hasten- 
ing; and it is a good thing for us toremember that we are mortal 
and that we are immortal, and that our immortality carries with 
it_a responsibility which is as becoming and as fitting and as 
effective in a legislator as in any other man in the community. 

I have long since thought, before it was ever my honored privi- 
lege to appear in this august presence, that it ought to be consid- 
ered a great functional privilege of a legislature such as this, a 
National Legislature, to hold up and have avery high standard of 
manhood. think we ought to be above any small or meanly 
selfish thing; that we ought, indeed, to learn to ascend the eleva- 
tion of human excellence which has been so beautifully marked 
out in those striking words in Scripture, adding to faith virtue, 
and to virtue knowledge, and to knowledge temperance, and to 
temperance patience, and to patience godliness, and to godliness 
brotherly kindness, and to brotherly kindness charity; that every 
man should make an earnest and honest daily attempt to ascend 
this sublime elevation, and when he gets at the summit he ought 
to find himself with his feet on the neck of his passions. In that 
a height to which he has attained he ought to feel that he is 
really himself a conqueror of the world through faith and virtue. 
And it is my honest desire that the American Congress shall have 
just as much of this grand principle as is possible under the cir- 
cumstances and environments of public life. 


‘Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolutions which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the House has heard with profound sorrow of the death of 
our esteemed colleague and friend, W. H. CRAIN, late a Representative from 
the State of Texas. 

Resolved, That the sympathies of the members of this House be extended 
to the family of Mr. CRAIN in their bereavement, and that the Clerk of the 
House transmit to them a copy of these resolutions. 

Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the deceased the House do 
now adjourn. 


The resolutions were agreed to. 
Accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House, in 
accordance with the special order, adjourned until 8 o’clock p. m. 





' SPECIAL EVENING SESSION. 


The House was called to order at 8 o’clock p. m. by Mr. Brown- 
ING, Chief Clerk, who read the following communication: 
SPEAKER'S Room, House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., April 25, 1896. 


Mr. PAYNE of New York is appointed to act as Speaker pro tempore for 
the evening session. 


T. B. REED, Speaker. 

The CuiEF CLERK. The gentleman from New York will please 
take the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House will be in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill H. R. 8271 be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the bill H. R. 8271 be consid- 
ered to-night in the House as in Committee of the Whole, for 

neral debate. Is thereobjection? [Aftera pause.] The Chair 

ears none. 
‘ = COX. Mr. Speaker, we are in the House considering this 
ill? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The gentleman from Tennessee 
will be recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. COX. I donot want half that time. It is so evident to 
everybody that we are proceeding here to-night without anybody 

resent in the consideration of this bill, that will probably involve 

rom $3,000,000 to $5,000,000 of appropriation, that I think it 
proper for the House to adjourn, ond I make that motion. There 
are not six members on the floor of the House. 

The question wastaken; andthe Speaker pro tempore announced 
that the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. COX. Just for the sake of seeing how many there are here, 
I call for a division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 1, noes 6, 

So the motion to adjourn was rejected. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana is 
recognized. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, for two days the bill now being con- 
sidered has been under discussion, and during that time we have 
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been led to understand from our friends, the enemy, who occupy 
seats on the Democratic side of this House that the only true friend 
of the true Union soldier — these years since the war has 
been the Democratic party and Democratic members of Congress. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, let us reason together for a few moments on this 
proposition. I find by a careful examination of the vote on every 
general pension bill from the Forty-sixth Congress to the present 
time that the vote of the majority of Democrats in Congress has 
been recorded against pension legislation. ‘‘ The God’s truth of 
the whole matter is” that the Democratic party as represented 
upon this floor, with a few exceptions, notably my distinguished 
friend from New York [Mr. Comminas] and a few gallant gentie- 
men who fought with the South, have by their voices, their objec- 
tions, and votes shown themselves absolutely opposed to any in- 
crease of the pension roll for Union soldiers, their widows, and 
their orphans. Yet, Mr. Speaker, the Northern Democracy as 
represented upon this floor would have the false representation go 
to the country that they are the special friends of the Union sol- 
dier. Why, sir, upon a careful examination of every vote that 
has been had upon the passage of sion bills since 1879 we find 
that all of the opposition has come from the Democratic party with 
the exception of one — Republican vote. The following has 
been the party vote on all important bills since 1879 as I find the 
vote recorded in the records of Congress: 

Arrears act of January 25, 1879: In the Senate—Republicans 
voted for the bill, 28; against the bill, none. Democrats for the 
bill, 16; against the bill, 4. In the House— ublicans for the 
a . _ against the bill, none. Democrats for the bill, 48; against 

e bill, 62, 

Arrears act of March 8, 1879: In the Senate—for the bill, 44; 
against the bill, 3 w Democrats). In the House—for the bill, 
183; against the bill, 67 (66 Democrats, 1 Republican). 

Right to increase or reduce pensions, act of June 21, 1879: In 
the Senate—no yea-and-nay vote. Inthe House—for the bill, 187; 
against the bill, 22 (all Democrats). 

Widows’ increase act of March 19, 1886: In the Senate—no yea- 
and-nay vote. Inthe House—Republicans for the bill, 118; against 
the bill, none. Democrats for the bill, 80; against the bill, 66. 

Dependent pension bill: In the Senate—no yea-and-nay vote. 
In the House—Republicans for the bill, 114; against the bill, none. 
Democrats for the bill, 66; against the bill, 76. 

On motion to pass over veto: In the House—Republicans for 
the bill, 188; against the bill, none. Democrats for the bill, 37; 
against the bill, 125. 

Amputation act of August 4, 1886: In the House—Republicans 
for the bill, 91; against the bill, none. Democrats for the bill, 75; 
against the bill, 51. In the Senate—no yea-and-nay vote. 

Dependent pension bill, act of June 27, 1890, first vote: In the 
House—Democrats for the bill, 88; against the bill, 71. Repub- 
licans for the bill, 141; against the bill, none. In the Senate— 
Democrats for the bill, 10; against the bill, 12. Republicans for 
the bill, 32; against, none. 

Dependent pension bill, conference vote: In the House—Demo- 
crats for the bill, 28; against the bill, 56. Republicans for the bill, 
117; against the bill, none. In the Senate—Democrats for the bill, 
cones the bill, 18. Republicans for the bill, 31; against the 

, none, 

Arrears act: Democrats for the bill, 48; Democrats against the 

bill, 61; Republicans for the bill 116. Republicans against the bill, 


none. 
As this bill passed under suspension of the rules, it J uired two- 


thirds, or 150 yeas, of which 150 the Republicans f 116 and 
the Democrats the remainder. 

This bill was taken up in the Senate on January 16, 1879, and 
after brief debate it was _— by a vote of 43 to 3. 

The yeas were 27 Republicans and 16 Democrats, and the 8 nays 
were all Democrats. 

The arrears act was not introduced by a Democrat, was not 
moved by a Democrat, was not passed by Democratic votes. A 
majority of Democrats in the House voted against it. Every vote 
cast against it in either House was by a Democrat. 

On the votes on pension bills which I have cited I find that only 
one Republican vote is recorded as cast any of the bills, 
and that the total Republican vote cast in the House of 
sentatives for the bil's I have named was 1,421, and that 657 
Democratic votes are recorded against these just and meritorious 
pension measures. The votes mentioned show, Mr. S , that 
all opposition to pension legislation has come from the tic 
party. 

Mr. Speaker, the Democrats of the North, as represented on the 
floor of this House to-day, are but the lickspittles of their South- 
ern brethren, ready and willing to lick the ds of those Demo- 
crats of the South who, by unconstitutional abri ent of the 
suffrage, occupy seats in Congress, and who silently but effec- 
tively dictate to and shape the policy of the Northern 


Democratic 
Congressmen, who are too co y to claim their souls their 


Now, Mr. Speaker, after carefully considering the bill tha: ; 
now before the House, I have concluded that so far as Iam jy, 
vidually concerned I am willing and ready to vote for every «... 
tion of it. While it may be said that men may be placed ‘1,,,,,, 
the pension rolls by the e of this bill who served in +)... 
Confederate army, yet at the same time I learn from his... 
through reading the facts as they exist, that thousands of 110, >} 
Union sympathies were pressed into the Confederate service, 47, 
as soon as they had an opportunity they left the Confedirat. 
service and went under the flag that their fathers fought ¢,, ;, 
the war with Mexico and their grandfathers in the war of 4), 
Revolution. My friend the chairman of the Committee on [ny.. 
lid Pensions has said that the Confederate soldier has been fy. 
given for every act he ever committed except that of entering tho 
Army of the Union, and I believe the time has come when ho 
should be forgiven that act. o 

I did not have an opportunity, or perhaps I might have had an 
opportunity and did not embrace it, of being a soldier in tho 

nion Army; but in order to anticipate any remark that 
made by gentlemen on the other side of this House on acc 
the fact that I am of Canadian birth I want to say proudly that 
40,000 Canadians left their homes and enlisted in the Oni. m Army. 
while 10,000 gentlemen from the South and Copperticads from the 
North went into Canada during the war of the rebellion ang 
plotted treason against this Government, and sought by words 
and by deeds to disease and contagion among the people of 
the North and burn Northern cities. Although [ was not one of 
those who bared their breasts to the heat of battle in our great 
national struggle for liberty and union, yet itis not necessary that 
I should be criticised by Northern copperheads on account of that 
fact, because I have endeavored by my vote in this House to show 
my friendship for the Union soldier. I do not yet believe that tho 
time has come when the people of the North should turn their 
— upon those who saved nation and made this a land of 


rty. 

I find that our Southern brethren have not yet forgotten the 
unholy and treasonable cause for which they fought, in proof of 
which I find that in the city of Charleston, 8. C., on the 22d of the 
present month the Confederates assembled in reanion and boasted 
of their treason, and in this connection, Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
include in my remarks a portion of the account of the Confederate 
reunion at Charleston as I find it recorded in the Charleston (S. C.) 
News and Courier of April 23, 1896, as follows: 

: LAST NIGHT'S GRAND RALLY. 

It was a notable gathe: , that which took at German Artillery Hall 
last night. Under waving ting the four years of the great 
struggle for State’s rights, under of hundreds of lights, and in the 

nce of hundreds of leston’s fairest ladies and bravest men, hun- 
reds of South Carolina veterans were royally welcomed to the old City by 


the Sea. 

The German Artillery Hall is a handsome place at all times, but never be- 
fore has it presented such a scene as last . The entrance is through 
an arch formed by two immense palmetto trees, by brass cannon and 
5-i entire truss work of the roof is hung with flags. The 


poems variety, but the prevailing 
cross. The south stage is 


in palmetto branch s,m 188, 

in laurel, hangs a portrait of 
Jackson, and in the center Jefferson 
e@ corner at the south end of the 
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may be 
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audience was in order Commander Brodiy 


asked the members to unite in yer. The Rev. Mr. 
to deliver the prayer, and he touched the hearts 
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thousand times over and over again during the four bloody years that fol- 


lowed... conceivable that the authorities of Charleston could hesitate or be 

a weeks their welcome the very city gates would fly open wide of their 
lshowseerd at the tramp of ‘the men who wore the gray,’ and 
o 


meet you with warm and loving hospitality the ver 
did her people es would utter shouts of greeting and of welcome. Than 
sone owever, Charleston's loyalty can not 
oc’ and has never wavered. Thereis nos 


t represe 
ccs city by the Sea—the city that Beau 
had so often flashed orth defiance to her enemies and to his. 


a amid those dark days ‘when the cruel war was o'er,’ and 
poe of the many brave cone she had sent forth to battle had returned 
the en in heart, health, and in fortune, even then Charlestonians were 
home, Muned to be known as ‘Confederates.’’ Soon after home her 
= gathered themselves t ther and formed a Confederate S vors’ Asso- 
a. the firstone in the South, an association which only a few days ago 
S brated its thirtieth anniversary, with over 100 members present. This 
cele ow been merged into Camp Sumter, and to-day there are in Charleston 
hes Confederate veterans, a flourishing chapter of the Daugh- 
of Confederacy, and an enthusiastic camp of the Sons of Veterans, 
are here to-night to extend to you the right hand of comradeship and of 


5 
Z 
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a 
doubt of Charleston's devotion to the Confederate cause, 
eee the Confederate veteran, could you have stood in her 
streets a few menthe 26°. on Hampton's Day [applause], and witnessed the 


rand to greet tha’ t sol that noble hero, 
and listened to shouts of welcome that r and swelled continuously 
as he rode by; had you seen the yast throng assembled to listen to. his words 


wisdom rise to their feet, like one man, at his entrance, 
of counsel and of pouring forth enthusiastic cheers upon cheers; 


in 
seen heard that day. you would have been convinced beyond a 
ee eae was ‘life in. the old land yet,’ and that the great heart 
of Charleston thrilled and throbbed with the same old love and patriotic de- 


“The signal flags of a half dozen ships made a pleasing variety; 
but the prevailing theme is the ‘stars and bars’ and the Southern 
cross!” Arhe ‘stage was draped with the flags of the Confederacy 
of 1861, and at various points are the Confederate of 1862, 1863, 
and 1864, with the battle flags everywhere,” while the preacher 
prayed, ‘May the motives that governed us and the righteous 
principles for which the South went forth to battle be transmitted 
to the future by impartial and unprejudiced historians,” and the 
mayor of Charleston said, ‘‘ The heart of the good old city beats as 
true to-night to the great principles for which you fought as in 
1960, when the first ordinance of secession was passed within her 
walls; and had you stood in the streets a few months ago, on 

’e day, you would have been convinced beyond a ques- 
tion there was ‘life in the old land yet,’ and that the great 
heart of Charleston thrilled and throbbed with the same old love 
and patriotic devotion of days gone by.” 

Tike, Mr, Speaker, lains the sentiment of South Carolina 
today. The words of the South Carolina editor, preacher, and 
mayor of Charleston speak for themselves; and, sir, as a sequel to 
the account of the recent Confederate reunion I will include in my 


Temarks the ing editorial on the reunion from the Charles- 
ton (8. C.) News and ier of the same date, which —_ I hold 
oe on the editorial an article which declares 


the attempt to establish the Southern Confederacy was a 
‘dream that was worth the dreaming. It has left us,” says this 
South Carolina editor, ‘‘nothing to regret but its end.” Isit pos- 
sible that any man in this country regrets the end of that terrible 
strife? Is it possible that any editor in all this land of ours can 
ee ee oe ended? 
that 


Mr. . Thursday morning, April 23, 1896. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 

Mr HARDY. I would like fifteen minutes more, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. , I ask unanimous consent that the 
gentleman be minutes additional. 

There was no o and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HARDY. editorial, Mr. Speaker, is as follows: 


THE REUNION AND A RETROSPECT. 


groups 
or old acquaintances among them as we meet them passing 
about with on crutches, or still ing 
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brunt of unequal war without caring for the odds or counting the odds 
against us, content in the assurance that each would do his part and do it 
well and to the bitter end! 

It was a dream that was worth the dreaming. It has left us nothing to 
regret but its end. We were free while we dreamed, and struggled to make 
the dream a glorious reality. The land we fought for was ours. The dear 
flag that floated over it was ours. It floated in the sunshine and under the 
stars over a united people, of one race, one blood, and having one purpose— 
the purpose to establish it among the flagsof the nations an: 


‘ l make it foreve 
worthy of its gloriousunfolding. A dream only though it was, it cane aeons 
worth the dreaming, and whose every incident is worth recalling as often as 
its heroes come together around peaceful camp fires of their ever-thinning 
“reunions,” or as often as they gather their children and children’s hildren 
about their knees to hear 


the brave old story told again and again aroun 
the fires in their homes. 5. Rae ew 


The memories of one day, one hour, of the glorious past are worth more to 
us than a decade of such dull years as these. They are memories to becher- 
ished and loved and guarded and handed down from heroic father t 


and from equally heroic mother to daughter, as their chiefest treasures fo 
all time tocome. What is there tocompare with them in the gross and 

eling present? Who of the new generation can taste the cup of passionate 
delights, of profound emotions, of exalted sentiments, of burning enthus 
asms, of pride in victories hardly but grandly won, which was our portion 
in full measure, and which we drained even to the bitter dregs, with these 
“old soldiers’ only a few years ago’ 

It isallover now. The dream has faded and gone. The dear flag is folded 
and is forgotten save by the faithful few. The flag it opposed floats over 
it, and we walk in its shadow as we go about the businesses that engage us 
in the latter and duller days. We are at one with those who fought us down 
and crushed our hope. Their monuments tower over the fields where we 
fought so vainly, if so well, while our dead sleep by thousands in unmarked 
graves. Weare a conquered people and the marks of our conquest are on 
every hand. Some of us have already attained the last low level of subju- 
eo. and bowing in humility tothe feet of the victors, deny the faith their 

athers fought for and profess satisfaction over their defeat. Happily for 
our pride and hope for the future, they are few. But we are a changed peo- 
ple since the war drums were silenced and the battle flags were folded a lit- 
tle more than three decades ago, and the change has been for the worse, as 
none can fail to see and understand. 


The old days of our four years of true “liberty and independence,” when 
we were our own masters and played the part of brave men on the world’s 
stage, come back in memory with the coming among us of so many of the 
brave men who gavejto us that blessed if brief experience. Hats off to them! 
A heart's welcome to them! All honor to them, everyone! Weowe tothem 
all that we have of honor and fame in history. The story of the glory of the 
Southern Confederacy is the story of their deeds, and the record is closed for- 
ever. A few more years and they will have passed from our sight never to 


return. There are none to take their places. We shall miss them when they 
are gone. 


All honor and service and blessing should be their portion while they are 
yet with us. It is “Confederate week” in Charleston, and the old heroes, all 
crowned with the “ gray’ we love so well, are our guests whileit lasts. Let 
us not forget for a moment to honor and entertain them, every one, in such 
spirit and form as is due to the immortals. 

That is an editorial in the leading paper of Charleston, the chief 
city of the great State of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, that 
editorial does not preach good doctrine to the American people. 
That editorial teaches the children of the soldier of the South that 
the Southern cause was right in the great conflict of years gone 
by. That editorial is wrong. The Southern people should teach 
their children that they at the time thought they were right in the 
great struggle which they maintained against the flag and tho 
country, but are now convinced of their error. They should teach 
the children that there is only one flag and room for only one flag 
in this nation, and that not the “‘Stars and Bars,” but the ‘‘Stars 
and Stripes,” the heaven-born banner of Washington, of Lincoln, 
of Grant, and the Union. [Applause.] So much, Mr. Speaker, 
for the present prevailing sentiment in South Carolina. The 
country can consider the matter and govern itself accordingly. 
The prayer of the preacher, the speech of the mayor, and the edi- 
torial of the editor will stand denounced and condemned by every 
loyal heart in all this broad land of ours as the rankest vaporings 
of the unreconstructed, disloyal element of the South Carolina 
Democracy, and can only find a responsive echo in the breasts of 
the cowardly, truckling Democrats of the North, who always 
stand ready to kiss the hand that smites them— 

And crook the pregnant hinges of the knee, 
Where thrift may follow fawning— 
to their brethren of the South, who love them only to use them. 

Now, sir, I want to say simply this, that those men and those 
boys who left wives, children, and sweethearts, who left the plow, 
who left the pulpit, who left the office, who left the shop, who left 
everything that was dear to them in life and went out from 1861 
to 1865 to maintain the integrity and supremacy of this Govern- 
ment, were right, and I want to declare in this presence to-night 
that every man who opposed the flag, who fought against the 
Government, was everlastingly and will bezeverlastingly and eter- 
nally wrong. [ap lause.] I know the holy principles and high 
motives which el the hearts and actuated these men and boys 
of the North in the great struggle for human liberty and union. 
I know, sir, that in every nation and in every clime men have 
fought and died for liberty. I know that the Frenchman has 
stood behind his barricades in the streets of Paris and fought 
against the autocratic rule of kings and emperors. I know that 
the German has stood by his castles upon the Rhine and guarded 
them inst those who sought to take away that which his 
fathers had gained and held. I know that the negroes under 
Toussaint WOavertare fought on their island for liberty, and 
patriots are fighting now in their island home of Cuba in order 
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that liberty may have another resting place in the Western Hemi- 
sphere and in the isles of the western ocean. I know that the 
Scots have fought upon the hills of Scotland and with Bruce at 
Bannockburn that they might stand on their native heath and 
claim their country free. (Aouiens.) I know that Ireland, 
poor, downtrodden, and oppressed, has ever stood for liberty, and 
the daily prayer of every Irishman is that his green isle may once 
again become one of the nations of the earth; and I know further 
that in years gone by, during the great famine in Ireland, when 
the slaveholders of the South raised a large sum of money and 
sent it to that grand irishman, Daniel O’Connell, to relieve the 
struggling poor of Ireland, he sent it back to them in scorn, with 
this message: 

Ireland is poor—God knows she is—but she is not so poor that she will 


accept money to relieve her starving people which was earned by the unre- 
quited toil of the slave. 


Applause. 

Yow, Mr. Speaker, I am honestly and candidly and heartily in 
favor of paying a pension to every man who served in the grand 
army of the Republic, if he needs it [applause]; and, furthermore, 
to every widow of every soldier and to every dependent orphan of 
every soldier who served in that Army. 

Go out into the great States of the West, and you gentlemen 
who stand in this House as you do stand here, and who think that 
this country extends no further toward the setting sun than Oak- 
land or Deer Park, in Maryland, go out into the West, where 
many of these soldiers live, and witness their sufferings, their 
trials, and their struggles, and you will come back here and grant 
them more liberal pensions. [Applause.] 

Mr. Speaker, some of our friends in the House do not seem to 
realize the fact that in the great West there are men who fought 
from 1861 to 1865, and who to-day have their wives and their chil- 
dren about them, and the widows who were wives of soldiers 
during the war, many of whom are to-day suffering for the com- 
forts of life. There are in the district I have the honor to humbly 
represent on this floor about seven or eight thousand of them. 
Some are provided for, but the great majority, who gave from one 
to five years of the best days of their lives in the service of their 
country, receive very small pensions and are to-day actually suf- 
fering for the very necessaries of life because this Pension Office— 
this office of circumlocution—has so surrounded the claimants 
with frivolous technicalities that they can not comply with the 
conditions required and are therefore denied pensions te which 
they are entitled. 

I believe that the Commissioner of Pensions was a good soldier 
and that he wants to do everything that is necessary for the ben- 
efit of the soldiers of the Union and remove the snags that stand 
in the way of the progress of their pension claims. The bill that 
is now before this committee will have the same effect as sending 
a snagboat up the Ohio or Mississippi River; it will take out every 
snag and give a free channel and a straight road to every pen- 
sioner who has an honest claim before the Pension 
Now, Mr. Speaker, I believe that every soldier, that eve 
of a soldier, should have such pension as would purchase for them 
at least the necessaries of life. [Applause.] This army that went 
out from 1861 to 1865 was composed of 2,700,000 men. They were 
the flower of the Republic and were prompted in the mighty deeds 
they wrought during those four years of war by a spirit of patriot- 
ism, and their sacrifices and sufferings have made the nation they 
saved their eternal debtor. [Applause. 

While we can not pay the debt in full, we can acquit ourselves 
of the obligation in part by seeing that no soldier and no family 
of a dead soldier shall ever know want; that his widow, whether 
he died in line of duty or not, shall have more than a pittance 
doled out to her; that she shall not be confined to rules of proof 
at times impossible for her to comply with; that dependent par- 
ents shall not be shut off because t a ye ago they were not 
dependent. We can see that the disabled soldier is taken care of, 
whether disabled in line of duty or otherwise. We can see that 
the 15,000 surviving comrades in the poorhouses of the land are 
relieved. All these are wards of the nation. If the Republic de- 
mands love and loyalty she must care for those who suffered and 
for the widows and helpless orphans of those who sacrificed their 
lives for her. They died to preserve this nation and make men 
free. Their widows and orphans, and the surviving soldiers of 
the Republic must have thrown around them the fostering care 
of the Government they suffered and died to save, not ina nig- 
gardly, empty-handed manner, but in a full, heaping measure, 
and may 8 the day when the spirit of Lincoln, of Grant, 
of Garfield, and of Oliver P. Morton shall again prevail through- 
out the land, and the high — in the seats of National Govern- 
ment shall once more be filled by those who sought to save and 
not to destroy the nation’s life. 

The soldiers of the Union were comrades in the greatest army 
ever assembled upon earth since the beginning of modern war- 
fare. In the four years of unceasing battle Army partici- 
pated in more than 2,000 actual engagements. The conilict from 


first to last armed nearly 3,000,000 men. The Army subsis; ed 
during the four years of war in the open field on a continn.., 
advance over the fortified territory brave and Wwerful 
enemy. It was compelled to —— for its battlefield those sles 
selected by the foe and carefully ee ared to resist attack 
Added to this, it kept up an almost un ies line of battle = ir 
than 1,500 miles in length, presenting a spectacle of war of «. anh 
and wonderful magnitude that it stands without a paralle| jy };js. 
tory or tradition. Nearly a million lives were offered up as wil}. 
ing sacrifices on the altar of American liberty. The war fy +) 
Union was the completion of the work left unfinished to , 
Revolutionary fathers. They left us the blot of slavery oy th, 
escutcheon of American oe The South boasted of its wea); h 
piled up by the unrequited toil of the slave. The plaintive \qij 
of the bondman e discord in the harmony of the nation 
Every starry banner that floated in the heavens had the slave pon 
and the whipping post for a background. We boasted of our 
freedom, and the civilized world pointed the finger of scorn at ug 
and denounced us as a nation of liars. The day of national retry. 
bution was here. The prophecy of Lincoln was to be fultijjaq. 
‘Every drop of blood drawn by the lash was to be paid by one 
drawn by the sword, and every dollar accumulated by the un. 
requited toil of the slave was to be scattered like chaff to the four 
corners of the earth.” Thesupreme moment had arrived. Popy. 
lar government was to be tested in the crucible of civil war. Goq 
had called his servant Lincoln to become the herald of liberty, tho 
savior of a nation, the emr ncipator of a race. ; 

This nation could not endure half slave and half free. Freedom 
cried out for aid in the midnight of her despair, and 2,()),(\ 
patriots sprang to her rescue. The clash of arms was heard 
throughout the world, and the host of liberty marched to victory 
through the red sea of war. The cause of the Union was the 
cause of mankind. The soldiers of the Union shot to death the 
monster of slavery and disunion. They drove treason from its 
fortified citadels and proclaimed a new doctrine of liberty to the 
world, and here I pour out my full measure of gratitude upon the 
altar of my adopted country to these men who suffered and who 
died that there might be erected on this earth one great nation, 
the foundation stone of which is the eternal liberty of the citizen 
and the equality of all men before the law; the only nation, sir, 
which grants to the citizen absolute liberty of conscience, of ac- 
tion, and of religion, to be exercised by all alike under wise and 
beneficent laws; the only Government, Mr. Speaker, ‘of the peo- 
ple, by the. people, and for the ple” that has had an abiding 
place in the universe since the ighty hurled this earth ball into 
infinite s , and one which I believe will continue to exist and 
be a guiding hand and an inspiration of liberty to all the nations 
of the world until the stars shall sing ther and time shall be no 
more. And, Mr. Speaker, all that stands for freedom, for liberty, 
for greatness, for unity in this mighty nation of ours to-day is 
largely owing to the deeds wrought by those defenders of the Re- 
public who stood by Old Glory and battled for God, for home.and 
native land during that t epoch in our country’s history— 
from 1861 to 1865—and nothing that a grateful Government cangive 
is too good for those of that noble army of heroes who still remain 
and for the widows of those who have gone beyond; and he whoin 
this time of peace, living in the full enjoyment of the blessings 
won by the sacrificesand shed blood of the Union soldier, grudges 
to him his meee nsion is an enemy to his country, bereft of 
patriotism and to gratitude. [Applause.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 


[Mr. GIBSON addressed the House. See Appendix.) 


Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that I pro 
pose to offer the bill just referred to by the distingmshed char 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, by way of two addi 
tional sections, to be numbered 18 and 19, but identical with the 
bill reported by Mr. CRowTHER, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. I desire to give that notice now. The proposed new 
sections are as follows: 

Sec. 18. That the provisions of Zenaicn laws are hereby ¢ tended 
to the officers and enlisted men, their ows, children, dependent morn 
and fathers, of all militia raised in the several States during the years 
to 1865, inclusive, who performed mili service in the Federal Army i 
when serving with United States volun or regulars, or when serving 
as State under the orders or command of the War Department or 
military officer of the United States, during a period of ninety days ore" 
and that a certificate of discharge from such service from either State 
Omites Stes ee shall be prima —_ evidence of suet in 1088, Revised 
Statutes of the Oe ot Seaee the noc 5 of a militiaman — 
enlisted t of disability from wounds or injury recon be 
battle with rebels or Indians while tem y rendering service so 


valid unless e prior to the 4th day of July, 
1874,” be, and the same are hereby: , 
[Mr. WHEELER addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I have listene! with 
t interest to the remarks of the gentleman from Alabame 
(Mr. WaxeeR}, When he speaks about the friendship of 
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Democratic 
ations made ‘ 
sions, I would like toask him what party wrote the laws upon the 
statute books which called for those large ———— Every 
one of them was written thereby the Republican party and not by 
the Democratic party, and he knowsit. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] There has never been but one Republican vote cast 
against & general pension law since 1861, and that was cast by a 
Representative from Florida. : Pidie 
he gentleman talks about the large appropriations made by 
the Democratic party for pensions for the old soldiers. If the 
Democratic party did make those appropriations, I ask the gentle- 
man whether the appropriations they made were not made to 
carry out the act of 1890, which was passed by the Republicans? 
And I remind him that after having appropriated ten millions 
less than the last Republican Congress his party, by failing to 
properly carry out that law, covered back into the Treasury $11,- 
000,000 of that ion appropriation which should have been paid 
to the old soldiers. \aprinue on the Republican side.} If your 
is the friend of the old soldier, I ask you, General WHEELER, 
why it is that they have reduced the pension expenditure so that 
eighteen millions less was dispersed for the last year than for the 

ear ended June 30, 1893, and why they paid out twenty-one mil- 
ions less than the Republicans estimated would be required? [Ap- 

lause.} In reply to a question by the gentleman from South 
Dakota, you challenged him to name a case where this Adtninis- 
tration had done injustice to an old soldier. I give you the name 
of a man, B. H. Yonker, late Company D, Third Indiana, certificate 
229749, who, according to reports of the medical examiuers ap- 

inted by this Administration, is rated fifty-eighteenths, yet they 

ecline to give him a pension under the new law. He drew $2a 

month under the oldlaw. He applied under the new law and was 
rated at fifty-eighteenths—— 

Mr, PICKLE That means $50 a month. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Yes; and they refused the pension 
which he is entitled to under the new law. 

But that is not all. You say that there are no other cases, and 
that this Administration does justice to the old soldiers. I can 

ive the name of another man, J. D. Muller, late Company L, 

hirteenth Missouri, certificate 553895, who was drawing a pen- 
sion of $12 a month by virtue of a bill passed by a Republican 
Co and signed by a Republican President. [Ap canes on 
the mblican side.} The medical examiners rated him at 
ane sear for one disability, twelve-eighteenths for an- 
other, and four-eighteenths for another; and yet your Administra- 
tion, which you say is so friendly to the soldiers, reduced his pen- 
sion $12 to $8 a month, notwithstanding the fact that two 
reputable oo testified that he was totally unable to per- 
form manual labor. And yet you ciaim that justice is done to 
the old soldier! ’ 

But, more than that, Mr. Speaker; take the report of the Com- 
missioner of Pensions within a period of one year and two months— 
that is tosay, from March, 1893, to May, 1894—and you will find 
that they dropped, suspended, or reduced over 15,000 pensioners 
in that period, and yet of their own accord, compelled by public 
sentiment, they were forced to restore over 9,500 of these men to 


cog for the old soldiers and of the large appropri- 
Vv that party of which he is a member to pay pen- 


the rolls. [Applause. | 
Another ; Your President proclaimed in a message to the 
-third Con ‘* that thousands of neighborhoods have their 


well-known fraudulent eer rer ml and yet do you know that in 
the of 1895 your Commissioner of Pensions says that there 
have only a little over 500 cases recommended for prosecu- 
tion and only 294 convictions out of a total roll of 970,000? [Pro- 
—_ ee) Think of that condition of affairs, General, 
then if you can repeat the statement that this Administration 

is friendly to the old soldiers. Youcan not doit. [Applause.] 
Mr. CROWTHER. And but thirty-nine of them were old sol- 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. And as suggested by my friend from 
, only -nine of that whole number were old soldiers. 

But that is notall. That demonstrated what the Republicans 
have always claimed, that the pension roll of this country is a roll 
of honor. [Applause.} But when I read that infamous state- 
ment of the dent of the United States, and then when I look 
at that record, I conclude that the statement was not only untrue 
and unjust, but it was unmanly, and came with bad grace 
from a man who was not brave enough to shoulder his musket in 
country, but did his fighting by a substitute. 
General, do you want any more of the record of 
{Laughter.] If you do, 1 can name for you case 


: , 1 did not intend to talk upon this measure to- 
I tend to say anything, but having listened to 
afternoon, y that by the gentle- 

[Mr. Bart.ett]}, and I am sorry he is not 
criticised the bill, and said that there was 


not a provision of it that was good. He objected to that section 
of the bill particularly which provides that the widows of sol- 
diers shall come under the new law where their income is less than 
$300a year. He says, just think of giving a woman a pension of 
$8 a month who has already an income of $300 a year! Then I 
thought of the statement he made more than two years ago on 
this floor, when he told us what a great sacrifice he was making 
in coming to Congress when he had an income from his law prac- 
tice of $25,000 a year. And I thought what a big heart that man 
must have who would begrudge the granting of a pension of $8 a 
month to a poor widow when he received more in one day from 
his income than she would receive in one long year. ; 

Mr. SULLOWAY. If he did. 

Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Yes; if he did. 

But I want to say to you, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, that the man who can listen without feeling to the appeal 
of the widows and the old soldiers of this country—the man who 
can listen without feeling to their appeals must have a heart that 
an X ray could not penetrate. [Applause.] He stated to the 
House this afternoon that the people ‘‘ were against the enlarge- 
ment of the nage laws”; that Congress had gone far enough. 
I want to call his attention to this fact: On the 22d day of May, 
1865, the old soldiers marched down Pennsylvania avenue, and 
as they came to the Treasury building they saw on that building 
a canvas containing these words: ‘‘ There is one debt the Govern- 
ment owes which it can never pay, and that is the debt it owes to 
soldiers and sailors who served the Union.” [Applause. | 

That was the sentiment of the country then, and, Mr. Speaker, 
that is the sentiment of this country to-day {applause}, and it will 
always be the sentiment of the country. ae. } 

Mr. Speaker, I do not like the way this bill is limited. I think 
the trouble with the bill is that it does not go far enough; and that 
is the sentiment in the section of country that I have the honor to 
ae on this floor. The old soldiers of this country, those 
who took part in that war which saved the Union, have waited a 
long and weary time, and have waited long enough. {Applause. } 
They are entitled to more than this bill gives them; and [ want to 
call the attention of the gentleman from Alabama to the fact that 
as every general pension law ever written upon the statute books 
was written there by Republican votes in the House and Senate, 
so that party, when restored to power again, as it will be on the 
4th of March, 1897 [applause on the Republican side}, will do 
full justice to every old soldier, and to the widow of every old 
soldier, and to the orphan of every old soldier in this country. 
{[Applause.] And one of its first acts will be to right the wrongs 
this Administration has done tothe brave defenders of this country. 
[Prolonged applause. | 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to pay my respects tothe 
gentleman from New York who criticised this bill this afternoon. 

Mr. PICKLER. To which gentleman do you refer? 

Mr. MAHANY. I refer to the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
BARTLETT, and I will take for my text one criticism which he 
passed upon the rhetoric of my remarks delivered on Thursday 
ast. This gentleman, whose legal ability has been exploited with 
such sarcasm in the speech of the gentleman who has just pre- 
ceded me [Mr. Curtis of Kansas], is unquestionably eminent in 
his profession. If you doubt it, you can be convinced, for he ad- 
mits it. [Laughter.] In the course of my remarks I said that the 
men of this generation are the inheritors of the splendid and inspir- 
ing possibilities of this Republic, a heritage secured to us through 
the sacrifices of the heroes who gave their lives for the preserva- 
tion of the Union. The gentleman from New York, whose acute 
legal mind nets him an income, according to his own confession, 
of $25,000 a year, ignores the greater question of justice to the 
nation’s dead and living benefactors, in order to quibble on a 
point of rhetoric, a subject regarding which his knowledge seems 
to be as vague as his legal lore is supposed to be profound. He 
stakes his reputation, legal and rhetorical, on the statement that 
one can not inherit a possibility. 

Well, Mr. Speaker, I think he is the most striking illustration 
of that fact, because he inherited at birth the possibility of mak- 
ing himself an irritating figure in the pension legislation of this 
country—a possibility which he has fully realized to the percep- 
tion of everybody but himself. When he says that one can not 
inherit a possibility, he strikes down the noblest ideal of this Re- 
public, because to a boy born in poverty and confronted by all the 
obstacles which that condition involves, there is only one precious 
thing which he does inherit, and that is the possibility of rising 
from that condition. Inthe beautiful language of Tennyson, he is— 

The heir of all the ages, in the foremost files of time. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, it is possibility, and possibility alone, that 
glorifies American citizenship. It is the gift which the fathers of 
the Revolution and the preservers of the Union gave as their leg- 
acy to posterity. I do not expect that the gentleman from New 
York, whose disposition leads him, unconsciously, perhaps, to 
harass helpless pensioners, will understand an inheritance of that 
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kind. Apparently he recognizes only such as have a rating in 
commercial agencies. 

But in a broader sense the possibility of bettering our conditions, 
of having all the doors of honor swing wide to merit, is the best 
heritage conferred upon Americans by the worthies of an elder 
day. Compare, in this respect, our citizenship with that of other 
lands. Take the poor German peasant, and contrast his condition 
with that of the German Emperor, the most powerful monarch in 
the world. The peasant has no possibility of breaking down the 
obstacles that confront him in his hope of progress. Think of the 
German Emperor on the other hand, who, rising above the counts, 
the dukes, the princes, and the federated kings, towers into such 
a height of power and glory as almost to invest him with the at- 
tributes of a god. Yet that same German peasant, emigrating to 
the United States, may have born to him here a son who fifty years 
thereafter may become the President of the United States and 
deal on terms of absolute equality with the Sovereign of Ger- 
many. That is a ee which Americans inherit from the 
statesmen who framed and the heroes who preserved the American 
Republic. I desirg to call that fact to the attention of the gentle- 
man from New York. [Applause.] His apparent inability to un- 
derstand the genius and the instinct of this people is shown in the 
spirit that animated his criticism; and his failure to recognize the 
higher truths involved in this discussion proves how unsuited he 
is to pass upon the merits of a pension measure. 

_In these questions neither politics nor prejudice should have 
any part. I wish to say that, so far as I am personally concerned, 
I have the profoundest respect for every man who honestly and 
nobly fought in defense cf his sincere convictions on the other 
side. But it is, indeed, a subject for astonishment in the latter 
days of the nineteenth century, when all the splendid and glorious 
accomplishments of humanity seem to conspire to realize the orig- 
inal dreams of paradise upon this earth, that in the forum of the 
foremost nation in the world, we should behold a man standing 
here, weighing with an apothecary’s scale the sacrifices and the 
sufferings of those who made his own success possible. The 
genius and the inspiration of this people are unalterably against 
such petulant and captious opposition to the justice which is due 
to those whose heroic and hallowed service secured freedom to all 
mankind. [Applause. ] 

And then, on motion of Mr. PICKLER (at 10 o’clock and 4 min- 
utes p. m.), the House adjourned. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
Se from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 
follows: 

A bill (S. 261) for the relief of Arthur P. Selby—to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

A bill (8S. 808) for the relief of Daniel W. Perkins—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (S. 2508) for the relief of Addison A. Hosmer—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
oe were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 

ows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, replying to 
the House resolution of February 14, 1896, making inquiry as to 
the number of — below a fair standard of efficiency—-to 
the  ppommaaas on Reform in the Civil Service, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Assistant Secretary of War, transmitting, 
with a communication from the Chief of Ordnance, documents 
relating to payment for work done on Columbia Arsenal—to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, ahd referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7668) to establish a term 
of the district and circuit courts of the United States at Roanoke, 
Va., in the western district of Virginia, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1490); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 5169) a 
ao of Fort Supply (now abandoned) and certain lands to the 

erritory of Oklahoma, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report ( Yo. 1491); which said bill and report 
= neon to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 

e Union, 
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Mr. POWERS, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads. +, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 8189) to am: 
an act entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a rail; 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific 0 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for }o 
military, and other purposes,” approved July 1, 1862; als 
amend an act approved July 2, 1864, and also an act approved \{.\, 
7, 1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act and .,; 
acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, and +. 
vide for the settlement of claims growing out of the iss, 
bonds to aid in the construction of certain railroads, and ; 
cure the payment of all indebtedness to the United States .; 
tain companies therein mentioned, reported the same w);)), 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1497); which sai, 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole Hp» 
on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BIL/. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resoluti:; 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Cler| 
referved to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. COX, from the Committee on Claims: 

The bill (8S. 1365) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of the National 
New Haven Bank of the State of Connecticut.” (Report No, 
1492. ) : 

The bill (S. 250) entitled “An act for the relief of W. H. 1. 
ee. (R ; No. 1493.) 

y Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (S. 2578) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Andrew 
M. Callaham.” (Report No. 1494.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7333) granting a pension to William Ed waris, 
Company D, Tenth Regiment Vermont Volunteers. (Report No. 
1495.) 

By Mr. MILES, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 7969) to increase the pension of Joseph E. Vantine, 
(Report No. 1496.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HOWARD a ers of James Seldon Cowdon, of 
Vienna, Fairfax County, Va.): A bill (H. R. 8464) to enact a gen- 
eral loan law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request of James Seldon Cowdon, of Vienna, Fairfax 
County, Va.): A bill (H. R. 8465) to pay the debts of the Unit 
ea and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways a 

eans. 

By Mr. TOWNE: A bill (H. R. 8466) to allow actual settlers 
upon the Mille Lacs Indian ation,in Minnesota, to perfect 
title to lands in said reservation under the general land laws of 
the United States—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8467) donating four con- 
demned cannon to Post No. 20, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Weston, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8468) making an appropria- 
tion for the purpose of constructing a sidewalf in front of tle 

ublic building at Pensacola, Fla.—to the Committee on Pullic 
Buildings and Grounds. . 

By Mr. BABCOCK (by request): A bill (H. R. 8469) to author 
the Baltimore and Washington Transit Company, of Marylan(.t) 
enter the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. " 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8470) to amend an act entitled ‘An act (0 
restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territories to Amir 
can citizens,” ete.—to the Committee on the District of Colum!a. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R.8471) relating to the pro)ate 0! 
wills in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 1) 
trict of Columbia. . ee 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8472) authorizing the Commissioners 0! the 
District of Columbia to — bequest of the late Peter Von 
Essen for the use of the public white schools of that portion ”! 
said District formerly known as Georgetown—to the Committe: 
on the District of Columbia. ' 

By Mr. TALBERT: A bill (H. R.8473) for the enlarge! 
the volume of currency and the distribution of the same—t  t'« 
Committee on Banking and Currency. i 

By Mr. MAHANY: A bill (H. R. 8474) for the necessary °™ 
better protection of American labor and the enforcement 0! 'h° 
law of Satan, and the restriction of immigration to such 4 \'- 
gree as will serve that end—to the Committee on Immigrs''' 
and Naturalization. : t 

By Mr. PICKLER: A resolution (House Res. No. 275) to © 
apart Saturday, May 2, 1896, for the consideration of private pen 
sion bills—to the Committee on Rules. 
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By Mr. LINTON: A resolution (House Res. No. 279) that the 
House of Representatives consider on Monday, May 4, 1896, House 
bill No. 1, to reclassify railway postal clerks and prescribe their 
salaries—to the Committee on Rules, = 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A memorial of the general 
court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relative to the es- 
tablishment of a national military park at Vicksburg—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A memorial of the general 
court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, relative to the es- 
tablishment of a national military park at Vicksburg—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. , 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A memorial of the general court of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, favoring the passage of House 
pill No. 4339, to establish a national military park at Vicksburg, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: A memorial of the general court of Mas- 
cachusetts, favoring the establishment of a military park at Vicks- 
burg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A memorial of the general court of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, in favor of House bill No. 4339 to 
establish a national military park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
lows: 

' a to to accompany the bill (H.R.7984) for the relief of the 
widow of Bvt. Lieut. Col. P. W. Stanhope, deceased—Committee 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 
The bill (H. R. 8444) to grant a restoration of pension to Wallace 

G. Bone—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill e R. 8475) for the relief of Charles 
French—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8476) granting a pension to Lucy 
B. Bryson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES: A bill (H. R. 8477) for the relief of Joseph O. 


Smith—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8478) for the 
relief of John H. McBrayer—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 8479) for the relief of the 
personal representative of Powhatan Perkins, deceased—to the 
Committee on War Claims. ’ 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8480) for the relief of Mrs. Lavinia Payne— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8481) for the relief of the estate of John R. 
Bigelow—to the Committee on War Claims. 

y Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8482) to correct the military 
record of Thomas C. Jones, late of the United States Army—tothe 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 8483) to increase the pension of 
Caroline 8. Baker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOSES: A bill (H. R. 8484) granting a pension to 
heaee Stephens—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. P : A bill (H. R. 8485) granting a pension to 
Regina O’Brien, daughter of Edward O’Brien, deceased, etc.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H.R. 8486) granting 
& pension to Margaret Maria Hedge—to the Committee on Pen- 


sions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8487) granting a pension to Esther Jackson— 
to the Commi on Pensions. , 
. : A bill (H. R. 8488) granting a pension to 
Lucy Moore, widow of Amos Moore—to the Committee on Invalid 


ons. 
me. SMITH of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 8489) for the reliet of 
L. W. Bon—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8490) granting a pension to 
Robert Gamble—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TRELOAR (by request): A bill (H.R.8491) for the 
telief of Mrs. Alice G. London, widow of Capt. Robert London— 
tothe Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

' Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8492) for the relief 
of John Powers—to the Committee on War Claims. 


Cher PETITIONS, ETC. 

clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa 
Were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: — 
By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of citizens of Washington, urging 
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the passage of House bill No. 5220, or some similar measure, re- 
quiring the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company to 
adopt rapid transit on its lines, and opposing the extension of the 
tracks of said company until its existing linesare modernly equipped 
and operated—to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Petition of Lonis P. Gegenheimer and 
other citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the passage of 
the Stone immigration bill—tc the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

Also, petition of Charles French, of U.S. S. Phlow, to accom- 
pany House bill, for the amendment of his naval record—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., for favorable 
action on House bill ”«o. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating 
to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage to 
1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BREWSTER: Petition of James T. Alling, praying for 
favorable action of House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to pro- 
vide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce, and to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the C 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BRUMM: Petition of Patriotic Sons of America in 
Schuylkill County, Pa., embracing 59 camps with a membership 
of 6,000, praying for the passage of the Stone immigration bill— 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of the Paint and Oil Club of New 
England, of Boston, Mass., in favor of Senate bill No. 2447, fora 
bureau of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWARD: Petition of the heirs of Charies A. Comer, 
deceased, late of Cherokee County, Ala., praying reference of his 
war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of Jane C. Vandiver, of Cherokee County, Ala., 
praying reference of her war claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrances and petitions of citizens of 
Salkum, Wash., and Mountain Grove, Mo., respecting the Mar- 
quette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition and resolution of the town council 
of Miami, Ind. T., relating to the Indian appropriation bill—to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of Harry Clark, of Little Rock, Ark.; 
also of C. M. Henderson & Co., asking favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per 
half ounce and to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
and free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post: 
Roads 





ommittee 


Also, petition of F. D. Clarke and others, of Flint, Mich.; also 
of Frank L. Grant and others, of Chicago, [ll., favoring the pas- 
sage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal laws 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Philadelphia Board of Trade, in favor of 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Papers to accompany a bill for the relief 
of the personal representative of Powhatan Perkins—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Madison Grimes, of Loudoun 
County, Va., praying reference of his war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of Kansas: Petition of A. R. Toms and others, 
of Junction City, Kans., against the acceptance of the statue of 
Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall—tothe Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of the president and faculty of Mid- 
dlebury College, Vermont, favoring the adoption of the metric 
system of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Papers relating to the pen- 
sion case of Margaret Maria Hedge—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of citizens of Holland Patent, 
Oneida County, N. Y., for the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 
838, amending the postal laws; also praying for legislation anthor- 
ae the Post-Office Department to prohibit the use of the mails 
in advertising frauds on the business public—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SIMPKINS: Resolutions of the board of aldermen of 
the city of Cambridge, Mass., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Pasco amendment to the Post-Oftice appropriation 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and PostrRoads. 

By Mr. TERRY: Petition of Harry Clark, of the Press Pub- 
lishing Company, Little Rock, Ark., asking for favorable action 
on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter 
postage per half ounce and to amend the postal laws relating to 
secon flees and free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice 
and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. UPDEGRAFF: Petition of G. A. Bethne and 82 others, 
of Luther College, Decorah, Lowa, in favor of the adoption of the 
metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts: Remonstrance of the cit 
council of Cambridge, Mass., against the so-called Pasco amend- 
ment to the Post-Office appropriation bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
Monpbay, April 27, 1896, 
Prayer by Rev. Huan Jounston, D. D., of the city of Wash- 


ington. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal of the proceedings of 
ee ae will be read. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I regret to notice that there 
is not a quorum of the Senate present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
auswered to their names: 
Allen, 
Allison, 
Berry, 
= 
Blanchard, 
Burrows, 
Caffery, 
Call, 
Carter, Pritchard, 
Chandler, Pugh, 
Clark, Jones, Ark. uay, 
Cockrell, Lodge, an a 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Forty-five Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. The Journal will be read. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the | yraaeeete 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. CALL, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. McMILLAN, I present a memorial of the Brightwood 
Citizens’ Association of the District of Columbia, relative to the 
sewerage system in the District of Columbia. I move that the 
memorial be printed as a document and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LODGE presented resolutions adopted by the city council 
of Cambridge, Mass., directing the mayor of that city to remon- 
strate against the adoption of the so-called Pasco amendment to 
the Post-Office appropriation bill; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

Mr. VEST presented a = of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of St. Louis, 0., praying for the passage of the joint 
resolution recently introduced in the House of Representatives, 
providing for an extension of the bonded period as to all spirits 
put in bond after July 1, 1896, and up to July 1, 1898, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BLACKBURN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Kentucky, remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére Mar- 
quette in Statuary Hall, or in any other public hall or repository 
in the country; which was referred to the Committee on the Li- 


rary. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a petition of the members of 
Mount Washington Lodge, No. 276, of the International Association 
of Machinists, of Concord, N. H., ‘‘ begging that a committee of 
investigation may be appointed to inquire into and thoroughly 
investigate the treatment our fellow-members are subjected to 
and the conditions they labor under in United States navy-yards 
and arsenals, particularly at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard.” The 

titioners state further that ‘‘ a board of naval officers have met 

secret session and have reported on this matter, but their scope 
was limited and they did not give our brother craftsmen an oppor- 
tunity of giving their side of the case.” I am in doubt whether 
the petition should go to the Committee on Education and Labor 
or to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Education and 
Labor, the Chair ee 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr, GALLINGER presented a petition of the officers of the 
Merrimac Valley Association of Post-Office Clerks, of Lowell, 
Mass., praying for the passage of House bill No. 3273, apt. 
for the reorganization of the postal service; which was referr 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. TELLER presented sundry memorials of citizens of Wray, 
Gillette, Bachelor, and Victor, ‘all in the State of Colorado, re- 
monstrating against placing the statue of Pére Marquette in 


Faulkner, 
Gallinger, 
Gear, 
George, 


ale, 
Hansbrough, 

arris, 
Hawley, 
Hill, 


McMillan, 
Mills, 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 
Peffer, 
Perkins, 
Pettigrew, 
Platt, 


Stewart, 
Teller, 
Tillman, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 


Irby, 
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Statuary Hall; which were referred to the Committee on tho 
ae: = 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of the State A. 
tural College of Colorado, at Fort Collins, Colo., praying { 
enactment of legislation to reduce thecost, increase the valu, 1, 
simplify the methods of publication of the public document. ;,,~. 
nished to designated depository libraries; which was refer:..| ;, 
the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Victor. 
praying for the passage of the so-called Linton bill, relatiy. ; 
migration and naturalization; which was referred to the 
mittee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Northern Mineral \jno 
Workers’ Progressive Union, of Virginia, Minn.; a petition of Lo. 
cal Union, No. 257, Cigar Makers’ International Union of America 
of Lancaster, Pa., and a petition of the Carriage and W...,, 
Workers’ Local Union, No. 2, Carriage and Wagon Work. 
ternational Union, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the fro. 
age of silver; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. BAKER presented a memorial of sundry citizens ¢{ J yy. 
tion City, Kans., remonstrating against placing the statue of Pore 
Marquette in Statuary Hall; which was referred to the Commit. 
tee on the Library. 


] ) 
? 

im- 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Co. 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2083) authorizing sale 
of the title of the United States in lot 5, square 1113, in the city 
of Washington, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 4 
report thereon. 

r. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of (o- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 906) to amend the 
charter of the Brightwood Railway Company of the District of 
Columbia, reported, it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2807) to remit penalties and interest on arrears of taxes in 
the District of Col ia, submitted an adverse report thereon; 
which was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Secre- 
tary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to the cemetery association in the 
city of St. Panl, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the sol- 
diers’ monument in said cemetery, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7172) donating four condemned cannon and four pyra- 
mids of condemned cannon balls to the Soldiers’ Monument As%o- 
ciation of Allegan, Mich., reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H.R. sek donating condemned cannon and cannon balls, 
reported it with an amendment. 

r. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S.497) to provide fora 
public as Tampa, Fla., reported it with amendments. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill oa providing for the construc- 
tion of a military road from Fort Washakie, Wyo., to the mouth 
of the Buffalo Fork of the Snake River, near Jacksons Lake, in 
Uinta County, Wyo., reported it with amendment, and submitted 

ereon 


a _— th . 
e also, from the Committee on Claims, reported an amend- 
ment intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropria- 


tion bill, the amendment providing for the payment of claims 
adjudicated by the Court of Claims under the French spoliation 
act of January 20; 1885, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and printed; which was agree to. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam instructed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations 
for the construction , and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and har , and for other.purposes, to report it 
with amendments, and to submit a written report thereon, which 
it is desirable should be printed as early as possible. 

I give notice that I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consid: 
eration of the bill, probably on Wednesday morning, if the naval 
appropriation bill shall be then completed. ; 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The report will be printed and the 
bill placed on the Calendar. . 

Mr. PLATT, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2859) changing the time for holding «i 
cuit court of the United States at ord, in the district of Von 
necticut, reported it with an amendment. ‘ a i 

Mr. SQUIRE, from the Committee on Public Buildinys 4 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 162) for the re mn 
of a monument and statue of Gen. Ulysses S. Grant on ground of 
longing to the United States Government, in the city of Was!!ns 
ton, D. C., reported it without amendment. sn 

Mr. HAN OUGH, from the Committee on the District 
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to whom was referred the bill (S. 1008) to remit the 


penalties on unpaid taxes in the District of Columbia, reported 
adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on the Library, to whom was re- 
ferred the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay February 6, 1896, 
authorizing the compilation of the colonial charters and constitu- 
tionsof each State of the United States, reported it without amend- 
ment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee to Audit | 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate; which was | 
agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims to re- | 
port an original bill, and I ask leave to present a written report | 
within a few ar It is not yet ready. The bill is a substitute | 
for Senate bill 172, which I report back and ask that it be indefi- | 
nitely a The original bill I ask may be read twice by 
its title and placed on the Calendar. 

The bill (S. 2962) to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims in 
the case of the book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church 

inst the United States was read twice by its title. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill (S.172) for the relief of the 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South will be 
postponed indefinitely. 

REPUBLICAN FORM OF GOVERNMENT IN ALABAMA, 


Mr. CHANDLER. In behalf of the Committee on Privileges | 
and Elections I submit, as I gave notice on Saturday I should do, | 
a supplemental report to accompany Senate resolution 54. . I ask | 
that this supplemental report, together with the first report, No. 
447,submitted March 10, 1896, may be printed together; that there 
be a reprint of the an report with the supplemental report. 

The VICE-PRESID T. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask that the supplemental report be read at | 
this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Nebraska calls for 
the reading of the supplemental report. The Secretary will read 


as requested. 
CHANDLER. I suggest, instead of having the report read | 








Mr. 
and delaying the morning business, that the Senator from Ne- | 
braska modify his request so as to have it printed in the Recorp. | 
Mr. ALLEN. That will be satisfactory. 


Mr. COCKRELL. As well as a separate document. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 
The supplemental report is as follows: 


The Committee on Privileges and Elections made a report in favor of the 
resolution of inquiry on March 10, 1896 (Senate Report No. 447), at which time | 
notice was given that there would be a minority report opposing the resolu- 
tion. That minority report is not, forthcoming after a lapse of forty-eight | 

vs. The najority of the committee, therefore, add a supplemental state- 

as follows: 

State election in Alabama in August, 1894, as appears by the state- 
ments made in the majority report of March 10, William C. Oates, instead of 
bane Goat by 27,582 votes, was defeated and Reuben F. Kolb elected by 
about 7,000 majority, the pppetons election being secured by an enormously 
yote, reaching 34,000 fraudulently returned from certain counties 
been cast for Mr. Oates. 
of March 10 also states that the rejection of fraudulent returns 
given the supporters of Mr. Kolb a majority of the members of 
But as the details of this claim were not given, its truth has 
vigorously denied by the supporters of Mr. Oates, and it has been 
ven if there was an actual majority for Mr. Kolb for governor, 
beno plausible claim that Mr. Oates's supporters did not choose 
the legislature which elected Senator Morgan. In refu- 

rtion, occasion is taken in this supplemental report to state 
as to the legislature —_z Mr. Kolb and his cupperwers. 
we recapitulate the claim made by the petitioners for the inquiry as 
vote for governor. The speech of the Senator from Nebraska, 
ALLEN, made in the Senate, February 11, 1895, contained the following 
t of the popular vote in the black-belt counties: 
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State election, August, 1994. 






Estimated 
fraudu- 
lent vote. 


Vote (esti- 
mated) ac- 
tually cast. 


Black-belt counties. Votes 


counted. 
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1,113 MO 73 
4, 064 1,243 2, 521 
2,601 7% 1, 806 
2,959 905 2, 04 
6, 684 2,045 4, 639 
1,045 319 R 
8, 107 950 2, 157 
5, 356 3,718 
2,074 1,440 
5,210 3, 616 
8, 852 2, 674 
1,673 1, 162 
1,690 1,173 
2,251 1,563 
6, 401 4,443 
i itensessseouson 50, 080 34, 765 
15,315 
50, 080 


tho Senator ou int the above table estimates the fraudulent vote in 
joes not state the votes return rom those 
counties and counted for Oates and Kolb, respectively. 
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The following table does show the counted returns in those counties: 





Counties. Oates. Kolb. 
a i he ened 776 ST 
TE ici india eiade ds ince dactnin te adcnetnticmnennd 8, 407 057 

I a a i eins 2,300 | ~P 
a a  eeiousiote 1,831 | 1, 128 
Ri a ‘ 6.517 167 
I idte nt cithienknnbehaddankdaneaned S46 199 
Hale ht dtaltalel alin lat seis ciel atina tania tata paint 2,725 | Baz 
ee pisdagibaeanuneis 4, 005 HL 
| Roki a 1,650 424 
it oul leu secnediewe 4,950 | 280 
Re iil once ad neg muvee Gein whe 2, 808 1, 044 
a linn oy eatnininnl a 1, 184 | 480 
i el bai eet anne hadi Kommaiowens 1,271 | 419 
idl iitinans cucdenedhéedecnedéos 1,843 408 
I a a en wi ce teen 6, 270 131 

43, 362 6,718 
43, 362 
I ariicesh delet tcaseecipioeh i tcc eeabalnde tides aaiaestiniai 50, 080 





There has been no pretense that any of the 6,718 votes for Mr. Kolb in these 
counties were fraudulent. Deduct, therefore, the fraudulent vote of 34,765 
from the vote returned for Mr. Oates of 43,362, and Oates received only 8,507 
actual votes, which, added to 6,718, the number cast for Mr. Kolb, make 15,315, 
being the number stated by Senator ALLEN as the vote actually cast 

The 34,765 fraudulent votes returned for Mr. Oates overcome the 27.582 ma- 
Mr. Kolb by 
about 7,000 majority. 

: We now proceed to show what was the actual lawful result as to the legis- 
ature. 

A table of the 14 black-belt counties, with the number of Democratic sena- 
tors and representatives who sat in the legislature, is as follows 





Counties. Senators a 

I sa a il las icin iw asics erica naan abtitidnan maine on 1 
leila nina ne ia iabatnmiibins l 3 
a a a a cin eesti l 2 
etched Ria aicintr natal amiitlet aennngs @aueul | 3 
NN chet cneniiiateduladueveheeeons . ——n 1 
aati tied idaicinne tinned : piddieeiibiniienladies neiedinandede 2 
i ewason l 2 
i dh htebaédinppansheswdccwne cosseeaesecs sai | l 
nt nvdntinhnhinakebeanésdinndnenaseses 1} 1 
A AER EN 1 | 4 
Manila ca iendnddi imekatiinnahtnanmbimaneen l 1 
ls i ie cudnt nidecinhin lathe ; 1 
I a lea et earn nial waninndasaetonvinnae 1 
EE aceitindinaannnes a 1 2 
Tt iietsiiis neninin hls annust andr iminnwaaes 8 2% 


There was false registration and ballot-box stuffing in the 14 counties and 
innumerable fraudulent returns, which might invalidate all the elections 
and reject all the members. At all events, it is beyond doubt that Populist 
or Republican members were actually elected in the 4 counties marked with 
a star, namely: Autauga, Barbour, Lowndes, and Macon, two senators and 
seven representatives. 

A table showing the white counties, where the Populist or Republican can- 
didates were chosen, but the Democratic candidates were fraudulently de- 
clared elected, is as follows: 





Counties. Senators. Renresent- 

j aLlives, 
PN Ding nbn tik Mhdnenenegns mesahNeheaneeneneded naan adniininbaies 2 
hid aden iiicimediebdindbaked Sacksa dedtnacanwensieolecestneda 2 
ile ttn Seta iaabniett annie ettiods l 2 
3 a ‘ 2 
i itt idinws ntdate dpndéandenebiaes ; 5 
RE ie ican indie coanududntddstenansionseecé l 2 
i iineenecuntnveanthesidnesinnesidans : 1 
SL ae ae 2 
Thi idininns ands dckenccace ounces « ; aben a l 
is oh cite cuddd basses soaden wisaiies Siidetin baskvuikees 2 
Talladega*........... pansbeianaces tktedh buns l ] 
el a l B 
EE See ae 4 24 








* And one Populist. 
Now, to apply the foregoing facts. 
The Alabama legislature as it actually assembled showed 45 Democratic 
majority, according to the following table 
Total membership: 
House..... 


in Secu titinhin abeuhe ieanghessece vasses coomawiesidiia 100 
i inetd secececcccescocccecosce a 
133 

Republicans 

| and Democrats. | Total. 

| Populists. 
ET Gidhdeccccessscscounchetsnendschaes 0 - 33 
cine amaacsoenaserapnntnty ia nieaaitieaeaiel 35 65 100 





Or 45 Democratic majority. 
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A revision of the result, eliminating the frauds in the 12 white counties 
and the 4 black counties, in accordance with the above tables, gives a Popu- 
list and Republican majority of 29, as follows: 


Republicans 


and Populists. Democrats. 


Senate. House. Senate.| House. 


9 35 24 ® 
Result changed by fraud in 12 white 
DIED n-ccnisniipees dubgedt bandon + wddeacapaieal 24 Mh 


13 59 20 4 

2 7 2 7 

66 | 18 34 

Total Republicans and Populists, 81; total Democrats, 52; total,133. Popua- 
list and Republican majority, 29. 

The foregoing claims of the petitioners for the investigation have been 
fhown to the committee to be sopurensy correct, Whether or not they are 
in fact correct can only be determined by the inquiry which Mr. Oates and 
his supporters so persistently avoid. 

There would seem to be little doubt of the correctness of the factscharged, 
in the light of the admissions made in an article in the Times of December 6, 
1895, published by J. M. Anderson and J.J. Townsend, at Selma, Dallas County, 
Ala., whichis the home of Senator MorGAN. Theexcuse which Messrs. Ander- 
son and Townsend give for the crimes which they acknowledge were com- 
mitted, pe | that they are necessary to prevent negro domination, is 
wholly refut by the fact that both in 1892 and 1894 the Jones and Oates 
Democracy were overwhelmingly defeated in the white counties of the State. 
The “ manufactured majorities,’ which, the Sc!=1a Times says, “the young 
men of the black belt are weary of going into the ballot boxes and bringin 
up,” have not been manufactured in order to prevent negro domination, bu 
in order to enable a minority faction of the white voters to hold in subjection 
the majority of the white voters. Thearticle in the Selma Times isas follows: 


[Selma Times, published at Selma, Dallas County, Ala.] 
A CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION. 


The Times believes that the time has arrived for the holding of a constitu- 
tional convention in Alabama in order to regulate the franchise. The white 
and black vote of Alabama is very nearly ne divided, and with a “free 
ballot and a fair count” there would be negro officers filling every office in 
one-third of the counties in Alabama, and t 
army to keep down riot and a war between the races. That we do not want. 

The Times is one of those oon that does not believe it is any harm to rob 
or appropriate the vote of an illiterate aogre. We do not believe they ought 
ever to have had the mee of voting. is right was given or forced upon 
them and the white people by the bayonet, and the first law of nature, self- 

reservation, gives us the right todo anythin 

ion from being wiped off the face of the earth. 
to both races to arm the grossly ignorant with the ballot—the highest priv- 
ilege of freemen. Noman, after thirty years of taxationand effort toeducate 
him, has a right to be too ignorant to vote intelligently. Right here we will 
state that we are in favcr of keeping the white man on top—it matters not 
what means are resorted to—but itmust bedone. With Pet Caffee we believe 
that ‘if it is necessary to protect the women and children of Lowndes County 
and of Alabama, my county will continue to bring up 4,999 Democratic ma- 
jority.” He is our kind of a Democrat under the present order of things. 

We hope, however, to see these things changed. The only way to do so is 
to adopt the Mississippi plan. The only way to reach that pen is through a 
constitutional convention. The young men of the black belt are weary of 
going into the ballot boxes and bringing up manufactured majorities in 
order to keep from beimg ruined by negroes, or what is worse, by unscru- 
pulous white men leading the black hordes to the polls. We need a change— 
we must havea change. 

A constitutional convention can do an intelligent man no harm in restrict- 
ing the ballot. The unlettered white man and the ignorant negro will be on 
the same aqoting as to the ballot, but excludi both would be a powerful 
educational uplifting stimulant. If either would vote they must study. An 
educational qualification will fire their ambition, and as a consequence a 
better citizenship would result. 

A constitutional convention to restrict suffrage is a necessity at this time. 
We are for it. 


Result changed by fraud in 4 black coun- 
ti 


to keep our race and civiliza- 
It was, and still is, a cruelty 


OYSTER BEDS IN RARITAN BAY. 


Mr. PERKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Fisheries, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 357) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to appoint commissioners to estimate damages 
done to planted oysters and oyster beds in Raritan Bay and adjoin- 
ing waters in New York and New Jersey, and to make compen- 
sation therefor, to report a jointresolution. The joint resolution 
is short, and I ask to have it considered at this time. 

The joint resolution (8. R. 139) directing the Secretary of War 
to cause an investigation to be made respecting the claims of cer- 
tain citizens of New York and New Jersey that damages were 
done to their planted oysters and oyster beds in Raritan Bay by 
dredges and other vessels in the employ of the United States, and 
to report the circumstances relating thereto, was read the first 
time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the Secre- 
tory of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause an investigation to be 
e respecting the claims of certain citizens of the States of New York and 
New Jersey that were done to their planted oysters and oyster 
beds in Raritan Bay and adjacent waters by , scows, and other vessels 
in the employ of the United States Government from the Ist day of Janu- 
ary,1880, to the Ist day of January, 1892, and to report in full the circum- 


stances relating thereto. 
_The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Comnaittee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be en: for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, 


| order, and ask to be recognized at the completion of the routiy 





t would necessitate a standing | 


| the adoption of the amendment will cause the Interior D: partuieit 
| to send a special agent tothe State of Washington to examine the 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senate bill 357 will be postpon.. 
indefinitely. ; 
QUIN NE MO SE. 

Mr. WILSON. If the morning business has closed, I ask unay;. 
mous consent to call up the bill (8. 1704) for the relief of Quin ;,, 
mo se, an Indian. 

Mr. HALE. Is the morning business over? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is not yot o>». 
cluded. The Senator from Washin asks unanimous 91s.) 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the bill indicated 
by him. 

Mr. HALE. I desire as soon as the routine morning business 
is completed to ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 0; 
the naval appropriation bill. Ishall not object to this bil! if jt 
gives rise to no debate, but after that I shall call for the recu|ay 
business. 

Mr. GEAR. I ask the Senator from Maine kindly to give way 
for a moment after the Senator from Washington gets his \)j/| 
through. I have a little bill that will take no time. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator from Iowa to wait until [ get 
the appropriation bill up, and then I will yield. 

Mr. GEAR. Very weil. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Washington calls 
up a bill which will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 1704) for the relief of Quin ne 
mo se, an Indian, which had been reported from the Committee 
on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

Mr.CHILTON. I have no objection to the consideration of the 
bill, but I have an amendment pending that I would like to haye 


read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill? 
Mr. HALE. If the bill gives rise to any debate I must object 
to it. 
Mr. WILSON. If the Senator from Mainewill allow me. I will 
state that the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas | 
ropose to accept, and the bill will not lead to any debate, although 


Uhl 


land. I shall accept the amendment, however. 
— as in Committee of the W hole, proceeded to consider 
the bill. ; 

oh  —ypapeyoragee Let my amendment be stated, and then | will 
e i 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments of the Comuit: 

on Indian Affairs will first be stated. 

The first amendment was,in section 1, line 16, after the word 
‘‘removed,” to insert: 


And the fee simple to said above-described real estate is here!) 
the said Quin ne mo se, his heirs and assigns, forever. 

So as to make the section read: 

That the restrictions imposed by the act of Congress approved January |- 
1881, ieee | pee certiieata ‘No = —- L5- beh day of Inne. 188 
granting ne mo se, an © southeast quarter of th \ 
quarter, and the lot numbered 4, of section 34; the southwest quart. : 
southwest quarter of section 34, all in township 25 north: and the west ball 
of lot numbered 5 and lot numbered 4, of section 3, in township “1. north: 
range 45 east of the Willamette meridian, in the State of Washingt 1 ain- 
ing 167% acres, be, and the same are hereby, removed. and the fev simp. to 
said above-described real estate is hereby vested in the said Quin ie mo», 
his heirs and assigns, forever. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; : 

_ The next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the 
ing words: 

Sec. 2. That thesaid Quin ne mose shall, with the consent of the Se." 
the Interior, have theright to alienate the title to saidlandsabove 
Provided, That whenever the said Quin ne mo se shall so alicnate th: tite! 
said lands the same shall be subject to judgment, decree, and or any 
eourt of competent jurisdiction and be subject to taxation: and tha 
none of the provisions of the actof Congress approved January |». |> 


apply to lands after the alienation of the title thereof as herv: 
provided 


The amendment was 80. 

The VICE-PRES . The amendment submitte:! 
Senator from Texas Sem CHILTON] will be stated. 

The SkorETaRY. It is proposed to add at the end of the!!! 
following proviso: 

Provided, That said lands shall not be alienated by said Quin nem = ° 
his heirs without the previous permission of the Secretary of the Inter 

Mr. WILSON. Laccept that amendment. 

Mr. CHILTON. The Senator from Washington has stated.! 
believe, that the adoption of the amendment will requir’ {he 
ns of a special agent tothe State of Washington to deters" 
upon the suggestion contained in the amendment. I wi! ~'\" 
that the amendment was p after communication wit) the 
Interior Department. I have here a letter from the Secre''") 
the Interior written some time ago to the Commissioner of !!!(!!" 

but which contains his present views on the sul)‘. '" 
which he states his unwillingness to have this Indian resu '" 
tribal relations, and under such circumstances it seems °° 


vested in 


follow- 


1. shai 


nbetore 








1896. 


thing to subject the sale of the Indian’s homestead to the approval 
of the Secretary of the Interior. I will read the letter. Itis very 
short. ‘The Secretary of the Interior says: 


I have considered sour communication of the 10th instant in the matter of 
the applicatiop ~f Quin ne mo se, an Indian, of De Smet, Idaho, requesting per 
mission of Congress to sell and dispose of certain lands patented to him under 
thei rovisions etd ae March 3, 1875, by the removal of the “restrictive 
»”’ con nD herein. 

oonne Indian states that in 1885 he made a final proof on his homestead entry 
and patent was to him in due course of time; that the settlement of 
that part of the country is so complete that his property is surrounded on all 
sides by white people; that he was unable to send his children to school and 
was therefore compelled to abandon his home and remove to the Coeur d’ Alene 
Reservation in Tdaho, and as his lands are some distance from that reserva- 
tion, and as lie is unable to give them proper attention, he petitions Congress 
for permission to sell and dispose of the same by removal of the “restrictive 
clause” in his patent. 

That is the effect of the bill which the Senator from Washing- 
ton has called up. 

Your letter shows that Quin ne mo se homesteaded these lands under the 

visions contained in the act of March 3, 1875—‘* That any Indian born in 
United States who is the head of a family or who has arrived at the age 

of 2) years and who has abandoned or whomay hereafter abandon his tribal 
relations shall, on making satisfactory proof of such abandonment under 
rules to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior, be entitled to the 
benefits of the act enti ‘An act to secure homesteads-to actual settlers on 
the public domain,’ approved May 28, 1862, and the acts amendatory thereof, 
except that the provision of the eighth section of said act shall not be held 
to apply to entries e under this act’’—and that patent was issued to him 
June 8 upon. the express condition that the title thereby conveyed 
should not be subject. to alienation or incumbrance, either by a voluntary 
conveyance or by jndgment, decree or order of any court, or subject to tax- 
ation of any character, but should remain inalienable and not subject to tax- 
ation for a period of twenty years from the date thereof. 

Legislation looking to the breaking up of tribal relations among Indians 
was recommended by the Secretary of the Interior in his annual report for 


74 (page 7). 
The Secretary said: ‘‘A common ownership of wostes the normal condi- 
tion of the Indian race, and with it are found nomadic habits totally inconsist- 
ent with theidea of permanent habitations, individual ownership, and domes- 
ticindustry. The work of civilization can never be completed until these 
habitsareabandoned. Every proper inducement, therefore, ought to be of- 
fered the Indian which will prompt him to individual ownership of property 
and such habits of industry and economy as are incident to our civilization. 
* * * Anextension to the Indians of the benefits of the homestead laws under 
the safeguards mentioned and such others as the wisdom of Congress may 
eat obra facilitate the work of their civilization. It will break up 
tr 


lo tions and Indian communities; it will bring Indians into sub- 
Cn yn to our laws, civil and criminal; it will induce them toabandon roving 
bits and teach them the benefits of industry and individual ownership, and 
then prove ser nee in promoting their prosperity’’; and Con- 
gress, Co! the views of the Department, the Indian homestead 
act of 1875. 
Quin ne mo se— 


Who is the individual Indian mentioned in the bill— 


Quin ne mo se, in order to obtain this homestead, must have made satisfac- 
tory proof that he had abandoned his tribal relations and by this action be- 
came a citizen of the United States, entitled to all the rights, privileges, and 
immunities of. such. citizens without in any manner impairing or otherwise 
affecting his right to tribal or other property as provided by the act of Feb- 
ruary 8, 1878 (24 Stats., 388), and having become a citizen— | 

And now comes -the point of this letter— 
and having become a citizen I am unable to see how he can be reinstated 
as an Indian in tribal relations, except by ade ure from the well-estab- 
lished policy of the Government as declared in the aet of_1875, supra, and 
other acts of roviding for the allotting of lands to Indians with the 
view of making t citizens of the United States. 

Quin ne mo se has-no right on the Cour d'Alene Reservation except as 
na by the act of 1887; and having abandoned his tribal relations and 

n his home on the public domain he has no right to remain on said res- 
He isa citizen of the United States, and his home is on the lands 
patented to him. 

Por thisreason I must decline to recommend to Congress that he be allowed 
to sell his lands and to return to the Coeur d'Alene Reservation and become 
an Indian in tribal relations. 

Lread this letter‘ merely to show that my amendment is in the 
line of precaution which the views of the Interior Department 
makes necessary. It will commit to that Department the matter 
of permitting this Indian to sell his sands. he is permitted to 
teturn to the reservation I presume he will be allowed to dispose 
of hisland, Ihave no objection whatever to the bill with that 
limitation, and the Senator from Washington having agreed to 
accept it, it can be without hindrance. 

Mr. WILSON, ; President, a single word in reply to the 
letter just read by the Senator from Texas. 

It makes no difference whether the Secretary of the Interior is 
unwilling that Quin ne mo se shall abandon his land or not, be- 
cause Quin ne mo se abandoned the land five yearsago. Whether 
the is unwilling or not, he can accomplish nothing by 

is objection. The Indian was compelled and forced 
liis land. He has gone back to the Coeur d’Alene 

He is residing there among his people. He is a 

He tills the soil, and is trying to educate his children 
He can not live upon this land, and has not lived upon it 
for five years. Itis not very valuable. It is probably worth five 
orsix hundred dollars. He is old, and wishes to sell it and avail 
himself of the means that he will acquire thereby. 

I the amendment offered by the Senator from Texas, 

Mr, IN. Ido not wish to protract this discussion, be- 
cause it is now purely a moot debate; yet I wish to call the atten- 
tion.‘ the Senate toone- point. If this Indian has left his home 
and Las. = on the Cceur d’Alene Reservation, he has done so 
Without the consent of the Interior Department. It reste with the 
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Department at any time to remove him from that reservation. It 
is entirely proper, therefore, that before he parts with his land he 
should have the consent of the Interior Department. That is all 
the amendment provides for. It is merely in the line of the uni- 
versal policy which has prevailed in regard to lands allotted to 
individual Indians. It merely requires that this ward of the 
nation shall obtain executive consent before alienating his home- 
stead, and thus be protected both in receiving a fair price and in 
regard to other surroundings of the trade. The old rule was that 
the President’s consent was required. Since that time there has 
been a modification of the practice, so that the Secretary of the 
Interior is now usually entitled to consent. I am not aware of 
any case where Indians have been allowed to sell their land with 
out some order of Executive consent. 
in the line of safeguarding the matter. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 






My amendment is merely 


WILLIAM H. TIBBITS. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1597) for the relief of 
William H. Tibbits, to report it favorably with an amendment, 
and I ask unanimous consent for its immediate consideration. 

Mr. HALE. I must object: to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Let the bill go on the Calendar, 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. VEST introduced a bill (S. 2957) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Alice G. London; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (S. 2958) restoring the name of Mrs. 
Penelope E. Russ to the pension roll; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.2959) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Sarah Townsend; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 2960) restoring the pension 
of Alexander W. Browning; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (8.2961) granting a pension to 
Aaron Jernigan, jr.; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2963) to amend sections 
18, 19, 20, and 21 of the act entitled *‘An act to repeal timber- 
culture laws, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 1891; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. GRAY introduced a. bill (S. 2964) to declare: the member 
of the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians in the Indian Territory to 
be citizens of the United States and subject to the Constitution 
and laws thereof, to authorize them to revise their rolls of citizen- 
ship, to allot their lands in severalty,-to: provide for laying out 
towns therein, and for other purposes; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Select Committee on the Five Civi- 
lized Tribes of Indians. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. LODGE submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which, 
with the accompanying papers, were referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed’ by him tothe District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr: BURROWS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. BAKER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him: to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed: by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which: was referred to the Committee on the Districtof Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


RESTORATION OF PROTECTIVE DUTIES. 


Mr. PRITCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 886) to amend section $255 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United Statesconcerning the distilling 
of brandy from fruits; which: was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 
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PURCHASE OF ANALOSTAN ISLAND. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Saturday last the Senator from Vermont 
Mr. Proctor] reported from the Committee on the District of 
Yolumbia an amendment providing for the purchase of Analostan 

Island, intended to be proposed to the District of Columbia appro- 
— bill, which was sent to the Committee on Appropriations, 

at report was made upon a misapprehension of facts, and with 
the concurrence of the chairman of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, 1 move a reconsideration of the vote whereby the 
amendment was sent to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ead it be recommitted to the Committee on the District of Co- 
umbia. 
. oe VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 

ered, 
EULOGIES ON THE LATE REPRESENTATIVE CRAIN. 

Mr. MILLS submitted the following resolution; which was con- 

sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That on Saturday, May 16, the session of the Senate for the day 
om. after 3.30 o'clock p. m., be devoted to eulogies on the late W. H. Crary, 
of Texas. 


C, F. LYNCH. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I offer a resolution which I desire to have 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate. I wish to say in offering the resolution 
that it provides for a deplorable case, which now confronts us, and 
one as to which it is absolutely necessary something should be 
done, I will therefore ask the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
to consider it as soon as possible. 

The resolution was read and referred to the Committee to Audit 
and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to appoint C. F. Lynch a messenger, who shall be 
paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum from the contingent fund of the Senate, 
upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, until otherwise provided for. 


CONDITION OF AFFAIRS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate document room 
=e of Senate Document No. 182, of the Fifty-fourth Congress, first 
on. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has closed. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was ee to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7542) making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897, and for other purposes, which had been petted from 
the Committee on Appropriations with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with and that the amendments of the committee be con- 
sidered as they are reached. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, without objec- 


tion. ' 

Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEar] for 
a moment. 

CLARISSA E. HOBBS, 

Mr. GEAR. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1611) granting a pension to Clarissa E. Hobbs. 
If it leads to any debate I will withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 6, 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘* twenty-five” and insert 
‘**twelve”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Clarissa s 
Hobbs, of Louisville, Nebr., and pay her at the rate of $12 per month for 
services as nurse in the Twelfth ent Iowa Infantry. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM H, TIBBITS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask unanimous consent for the consider- 
ation of the bill which I just reported. 

Mr. HALE. It will not give rise to any debate, I understand. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. None. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 1597) for the relief of William 
H. Tibbits; and by unanimous consent the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was, in line 
21, after the word “other,” to insert the word “‘ valid”; so as to 


Provided, however, That said W. H. Tibbits shall mad ther 
valid entry of land of the United States under the ae wn " 


The amendment was agreed to. 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend. 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 7 


ISAAC MARSH. 
Mr. HALE. Iyield tothe Senator from Nebraska [Mr. A1) ry) 
Mr. ALLEN. With the consent of the Senator from Main. I 
ask leave to call up the bill (5S. 2821) for the relief of Isaac Mars}, 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of tho 


-Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 


from the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, in 
line 10, after the word * spent,” to strike out “upon the above. 
described tract of land, his entry on and claim of which were 
canceled by the decision of the Secretary of the Interior as afore- 
said,” and insert: 

In improving land embraced in timber-culture entry No. 137.2 
North Platte land district in Nebraska: Provided, That in order to obtain 
the benefit of this act said Isaac Marsh shall show that he was not ths owner 


in fee simple of 80 acres of land free of incumbrance at the date of the passage 
of this act. 


So as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That Isaac Marsh, of Lincoln County, Nebr., be, and he 
is pony rmitted and authorized to make a homestead entry of 16) acres 
onany of the public lands of the United States which are now or may hereafte 
become subject to homestead entry, without any fees or payments to the 
Government, excepting the local d office fees, and that in making proof 
thereof he shall be om credit for any time he may have spent in improy- 
ing land embraced in timber-culture entry No. 13732 in the North Platte land 
district in Nebraska: Provided, That in order to obtain the benefit of this act 
said Isaac Marsh shall show that he was not the owner in fee simple of 
acres of land free of incumbrance at the date of the passage of this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move that the preamble be stricken out. 

The motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 
Mr. HALE. Now let the naval appropriation bill be read for 
action on the committee amendments. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 


pu > 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 2, line 7, after 
the word “‘ action,” to strike out the following additional proviso: 

Provided further, That all officers who have been or may be appointed to 
any co’ of the Navy or to the Marine Co after service in a different 
corps of the Navy or of the Marine have all the benefits of their 

revious service in the same manner as if said appointments were a reentry 

to the Navy or into the Marine Corps. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 12, after the word 
“same,” to strike out “eight thousand” and insert ‘including 
one draftsman, at $1,200, nine thousand two hundred”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Naval War College and T © School on Coasters Harbor Island, Rhode 
Island: For maintenance of the Naval War College and Torpedo School on 

J rs Harbor Island, and care of grounds for same, including one drafts- 
man, at $1,200, $9,200. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 18, after the word 
all,” to strike out ‘‘ ten Gunemnd” and insert “eleven thousand 
two hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 

For the proper preservation, cementing, and reenforcing cellar walls, re- 
eS ea floors, and door casings; a water tank in attic for 
use in case of fire, and a rainwater cistern and pumps, $2,000; in all, $11.1”. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 10, to insert: 

For testing methods of thro ns on board ship 
with the velocities, 00 —— 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, line 14, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘ Bureau of ce and ordnance stores 
from ,000 to $842,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 7, line 21, after the word 
‘‘dollars,” to insert: ‘‘ Provided, t the Secretary of the Navy 
may, in his discretion, purchase by contract all or any part of 
such guns”; so as to the clause read: 

uxiliary cruisers: ward armament of modern 

Sein aie eae mentioned in the act eae March 3, 11, and 
n section 4 of act approved May 10, 1892, 000: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Navy may, in his discretion, purchase by contract all or «ny 
part of such guns. 

Mr. QUAY. At that point I desire to amend the clause by 
striking out the words “two hundred and fifty” and inserUns 
“five hundred”; so as to make the appropriation for the armament 
of modern guns for auxiliary cruisers, according to the estimates 
of the Departinent, a half million dollars. 


in the 








1896. 





Mr. HALE. The order of the Senate was to first consider com- 
mittee amendments and take up other amendments afterwards. 
Will the Senator wait until we get through with the committee 
amendients to the bill? 

Mr. QUAY. oe : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
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from Pennsylvania after the committee amendments shall have | 
been concluded. The question is on the amendment which has 


n read. 
verhe amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, in the clause making ap- 
propriations for ‘‘ torpedo station, Newport, R. I.,” on page 3, line 
15, after the word “‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ Extending” and insert 
“extending.” 

The nanoudmeent was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 16, line 1, to increase the ap- 


pa ‘ 4 . ¥..” 341.50 | ons abo 
propriations emery gore, Brooklyn, N. ¥.,” from $15,041 | the reading of the bill is finished. 


to $16,541.50. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation for ‘‘civil establishment, Bureau of Yards and 
Docks,” from $60,286.04 to $61 ,486,04. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
propriations for ‘‘ Naval Home, 
to $79,725. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 20, after the word 
“ dollars,” to insert ‘“‘purchase of land adjoining the naval sta- 
tion, $5,000”; and in line 22, before the word ‘‘ thousand,” to strike 


hiladelphia, Pa.,” from $79,730 


out “eighty” and insert “‘ eighty-five”; so astomake the clause read: | 
Port Royal, 8. C.: For chemical fire engine, $650; lightning | 


val stati 

ontena R well, $15,000; dredging channel opposite station, 
$150,000; steel tower and tank, $4,000; storehouse, $10,000; purchase of land 
adjoining the naval station, $5,000; in all, $185,182. 

The amendment was agreed to. . ; 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 2, to insert: 

To pave Hanover street from Maryland avenue to Wagner street, Wagner 
street from Hanover street to King George street, and King George street 
from College avenue to College or Graveyard Creek, in the city of Annapolis, 


Md., $8,000, in addition to the sum of $13,000 made by the naval appropriation | 


act approved July 26. 1894, which is hereby continued available for the same | the preceding provisions relative to the Marine Corps, the Chair 


urpose; and Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to convey to 


the 
e city of Annapolis, Md., the title to the bed of King George street from | 


College avenue to College or Graveyard Creek. 
Mr. HALE. That amendment ought to be perfected by striking 


out all after the word ‘‘ purpose,” in line 10, as the deed for the | 
I make that motion. 


pr referred to has already been given. 
e PRESIDING OFFICE 
The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. 
line 10, after the word ‘‘ purpose,” by striking out— 


(Mr. CHANDLER in the chair). 


And the Gocnetary of the Navy is hereby authorized to convey to the city | 
of Md., title to the bed of King George street from College 


avenue to or Graveyard Creek. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 


The of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of | 
Committee on Appropriations was, on page 22, after line 14, 


That the Board of Visitors of the Naval Academy, when visiting said 
Academy in 1896, shall fully examine into and report to the Secretary of the 
Navy and to Congress the availability and desirability of acquiring as an 

of Academy so much of the property adjoining 
in the city of Anna as is situate between the north side of Han- 
over street, the east side of Governor street, the north side of King George 
west side of Holland street, and the probable cost thereof by 
or by condemnation for public use. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 28, line 16, after the word 
laboratory,” to strike out ‘and department of instruction, mu- 
seuv of hy”,.ene”; so as to make the clause read: 


Me. § partment: For su ’ necessaries for vessels in commission, 


i 


‘ 


esta tat ae He ee rps, and Coast Servey.and tor the civil 
a - 
and Naval Academy, $85,000. mals, uavy-yerds, naval laboratory, 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 32, line 2, before the word 


“repairs,” to strike out ‘‘ other” and insert ‘‘order”; so as to read: 
Provided Serther, That nothing herein contained shall deprive the Secre- 
of the Navy of the authori y to cause the necessary repairs and preser- 

U. 8. 8. Hartford or to order repairs of ships in for- 

the high seas, so far as may be necessary to bring them 


amendment was agreed to. : 
next amendment was, on page 33, after line 2, to strike out: 
examining and euen ie pound d oth lim- 
‘upon the tion of the old ak, with al buildings and 

8 0. > 

seat Bureau of Construction and Repair of the ‘Rave Depart- 
ace shall conduct therein the work of investigat and determin- 
Fe cata and and Some = 5 ; eee for 
naval vessels, 00: That pon horization 
Secretary of the Navy experiments may be made at this establish- 


The 


page 19, line 2, to reduce the ap- | 


It is proposed to amend the ainendment, in | 








| If one goes out the others will go. 
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ment for private shipbuilders, who shall defray the cost of material and of 
labor of per diem employees for such experiments: And provided further, 
That the results of such private experiments shall be regarded as confiden- 
tial and shall not be divulged without the consent of the shipbuilder for 
whom they may be made 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 3, in the items for 
contingent expenses, Naval Academy, after the word * dollars,’ 
to insert ‘‘for contingencies for the Superintendent of the Academy, 
$1,000,” and in line 5, before the word ** thousand,” to increase the 
total of the appropriations from $45,400 to $46,400, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, after line 2, in the items 


| for the Marine Corps, to strike out: 


Pay of 10 sergeants, 40 corporals, 12 drummers, 12 fifers, and 426 privates, to 
be enlisted in accordance with the provisions of section 1596, Revised Stat- 
utes, $74,560, to be immediately available. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Isuggest to the Senator from Maine that 
he allow the provisions about the Marine Corps to go over until 


Mr. HALE. That is very acceptable to me, as there will be 
some controversy about it. 

Mr. LODGE. To what provisions does the Senator refer? 

Mr. HALE. All provisions relating to the increase of the Ma- 
rine Corps. Let them all go over. 

Mr. LODGE. There are only three of them. 

Mr. HALE. There arethreeof them. They stand on all fours, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Baconinthe chair). With- 
out objection, the provisions as to the Marine Corps will go over 
for the present. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 44, line 3. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is it the pleasure of the Senate 
that these provisions which relate to the Marine Corps shall also 
be passed over? 

Mr. HALE. The amendment on page 45, lines 19 to 23, should 
be passed over. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. The clause to which the Chair 
directs the attention of the Senate begins with line 3, page 45. 
It relates somewhat to the Marine Corps. 
Mr. PLATT. That is the civil force. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate having passed over 


desires to know whether it is also the wish of the Senate to have 
this provision passed over? 

Mr. HALE. There is no amendment at that point in my copy 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is no amendment. The 
Chair will suggest that there were no amendments on page 42, 
under the heading ‘‘ Marine Corps,” which was also passed over. 
The Chair understood that everything which relates to the Marine 
Corps was, under the order, to be passed over for the present. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The amendment on page 43 was not in- 
cluded in the request. 

Mr. HALE. here is no objection to the amendment on page 
47 being disagreed to. If it is disagreed to it will leave the text 
of the bill as it came from the House remain. 

Mr. GORMAN, To which amendment does the Senator from 
Maine refer? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 43, line 20, after the word ‘ dollars,” 
the committee report an amendment to strike out: 

And hereafter officers of the Marine Corps traveling under orders without 


troops shall be allowed the same mileage as is now allowed oflicers of the 
Navy traveling without troops. 


Mr. CHANDLER. [I understand the Senator in charge of the 
bill to say that there is no objection to having to pay the same in 
the two cases; that that is the correct rule of payment. 

Mr. GORMAN. As I understand it, this is an increase of the 
traveling expenses of the Marine Corps. They now receive the 
same expenses that are allowed to army officers. This is an in- 
crease. I donot understand that the Senator in charge of the bill 
desires to have the amendment disagreed to. 

Mr. HALE. No; I had in mind the amendment on page 47. 
This amendment may be agreed to and go into conference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Appropriations. 

Thé amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The amendment on pages 45 and 46 have 
been over? 

Mr. HALE. They have been passed over. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill on page 46, line 8, 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 47, line 7, after the word “dollars,” to strike out: 

Provided, That the provisions of the clause contained in the act of Con- 
gress approved March 3, i879, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
make such entries upon the books of the Department as will carry to the 
credit of certain railroad companies named in said act amounts earned or to 
be earned by them during each fiscal year on account of transportation of the 
Army and transportation of the mails be, and the same are hereby. extended 
and made applicable to the transportation of the Navy and the Marine Corps; 
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So as to make the clause read: 
Transportation and recruiting, Marine Com For transportation of troops, 
t 


including ferriage, and the expense of recruiting service, $15,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand this is the amendment which is 
to be disagreed to. . 

Mr. HALE. I have no objection to the amendment being dis- 
agreed to on _—— that have come in since thebill was reported. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment of 
the Committee on Appropriations was, on page 48, line 24, after 
the words ‘‘ District of Columbia,” to insert “‘ and for the leader 
of the Marine Band”; so as to make the clause read: 

Hire of quarters, Marine Corps: For hire of quarters for officers serving 
with troops where there are no public quarters belonging to the Government, 
and where there are not sufficient quarters -ssed by the United States to 
accommodate them. $4,500; for hire of qua for 7 enlisted men employed 
as clerks and messengers in commandant’s, adjutant and inapecter'S. pay- 
master’s, and quartermaster's offices, . D. C., and for the leader 
of the Marine Band. and assistant quartermaster’s offices, Philadelphia, Pa., 
at $21 per month each, $1,764; for hire of quarters for3 enlisted menemployed 
as above, at $10 each per month, $300; in all, $6,624. 

The amendment was agreed to. g 

The next amendment was, on page 50, after line 9, in the items 
for contingent expenses, Marine Corps, to strike out: 

Por iron bedsteads, mattresses, mattress covers, pillows, clothing boxes, 
and other articles, for 500 noncommissioned officers, musicians, and privates, 
to be enlisted in accordance with the ae of section 1596, Revised 
Statutes, $4,000, to be im nediately available. 

Mr. HALE. Let this amendment go over with the others. It 
should be passed over. : 

The P IDING OFFICER. The amendment will be passed 


over. 

Mr. HALE. This brings us to the provision as to “‘ Increase of 
the Navy.” As there will be amendments offered to this clause, in 
order nominally to complete the reading of the bill, I suggest that 
we pass over the bill from line 16, on page 50, to line 9, on page 53, 
‘*armor and armament.” I think thereisnothing after that which 
need be passed over. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest to the Senator that the clause as to 
armor and armament had better go over with the matter of the 
increase of the Navy, because it will be necessary to amend it if 
the Senate decides to reduce the number of ships to be authorized 
by the proposed act. There will not be required so much for 
armor for a less number of vessels. 

Mr. HALE. Very well; it can go over with the other items. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be passed over. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 22, page 53. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, on 
page 53, after line 24, to insert: 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to cause one 
of the six light-draft composite gunboats authorized by the act making appro- 


tions for the naval service for the fiseal year ending June 30, and 
or other purposes, approved March 2, 1895, to be built and finished for a train- 
ing ship for the use of the United States Naval Academy at Anna: , Md.; 


such changes in said vessel as may be necessary for its adap on as such 
training ship shall be made thereto. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. As the nominal reading of the bill has been com- 
pleted, I move an amendment. On page 2, line 7, after the word 
*‘enlist,” I move to insert the words “at any time after the pas- 
sage of this act”; so that the enlistment of those men can go on 
at the present time in order to meet the needs of the new ships. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] gave 
notice of an amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. On page 7, line 20, before the word “ thousand,” 
I move to strike out ‘two hundred and fifty” and insert “four 
hundred”; so as to read: 

Reserve guns for auxiliary cruisers: Toward the armament of modern 


gens for auxiliary cruisers mentioned in the act a March 3, 1891, and 
section 4 of the act approved May 10, 1892, $400,000, 


That is still $100,000 less than the estimate of the Bureau of 


nance. 

Mr. GORMAN. Of course this is one of the items in the bill 
which the Senate ought toconsider. It is a newestimate. There 
is contained in the bill as it comes from the other House for re- 
serve supply of projectiles an appropriation of $200,000, which is 
new; for addition supply of oes, $142,000, which is also 
new; an appropriation of $250,000 for reserve guns for the auxil- 
of 50,000 fe “an ie aenete em oor dies of the Ny ~ 

50, ‘or the auxil guns ips avy. 
That makes seven or eight bandred thousand dollars forthe reserve 
guns. These provisions, taken together with the other provisions 
of the bill, which must be considered, for a large increase in the 
Navy, make it a very extraordinary bill indeed. 

The total amount of the bill as it comes from the other House is 
$31 ,647,239.95; that is money actually appropriated. Thecontracts 
| that are authorized, which will require appropriations, swell that 
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amount some $16,000,000. While I am in favor and have a) w... 
been in favor of proper increase in the Navy, I suggest that j;, ;),.. 
present condition of our finances, in the rang: condition of our 
wants, we ought not to proceed so rapidly as is proposed by th. 
pending bill. Notwithstanding the Department claim that }),... 
have facilities at the Washington Navy-Yard to manufic:));, 
these guns within a reasonable time and in time to equip the «|, ,,, 
that have heretofore been authorized and those that are to}... 
thorized by this bill, I do not believe that it is wise to go ty ti); 
extent at the present time. 

This is all I desire to say upon the pending item. When wa 
reach the other and more important matter I shall have more to 
say about it. 

. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Maryland wij)». 
object to this particular amendment, but will confine any efforts 
he may make to limit naval bar ay aap to other portions of the 
bill. Senator will remember that more than a year ago {)). 
estimate of the amount needed for the armament for the auxi}ijry 
cruisers was $500,000, and there was quite an earnest debate =) 
that time because no amount was i for the armament 
for the additional cruisers. . 

Mr. President, it oo that we have the right to take at any 
moment the New York, the Paris, the St. Louis, and the St. }:»/, 
the great a steamers constituting the American Line. 
two of them built abroad, two of them built in this country. 
and they are among the fleetest ships in the world. They are, [ 
may say, taken together, perhaps the four best ships in the world 
belonging to any one steamship line. The United States can take 
them to-morrow, and if it has the armament ready to put upon 
them, it can send them out upon the ocean and they can inove 
faster than any other ships in the world. They can destroy any 
other commercial ship that is afloat. 

Here are ships representing per ten millions of money, not 
one dollar of which has been expen: by the United States and 
every dollar of which has been paid by private parties, by private 
enterprise. Wecan stop the voyages of those ships, take the ves- 
sels to-morrow, convert them into fleet naval vessels, and send 
them out upon the ocean, if we only have the guns to pnt upon 
the ships. e have nota gun to put upon the ships and we have 
not begun the work of making the guns to put upon them. B 
expending a half million dollars we can secure as an addition to 
our Navy $10,500,000 worth of naval material. It is like buying 
guns for men. The men cost nothing until you call them into the 
service. When you call them into the service in an emergency, 
if you have not gunsthey are of nouse to you. In my judgment 
there is no expenditure to be made immediately by the United 
States so important as the expenditures to make these four vreat, 
fine, fleet, magnificent ships an actual part of the Navy of th 
United States, by providing the guns which could be put upon 
them. at an hour’s notice. 

. There are 29 ships of the oe navy, which, as the Senator 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] will state, we have the right to 
take at any moment; but myself entirely to these four 
fleet ships, the armament for which I desire to see prepared as 
soon as possible. The BritishGovernment and other governments 
provide guns for their auxiliary navy, for the commercial vessels 
which they have the right to take at anytime. They provide the 
guns and those guns are upon the docks or the wharves of those 
nations and can be made ready at a moment's notice to be placed 
upon the ships. 

We can not excuse ourselves for neglecting longer to provile 
the guns for these vessels. The Senator from Maryland ® year 
ago said that if it was necessary to use these great ships we oul 
take other guns which the Navy Department was engaged in build: 
ing. Theanswer to that was then, and the answer now is, that the 
Navy Department is authorized to build no guns whatever excvp' 
when there is a ship which is ready, or ought to be ready, /\r ¢! 
guns, and therefore no guns which the Navy Department 's now 
engaged in building can be ena New York, the Paris, the 
St. Louis, or the St. Paul without holding those guns back trom 
some naval vessel, the whole cost of which the people of the United 
States are paying. 

In this view of the case, I ask the Senator from Maryland | Mr. 
GorMAN], if he wants to limit the total appropriation made |)y the 
bill, and with whom I am entirely willing to cooperate to seme 
extent, to concede that for this expenditure of $400,000, which 
000, we give to the Government in the shorts! 
of time the greatest possible naval defense which «1 be 


disti f ly the force of the argument 0! 
Re Rtingsines Sales See hire, who has given 


i 
8 
Z 
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much attention to the affairs of the Navy as any Senator |) 
body. I know his anxiety to build up the Navy. It has bo" “ 
from his first connection with it. I share with him the «°™ 
view that we must manufacture sufficient guns to equip the -41) 
that the right to control. _— 7 this 

The Senator states that in the last naval appropriation 11! (s 
item appeared and I opposed jit. 


I opposed it then for the reasoB 





1896. 


_—_- 


lieved the appropriations were as great without this pro- 
i the condition of the Treasury would warrant. I op- 
it for another reason. I did not believe that the capacity 
of the Washington yard was equal to the appropriations we had 
made, but if the capacity of that yard was equal to the appropria- 
tions made for thearmament of the other ships, the manufacturers 
of steel for the tubes and the jackets of these guns were not able 
to furnish them if we had made the appropriation, and therefore 
the appropriation would have been useless. I believed then that 
that was true. I believe it now. I know theoretically the capac- 
ity of this yard is ter than the number of s they have 
turned out completed, and I know that since the last appropria- 
tion act was passed the manufacturers of steel have claimed that 
their facilities are greatly increased and they are enabled to fur- 
nish a larger amount than a year ago. ' 

During the last fiseal year before the ist Gay of July they were 
compelled to suspend a large number of persons employed in the 
Washi Navy-Yard and reduce that force. It is true that 
it was given out the headquarters of the Navy Department 
to the newspaper press that that suspension was because of the 
failure of Congress to make an appropriation for these very guns. 
We were then about oes upon this patriotic course; we were 
then about to stir up a war feeling in the country, and it grew to 
immense . Butthe fact was that that suspension was 
not the fault of or the want of an appropriation, but it 

w out of the fact that the manufacturers of the steel tubes 
and steel jackets for these guns had failed to furnish, according 
to their contract, the number that had been ordered. I do not 
know of any ease where the Executive branch of the Government 
worn so genes fault and so much to be condemned as they 
were in oe case in trying to hold Congress responsi- 
ble for the ; 

The fact is, Mr. President, all the guns have not been delivered 
yet. They could not have been delivered. After it was thought 
that serious trouble might come because of other questions south 
of us, this yard and the other yards were placed upon a war foot- 
ing; all the guns that could be mannfactured by the machinery that 
they have have been manufactured. Then there was no proposi- 
tion as has been now recommended by the Committee on Appro- 

riations to duplicate the facilities for manufacturing guns. That 
is proposed in i ill. There isa provision inserted that 
the Secretary of the Navy may contract for any portion of the 
guns that he sees proper. Fortunately for the country if an emer- 
gency should arise we have the Bethlehem and other works that 
can construct these s equally as well as at the navy-yard. So 
the objection I had last year to making an appropriation that 
would be useless because of the want of facilities has to a great 
extent = away. 
But, Mr. President, as to the necessity and as to all this great 
haste in preparing for war, I do not share that feeling. I agree 
that the most important feature of the increase of the Navy now 





is the manufacture of s. They could be utilized not only upon 
our Government v but the great steamers the Senator from 
New Hampshire referred to, the New York, the Paris, the Si. 


Louis, and the others of that line, could be utilized, if we were at 
war, as commerce destroyers. But is the emergency so great that 
we must riate now half a million dollars for that purpose? 
There is an item in the bill immediately preceding the one under 
consideration appropriating $250,000 for reserve guns, which can 
be used for mag om any vessel that we can control, and 
with the $250,000 as we have reported for reserve guns for auxiliary 
cruisers will make $500,000. 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay | pro to increase 
this amount of $250,000 to $400,000, which would make $900,000 
upon that account, and then millions are to be given for the ordi- 
construction ef the larger guns to go upon the war vessels. 

If the Treasury were in a condition I would sag, ‘‘ Yes; make this 


Increased ” but | submit to the Senate that it is 

unwise at t to priate an amount so large on this 

aceount and then follow it up with the twenty-odd million dollars 
war vessels, 


s Mr. oe ae. Will the Senator from Maryland yield to me 
Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 
Mr.STEWART. What is the condition of the Treasury to-day? 
Mr. GORMAN. I trust to get to thata little later in the day, or 
to-morrow, when we reach the main item of the bill. 
Mr. STEWART. We havea cash balance of $280,000,000, more 
than wa had for many years. 


. We have a large amount of silver also stored 


Mr. STEW ART. no; we have too muchcash balance. We 
are not talking about silver. We are talking about the cash bal- 


ance in the and if it is not gotten out the people will 
suffer, I think think the duty of the hour now & te make 


. 
ce 
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mit some remarks then in reply to the suggestion made by my 
distinguished friend from Nevada; but in this matter I say to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania | Mr. QuAY]| and the Senator from New 
Hampshire (Mr. CHANDLER] that it will be wiser to go on as we 
have gone on in the past and make fair provision for all these 
items, as we have done, withont the amendment of the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, which would swell the appropriation for this 
item to $400,000. Two hundred and fifty thousand dollars ought 
to be sufficient for the current year. I trust the Senator will not 
press his amendment, and I trust that later on both the Se1 
from New Hampshire and the Senator from Pennsylvania will unite 
with me in reducing the aggregate amount proposed to be appro- 
priated for the increase of the Navy. : 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, [ think there is no appropria- 
tion in the bill that is worth so much in an increase of our force 
at sea as this simple provision here. It goes to procure the neces- 
sary guns for the Paris, the New York, and the other two new 
vessels of that class and hold the guns in store ready for use in an 
emergency. While we practically own those ships now, while we 
have a right to take them at any moment, while they are a part 
of our Navy, they are, of course, absolutely useless for fighting. 
The proposed armament for the Paris and the New York and the 
two sister ships is five 6-inch guns each. The 6-inch projectile 
weighs 100 pounds, so each vessel would be able to throw 500 
pounds of steel at a discharge. One of those vessels would whip, 
t think, about the best naval vessel that existed before the war of 
the rebellion. That 100-pound steel projectile is a fearful missile 
when sent with the velocity given it now with the improved 
powder. Those guns should be kept in store conveniently near. 
They could be put on board in a single night. The vessels are 
adapted to them; the frames are strengthened: the decks are 
strengthened. The traverse plates for the gun carriages are to be 
seen on the deck by any passenger. An examination below would 
disclose the strengthened frames. Trundle the guns on board 
withthe ammunition, and you would have on the four ships twenty 
6-inch guns, throwing an aggregate weight of 2,000 pounds. 

Mr. HALE. Right in the line of the Senator's remarks, the 
improvements in modern machinery, as the Senator knows, make 
the rapid fire now apply to the 6-inch gun. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. Heretofore it has only been applied to the 4 inch, 
but the contractors now are able to furnish rapid-fire 6-inch guns, 
as they have heretofore by contract furnished 4-inch guns. That 
I may say, by the way, is the reason for the provision put on at 
the close of the paragraph authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
tocontract. They areanauxiliary gun. The 6-inch rapid-fire gun, 
as the Senator says, makes one of these cruisers one of the most 
destructive types in the whole naval construction in the world. 

Mr HAWLEY. The devices for rapid firing and the extraor- 
dinary improvement in powder make the 6-inch gun or 5 or 4 inch 
gun probably worth twice as much as it would have been worth 
five years ago. 

Mr. GRAY. lask the Senator from Connecticut if those guns 
are available for coast defenses. 

Mr. HAWLEY. They could be placed in coast defenses. 

Mr. GRAY. In earthworks? 

Mr. HAWLEY. Certainly; they are just as capable on shore as 
on board ship. The same carriages would not be furnished if the 
guns were intended for work on shore, that is all. 

Mr. GRAY. So I supposed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If these 20 guns were in the harbor of New 
York and it became necessary to trundle them down to Sandy 
Hook or Fort Hamilton, of course that could be done, and there 
they could be used just as well as anywhere else. I say there is 
no wiser expenditure in the whole bill for the money in it than 
this one. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I do not know that I can add any- 
thing to what has been said by the Senator from Conriecticut 
= HAWLEY] and the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 

JHANDLER] in reply to the Senator from Maryland | Mr. Gorman}. 
Of course, the Senator from Maryland and every Senator will 
recognize the truth of the old adage, ‘‘In time of peace prepare 
for war.” It is no argument that the Senator from Maryland 
should say that there seems to be no instant occasion for the use 
of these guns. There has been a time within a very few days, or 
a very few weeks at least, when there might have been imminent 
necessity for the employment of these cruisers, but under the 
policy of the Senator from Maryland in the last Congress they 

have been found absolutely worthless. He made a mis- 
take and his party made a mistake I thought then, and I trust 
that the Senate will not permit them to do it now. 

There are in the Navy of the United States some 75 to 100 ves- 
sels which, if the armament is ready, can be made, in the event 
of war, almost immediately available. There are 29 larger vessels 
of which we have the right to take possession. Concerning them, 
in their report the Bureau of Ordnance say: 

Five hundred thousand dollars will be required for the manufacture of sev 
enty 4, 5, and 6 inch guns for arming in part the auxiliary cruisers. 
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Two hundred and fifty guns will be required to place them in 
absolute equipment; so that from $2,000,000 to $2,500,000 is abso- 
lutely required to place us in condition to utilize our means of 
troubling an enemy on the high seas. 

The Government is now entirely without means of furnishing these ships 
with guns or ordnance equipped of any kind. Twenty-nine of these ships 
which have been selected as suitable for cruisersin time of war would form a 
most important adjunct to our naval force if they were properly equipped. 
Aside from these vessels, a considerable number of excellent steamers are to 
be found upon the Lakes, where they would, if properly equipped, constitute 
the best defense of these shoresin time of need. It would be wise to keep 
the gun shops working to their full capacity for several years in order to 
provide guns for such purpose. The old smoothbore guns of which a large 
number have accumulated during many years, are now practically obsolete, 
and an ample supply of modern guns should be manufactured, in order that 
in a crisis we should not be compelled to use such inferior weapons as the old 
smoothbore guns. 

The British Government appreciates the situation, Mr. Presi- 
dent. Here is what they are doing, and here is what this Govern- 
ment should be doing. I quote from the Naval and Militar 
Record, published at Portsmouth, in England, April 4, 1896. It 
says: 

The admiralty will pay in subsidies this year to the Cunard, Peninsular, 
and Oriental, White Star Line, and Canadian Pacific Steamship companies 
the sum of £48,620, an increase of £3,137 on the amount paid dpring the last 
suetve months. The vessels, with the amount of subsidy for each, are as 

oOHOows: 

Cunard Company, Campania and Lucania, £7,500 each; White Star Line, 
Teutonic, £7 OND Majestic. £7,306; Peninsular and Oriental Company, Himalaya 
and Australia, £3,375 each, Victoria and Arcadia, £2,438 each; Canadian Pacihe 
Company, Empress of India, Empress of China, and Empress of Japan, £2,437 
each. In addition to this, the hp ae ec engage to hold the following steam- 
ships at the disposition of the admiralty without further subsidy: White 
Star Line, Britannic, Germanic, and Adriatic; Cunard Company, Etruria, 
Umbria, Aurania, and Servia; Peninsular and Oriental Company, Britannia 
Oceana, Peninsular, Oriental, Valetta, Masillia, Rome, Carthage, Ballarat and 
Parramatta, 

Now, Mr. President, I quote further, and invite the attention 
of the Senate to the quotation: 

A reserve stock of breech-loading of the latter types of machine guns, 
with the necessar meenngs and fittings, has recently been supplied in 
lieu of unaketoniine guns for the ready armament of these vessels in the 
event of their being required. As a precaution against delay,a merchant 
cruiser reserve depot has been established on each station at which the ves- 
sels call, so that a merchant ship could be converted into a war vessel withina 
very short time; in fact, within a few hours if she happened to be at one of 
the naval depot ports. 

My intention in offering the amendment is merely to put the 
Government in a way of beginning what the British Government 
has already accomplished with a view to meeting us on the seas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from California will sus- 
pend. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, the Chair lays before 
the Senate the unfinished business, which will be read by title. 

The Secretary. A resolution, by Mr. Perrer, providing for 
a committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally 
all the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale 
of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the 
years 1894, 1895, and 1896. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask unanimous consent that the unfinished 
business may be temporarily laid aside, without losing its place 
on the Calendar, until the _— appropriation bill is disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? TheChair hears 
none. The amendment of the Senator from California [Mr. PEr- 
KINS] will be stated. R ‘ 

The SecrETaARY. Amend by adding, on page 6, after line 8: 

Naval training station on the island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in the 
harbor of San Francisco, Cal., for nen For the construction of build- 
ings and other improvements, $100,000. 

Mr. GORMAN. I do not see the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HA] present, but I shall be compelled to raise a point of order 
on the amendment. 

Mr. PERKINS. On what grounds does the Senator from Mary- 
land make a point of order? . 

Mr. GORMAN. Itis new legislation, and is not estimated for. 

Mr. PERKINS. Early in December I introduced a bill provid- 
ing for this training station. It duly passedtheSenate. It 
the House of Representatives, and on the 24th of April the - 
dent affixed his signature to the bill establishing the training sta- 
tion. Therefore we are simply proposing by the amendment to 
carry out the law and establish the station. I fail to see how 
the point of order can lie. 

r.GORMAN. Does the Senator state that the act has passed 
both Houses and is a law? s 

Mr. PERKINS. It passed both Houses, and it was approved 
by the President April 24. I verified it in the office of the Secre- 
tary of the Senate a few minutes since. 

Mr. GORMAN. What is the provision of the act? I have not 
had my attention called to it. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator from Maryland voted for it. I 
will have it read if he desires. I will state that in_ substance it 
established a training station for apprentices upon Yerba Buena 
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Island, in the harbor of San Francisco. Mr. President, I wish {o 
state that the object of the act and of the pending amendi)o)); ig 
to Americanize the Navy. On the Pacific Coast we have no place 
where an apprentice boy can be enlisted into the Navy. = 

We have at Newport a naval training station. We have two 
training ships to take the boys who are apprentices at that station 
upon cruises on the Atlantic, the Gulf of Mexico, and elsew)jor. 
and we are training boys to become seamen and Americanize oy} 
Navy and man an American > 

On the Pacific Coast, extending from Lower California to Alaska 
with over 4,000 miles of coast, with more than 25,000 miles. {0}! 
lowing the indentation of the shore, we have no place where boys 
can be enlisted in the Navy. Five or six times during the past 

ear, as a special concession from the Navy Department, | aye 
ad permission to have boys there, and they are doing well, Wo 
have hundreds and hundreds of American boys who are s-¢king 
to gain admission into the Navy. 7 
he object of the amendment is to establish a station for that 
purpose. I do not mean tosay, asthe Senator from Maryland may 
say, that we are going to make sailors on land; but when you take 
a of 14 or 15 years of age, modest, ignorant of the ways of the 
world, without discipline, without drill, it requires time to fit him 
to go on a cruising ship at sea. Therefore he is to be sent to the 
station, where he is probably disciplined in morals, in clean|iness, 
and all that goes to make a proper boy, and after six months’ org 
year’s time he is detailed on a sailing vessel and sent off to sea 
and in due time he will become an American seaman. , 

We have nomerchant service whereby we can recruit our seamen 
from that service, as was the case in the earlier history of our 
ye ma > I was deeply impressed in reading the report a few days 
since of the course pursued by the English navy. No matter what 
we may thinkof them, they speak our language, in a measure they 
are our own people, and they frequently get lessons that we may 
nS One of these lessons especi is that their ships are 
manned by English subjects. I do not believe that outside of the 
culinary department of the English navy you will find one-quarter 
of 1 per cent who are not English subjects. The English seaman 
feels a pride in his country’snavy and the ship that is his home. 
He is a patriot and ready to fight for St. George’s cross. [ was 
impr with the plan they have adopted which gives them that 
— patriotism, which makes their ships and their sailors the 
pride of their country. 

In the naval-estimates for the year ending March 31, 1897, out 
of the total number of officers and men for Her Majesty's fleet of 
65,757, of which 56,420 are petty officers and seamen, there are 
4,495 boys, and out of a total for other services of 7,932 there were 
5,300 boys under training, which gives their navy a total of 1,795 
boys assigned to seagoing ships or at a training station. So about 
16 per cent, I think, of their navy are boys. 

e have 9,250 seamen, I think, under the present law, and 750 
boys. So we have only about 8 per cent of boys, one-half the 
number allowed b land. 

Allow me, Mr. Bresi ent, to ask where are the Decaturs of 1781 
to come from? Where are the Perrys to come from, who said in 

lowing language, ‘‘ We have met the enemy and they are ours”? 
here are those who fought in 1812 and shed luster and glory 
upon the glorious Stars and Stripes to come from in future if itis 
not the American boys to whom we shall look? I say it is short- 
minded policy on the ah of Congress that they have not takena 
greater interest in building up our N az by encouraging Ameri- 
can boys to enlist in the service of the Navy. We are proud of 
our new Navy. Our ships are built by American mechanics: they 
are the ge of American workmen. Now, let us liave it 
manned by Americans, and let every home be represented )y some 
relative of that home in the Navy. 

In looking over the report of the enlistment last year for the 
months of July, August, September, and October I find that a 
majority of all the seamen in our Navy were foreigners. 
Can we sit idly by and t this to go on when by a mere pit 
tance we can establish trai stations where we will give our 
boys an elementary education, pline them, drill them in go rd 
morals, in cleanliness, and teach them that the greatest «1{t that 
can be given to anyone is to be an American citizen? No one feels 
more patriotism, and there is no one who stands ready to hold up 
the dignity and honor of our flag and our country more t!ian does 
the American seaman. We have not encouraged Amerini! s¢¢ 
men heretofore, but we have now commenced and the Dep: tment 

i thy with us. I hope the amendment which | have 

ill be adopted. ‘al 
. GORMAN. As to the suggestion of the Senator from “4 . 
ifornia that a bill has recently been to establish a training 
school on the Pacific Coast, I have the act to which the Sato 

refers, which reads as follows: 

Secre ereby, authorized t0 estab- 
lishat 4 ee island of Yerba Buena on 
the harbor of San Francisco, Cal.; and said Secre’’) ” o. 
thorized to designate two officers of the Navy, Te Re eee eeens eae 
tute a board, who shall select and assign so much of said island «sy be 





1896. 






rpose of establishing said naval training station; and the 
es oo) on approved by the <recidout, ohall Satis citaee? tne 
act. transferred tothe Navy Department for the purposes of said naval train- 
ing staieThat all apprentices of the Navy, whether at a training station, or 
on board an apprentice training _ shall be additional to the number of 
enlisted persons allowed by law for the Navy. 

It is true that this act may have been recently approved by the 
President, and I take it for granted that it has been, but we have 
no official knowledge of that fact, and | make the point that no 
estimate has been made for an appropriation such as is contem- 
plated by the amendment of the Senator from California and 
that his amendmentéis not in order on this bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. With the permission of the Senator from 
Maryland, I ask to have read for his information a letter from the 
Chief of Burean of Yards and Docks. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter will be read,in the ab- 
sence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., January 20, 1896. 

My Dear SENATOR: After consultation with Admiral Ramsay, who has 


f the personnel, 1 would respectfully submit the following estimates 
for Re cccomary buildings to be erected on Yerba Buena Island to fit it for 


a naval apprentice station: 


7,000 
12, 000 
12, 000 
3,000 
5, 000 


100, 000 





I een ie is a wharf already at the island. 
I have the honor to remain, your obedient servant, 
E. O. MATTHEWS, 
Chief of Bureau Yards and Docks. 
Hon. GrorGE C. PERKINS, 
United States Senate. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator will see that that is not an esti- 
mate, There is no estimate here for this appropriation, and the 
ink on the pen with which the bill which recently passed was 
signed, if it has been signed, is scarcely dry. No action whatever 
has been taken by the Navy Department looking to the establish- 
ment of such a training station, and, of course, no estimate can 
come in at the present time. What the Senator has presented is 
merely a letter from the chief of one of the Department bureaus. 

Mr. C LER. Lask the Senator from Maryland would not 
the amendment be in order to carry out a law already passed? 
We a bill through both Houses, which has gone to the 
President, and which the Senator has read, which authorizes the 
establishment of a training station on the PacificCoast. Now, is 
it not m order to move to give the Secretary of the Navy some 
sum of money to enable him to carry out the provisions of that 
act under the clause of our rules, with which the Senator is very 
familiar, that an amendment making an appropriation may be in 
order to carry out a previous order or decision of the-Senate at the 
same session, This is not merely a decision of the Senate, but of 


Congress. 

Mr. GORMAN. Ithinkclearly not. The paper which the Sen- 
ator from California has had read is a mere letter from the chief 
of one of the bureaus in the Navy Department, and I do not think 
it will cover the case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to have the rule read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the first 
clause of Rule XVI. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


1, All ral appropriation bills shall be referred to the Committee on 
ppropriations, ao bilis making appropriations for rivers and harbors, 
shall be referred to the Committee on Commerce; and no amendments 
shall be received to any general appropriation bill, the effect of which will be 
to increase an appropriation already contained in the bill, or to add a new 
item of a) , unless it be made to carry out the provisions of some 
existing law, or treaty stipulation, or act, or resolution previousl iby 
ce Saring thes son session; e yalens the same eerie. by aroction of 
or se. ttee of the Senate or pro n pursuance of an 

estimate of the head of some one of the Departments. 


ee I am willing to submit the amendment on 
e. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair overrules the point of 
order under the statement made by the Senator from California. 


a> 


The question is ontheamendment. [Puttingthequestion.] The 
ayes to have it. 

Mr.GORMAN. Let us have the yeas and nays, Mr. President. 

The and nays were ordered. 

Mr.GORMAN, Mr. President, I know the anxiety of the dis- 
tinguished Senator from California and his colleagues from the 
Pacific Coast to secure for that section of the country liberal ap- 


propriations. I have myself always believed that we must give 
on to the a on the Pacific Coast 
their vessels and to create manufacturing establish- 
be necessary in the future. I think their indus- 

their influence with this Co and with Con- 
gtesses in securing iations will stand for all time as a 
monument to show whut may accomplish by persistent 


oa 
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We have provided for the Pacific Coast most liberally by this 
bill. I have been anxious to see the great navy-yard at Mare 
Island made one of the first shipbuilding yards in the country, 
It is established at a point which is absolutely necessary not 
only for war purposes, but with a view of building up a great 
commercial marine. For that navy-yard we have most liberally 
provided. Ships to be used by the Treasury Department in the 
enforcement of the revenue laws we have given the Pacific Coast 
without stint. 

We make special provision to increase the cost of all these 
structures on the Pacific Coast because it seems to be necessarv. 
We have given dry docks at San Francisco and upon Puget Sound, 
We are appealed to, Mr. President, and with justice, to incease 
the appropriations on account of those dry docks, so that we may 
have places for our great ships to enter and to be repaired. We 
have great pressure also coming from the Gul, and we have it 
from the Atlantic Coast; but the Committee on Appropriations, 
which is most liberal—too liberal, in my judgment, considering 
the present condition of affairs—has been compelled to deny these 
requests from other sections of the country; but I say to the Sen- 
ators from California, while I have been the consistent friend of 
the projects they have had on hand, because I believed they were 
necessary and in the best interests of the country, this amend- 
ment ought not to be now pressed. : 

The Chair has decided the amendment to be in order—I will 
not take an appeal from the decision of the Chair—simply because 
of a bill wai is said to have passed both Houses and to have be- 
come a law, but of which, so far as I know, there is no official 
notice; and this amendment is pressed in this body without ever 
having been sent to the Committee on Appropriations and with- 
out an estimate from any head of a Department, making provision 
for buildings and for the maintenance of this institution when 
the ground has not been laid off and when no officer of the Gov- 
ernment has yet ascertained what ought to be done. 

Mr. FAULKNER. And there is no limitation upon the cost. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, Mr. President, that is true, as the Sena- 
tor from West Virginia suggests, and yet we are to be pressed 
here to appropriate sixty or seventy thousand dollars to begin an 
enterprise which; so far as we know officially, may cost a million 
or five million dollars in the end. 

The Pacific Coast has been treated with more generosity than 
any other section of this country in appropriations as they are 
found in this bill, and if the Senators from that coast press the 
amendment, let the Senate determine it. I appeal to the Senator 
from California not to press the amendment, because from the 
beginning of my service here I have been more than liberal to 
every enterprise which has been projected upon that coast, but 
this is going beyond anything that has occurred in legislation of 
which I have knowledge. I[t is pressing a great matter without 
an estimate and without its having been referred to the proper 
committee for consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The decision of the Chair was based 
upon the legislation indicated by the Senator from California 
[Mr. Perkins]. The Senate has been officially notified of the ap- 
proval by the President of the act referred to, the Chair will state 
in justification of the decision which he has rendered. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I want, on behalf of the delega- 
tion from California, to say to the distinguished Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] that we fully appreciaie his kindness in 
what he has done in years past in assisting us to bring before the 
country the great undeveloped interests of our State and of the 
Pacific Coast generally. That isa part of our great country, it 
is a part of the Senator’s country, and he would be less a patriot, 
less an American citizen, than I know him to be if he had not assisted 
in fostering and building up for the good of our country the great 
shipbuilding yards on the Pacific Coast and assisting in the con- 
struction of the dry docks and improvements of the navy-yard in 
California, which do not belong to that State alone, but belong as 
much to Maryland, which the Senator represents with so much 
ability. 

We have agreed on every proposition relating to the building 
upof the Navy. We admit what the Senator has done for Cali- 
fornia; but he seems to have come to the crossroads near the 
close of his remarks. He said he believed in building ships on 
the Pacific Coast. So do we; and we believe in manning them 
on the Pacific Coast—manning them with Americans. We wish 
to man them with Americans because we want to Americanize our 
Navy. But in order todothat we must take apprentices, and we 
must teach them the art of seamanship; we must teach them those 
intricate things connected with a man-of-war, witha vessel which 
plies upon the ocean, and which it is necessary for them to know 
if they are to become efficient in that profession, for it is a pro- 
fession, a trade, which no one can acquire except by application and 
by experience. All weask of you to do is to do that which the 
Secretary of the Navy has recommended, that the heads of the 
different bureaus of the Department have recommended; that is, 
to assist us in the construction and establishment on that great 











pigeon 


eS 


ot 


deme pn ars “ 


ae 


7 


iA 


Ce a ARE I a 


<a ee ersten te Samte  y M oe 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. | 


Pacific empire of the West, the great Pacific coast of California, 
a station similar to that which you have at Newport. 

When the Senator appeals to my colleague and myself, as he 
has done, asking us to withdraw this amendment, I fear if 1 did 
so I should be unjust to the thousands of boys on that coast who 
are waiting anxiously the time when they may be admitted as 
apprentices into the naval schools of our country. I would be 
unjust to those people who are writing me by every mail saying, 
‘** Press that bill. e have hundreds of boys here whoare driven 
out of employment by reason of Japanese and Chinese competi- 
tion, and we want to send them into the Navy and help Ameri- 
canize it.” 

But I will, with the consent of my colleague, instead of $100,000, 
make the amendment $50,000, and we will raise the balance of the 
money among the liberal-minded people of California, if it be 
necessary, to complete the work. 

Mr.PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me toask him a question 
before he takes his seat? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. , 

Mr. PEFFER. I understood from the Senator’s remarks that 
he is limiting admission to this naval school to the boys of Cali- 
fornia. Is that correct? 

Mr. PERKINS. No, sir. No such provision is in the amend- 
ment. Theymaycome from any State inthe Union. Weare not 
exclusive in California. 

Mr. PEFFER. I thought not. 

Mr. PERKINS. yn be in Kansas whose friends will pa 
their passage we will admit to the school and make good sailors of. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, during my four years of service 
on the Naval Committee in the House of Representatives I had 
occasion to look into the results of the ttaining school established 
at Newport, and I think anyone who has examined the workings 
of the apprentice system and its results must be satisfied that no 
measure hes ever been by Congress which has been more 
beneficial to the character of the American Navy than that. At 
the time when this apprentice school was established the seamei 
on American ships of war had become very largely persons of for- 
eign birth, and it was to get rid of that undoubted evil that the 
apprentice system was established and the training school with a 
training ship was formed. 

I do not regard the proposition of the Senator from California 
as in the least a local matter; it is one which affects the character 
of the American Navy. As we have two great ocean coasts, where 
it is obviously necessary and will be necessary for us to maintain 
two independent fleets, it seems to me of the utmost importance 
that we should have a training school, not so large, perhaps, as 
the one at Ne rt, but of a similar character, to provide appren- 
tices for the ships on the Pacific Coast. There have been times, 
as the matter now stands, when it has been found necessary to 
ship an entire crew across the continent in order to man the ships 
on that coast. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is so now. 

Mr. LODGE. If we establish a training school at San Fran- 
cisco and furnish it, as it will be furnished, with a training ship, 
we shall be able in a very short time to largely supply vessels on 
the Pacific Coast with men drawn from the training school. It 
will increase, asthe Newport school has increased, the percentage 
of native American seamen; it will improve the character of the 
service, and I think it can not fail to be a benefit to the whole 


avy. 

I hope, therefére, that the amendment as proposed by the Sen- 
ator from California will be adopted, for it is simply designed to 
carry out the wise general policy which has been already estab- 
— by Congress with the training school and training ship at 

ewport. 

Mr. WILSON, I should like to have the amendment again 


read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from California as modified will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out the words “ one 
hundsed” where they ap in the amendment and insert ‘fifty ”; 
so as to make the amendment read: 

Naval training station on the island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in 
the harbor of San Francisco, Cal. (for apprentices): For the construction of 
buildings and other improvements, $50,000 

Mr. PLATT. Where is that amendment to be inserted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After line 8, on page 6. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there ought to be some limitation 
to the building of houses or the erection of other buildi in con- 
nection with this or any other naval training school. e whole 

urpose originally of the training school was to put boys on ship- 

rd, on training ships, and train them there. The tendency is 
to abandon the training ship and to go on shore and get quarters, 
thereby subverting the original intention of the training school. 
This is the tendency to-day at Newport; and the committee has 
all the time to stand in the way of —— to abandon the 
original design of these schools. ould not vote for this 
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amendment unless there were some limitation which woul: 
vent this very thing happening, which destroys the 
any training school for the Navy. . 

Some years ago Congress dedicated the Hartford to the 
of the training school whenever it should be established. 
gress has appropriated most generously in that direction for | 
up that ship, and there ought not now to be any great )) 
started which will result in a large expenditure for build) 
shore, and thereby take away the uses for which the //,, 
was dedicated by Congress. Unless there is some limit.; 
that kind added to the amendment I certainly should not , 
favor of it. . 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I have no objection to ¢) 
ator making a limitation as to the amount which is to be ¢x))0),j,.) 
on shore; but no one understands better than he does—f\); }yo j. 
from the coast of Maine—that it is impossible, or at let j; 
expedient, to house, say, 500 boys on board of a sma! 
twelve months in the year. Perhaps the Senator forgets 
was a boy and liked to play baseball. But boys should | 
opportunity of going on shore at times, and there be disc 
in shore life as well ason shipboard. At Newport, Iam info yy). 
there are frequently 300 or 400 boys on shore. The Department. 
however, endeavors to so provide as not to have more than 2) at 
a time; to have relays, as it were. So it should be with us oy 
the Pacific Coast. @ expect to have 500 boys there attached to 
the training school, one-half of whom will be at sea all the time: 
and perhaps the Adams or some other wooden ship might he used 
for the purpose. I think the boys should be disciplined on a s;i\in. 
ship to learn seamanship, for a large number of them wil! be at 
sea all the time on that coast. 

Iam willing to accept any reasonable amendment. [| hay. 
object in view, Mr. President, except as I have stated—that which 
Congress has evinced its willingness to attain by the law to which 
I have referred—the establishment of an apprentice schoo! wher. 
boys may enter, not because they trace their genealogy to some 
Senator or some member of the House of Representatives who 
gets them an appointment at the Naval Academy, but where )oys 
who are physically and mentally able to pass an examinatio: 
may enter and receive a training which will make them the pride 
of our American Navy. Officers are all very well in their way, 
but it was Lord Nelson who won the great naval battle, who ran 
up at the masthead the inspiring words which have come down 
through time, ‘‘ England expects every man todohisduty.” We 
all know how Well every man did his duty on that great naval 
occasion. So with us, we want our American boys to do their 
duty, but they can not do it unless we give them an opportunity 
of doing it. 

To-day, as has been stated by the Senator from Massaclinsetts 
Son LopGe], it is necessary to transport sailors from the Atlan- 

to the Pacific Ocean toman our ships. We are paying for the 
transportation of boys from the Atlantic to the Pacific when we 
have thousands of boys in the States of Washington, Oregon, and 
California who are waiting anxiously to enter the Government 
service. This amendment only soviles an opportunity for them 
to do so; and for the life of me I can not understand how any ja- 
triotic American can object to so mild a measure as this. |t isin 
the interest of our Navy; it is in the interest of American boys: 
it is in the interest of our country. 

I have modified the amendment on the <3 -ompry of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], and I hope it will now 'e 
— Te viva voce vote, and without objection. 

— re Mr. pte 3 sees of Congr . 
been expressed in favor of this project by the passage o 
the bill which has already been } cok which the President 
has approved, but that bill looks forward to the transaction from 
that period being conducted in a businesslike way. The law pro- 
vides that the Secretary of the Navy shall formulate plans for the 
establishment of that school, for erection of the buildings 
necessary at that point, and to submit a report to Congress \\r) 
approval. By the adoption of the proposition of the Senator from 
Jalifornia at this time, without any estimate whatever from 
Department, without any plan out by the Department as to 
the extent of the buildings which it will be necessary to er: |. | 
is proposed that we shall appropriate a ump sum of $5!),\))\), 0! 
say, ‘‘ Go ahead, lay out your ; expend the $50,000, and su) 
sequently make your report to Congress; and if it is not “|” 
proved we will tear down the buildings, throw away the >)).''"’ 
and make a new appropriation.” ; OR ee 

Now, I submit to the honorable Senator from California ()\' to 
go into this business the proper way would be to wait until s1''"" 
plans have been formulated the Department. When 
plans have been formulated, is committed by the : 
which has already been passed to make appropriations !)' 
erection of those buildings, if the plans are in accordance \'"> 
the judgment of Congress as to that particular training s°) ': 

r. President, we can not even pass a bill for the erection a 
court-house for use of the Government without a limitation up)? 
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the Department in the expenditure of the money for that pur- 


and yet here in this amendment there is no limitation what- 


re lan designed by the Department may involve thou- 
—— and thousands of dollars over and above what Congress 


“oul rilling to appropriate for this particular purpose, and 
wold onaiture of $50,000 might be absolutely thrown away and 
wasted by a not approving of the designs which may be 
Booed easons, and these alone, I shall feel compelled to vote 

-ainst the amendment of the honorable Senator from California. 
againsTTALE. Mr. President, the Senator from California has 
asked me to formulate an amendment which would restrain the 
erection of unnecessary buildings in connection with this institu- 
tion. [can notdo that. The Secretary of the Navy is the man 
OS eoaile is that the Senator from California is too fast in 
asking for an appropriation now. He has got his bill through 
providing for this training school, and the Secretary of the Navy 
will report a plan at the next session of Congress, and then we 
shall be able to act intelligently. ; 

| may say—the Senator will recall it—when he first spoke to 
me about this proposed amendment I said, ‘‘ You should be con- 
tent with the passage of the act, and at the next session of Congress 
the Secretary will come in with his plans and make limitations, 
which Congress will consider.” Ican not make them now, because 
I do not know what the limitations should be. In the meantime, 
the distinctive work that is valuable for this coming training 
school, the bui and the restoring of the Hartford and mak- 
ing her a training ship, is going on, but she can take no boys be- 
tween now and next ember, and there is no ship which can 
take one of these boys between now and next December. 

I understand the Senator, who is very earnest and very able in 
his advocacy of the wants of his section of the country, would 
like to get this thing done now, but it seems to me I am justified 
in saying to him that he is premature in asking the Senate now 
to appropriate this money, when the whole scheme of the law 


which he has got through, and which we all helped him to get 
through, provides that it shall be considered by the Secretary of 


the Navy and a report made to Congress. If this amendment be 
adopted there will not be a single boy from the Senator's State 
who will get into the training school anywhere between now and 
next December. Therefore 1 hope the Senator will feel that he 
has accomplished his great work in getting Congress to establish 
this training school and leave the appropriation of money to come 
in subsequently, when an estimate made, a plan submit- 
ted, and the whole scheme laid before Congress. That is why I 
feel constrained to vote against the appropriation. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President,one word more and I am done. 
Iseldom in a contest surrender until I am defeated, but when I 
see ny associates on the committee so inconsistent as they have 
been in their declarations in this case, that there should bea limit 
upon every appropriation made, I must admit it is discouraging. 

We have gone through this bill, and there is not an appropria- 
tion made under the Bureau of Navigation, under the Bureau of 
Ordnance, or under the Bureau of Equipment, which is limited, 
or in which there is a provision that a specific work shall cost no 
more than the amount named; and my short experience here has 
led me to believe that many deficiency bills have come in where 
there was a limit prescribed. 

One word in answer to my friend from West Virginia [Mr. 
FAULKNER], that there has been no estimate for this appropria- 

ve the same estimate that we have for other purposes. 
It has been read from the desk. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I will state that it is not in law what we 
call an estimate. It is simply a statement of the head of a bureau 
in the Na ithout examination we do not even 
know w is a dock there. He thinks there is. 

Mr.PERKINS. Bythe advice and consent of the Secretary of the 
Navy the bill became a law on the 24th of the present month. This 
rg mig — will not be available until after the ist of 
next July. There isample time to make the estimates, to appoint 
the to select a site, and have the school in operation. 


The Hartford is a ificent ship, a ship with a historic reputa- 
tion, a credit to the Navy, and, while she will accommodate some 
of the Joung men, she is not suitable for a proper training ship. 
There should bea vessel like the Adams or some other smaller ves- 
a We have in this bill several propositions, one affecting espe- 


y the building of battle ships upon the Pacific Coast. As I 
stated before, my friend the Senator from Maryland has always 
en kind to usin California. He has made an appeal to me to 
Withdraw the amendment. I propose to do so, with the permis- 

Senate, and let the matter rest until next December. 
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The SecreTary. On page?2, after line 23, it is proposed to insert: 
_dind provided further, That no payment shall be made from the appropria 
tions in this bill to any officer in the Navy or Marine Corps on the active or 
retired list while such officer is employed, after June 3), 1897, by any per 
son or company furnishing naval supplies or war materia! to the Govern- 
ment; and such employment is hereby made anlawful after said date 
Mr. GORMAN. I should like to have some explanation of the 
amendment. Will the Senator from New Hampshire kindly give 
the Senate the reason for the amendment? 
Mr. CHANDLER. 








‘ The Committee on Naval Affairs have been 
Investigating the subject of contracts for battle ships and armor 
and their attention has been called to what they consider an un 


wise practice in connection with the naval service. 

Naval officers upon the retired list draw ordinarily three-cuarters 
of the full pay ofa navalofficer. Theyare not subject to be ordered 
to duty except in time of war. They have been in the habit, when 
their ailments or infirmities or disabilities which placed them upon 
the retired list have not wholly incapacitated them for duty, of 
entering into private employment. When that private employ 
ment is with business concerns that do not do business with the 
Government, no objection is perceived to such action. <A retired 
naval officer—and he may be comparatively a young man—can 
draw his pay from the Government and also work for private 
individuals or corporations, and, as I say, there is no objection to 
it unless his employer is doing business with the United States. 

The committee were of opinion that where this permission to 
a retired naval officer had been used by him to enter into the 
employment of large contractors with the Government, as, for in- 
stance, the contractors to furnish armor to the United States—con- 
tractors having large contracts running up into the millions of 
dollars—it is objectionable. It is objectionable, we think, to have 
a naval officer drawing a large sum annually from the United 
States, and also drawing compensation to a large amount from 
contractors who do business with the Government. To put it 
more in the concrete, it is objectionable to have retired officers of 
the Navy, drawing their salaries as retired officers, enter into the 
employment of contractors who are doing business on a large 
scale with the Navy Department. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest to the Senator one point which he 
may have brought out, as my attention was diverted. The amend- 
ment does not interfere at all with the employment of a naval 
officer who is not needed for the uses of the Navy by any private 
concern that has nothing to do with the Government. I[t does 
not touch that at all. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I had just reached that point, I will say to 
the Senator from Maine. I have stated the objection. Why is it 
objectionable? A retired officer of the Navy or Army is on the 
list. He comes to Washington. He is received with open arms 
at the War Department or at the Navy Department. He has 
facilities for learning what is going on in either of the two De- 
partments. It is not desirable that he should be treated other 
wise when he comes to the Department to which he belongs. But 
is it not a great mistake to allow that naval officer, with all the 
knowledge that he has, with all the facilities he has, with all the 
opportunities he has in connection with the Department, to enter 
into the service of these contractors who are thus doing business 
with the United States? Hecan enter into any private employ- 
ment he pleases when tne persons who employ him are not in the 
business of furnishing naval supplies or making contracts with 
the Government. Without imputing any censure as to any past 
transaction, the committee reached the conclusion that here is a 
practice which ought to end. 

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GoRMAN] will notice that this 
employment is not prohibited until a year from the 30th of June 
next, so that any naval officers now so employed will have plenty 
of time in which to arrange to enter into other business, if it be 
necessary that they should enter into other business for their sub- 
sistence. I purposely avoid—— 

Mr. GRAY. At what point does the amendment come in? I 
have just entered the Chamber. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It comes in at the close of the paragraph, 
under the heading ‘‘ Pay of the Navy.” 

Mr. HALE. Let the amendment be again read. 


Some of us 

were not here when it was first read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment will again be stated. 
The Secretary. After line 23, page 2, it is proposed to insert: 
And provided further, That no payment shall be made from the appropria 
tions in this bill to any officer in the Navy or Marine Corps on the active or 
retired list while such officer is employed, after June 30, 1897, | ny per 
son or company furnishing naval supplies or war material to the Govern- 


ment; and such employment is hereby made unlawful after said date 

Mr. CHANDLER. I purposely refrained from citing any par- 
ticular cases where I think an abuse has taken place, because 
these employments have been allowed by the Navy Department. 
I suppose they have been allowed by the War Department: But 
there are cases which do not reflect credit upon the naval service, 
and the committee think they ought to come to an end, 
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r.GRAY. May I ask the Senator from New Hampshire a | 


question? I may ask him to repeat what he has said when I was 
out of the Chamber, and if so I shall be sorry. What is the real 
objection to a retired officer of the Navy, who has the requisite 
accomplishments, being employed by a concern that is making 
steel or guns for the Navy, if they can make his accomplishments 
and experience useful to themselves and to the Government? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The objection is that that man is of our own 
household. He belongs to us. He has served us on the active 
4 ; he has gone upon the retired list; but still he is a naval 
officer. 

Mr. GRAY. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. And his relations with the Navy Depart- 
ment are such that it is an imipropriety, I think—I believe the 
committee were inclined to think so—while drawing a salary and 
remaining an officer of the Government to enter into the employ- 
ment of a large corporation having great business transactions 
with the Navy Department. 

Mr. GRAY. Take the case, if the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire will allow me—I do not know whether he has finished. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have finished. 

Mr. GRAY. If I am not interrupting him, take the case of an 
officer of the Navy who has conceded skill in his profession, 
and more than ordinary accomplishment in the direction of 
construction and in the making of material for our guns or 
armor plate, and he is retired against his will, say, for color- 
blindness or something of that kind. Whyshould he be debarred, 
after being turned down by a board of superserviceable naval 
surgeons, ) Bros the profession of his life and of his choice and be 
put upon a pay that beggars him, and not be allowed to use the 
unquestioned ability and skill that he may have derived while in 
the service of the United States in the employment of a concern 
that is doing this great work for the Navy? What objection is 
there to it? hat impropriety is there init? He is not to be con- 
demned to beggary because certain naval surgeons who want to 
exploit their own usefulness, perhaps, have discovered that he is 
not so efficient, physically, as the ink he ought to be, whereas 
he is just as efficient as any officer who walks the deck of an 
American vessel, and have consigned him to beggary practically 
by putting him upon the furlough list along with drunkards and 
imbeciles and others who have the reproach of being retired for 
causes of that kind. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I know the Senator from Delaware wants 
me to interrupt him at this point, because if he will reflect for a 
moment he will see that an officer retired for color-blindness does 


not go —— the furlough retired list. 


Mr. GRAY. He does go upon that list. I beg the Senator’s 
pardon. That is just where they have gone, to my knowledge. 

Mr. HAWLEY. At $75 a month. 

Mr. GRAY. At $75 a month. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That,I suppose, is because his disability is 
treated as not having occurred in the naval service. 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly it did not occur in the naval service, if 
there was such; and yet an officer of that kind might be as efficient 
to perform service at sea as any man who holds an active com- 
mission. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Delaware seems to want 
to discuss the conduct of a naval board in particular cases. 
Would the Senator be willing to keep on the active list and send 
to sea a man who can not tell a green light from a red light? 

Mr. GRAY. When a man has been in the Navy twenty-five 
years and has passed every examination, professionally and other- 
wise, and has acquitted himself so as to make himself one of the 
very best types of the American citizen, I do not think color-blind- 
ness ought to drive him from the Navy. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I ask the Senator the question. 

Mr. GRAY. There is never a time when he is on the deck of 
a naval vessel to distinguish the light of another vessel that there 
are not others upon deck. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator the specific question 
whether, if a man could not tell a red light from a green ti ht, he 
would retain him in active service? 

Mr. GRAY. I think the country ought not to be deprived of 
his services in a case of that kind. I think the naval surgeons have 
made too much of that. It magnifies their importance, perhaps. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Whether the Senator would do that or not, 
it is not the superserviceable surgeons of whom he s 

Mr. GRAY. They make the regulations. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Whodeclare that color-blindness shall pre- 
vent a naval officer from being promoted. It is the Secretary of 
the Navy; it is the Department. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, the Department does it under the advice of 
the surgeons. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Still the head of a Department is responsible 
for what takes place. 

Mr. GRAY, The Department does it under the advice of the 
surgeons, 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator says the officers are , 
to beggary. Now, an officer is not—— iced 

Mr. GRAY. An officer 40 years of age, or thereaboy: 
he can do nothing else, is reduced to beggary when he i. 
one-quarter of his poy: 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let me suggest this case to th. 

Such an officer goes into the employ of a contractor, » 
tion having large contracts with the Government. TT 
controversy; there are moot questions between the . 
and the Navy Department. That officer can be sent oyoy joy. 
he can be sent to the Navy Department, he can be sent {)) yo.u»! 
tain facts and do business. There certainly is an inconcryity jy 
having that officer draw a very handsome salary from the ( y)toq 
States and also be in the employ of the contractor furnis\jjy, 
naval supplies to the Government. oe 

Mr. GRAY. I think not. I think the Navy is exceedinyly foy. 
tunatein having suchaman. All of his prejudices and )y)), 
sions and tendencies are in favor of the Navy. You can not say 
that such a man would be less faithful than a man wiv jad», 
connection with the Government. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Heis certainly serving two maste: 
ernment contractor and the Government, too. 

Mr. GRAY. The Government has no right to complain. The 
contractor may have a right to complain. What right has the 
Government to complain if the contractors have a naval officer 
in theiremploy. He is certainly as good as a civilian who has yo 
prejudices or pre ions in favor of the Navy. 

Mr. CHANDL R. Such an officer draws $5,000 from the con- 
tractor for naval supplies and $2,500 from us, 

Mr. GRAY. There is no such case. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What is that? 

Mr. GRAY. There are no such cases. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I think there are. 

Mr. GRAY. No; there are not. 

Mr.CHANDLER. There arecases very much likethat. There 
are cases in that proportion. 

Mr. GRAY. e only men who are likely to seek such employ- 
ment and receive it are the younger officers who have obtained 
the skill, who have studied and have made themselves proficient 
in their professions, who are turned down from some slight phys- 
ical defect such as I have described, who have to seek a living 
elsewhere. They are retained upon the retired list at the very 
lowest possible pay, furlough pay, pay that is given to men who 
are retired for drunkenness or incapacity or something of that 
kind and have to seek a living for themselves. 

Now, if the officers avail themselves of the skill and experience 
which they have obtained while in the Navy to get employment 
from the people who have contracts with the Navy, certainly the 
Government has no right to complain, for all their prepossessions 
and all their prejudices, if there are any, must be in favor of the 
Government, whereas ‘a civilian employee employed by such a 
firm would be altogether, it seems to me, in the service and for 
the interest of his concern. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Delaware makes a mis- 
take when he says that a naval officer is put on the retired list for 
drunkenness. 

Mr. GRAY. I do not know whether there are any officers who 
have been retired for drunkenness, but there is a list, the retired 
list of the Navy—— . ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. The whole retired list of the Navy is a roll 
of honor, and there is a very explicit law, which the Senator him- 
seif helped to frame, which provides that when a naval officer 
fails to secure his promotion on account of any fact arising from 
his own misconduct he shall not go upon the retired list. He 
goes out of the service. 

Mr. GRAY. However that may be,I can not see where the in 
terests of the Government are prejudiced in the slightest (legree 
by having men whom these private concerns are anxious (0 ellr 
ploy, and whom — are anxious to employ only because they 

ave the requisite skill and the requisite knowledge and accom 
plishment to accept such employment. I do not see why the ae 
ernment should complain if those men are engaged by firms dois 
work for the Government. s 

Mr. CHANDLER. Because the Government is pay'"s them & 


itself. 

Mr. GRAY. It them a salary anyhow. 

Mr. HALE, In ‘addition to that they are in an employment 
that is literally antagonistic to the Government. The contract . 
from early morn until the end of the day are seeking “ a 
to get the advan of the Government, to get enormous ae - 
and to deplete the ury of appropriations; and a naval 0 
commissioned by the Government, under pay, ought to be i 
bidden to enter into their employment at any and all tines. 

Mr. GRAY. Why? : 

Mr. HALE. It will make a scandal if he is not. 

Mr. GRAY. Oh! New 

Mr. HALE. It is antagonistic. As the Senator from * 


ISSea. 


a Goy- 
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Hampshire says, he is trying to serve two masters, and the mas- 


an c to each other. If I were Secretary of the 
Navy I shoul never permit a naval officer to take employment in 
a company or with an individual engaged in contracts with the 
Government, I would keep him out of such employ because it is 
nistic. 

antegOXLLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire a question or two. I did not exactly catch the name of the 
naval officer who is engaged in this kind of work. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No names have been mentioned, I will say. 
I have purposely refrained from mentioning names because we 
think this question ought to be disposed of as a matter of prin- 
7 fr ALLEN. I understood the Senator to say that the Naval 
Affairs Committee had made an investigation and had found that 
several retired naval officers had been mores in this practice, 
and I think I heard the Senator from New Hampshire mention 
the name of one. 

Mr. DLER. The Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. ALLEN. Has the result of the investigation been reduced 
to writing and reported to the Senate? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The committee have not yet finished their 
investigation. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator if it will be re- 
duced to writing and presented to the Senate at any time. 

Mr. CHAND . The testimony is fully printed. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will let me say that I do not think 
anything in the investigation disclosed any bad management or 
corruption on the part of those officers, but the committee was 
profoundly impressed with the unfortunate situation in which 
they found themselves, being officers of the Navy employed by a 
corporation that is all the time seeking for large appropriations 
from theGovernment. I think the Senator from New Hampshire 
will agree with me that nothing was found reflecting upon the 

rsonal character and integrity of those officers. It is their un- 

ortunate situation. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I did not think there was anything involving 
moral turpitude found by the committee, but [I was not certain 
whether or not it was the of the Naval Affairs Commit- 
tee to report the result of its investigation to the Senate before 
the adjournment of Congress. Iask the Senator from New Hamp- 


shire if that is the pu of the committee? 

Mr. CHANDLER. i will state that it is very doubtful whether 
the committee will make a report before the adjournment of the 
present session. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. It is the purpose of the committee, however, to 
make a report? 

Mr. CHANDLER. To make a report. 

Mr. ALLEN. At some time? ' 

Mr. CHANDLER. To make a report and to make public the 
testim ae has been taken. 

Mr. . Yes, 

Mr. CHANDLER. The testimony, as the Senator from Maine 
says, makes no reflection upon any particular naval officer now 
in the employ of the armor contractors. But the testimony does 
disclose a system which the committee deem to be unwise. For 
instance, the committee wished to see the two representatives of 


the United States who are at the Carnegie works and the Bethle- | 


hem works, and word was sent that the committee would be glad 
tosee them. The naval officers who were at the works were sent 
for. Two naval officers appeared. The committee supposed that 
they were there as the inspecting officers of the Government, but 
behold! they were two officers on the retired list in the employ- 
ment of the Carnegie Company and the Bethlehem Iron Company. 

Mr. GRAY. om the United States had disqualified from 

there as ts of the Government. 

. CHAND . They were naval officers who had been 
retired, one of them upon his own application, I think, and the 
other for color-blindness. They appeared before us. We found 
that they were on the other side instead of on our side. Then we 
made a second request, and the two officers who represented the 
United States as inspecting officers at those great works appeared. 
I could go on and make several statements which-— 

Mr. ALLEN . Ishould like toask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire a question. 


Mr. LER. In one moment. I could go on and make 
several statements which tend to show that an unwise system has 


gtown but I refrain. 
Mr. . Ishould like toask the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire whether one of those retired officers of whom he s was 


in the service of Carnegie & Co. prior to the recent trouble 
b thew out of the defective armor plate furnished by that fir 

the t? The Senator will recall that a year or so ago 
the Government was said to have been defrauded in the quality 
of certain armor plate furnished by Carnegie & Co., for which, I 
think, the contractors were assessed in damages something like 
$150,000. Whether or not it has been paid I do not know. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not certain whether the naval officer 
was then in the employ of Carnegie, Phipps & Co. 

Mr. ALLEN. Was he there at or prior to that time? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Iam not certain. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator says he is not certain. 

I have only a few observations to make in reference to this mat- 
ter. I presume that Nebraska is not particularly interested in 
naval vessels any more than any other State in the Union which 
pays its taxes and desires to see an efficient public service. Butit 
occurs to me that the Committee on Naval Affairs ought to pur- 
sue this investigation assiduously and report all the facts as well 
as the names of naval officers who have so far forgotten their duty 
to the Government that while they are receiving pay from this 
Government they permit themselves to enter the service of a cor- 
poration whose principal business is to obtain money from the 
Government. 

I can not agree with my friend the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
GRAY], with whom it is always a pleasure to me toagree. It 
occurs to me that an ordinary sense of delicacy would dictate to 
a man who has almost been raised in the naval service of this 
country at the expense of the Government, and has enjoyed the 
salary and emoluments and honors that come to him in conse- 
quence of his position, the propriety of refraining from putting 
himself in an attitude, when placed upon the retired list, which 
could be construed into hostility to the Government to which he 
owes loyalty and obedience. 

It is not claimed that these retired naval officers are employed 
in consequence of their great ability. The claim is not placed 
upon that ground. It must be placed upon the ground that their 
association with naval officers from boyhood has given to them 
peculiar influence in naval circles and peculiar knowledge of 
Government demands and Government requirements, and thus 
made them more efficient in the services of contractors for naval 
supplies than an ordinary civilian would be who does not possess 
such knowledge. It is true that no man can serve two masters 
whose interests are hostile and at the same time be loyal to both. 
He must serve one to the exclusion of the other. It occurs to me 
that a man whose sense of delicacy is so blunt that, after having 
been educated by the Government and paid by it for his services 
almost from childhood to mature manhood, would suffer him- 
self, when he has been retired and put upon the retired list at the 
expense of the Government, to enter the services of a private 
contractor, to use the knowledge the Government has given him 
in taking money from the Government and turning it over to the 
contractor, ought not to be permitted to enter that service as 
long as he is upon the retired list, and that his sense of delicacy 
is entirely blunted. I think the amendment should be adopted. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, having said somuch, perhaps it is necessary 
that I should say a word more in reply to the Senator from 
Nebraska. All this talk about blunting of sensibility, I think, so 
far as I know anything about the facts of the case, is out of place 
and does not apply certainly to anyone that I know. There is no 
question about lack of sensibility, or lack of personal honor, or of 
any of those feelings which would permit a man to put himself in 
any questionable attitude whatever. 

he Senator will see there is everything in the way of putting it. 
He speaks of the question whether an officer of the Navy should 
seek employment with a firm having contracts with the Govern- 
ment. That is not the question I put. It is a question of an offi- 
cer of the Navy, setised against his will, confessedly an accom- 
plished officer, confessedly a man who has done his duty in every 
situation in which he has been placed, retired by a board of sur- 
geons for some physical defect or a supposed physical defect for 
which he was not responsible, put upon the lowest grade of the 
retired list, suevented from serving his country, prevented from 
enjoying his rank and pay, prevented from pursuing the career 
of which he was proud and in which he would have been glad to 
have continued, and obliged to seek other employment to support 
himself and his family, who seeks employment in the direction in 
which his own experience and his own abilities would suggest, 
and while he is in that employment there is a contract with the 
Government. Is he to throw it up because the Government has 
chosen to avail itself of the facilities of that particular firm or asso- 
ciation of.persons doing the work? Is thereanything of risk tothe 
Government because it has a retired officer among the active em- 
ployees of this firm? Certainly you can not claim that the Gov- 
ernment will be any better off if it had a civilian employed in that 
ition. You do not claim that the man who happens to have 
ad noconnection with the Navyis any better able to consider the 
interests of the Government than one who has had some attach- 
ment for it and some prejudice in its favor. 

So far as the interest of the Government goes, it is idle to talk 
about being jeopardized; and the whole question comes back as to 
your care for the honor and integrity and sense of propriety of a 
particular officer. Now, Iam quite willing to leave that to the 
officers themselves. Ido not think that there is any propriety 
in it. Ido not think, apart from any specific charge of double 
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dealing, or of conduct unbecoming, as the phrase goes in courts- 
martial, an officer and a gentleman, that we have anything to do 
with it. When we turn these men out and put them upon one- 
quarter of their original pay, when they have nearly arrived at the 
meridian of life, with familes on their hands, I am willing to let 
them earn a living the best way that they can. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is it not three-quarters pay? 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, no; it is not three-quarters pay. That is 
where they are retired for disability incurred in the service. Iam 
speaking of a retirement not owing toa disability incurred in the 
service, but some physical defect. 

Mr. ALLEN. llow me to ask the Senator from Delaware, if 
the law is wrong in permitting these officers to be retired under 
such circumstances, why not repeal the law and enact one that 
will be just to them, and not put them in the attitude of being in 
the employ of private corporations? 

Mr. GRAY. I would be very glad to aid in passing a law that 
would enable the Government to avail itself of the service of one 
or two, at least, of these men whom I know. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why put them in theattitude of taking pay from 
a private company or advancing its interests against the Govern- 
ment and at the same time receiving pay from the Government 
as retired officers? 

Mr. GRAY. Putting a man in the attitude of taking pay from 
a private company and advancing its interests against the Gov- 
ernment, if the Senator will pardon me, I do not quite understand. 
I zee keep myself alive to questions of that kind and suggestions 

f that kind that concern personal honor. But what would pre- 
vent the Senator from Nebraska, a Senator of the United States, 
from performing his full duties to his Government if he happened 
to be the owner or manager of a concern that was doing work for 
the Government? 

Mr. ALLEN. I would not undertake to represent the Govern- 
ment at all. 

Mr. GRAY. Not to represent the Government, but would you 
undertake to represent your own concern? 

Mr. ALLEN. No, I would not put myself in the attitude of 
being an officer of the Government and at the same time an em- 
ployee or officer of a corporation that was undertaking to contract 
with the Government. 

Mr. GRAY, Oh, I grant it—— 

Mr. ALLEN. The objection I make—— 

Mr. GRAY. Let me make my statement, and then I will not 
interrupt the Senator again. I grant you, of course, if one of 
these officers was in a position of responsibility or trust on behalf 
or on the part of the Government, and had to act for the Govern- 
ment in the slightest degree, then I xvould consent as quickly as 
the Senator could to the impropriety of his being employed by a 
concern that was dealing with the Government for which he had 
to act. But in the case we are dealing with the officer has no 
responsibility for the Government. He is not called upon to act 
for the Government in the slightest degree. He has been put 
aside and rendered incompetent to act for the Government. Phe 
only question is whether he may not, in earning his living hon- 
estly and lawfully and honorably, be employed by a concern that 
is doing work for the Government for which he once had the right 
perhaps to be assigned to duty. 

Mr. ALLEN. ‘rhe Senator does not understand my position, I 
am sorry to say, or I do not understand his. I understood the 
Senator from New. Hampshire to put this case: That Carnegie & 
Co. are large contractors with the Government for naval supplies, 
and when a contract was to be drawn and the eements and 
specifications were to be made two retired naval officers qeuen 
to contract and conduct the negotiations for Carnegie & Co. 

Mr. GRAY. Yes; but not on behalf of the Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; not on behalf of the Government. They 
appeared there to conduct the affairs of Carnegie & Co., contract- 
ors with the Government, who draw hundreds of thousands of 
dollars from the Government under their contract. The Senator 
from New Hampshire said it was supposed by those who were 
representing the Government for a time that these naval officers 
were also representing the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. But did they represent themselves as representing 
the Government? 

Mr. ALLEN. However, before the contract was completed it 
was discovered that they did not represent the Government, but 
they were in the employ of Carnegie & Co., and other officers of 
the Government were brought in to re nt the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. Was that mistake on the part of the committee 
due to these officers at all? 

Mr. ALLEN. It may have been due, and probably was due, if 
the committee were intelligent—— 

Mr. GRAY. Ido not think the Senator from New Hampshire 
will say so. 

Mr. ALLEN. They were no doubt asked, but certainly the 
ee were conducted by these two officers. 

~ CHANDLER. What is the inquiry? 


Mr. GRAY. Isaid to the Senator from Nebraska that I did, 
think the Senator from New Hampshire would say the mi-:, 
made by the committee for a little while that these two ;. 1 
officers were the inspectors of the Government was due t. 
thing the officers themselves said or did. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But it was a revelation, I will say : 
friend from South Carolina. I ask the attention of the Senat 

Mr. GRAY. Will not the Senator, in justice to these of 
answer my question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me finish my statement and then I wil); 
the floor. ; 

Mr. CHANDLER. It was a matter of astonishment to » 
the fact was as it appeared. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is what I understand. The Senator 
New Hampshire said that these two retired officers appeare:| | 
to conduct the negotiation for Carnegie & Co., and the eo) 
tee supposed for some time that they were representing the ( 
ernment, and finally discovered that they were not. That is +), 
ae I understand the Senator from New Hampshire to put + 
act. 

Mr. GRAY. All I wanted to make plain was in justic. ;, 
them. I donot know that that mistake was due to anything thoy 
did or said. I should be very sorry-—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. By no means. 

Mr. GRAY. By no means. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; butIisw if 
that they were representi arnegie & Co. it would not haye 
taken the committee some hours to find out that they were 101 
representing the Government. I su they did not disclose 
that fact until something they said or disclosed it to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Oh, yes; I will say that we ascertained im- 
mediately that they were in the employment of the company. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understood the tor from New Hampshire 
to say in that connection there that these officers were recviving 
a salary from the Government at the same time. 

Mr. GRAY. As retired officers. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not care what you call them. 

Mr. GRAY. I say as retired officers. 

= ALLEN. As retired officers, something like $75 a month 
each. . 

Mr. GRAY. . Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. They were receiving pay from the Government 
at the precise moment they were receiving pay from Carnegie & 
Co. to make a contract with the Government. by which the Goy- 
ernment was to expend—— 

Mr. CALL (in his seat). Oh, no. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihavethe floor. If the Senator desires to int: 
rupt me, let him interrupt me gueeer. 

fr. CALL. I did not intend to interrupt the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The Chair will suggest to Senators that if interruptions are de- 
sired they will please address the Chair and receive permission. 
The Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. They were engaged in this kind of transaction at 
that time, receiving compensation from Carnegie & Cv., 2s «m- 
ployees of a ae corporation. It would be the same if it were 
a private individual. ere is no difference in that respect. By 
their intelligence, and by their knowledge of the Governuient, aud 
by their knowledge of the ramifications of the Navy Departient, 
they enabled Carnegie & Co. to get a beneficial contract frou the 
Government, because Carnegie & Co. would not have been paying 


they had announced plainly 


them unless the contract was of some benefit to them, ani at the 
same time they were drawing from this Government pay as retire! 


officers. They had received their e@acation at the hands of the 
Government. They perhaps would have been no more than th: 
balance of us common creatures that walk the earth if the (0 
ernment had not educated them at its own expense. Tlivy !d 
received all the honors and emoluments due to their position and 
due to their promotionfrom timetotime. Yet the honorable Seu- 
ator from Delaware says he can see nothing in that fact or 1 the 
relation they sus to & Co. and the Government at 
that time that no delicate man not undertake. 
Mr. President, if the rule announcd by the Senator from Decla- 
ware is to be adopted in this country (and I am sorry to sa) ')" 
it has been adopted and has been the practice too long) ani > \) 
become the rule of the Government, then the beginning of t! 
ing of thisrepublican formofourGovernmentisapparent. \ ))" 
can honestly serve two men at the same time whose intere=' 
rt ann t owit p  Ln. pan pode tomar wre 
extensive know. of i or anything of that kin« 
is not pretended thatthe: superior knowledge toa civ)" 
in that respect. But y have seen, the information ‘| 4 
have acquired, and the kno they have obtained in the 1\\* 
service of the Government, the friendships which © 
extended through the years from boyhood to mature manhow!, «*° 
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purchased by the privateemployer when he employs these retired 


I am ‘not in favor of permitting the naval or military, officers of 
the Government who are retired to be placed in this position. I be- 
lieve them, as @ rule, to be highly honorable gentlemen. If there 

ing wrong in the me of their retirement, in the law 


is any 7 
hich retires them, let us begin at the proper place, at the founda- 
an rectify that law. If they are being retired for mere ex- 


cuses that there is nothing in, such as color-blindness—and if it 
was not for color-blindness it would be for something else, prob- 
ably—it is a subterfuge to start with. If they are being retired 
in consequence of subterfuges that are created by the fertile im- 
aginations of retiring boards or physicians, let us retire the retir- 


ing board; us put some restrictions upon the surgeons and 
doctors in the naval service; let us define by proper legislation the 
causes for which a nian shall be retired before he reaches a cer- 
tain age an ict those causes. Let us give these men the full 
benefit of the life they have chosen to lead and the education they 


have obtained to serve the Government, and not put them in the 
attitude of retiring upon inadequate pay and seeking employment 
from private ons dealing with the Government and ob- 
taining money out of the Government, when at the same time 
and in the same breath they are receiving pay from the Govern- 
ment with whom 3m It is a delicate position to be 
placed in. It is, Mr. President, a position in which no man with 
a true sense of delicacy can afford to place himself. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. ident, as a member of the committee 
soining in this reeommendation, I desire to say only a few words. 
The committee was unanimous in the opinion that the amendment 
should be presented and that the Senate should be asked to in- 
graft it upon the bill. The suggestion of its importance grew out 
of the practical manifestations before the committee of the evil of 
this system. The Senator from Nebraska has not stated with 
exact correctness the facts with reference to the appearance of 
these two officers before the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. I stated the facts just as I got them. 

Mr. BACON. He stated the fact as he understood it, but it is 
natural that he should not have gathered it with particularity. 
The committee was endeavoring to ascertain whether the Govern- 
ment was paying too much for the armor which goes upon the 
battle ships. It was developed that the armor upon the battle 
ships costs the Government over 3600 a ton. including the amounts 
for material furnished by the Government and the amounts paid 
by the Government to the Bethlehem works and the Carnegie 
works for the tion of the plates. It was exceedingly diffi- 
cult, of course, to get this information from outsiders. We there- 
fore, knowing that there were officers detailed at those works for 


the purpose of ing the armor, asked that they be sent before 
the committee. e did not state with particularity that we de- 
sired the in ing officers; we simply asked that the naval officers 


who were there should be sent; and the two who came were two 
comparatively young men—men, I suppose, about 40 years of age, 
under the age that we would ordinarily expect to find im the 


retired 

Mr.GRAY. We call that age young now. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; it looks so nowtous. There was no decep- 
tion about it . There was no misapprehension on our 
mindsas to their position. Before the examination began we knew 
= fact that these two officers who appeared before us were not 
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officers, but that they were retired officers of the | 


inspecting 
Navy. One was employed at that time, and is also employed at 
this time, by the Carnegie works; the other was employed by the 
Bethlehem works. It was, asa matter of course, of some signifi- 
cance to us that two gentlemen, apparently in robust health and 
of an op Sind for active service in the Navy, should be upon the 
retired list, and therefore an examination as to the cause of these 
retirements by the committee ensued, and it was devel- 
of them was retired for color-blindness and the 
physical defect which did not appear in his 


int to which I desire to call the attention of 

purpose was to ascertain the cost of the 

to these armor-plate manufacturers 

which they y = out the armor 
to go upon the battle ships. We 

two officers. 

ight to expect that? 

y the question that the Senator 
no right toexpectitof them. The 
q anticipated the very ground which I 
no al officer ought to be in a position 
command and call of the Government for 
receiving pay. 
receiving pay, he has no right to be in 
can stand before a committee of the 
officer of the Government and either 
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refnse to answer a question which may be asked him or occupy 
such a position that the one who proposes to ask it may feel that 
it is really a matter of delicacy to press it upon him. 

Now, here was an officer occupying two confidential relations. 
Certainly it can not be denied that any officer of the Navy is in a 
confidential relation with the United States Gov ; 


ernment. He is 
in a confidential relation with the Navy Department. He is cer- 
tainly ina confidential relation with his employer. Where the 
Government is engaged in a contract involving an immense 
amount of money, do you say that it shall not have the full ben- 


efit of any and all the knowledge which may be in the possession 
of a naval officer, and not simply that, but that the naval officer 
shall be in a position where he can represent his employer in mak- 
ing a contract with the Government and have the advantage of 
all the confidential relationship which he necessarily oecupies 
with the Government in attempting to make a contract with it? 

Mr. President, I go further than the rest of the committee. I 
think it is a very great evil that officers who are retired from the 
Navy from other causes than advanced years, and who are per- 
fectly competent for the discharge of many of the duties that the 
Navy Department has need for, should be allowed to go upon a 
reduced pay, and only be in a position to be called into service in 
case of war. I donot think that a man who is retired from the 
naval service for any other cause than advanced years, unless it 
is for complete, total physical or mental disability, should be en- 
tirely relieved from the duty to perform service. I think there 
ought to be a radical change in the law in that particular. The 
two officers who were before the Naval Committee furnished all 
the argument that anyone would need in support of that position. 

Now, there are at the Carnegie works two naval officers. One 
of them is on the active list, and he is detailed there as an in- 
spector. The other is on the retired list and he is employed there 
atasalary. Yet there is no single duty performed by the officer 
on the active list, who is there as an inspector, which can not be 
perfectly performed by the officer on the retired list, who is there 
on a salary, under the employment of the works. 

Mr. GRAY. lagree with you about that. 

Mr. BACON. Iam very giad that the Senator agrees with me. 
But what I say is a matter of my own individual opinion. It is 
not now before the Senate. The committee did not see proper to 
go to that extent; but the committeedid think that an officer who 
is upon the retired list, who is still an officer of the Government, 
whois drawing pay from the Government, ought not to be allowed 
to take service with a corporation or an individual engaged in 
large contracts with the Government involving immense sums of 
money, running up into millions of dollars. 

The argument of the distinguished Senator from Delaware is one 
addressed, of course, to the sympathy of Senators as to whether 
or not a retired officer who is robust and who may have a slight 
defect as to the ability to distinguish colors, who may be upon 
starvation wages, shall be condemned to live upon those wages. 

I say that that argument is not sound for two reasons; that 
there are two reasons why that argument should not prevail; and 
that is the only argument which the Senator has been able to ad- 
vance upon which it seems anyone could raise an objection to the 
recommendation of the committee as to this amendment. 

In the first place, if such an officer is a man sound in body, he 
is not compelled to retain his position as a retired officer. At the 
same time, when the committee visited the Bethlehem works, when 
those two officers were there, there was another officer who had 
resigned because it was to his interest to resign and take private 
employment. If an officer is of the capacity which enables him 
to geta contract of employment with one of those great concerns, 
he certainly has the ability which will enable him to command a 
good salary, sufficient to support him outside of his retired half 
pay. Why should he retain this $50 or $75 a month if he can get 
employment at $5,000 a year? If the education which he has ob- 
tained from the Government at the Naval Academy or his expe- 
rience as a naval officer has so capacitated him for this work that 
he can command a salary of thousands of dollars, where is th 
great hardship to him in saying, ‘If you prefer to avail yourself of 
the opportunity to command such a salary, then give up the pit- 
tance the Government is giving you and retire from the service’’’ 
As toa man who can command thousands of dollars by reason 
of the capacity he has thus acquired, is it any great hardship in 
putting upon him this alternative? 

aim, these are not the only classes or kinds of enterprises in 
which retired naval officers may obtain employment. There are 
comparatively few of these concerns which are having contracts 
with the Government, very few of them, only two in the armor 
slate business; whereas the whole country is filled with manu- 
actures and enterprises of various kinds in which the services of 
these retired officers can be utilized; and there is no restriction 
sought to be placed by this law upon their employment in any of 
the thousands of other enterprises. It is simply intended to say 
to them this one single thing: ‘‘If you have such capacity that 
these great enterprises desire your services, you must elect whether 
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you will serve them or whether you will serve the Government; 
ou can not serve both”; and I can not see how there can be any 
ardship in putting a man thus circumstanced upon such an elec- 


on, 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. President, I should be very sorry indeed to 
have an issue in moral casuistry with the distinguished Senator 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], or the distinguished Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. I hope that there could be no difference 
between us on an issue of that kind. It all comes back to the 
matter of fact as to the attitude of these officers toward the Gov- 
ernment. I am afraid that the Senator from Georgia has been 
looking upon one side of the shield while I have been looking 
upon the other. The truth is not on the side at which the Senator 
has been looking, I am very sure; and I think I shall be able to 
demonstrate that to the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I desire to sa 
that I am — sure I know the particular case he has in mind. 

Mr. GRAY. Very likely. 

Mr. BACON. And I desire to say that the officer the Senator 
has in mind impressed me most favorably, and is one for whom 
I should be most pleased to do a kindness in any manner which 
might pa be offered. 

Mr. GRAY. Ihave no doubt of it. 

Mr. BACON. And there is nothing except the simple naked 
question which is influential in the matter. 

Mr. GRAY. Now, we differ as to the naked question, that is 
all; and we want to see which is right. 

Mr. BACON, I thought I would state that. 

Mr. GRAY. Iam much obliged to the Senator, because he has 
ae - more than justice to the gentleman whom we both have 
n mind. 

The question is, to use the phrase of the Senator from Nebraska, 
if that be the proper phrase, what is the attitude toward the Gov- 
ernment of these officers*who have been heretofore retired? As 
I take it, it is this: The Government of the United States has said 
to them after due examination, ‘‘ You are no longer up to the 
standard that we require for service in the Navy on the active 
list,” and though they protest that they are, though they appeal 
to the proper authorities, they are still told by this board of navy 
surgeons, ‘‘ You are not up to that test; and though physically 
and mentally you are still able in every convenient opportunity 
of civil life to avail yourselves to perform useful service, you can 
not do it fer your Government; your career in the Navy is ended; 
you have arrived at the meridian of life; you are in the full pos- 
session, it is true, of your faculties, mental and physical, but this 
idealstandard of ours does not permit us longer to employ you,and 

ou may no longer count yourselves active officers in the United 
States avy, and you are put down upon this list of men who are 
still officers of the Navy in a sense, and may be called on in time 
of war, but you are absolutely precluded from taking any part in 
the glorious career to which you have devoted yourselves in build- 
ing up the Navy or in officering its ships.” They are helpless. 
It is against their will; but there they are. This is no money- 
making profession. They have not laid by a fortune, and are 
compe el to support themselves and their families, which I pre- 
sume at this they have gathered around them, upon the pit- 
tance of one-third or er of their former pay. 

The Navy Department its regulations did not assume so 
cruel a position as tosay, ‘‘ You are toremain in absolute idleness; 
you may have a prejudice in favor of your profession; you may 
desire to be continued upon the roll of the Navy; but if you do, 
you shall not lift your hands in order to earn an honest living for 
yourselves and your families; we will not permit you to represent 
us; we will not send you to Pittsburg to inspect armor on behalf 
of the Government”—which they would be glad to do if they 
were permitted—" we turn you out of every active, honorable 
employment on behalf of the Government; we educated you for 
this profession, that is true, in which you have served up to this 
time twenty or twenty-five years.” 

The nav: a while it is an honorable profession and 

uires intellect and character to properly perform its duties, is 
not one which is exceedingly well adapted to fit a man for civil 
life. A man who has passed twenty-five years of life on the decks 
of a ship or in the profession of a naval officer does not acquire 
the aptitudes and the experience that permit him to go and stand 
abreast of his fellows of the same age and the same education and 
the same opportunities in the tremendous competition of civil 
life. Those officers who are not a to represent their Gov- 
ernment, not permitted to act on its behalf at any one of these great 
concerns, have acquired, if they are intelligent and wide-awake 
men, some experience and skill in the matter of the construction 
of ships and of armor plate, if you please, and in other matters to 
which they have devoted their attention and which have been the 
subject-matter of their studies. 
e Government does not say that they shall not avail them- 
selves of this limited class of employment; and so they seek it 
and obtain it, as in the instance ott by the Senator from Geor- 
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gia. But he says, and says, I think, without authority or with 
out justification, that these men can seek other employment, Ey). 
ployment is not so easy to obtain. They have got to seek it wh, a 
they have experience to bring and capacit to bring and aptitude 
to bring to the service of the employer who will give them com, 
pensation. Being refused employment by the Government. yy. 
able to represent it in any capacity, they are employed by tho. 
concerns. How is the United States hurt? How much worse of 
is the Government of the United States for having a contract 
with a concern which anaioye somewhere in some one of its 
branches a retired naval officer in either working or superintey,). 
ing work in the casting of armor plate and the creation of ¢},o<, 
great steel billets? I am curious to know. Certainly the (oy. 
ernment is no worse off than it would be if we had some ono 
who had no association with the Navy, no prejudice, if yoy 
please, in favor of it, no attachments to it. if there is any. 
thing in that employment, one way or the other—I doubt whethar 
there is much—it would be in favor of the Government. 

But the man is at by the private concern now, says the 
Senator from Georgia; he is occupying two confidential relitioys 
Well, we all know that a man can not do this, and ought not to 
be permitted to doitif he is willing todo it. How does he occupy 
confidential relations with the Government of the United States? 
He does not represent the Government of the United States: he jg 
not allowed to represent the Government of the United States, 
They turn him out, so far as that is concerned; they forbid it, 
He is not making a contract with himself; he is not making a eon. 
tract with the Government; he is not even in ting on the part of 
the Government, but he is merely employed by another man who 
has a contract with the Government, and he does not represent 
the Government in any wise, and therefore is not occupying two 
confidential relations. ; 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. GRAY. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I want to suggest a case to the distinguished 
Senator. Suppose an officer upon the active list is employed in 
the construction de ment. He is in daily conference and con- 
fidential relationship with the Secretary of the Navy and with 
all the officers in that construction branch. He knows what their 
views are with reference to prices, how much they are willing to 

ive, and what is the last limit to which they can be strained. 

e has acquired that information by reason of his confidential 
relationship, and the week after he retires and goes and takes 
employment with the Carnegie Company or the Bethlehem Com- 
pany he is in a direct position to give them all the information 
which will enable them to drive the hardest bargain they can with 
the Government, and other information which they can not get 
from anybody else. 

Mr. GRAY. In the first place, no such situation ever existed, 
and I will say never can exist. 

Mr. BACON. I do not see why it could not. 

Mr. GRAY. Ishall try to show the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. These are young men, as I say, comparatively, 
and they have been in active, confidential relationship with the 
Naval De ent, and all the knowledge they possess, which 
was acquired when they were in active connection with the iov- 
ernment, is available to enable those companies which they now 
serve to make — with the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. . President, everything they acquired when in 
the service of the Government, on the other hand, is now avail- 
able for the contractor who is doing work for that Government, 
and presumably the contractor has the benefit, and therefore the 
Government has the benefit, of the skill and the knowledy: which 
he has brought to the ial work for which he was trained. 

Mr. BACON. Does the disti ed Senator mean to say that 
the Carnegie Company and the Bethlehem Company do not at the 
same time have the benefit of the knowledge those officers have as 
to what the Department thinks about prices? It is not sim) |y the 
question of knowledge by which the work is to be done, but it 18 
knowl by which the bargain is to be made. 

Mr. Gha. . Mr. President, the bargains probably are not made 
by the commissioned officers of the Navy; they may be male 
civil employees of the Department or by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BACON. The Navy ent is certainly in constant 
conference with these naval officers, and while a contract !ay be 
made on one side by the Secretary of the Navy, it is certainly 
made on the other side by those companies; and they are the — 
to whom I refer who get their information from those officers, by 
which they are enabled to drive hard bargains with the ‘ toe 
ment, and it is my honest judgment that to-day the Govern = 
is paying to these armor-plate manufacturers a most enormous 
profit upon the material which they are furnishing for the bate 
shi 


om +1) vean- 
Mr. GRAY. If they are an enormous profit, I will ven 
ture to say, and stake my knowl of human nature and aftsire 
upon the assertion, that they are not making enormous oF unjus 
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profits by reason of the employment of these gentlemen. They 
are not doing it, nor can they do it. ; 

The Senator from Georgia seems to assume, in the first place, 
that in these contracts the Government of the United States, be- 
fore they are made, is in a position of active hostility with the 
contractor. On the contrary, the Navy Department has in mak- 
ing these contracts attem ted to aid and build up these very con- 
cerns in order that the United States may have within its own 
porders the capacity in time of war or in time of peace to build 
up its own Navy; and I do not believe that a contract once made 
by the Navy Department with any concern brings about a state of 
things in which all considerations of honor, all considerations of 
patriotism, all considerations of truth and justice and adherence 
to contracts and fidelity to duty are thrown to the winds—not 
— BACON. I must decline to allow the distinguished Senator 
to put any such words in my month or any such construction upon 
any language I have used. aia 

The pur which the Senator says the Government had in view 
in the on ding up of these establishments are subjects upon which 
the Naval Committee has heard a good deal of testimony directly 
upon that line, and upon which there has been a good deal of con- 
flict among the owners of these establishments themselves. It is 
not a question of honor or patriotism; it is simply a question that 
is always between all parties who are trading and contracting 
with each other. Conceding to both sides the utmost honor and 
honesty, the contracts which have been made are not the contracts 
which are to rule for the future. Contracts are about to be made 
now for two battle ships, and there is a House bill providing for 
a number of other battle ships. 

If the Senator will pardon me for so lengthy an interraption—— 

Mr. GRAY. Iam interrupting the Senator, I am afraid. 

Mr. BACON. Notatall. Iam interrupting yeu. 

The point I make, or the point the committee makes, rather, be- 
cause Pao not speak for myself individually, is the same principle 
which is every where, that human nature is fallible, 
and that the most honest and upright man who ever lived is not 
allowed to sit on the bench in a case in which he has an interest, 
not because he is dishonest, not because he is unpatriotic, but be- 
cause his relationship warps his judgment and prevents him from 
being an im ial and upright judge, and we do submit to the 
Senate in all earnestness—— 

Mr.GRAY. That is the principle you rely on? 

Mr. BACON. Thatis the principle. We submit to the Senate 
in all earnestness that an officer of the Government who, if not 
now, has been in confidential relationship with the Government, 
ought not to be permitted, while still drawing pay of the Govern- 
ment, toassume a confidential relationship with one with whom it 
isabout to enter into contractual relations and to give information 
as to the views of officers of the Government which may affect 
the terms of contracts which are to be made. 

Mr. GRAY. There we are again, Mr. President. We began 
with generalities, and when we come to analyze the position the 
facts do not warrant the moral position, if I may use that word, 
which the Senator seeks to put upon it. He says that a man 
ought not to be a judge in his own cause and ought not to be per- 
mitted to decide where his own interests are at stake. I say so, 
too; but, Mr. President, think of applying that to a case of this 
kind, where the Government of the United States is the party that 
we are interested in and are trying to protect, and we object, for- 
sooth, to ha one of our own officers on the other side. 
indeed, a judge in his own cause? 
on, is it adverse to us? 

. BACON. I think so. 

Mr.GRAY. Not at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me at this point? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Delaware 
yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. GRAY. Oh, yes; I always yield. 


Is he, 
If there is any prejudice or any 


Mr. ALLEN. When a man enters the service of a private em- 
por taltins this as al proposition—does he not contract 
give highest skill, all his time, his best ability, and his 


greatest loyalty to promote the financial interests of the employer 


who pays him 
Mr.GRAY, Isuppose so. I am ready to admit that. 
Mr. ALLEN, I ing as a mere proposition of law. 
pared to admit that. 
ALLEN. If he does not do that, that will afford an excuse 
to discharge him. 
. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. How can the Senator, under those circumstances, 
say that a man who is drawing pay from the Government as a 
retired officer and enters the service of a private corporation or a 
| ag individual, and by that means agrees to give his entire 

- chant ability, and his grontent loyalty to promote the in- 
terests em , at the same time be just and honest 
to the interests of the eee 


t, when the interest of the 
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Government upon the one hand is to secure the best material for 
the least money and the interest of the private employer, upon 
the other hand, is to furnish the worst material for the highest 
rice? 

Mr. GRAY. I have wearied myself, Mr. President, and 1 know 
I have wearied the Senate, in trying toexplain over and over again 
that though he does in a legal and in a moral sense give his best 
endeavor, his highest skill, and his most absolute fidelity to his 
employer, yet the Government of the United States, for whom we 
are acting, has no peril and no opening for any disadvantage in 
having a retired officer of its own in such employment by the 
very terms of the Senator's own proposition. : , 

If it be true, as might have been inferred from something 
which has been said in this debate, that there are two hostile 
— one the Government and the other the contractor, it 
would certainly be no special detriment that we should have a 
friend of our own in the camp of the enemy, if we are to call him 
such. He could not hurt the Government. The contractor 
might object. He might say, ‘‘ I do not know about trusting you 
in this matter with the Government; you are an officer of the 
Navy and we will keep you in the background in all these mat- 
ters of work upon contracts.” But surely it does not lie in the 
mouth of the Government as a party to object; and that is what 
I have been trying to insist upon all along, on the low plane of 
interest at least, as to a matter of honorable employment. 

I have said that these men are not exercising, as the Senator 
from Georgia said they were, two confidential relations, for they 
are expressly forbidden to exercise any confidential relations, 
on the part of the United States. That is settled; that is proven 
absolutely. Therefore that position is not well taken, and no 
argument can be built upon it, for it is not so. 

Mr. BACON. What the Senator asserts is not so, and I am 
very sorry I can not agree with him. 

Mr. GRAY. It is not true that they occupy two confidential 
relations. 

The Senator from Nebraska might as well say that a man draw- 
ing a pension had no right to work in one of these great found- 
ries as to say that one of these retired officers, separated entirely 
from the active list of the Navy, is forbidden to occupy a position 
of trust or confidence in such an establishment and should be for- 
bidden to seek employment there or was unable to honorably 
serve there. 

Mr. ALLEN. 
terrupting him. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator is pardoned in advance. 

Mr. ALLEN. Here is a man who entered the naval service of 
the United States, who had been educated by the Government 
and paid from the time he entered the Naval Academy, who is 
promoted from time to time in the service of the Government as 
a naval officer, and who is retired after a time for some reason, 
which may be just or may be unjust. I am inclined to accept 
the position of the Senator from Delaware and to say that they 
are unjustly retired. That man is drawing pay right along from 
the Government not for services that he has rendered and from 
which he has been finally discharged, but he is all the time an 
ofticer of the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. There is no other ground upon which you can 
justify paying him, except for his services. 

Mr. ALLEN. He is in the service all the while. It is just like 
the employment of a private individual who, after serving his 
master for a time, the master says to him, ‘* You may take half 
your time for a month or two,” or whatever time may be agreed 
upon, ‘‘ and I will pay you right along for your services at a lower 
rate, of course”; and that individual, while sustaining that rela- 
tion to his employer, goes into the service of another man whose 
interest is hostile to the interest of his original employer and gives 
his service and his intellect to make a contract in hostility to the 
interest of the first employer, just as in this case the naval officer 
owes allegiance to the Government, and, as the Senator says, may 
be called into active service at any time. He is retired upon pay 
which the Government judges sufficient to support him. He is 
still in the service of the Government, getting money out of it, 
and will be in its service until he dies, unless the law be changed. 
And now, under those circumstances, while he is in the service of 
the Government, he is employed by one of these corporations to 
give the knowledge which the Government purchased for him, to 
give all the strength of his ability and his intellect as a business 
man to enter into a contract where that Government through his 
instrumentality may be a sufferer in the contract. 

Mr. GRAY. In the first place, all this argument has been pred- 
icated upon supposititious cases. There is no allegation here that 
any man on the retired list, in the employ of any concern, hasmadea 
contract with the Government or has represented his concern in 
making a contract with the Government. They were employees 
of the concerns, and were brought here not by the concerns, but 
were sent for, as it appears, by the chairman of the Naval Affairs 
Committee, and when they came there was no doubt about the 


Not at all, if the Senator will pardon me for in- 
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position they occupied. Senators have been arguing as if they 
were acting as inspectors for the Government, and were at the 
samo time employed by the armor-plate concerns doing work for 
the Government. 

Something was said by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], 
in a question to the Senator from New Hampshire — CHAND- 
LER], as to whether any of these officers were employed before 
or after a certain inquiry had been ordered in regard to armor 
plate or work for the Government for the Navy done by Carnegie 
& Co, The Senator from New Hampshire said he did not know. 
I do not know either, but it would not concern us here whether 
he had been employed before or after. The trouble about that in- 
vestigation was not with reference to any retired officer, for no 
retired officer in the employment of that company had or could 
have had the slightest suspicion cast upon him as toany failure of 
duty to the Government. But suspicion was cast upon officers 
who were representing the United States Government, and it was 
they who should be investigated, and very properly investigated, 
if there was any ground for it. It was the Secretary of the Navy 
who was to be investigated to see whether he, by his uest, had 
expedited the issuance of any of these patents in which the pri- 
vate parties were concerned. That did not touch this case at all 
or any case that can be supposed to apply to these officers. 

All I wish to say in conclusion is that the matter has been pre- 
sented, it seems to me, wrong end first, and we have got before 
the Senate the wrong conception of the attitude of these people. 
The argument has been made upon that wrong conception, I think. 
I have tried to correct it. I do not believe the Senate will, it cer- 
tainly ought not, do injustice to these very meritorious men, who 
have been turned out of employment against their will and not 
with their consent, and who have to take employment in the only 
place where oer, roperly seek or obtain it. 

Mr. TILLMAN, r. President, as a member of the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, I have taken a great deal of interest in the in- 
vestigation which has been under discussion here, and I have 
listened with a great deal of pleasure, and I must say with some 
amusement, to this debate, which, it seems to me, is one of taste. 
Senators will remember the old adage that on questions of taste 
people must be allowed to disagree. 

The committee, I think, had in view, and very rightly, in pre- 
senting the amendment the stopping of a scandal, to prevent a 
man from being accused of improper or dishonorable action or 
even suspected of it. In investigating the question of the cost of 
armor we very soon arrived at the conclusion that the armor-plate 
manufacturers and the Government were enemies. Their inter- 
ests are directly o to each other. The Government wants 
oes eas the very best quality at as low a price as pos- 
sible. The manufacturer wants to the last dollar possible. 

Now, we find in the a of the manufacturers two of the 
ablest officers of the United States Navy that I haveever met. I 
have not met a many of them. I hope we have a great 
many like them, but I doubt it. The Government has educated 
those men at its own expense. It has had them in its employ 
until the time has come under the law when they could be retired 
or when they were forcibly retired, and they go upon handsome 

y. They go into retirement not as beggars, as the Senator 
So Delaware [Mr. Gray] says, but their pay is such that they 
can live comfortably if they had nothing else. 

Mr. GRAY. It is $75 a month. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Isthatall? I think the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. GRAY. They are not retired on the longevity plan. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ey are retired for disability? 

Mr. GRAY. They are retired for disability. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course I do not say that a man can live 
handsomely on $75a monthinthiscommunity. I have discovered 
the contrary. But here are men who now hold the right for the 
balance of their lives to draw on the Treasury for so much money. 
That is, they come and draw their pay on the retired list. They 
certainly owe the Government some obligation, and if they were 
not in a semicapacity at least in the employ of the Government, 
with the right of the Government to on them, they would be 
under no moral obligation—— 

Mr. GRAY. That is right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. TheSenator acknowledges that they are under 
a moral obligation to the Government of some kind. Let us see 
to what extent it goes. They are now in the employ of enemies 
of the Government, men who, I said, are trying to get all they can 
out of the Government. They are using the skill which the Gov- 
ernment has furnished them in educating them; they = 
the technical knowl in the management and construction 
ships which the ved from the Government in hel th 
enemies of the Government to cheat the Government or to rob it. 
If that is not a position in which no honorable man would like to 
be plv.ced, I ask the Senator from Delaware just to tell me what 
sort of a position it is? 

Mr. GRAY. Asthe Senator from South Carolina puts the ques- 
tion, I will agree with him entirely, and that is the trouble all 
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through this debate. You put the question in such guise as opis, 
your own argument. But that does not suit the facts. 1)... ;. 
what Ihave been trying to show. I will agree with the < : 
perfectly, that in the way he puts it he is right; but let 
the Senator, if I am not trespassing on his patience-—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly not. 

Mr. GRAY. This is a matter of some importance, }, 
He says that he has in the course of the performance of }, 
as a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs discoy.; 
the contractors and the Government are enemies. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have. 

Mr. GRAY. Are they enemies after the contract is mado jy th. 
same sense that they were before? - 
Mr. TILLMAN. Of course they are, for this reason 

Mr. GRAY. Not if they are honorable men. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Wait a moment. We are trying io 
what is an honorable man. a the contractors di 
a have an armor plate which has cost them sever! ; 
dollars to manufacture, the plates weighing 30 or 40 tons, iy 
there are some flaws and defects, the officer of the Govern 
ment, who is receiving Government pay, knows that the plate js 
not an honest one un the contract, could he come and te!) ys 
so? Would he not lose his employment with the company if hie di 

Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from South Caroling a 

uestion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. Did the investigation by the committee disclose 
single case where a naval officer in such employ had ever disclose 
any defects to the Government? 

. TILLMAN. Does the Senator mean a retired officer? 

Mr. HALE. A retired officer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We never have heard of one of them hinting 
that there was anything wrong with the manufacture of armor 
plate or that ¢he Government had ever been cheated in the 
slightest particle. Let us put it in this way: Suppose, instead 
of saying that the man are enemies, which, of course, is 
a little stretch of the imagination—— 

Mr. GRAY. Say they are antagonists. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Say were British or Spanish people, 
against whom we just now have a kind of aversion. 

Mr. GRAY. Say they are antagonists. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Saythese manufacturers were somebody else, 
an actual enemy, and that these naval officers were in their em- 

loy while receiving our pay, does the Senator think it would 

ight for the officers, w they are on our retired list, to go 
into the —_ yment of the enemy? 

Mr. GRAY. Lagree with the Senator in that respect. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I think we will get the Senator down toa 
point where he will withdraw his objection and let the committee 
amendment go through. 

Mr. GRAY. Go on and let us see. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator said a little while ago that we 
were acting only for the Government. We are appropriating 
money for both sides. 

Mr. GRAY. How? 

Mr. TILLMAN. We are appropriating to pay the retired 
officers in the employ of our enemy. 

~~ GRAY. e pay them whether they are so employed or 
not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. Wewant them to get out of that 
as a matter of decency, as a matter of taste. We want them to 
get into an employ in which the Government has no interest, 10 
which their talents can not be used to cheat the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. How can their talents be used to cheat tlie Gov- 
ernment? . 

Mr. TILLMAN. These officers are t here using their tech- 
nical skill in drawing up contracts for company, and they get 
every advantage they can in drawing specifications for ‘ue | 
tractors. 

Mr. GRAY. Do they make contracts for armor plate’ — 

Mr. TILLMAN. They are as representatives of the con- 
tractors to draw contracts between the Government and tle ‘ac 


tory. 

Mr. GRAY. I have askeu ©ace or twice whether anybody 
knows that fact. I have not received any reply. a 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Secretary of the Mary now meditates 
making a contract with these two concerns, who are in com)" 
tion and not com: with each other, for $3,000,000 worth 
armor for the and the Kearsarge, and of cours: these 
two retired naval officers are giving their employers thet v"! 
best service in every direction to get the highest price for tht 
armor. 

Mr. GRAY. The question I asked was whether the oficc™ 
were acting for their concerns in contracts; whether the) 
were the hand or mind that made the contract? ; ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. We do not to know who is com!ng 
forward as the putative bidder. Wesuppose the Bethlehem works 
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and the Carnegie Iron Works, the only two concerns in this country 
that can manufacture armor plate, will be the only bidders. We 

resent the spectacle, 1 may say, as we are entering on the ques- 
on of : 1, Dex 
have not got to that question, of putting our hands in the hand- 
cuffs of these two companies. They have formed a trust, and, to 
the best of my knowledge and belief, I am ready to take oath to 


it. they propose to rob this Government because you have on tlie | 


statute books a law requiring us to use only American armor 
Therefore we are in the position of giving to a monoyp« ily the right 
to charge the United States $600 a ton for armor which they have 
sold to the Russian Government for $300, 

Mr. GRAY. Why do you not repeal the law? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well; Iam ready to go with you to re- 
seal it. Iam willing togive preference to the American industry; 
Ferant to have armor plate for American vessels made in the United 
States, but 1 am unwilling to see monopolies grow rich by put- 
ting their hands into the pockets of the United States and taking 
out as much as they want. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us get back to these officers. 

Mr. TILLMAN. These officers are in an unfortunate position. 
Perhaps they do not realize it,and I am perhaps unfortunate that 
I can not see the matter as the Senator from Delaware does. He 
thinks itis honorable and in good taste for men who are in the 
employ of the Government to go into the employ of our enemies. 

r. GRAY. Lagree with the Senator about enemies. 

Mr. TILLMAN. [If the armor-plate manufacturers who have 
been trying to get the last dollar from the Government are not 
enemies, what are they? 

Mr. GRAY. ‘We ought not to have anything to do with them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How? 


Mr. GRAY. By not making any contracts with them. If they 
are enemies in the sense in which the Senator from South Caro- 
lina asserts that theyare, then I say that it isthe duty of the Navy 
Department, it is the duty of Congress, to cut short all connection 
between us and them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Thatis begging thequestion. We must have 
armor made somewhere. We either have to repeal the law by 
which we are forced to buy American armor—and I have heard 
that all the armor-plate manufacturers of the world are now form- 
ing a trust to.rob overnments of the world—— 

r.GRAY. Very likely. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The only thing we can do would be to have 
an armor establishment of onr own, and take these skilled people 
whom we have educated and put them there, and put the material 
there, and make our own armor. 

Mr. GRAY. These gentlenren will be very glad if you will. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let it be clearly and distinctly understood 
that so far as'this discussion and these individual gentlemen are 
concerned, I have no personal feeling in the world. 

Mr.GRAY. Lunderstand. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ihave no feeling about it. 

Mr.GRAY. I understand. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I never met them prior to the time when they 
came before the committee. I never heard anything about it 
until they came there. Then we discovered the position which 
they occupied toward the Government and toward the people who 
are ing the Government with armor. 

It isa ,in my opinion. I may differ with the Senator 
from Delaware as to what is good taste and what is decent and 
what is honest, ‘but still I believe we ought to require that no 
Officer of this Government, either active or retired, shall receive 
its pay and then go into an employ and use the brains which he 
has had educated at the expense of the Government to the disad- 
vantage of the Government. 

Mr. GRAY. Beforethe Senator from South Carolina sits down, 
Ishould like to-ask him a question, because this is the real point 
in the case, laying aside all speculation about the honesty of these 
men. Is it not‘to the interest of the United States Government, 
when it makes a contract with any one of these concerns, to get 
the best sre skill in the performance of the contract? 

Mr. . Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. How is the Government injured, then, on the 
reasoning of the Senator if—— 

Mr. . Why— 
on: GRAY. One 


moment. How is the Government injured 


these officers possess superior skill and it is devoted to making 
the best e uct? 

Mr. - ‘We do not say the Government is injured at 
all. We are y trying to prevent that feeling of wrong on 
the part of the yers that here are men whom they have 
educated and using the skill and the education the Gov- 
oa has given'them in aid of men who are not working for 


Gov. i i 
the . meee We want the skill on our side and 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the committee has not gone very far 





armor plate, although it is not the right time, because we | 
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in thismatter. Itmight have gonea great dealfurther. I } 
have asked Congress to forbid the employn n any priv 

t rise of naval officers, active or retired, w r Ving sal 

fi Government upon the ground that the Governme 
entitled to their entire life and service. B h mitt h 
not gone to that extent. The committ not eve in that. 
| [do notfor one. I see no great jection, no] nent objection, 
n iclusive objection, if an officer is 1 ! vi 

Navy of the United States. to his taki pl 

vate concerns that develops his sy ling 
makes him more competent, and makes him a when 
restored to duty than if he laid off and rusted uy; ( 
mittee do not go to that extent. 

The only object sought by the amendment reported from th 
Committee on Naval Affairs is that retired officers shall n 
employed by private establishments who are manufacturing a 
mor for the Government at enormous prices; that in those limited 
concerns, only two or three in all, leaving the whole domain of 
American business life and manufactures outside and untouched, 
naval officers shall not be employed by men who are in a sense the 
enemies of the Government; that is, very antagonisti They are 
opposed. Theyseek one thing and the Government seeks another 


thing. Thetwo are diametrically opposit 
are inimical and enemies. 

If the Senator from Delaware is right, there is no limit to which 
corporations or private contractors with the Government are to 
be held. An officer of the Navy at the head of the Ordnance 
Department or the Engineer Department or the Construction and 
Repair Department may, upon retirement, forced retirement, vol 
untary retirement, at once be translated into the employment of 
a company that is making contracts with the Government and 
seeking enormous prices for its wares, and it may receive the bene- 
fit of all he has done as the head of that Bureau. I agree with 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] that that would 
be in its effect and upon its face a scandal. It could never fail to 
receive attention and public remark and publiccensure. Therein 
those most harmed, if anybody is harmed by this discussion, are 
the naval officers themselves, honorable men, educated honorably, 
with honorable lives, who never ought to be put into a condition 
where they can be the subjects of such discussion. 

Igo further. I would not have any officer in the Navy, how- 
ever well grounded his integrity may be, however it may be his 
by inheritance or by long life, submitted, when he is acting for 
the Government with these contractors, to the possible thought 
that one year from that time his employment may bechanged and 
that, instead of representing the Government, he may be in the 
employment of one of the concerns with which he is dealing at 
that time. I would have all of those things removed. Every- 
thing that isin the domain of temptation ought to be removed. 
A naval officer ought never to be in the situation which has been 
alluded to here, where, when a committee is seeking to investigate 
into the rights of the Government, it can not enforce a question 
upon him, because the natural delicacy of his situation in the 
employ of a rival, inimical concern forbids his answering. That 
is all the committee says. 

I am free to say that I do not understand why it is, going no 
further than this, that objection is made. I can not appreciate 
and I can not enter into the condition and the reasoning of the 
Senatorfrom Delaware. I can understand how in individual cases 
it might work a hardship, but as I have said, to exclude a naval 
officer from the employment of two or three contracting firms and 
leave him the whole vast field of American enterprise outside of 
that is not a great hardship. Itis not a great hardship to the 
officers who are in the employment of these two concerns—if it is 
thought better to correct the condition that has been so well 
described by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] and the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrLLMAN]—that that situation 
should .be relieved when, as I say, all the rest of the mechanical 
world and the business world is left to these men to resort to. 
it looks like a one-sided question. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire merely to ask the Senator from Maine 
whether I am ‘to understand the committee had before them the 
Government inspectors at the iron works and also the two naval 
officers employed by the iron works and asked them in regard to 
the profits made on armor plate. 

Mr. HALE. That has been stated in debate and stated as the 
Senator indicates. I do not think I went intothat question. That 
is the fact, explained, I think, by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], that the committee sent for the naval offi- 
cers, having in mind the Government inspectors, and instead of 
their coming these other officers appeared whom the committee did 
not expect, to wit, the representatives of the contractimg firms. 
As has been stated by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], I 
think, when questions as to the cost and the profits of the concerns 
were put to the officers the committee was unable to gain any in- 
formation from them in regard toit. TheSenator from Delaware 


, and in that sense they 


HU 


interposed to ask if the committee had any right to expect it, 
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Mr. LODGE. Verywell. They testified, and so far as they did 
testify it was to the effect that the prices were not excessive. 

Mr. HALE. I think the impression that the committee got 
from the examination was that the officers, under the circum- 
stances and conditions, did not wish to be put to examination. I 
will say further that when the Government inspectors—— 

Mr. LODGE. I was going to ask how they testified. 

Mr. HALE. They testified that the cost of armor, instead of 
being $450 or $500 a ton, was about $250 aton. The committee 
found no sense of embarrassment as to them, because they had 
but one interest. They were there in the interest of the Govern- 
ment, to watch and to report. They had no concern whatever 
with the contracting parties, who are dealing with the Government, 
and the committee had no difficulty in eliciting information from 
them. I think, perhaps, the contrast between the two sets of offi- 
cers was what brought the committee sharply to its conclusion 
that here was almost or quite ascandal and it ought to be stopped. 

Mr. CHANDLER. if the Senator from Massachusetts , 
LopGE] wiil allow me, I did not think they ought to be asked. 
I realized that they had, with permission of the Navy Department, 
gone into the employ of these two concerns for large salaries, and I 
really thought we ought not to press them to make reply. There 
we were with those two naval officers, comparatively young men, 
and we were not at liberty, I thought, to ask them to state facts 
within their own knowledge. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I think it is proper 
to add that not only did it not appear to the committee proper to 
press them, but they were not in fact pressed. 

Mr.CHANDLER. They were not. 

Mr. BACON. They were not pressed by the committee so soon 
as the embarrassment became apparent. 

Mr. HALE. They certainly were not. As soon as the commit- 
tee realized the condition which the officers evidently felt that 
they were in, the committee refrained from further pressure in 
that direction and went to the other officers, who represented the 
Government alone. 

Mr. LODGE. I raised the question simply because it seems to 
me that that single fact shows the evil of the existing system. As 
I understand it, the amendment of the committee is not aimed at 
any individual, and no reflection is cast upon any of these officers; 
but it aims at a system, and it certainly seems to me that it is a 
very bad system, which makes such things possible, particular] 
the point made by the Senator from Maine at the end, that an of- 
ficer at the head of a bureau knows that he may at any time get 
employment from one of these contractors. I think that isa situ- 
ation in which no naval officers should be put. It seems to me 
only just to make it impossible for those conflicting interests ever 
to meet in the same hands. : 

Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, the Senate passed a resolution 
in the carly past of the present session which required the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to ascertain various things about these 
contracts ae Government. The resolution was evidently 
intended especially to look into the matter of the contract with 
the Carnegie Company. The intimation at that time, and the sug- 
gestion of the resolution itself, was that the officers of the Gov- 
ernment (and I do not mean these retired officers) had had some 
interest in that contract, or that they had not performed their full 
duty to the Government. The case attracted a great deal of at- 
tention. I assume to-day, and I should like to have the informa- 
tion in regard toit now, that the Naval Committee have examined 
very thoroughly into all the —— made at that time. Those 
allegations were very broad, and the whole country was shocked 
to suppose that ony Sem officer of the Government, acting for the 
Government, had nm in collusion with the contractors, or that 
the Government had received, because of inattention to duty, 
armor and steel plates and steel tubes for guns that were not fit for 


service. 

I should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire if I am 
to understand, and if the Senate is to understand, because no 
report has been made by the Committee on Naval Affairs, that 
after their examination they find nothing more serious than the 
fact that two or three or four retired officers who were not charged 
with any duty by the Navy Department have been employed, and 
that is all there is in the investigation? Do I understand that to 
be the case? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the Senator want a reply? 

Mr. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from New Honpehive, who 
has introduced the pending amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I say, by no means has that been the whole 
subject-matter of the in tion. The Senator has not accu- 
rately stated the resolution. the Senator will read it I shall be 
very glad to answer rs but I think that there was no 
en such as will be found in the Senator’s remarks, in 
reference to high officers of theGovernment. There was,I think, 
a direction to inquire whether officers of the Government were 
interested in patents, and that question has been the subject of 
inquiry. The committee have not finished; they have made no 
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report; they are not ready to make any report; but I suppose the 
different members of the committee, as the debate upon the » val 
appropriation bill proceeds, will be able to give to the Senator fy, 
Maryland all the information he may desire in reference {., ;j, 
various branches of the resolution. There was disclosed some ,, ne 
nection of naval officers with patents used in work done for the 
Government and questions have been under consideration in refer. 
ence to the propriety of the connection of naval officers with y.9; 
ents used by the Government. The largest question that has jeon 
under investigation has been the price of armor. The Senator 
will see that that is the first clause in the resolution. [I shoulq 
like the Senator to read the first clause in the resolution of inquir y 
if the Senator has it. : 

Mr. GORMAN. I will read it: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be directed to ; 
whether the prices paid, or agreed to be paid, for armor for vesse|< 
Navy have been fair and reasonable, and as low as the prices charge | 
same manufacturers to foreign governments. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That was left out of the resolution at the 
Senator's cnarration, the Senator will remember. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have the resolutions as they were introduced, 

Mr. CHANDLER. Yes. I will say to the Senator that subse. 
quently, after the passage of the resolution, the senior Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. SmirH] introdued a bill providing for a Govern. 
ment armor-plate manufactory, and the committee have investi- 
gated that subject in connection with the first clause of the resoly- 
tion which the Senator has read. The Senator from New Jersey 
has introduced also an amendment tothe pending bill, in which he 
provides that no contracts for armor be made under the 
pending bill at a cost of more than $300 aton. The greater por- 
tion of the work of the committee has been the investigation of 
those two subjects. 

Mr.GORMAN. TheSenator from New Hampshire will remem- 
ber, of course, the debate, and my surprise at the time the res: lution 
was offered at the broad intimation of undue relation with this 
subject on the part of officers of the Government. I do not now 
refer to these retired officers and the contractors. So far as I 
know, and the Senate knows, the result of that deliberation ig 
contained in the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, which simply prohibits these retired officers from 
being in the employ of any firm that is furnishing armor and 
armor plate to the Government and the further amendment, which 
I sup will be offered in due course of time, to prohibit an offi- 
cer of the Government from being connected with any patents—— 

Mr. HALE. Let me say to the gentleman from Maryland that 
these amendments are by no means the sum of the outcome of 
the investigation. They are only incidental and moved by the 
vote of the committee, because they naturally attach to provisions 
of the naval appropriation bill. It should not besaid that the in- 
vestigation is concluded by these amendments, or that they involve 
all the investigations and results that the committee reached, by 


~~. means. 

r. GORMAN. Iam very glad to have that information from 
the Senator, and that comes to the point I desire to make. If, as 
the Senator from New Hampshire says—and it is confirmed 
by the distinguished Senator in charge of the bill—the main in- 
vestigation has been as to the cost of the armor, the amount that 
the Government is paying for it, whether excessive or not, that 
report and that information, which is more important than the 
mere prohibition of two officers who are on the retired list from 
serving in a subordinate capacity at Bethlehem and at Pittsburg, 
ought to be before the Senate before we appropriate the immense 
sums contained in the bill for future armor. : 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator draws that argument of course it 
can not be helped. I think any Senator will see the pertinency 
and the force of that, so far as it . It is a condition that we 
find ourselves in. Undoubtedly the investigation conducted by 
the committee, invol t time and labor = which I may 
say here as a member of the committee, while I do not represent 
it in making a report, has not reflected upon the integrity of any 
naval officer), is a fair subject of consideration with reference to 
future appropriations, and the Senator must make the most of it. 
When we come to that portion of the bill which has been passed 
ae A wit, the construction of the ships and the large expense 

volved— 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, it has been brought into the 
discussion already upon this proposition. I find by the amend- 
ment itself, dropping for the moment the cost of the armor, that 
the committee propose to limit the prohibition to any officer on 
the retired list from in a private capacity where the (iov- 
ernment has a contract with the only to the SpprOpr the 
of the bill, without attemp to ita — w. If be 
rule is a good one, such employment should be made unlawf 
after a date fixed. If youdesire to makeita ent provision, 
let it be enacted that the appropriations herein contained oF 
hereafter made, which is the usual provision, such employment 
shall be unlawful. 1 ask the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Baco’], 


om 
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who is a lawyer, whether that will cover thecase. Itmay. Ido 


ink it would. 
—— Mr, President, that Perna alone is insignificant. The 
general rule, stated_so well by the distinguished Senator from 
Maine, is correct. There ought to be, in my judgment, a general 
law upon this subject, not only for the naval officers and the 
Marine Corps, but for the retired officers of the Army. They are 
spread all over the country. It is not confined to the contractors 
for armor or the supplies for the Navy. It to every extent, 
to railroad companies who contract to carry the mails, and steam- 
ship companies. It has been the rule. It has been permitted, 
and heretofore it has never been considered against the interests 
of the Government. To condemn these officers in the broad 
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terms in which the condemnation has gone forth to-day I think is 


unjust to these entlemen. Personally I do not know them. 

Mr. HALE. I think, if the Senator will allow me, the personal 
expression with regard to these officers has been very kindly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. In fact, it has been disclaimed that there was any- 
thing reflecting upon them or their integrity. 

Mr.GORMAN. No; except the statement that an honorable 
man could not have been in that position. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is a very broad statement. 

Mr. HALE. I would not go so far asthat byany means. When 
these officers accepted this oy pm as the Senator says, it 
was a thing that was going on broad and large everywhere, and 
they are not to be blamed. Their situation at present is unfor- 
tunate. I would not go so far as to say that, remaining as they do, 
it stamps them with dishonorable motives. I think that the opera- 
tion and outcome of this discussion will be that the thing will be 
ended hereafter, whether we put this into the form of concrete law 
or not. I do not believe that any Secretary hereafter will permit 
anything of this kind. But it is better, as the Senator suggests, 
to make it a provision of law, and I should agree with him that 
it ought to apply to officers of the Army as well as the Navy. 
However, I only rose for the purpose of disclaiming, so far as I 
know, and so far as I have listened to the debate, any reflection 
upon these officers personally. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As I perhaps went further than any other 
Senator, and with my usual frankness expressed my own honest 
convictions, I desire now with equal frankness to disclaim any 
assertion, insinuation, or anything else reflecting upon the honor 
and integrity of these gentlemen. I simply said that, in my judg- 
ment, I believe it is not a proper thing to do or to exist, and we 


are trying to it. 

Mr. GORMAN, As to the eS to stop it, that is a dis- 
tinct proposition, and the one I am getting at. Senators have dis- 
c it, and among others the Senator from South Carolina, 
who is frank and manly in his statement and general views, and 
lam in accord with him; but it ought not to goout to the country 
that there is anything to condemn these officers for when the 
facts are understood. 

Now, what were the facts? In 1887 we were without the facility 
in the country to make a single ounce of armor that was fit to go 
on a ship. e then Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Whitney, sought 
these manufacturers. It was not a matter that they sought for; 
he sought them. He finally induced the Bethlehem ae to 
put up an establishment for the manufacture of armor and shafts 
and other jhernalia necessary for the construction of war 
vessels, He did: this after an examination as to the prices abroad. 
He, the Secretary of the Navy, acting for the Government, fixed 
the Government price which he would pay for so many thousand 
tons of armor. was unquestionably an intimation—not a 
contract, but an intimation—that if they agreed to furnish armor 
at the price named by the Navy Department it would necessarily 
follow that the contracts e in the next two or three years 
thereafter would go to that firm, as no human being or no set of 
human beings would have undertaken to expend seven or eight 
million dollars to create that plant without such an understanding. 

They went on and furnished the armor at $575 a ton, as the 

tshows. As we progressed and Congress became more 

anxious about the construction of war vessels, moving along faster 
i the Department or this firm could furnish the material, Mr. 
Whitney's successor, the distinguished gentleman from New 
York, Mr, , sought the Carnegies. Carnegies did not 
seek the ieutes Mr. Tracy pressed them to put up a plant 
that would enable them to make armor and the other heavy steel 
pieces necessary in the construction of vessels. Mr. Tracy, with- 
out public notice, as Mr. Whitney, the former Secretary, had done, 
entered into a contract with them on the 20th of November, 1890, 


them the same price as his predecessor, Secretary 
Wnitkes bed piven tue Bethlehem Company. 
Now, those contracts were consi by everybody as low, as 
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reasonable, and as much in the interest of the Government as ever 
contracts were made. Congress justified them. 

rhen came the discovery of the use of nickel in the manufacture 
of steel. It was an experiment not known to the world. It was 
doubtful as to its results. As the Senator from Maine will re- 
member, the Senate, by a unanimous vote in the last hour of the 
consideration of the appropriation bill, gave to Mr. Tracy, then 
the Secretary of the Navy, power to spend a million dollars with- 
out question and without contract, so as to introduce it into the 
manufacture of the steel for these vessels, if not the guns. He 
changed the contract with the contractors furnishing the nickel. 
_ The result was that the whole world was amazed at what Amer- 
ican ingenuity had done. Up tothat time, and up to this time, so 
far as I know, at least so far as the time when the resolution was 
introduced to investigate these officers, I never heard it questioned 
that any Secretary of the Navy or any officer at the head of the 
Ordnance Board, or any of the subordinates under him, ever had 
the slightest interest in the outcome of those contracts. They had 
no more to do with the prices than the Senator from Georgia and 
myself. 

Mr. BACON, 
interruption? 

Mr. GORMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I desire to say that all the matters about which 
the Senator is speaking have been testified to at length before the 
committee; and I want to ask the Senator from Maine | Mr. 
Hae}, whois the senior member of the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs in the absence of the chairman, whether he will take the 
responsibility of furnishing the Senate with the evidence, which 
up to this point has not been made public? I feel quite sure that 
the committee would justify him in so doing. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Maryland will permit me, I 
will answer that I do not see the least objection to making the 
testimony public. It has not been done up to this time, being 
kept only for the committee, as is customary with investigations 
of that kind; but I see no objection whatever to the testimony 
now being made public, so that the Senate in the further consid- 
eration of the bill may have the benefit of that investigation. 

I wish to say further that there is nothing in the testimony that 
in any degree implicates any of the officials of the Navy Depart- 
ment as to any connection with these contracts. One thing the 
committee did find out, however, which the Senator will appre- 
ciate, that what Secretary Tracy had in his mind, a rival establish- 
ment to keep the bids down and protect the Government, had 
practically disappeared. The committee did not find that there is 
now any rivalry between these two companies. On the other 
hand, it is practically a conjoint monopoly instead of a rivalry. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think if the Senator's inquiry will go a little 
further he will find that that is world-wide; that there is an un- 
derstanding not only in this country, but in England as to the 
price of armor. When you talk about acombine and a monopoly, 
it is world-wide. 

Mr. HALE. It may be unfortunate, may it not? 

Mr. GORMAN. That isa question. That remains to be dis- 
cussed when the facts are presented, that it is not confined to 
these two concerns in the United States. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire simply to ask a question on the point 
which the Senator made about nickel steel. Nickel-steel plates 
were made in France before they were made here. The first plate 
was the ——— English plate. The next plate was the Creu- 
sot plate. made in France, in which the nickel was added. It was 
after that that the purchase of nickel to which the Senator refers 
was made or the authority to purchase it was given. The great 
process that has been invented here isthe Harvey process, I think, 
which combines the carbonizing of the nickel process. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think the Senator is more accurate than I 
was in stating precisely how it was. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me 
a word? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understood the Senator to say that he 
thought the armor manufacturers of Europe were in a combine, 
Did he mean to say that our two armor manufacturers are in the 
same Combine? 

Mr. GORMAN. What I mean to say isthat the price of armor 
is practically fixed all over the world. The English getit slightly 
cheaper than we do. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is because there is no competition 


anywhere. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is not practically any competition. 
There are only a few great firms that the Governments could 
afford todeal with. The Bethlehem Companytwo years ago made 
a bid for armor for the Russian Government for two ships at 


Will the Senator from Maryland permit an 
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almost half the cost that they furnished it to their own Govern- 
ment. That question came up here and was thoroughly discussed, 
because a provision was attempted to be inserted to the effect that 
no contract should be made with any firm in this country for a 
greater amount per ton than they had contracted for with a for- 
eign government. When it came to be examined into we found 
that this enterprising concern, with not enough to do, as they 
supposed, to keep their wheels going and their machinery in oper- 
ation, had desired to introduce at a loss the American manufac- 
ture to the Russian Government. They had the contract, and the 
result was that the examination on the other side showed that it 
was so much superior to anything the Russian Government could 
get that they have ordered from this company further armor at 
about the same price the Government is now paying; and by that 
one single act they have been enabled to ship a quantities of 
armor and other products of their furnaces abroad until it looks, 
and for the first time in the history of the country, as if we would 
compete with England in sending our steel blooms from this coun- 
try to London and to Liverpool. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You said it was found by the Senate two 
years ago when the amendment was offered prohibiting higher 
prices than those at which na had sold to a foreign oe 
ment. Who found it? Howdid you findit? This committee has 
been investigating here for four months, getting all the experts 
of our own that we could, and everybody else. e have gone to 
the works and seen the process from the crude ore to the finished 
plate, and it was all a gueas with us. We have never yet been 
able to find a man who can pretend to say what the cost is. The 
contractors will not tell us; and when they undertake to say that 
they have sold armor to the Russian Government at a loss in order 
to keep their hands mgreree I do not believe it. 

Further, it has come ou 1 do not know who announced it, but 
it oor in committee from some responsible member thereof — 
that when the original contract was made with the Bethlehem 
works and the Government sought the Bethlehem people and 
asked them to go to extraordinary expense, and a promise was 
made that the Government would continue to use plant to 
manufacture armor—which promise was afterwards broken by 
the employment of Carnegie—the statement was made that the 
oietaat price contemplated that the Government would create 
these works at its own expense, give them to these e, and 
then let them goin the first cost of the first order. we stand 
to-day in the condition apparently of having built those works at 
Bethlehem ourselves with Government money and given them to 
the Bethlehem Company, and when we ask them to come forward 
and have some regard to decency and patriotism and give us 
somewhere like a reasonable price, they say, ‘‘Oh, we can not do 
it.” That is the situation. 

When Senators talk about finding that armor has been sold to 
the Russian Government at a loss, I should like to know how they 
found it out and from whom they found it out? 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, Isay we found it, and we found 
it as we find other facts. The committee who had charge of the 
bill had before them men of ability, men of technical knowledge, 
men who were engaged in these enterprises, and from information 
so obtained—not under oath, it is true, because we had no power 
to investigate as had the Senator’s committee—we came to the 
conclusion that the statements of these honorable men were cor- 
rect, that they knew more about it than we did; and now the 
result has unquestionably proved the wisdom of the course adopted. 

If we had adopted such a  enenen. that no contract should 
be made except at the price of $325 per ton, I think it was—I speak 
now from memory—then the contract for all the vessels that we 
had ordered by that bill would have been given to the Carnegie 
firm; and as the Carnegie concern were induced to manufacture 
this armor not because of the price alone, but because of the de- 
mand of the Government for armor to be delivered in greater 
quantities than the Bethlehem works could deliver it, we should 
have destroyed the very object the Government had in view when 
it contracted with Carnegie. The final result has been, at which 
I have no doubt the Senator from South Carolina will rejoice with 
me, that we can compete, and are now competing, with the Eng- 
lish manufacturers and furnishing armor to the Russian and other 
governments, thereby extending our trade, giving employment to 
our people, and making thrift the order of the day if this shall 
continue for a year or two longer. That is the great object. 

Have we paid for those establishments? I say to the Senator 
from South Carolina, of course the Government has paid for those 
establishments. We entered upon the enterprise because we 
wanted them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why, then, do they belong to the other people 
and not to us? 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, Mr. President, the Government was not 
itself in a condition to build a great establishment of this sort. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why? 
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Mr. GORMAN, _It was economy, it was wisdom, to let mer .+ 
knowledge and ability undertake to doit. It would have . 
——_ millions if we had taken our own officers and attem 
do it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. One minute, if the Senator will al) 

Our investigation proved that Captain Jaques, an officer 
—- is the creator of the Bethlehem Iron Works. He pla: 
whole thing and built it; and therefore the skill has been fu), 
by the Government, the money has been furnished by {) 
ernment, and we have made a present of the plant to th.; 
poration. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, } . 
evident that the debate on the bill can not be closed to-n; i 
unless the Senator desires to go on to-night, I will moy. 
journment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Notatall. Any time will suit me. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had pass] 
a bill (H. R. 4992) authorizi and directing the Secretary of ¢)o 
Navy to donate four pieces of condemned cannon and four pyry. 
mids of condemned cannon balls to the city of Reedsburg, \Vjx.. 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 
A bill (H. R. 2265) to provide for reimbursement of the expense 
of constructing a sewer upon the permanent reservation at Hot 
Springs, Ark.; 
(H. R. 8852) toamend the record of William H. De Freest; 

H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson; and 

5. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 

bill (H. R. 4992) authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to donate four pieces of condemned cannon and four 
pyumatlent condemned cannon balls tothe city of Reedsburg, Wis., 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 1: minntes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, April 2s, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MonpDAyY, April 27, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE OF RINAKER AGAINST DOWNING. 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Speaker, I desire leave of the House for an 
extension of time for the filing of the views of the minority in tle 
contested-election case of Rinaker against Downing. There is no 
objection on the of the committee, and I ask that the time 
be extended until Wednesday of this week. 

Mr. DINGLEY. How long was the extension to be? 

Mr. MOODY. Two days. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 


FREDERICK D. DAWSON, WIFE, AND DAUGHTER. 
Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. < ge during the discussion 
A 


of the deficiency bill on the 20th fe speaking to an item 
therein con to reimburse Frede D. Dawson and family, 
I made a statement that ale a riation was recommended by 
the State authorities of Ne find, on reexamination, that 


the recommendation was made not by the State authorities, but 
by the Secretary of State. Annan the rs submitted to the 

ttee on riations, w examined, there was 
a summary of the evidence ing the. recommendations. 
Through inadvertence and, I hak ty txrning two pages instead 
of one, I charged the recommendation to the State authont:s, 
while, as a matter of fact, I should have attributed it to the Fv'- 
eral t of State. I make this suggestion with a srs! 
deal of regret, as I fear I influenced the gentleman from !!!\n\'s 
[Mr. Hopkins], who was making a strong attack upon the amen 
ment, to withdraw his opposition. As the matter has not yet 2 
—~ disposed of, I submit it to the House for such action as it 


ma . 7 a 
Mr. MERCER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say in that regan! (hs 
I have received a letter from the governor of Nebraska, an 
doubtless my colleague has received a similar letter, in wh 
copy of the communication addressed to the Secretary of St 


= 
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hows that the Dawsons were negligent in the prosecution for the 
assault if the McCartys were to blame in the matter; and from the | 


information I have received from the governor I am inclined to 
the opinion that had we had that information at the time the mat- 


ter was under consideration the item of $2,800 would have been 
stricken out of the appropriation bill, and I regret very much 
that the information has come too late. The only recourse, I 
judge, would be in the Senate. ‘ 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Allow me to say, in reference to the 
remarks of my colleague, that I have received no communication 
whatever from the governor. The appropriation was not $2,400; 
it was only $1,800. The recommendation or wantof recommenda- 
tion on the part of the governor of Nebraska entirely apart, I still 
insist the ap; riation was wisely and properly made. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like the gentleman 
from Nebraska to state briefly the circumstances. What was the 
appropriation made for? ee 
r. HAINER of Nebraska. The appropriation was $1,800, and 
was made to reimburse these ere for an assault made upon 
them, including damage to and destruction of their property. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I ask for order. We can not hear 
what is going on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for order. The Chair 
thinks he is entitled to have it, and hopes he may get it. Gentle- 
men in the aisles will please take their seats and cease conversa- 

on. 

“= HAINER of Nebraska. On page 4168 of the Recorp, 
under date of April 20, will be found by the gentleman from New 
York a statement of the facts, which are substantially correct. 
No question is made on that statement of the facts connected 
with the assault + the as or anyone else. In my re- 
marks at that time I called attention to the fact that the Daw- 
sons failed to prosecute the McCartys for the assault which had 
been made upon them. As to the reasons for their failure tomake 
the prosecution I have nothing to say now, and had nothing to 
say at that time. I simply suggested other considerations as 
reasons for the allowance of the claim. It seemed to me, while it 
was a case of conflicting evidence, yet the assault being conceded, 
its character conceded as unjustifiable and the circumstances dis- 

ful, and where, as here, it was strongly insisted by the British 
Government that the compensation should be made—where a 
settlement could be made on such easy terms—it seemed tome we 
were doing the t and sensible thing in making this small ap- 
propriation. I to that opinion; but in justice to the State 
authorities, I improve the first opportunity to say that on a re- 


examination I find they simply submitted a statement relating to 
the case, and made no oon. ~ A recommendation respecting the 


allowance or disallowance of any claim for damages. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I desire to ask the gentleman 

= Js State authorities of Nebraska opposed the allowance of 
im? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I do not know whether they are 
opposed or not. The letter which my colleague reports to have 
received from the governor leaves me much in doubt as to what 
he does think wise and proper. I construe it as conceding the case 
to the Dawsons, but suggesting that no large allowance be made. 
My only purpose, however, is to set myself straight in the matter, 
giving to the House the information upon which it may, if so ad- 
vised, recall its action respecting the item. ~ 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I understand the gentleman to 
indicate that the governor of the State had opposed the payment. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I make no further statement as to 
that. My colleague has a letter to which my attention had never 
been called until a few moments ago. The letter speaks for itself. 
Ihope my colleague will make the letter a part of his remarks. 
It will then go into the Recorp, and members will have the data 
on which they may, if they so desire, revise or vacate their former 
action 


[Mr. MERCER addressed the House. See Appendix. | 


_ Mr. MERCER. Mr. S r, I ask to have this letter, which 

wa of one by the governor of Nebraska, Silas A. 

, to Secretary of State Olney, inserted in the Recorp, 

% a statement of the governor's opinion in relation to this case. 

- BARTLETT of New York. I think we had better know 

about it now, while we are discussing the bill. 
. If the gentleman desires, I will ask tohave the 
letter read now. It is not long. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to hear it read. 

There being no objection, the letter was read as folllows: 


" 


APRIL 23, 1896. 
Sin: Ref: further to the claim for indemnity by one Frederick B. 
Dawson, a Subject, and his family, for an alleged assault made by one 
Victor McCarthy others in Sarpy County, Nebr., July 31, 1894. the 


submitted by you in your communication of December 11, 1896, as 
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tion a report made to me by the county att 









I ney Sarpy County 
in which the alleged offense was « itte er w th the r 
cer , { i » me at Lhe sam < owl “ 

{ beg to submit, in ad to what i 11 } i ; 
communication, that aft a cons ation i t . 
general and the county orney and ysel i 
I uting the alleged assailants in Sar] 1 
that, owing the ’ i ‘ : 
transact n. it would he very aiff } al ‘\ ; 
cess to prosecute any of these parties a u 
that this condition is largely t ) 

1 to be the iz ved party. I feel warra f 
Sarpy County were accessible to them at the time t tr t red, 
and it was through their own action and a seem 
themselves in securing the arrest and punishmet 
the matter has been allowed to lie dormant until the 
acriminal prosecution can not be had with any reasona 

It is undoubtedly true that the McCarthys were disposed to be la and 
had frequently violated the law in different respe an sat 
severely condemned by all classes of citizens s people g all i 


have looked with great favor upon a prosecution in this or any other ; 
where the evidence was obtainabk , with the desire of having them brought 
to justice for any violation of the law. 

It can not, in my judgment, be assumed, upon any reasonable hypo 
that either the courts or the citizens Uy were opposed to th 
tion of these men. 


renert 
genera 







On the other hand, lam quite confident that the prose- 
cution for this as well as other violations of law of which they bad been 
guilty would have been looked upon with great favor, but by the actions of 
the Dawsons in seemingly condoning this offense and neglecting to take any 
steps looking to their prosecution the impression became prevalent that the 


transaction was trivial in its character and the result of a drunken braw 

Victor McCarthy, the principal offender—and the only one against whom it 
seems at all probable a conviction could be had—has since been convict f 
a much more serious offense and sentenced to the penitentiary for a period 
of fifteen years, but has escaped from the officers of the law and is a fugitive 
from justice. The whereabouts of two of the other partiesis unknown. The 
prosecuting attorney of the county is firmly of the opinion that a conviction 
could not be secured as against the fourth one, whose participation he looks 
upon as being more that of a person trying to settle the disturbance than an 
act of participation therein. 

The injured parties in this transaction not only had the remedy for their 
wrongs by prosecuting their assailants in the courts of the county where the 
transaction occurred, but they also had the right to bring a civil action against 
them for damages sustained and recover for any injury, damage, or loss suf- 
fered by them by this transaction. 

While I am of the opinion, from the evidence submitted, that the assault 
was unprovoked and- that the parties should have and could have been suc- 
cessfully prosecuted at the time, and that a civil action would lie for what- 
ever damage there was, I am inclined to the view that at this time, and be- 
cause of the subsequent actions of the injured parties, a prosecution of this 
character would serve no good purpose. The injury resulting from the 
assault has, in my a, been greatly magnitied, and the claims for 
indemnity presented are so unreasonably high as to throw discredit upon 
the merits of the entire claim. At most, in my judgment, it was only a case 
of aggravated assault, with little, if any, permanent personal injury result 
ing therefrom. 

While Ido not wish to be understood as saying there is no merit in the 
contention of the claimants in this matter, lam clearly of the opinion th: 
there has been a studied effort made to greatly magnify the injury done, and 
that the claims made are deserving of a most thorough and critical scrutir 
and that, if any, only a very moderate sum should be allowed, which will 
adequately compensate these parties for the personal injury or loss of prop- 
erty sustained by them on this occasion. 

Iam, sir, very truly, yours, 





SILAS A. HOLCOMB, Governor. 

Hon. RicHARD OLNEY, 

Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments a bill 
(H.R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes; in which the concurrence the House was 
requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 1656) for the relief of Stout, Hall & Bangs; 

A bill (S. 1929) for the relief of William H. Crook; 

A bill (8S. 2594) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Beckford; 

A bill (S. 2928) in relation to an extension of the routes of the 
Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Railway Company and of the Belt 
Railway Company; 

A bill (8.2824) to relieve John McCarthy from the charge of 
desertion; 

A bill (S. 1082) for the relief of Irwin Tucker, postmaster at 
Newport News, Va.; and 

‘A bill (8S. 229) for the relief of Robert McGee. 

WILLIAM B. ELLIs. 


of 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2259) for the relief 
of Wilham B. Ellis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 


ized and directed to soamend the military record of William B. Ellis, late cap- 
tain of Company I, Seventy-ninth Indiana Volunteer Infantry, as to show him 
honorably discharged such service upon resignation on the Wth day of July, 
1863, and that the said William B. Eilis be granted an honorable discharge as 
of such date. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 









































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right 
to object, and ask for an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, this is a measure a little 
out of theordinary. This relief is not sought primarily by the 
party himself, but at the earnest solicitation of the living officers 
of the regiment in which he served as captain. An error was evi- 
dently made in the original charge which was preferred against 
this officer. He had resigned —— a charge which was to have 
been inquired into by a court-martial. Upon the indorsement of 
the resignation, under the acceptance, the colonel of the regiment 
had recorded that this officer’s resignation was accepted for the 
good of the service and because he was a worthless officer, and it 
is to remove that sti that this bill is introduced. The colonel 
himself, who is stil living, has signed a petition addressed to 
Congress, joining with all the other living officers of the regiment, 
praying for the passage of this bill. In his statement, which is ver- 
Hed. , the colonel says that Ellis was a courteous, efficient, and brave 
officer, but that he fell under infiuences that led him into dissipa- 
tion foratime. He says that the circumstances surrounding the 
offense were quite aggravating, and that he made an indorse- 
ment upon the application, feeling at the time that it was deserved, 
but that this man was not to blame; that another officer, who was 
worthless, was the one who should have been held responsible. 
He says he has known Captain Ellis as a citizen and that his de- 
portment has always been without reproach. He says that at the 
time he got into trouble the controlling influences were those of this 
associate officer, and that he thinks Captain Ellis has suffered in- 
tense mortification because of the unfortunate circumstances con- 
nected with his discharge from the Army. Then the colonel says: 

lf, and I respectfully u upon - 
ene ie 5 ‘the ono of this officer be changed t SS 
able discharge. 

He is supported in this request by all the surviving officers of 
the regiment. It will be seen that the case is a little out of the 
ordinary, and this bill is intended simply to remove astain which 
the colonel himself feels was inadvertently put upon Captain 


Ellis, 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gentleman accept an 
amendment providing that no pension shall be claimed by this 


man? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I should have no objection to that; but 
it is an unusual proposition. I have never known such an amend- 
ment to be offered in a case like this. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I shall object unless you ac- 
cept that amendment. 

r. OVERSTREET. I trust my friend will not insist upon it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I must insist upon the amend- 
ment. If the gentleman accepts that I have no objection to his 


bill. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York that, in reply to inquiry which I made directly of this offi- 
cer, he stated to me that he had no gy of making any such 
application. It would look very much like a bargain, and that is 
why I object. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I make no bar- 

in. If the gentleman accepts my amendment I will not object 
to his bill, otherwise I must object. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Do you insist upon objecting unless that 
amendment is accepted? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I do. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will accept the 
amendment. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I move to amend the amend- 
ment recommended by the committee by inserting in line 10, after 
the word ‘ bounty,” the word ‘‘ pension.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Indiana (Mr. OVERSTEET] to consent that that is to be considered 
as a part of the proposition before the House. The question is 
on agreeing to the committee amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was read, as follows: 

Add, after the word “ date," the following: “Provided, That no pay, bounty, 
pension, or other allowances shall become due or payable by reason of the 
passage of this act.” 

The amendment was adopted. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
Tues being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an 


On motion of Mr. OVERSTREET, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


NATIONAL NEW HAVEN BANK. 


Mr. SPERRY. Mr. S , Lask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate bill No. 1365. It is in relation to 
a certificate which has been issued by the Navy Department, 
which certificate is now in one of the banks of New Haven await- 
a. There never has been sufficient —— to pay the 

cate, and the purpose of this bill is to authorize its payment. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hora. 
authorized and directed to y, the National New Haven Bank of the «:.; 
of Connecticut the sum of gE 19.15 out of any money in the Treasur..” 
otherwise appropriated. ~~ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera. 
tion of this bill? ; 

Mr. SPERRY. This bill was reported to the House by the pon. 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox]. I ask the Clerk to read jn 
connection with the bill the letter of the Auditor of the Treas ry 
for the Navy Department which I send to the desk. 

The letter was read, as follows: 

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR THE NAVY DeEpPARtMeENT. 
Washington, D. C., April 1), } #. 

Sir: In reply to your verbal inquiry in the matter of claim of the Nationa} 
Bank of New ven for the amount of an approved voucher uttered P.),> 
ary 28, 1877, by the Bureau of Construction and Repair of the Navy |) 
ment, in favor of John W. Griffiths, amounting to $3,519.15, I have ihe honor 
to state that in an examination of the records I do not find that payment of 
the above sum was made by settlement in this office. , 

tfully, yours, 


Hon. N. D. Sperry, M. C., 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. SPERRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask to have read a letter 
from the Assistant Secre of the Navy. 


The letter was read, as follows: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 1, 1:96, 

Srr: Referring to your personal in airy at the Department this mornj 
concerning the status of the claim of the ational New Haven Bank of ( om 
necticut, on account of money due J. W. Griffiths for extra work on the 
U.S. 8. Ent ise in the sum of $3,519.15, I have the honor to inform you that 
the reason why said claim was not paid when demand was made therefor by 
said bank is that there was noappropriation available from which the amount 
thereof could be taken, and that although the claim is considered to be just, 
there is no appropriation from which it can now be paid. 

For your further information in this connection, I inclose herewith a copy 
of a letter addressed to Hon. W. M. Stewart, Senate Committee on Claims, 
by the Department, under date of March 15, 1892. 


Very respectfully. 
: W. McADOO, Acting Secretary, 


ru- 
part- 


E. N. BOWMAN, Acting Awditor, 


Hon. N. D. SPERRY, 
House of Representatives. 
Mr. SPERRY. Now,I should like to have the gentleman from 
Tennessee who reported the bill to the House make a statement 
concerning it. 
Mr. COX. Has the y sega been read, Mr. Speaker? If not, I 
should like to have it . 
The report (by Mr. Cox) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1365) for the 
relief of National New Haven Bank, submit the following report: 
This bill is the same as H. R. 1903, now pending in the House and previously 
reported by this committee with a favorable recommendation. 
our committee therefore recommend that this bill be substituted for said 
House bill, and that said House bill lie on the table. 
Mr.COX. I think the bill is perfectly correct and ought to pass, 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Connecticut (Mr. Sperry] called upon the gentleman from 
Tennessee to explain this bill. e gentleman says he is satisfied 
with the bill, but that does not tell the House anything abvut it. 
I should like to hear an explanation. 
Mr. COX. My attention was drawn to another matter and I 
su that the gentleman in charge of the bill had explainedit. 
r. SPERRY. Mr.S er, the explanation of the bill isthis: 
A few years ago when the sloop Enterprise was built there was 
an adjustment of the account made the Navy Department. 
After that adjustment a certificate was issued in triplicate ly the 
Navy Department to Mr. Griffiths in final settlement of his claim. 
That settlement amounted to $3,519.15. A certificate was given 
for that sum, but when the certificate was ee at the proper 
Bureau for payment it was found that there was not sullicient 
money to meet it. The holderof the certificate then took it to one 
of the banks and made a note and lodged the certificate with the 
bank as collateral security. en note became due it was 
not paid, and the bank has been the certificate ever since. 
This bill has the Senate once or twice, but has failed to 
come up in the House, and now, inasmuch as that certificate, 
which has the indorsement of the Secretary of the Navy and of 
the Auditor of the Treasury Department for the Navy, is still un- 
paid, I ask that it may be met by the oe this bill, Thatis 
all there is of this case. It is a plain, simple proposition, to meet 
an undisputed Government indebtedness. i 
Mr. DINGLEY. I did not hear the letters read, owing to the 
confusion in the Hall, but, asI understand, the letter of the Treas- 
official states that this amount is due to the owner of tlic cet 


cate. 
Mr. SPERRY. Yes. , 
Mr. DINGLEY. And this New Haven bank holds the certifi 
cate as collateral on a loan? 


Yes, sir. 
. . , until the bill shall be i fe ook 
shape as to show what this money is to be paid for, I lave 
object. I will never allow a to go through this House, if 1 
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can prevent it, directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay an | I think we have the right of way with the pension bill, and if at 


amount of money to a given party without specifying the object 


which the money is to be paid. 
fort. SPERRY. It does speci 

Mr. LOUD. No. 

to so much money. 
Mr. apERRY. I think it specifies. 

Mr. LOUD. Let us have the bill read again. 

The bill was = read. ‘ ’ 

Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Speaker, until the bill is amended as I 
have indicated, I must object. 

Mr. SPERRY. I have no objection to the bill being amended 
so as to show what the money is to be paid for. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will have to present his 
amendment. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, does not the report show the number 
of the certificate which the bank holds? The bill ought to be 
amended, I think, so as to show that the money is to be paid on 
that certificate. ‘ : 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Connecticut desire 
to amend his bill? The gentleman from California [Mr. Loup] 
objects unless an amendment is made. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the number of that certificate is in 
the papers, and it probably ought to be inserted in the bill. I 
now ask unanimous consent, inasmuch as I know that this claim 
is absolutely right, that the bill go over until to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that this bill go over until to-morrow after the read- 
ing of the Journal. There is already one special order of that 
sort pending. 

Mr. KEM. I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is demanded. 

Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, is it understood that my bill goes 
over until to-morrow morning? 

The SPEAKER. It is not. 

Mr. SPERRY. Then I make that motion. 

The SPEAKER. That motion is not in order. 
order is called for by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. SPERRY. I understood that the motion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] was that the bill should go over until 
to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. Butthe gentleman from Nebraska then called 
for the regular order. 


REGULATION OF MARRIAGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, on the last District day—— 


Mr. KEM. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the call for the regular 
order, 


Mr. MAHON. I renew it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BABCOCK. When the House adjourned two weeks ago 
to-day, there was pending Senate bill No. 1904, for the regulation 
of marriages in the District of Columbia, upon which the pre- 
vious question had been demanded. There being no quorum pres- 
ent on that vote, the House adjourned. I now renew the demand 
for the Dg question on that bill. 

——— The Chair thinks that the Senate bill ought 
to le 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is correct. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1904) to regulate marriages in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will also report the amendments 
recommended by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The amendments were read at length. 

The SPEAKER, There were also other amendments presented 
by the = from Ohio [Mr. HULicK]. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understood the amendments were cut off 
by the demand for the previous question. I do not understand 

there were any pending amendments except the committee 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair thinks that they are pending. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 
= BABOOCE. Certainly; I yield to the gentleman for a 

omen 


Mr. PICKLER. How much time does the gentleman desire 
during the day for the District business? 

Mr In answer to the gentleman, I will say that it 
will take but a very short time unless there shall be unnecessary 
discussion. This bill has been thoroughly discussed already. 
The previous question has been demanded, and it can be disposed 


of in five minutes, I ; 
Mr. PICKLER. 1 understood the gentleman to say a short 
ago in conversation that an hour or an hour and a half, he 


The regular 


time 


thought, would be sufficient. 
Mr. I do not think we can occupy that much time. 
Mr. PICKLER. I do not want to antagonize the District, but 


fy. 
It simply ; the Secretary of the Treas- 









the expiration of two hours the business is not disposed of I shall 
feel compelled to ask the House to proceed with the consideration 
of that bill under the five-minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman gives notice. 

Mr. MAHON. Does this committee not have the right of way 
for the further consideration of the pension bill without the vote 
of the House even? 
om. SPEAKER. The District of Columbia has the right of way 

day. 

Mr. MAHON. Without a vote of the House? 

The SPEAKER. Without a vote of the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. But the House can yote down that right 
of way, if it so desires. 

Mr. PICKLER. I give notice that I will ask the House to con- 
sider the pension bill after two hours, unless the Committee on 
the District of Columbia sooner disposes of this business. 

The SPEAKER. The amendments proposed by the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. HuLick] will be read. 

The amendments were read at length. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Those are not committee amendments. The 
committee considered and refused to adopt them, and they ought 
to be defeated. : 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments reported from the committee were adopted. 

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, 
Is a motion to recommit now in order? : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not until after the bill has 
passed to its engrossment and third reading. 

The question recurred on the amendments proposed by Mr. 
HULIcK. . 

The amendments were rejected. 

“ The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was read the third 
ime, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will a motion to recommit be 
in order now? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. WALsH] 
has indicated an intention of making that motion. 
is now in order. 

Mr. WALSH. I move to recommit this bill to the Committee 
= the District of Columbia. May I make a statement at this 

ime? 

The SPEAKER. It would not be in order. 

Mr. WALSH. The matter is not now debatable? 

The SPEAKER. It is not debatable, the previous question 
having been ordered. 

The question being taken on the motion to recommit, there 
were (on a division demanded by Mr. WaLsH)—ayes 5, noes 46, 

So the motion was rejected. 

The bill was passed. 

On motion of Mr. BABCOCK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BANKRUPTCY, 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say to the House 
that to-morrow, after the action upon the pension bill, I shall ask 
the authority of the House to bring up the general bankruptcy 
bill. Many gentlemen have asked the question, and I desire to 
give notice of that now. 


CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I call up for consideration the 
bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the 
Capital Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1895. 

he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled “ An act to incorporate the Capital 
Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1895, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by striking out in the first section all after the words “ for a com- 
mon seal,”’ to the end of the section, and inserting the following: “ Said cor- 
poration is hereby authorized to construct and lay down and complete a sin- 
gle or double track street railway in the District of Columbia, and run cars 
thereon for carrying passengers by and along the following route: Beginning 
ata point on the District line near the Potomac River southeast of Shepherds 
Ferry, thence by such route as shall be approved by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to the south side of the Eastern Branch or Anacos- 
tia River at the Navy-Yard Bridge; thence across said bridge to Eleventh 
street east; thence north on Eleventh street east to M street south; thence 
west on M street to a point to be located by the District Commissioners near 
Eighth street east, connecting with the lines of the Capital Traction Com- 

ny, and returning over the same route tothe point of beginning. Also, - 

ginning at the eastern end of the Navy-Yard Bridge, easterly along Mon- 
roe and Harrison streets and Good Hope road, and from Good Hope road to 
the District line, over such route as the District Commissioners shall approve, 
and returning over the same route tothe pointof beginning: Provided, That 
within the city of Washington a double-track railway shall be constructed. 

Sec. 2. That the motive power to be used on the lines in this act specified 
shall be the underground electric system within the city of Washington and 
the overhead tro'ley system outside the city of Washington. For crossing 
the Navy-Yard Bridge the said company may, in the discretion of the Com- 
missioners of the District of Columbia, use either horse power or the under- 
ground electric system to propel its cars; and the said company shall have 
the privilege of ——s an electric current across the said Navy- Yard Bridge 
in such manner as the said Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall 
prescribe. 

Sec. 3. That the Capital Railway Company and the Capital Traction Com- 
pany are hereby required to issue free transfers at the point of intersection 


The motion 
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of their respective lines, so that for the payment of one fare a passenger on 
either road shall have the privilege of riding over the lines of both. 

Src. 4. That the portion of the company’s route from Congress or Pencote 
Heights to Shepherds Landing shall be completed within four years from the 
date of the passage of this act. 

Src. 5. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, there are certain committee 
amendments. 

The Clerk read from the report of the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, as follows: 

The committee think the Senate bill should be amended as follows: 

After the word “Company,” in line 21, section 1, page 2, of the bill, add the 
words ‘also continuing from said Eleventh and M streets, north of Eleventh 
strect to the south bi ing line of A street south.”’ 

The object of this amendment is to make the lines of the company connect 
with the Metropolitan Railway Company. 

A further amendment should be made to ths Senate bill as follows: 

At the end of section 1 add the following werds: “ Provided, That the line 
of said railway com y shall be commenced within three months and com- 

leted within two years from date of the passage of this act, with the excep- 
ion mentioned in section 4 of this bill."’ 

And a further amendment as follows: 

“ After the word “ Company in line 1, section 3, on page 3, add the words 
“the Metropolitan Railroad Company.” 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to make a statement 
about this bill. I will yield to the gentleman from Iowa then. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ricu- 
ARDSON] is recognized. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, this bill is designed to be 
an amendment to a charter which was granted to this railroad 
company by the Fifty-third Congress. The line will run about as 
follows: Beginning at Congress Heights, beyond the Eastern 
Branch, beyond the village of Anacostia, it then comes down 
through the village of Anacostia and crosses the Anacostia Bridge, 
comes up to the navy-yard, and there connects with the line of the 
Capital ion Company—that is, the Washington and George- 
town Railroad Company. Then from Eleventh street, one or two 
blocks beyond the navy-yard, there is a branch to run up to Lin- 
coln Park and there connect with the line of the Metropolitan 
Railroad Company. 

The bill provides that there shall be a free transfer with both 
these roads at those points. 

Now, Mr. m yoen the line goes beyond Congress Heights to 
what is called Shepherds Landing, which is some 3 or 4 miles 
beyond the asylum, or beyond Congress Heights, which are just 
beyond the asylum, as I understand their location. It is also in- 
tended that from near Congress Heights a branch shall run up 
in the neighborhood of what is known as Overlook Inn. I presume 
some gentlemen, or all, know where that point is. 

There is a great demand, Mr. Speaker, for this road, if we take 
the testimony of the citizens of Anacostia, who are now almost 
without railroad facilities and accommodations. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I desire to ask if this discretion 
which is vested in the Commissioners, on page 2, line 14— 

Thence by such route as shall be approved by the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to the south side of the rn Branch or Anacostia 
River at the Navy-Yard Bridge— 
relates to any portion of the line which is in the city ? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. None of it at all. It is outside of the 
city, as I understand it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 1[ will ask the same question with 
reference to the discretion lodged in the Commissioners, on page 2, 
in lines 24, 25, 26, 27, and 28: 

Also be i t the eastern end of the Navy-Yard easterly al 
sdenmenaieh Heenan atreets and Good Hope rend, oe ise road 
to the District line, over such route as the District Commissioners shall 
approve, and returning over the same route to the point of beginning. 


Is an rtion of that route in the city? 
on. : CHARDSON. No; that is all away beyond the Eastern 
ch. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And the portions of the line that 
extend within the city are limited? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. And no discretion is given to the 
Comuaissioners as to that _— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Noneatall. Theobjectis,as I was about 
to remark, to afford accommodations for the thriving village of 
Anacostia, which now contains five or six thousand people, who 
are almost without street-railroad facilities. My attention has 
also been called to the fact that there is a large settlement beyond 
Anacostia, known as Congress Heights, and there are some other 
villages beyond, which are utterly without railroad facilities. 
Also the Government lunatic asylum, St. Elizabeth’s, on the edge 
of Anacostia, beyond the river, is without railroad facilities. I 
have been informed that there are twenty-six or twenty-seven 
hundred inmates, including 7 ts and attendants. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is this road all on the east side of 
the ee the eastern side of the city? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes, I will statethat these people at the 





lunatic asylum have no railroad facilities into town. The }j:;\, 
Anacostia road stops at the foot of the hill, something like « ,,,,.,, 
ter of a mile or more this side of the asylum, so that ther 

accommodation whatever to the people there and to the , 
who have to visit that institution. 
rapid transit to that neighborhood and to accommodate the ), 
inthat we . The gentlemanfrom Pennsylvania [Mr. Wi 


ho 
pers 


e object is to afford ; 


A. STonE] asked me about the limits in this city. The ter), “ : 
in this city will be the navy-yard, in one case, and Lincoln } yr). 


on Eleventh street, in the other, so that the road does no} 
into the populous part of the city. 


Bat it is provided that w),..., 
that r connects with the Wa and Georgetown. , 
Capital Traction Company, as it is now called, and the Mei, 
tan road, at the navy-yard and at Lincoln Park, there s}).)) },, 
free transfers with both roads, so that passengers desiriny to 
come in from Anacostia and to go thence may have the ben./\; .7 


one fare on! 


Now, I ~ thatis all. The road is demanded, Mr. S)oa\oy 
by hundreds of people. The room of the Committee on tie [ix 
trict of Columbia has been flooded time and time again by). )), 
who came in , and a large number sent petitions urginy this 
accommodation. It is a Senate bill, which has already passe: the 
Senate, and we simply amend it with the small amendments to 
which I have called attention. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee 


has omitted to say that which perhaps he might have said, t)),+ 
there is no Capital Railway Company having an existing charter 
now. It is attempted by an ent to revive a forfeited 
c , 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; the gentleman is mistaken in that 


Mr. HEPBURN. Ifthe gentleman willrefer to the act of March 


2, 1895, which was anact to incorporate the Capital Railway (om- 
pany, he will find that there are two conditions of forfeiture in 
that bill. 
year. 


One requires that the road shall be begun within one 
That year expired on the 2d day of last March. The other 


requires that there shall be a report made to Congress containing 
the various matters referred to in that section. Inquiry shows 
that up to this time, although that report was due on the ist day 
of February last, no such has been made; and the provision 


of the section declares a failure to be a forfeiture of the charter. 
So that it is safe to say that, without a legislative recognition of 
the present existence of this charter, it has no existence. 

Now, I am: not disposed to oppose the general purpose of this 
bill. I believe that that portion of the District named by the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee eof RICHARDSON] ought to be accom- 
modated; but there to be some guaranty, Mr. Speaker, that 
when we authorize this company to act as a corporation i! will 
do something. They were required to begin their work within a 
year, and to complete it within two years. Now, I am perfectly 
willing, if it is amended, to allow it to pass, but they ought to be 
required to begin their work at once and to complete their work 
in the District within a year. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
moment? If he will notice, the House has provided an amend- 
ment to the Senate bill which requires them to begin work in 
three months. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir; and to complete it within two years? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. They have two years now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. They have not a minute. They have no 
charter, and without the passage of this act the gentleman knows 
they can not now move a wheel or put as in the ground. 

r. RICHARDSON. The gentleman will pardon ine a moment. 
They had three years in which to complete it, and that is what ! 
a saying that they still have two _— more. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But they have no right to complete it unless 
_ began within a year. 
ad r. RICHARDSON. Ido not know how much work tly have 


ne. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Theircharter is forfeited on both the routs, 


as I claim. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would suggest to the gentleman that, 
however that may be, technically considered, the great demand 
for the road ought to influence this House to grant them te 
charter 


Mr. HEPBURN. Iam not going to combat that if the gentle 
man will submit to po amendments. : 
Mr. RICHARDSON. What amendments does the gentleman 


5 it? 
. HEPBURN, I two amendments. The firs! one 

is that the road, after reaching Eighth street, by way of M. so" d 
continue on th street to Capitol street. That gives com 
nection with both roads, and does away with the necessity 0! it 
on Eleventh street. ‘ ‘ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You want it to run on Eighth stree. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let it continue on Eighth street. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Instead of Eleventh? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Instead of Eleventh. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Well? 
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HEPBURN. I am not as solicitous about that as I am 
time of completion. The experience of this committee 
as to the building of roads in this city shows that it is entirely 


Mr. 
about the 


‘ticable within six months instead of a year or two years; and 
if they are in good faith I think they will accept this amendment 
as to the time. The other {am not at all particular about. _ 

Mr. RIC IN. Onemoment there. I think the traction 
company is on Eighth street, and they can not run two sets of 


tracks on that street. ; 
HEPBURN. Itis on Eighth street to Pennsylvania ave- 


Mr. 
air RICHARDSON. They can not occupy the same street. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Their charter provides for the use of the 
tracks of roads with which their line coincides. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The Capital Traction Company or the 
Washington and Georgetown road have their lines there. 

Now, then, as tothe other amendment, I want to say that, while 
1 do not know , 1 am informed by a note which I have just 
received that work has begun on the road. They have been at 
work on the road. Ido not know how much they have done. I 
want to say this in justice to the gentleman—— 

Mr. HEPB . Well, the gentleman knows very well that 
nothing practically has been done. They may have attempted in 
some surreptitious way to hold their charter, but they have not 
made the report they are required to make. A provision in the 
pill declares that a failure to make that report works a forfeiture, 
and that has not been made. 

Mr. RIC IN. I am informed by the tleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. CATCHINGS] that they have made a report and 


t a deposit has been e. 
HEPBURN. I got it from the Clerk only a moment ago. 
I made the inquiry whether that report to Congress had been 


Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, the gentleman from Mississippi 
sitting near me has that information, but I do not know that it is 
reliable. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, Iam not going to be tenacious about 
this, if the gentleman will accept an amendment requiring the 

ion of the work in one year. I know, and the gentleman 
knows, that if the company are in good faith they can do it in 
that time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the gentleman's proposition 
to be that they be required to complete it in one year instead of in 


two years, as by the committee? 
Mr. HEPB . 5es. 
RICHARDSON. Well, I do not object to that, because I 


have never known Congress to forfeit a charter where the com- 
pany went to work in earnest, ae eens evidence of its inten- 


tion in faith to complete its r ' 
Mr. BURN. I think Co: has shown that in the case 
of the Metropolitan Company. began seven years ago 


to force them to do what they have not yet completed. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Their time has not yetexpired. I do not 
object ee amendment, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. - Intheamendment recommended by the com- 
ittee, in section 1, line 32, I move to strike out “two,” before 


“years,” and to insert ‘‘one;” and also to strike out the letter 
“s” in the word “ years.” 
The amendment 


was agreed to. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Now, in section 4 there is a limitation of four 
years. Certainly the gentleman does not want to give any rail- 
way company four years in which to complete its road. In view 
of the existi for rapid transit, I think the limitation 
to be made two 


Mr. RICHARDSO g ere object to that 
the line i 


I _— to say to the gentleman that that part of 

at Con 
thing like a anile beyond Amacostia, and from that point on to the 
at Landing the route, as I erstand, runs 
or at least through an entirely unimproved 
Tegion, so that there is no demand for the early completion of 


f 


that part of the road. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Well, we strike out that section. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. But the company desire the right to build 
that line. ne is an objective point on the river 
Which they to reach, and which I think ought to be reached. 
Mr * . Then, Mr. Speaker, in section 4, line 3, 1 move 
to strike out the word “ four,” before “‘ years,” and insert “‘ two.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
pate amendments recommended by the committee as amended 


an’ tempore. The attention of the Chair is 
cll fo the fact that inline 1, page 2, of the engrossed bill, the 
pitt. RE . Lask unanimous consent that one *‘ the” 
stricken out, 
There was no objection. 


or Pencote Heights, which is some- | 


} 
j 





The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading: and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. RICHARDSON moved to reconsider the vote by which the 
bill was passed, and also moved to lay that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. ~ 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I believe the Committee on the 
District of Columbia has no further business to bring before the 
House to-day. 

REFERENCE OF A BILL. 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Committee 
on Ways and Means to ask that the bill H. R. 6659 be referred 
back to the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 


COL. PHILLIP KIRSCHNER, 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. It will 
take but a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. PICKLER] does not wish to be recognized, the Chair 
will recognize the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. PICKLER (to Mr. Cortiss). Is this a private bill? 

Mr. CORLISS. It is, but not one that ought to be considered 
at a Friday night session. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will withhold the demand for the regular 
order for a few minutes. ' 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be authorized and 
directed to reimburse and pay to Col. Phillip Kirschner the sum 


of $388.52, 


with interest thereon from August 6, 1806, for money paid by him as a 


. . . comi- 
missioned officer in the Army for the services of a band for the Sixteenth 
Regiment of Ohio Infantry Volunteers during the war, on proper proof of 
the payment of the said sum by said Kirschner duly submitted to and ap 


proved by the auditing or accounting officer of the Treasury, whic 
ereby appropriated for the purpose out of any money in th: 
otherwise appropriated. 

An amendment recommended by the committee was read,as 
follows: 

Strike out lines 5 and 6, and the words “and sixty-six,” 
stitute therefor ‘* $337.52." Strike out the letter **« n 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
consideration of this bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
right to object, and ask for an explanation. 

Mr. CORLISS. It will appear from the report in this case, 
which was made by unanimous consent, that under the proclama 
tion by the President in April, 1861, commissioned officers were 
authorized to engage bands for the Army, and this commissioned 
officer engaged a band for the three months’ i 


h sum is 
» Treasury not 


in line 7, and sub- 
<irschner 


Is there objection to the present 


rvic 


~ll connection 
with other officers, and made a contract for that period. The 
band served during the three months. This commissioned officer 
remained in the service, but the band were mustered out. They 


did not, however, receive from the Government the full contract 
price. 

Several yearsafterwards Colonel Kirschner was c¢ mnpell« 1d to pay 
his part of the balance. There was an act of Congress passed at 
the time authorizing the engagement of bands by commissioned 
officers and another act directing the Treasury Department to pay 
the amount contracted for. That act was afterwards repealed 
and the engagement of the bands was authorized to be made in 
the regular way. This transaction occurred early in the war, in 
April, 1861. This commissioned officer served through the war 
and from a gunshot wound lost his sight. Three years after he 
was mustered out a judgment was claimed against him for this 
money by another commissioned officer who had been compelled 
to pay it under a judgment. Colonel Kirschner was compelled to 

ay his portion. At that time he was able to pay it, but later he 
ee blind, and now he is blind and penniless except for the 
pension that he receives, and in his helpless condion, at 75 years 


| of age, he asks to be repaid the money which he was compelled to 


ay for this pu » by the judgment of a court. 
: Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I think I will be compelled to 
demand the regular order. 

Mr. CORLISS. This bill ought to pass. 

Mr. PICKLER. This bill will evidently consume considerable 
time—— 

Mr. CORLISS. 
the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota demands 
the regular order, which is equivalent to an objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Ithinknot. There is no possi! 


’ ‘ . 
e question about 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the further consideration 
of the pension bill. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Pending that, I wish to submit a privi- 


leged os from the Committee on Rules. 
The EAKER. The report will be read. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, having had undgr consideration Resclution No. 
235, report back the accom ying resolution as a substitute, with the recom- 
mendation that the substitute be adopted: 

Resolved, That on the of this resolution the consideration of the bill 
H. R. 8271, a bill relating to pensions, shall be resumed and considered under 
the five-minute rule for one hour and a half, when it, with any amendments 
that may be adopted, shall be reported favorably to the House, the previous 

uestion shall be considered as ordered upon the bill and said amendments to 
no geamnan of said bill, and on Tessier. ance 28, 1896, immediately after the 
ing of the Journal, the vote shall en on the passage of said bill. 


Mr. HENDERSON. lI reserve my remarks until I hear from 
any gentleman who may desire to oppose the resolution. If no 
one desires to take the floor, I shall ask the previous question on 
the report. 

Mr. CRISP. That will allow debate afterwards. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker, before the question is taken, I desire 
to submit an inquiry. I was unable to ascertain from the read- 
ing of this report exactly what it peepee. I would like to ask 
—o rule will render it possible to offer any amendments 
to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. The rule will be read again for the informa- 
tion of the House. 

me rule proposed by the Committee on Rules was again re- 

rted, 


The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. Does the gentleman desire to say anything about 
the rule—to make any explanation of it? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will reserve m 
moments to my friend from Illinois [ 
to make a statement to the House. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not wish to make any remarks upon the 
proposed rule, but I suppose that about 2 o'clock we will get a 
report from the Senate on the sundry civil bill. I would be glad 
when it comes over to have the committee rise, if we go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the pension bill, and let me dispose of the 
sundry civil bill by sending the amendments of the Senate to con- 
ference. I ask this because I am compelled to beabsent from the 
House to-morrow. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Does the gentleman think it will involve 
~~ debate? 

r. CANNON. I think not. If it does, however, it would not 
interfere with the hour and a half set apart by this rule, because 
under the order that time would be occupied anyhow. I suppose 
it would be in order to make that arrangement, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask a question 
before the vote is taken on the proposed resolution. hy not 
have the vote this afternoon, instead of putting it off until to-mor- 


row? : 

Mr. HENDERSON. Because there are a number of gentlemen, 
members of the House, who are compelled to be absent this after- 
noon and who wish to vote on this question. The vote was put 
off until to-morrow in order toaccommodatethem. ThisisGeneral 
Grant’s birthday, and a number of orators have been compelled 
. go abroad on this occasion. We are trying to accommodate 

em, 

I reserve my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, if I can get the attention of the House 
for a moment, I would be glad that members should understand 
before they vote on this order exactly what it means. 

There are occasions when a right is pretendedly given and yet 
substantially none is granted. This is one of those occasions. 
This order is remarkable for appearing to do one thing and, in fact, 
doing another. 

Now, I take it for granted that there are numbers of gentlemen 
in this House who desire to offer amendments to the pending bill. 
There may be gentlemen in this House who fancy that upon the 
adoption of this order their right to offer amendments will be 
retained. They are mistaken. This order provides for one hour 
and a half to be devoted to the consideration of the bill under the 
five-minute rule. That means that amendments are in order. 
Now, under the rules of the House, when amendments are in 
order, four amendments may be pending at one time—an amend- 
ment to the text, an amendment to that amendment, a substitute, 
and an amendment tothe substitute. When you —— this order, 
therefore, all these amendments may be offered an i 
by the Chair as pending amendments. Now, then, you have got 
one and one-half hours under the five-minute rule for considera- 
tion of amendments and for debate. The first amendment b- 
ably would be to strike out the first section of the bill, which has 
been assailed on both sides of the House. An hour and a half is 
to be used in debate. It is very easy to use all of that time under 
the five-minute rule in debating the first section, and when the 
hour and a half expires the committee must rise and report to the 
House—what? Not the four amendments that are pen in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, but report to the House only such amend- 
ments as have been adopted by the committee. 

No amendment has been adopted by the committee, because the 


remarks. I yield afew 
r., CANNON], who wishes 
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hour and a half was used in debating the first amendm,):. 
that when you get in the House the question is, Shal! +), } it 
without amendment pass? That is all there is to it. Every... 
of this kind that has drawn heretofore, I think—I cay»). 
itive, but that is my recollection—provided that when ¢\).. +; 
or consideration e the committee should rise, r.. 
bill to the House, and the House should vote on pending 
ments—amendments that were pending in the committec—.., that 
there might in fact be some right toamend. Butif you adit this 
order then you practically say that no amendment shal! |e \¢0, 
upon by the House. 

If there are members here who desire to amend this }j!), the 
choice is presented to them here and now. _ If you want to simon 
this bill, you must vote down thisorder. If you want to pass this 
bill without amendment, then | ae vote up this order. 

So that the matter may be clearly understood, so that no man 
can go to his constituents and say, ‘‘I voted for this bi)! | 
had no opportunity to offer an amendment; I wanted to amen jt 
but I could not,” I call attention to the fact that if a majority of 
this House desire to amend the bill the way to do it is to vote 
down this rule and let the bill be considered in the ordinary 
course of business. There have been three days devoted to gen. 
eral debate upon the bill. Nearly every gentleman who has 
spoken has announced his dissatisfaction with the bill and his 
desire to improve it, and yet you are allowed one hour and a half 
to consider it under the five-minute rule, to consider it in such g 
way that practically you must take the bill without amendment, 
¥ = majority want to do that, of course they have the power to 

o it. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I yield to the gentleman from Maine [Mr, 
DINGLEY]. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this rule seems to be almost a 
literal copy of the rule presented one Committee on Rules 
when the gentleman from Georgi r. CRISP] was Speaker of 
the House, on the passage of the m tariff bill in the House, 
The time was a little longer, but as to the principle involved sub- 
stantially the same. 

Mr. CRISP. Will my friend be kind enough to turn to that 
order, and see if it does not provide for a vote on “pending 
amendments "? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have not the order before me, but I remem- 
ber substantially what it was. The gentleman is very well aware 
that there could have been but one amendment pending. 

Mr. CRISP. Four amendments. 

Mr. DINGLEY. You can not have several amendments pend- 
oaing the same time. 

Mr. CRISP. Four amendments might be pending. 

Mr.DINGLEY. It must be an amendment, or an amendment 
to the amendment, or a substitute, or an amendment to the sub- 
titute. It is practically but one amendment. 

Mr. CRISP. Four. The gentleman is not candid about that. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then again, as a matter of fact, the limita- 
tion of debate is entirely within the control of the committee on 
each of these amendments. A motion may be made in the com- 
mittee, at any moment, to close the debate on a pending amend- 
—_— or on a pending section. There is no difficulty about that 
at all. 

It seems to me that after we have spent ever since last Tueslay 
debating this bill, the amendments that have been sugested 
having m largely amendments of form and not of serious 
moment, an hour and 4 half will be sufficient time to consider the 
bill for amendment and reach a conclusion in this matter. lt 
seems to me that we are now so near the close of this session. if 
we expect to get legislation in this matter in the Senate, that we 
ought to complete bill to-day, and not drag it along further. 
I hope the rule will be adopted. a 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I want action upon this bill. 
We have had four and one- days’ general debate upon it. If 
gentlemen still desire to spend their time in talking, the hour and 
a half may be lost. For my part, I gitar f to have a rule that 
would bring us to a vote at once upon the bill. I do not disgws? 
that, and I will tell you why. bill has had careful consider: 
ation and reconsideration in the committee appointed by the House 
for that p It has been fully disc , and as the g¢ ntle- 
man from Maine [Mr. DinGLEy] has stated, nothing of « substan- 
a — character has been suggested in respect to it 1m ge 
eral debate. 

But I want another thing. I want a bill to pass this Hous oe 
will pass through two other Houses, the Senate and tv W - 
House, = the aaate of the soldier — — they oug 
to sustain the proposi now ding ore the House. 

We know perfectly well that there are other things that \) 
should like to have in the way of on legislation. But this ~ 
as it stands carries out the ons of General Lawler," 
late commander in chief of the Grand Army of the Repu)'ic. 4) 
one of the truest friends of the old soldier. In his repor' 
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at ror legion he said that the soldiers were not ask- 


ing for new le tion, but they wanted an honest interpretation 
and genuine ministration of the laws now upon the statute books. 
The great purpose of the pending bill is to give force and effect to 
the recommendations of General Lawler, which were seconded in 
the resolutions of the Grand Army of the Republic, as officially 
a make no disguise about the fact. The purpose of this 
rule is to bring us to a voteon thisbill. If there is any necessary 
amendment, important amendment, that in the judgment of this 
House should be put upon the bill, the hour anda half will afford 
ample time to do it. After the scope the debate has taken, I am 
sure that any amendment that may offered will be understood 
at once, and we can come to a vote at once. But I will say for 
my own part, while I have many additional thoughts that could 
be added to the bill, I prefer, for the safety of legislation, to have 
this go forward at once. Now, it is important in respect to the 
matter of time. We have an intimation made from the other end 
of the Capitol that adjournment may be had by the 18th of next 
month, and we are at the threshold of thatmonth. In my anxiety 
for this legislation, I was willing that the bankruptcy bill should 
give way in order that it might be considered in time to secure its 

assage into law. We have other matters that are pressing on us 
or consideration—important bills from the Committee on Labor 
and bills from the Committee on Immigration—and if we want to 
reach these matters so that the Senate shall have time to attend 
to them, I think the time for talk has passed and the time for 
action has arrived. [Aaeeree on the Republican side.} I reserve 
the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. CRISP. Oneword, Mr. Speaker. Gentlemen will observe, 
and my friend from lowa does not deny it, that the purpose of 
this resolution is exactly what I have said—to destroy the right of 
amendment. It is now fifteen minutes to 2 o’clock. You do not 
propose in this order to have avote thisafternoon. Oh,no! You 
want a vote on it to-morrow. Why can we not have the three 
hours and fifteen minutes from now until the usual hour of ad- 
journment for amendments? If there was any real desire to have 
the right of amendment, why not let this run until 5 o'clock? 
That would give us three hours and fifteen minutes. But I will 
tell you the reason why. The reason is, the leaders of this House 
have decided that this bill must pass, and nothing else. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Invalid Pensions devoted 
days and days, as I am told, to the consideration of a pension bill. 
They brought in a bill which in their judgment was a proper bill 
to paas, but they were not allowed to pass it. Those gentlemen 
who dictate the business of this House, those gentlemen who man- 
age the business of the House, those gentlemen who protect this 

jority of 150 against itself, got together and made this bill. 
This bill was not made by the Committee on Invalid Pensions. It 
was made by the gentlemen who manage the House out in the 
Speaker's room; and then the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
informed, ‘* You take this bill or you take nothing.” That, at least, 
is what we understand on this side. Certainly this is not the bill 
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions reported. And now, in 
order to get it through—in order to protect the Republican ma- 
jority of 150 nst itself—the gentlemen who know better what 
you ought to do than you know yourselves furnish you a rule by 
which you must either do what they decide or you shall do nothing. 
If, under these circumstances, you want this rule, you are welcome 
wit. [Loud applause on the Democratic a) 

Mr. D NN. How much time have I remaining? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman has fifteen minutes remaining. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want tosay a word in reply to this voice 
that comes from the solemn Star hespher of the past [laughter 
on the Republican side], the Star Chamber from whence rules clad 
in steel have driven bills through this House that never had oppor- 
tunity for amendment in the Committee of the Whole. I have 
madenoconcealmunt. ‘The gentleman appeals for ano peeoeety 
en this bill. I take it in the interest of the old soldiers, 
and in the same interest I ask for action hereand now. He makes 
oer from his remarks,as some other gentlemen have done 
in the general debate, that this bill does not retlect the views of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The gentleman says that 
other gentlemen in this House, whose hearts are touched with the 
inspiration that gathers around the interests of the old soldiers, 
have lent their earnest counsel in respect to this bill. I say thus 
farthat istrue. There is not a man on this side of the Chamber— 
and I hope there are several on that, who have felt an interest in 
the matter—but has given the benefit of his counsel to perfect a 
bill that could be put upon the statute books. Can the voice of 
that ancient Star ber say as much for his people in the Com- 
mitteeson Rules of which he was a member? [Loud applause on 

blican side. ] 
five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON]. 
CANNON. Mr. Speaker, as one of that 150 majority in the 
ond to y the or. from Georgia {|Mr. Crisp 
a8 @ member of the House, I am very heartily in favor o 


Be 


the adoption of this resolution, and briefly for the following rea- 
sons: I was in the Fifty-first Congress and voted for the act of 
1890 that was construed by the then Administration. It wrote 
the names of 400,000 soldiers, their widows and orphans, upon the 
pension rolls or increased their pensions. The present Adminis- 
tration came in and at one stroke of the pen 20,000 pensioners 
under the act of 1890 were suspended and the remainder were 
put in fear—intimidated, as everybody knows, in relation to their 
Just pensions and claims. The last Congress began and expired 
and gave no relief. The present Administration, touching the act 
of 1890, unsettled the construction of that law under which these 
men were pensioned—a construction ratified by three sessions of 
Congress. 

Now, with Cleveland for President, under whose Administra- 
tion this action was had, the present bill proposes to correct that 
faulty administration by legislation. Therefore lam forit. This 
bill goes as far as I believe the Senate and Grover Cleveland will go. 
I fear, perchance, that it goes further than they will go; and I will 
not refuse this meed of justice, which will place at rest the three 
hundred and odd thousand soldiers under the act of 1890 that are 
on the pension roll. I will not hesitate to go this far because I 
can not do complete justice. Therefore, as a member of this 
House, I am for the bill. As it stands it is the best we can do 
now. Later on, with full power, we will do better. 

Mr. HENDERSON. How much time have I remaining, Mr. 
Speaker? : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has eleven minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I reserve it. 

Mr. CRISP. How much time remains on this side, Mr. Speaker? 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia also has eleven 
minutes. 

Mr. CRISP. LI yield five minutes to the gentleman from Iowa, 
Mr. HEPBURN. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe that this rule 
ought to be adopted. If there is any question in the world upon 
which a Republican House can be trusted it is the question of 
pensions {applause}, and I believe the Republican majority here 
is able to take care of this matter without the interference of the 
Committee on Rules. I doubt the good faith of some gentlemen 
with regard to this bill. I do not believe that this rule is in the 
interest of the old soldier. I believe that there ought to be amend- 
ments upon this bill. I believe there ought to be enlargements 
perhaps not of the pension roll or of the classes, buf I believe 
there ought to be enlargements made so as to compel construction 
of the pension statutes in the interest of the old soldier. There 
is no guaranty that those amendments can be placed upon this 
bill if there is alimitation as to the time for consideration. There 
are several amendments which gentlemen desire to offer, amend- 
ments that will require more or less discussion in general debate. 

We have already occupied three days upon this bill, but without 
one moment for amendment. 

Now, let us have an opportunity to perfect the bill. The buga- 
boo which gentlemen introduce as to what the Senate will prob- 
ably do and as to what the President will do ought not to deter us. 
Let us have such a bill leave this Chamber as will meet the ap- 
proval of Republicans. Soe) That is our duty. Let us 
have such a bill as coincides with our ideas of the interpretation 
that should be given to the statutes and our views of what are 
the old soldiers’ rights in the premises. If there are other people 
who can thwart that legislation, let the responsibility rest where 
it ought to rest. Let us not assume that responsibility because it 
is feared that those other people may thwart our legislation. I 
do not want to be a participant, either with the Executive or with 
the Senate, in legislation hostile to the old soldier or in refusing 
him that legislation which he ought to have, and I am a partici- 
yant when, guided or influenced by unfounded fears or by real 
eons. I refuse to do the whole measure of my duty. A gentleman 
has said that our action should comport with the opinion of a dis- 
tinguished citizen of the United States who said upon an occa- 
sion that no further pension legislation was necessary. 

Mr. Speaker, when did it become necessary that the House of Rep- 
resentatives should abdicate its powers, or that the Republican 
majority here should abdicate its powers, because some private 
individual has expressed an opinion as to the limits to which we 
should go? Weare not relieved of our responsibility because Gen- 
eral Lawler or any other man has expressed an sagan on this 
subject. It is merely the opinion of one of the twelve or thirteen 
million voters in the United States. It does not relieve us from 
the responsibilities or the obligations of duty. I want to see this 
rule voted down. I want to see ample opportunity given to 
amend this bill intelligently and after proper discussion under 
the five-minute rule, and when it is amended to satisfy the Re- 
publican majority let us send it on its way, undeterred by fear as 
to what may be the action of other yous or of other bodies. 
aed I yb the remainder of my time. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire 
to“use any further time? 
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Mr. CRISP. I think not. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote. 
The question was taken; and there were—ayes 70, noes 66. 
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Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. CRISP called for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 118, nays 89, not 
voting 147; as follows: 


YEAS—118. 
Acheson, Evans, Lewis, Ray, 
Allen, Utah Fairchild, Long, Reyburn, 
Andrews, Faris, Loud, Royse, 
Apsley Fischer, Low, Russell, Conn. 
frocks, Pa. Foss, Mahany, Scranton, 
Arnold, R.L Gamble, Mahon, Shannon, 
Atwood, Gibson, Marsh, Simpkins, 
Baker, N. H. Gillet, N.Y. McCall, Mass. Snover, 
Barham, Gillett, Mass. Me Cleary, Minn. Spalding, 
Barney, Griffin, McLachlan, Sperry, 
Bennett, Grow, Mercer, Stable, 
Boutelie, Hainer, Nebr. Miller, W. Va. Steele, 
Brewster, Harmer, Milliken, Stephenson, 
Broderick, Heatwole, Milnes, Stewart, N.J. 
Brown, Hemenway, Moody, Stone, C. W. 
Brumm, Henderson, Morse, Stone, W.A. 
Burrell, Henry, Ind. Newlands, Strode, Nebr. 
on, Hermann, Noonan, Tracey, 
Chickering, Hicks, Odell, Treloar, 
Clark, lowa Hilborn, Otjen, Van Voorhis, 
Clark, Mo . Overstreet, Warner, 
Coffin, Hitt, ker, Watson, Ind. 
Corliss, Hubbard, Payne, Watson, Ohio 
Curtis, lowa Huff, Pearson, Willis, 
Curtis, Kans. Hunter, Perkins, Wilson, Ohio 
pey $n, Jenkins, Phillips, Wood, 
nae ey Knox, Pickler, Woomer, 
Doolittie, Leighty, Pitney, Wright. 
Draper, Leisenring, Poole, 
Ellis, Leonard, Pugh, 
NAYS—89. 
Abbott, De Witt, Strowd, N.C 
Alien, Miss. more, McClellan, Sulloway, 
Bankbead Downing, McClure, son, 
Bartlett,N.¥. § Eddy, McCreary,Ky. Talbert, 
, Colo. Elliott, S.C. McCulloch, Tate, 
Bell, Tex. Erdman, cDearmon, Tawney, 
Berry, Fenton, MeMillin, Terry, 
Black, Ga. Fitz d, cRae, Towne, 
Blue, Graff, iles, ‘Tracewell, 
Bowers, er, Miller, Kans. cker, 
aaveen, Se et ee is. Opdewae 
er’! ead, art, vy, ee. 
Cobb, an, Pendleton, Van Horn, 
Cockrell, Hendrick, Richardson, alsh, 
aun. Henry, Russell, Ga. Wanger, 
Cook, Wis. Hepburn, Shuford, Wheeler, 
Cooper, Wis. Johnson, Smith, DL illi 
Crowley, Kem, Sorg, ‘Wilson, Idaho 
Orowther, Kirkpatrick, Southard, Woodard, 
Culberson, Kyle, Sparkman, ¥ 
Cummings, Latimer, Stokes, 
Danford, Layton, Strait, 
De Armond, Little, Strong, 
NOT VOTING—147. 
Adams, Dalzell, Joy, Prince, 
Aitken, Daniels, Kendall, Quigg, 
Aldrich, Ala. Denny, Kerr, Raney, 
Aldrich, Dockery, Kiefer, Reeves, 
Anderson, Dolliver, Kulp, Robertson, La. 
Avery, Dovener, y, n, Pa. 
Ba \ Ellett, Va. Lawson, Rusk, 
Bailey, Fletcher, Lefever, Sauerhering, 
Baker, Kans. Foote, > Sayers, 
Baker, Md. Fowler, Linney, Settle, 
on Geodwes iieieatien, — 
wyn, we, 
Bartlett, Ga. Griswold, Lorimer. Sherman, 
Beach, Grosvenor, b 
Betinap, Groat, Maddox, Smith, Mich. 
ng. ey, 
BiahoP ss y Halterman, Metall, enn s , 
cc oie Hanly, eCormick, 
Bromwell, Hardy ‘ McEwan, 
Brosius, Harris, McKenney, Sulzer, 
Buck, Harrison, MeLaurin, Taft, 
Bull, Hatch, Meiklejohn, ler, 
Burton, Ohio Heiner, Pa. Meredith, omas, 
Catchings, ooker, Meyer, Turner, Va. 
y, opkins, Miner, N. Y. ler, 
Clarke, Ala. Howard, Mon nderwood, 
Cod ; Howe Money, adsw: 
Co i Moses, Walker, Mass. 
g —. mee \ woe. Va. 
Cooper , Fla. 5 y, ashington, 
r, Hull, Neill Wellington, 
ns, Hurley, Northway, White, 
Ogden, Wilber, 
Cox, de, Owens, Wilson, N. Y. 
Crisp, Johnson, Ind. Patterson, ‘Wilson, S.C. 
Orump. ohnson,N.Dak. Powers, 
Curtis, N.Y. ones, Price, 
So the resolution was adopted. 
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Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. The gentleman from New 
and I agreed to pair upon this bill. For fear he may —- - 
stood that the pair applied to this motion, I withdraw m, 
which I have cast in the negative, and am willing that ; 
be regarded as applying to this question. 

Mr. COX. On this question I voted in the negative, but |, 
draw my vote because I am paired with my colleague fro 
nessee, Mr. McC an. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Mr. Speaker, I was paired on all quest; 
regard to this bill with the gentleman from Iowa, a C 
but by an agreement with him I have transferred the pai 
colleague from Arkansas, Mr. NEILL. If Mr. Cov nl h ud 

sent, he would have voted “yea ” and Mr. NEIL “nay,” 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know w! 
am recorde {? 

The SPEAKER. The guntleman is recorded in the n: 

Mr.SAYERS. I desire to withdraw my vote. I a) 
with the gentleman from Ohio, Mr.GrosvENor. If he were }, 
he would vote “yea” and T should vote Pane ” a 

The following pairs were ann 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Hopxkrxs with Mr. Dockrry. 

Mr. Jonnson of North Dakota with Mr. Lawson, 

Mr. Kut? with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. Beacnu with Mr. Harrison. 

Mr. BisHop with Mr. Wiuson of South Carolina, 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. PaTTrEeRson. 

Mr. MEIKLSJOHN with Mr. Evert of Virginia, 

Mr. HatcH with Mr. W AasHINeron. 

Mr. Huw. with Mr. Moss, 

Mr. McCau of Massachusetts with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 

Mr. Moziey with Mr. Macuire. 

Mr. Waite with Mr. Rusx. 

Mr. Jomnson of Indiana with Mr. RoBertTson of Louisiana. 

Mr. Atpricn of Alabama with Mr. McKenney, 

Mr. Suitu of Michigan with Mr. Berry. 

Mr. Fowter with Mr. Bartiert of Georgia. 

Mr. Tart with Mr. OWENs, 

Mr. Cooke of Iiimois with Mr. TyLEr. 

Mr. ApAMs with Mr. Money. 

Mr. Hapte&y with Mr. Price, 

Mr. Lacey with Mr. Hurcueson, 

Mr. Prince with Mr. Barry. 

Mr. Reeves with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 
Mr. Hooker with Mr. Miner of New York, 

Mr. WoopMan with Mr. Lavineston, 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. NEILL. 

Mr. Raney with Mr. Cowen, 

Mr. DaLzELL with Mr. Crisp. 

For this day: 

Mr. Lormer with Mr. MEREDITH. 

Mr. HarRMER with Mr. KENDALL. 

Mr. GaRDNER with Mr. Jonzgs. 

Mr. TAYLER with Mr, Denny. 

Mr. Crump with Mr. Cooper of Florida, 
Mr. Laxton with Mr. Bucx. 

Mr. DovENER with Mr. McLAURIN, 

Mr. FLercHer with Mr, Ogpan. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. LestEr. 

Mr. Hvuick with Mr. Saaw. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. SuLZER, 
On this question: 

Mr. Krerer with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. Reeves with Mr. CaTcHines. 

On this bill: 

Mr. Grosvenor with Mr. SaYERs. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL.’ 
Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent that the sun(ry - 


appropriation bill, returned from the Senate with amen: § a, | 
taken from the Speaker's table, and that the House nonevn ao is 
the amendments and ask a conference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. (18)0'] 
asks unanimous consent to take House bill 7664—the sunc’y 
civil appropriation bill—disagree to the amendments 0! the Sen- 
ohn aul nak for a conference. Is there objection? The ( 4" 


hears none, and it isso ordered. Without objection, the |! : and 
amendments will be printed. or ape vate = - 
o1s, PrP. VA ‘9 


ebraska, Mr. Harner, and the g gcentielié aD 


Mr. BARTLETT of Georgia. Mr, Speaker, I desire to know | £m Texas, Mr. Savuns. 









whether the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. Fowl er, is re- Sennen. ee 
corded as voting, because it may determine my action in this} TheSPEAKER. In of the order just adopted, the 
matter. House will now resolve Htasif into Committee of the Whole 01 t 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. Fow- | state of the Union House bill 8271. relating to pensions > the 
LER) is not recorded. The House resolved itself into ittee of 
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EE EE 


Whole (Mr. PAYNE in the chair), and resumed the consideration 
of House bill No. 8271. 


The order of the House relative to the consideration of the bill 

in Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule was read. 
The first section of the bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., ‘That no person otherwise entitled toa pension by virtue 

¢ any law of the United States shall be disqualified from receiving the sam 

rr ason of any prior service in the Confederate army or navy during the 

war of the rebellion, nor shall the widow, children, or dependent relatives ot 


ench person be deprived of a right to pension by reason of such service: Pro 
vider ‘That nopension shall be granted by virtue of this section for disability 


veted or incurred while aiding or abetting the late rebellion against t 


} 
uc 


cothority of the United States. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I offer, to the first section, the amendment 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend section 1, line 5, by inserting the word “involuntary” between the 
words “prior” and “service.” ee . 

Also in line $§ by adding the word “involuntary” after the word 

‘Also by adding to said section the following: 


“ provided further, That such involuntary service in the Confederate army 
or navy shall have terminated by May 1, 1864." 


Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
has sent up three amendments, and that only one amendment 
can be considered at one time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The first amendment will be in order. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. This is an amendment to the first section. 

Mr. PICKLER. But the gentleman has offered three different 
amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. 
PIckLER] insists on his point the Chair will hold that only the 
first amendment is now in order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that that be read again. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


We 


such.” 
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| widows of these men were d 


| the Confederate servic« 


Amend section 1, line 5, by inserting the word “ involuntary” between the | 


words “prior and “*service.”’ 


Mr. CONNOLLY. The effect of this amendment is to make 
this section apply to those whose service in the Confederate army 


| whose attention I hope I may clai 


was entirely involuntary, and it excludes those whose service was | 


yoluntary. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I hopéthatthisamendment will | 


not prevail. A great deal has been said about this first section. 


This section, relating to Confederate soldiers, and one or two other | 


sections; thesection relating to widows and probably the one in 
regard to dishonorable discharges, are the only ones in the whole 
bill that seem’to have provoked criticism. 

In the firstplace, I want to say that there are only a very few 
men left to whom this section will apply. It applies possibly to 
five or six thousand Confederates who were in Northern prisons, 
and who while there were induced by our officers to enlist in the 
Union Army and’to go out and fight the Indiams. And as to any 
others who may have been in such service, there is no record, and 
the belief is such are already pensioned. 

Mr. MILES. “Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. ‘No; I can not yield in the short time I have. 

Mr. Chairman, our officers promised thesemen everything that 
any Union soldier was promised to induce them to enlist in the 
Army. It was atime, you must remember, when we were need- 
ing men, and needing them badly. It was a time when the States 
were being compelled to resort to the draftin order to secure men. 
It was a time’that every man was needed in the Army, wherever 
he might come from. ‘There were between five and six thousand 
of these Confederate soldiers in the prisons at that time, and they 
were induced by our own officers to go into the service of the 
Union, under the promise of exactly the same emoluments, the 
same pay, and the same bounty as all of the Union soldiers were 
offered, They wentin under precisely thesameconditions. Now, 


after they have gone into the service and performed their duty | 
under the promises made to them when they ——— the offer | 


that was held out to them, is this Government to show bad faith 
toward them? There is but a handful of them left, and shall 
this Government now turn its back upon them in this matter of 
pensions? 
If this amendment is adopted, if it be required that these men 
ll prove involuntary service, you make it absolutely impossible 
for any one of them to come in. It is impossible, of course, as a 
matter of fact, to prove involuntary service. Thirty years have 
passed since thatservice was rendered, and it seems to me that that 
1s the very object of the amendment, that is what the gentleman 
from lilinois has in view, for he wants these men to say whether 
they went in voluntarily or otherwise into the Confederate serv- 
ice. Itisimpossibleforthem toproveit. That isall they need in the 
Pension t now, just some such provision as that to keep 
out. 7 ent would be very glad to be furnish 
it & requirement that they must establish by proof a fact which 
is impossible to bring f to establish. And so this amend- 
Ment ought not to prevail. It is not right, itis contrary to the 





promises of the Government to these men. They are entitled t 
be put exactly upon the same footing as any Union soldier who 
enlisted at that time : 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentle contends that they can not 
pre that the service was in luntary on their part 

Mr. PICKLER. No; of course not. It. 1 | possible 

Now, I would like to call the attention « ! » this 
point: Under the general law that was pas sagoa 
man who was wounded or incurred disal \ was 
pensionable—I mean men of this class who r Army 
after serving in the Confederate army and ar the r now. 
Under the law of 1890 they were, under President Harrison’s 
Administration, put on the roll. They have b ther the 
incoming of this Administration; then, as to the law of 1890, the 


ropped and their children and the 
d from the rolls, th who were in 
, by this Administration; and the idea now 
yoing into the question of voluntary or involunt in 
the Army, introducing an absolutely impossible requirement, 
should not have favorable consideration in this committee 

Do not be caught with the idea that this is a reflection on the 
honor of any Union soldier. Every soldier is known by his own 
individual record. This proposition is recommended by the leg- 
islative committee of the Grand Army, which came here for that 
purpose, and I hope the gentlemen on this commi will remem- 
ber that fact; and it is only a very narrow-minded soldier who 
would, after forgiving the Confederate soldier for everything else, 
refuse to forgive him for going into the Union Army and doing 
his duty there as an honorable soldier. 

Mr. BLUE. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. I have no time to answer question 
is up. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. Chairman, I have a letter which has 
been addressed to me by of mine, and the sub- 
stance of it refers to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ConNoLiy]}, 
m. 

The writer of this letter is the post commander of the Marion 
Roberts Post, in my district, and he gives this much of his biog 
raphy: Speaking of the time he left North Carolina to go into the 
Union Army—and I will say to the gentleman from Illin who 


men themselves were dropp 


We 


of 2g iry service 


tte 
Lt 


; my time 


a constituent 


is somewhat acquainted with the geography down there, that it 
is a truth although it may startle him, and it will doubthk 
startle the Democrats on this floor, but it is the literal truth, that 


in my district, the county of Madison sent more soldiers into th 
Union Army than any county in any State in the whole Union in 
proportion to its population. 


This man comes from that county, 
and he says: 






I can say to you that if there isa people in these United States who deserve 
a pension it is most of those who joined the Un Army fir hance, and 
nearly 10,000 did so from the fall of 1862 to 1863. Some f ! oined 
later, but there is not 1 per cent who did not do nearly ty year rvi ! 
the Union Army. The men of the Northern Army eithe: nteered a 
home without trouble or had to be conscripted, while in the Sonth men } 
to fight their way for overa hundred miles in order to get a char t 
the Union Army. 

I went asa lad, not then 16 years of age, to keep out of the Cor at 
States army; and I can say this truthfully, that out of 45% 


me, 151 miles toCumberland Gap, Kentucky, 21 of our o 


roadside, and their widows and dependent fathers or mothers 1 r can g 
acent because they were never enlisted. Shot down, you the 
could reach the Union flag 

And he goes on to say further: 

And we now (I say we because whatever affects my comrades a ts me) 
must be stigmatized as cowards or as men hunting for rat 

He seems to have read the REcorD, using the precise language 


used by the gentleman from Illinois 


It isan accusation that is unjust, especially as comi: , 
We could stand the Confederate bullets, but we can n le 
of our own friends. 

[Applause. ] 
Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me a quest 
Mr. PEARSON. If I had more than five minutes [ woul . 


the gentleman from Maryland five questi 
the point. Mr. Chairman, this is 
tion of law. 


ms, but i must com 


simply a que 


I call the attention especially of my f | from 


South Carolina to what I am about to read. The law of March 3, 
1877, provides that— 

The law prohibiting the payment of any mon 3 to 
any person, or to the widow, children, or heir who 
in any manner 

And I ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ConNoLLY] to note 


this— 

who in any manner engaged in or aided « 
the authority of the United States, sha 
persons as afterwards voluntarily enlisted in the Army of the United States, 
and who, while in such service, incurred disability from a wound or injury 
received or disease contracted in the line of duty. 


This was ratified March 3, 1877. 


rr abetted the late rebellion against 
| not be construed to apply to such 
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The question is of the voluntary enlistment of these men in the 
Army of the United States. As to that there can be no doubt. 

I have here, Mr. Chairman, a letter which I shall ask to insert 
- the REcoRD, because I have not time to read it. It is as fol- 
ows: 


[No. 530267. Stephen Johnson, Company D, Third Regiment North Carolina 
Mounted Infantry. ]} 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
Washington, D. C., April 18, 1896. 


Srr: In response to yous personal inquiry of recent date, I have the honor 
to advise you that claimant's name was dropped from the rolls under the act 
of June 27, 1890, on April 7, 1896, after due notice, on the ground that he ren- 
dered voluntary service in the Confederate States army. He is at liberty at 
any time to file a claim for restoration under said act, together with testi- 
mony showing that such service was not voluntary, but until then no further 


action can be taken in the claim. 
Very respectfully, WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 


Hon. RICHMOND PEARSON, 
House of Representatives. 


This is a sample of the letters that I get from the Pension Office. 
Here is a man who has been dropped from the rolls this month, 
after he had been there for six years. He is dropped on the 
ground of service in the Confederate army. Now, the awful 
alternative forced upon these men was this: They had to fight 
against their neighbors or against their convictions, and 1 am 
here to say in this presence that it is the severest test that can be 
placed on any man. It was this frightful dilemma to which they 
were reduc They had to wade through a flame of fire to get 
to the Union Army, and this man whose letter I have quoted says 
that more than half of his comrades were shot down by the way- 
side before they enlisted. They feel, sir, the humiliation that 
comes from your stigma [to Mr. CONNOLLY] more than any other 
wounds that could be inflicted. ees 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, let me say to the gentleman 
that I cast no stigma upon any gentleman who voluntarily en- 
listed in the Federal Army. I simply spoke of those who vol- 
untarily served in the Confederate army until about ninety days 
before the close of the war—— 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no such case here. 

Mr. CONNOLLY (continuing). And then sneaked away to 
the other army. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no such case here. These men were 
imprisoned in the North—— 

r. CONNOLLY. I know that North Carolina, east Ten- 
nessee, and Kentucky had plenty of good men who came to our 
lines and fought with them as soon as they could get there. I do 


.not interfere with those men. They are entitled to pensions as 


much as if they had lived in the North; but it is only those who 
were Confederates voluntarily and remained so until their cause 
failed. I do not want to pension those men now. I want the 
pension roll to be a roll of honor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. PEARSON] has expired. 

Mr. PEARSON. Lam sure the committee will give me back the 
time which the gentleman from Illinois has taken, I ask for a 
minute and a half more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
=— time be extended one minute and a half. Is there objec- 

on 

There was no objection. 

Mr, PEARSON. In that minute and a half I close with the 
expression of the hope which I address to my friend from South 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], that he will feel as I do, remembering 
that his —— and ae peas fired the bullets that made these 
wounds, that we may the last to obstruct the pious friends 
of these soldiers in binding up their wounds and relieving, as far 
as they may, the suffering of those heroes. [Applause.] If an 
objection must be made, let it be made by the copperh of the 
North [applause on the Republican side] who did not have the 
courage to go into that fight; and, lacking courage, they lack the 
first element of magnanimity, and of course they are now here to 
do what they can to increase the sufferings of those old soldiers 
and add to the humiliation of their children and dear ones. 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, I regret to feel compelled to begin 
= remarks with the statement that the gentleman who has just 

en his seat is evidently discussing this question without any 

knowledge of it. The wounded soldiers to whom he refers have 

aeons been pensioned by past liberal legislation on the part of 
country. 

Mr. P IN. Ihave a letter here stating the case of one 
who has a wound, and who has been dropped this month. 

Mr. MILES. Very well,sir. That does not prove that there is 
no legislation to cover this class. It grr nds to show that 
he does not ene the class. What I desire to have understood 
by my statement is this: That the act of March 3, 1877, ts pen- 
sions to this class for wounds or injuries received or di con- 
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tracted in the Union Army, and these are the wounds to which 
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the gentleman so a referred just now, which are a);, id 
being taken care of by the legislation of 1877. y 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to read an extract from a ]ot:, rof 
Commissioner Lochren, addressed to the chairman of the \ 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, upon this subject. He says: 
This section repeals section 4716 of the Revised Statutes of the t):., 
States and its amendments, and pensions ex-Confederates who had 4 — 


service in the Union Army as if they had never served in the Contederatg 
army. - 


Then he quotes the act to which I have already referred: 


The act of March 3,1877, grants pensions to this class for wounds or j))jurjeg 
received or diseases contracted in the Union Army. Beyond this | think 
these galvanized rebels have no color of claim for pension. 


Mr. PICKLER. That is a fine term to apply to these Union 
soldiers—‘‘ galvanized rebels.” 

Mr. MILES. And a very proper = to apply to them 
at FIORLEB. They were honorably discharged Unio, so). 

iers, too. 

Mr. MILES. The gentleman has just stated, and he is a Union 
soldier, and as such ought to know better than one who wis }ory 
during the war, and I do not set my statement against his, that 
there are only four or five thousand of these people, and that most 
of them were taken out of prison. I desire to say that my opinion 
is that there are not less than 10,000 of the mercenaries alone who 
deserted during the last year of the war, and who deserted after 
bounties of $1,800 and $2,000 were offered, and I base this esti. 
mate upon information received from reliable sources. [| ain sus- 
tained, too, in this by the opinion of many intelligent Union gol- 
diers with whom I have conferred. 

Mr. PICKLER. All you blame them for is because they de 
serted from the Confederacy. : 


- 


Mr. MILES. No, sir; the gentleman does me injustice. If 
these men voluntarily left the Confederate army and centered it 
originally under any compulsion, or wanted to fight for the Union 
from the start, and at the earliest opportunity had gone in the 
Union Army to fight under the Union flag, I honor them, and 
would have them upon a pension roll that is so constituted as to 
make a roll of honor, and at as liberal a pension as any other 
soldier who fought in the late war. But the gentleman does not 
know all that is to be known about this question, although a 
soldier. A Onion soldier who left an arm in the mountains of 
Virginia, and a member of this House, made a statement to me, 
and I am not at liberty to give his name without his consent, that 
these mercenaries came into his camp after the Confederate star 
had begun to sink twenty a night, and that they were recognized 
in that army as mercenaries who were fighting not specially for 


an , 

Nir SiCKLER. There is no record of these men. 

Mr. MILES. There were plenty of them. My authority is the 
Commissioner of Pensions, who was himself a Union soldier, and 
his word is worth something upon that subject. Besides that, 
Mr. Chairman, when these men had deserted, what service did 
they render? They were not kept where they could be subjected 
again to Confederate bullets, because it was well understood that 
if they were —_ to fight against the Confederates and were cap- 
tured they would be subject to the punishment that is meted out 
to all deserters, and would be shot, as they deserved to be. For 
this reason they were sent to the Western frontier, and never at 
any time after they were deserters did they render any service to 
the Government of the United States. In this statement I am 
also sustained by the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. PICKLER. That statement is not true, I do not care who 
makesit. I have the authority of Colonel Ainsworth that they did 
render service. 

Mr. MILES. _I believe it is true. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. MILES. I desire to be recognized for two minutes more. 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!” * Vote!”] : 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks unan'- 
mous consent that he may be allowed to proceed for two minutes 
more. 

Several members objected. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, is an amendment to the amend 
ment now or order? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is. 

Mr. LAYTON. Idesire to submit an amendment to the amend- 


ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all in the first section after the enacting clause and insert in liea 

thereof the following: : 4 and 

“That on and after the passage of this bill all officers, commiss!(n" vo 

cuocmmmnssoues, ond all soldiers and sailors who were enlisted between" 

, and the Ist day of July, 1865, inclusive, and whoser = 

m: or naval service of the United States in the late war)! ti 

epbelion 9 peafes of Serer monthe or oun, one who nave oe nit a tates 
— refrom, shall be placed upon the pension roll o ed: 

and be entitled to receive for such service a pension of $6 per month. 
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such officers, soldiers. 
montis and less than one year in the military or naval service of the United 


“That all and sailors who served more than three 

late war of the rebellion, and who have been honorably dis- 

States M nerefrom, ——h ag placed upon the pension roll of the United States 
r month. 

at the rate of oe omticers, soldiers, and sailors who served for a period of more 

than one and not exceeding two years in the military or naval service of 


the United States in the late war of the rebellion, and who have been honor- 
ably a therefrom, shall be placed on the pension roll of the United 
States and entitled to receive for such services a pension of $10 per 
month. 

* such officers, soldiers, and sailors who served for a period of more 
than two yours and not exceeding three zoare in the military or naval service 

¢ the United States in the late war of the rebellion, and who have been hon- 
orably therefrom, shall be placed on the pension roll of the United 


States and be entitled to receive for such services a pension of $12 per 
month. . 

such officers, soldiers, and sailors who served in the military or 
onvianten of the United States in the late war of the rebellion for a period 
longer than three years, and who have been honorably discharged therefrom, 
shall be laced upon the pension roll of the United States and be entitled to 
receive for such services a pension of $14 per month: Provided, That from 
and after the of this act any officer, commissioned or noncommis- 
sioned, or any soldier or sailor who at the date of the passage of this act is 
drawing a pension under existing law, may relinquish the same and 
accept the provisions of this act, but nothing herein contained shall be 
construed to authorize any officer, soldier, or sailor to receive any pension 
under existing laws and ee under the provisions of this act at the same 
time: Provided further, That the provisions of this act shall in no wise inter- 
fere with any pension which may hereafter be granted to any officer, soldier, 
or sailor by an. spec! act of Congress for any disability received while in 
the service of the nited States during the late war of the rebellion.” 


Mr.PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of orderagainst 
that amendment. 


Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard upon the 
point of order. , 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 


Mr. PICKLER. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, in connection 
with my point of order, that I will put in the Recorp certain 
figures submitted from the War Department in regard to this 
service pension. It is an interesting question, and I hope when it 
is in order that my friend from Ohio will stand by the bill. 

The communication referred to is as follows: 


[One inclosure. } 


RECORD AND PENSION Orrice, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, April 14, 1896. 
Dear Sir: In compliance with your request of recent date I have the honor 
to transmit herewith a memorandum relative to the probable number and 
of the army and navy survivors of the war of the rebellion, and the pos- 


e 11 of ciaries under and possible cost of certain proposed pen- 
ws. 
Very F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Th , 
1, Vnitea States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 
Hon. J. A. PICKLER, 
Chairman Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
House of Representatives. 


MEMORANDUM RELATIVE TO THE PROBABLE NUMBER AND AGES OF THE 
ARMY AND NAVY SURVIVORS OF THE WAR OF THE REBELLION AND 
THE IBLE NUMBER OF BENEFICIARIES UNDER AND PossIBLE Cost 
or CERTAIN PROPOSED PENSION Laws. 


The basis of all estimates as to the number of beneficiaries under and the 
cost of any proposed sion law must be the determination of or an esti- 
mate of the number of the survivors of the late war at the present time and 
of the number who will be surviving at various periods in the future until 
none shall . Such an estimate was prepared by this office in March, 
1890, at the request of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


House of Sntires, for use in the consideration of various proposed 
ee tally culminated in the act approved June 27,1890. That estimate 
as ws: 


ESTIMATE OF MARCH 31, 1890. 


It should be stated in advance that any estimate of the number and ages 
of the surviving veterans of the war can not be more than approximately 
correct, for the reason that the data on which to base such an estimate are 
deficient in two very important 


rticulars, viz: First, the actual number of 
individuals in service has never n officially determined, and, second, the 
numbers of men of diff. 


erent ages upon entry into service, or for any given 
period of the war, has never been seeentainadt; nor can the missing data be 
es without a laborious search of the many thousands of origina! rolls 

other records filed in the War and Navy Departments, a work which 
would require ged for its completion. 

Moreover, if the exact number and ages of the survivorsat the close of the 
War were known, the problem of determining the number now living and 
the oe duration of life for each up of ages would still be involved 
in difficulty, for no life table has ever m constructed which is applicable 
wa & class of lives as that furnished by the veterans of the late war. 
i accepted opinion that the expectation of life of men 
than that of men of the same who have never been 
be a to the shock of battle and the hardships and privations of field, camp, 

prison, on the other hand it has been very ingeniously urged that, by the 
operation of the law of the survival of the fittest, the reverse is actually the 
fife for the reason that the individuals of little endurance and tenacity of 
ian, oom early death materially shortens the average of life among civil- 
have long since been eliminated from the class to which the veterans 
belong, having succumbed either to the hardships and dangers of the war or 
su Thus, it is claimed, the survivors have become a 
of class whose average duration of life is likely to be greater than that 
an fanel number of nonveterans of the same ages who have not been sub- 
tt this weeding-out process. 
thing i be readily seen, then, that the problem presented is incapable of any- 
aa like an exact solution, and that the results obtained can be nothing 
which fun approximations. But it is also evident that an approximation 
they is after a careful study of all the data available, acer though 
are, is of much greater utility the loose estimates and wild guesses 


e 


which have heretofore passed current in discussions of this question. More- 
over, it is believed that sufficient information is at hand to enable a calcula- 
tion to be made which can not be very far from correct, and which may be 
safely used for all practical purposes. 5 

In all the calculations embodied in this memorandum a recent life table 
(American male) has been used in determining the probable duration of life 
for each group of ages. The results obtained must i considered to be max- 
imum figures if it is believed that the expectation of life of the veterans of 
the war is less than that of nonveterans of the same ages. If the reverse is 
held to be true, as suggested above, then the figures given must be accepted 
as minimum in all cases. As between these two opposite opinions, in support 
of each of which there is much to be said, it is perhaps not unreasonable to 
assume that the mean is more nearly correct than either, and that the prob- 
able average duration of life is about the same for the veterans as for non- 
veterans. If this be held, then the figures given must be considered to be 
nearly correct. 
_ (This statement requires some modification. The life table which was used 
in the preparation of the estimate is based upon the experience of insurance 
companies with a class of lives that were selected, toa certain extent at least, 
and consequently it will not give absolutely correct results if used in esti- 
— the duration of wholly unselected lives. But, for reasons that are 
more fully set forth below, it would seem that the expectation of life of the 
veterans of the war must be somewhat greater than that of nonveterans of 
the same ages, and, this being the case, that the life table which was used in 
the preparation of the estimate gave more accurate results than would have 
been obtained by the use of a table based upon wholly unselected lives.— 
April, 1896.) . 

Subject to the foregoing remarks, and to be considered only in connection 
with them, the following is submitted: 7 


ARMY. 


As shown by the latest official statement, the number of men furnished by 
the different States and Territories during the war, under calls from the Pres!- 
dent, was 2,778,304. Deducting from this the number of seamen and marines, 
105,963, leaves a total of 2,672,341 credited to the Army 

(The strength of the Regular Army at the outbreak of the war was 16,422, 
but this number has not been taken into account in the calculation, because 
the majority of the men whom it represents, being professional soldiers, un- 
doubtedly reenlisted or were commissioned in either the regular or volun- 
teer service during the war, and are consequently included in the total num- 
ber of credits. The strength of the Navy at the beginning of the war has 
been neglected in the calculation for the same reason.—April, 1896. ) 

No official compilation has ever been made of the total number of reenlist- 
ments in the Army, but various estimates have been made by different au- 
thorities, ranging from 370,000 to 716,787. The mean between these two num- 
bers, 543,393, is believed to be a fair approximation of the actual number. 
Deducting this from the total credited tothe Army leaves 2,128,948 as the 
number of individual soldiers serving in the war 

The number of deaths for the Army is 350,5%8, and the number of actual de- 
serters at large at the close of the war (making due allowance for those in- 
correctly reported as deserters) has been estimated at 117,247. Deductin 
the deaths and deserters leaves },652.173 as the probable number of individua. 
soldiers who were alive at termination of service and were not deserters. 


NAVY. 


The total number of men credited to the several States as having been fur- 
nished to the Navy and Marine Corps during the war was 105,93. This figure 
is taken as the basis of calculation and not the number of enlistments as re- 
ported by the Navy Department, which is believed to include a large number 
of transfers from the Army, and these have already been counted in the 
Army estimates. 

No data are at hand from which to estimate the number of reenlistments 
but assuming that their proportion was the same as in the Army, the total 
number of individualsin service was44,417. Noinformation has been obtained 
as to the actual number of desertions, but again assuming that the Army pro- 
portion is applicable, the number would be 4,649. The deaths, as reported by 
the Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, numbered 4,588. Deducting the deaths 
and desertions leaves 75,180 as the probable number of seamen and marines 
who were alive at termination of service and not deserters. 


ARMY AND NAVY. 


Combining the foregoing estimates, it appears that the total number of in- 
dividuals in the military and naval service during the war was 2.215.365, and 
of these 1,727,353 were alive at termination of service (deserters excluded). 

As in the case of reenlistments, no official compilation has been made of the 
ages of the men in service at any period of the war. From statistics of the 
ages at enlistment of about 1,000,000 soldiers, collected by the United States 
Sanitary Commission, Dr. B. A. Gould, actuary of the commission, formed 
estimates of the number of men in each year of age. In the absence of bet- 
ter information, and assuming that the age of soldiers, seamen, and marines 
were relatively the same, the tables published by Dr. Gould have been taken 
as the basis for calculating the appended table (No.1), which shows the prob 
able total number of survivors (excluding deserters) on June W) of each year 
from 1890 to 1909, inclusive, and at the close of each quinquennial period from 
1910 until none shall remain. 

Table No. 2 shows the probable number of men who will arrive at the age 
of 62 years or over June 30, 1890, and of the probable number that will attain 
the age of 62 in each succeeding year, until practically all shall have passed 
that age. 

SUMMARY. 


(1) Estimated total number of survivors (deserters excluded) June 
PD ot cen eeens ia 
(2) Total number of men furnished during the war (crecit 
a ‘ 
tite amidgdnasccenaee 
(3) Estimated total number of reenlistments 
ie hdchiiviee aseuaensee 
a 
(4) Estimated total number of desertions 
From Army peiiabiteaienl 
From Navy -caiiavcnatiaveiaacde 
(5) Total number of deaths-........-. 
In Army iuwneins 
In Navy aaa ' sansiatiam iii 
(6) Estimated total number of individuals in service. . 
In Army... uddciaateal eal ; 
In Navy ' ai casio : “a 
(7) Estimated total number of survivors at termination of service 
(deserters excluded) 
In Army 
eM ccnatacs 
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TABLE No. 1.—Total survivors. 


[Showing the probable total number of survivors of the war of the rebellion 
(excluding deserters) on June 30 of each year from 1890 to 1909, inclusive, 
— = oe close of each quinquennial period thereafter until none shall 
remain. 








Year. Survivors. | Year. Survivors. 
| 

il niet eae tear SOE 858, 002 
_  SArereqnetapesere’ i AE IR, cucictteeatinninnmndtvainddied 820, 687 
octebenetidetnnsadiesintii SEES 0 BEE cncccuccsccccscccerccsed 782, 722 
Mi icibatelensnsiiesinbthchia I ius hn nctimisinisiocitniboni 744, 196 
iil aemdindiaaidll SO So in ciniateminril 705, 197 
RR a a ah a ad eR BEEP ucccnnnecsroncceennsittil 665, 
ie ahh ahaa ea SPEDE BONO .cicctnipeteeedcesncssattl 626, 231 
thin: ices tee siciaicdiaeieieh tne RE IE caciin i cicntiteeedenciientinall 429, 727 
TUNING inns diaitind tihaeisnhdalibbecndicoddl RRA IR ssbnkclinrntecnmanaanl 251, 727 
SD siti cisaiaiddedaasitstiidindtal I Th TI aise whswn dec cecen suai 116, 073 
SIN i h:i.Gassdithekidsnibinciniltiindindics © | O | Suecnentesgeiagpneeeny 87, 083 
SIE ia Duis, Sao “senaignctiaddanadiiaae GR NIUE oii ccncecsacucnncntanscil 6, 206 
i ie NT neni saienuciislamiebibdnidialiae 340 
i akscustbedénnindasnkeey 804, 585 Se ciiistisndicinceniieiadiild 0 








TABLE No. 2.—Survivors. 


[Showing the probable number June 30, 1890, of the survivors of the war of 
the rebellion (excluding deserters), the number who will be 62 years of age 
or over on that date; also, the number who will attain 62 years of age after 
1890, with the year in which they will reach that age.4 








Probable number of survivors in 1890_...........---..---------- eee 1,285, 471 
Probable number of survivors in 1890, 62 years of age or over........ 149, 531 
Will live to be 62 years old. | Will live to be 62 years old. 

In yoar— ‘amen In year— ia 
OO. ciccnagabnwhtadnnnconb abil 20, 817 62,414 
TE: covuiginbentdeubhetsudiweben , 602 70, 799 
iidsnktichenhadbamicloucse 24, 891 80, 234 
i hppbtdnneteminektaneee 27,480 90, 733 
it. densbdiinniienbhinuapramincie 30, 530 106, 043 
i tnujibasdguctsciiunctcdacd , 073 97, 836 
I Li seunteditatbiniiiciistiapammaiahamneumeall , 208 4, 747 
«oscil emcee taeael (25 5, 672 
SE kiegitinatiedbimmepindbinnal 48, 611 820 
Dek \neuhontnanevindsuatindaed ' 











In explanation of the foregoing estimate it may be stated here that the life 
table which was used in the calculations involved was that which is known 
as the “ Thirty American offices’” table (male). Since this table is based 
upon the experience of insurance compa: with a selected class of lives, its 
rates of mortality are somewhat lower than those of other tables that are 
based upon unselected lives. But, ass ested in the memorandum of 1890, 
the veterans of the war may be conside to be aselected class, from among 
whom, by the operation of the law of the survival of the fittest, those indi- 
viduals of little endurance and tenacity of life have been eliminated, either 
by the vicissitudes of the war or their subsequent results. Inaddition to this 

lot of the average veteran is very much better than that of the nonvet- 
eran, in that the former oys the benefit of liberal pension laws, is given 
ferment in municipal, State,and Federal employment, and is for 
relief associations and in Soldiers’ Homes when he n suchecare. Allof 
ese favorable conditions combined must certainly tend to prolong the life 
of the class which enjoys their benefit, and there seems to ground 
for the belief that the expectation of life of veterans of the war, in later 
ears at least, is greater than that of nonveterans of the same ages. And 
or this reason it is believed that the table used in the preparation of the esti- 
mate for 1890 and su uent given more accurate results than 
would have been obtained by the use of a table whose rate of mortality is 


her. 
. should be observed also that in applying the life table to the determina- 
tion of the number of survivors at ous dates each group of individuals of 
the came age was dealt with sepegeeey. and no attempt was made to use an 
average age in any calculation. The inacc of the results obtained by 
the application of a life table to an average age is so well known to those who 
are at all familiar with statistical matters that it would not be necessary to 
mention the subject here were it not for the fact that since the publication 
of the estimate made by this office in 1890 several estimates have emanated 
from other sources, in which it has been erroneously assumed that the aver- 
age age of the survivors as determined by this office for a given period 
could be used as a basis for accurate calculations covering future peri It 
is only necessary to say in this connection that because of the greater rate 
of mortality omens. and the resulting more rapid decrease in the number of, 
the survivors of the ee ages, the ave’ age of the whole class does not 
increase as 7 as the of an individaal member of it. For instance, 
as shown by the estimate of 1890 the average age of all survivors in 1865 was 
28 years, whereas in 1895, thirty years later, the average was only 57 
years. © number of survivors on June 30, 1895, as obtained by Xoly 
applying the life table to each group of survivors of the same con Clown by 
aoe | 000 from the number obtained by using an average age in the 
culation. 

The estimate of 1890 has recently been carefully reconsidered, with the view 
to determine whether, in the light of data now obtainable, an should 
be made in it, and as a result of this reconsideration the con nm been 
reached that there is no ground for the belief that a more accurate estimate 
than that of 1890 could have been made then or can be made now. 

According to the estimate the survivors of the late war (deserters excluded) 
should have numbered 1,154,810 on June 30, 1895, and if this figure is correct 
it should be supported by data obtainable from the records of the Pension 

reau 


It has been ascertained from the Commissioner of Pensions that sur- 
vivors of the war were borne on the pension rolls on June 30, ; that 
116,177 other survivors had claims pen ,and that a “original inva- 
lid” claims were on the rejected or chandined files of Bureau. These 
figures include those who have been pensioned for service in the Regular 
Army and Navy since the war, those who have died with rejected or aban- 
doned claims on file, and some duplications in that class of claims. It is im- 
possible to determine exactly how much of an allowance should be made for 
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these factors, but from the best data obtainable it is estimated by this, 
that a reduction of 57,540 in the foregoing figures should be made ij, . 
make them represent individual survivors of the war of the rebelli., 
ing this reduction, it appears the records of the Pension Bureau acc. 
a — re 1895. oa ‘ane ‘ . 
tw seen from the foreg statemen en, that the number 0: 
vivors on June 20, 1895, as estienatal by this office, is 210,626 in an on of the 
number that can be accounted for by the records of the Pension Buro.., 
that date, and, if the estimate is correct, this excess must represent th...” 
ber of those who, up to June 30, 1895, had never made application for po)... 
and of whom consequently the Pension Bureau could have had no rc 
that date. This number is, and must always remain, an unknown qua 
but, being freed as it now is from other obscuring factors, it can be co) i 
by maeit, and each one interested in the problem can pass his own jude.yoy: 
upon it. ‘ 
tis believed that the number of survivors of the war who have neyo» »).2 
application for pension is considerably larger than those who have gi\.;, + 
question but little thought are accustomed to estimate it to be. Thor. 4). 
several different ¢ of veterans who have not a ee for pension. ‘yo 
first and probably the la: of these is made up of those who are . on, 
tively young men, who are still rous and able-bodied, and wi), ... 
ree from bilities or ailments that ualify them in any degree fo» +) 
rformance of manual labor or the of their accustomed ¢y: 
he fact that this class is a very large one will be better appreciatc | 
it is considered that, according to the estimates of this office, the 4, 
age of all survivors of the war on June 30, 1895, was only 57 years. 
consequently (because of the preponderance of enlistments att). |.,... 
ages) at least half of them, or more than half a million in all, must hays}... 
— r than that,and many of them must have been considerably yy)... 
n addition there must be considered those of all ages who have never ayy id 
for pension because of their prosperous mees, or for sentimental 
reasons, or because they are aware that they are suffering from disa})i)\;\,. 
that; are not pensionable under any law. course there is no means 
determining the total number of persons who are comprised in these fo) 
classes, but it needs but little reflection to convince anyone that the yum). 
must be a large one, and it would seem that it must equal, if it docs » 
exceed, the 626 which must be added to the 944,1 considered to ba 
accounted for by the records of the Pension Bureau on June 30, 1805, in ordey 
to make 1,154,810, which is the total number of survivors (deserters exclude) 
estimate of this 





ee ee oe 


that is shown by the o office for t date. This is in 
the proportion of 817.61 licants for pension and 182.39 nonapplicants per 
thousand of all pensionable survivors. 


It does not seem unfair to assume that in every thousand honora))y (jj; 
charged survivors of the late war there were, on June 30, 1895, 14? who fo 
various reasons had never made application for pension, and that the 
mate of this office as to the total number of survivors on that dat: 








uh 
ry 


nearly correct. And if the estimate is correct for the date in question it can 


be demonstrated to be equally correct for other dates covered !)y i: 
But, as stated above, this question is one in the solution of whic! 
uirer can well exercise hisownjudgment. Those who believe that 1: 

as in every thousand of the honorably discharged survivors of the \ 

on June 30, 1895, made application for pension, must consider the « t 

to the total number of survivors on that date to be too large; whereas t! 

who believe that less than 818 thousand had applied for pension on that 

date must consider the estimate too small. 

A special enumeration of survivors was made during the census of 19%), 
and in a recently published statement of the Commissioner of Labor in 
charge of the Eleventh Census (Senate Document No. 135, Fifty-fourth Con 

ess, first session) the total number of survivors, as shown by the popula 
fion schedules, is given as 1,034,073. But the census enumeration cou!) uot 

ossibly have included all the survivors, because many of them were out of 
he country at the time, and many more must have failed to be enumerate! 
as such for various reasons. It requires but a brief examination of theo 
sus figures to show that they fall far short of representing the total: 

of survivors in 1890, and that they can not be relied upon as the basis 0! ul 

culation for the future. If, asshown by the census report, there were | (4 

073 survivors of the war of the re 1890, of the ages ascertained by 

the enumerators, this number should have fallen, according to the life ta)ies, 

to 919,954 on June 30, 1895. But this last number is only 80,917 in ex f the 
number of survivors who were either on the pension rolls or | 

pending at that date, excluding Kegular ab and Navy pensioners ani 
claimants who served since the war, and is 24,260 less than the numer that, 

as previously pointed out in this paper, can be considered to have bevn a: 

counted for by the records of the Office on that date, to say nothing 

of the very large number of those who had never applied for pens.n, a 

of whom, consequently, the Pension have no record. It is 

confidently believed, therefore, that the figures shown by the estimate ma: 
by this office are much more reliable than those shown by the census of 1s" 
as the basis of any calculation for the future. = 

There has recently been made in this office acareful examination of thor 
ords of all organizations that are known to have been in the mililary sry. 
less than ninety days, and of all in which any considerable num)cr of m 
are known to have served less than ninety days, and as a result of {his exam 
ination it has been found that 42,323 oflicersand enlisted men server less {ban 
ninety days in these organizations. But it is well known that a large propor 
tion of short-term men had service under prior or subsequent «lus 
ments. It is impossible to ascertain from the records how man) 
served under two or more enlistments, because the records, as a ris, | 
connect one t with another and do not afford any means »! 
mining whether similar or identical names on the rolls of two or! 
different organizations refer to one and the same man or to two or more“ 
ferent men. However, it is believed that fully three-fourths of the *- 
members of the short-term now under consideration. )") 

itaoneaae ettietiicerension of the 

a erent pe pa ves, operation of th: 

the inducement of bounties, served a sufficient length of time to) , 

whole service exceed ninety days, and that the remaining one-fourth. 

10,581, fairly represents the number that rendered no service other than thst 


~ } v 
in this connection noaccount is taken of the m2 
term organiza’ and from both long and shor 

times throughout the whole wr rs 

service of less Renae See. It is evident that these should | n- 

red in the n of beneficiaries under a per div! 

bill, practically all of this class who were discharged {0 « 

incurred in service may be presumed to have been pommenes alre: 
the general 


pe ee ree under law atarate higher than that to wi” 
short service would entitle them under a per diem law, and (84° 
sequently, the 

those who 


will not be applicants for pension under such 4)" 
Ww: become henaieingian *) 
must be so few that their number need not be considered 











under any other service-pensio" *” 
in estimati! 6 ap 





cost of that law. Deserters of course can not come within the pr. 
any law whose benefits pee 
from the val service, 

this paper. 


honorabie discharé 8 
they have m excluded from a 


m or na 
the calculations embodied in 
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Assuming the ages of the 10,581 short-term men referred to above to have 
peen relatively the same as the ages of all other survivorsat the termination 
of service, their number should have fallen, according to the life table, to 
7.074 on June 3, 1885, and this figure must be excluded in estimating the cost 
of any law under which those who have served less than ninety days can not 
become beneficiaries. q 

There has also been made an examination of the records of all organiza 
tions that are known to have been in the military service more than ninety 
days but less than six months, and of all in which any considerable number of 
men are known tohaveserved more than ninety days but less than six months, 
and as a result of this examination it has been found that 238,469 officers 
and enlisted men served more than ninety days and less than six months in 
these organizations. Adding to this number 42,323, to include those who | 
served less than three months as explained above, it is found that 280,792 
officers and enlisted men served less than six months in the organizations 
now under consideration, not taking into account those who were discharged 
for disability or who deserted at various times during the war, and from 
poth long and short term organizations, after a service of less than six months. 
For the reason stated above, it is impossible to ascertain how many of these 
men seryed under two or more enlistments, but as the records show that 
233.351 of them enlisted in organizations whose periods of service were one 
hundred days or less, it is believed that at least one-half of the total number, 
or 140,396, had prior or subsequent service sufficient to make their total serv- 
iee exceed six months. 

Assuming the of these 140,396 men to have been relatively the same as 
the ages of all other survivors at the termination of service, their number 
should have fallen to 983,861 on June 30, 1895, and this figure must be excluded 
in calculating the cost of any law whose benefits are restricted to those who 
served six months or more. 

Following is an estimate of (1) the number that will be pensionable under, 
and —_—_ cost of, an act granting a pension of $8 per month to all hon- 
orably ged survivors of the late war who are 62 years of age and over 
and who are not now on the pension roll, and increasing to $8 per month the 
pensions of all those who are now pensioned at a rate less than that; (2) the 
number that will be affected by, and the possible cost of, a similar law whose 
benefits shall be restricted to survivors who are 62 years of age or over, and 
who served six months or more; (3) the number that will be pensionable un- 
der, and the possible cost of, a law pensioning at $12 per month all survivors 
who are not now on the pension roll, but who served ninety days or more 
during the war, and increasing to $12 per month the pensions of all survivors 








Ta sho ing th number that we ’ hablyl . nor? nnder and th p 
1Ole cost of an act a 

red sure . the lat 
n ’ pension roll, and sing to $ 
J aul such survivors who are now px ioned ata t t that 


Year. ——— F Cast 





14 25 oer eo - y pi add er aes ; ; 7 ‘ | : ; r a4 : “ ” on) 
ww) = oF - 
1935 





IL. 
RIGHT DOLLARS PER MONTH. SIXTY-TWO YEARS. SIX MONTHS’ SERVICE. 































who are now om the pension roll at a rate less than that, but who served | Survivors at 62 years or over on June 30, 1896, who serv: anil 
ninety days as SS san cr ont A pa will be pensionable under, and the excluding pensioners at $8 or over per 1 is or more, 
possi , an act granting to all survivors who are not now on the pen- > pension! 0 00 wemeneedts of? bs le d 
sion roll a pension of 1 cent per month for each day of their service during ax. a ae we + ba & per month all honorably d arged survivors who 
the war, and increasing to an amount equal to | cent per month for each day | served six ‘aon penmon rou, Dut who are G year us rand who 
of service the of all survivors who are now on the pension roll at a | the pensio i as i rT tore during the war, and increasing to $8 : ith 
rate less than ; (5) the number that will be affected by, and the possible | than that Shea — a no sion roll at a rate less 
cost of, a similar law whose benefits shall be restricted to survivors who | more. would divfon tees tnt Bee OF Over and Ww rved month 
served ninety days or more. : more, would differ from the measure discuss t reg se n of 
It should be whderstood that these estimates are subject to the remarks jg only in one particular, viz, that its ben would ricted to 
e in connection with the estimate of 1890, and are to be considered only | aim = ee vo being ¢ years of age, rendered six mon r more 
in connection therewith. It should also be understood that the term “‘sur- | mate < f th a oe oe dur ng the war. In attempting to ma un « 
vivors,” as used in the estimates, excludes deserters in all cases. the peasible pom Of a a a a = Mery P —_ y bo b ‘ ler, 
I duced into — oe and that ‘in addition t > th >. un ber a d . 2 a 
” survivors, the length of service of those survivors must be taken into acc 
EIGHT DOLLARS PER MONTH. SIXTY-TWO YEARS. oS in th — —— mof.the records of volunteer org 
4 ; zations on file in this office has led to the conclusion that 140.396 officers an 
Survivors at 68 years or over on June 30, = excluding pensioners at $8 or over pnw te Ape exclusive of those who were dischar — i for di \ lit: W : 
per month, | deserted, served less than six months,and that of number 93.861 1 
° . | living on June 30,1895. It is presumed that the majorit , ie 
Assuming that a law has been enacted granting a pension of $8 per month | dischar Foe : aoe Cae en se WhO W 
: |} discharge wr disabil after a total service of les , : 
toall honorably discharged survivors of @2 years of age and over who are not | heen pensioned already or ure poncimatio cater the mene tagnths have 
now on the roll, and inereasing to $8 per month the pensions of all | equal to or exceeding $8 per month, and that those ianmaanediieal 
survivors of ears of age and over who are now on the pension roll at a | and are now pensioned at less than that or ete pte hee we cet gee i 
tate, nes then. per month, snd Joa that the ages of all those who | may consequently become beneficiaries sand om re = ee es eee 
would come the visions of such a law are relatively the same asthe | consideration, are so few that their number can aan wamuentl ily aff — 
of all survivorsof the war, whether pensioned or not, the maximum pos- | cost of the law and need not enter int. the ostimate.. Amt leacrters } the 
e number of beneficiaries under the law on June 30, 1806, would be 130,991, | for obvious reasons, been excluded from all th timate. And deserters have, 
omen an adidition during the oa folowing, thas date to | paper. _ rr? neluded from all the calculations embodied in this 
ann ex ures for pensions under other laws would be $9,083,408. Following is a table ina Gem ene woos Gece 1908 + ' . 
Following isa showing for each year from 1896 to 1910, and for quinqnen- | quennial pasted ne eee < vat thn 1895 to 1910, and for quin 
nial periods thereafter, the total number of pensionable survivors of 62 years | tal number of pensionable survivors at ¢ vers s al rem able 
Sage eens ate not now on the pension roll or are pensioned at rates | six months or more.and who are not a saan a ca . mee . ee ed 
a 1 ~~ $38 month, also the total amount required each year to pension sioned at less than $8 per month, also the total amount ate teen 
Ht vors, and the increase or decrease of such total amount from | pension all such survivors, and the increase or decrease Seated 
- . ‘ | from year to year. remarks made i aaceeeeielatns, tien Mieiemnaten tee Sian tealtien ten 
The figures given for the year 1896 and a few succeeding years are undoubt- | the preceding soutien oa : ae ae ~e 7 gy ay ae 
edly too large, because they have been based upon the assumption that the | table: pply h equal i » to the figures in the following 
aunet iaee whe woud be affected by the proposed law, especially of those EIGHT DOLLARS. SIXTY-TWO YEARS. SIX MONTHS’ SERVICE 
oI onan oe se ~ penne roll, are peony Se same as the ages of | p10 showing the number that will probably t eae ee ed a 
er now on the pension roll or not. a peer paler Peete» e welt provanty be penstona id ud 08si- 
it seems probable that the average age of those who are not onthe ble cost of an act granting a pension of $3 per month to all honorably discharged 
sion roll is less than that of pensioners, because the class of nonpensioners eee of the — car who a years ¢ ye and over, who served siz 
must be ¥ composed of the younger survivors who have not been iat tenis mansions at otk aaah caret m roll, and increasing to 
able or who have not cared to obtain pensions under the act of June 27,1800. | * P°r Monit Une penssons o} all such survivors who are now pensioned at @ 
This being the case, the fora few of the earlier years in the table | _"*°° ©*8 a" that. . 
ae large, because a who have hoon counted = being 62 years of = a4 - - 
particular one ose years, but are actually not so old, will . | Benefi Increase | Decrease 
become i in a later ye. In aptitien, to ae the only accessible figures Year. ——— Cost. from pre rom pre 
showing the number on the pension roll are those given in the last annual e ul year 
ane the Commissioner a Pensions and represent the condition of that | —~— — -— ee : 
a on June 30, 1895. Of course a considerable number of nonpensioners will 1 — 
te under existing laws between that date and June 30, 1x08. Bpeenewanmnenaane setemnenaieren oon | ater w= nnn -- | aeannenenne 
though their number and the total amount of their pensions can not be oe : a ’ 
foretold, the actual expenditure under the proposed law will be reduced | jag ~~~" - 145, 11, 109, 15 
= 7 comevenat below the estimate in the Cable. » feet ame) tar aan" pe 
e represents what is believed to be the maximum annual a rn eere a nonenners ; ot fan's 
frucnditare ies i future under the proposed law. Of course, it Pee nent ereadane aes WD, LEC, 49K | 2, ceBD, ed |. noe waceee 
not at all that, if such a law should be enacted immediately, all | jgg3 -~~~~~-~~7"7 7-777 56, Oe IO | 2 at, OUD |--sceecccece 
nae who now come within its provisions would be pensioned, or even would eee Me one 8 Pood od to 4 eircee 
soma filed application for pensions, as early as June 30, 1897, and for this rea- | joy, ~~~~-"~""-""" "7-7 waase 
aise the estimate in the table of the expenditure for that year and the | ja, ~~"""""""""""" : ; -- 
_ ay that pane te toolarge. But this ~~ is not of commch re Pe nnn <e seen 
calculation for later years, because the majority of those whose wi : 
claims can not be adjudicated or are not filed within the rst year of the | ja ~~~" --*~"""""~""" aaa $1, 12, O53 
= ae of such a law will probably become pensioners under it within a | jg) ~""~""""""~" ; eS ms nae | oo arn’ om ‘ = 
hn the 2 la’ --- ae ; wiK2, > ; 5 15s 19 ne i Olt 063 
estimating the effect that w would produce upon the total ? 7a cit | @ fan ona naeesee oo) cae one 
boon nditures of the Government ‘or pension purposes in future it should be Tee setcasenese news er Sey ee [=eerecesoce zy, MS, O98 
under mind that many of those who would be pensioned in the nearfuture | jg_, ~~~~"-"~""""" 17 400 > ao . | 24,879, 818 
= such @ law will without such a law be pensioned in the near future | }gx,-~""~""-"" A "2 972 | 908" 488 ORS, ws 
within ie oxisting of June 27, 1890, because they will shortly be brought CRAIN 160 2 on) | A, 1X0, GBS 
if for no operation of that act by reason of the infirmities of advancing age, BE Hse enanaeonananennewenns ° peer “14, 25 
the di otherreason. In addition to this, there should be taken into account | ~~ ~“~~""""-""""""" 7 , * 12, al 
the danihtion in pension expenditures which will be caused in the future by | = al es cris E 
of those who are now drawing pensions under existing laws. 


* Decrease in five years. 
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Ii. 
TWELVE DOLLARS. NINETY DAYS’ SERVICE. 


Survivors on June 80, 1896, who served ninety days or more, excluding pensioners 
at $12 or over per month, 


Under a law providing a service pension of $12 per month for all those who 
are not now pensioned, but who served ninety days or more during the war 
and were honorably discharged, and increasing to $12 per month the pensions 
of all those who are now borne on the pension roll at a rate less than that, all 
honorably discharged survivors who are not now pensioned could become 
beneficiaries to the extent of $12 per month each, provided they served ninety 
days or more; and all those now on the pension roll at a rate less than $12 per 
month would be entitled to have their pensions increased to that amount, if 
their service equaled or exceeded ninety days. Following is a table mors 
for each year, from 1896 to 1910, and for quinquennial periods thereafter unt 
no survivors shall remain, the probable total number of survivors pensiona- 
ble under such a law, the possible total expenditure under the law, and the 
decrease in that expenditure from year to year. It is to be understood that 
this table is to be considered only in connection with the explanatory remarks 
made in preceding sections of this paper: 


TWELVE DOLLARS. NINETY DAYS’ SERVICE. 


Table showing the number that will pay be pensionable under and the 
possible cost of an act pensioning at $12 per month all honorably discharged 
survivors of the late war who served ninety days or more, and who are not now 
on the pension roll, and increasing to $12 per month the pensions of all such 
survivors who are now on the pension roll at a rate less than that. 








| Decr-ase 
Year. Benet Cost. | trom pre 

, vious year. 
DEP banvde cenceccccene ccenss coccen cence ucoetces 771,442 | $79,308,201 }............ 
ctr pnbdegndbocvasneteneonasabieebenentianta 750,817 | 77,183,053 | §2, 120,238 
SLUG Socnqtages cows eceruoseepsnainepenedocsen 729,502 | 74,991,914 2,191, 139 
Ei ntesaesdsseruses cocdusséosequatwksesonensess 707,500 | 72,730,133 2,261, 781 
Uti dwndGipancetn candvacounsescueneouennindel 684,832 | 70,399,840 2, 330, = 
DEER céconsoose cncves c0cese vevesn cscs weesnseceees 661,514 | 68,002, 828 2,397, 012 
ll apadidedinmamsatiasmammounpandanlunsinignel 637,575 | 65,541,940 2, 460, 388 
die neeeseausentannet soceibansseonguemecunee 613,046 | 63,020, 304 2, 521, 636 
i itnasetanehpaeesendheabbhhs . -~ -oghebai 587,976 | 60, 443, 167 2,577, 187 
Eeiisbanbbenevecvessoncegsesives oa danweadibess 562,404 | 57,814,453 2, 628, 714 
i dimbbntithen oaasts sess cnenusmseebanbenbaiees 536,388 | 55, 139,950 2, 674, 508 
ET Lpuliuinitsdswelgecsecunscecancssaveessieobeeed 509,986 | 52, 425,940 2,714, 010 
Dpditbipednddacescoctcersuscusédscesesbentb eset 483,261 | 49,678,598 2, 747, 42 
BPE > gadan etenes donces aeoten couses eeeuseduneease 456,285 | 46,905, 484 2,773, 114 
Ps wtikdbenteesrsoveas cnntescovesetqueteweuous 420,147 | 44,115, 735 2, 789, 749 
Dil inwibadamnwtebetnesnresesncousenssdgiseenes 204,485 | 30,272,729 | * 13, 843,006 
DD ogad andee da keitnionnennaepdcutcmeutaitedoun’ 172,501 | 17,733,265 | * 12, 530, 464 
RG6és cpbvht nepdodsoerencscccéecennse edness bued 79, 543 8,176,926 | *9, 556,339 
TE icinhy dttenayinseuuteons oducts Ubneuubeeseust 25, 37) 2,608,842 | *5, 568,084 
Pi ckicahesecsténe<e vendococnssoctunecenqasevest 4,315 443,531 | *2,165,311 
i bcénipdiaskdvbudshecesbeswonsonuensotecsaune 233 23, 952 *419, 579 
Seer 0 0 * 23, 952 





* Decrease in five years. 


IV. 
ONE CENT PER DIEM. 


Survivors on June 30, 1896, excluding those who are receiving pensions equal to 
or exceeding 1 cent per month for each day of service. 


It is apparent that under a law pensioning, at the rate of 1 cent per 
month for each day of service, all those who are not now on the pension roll 
and increasing to an amount equal to 1 cent per month for each day of 
service the pensions of those who are now on the pension roll at a rate less 
than that per month, all honorably discharged survivors whe are not now 
pensioned could become beneficiaries, as well as those who are now pension- 
ers but whose service was of such a length that the pensions they would 
receive under such a law would be a than those which they are now 
receiving under existing law. The latter class includes a considerable num- 
ber of = who are now receiving more than the average pension that 
would allowed under a per diem law, but whose length of service was 
such me ay would be entitled to more under a per diem law than they are 
now receiving. 

Such a measure would be a pension law from the benefits of which no hon- 
orably disciar veteran would be excluded, however short his service, and 
under which the amount of penn to be paid would depend entirely upon 
the length of service in each case. Subject to remarks made elsewhere in 
this paper, the ,ollowing table is given as showing for each year from June 
80, 1896, to June 5", 1910, and for each quinquennial period thereafter until no 
survivors shall reiuain, thes ‘ble number of pensioners under a law such 
as that now under consid the por<tvie total expenditure under the 
law, and the decreave in . \d*-ure from year to year: 


* PER DIEM. 
Table showing the numb— t. ably be pensionable under and the nw 
sible cost of an act grant> ar norably discharged survivors of the late 


war who are not now on the pensic:. roll a pension of 1 cent per month for 

each day of their service duriny tie war, and increasing to an amount equal 

to 1 cent per month for each day of service the pensions of all such survivors 
are now on the pension roll at a rate less than that. 











Decrease 

Year. Benefi- Cost. | from pre- 
ciaries. vious year. 
Oi, 525 | $42,790,080 |............ 
580,336 | 41,596,305 | $1,142, 655 
572,605 | 40,415, 486 1, 180, 879 
555,335 | 39, 196,556 1,218, 980 
637,542 | 37,940,678 1, 255, 878 
519,240 | 36,648, 856 1,201, 822 
500,450 | 35, 322, 602 1, 326, 24 
481,195 | 383,968,617 1, 358, 985 
461,518 | 32,574,714 1, 388, 908 
. 31, 158, 014 1, 416, 700 
421,025 | 29,716,646 1, 441, 368 
400, 301 | 28, 253, 980 1, 462, 666 
79,324 | 26,778,350 1, 480, 630 
4 25, 278, 831 1, 494, 519 
; 23, 775, 350 481 











ONE CENT PER DIEM—continued. 
Table showing the number that will probably be pensionable, ete.—Continued, 





Benefi- Decrease 
ciaries. Cost. from pre- 
vious year, 





231,149 | $16,314,921 |* $7, 480. 409 
135,408 | 9,557,011 ae 
62, 435 4,406,802 | *5.150 200 
19, 920 1, 405, 987 | *3,000. 815 





3, 387 230,083 | *1, los. 054 
183 12, 908 * 26, 125 
0 0 *12,98 
* Decrease in five years. 


Vv. 


ONE CENT PER DIEM. NINETY DAYS’ SERVICE. 


All survivors on June 30, 1896, who served ninety days or more, excluding those 


who are receiving pensions equal to or exceeding 1 cent per month for each 
day of service. 


A law pensioning at the rate of 1 cent per month foreach day of service 
all those who are not now on the pension roll, but who served ninety days or 
more, and increasing to an amount equal to i cent per month for each day 
of service the pensions of all those who are now on the pension roll at a rate 
less than that per month, and who served ninety days or more, would differ 
from the measure discussed in the last preceding section of this paper only 
in one particular, viz, that its benefits would restricted to those who 
served not less than ninety days. 

The following table shows for each year from June 30, 1896, to June 30, 1910, 
and for each quinquennial period thereafter until no survivors shali remain, 
the possible number of beneficiaries under such a law, the possible total 
sapenenase under the law, and the decrease in that expenditure from year 

year. 
ONE CENT PER DIEM. NINETY DAYS’ SERVICE. 


Table showing the number that at grenatty be pensionable under and the 
—o cost of an act granting to honorably discharged survivors of the 
ate war who are not now on the pension roll, but who served ninety days or 
more, a pension of 1 cent per month for each day of their service duriny the 
war, and increasing to an amount equal to 1 cent per month for each diy of 
their service the pensions of all such survivors who are now on the pension 
rolls at a rate less than that. 


Decrease 
from pre- 
vious year, 
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*) 07, 063 
* 1,165,541 
225,99 


* 12, 38 





| “ul 
722 





* Decrease in five years. 


From the foregoing statement it will be seen that all of the measures dis- 
cussed therein contemplate a service, pension, although some of them differ 
widely as to the basis upon which the proposed pension shall be granted. The 
two r month measures, which only to pension survivors at the 

of qeere or over, would involve a um expenditure at the begin- 
ning, but this expenditure would increase from ro. year until 107, when 
t 1d be reached by reason of the fact that nearly all of the sur- 
vivors will have become 62 years of age on that date, after which thers would 
be a steady decrease in the annual expense. These two propositions differ 
from each other only in the fact that one of them contains a requirement of 
six months’ service, which would permanently exclude all those why served 
less than six months, and would reduce the first annual outlay from $),\'s},1% 
to ye 100, or a little over 8 per cent. 

he $12 per month bill and both the “1lcent per diem” measures would 
each necessitate a um annual e iture in the near future, which 
would steadily diminish thereafter. maximum possible cost of the $12 
bill, if eantiel into a law, would be $79,308,291, as nst $42,739,120 for. « law 
providing a pension of 1 cent per month for each day of service, with no 
restriction as to the le of service, making a difference between tlic two 
of ee favor of the latter. a 

As has been pointed out elsewhere in this paper, the number of survivors 
who served less than pn coe du the war is very small, and the «fect 
of yan ate nin ys’ service in a “ one cent per diem " pension ee 
would be simply to exclude from the benefits of the law a few men, 10 on” 
whom could receive, if pensioned under the law, more than 8# en's - 
month, while the ave for all of them would be less than 5) cents be 
month. The estimated diture that would be possible under = 
ub A a would reduced $40,750 by debarring those W 
ce - F. 0. AINSWORTH, 


Colonel, United States Army, Chief Recard tind Pension Office. 
RECORD AND PENSION OFFI 
War Department, April Us, 1896. 











1896. 


Mr. LAYTON. I hope the Chair will hear me on the point of 
order. 





The MAN. The Chair has already ruled and sustained 
the point of order. The question is on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from Illinois. ae a : 

r. LAYTON. I would simply say this is a provision creating 
a service pension in a general bill relating to pensions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Illinois. The Chair has already ruled on 
the point of order. 

Mr. LAYTON. Isimply ask for two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. That can only be granted by unanimous 

nsent. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I rise to a parliamentary in- 
viry. After the Chair—— . ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that he may be heard for two minutes, 

Several members objected. = 

Mr. LAYTON. I respectfully appeal from the decision of the 
Chair, and upon that I desire to be heard for two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Theappeal comes rather late, but the Chair 
will indulge the gentleman. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the House, 
and not only of the House, but of the country, to the fact that the 
pending bill is entitled ‘‘A bill relating to pensions,” and its first 
section—I want to emphasize and accentuate this point—provides 
for a certain class of pensioners being placed upon the pension 
roll. Now, my amendment also provides for another class of 
pensioners being placed upon the roll, and I would like to ask any 

liamentarian whether or not such an amendment is not ger- 
mane to the bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. LAYTON. I have only two minutes—I can not yield. I 
repeat, Mr. Chairman, the first section of the pending bill provides 
for a certain class of pensioners, to wit, men who served in the 
rebel army, being placed upon theroll. Instead of that I move to 
strike that out and to insert a provision that pensions shall be 

ted to men who served in the Union amy for a graded serv- 
ice pension; and hence, I pageet, can any gentleman who has any 
knowledge of parliamentary law honestly say that that amendment 
is not e to the first section of the bill? My bill provides for 
a service pension of not less than $6 a month to every old soldier 
of the Union Army who served three months or less and who has 
an honorable discharge, $8 a month to those who served more than 
three months and less than one year, $10 a month to those who 
served more than one year and less than two years, and $14 a 
month to those who served more than three years. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why did not the Fifty-third Congress, when 
the Democrats had the power, pass that bill? . 

Mr. LAYTON. That is the character of the proposition I now 
present, and I appeal to this House to permit a vote to be taken 
upon this amendment, which is offered in good faith, providing 
pensions for ‘‘sure-enough” Union soldiers instead of for men 


who served in the Confederate army. Itis for the purpose of get- 
ting action w this proposition, which is offered by me in the 
utmost good faith, that I have most respectfully appealed from 


the decision of the Chair, for whom personally I hone the highest 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, in this bill from the first section 
to the seventeenth, every section in it having been placed there by 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions and on their own suggestion, 
there is not one that adds a new class of pensioners to the roll; but 
the gentleman from Ohio proposesan amendment which does add 
an entirely new class. The ex-Confederate soldiers who are rec- 
ognized under the first section of this bill were recognized as a 
pensionable class until lately. The gentleman’s proposition is for 
4 new class of pensioners to be granted a service pension, men who 
a8 4 class have never been on the pension roll. Now, any amend- 
ment which proposes to place a new class of pensioners on the roll 
is not and can not be in order on this bill. e are all anxious for 
ihe passage of a service-pension bill; we have been considering it 
in the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and I trust that the gentle- 
~— from Ohio will stand by his guns when we get it where it can 


considered, because this side of the House is for it solidly. 
[Applause on the Republican side. } 
Mr. LAYTON. this first section of the pending bill does not 


Hi e for a new class of pensioners, why have it in the bill at 


Mr. PICKLER. Because we are trying to cure the present mal- 
administration of the Pension Bureau. The bill as reported 
covers only such cases as were covered by the law and were getting 
pensions under the Harrison Administration. This bill does not 
— any new class at all, while it does prescribe rules and regu- 

tions to facilitate the allowance of pensions. 

Mr. LAYTON, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that this is a specific, 
absolute pro , Placing upon the pension roll certain persons 
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who served in the Confederate army, and that it does not provide 
for any construction of any existing law. 

Mr. PICKLER. Your substitute does not cut out these very 

Confederates that you are talking about; it includes them. 
_ Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary 
inquiry. The amendment having been offered, the point of order 
having been made upon it, and the Chair having decided the point 
of order, shall we be compelled to sit and listen to a wrangle for 
half an hour, taking up time, when objection is made.’ 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio {[Mr. Layton] 
appealed from the decision of the Chair, and the discussion has 
been on the appeal. 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I am quite sure the chairman 
of our committee does not wish to misrepresent me. 

Mr. PICKLER. No, sir. 

Mr. LAYTON. If he will listen to the reading of my amend- 
ment : 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for the reading of the substitute. 

Mr.LAYTON. Mr. Chairman—— [Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘‘ Votet”} 

I desire, Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. 





Objection is made to the gentleman pro- 


ceeding. 
Mr. LAYTON. Iam talking on the appeal. 
The CHAIRMAN. TheChair can not recognize the gentleman 


a second time on that question. 

Mr. LAYTON. I should like to be heard for a moment 

The CHAIRMAN. 
yield? 

Mr. PICKLER. Of course I do not. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a par- 
liamentary inquiry. Is this controversy between the gentleman 
from Ohio waa the gentleman from South Dakota in order? 

The CHAIRMAN. Ifthe gentleman from South Dakota, hav- 
ing the floor, yields to the gentleman from Ohio 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York (interposing). How many times 
can the gentleman from South Dakota get the floor? . 

Mr. PICKLER. I have had it only once. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I thought you had had it three 
or four times. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. PicKLER] yield to the gentleman from Ohio for a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir, for a question. 

Mr. LAYTON. The gentleman has stated, as I understand, 
that my amendment would permit the first section to remain in 
the bill 

Mr. PICKLER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. LAYTON. I understood the gentleman to say that my 
amendment, if adopted, would permit the first section to remain 
in the bill? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I say that the gentleman’s substitute 
would strike out the first section. But the substitute provides 
that every soldier who served ninety days in the United States 
service and was honorably discharged shall be entitled to this 
class of pension; and that would cover these very Confederates 
who rendered service in that way. 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes,sir. But, mark you, the existing law ex- 
cludes the class of men here provided for in the first section, viz, 
ex-Confederates. 

Mr. PICKLER. LIinsist that the appeal from the ruling of the 
Chair should not be sustained by the Committee of the Whole. 
This amendment creates a new class of pensioners. It provides 
for a service pension; and it shows why some of our friends over 
there were so anxious to get an opportunity to offer amendments 
to this bill. Now, sir, they can not put this side of the House in 
a false position on the question of service pension. We are for 
such a pension; and I trust, sir, that the election this fall will so 
demonstrate the wishes of the people and have such an effect in 
placing revenuein the Treasury of the United States that at the 
closing session of this Fifty-fourth Congress we may ingraft on 
the statute books a service pension for every old soldier [applause]; 
and this is, I know, the desire of this side of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the House? 

The question being taken, it was decided in the affirmative. 

So the decision of the Chair was sustained. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
the first section of the bill now under consideration engaged the 
attention of the Committee on Invalid Pensions to as large an 
extent as all the rest of the bill, and we were substantially agreed 
upon that section asit now appears. The amendment of the gen 
tleman from [llinois, while it seems to be an innocent proposition, 
is, in my opinion, avery dangerousone. It provides forinserting 
the word ‘‘involuntary” before the word “service,” in line 5. 
Right there is where the danger arises. It is impossible for these 
men to prove that they entered the rebel service involuntarily. 


only. 
Does the gentleman from South Dakota 
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There were thousands of men that entered the rebel army along 

the border States because they found it necessary todo so in order 

to save their lives. Theyknew well that toremain in that country 

and not take sides with the nae meant certain death to 
i 


them. Therefore thousands of them enlisted in the Confederate 
service, serving a shorter or a longer time, but at the very first 
———— they deserted to our lines and became Union soldiers. 
It is this class of men we want to protect. That has been the 
object of the committee in the preparation of the bill. Wesought 
to give these men who thus served their country and their flag 
the same rights as Union soldiers from the North. I claim, Mr 
Chairman, that these men took greater chances than even we of 
the North; for, sir, as everyone knows, if they had been captured 
in battle by their former comrades their lives would not have 
been worth a cent; they would have been shot for desertion. 
Hence I claim it is no more than fair that after they have served 
their flag and their country in the Union Army for ninety days 
they should receive the same generous treatment that we give to 
the Union soldiers who went from the Northern States. 

One other thing. In this very Congress we have removed the 
ban which for thirty years remained upon those men who, having 
been educated at the expense of the United States at West Point 
or Annapolis and received commissions in our Army and Navy, 
afterwards deserted their flag and engaged in the service of the 
rebellion, remaining in it, in most cases, till the end of the war. 
Thirty years ago we said that those men should not again be per- 
mit i receive commissions in the Army or — of the United 
States. But in the present Congress we have repealed this act and 
ed it possible for them to hold commissions in the Army or 

avy. : 

Now, why not be generous to these men, many of them of hum- 
ble position, who were Union men at heart and who, when the 
opportunity came, did service for the Union? Why not extend to 
these men the same generosity that we have extended to those 
who fought us through the war, who deserted the flag of the 
United States in order to do so, and many of whom never repented. 
I voted freely for the bill restoring thosemen to their former rights. 
I thought it time that we should extend the olive branch to all the 
men of the South, giving them the opportunity to show them- 
selves, as they claim to be, good Union men like ourselves. But 
I do not think it fair that these other men who did us good service 
during the war shculd be denied the little rights that we can ex- 
tend to them under this bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does not the gentleman know that the effect 
of this amendment is simply to put into the law what they have 
been holding at the Pension Office? 

Mr. POOLE. Iso understand. 

Mr. PICKLER. And we should not sustain the Pension Office 
in a wrong ruling. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say to the ex-Confeder- 
ate soldiers on this floor that we concede that in this Congress they 
have been generous. I have never seen an ex-Confederate soldier 
oppose the pension bill of any Unionsoldier. I hope that we shall 
be as generous to the men of the South who were loyal in their 
hearts and as soon as the opportunity offered became Union men, 
as the men of the South in this Congress have been toward the 
Union soldier. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CoNNOLLY]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk as an addition to the first section. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert in line 12, at the end of the section, as follows: 

“ Provided further, That in the administration of the Pension Bureau all 
laws shall be construed liberally in the interest of the claimant; and in no 
case shall the claimant be required to furnish a measure of proof that ex- 
cludes all reasonable doubt, but he shall only be required to establish his 
claim by a fair preponderance of proof." 


Mr. SMITH of Mlinois, I wish to offer an amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It has been suggested to me that this amend- 
ment be offered as an additional section, and I will do so and ask 
the Clerk to number it properly, allowing it to follow the first 
section. 

I do not care to discuss it and hope we may have a vote u it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Let us understand this matter. How do you 
peapene to get it into the bill? As an independent section? 

r. PEARSON I rise to a point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. PEARSON. If this is to be a separate section it is not in 
order now on the discussion of the first section. 

Mr. HEPBURN. On reflection, I will renew my former mo- 
tion to have it added as an additional paragraph to the first section. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, a word only in regard to this 
matter as a member of the committee. 

As this amendment relates distinctively to the administrative 
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features of the law, I heartily favor the amendment, and >»). ; 
will be ae. by the committee. . 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer wh, I 
send to the desk as an amendment to the amendment. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That hereafter, in the administration of the pension laws and deter, 
tion of the rights of any claimant to a pension, or an increase of pens; 
same shall be dete: ed solely on the sworn testimony or affirma: 
witnesses, taken under the peprinens of law; and the unsworn state), 
of any person or persons relative to the credibility of witnesses, or a. ; . 

osed facts in connection with such claims, shall not be considered or a: ted 
yy the Pension Office officials to impeach or redit the sworn stat: 
or affirmations of a witness. 

Mr. SMITH of Dlinois. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say to tho 
committee that in my judgment the amendment which has j)s 
been read to the amendment offered by the gentleman from [jw 
i. HEPBURN] not only covers the point of the amendment o;. 

ered by him, but goes a little further, and in the right direction, 

Here we have laws under which pensions are to be granted to 
relieve soldiers who can prove up their cases; and under the law 
they are required to — their claims by certain statements, 
Under the practice of the office a system has grown up which: has 
gone beyond anything in that line ever recognized in any civilize) 
country on the face of the earth. A claimant for a pension js 
required to prove by the oath of witnesses—officers, comrades, and 
himself—that his disabilities were incurred in theservice, if under 
the general law of 1861; and after all that is done and proven to 
the satisfacton of any court of record in any State in the Union, 
then the Pension ce holds up the — claim and sends out 
a notice to a postmaster in the vicinity of where the claimant 
lives, or to some other private indivi and asks that individual 
to say is the testimony, for instance of the gentleman from South 
Dakota, who has sworn to the incurrence of the disability—is the 
testimony reliable; is he a credible witness, and ought he to be 
believed on oath? 

That private letter comes into the Pension Office after a while, 
and on it they may hold up or reject the claim—on a private or 
secret letter, giving to it more weight in the office than to all of 
the affidavits of the officers or privates of his company or rezi- 
ment who have testified in favor of the claimant. 

The only object of the amendment is to let every case stand 
upon the evidence or affirmation of witnesses and to prevent pri- 
vate letters from being received as a better class of proof than 
that. It prescribes that these letters shall never be taken to im- 
peach the testimony of a sworn witness, or the testimony of the 
colonel or captain of the company in which the man served; but 
let them all be decided by the evidence furnished in the case, and 
if the applicant is not able to furnish the evidence required, then 
the claim will be rejected. 

This is a matter of interest to every pension claimant in the 
United States, and I do not want the chairman of the Committes 
on Invalid Pensions to get up and retaliate on me that | wasn" 
in the Army and could not be a friend to the soldier, and that he 
was the man. 

This amendment is intended to reach and remedy a serious 
trouble that has grown up in this country. It has grown up n* 
only in the present, but in other Administrations, and there is not 
a man, woman, or child having a claim for pension on file in ths 
country but would be glad to see the amendment adopte! and an 
end put to a system that has prevailed so long and so injuriousiy 
to om Paneer en cae justice If a man is 
entit a@ pension an it sworn testimony or the af- 

firmation of witnesses salen law, let him have it, and do not 
take the private statements of secret spies, which go in as con!- 
dential communications to impeach testimony of sworn wit- 


nesses. 

I believe this will appeal to the justice and fairness and good 
sense of my Democratic friends who favor those things, «1! ! 
know that of course no Republican can object to it if he is a iment 
of the soldier. 

—- the hammer fell. } : 

. PICKLER. I should like, in my time, to hear the amen 

ment of the gentleman 

The amen t was again read. ‘ 

Mr. PICKLER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I admit the gent!em*"> 
interest in the old soldiers, I know he is loyal to them, and I want 
to say right here that no man in this House, on either si!’ 
has ever heard me impugn the motives of any man on iny ~ 
tion. Idonotdothat. Now,if thegentleman’s amendmen! s!)\'° 
carry, not suotne ecu could get a pension. 

Mr. SMITH of Lllinois. Why? ee 

Mr. PICKLER. I will tell you why. You cut out the sta 
ments of the physicians. 

Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Oh, no. 5 ain 

Mr. PICKLER. You cat out the records of the War Dep 


ment. 
Mr. SMITH of Illinois. Not at all. 
Mr. WATSON of Ohio. The official records. 

















1896. 


Mr. PICKLER. Well, let us have the amendment read again; 
. it. 
’ The 1 amendment was again reported. 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no provision for the war records in 
that. Besides that, Mr. Chairman, we have here a section that 
says every claimant and his attorney can go and look over every- 
thing in the Pension Office. My friend knows very well that 
there will be no trouble about that hereafter. We provide that 
the claimant and_his attorney shall have access to every paper 
that is filed, and that is protection enough to the soldier. 

It very often a, that unsworn statements come 
in which are very ial to the soldier. You cut those off by 
thisamendment. I know the gentleman means well, but his prop- 
osition is too broad, and it would be impracticable. He is erecting 
a new system of evidence that ought not to come in. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman from South Dakota if it is not a fact that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Illinois is provided for in section 4, which 
states— 

reafter. administration of the pension laws, all investigations 
abit merits ees previously aiewel shall be by quest = and 
apswer, r oath, m session, after due notice to the person or per- 
sons who may be aff thereby to be present personally or by attorney. 


Mr. PICKLER. I think the gentleman means to go further 
than that. He means to reach these letters that are written by 
Mr. SMITH of Dlinois. Certainly; that is my intention. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to call attention further to the proviso 
in section 5: 

ovi i be rejected because of claimant’ i 
tats nites, Sot no anime in =< case, the ceatlanany of ae ae 
one credible witness having knowledge of such fact. 

Mr. VAN HORN. Mr. Chairman, there are other amendments 
which we want to reach. Let us have a vote on this. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think the proposition which I have just read 
is open and fair. While I concede the earnestness of the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Smrrn],I do not think his amendment 
ought to prevail. It is erecting a new system of evidence that I 
think might be — detrimental to the allowance of claims. 

Mr of Tlin 






inois. It does not erect any system of evi- | done in an instance that was given to me yesterday. A 
| heard that his wife was dying. 


dence; it simply holds them down to a system of evidence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment of 
the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. Surrr}. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Surry of Iinois) there were—ayes 2, noes 52. 


Accordi the amendment was rejected. 
The . The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa {Mr. Hepsurn]. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, there is one 
expression in the pending amendment which is objectionable. I 
is the term *‘ beyond a reasonable doubt.” ‘‘ Reasonable doubt” 
has its entire application to the criminal law. Its use would as- 
sume that all our old soldiers belong to the criminal class. I 
- to the use of the term. 

eCHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn]. 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say to the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. 
Hersurn}, and in behalf of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
that in the bill H. R. 5549, the former print of this bill, of which 
this is largely a , we had a section providing that in the ad- 
ministration of pension laws, in cases of doubt, the presump- 
tion shall be in favor of the claimant. I understand that is about 
what —— intends. 

Mr. URN. Will the gentleman tell us why that was 
stricken out? 

Mr. PICKLER. I will tell you why it was stricken ont, and I 
have no hesitancy in doing so. This is a very important measure, 
as we believe. It is so regarded by the Grand Army of the Re- 
pabtic all over the country. They sent their legislative committee 

, and this bill has their approval. We went over it in detail. 
They approved of this bill in Totail. There is not a section in it 
p ved. We had a section in regard to the pre- 
sumption in favor of the soldier; but upon further discus- 
sion with other friends of the soldiers it was concluded that it 
might ps be better to restrict this bill somewhat, so as to get 
a bill that would be sure to go through the Senate and sure to 
pass the White House. 

I say I do not believe that anybody asked to keep anything out 
this bill that was not done in the interest of the soldier. I have 
no objection to the amendment, individually. In leaving this 
section out of the bill the point which we in our mind was 
not have an amendment adopted in this bill 
than was necessary, as this should be the 
traction of the Pension Office without astatute. I believe the 
ought to be with the soldier. Individually I do not 
is any danger in it; and yet, gentlemen, we are seek- 
to pass a bill that will be approved by the Senate and by the 
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President; and if this bill is adopted, if it shall become law—and 
that shows the necessity of the law—it will help soldiers more 
than any law that has been passed since the law of 1890; and in 
connection with and supplemental to laws, some of them passed 
at this term of Congress, it will put a large majority of the rejected 
and discontinued and delayed cases in the Pension Office in a con- 
dition to go on the rolls. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Will the gent! 
&@ question? 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. PICKLER. I yield first to the gentleman from N 
and then I will answer the gentleman from Maryland. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask the chair- 
man of the Committee on Invalid Pensions if the Grand Army 
disagrees with the amendment of the gentleman from Iowa, because 


man allow me 


w York, 


it is very important that we should know how we are to vote as to 
this. [Laughter.] 
Mr. PICKLER. I know what there is behind your point. Ah, 


my friend from New York, if you have not more patriotism than 
your speech the other day evinced I do not suppose the opinions 
of the Grand Army would have any effect on you. The patriot- 
ism of the gentleman's speeches on this bill is at a very low ebb. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman from 
South Dakota think that voting for this amendment, which would 
deny a pension to men who were baseenough to fight under two 


Mr. PICKLER. They were under the wrong flag and came to 
the right one, under our promises to treat them as other Union 
soldiers, and it is cowardly for this Government to now refuse. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York (continuing). 
were bounty jumpers, shows a lack of patriotism? 

Mr. PICKLER. There is no bounty jumper provided for in 
this bill, the statement of the gentleman to the contrary notwith- 
standing. Thisis thesection relating to deserters or those dishon- 
orably discharged, and there are no bounty jumpers included or 
provided for in this bill. 

This bill is to relieve the boy who went home to see a sick mother, 
or the poor husband who went home to see a dying wife 


And men who 


, as was 
soldier 
He went to the colonel and asked 
for a furlough. and was told that he could not haveit. Hesaid to 
the boys that night, ‘‘I can not get thisfurlough.” When the next 
day came he learned that his wife had died. He had one child 
that was 4 years old and another that was 2 years old; and he said, 
‘* Boys, lam going to place these children out in the hands of 
neighbors to take care of; but I will come back.” He went, and he 
came back inside of thirty days, but was reported as a deserter. 
This will allow that class of men to be granted an honorable dis- 
charge. These are the men whose cases are cured by this bill. 
The bounty jumpers never went South. They were in New York 
City and cities of the North. [Applause and laughter.| Th: 
men never got South, and they never had an opportunity to 
desert. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
one question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I do not care about havinga 
stump speech or stump oratory in reply. 

Mr. PICKLER. That is not a question. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman mean to 
assert that the thirteenth section of this bill does not apply to 
men who were bounty jumpers? 

Mr. PICKLER. Ido. Theoretically it might, but not practi- 
cally. I donot believe that there is one man who is a bounty 
jumper in the whole country who claimed a pension that has not 
been able to get one. Such men after the war closed ld get 
up their false evidence, and could get a pension then if it could be 
gotten at all. The purpose of this bill is to help those against 
whom the charge of desertion was made, and who found that it 


Will the gentleman answer 


we 


was made thirty years afterwards. These are the ones that this 
bill is designed to help. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!” | 
Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the gentleman from 


New York a question. I have heard a great deal said abo 


ut pen- 


sioning men who fought under two flags. Now, I want to know 
if I am not correct in saying that a great many soldiers of the 
Mexican war who fought all through the civil war in the Con- 


federate army are not now drawing pensions as Mexican soldiers? 
Mr. PICKLER. Yes; all of them are. 
Mr. LEWIS. Now, I know some of them individually, and I 
want to ask the gentlemen who are so patriotic and who are so 
much troubled here about men who fought under two standards, 


if they would vote for a bill striking from the pension rolls the 
names of Mexican soldiers who fonght in the Confederate army 


and who are now receiving pensions? 
Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
Mr. LEWIS. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. MILES. Do you mean to say that those Mexican soldiers 
are to be classed with men who deserted their flag? 

Mr. MAHON, They also deserted their flag at the beginning 
of the war. 

Mr. MILES. Not at all; they deserted no flag. 

Mr. LEWIS. I will answer the a from Maryland. I 


say, as to men who fought under the Confederate flag and after- 
wards became loyal and fought under the flag of the Union, that 
one man of that class is as good as another eoatenee on the 
Republican side}, and the man who fought in the Confederate 
army, possibly having got there under compulsion, as a great many 
did, and the man who conscientiously changed his views and 
became loyal and then fought for the flag of his country is as 
much entitled to consideration as a Mexican soldier who fought 
in the Confederate army, and as much entitled to the bounty of 
this Government. [Applause.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
heard a good many times in this discussion the phrase ‘ coffee 
cooler.” I do not know what a coffee cooler is, and I would be 

lad if some of these patriotic gentlemen who use the term so 
reely would be good enough to define it, so that we may under- 
stand just what they mean by ‘‘coffee cooler.” Who is the in- 
ventor of this expression ‘‘ coffee cooler”? 

Mr. MILNES. Grover Cleveland. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. LEWIS. Did it come from the same source as that other 
— ‘innocuous desuetude”? {Laughter.)] I want to say that 

he expressions ‘‘ coffee cooler” and ‘‘ bounty jumper” have, in my 
opinion, fallen into innocuous desuetude. We had no bounty 
jumpers or coffee coolers in Kentucky. The only sort of jumpers 
we had there were men who jumped over the enemy’s works and 
jumped to the tops of the mountains and planted the Union flag 
there in triumph. Caper! The men who fought the battles 
of the civil war on the one side and the other were as brave and 
honorable as any in the country, and to my mind no such phrases 
can properly be applied to Union or Confederate soldiers. They 
are odious. And the time will soon come when the man who uses 
them as applied to the Union soldiers will be looked upon with the 
same contempt and scorn as one who would speak reproachfully or 
disrespectfully of the soldiers of the Revolutionary war, the war 
of 1812, or the Mexican war. The country cherishes its patriotic 
dead. The tumuli that cover their mortal remains are sacred spots 
to all good men and women. For their living comrades there 
should be no sentiment other than the broadest charity and warm- 
est affection. 

For them may springs in every desert flow, 
All gentle spirits wait upon their words, 
And every tree that o’er their path bends low 
Have its bright flowers, its fruits, and singing birds. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I did not intend to say an 
more upon this bill, and would not now but for the reason that 
have been alluded to in person by several speakers in connection 
with the Southern soldier and my native State. 

Mr. Chairman, while I am opposed to this bill and shall vote 
against every section of it, if the bill must pass I think the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] is a 
very good one. It puts all applicants for pension upon the com- 
mon evidence that is received in all courts of justice. The whole 
bill is vicious and deceptive from beginning to end. And, Mr. 
Chairman, the discussion of this bill has taken a very wide scope 
embracing all manner of partisanship as well as the merits and 
demerits of the Democratic and Republican parties, which is pos- 
sibly somewhat of a legitimate range of argument; but, sir, when 
the subject of the reunions of Confederate veterans has been 
lugged into this debate by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
name I think the proper limits of propriety have been tran- 
scended, as that is a matter entirely irrelevant and disconnected 
from this bill. 

The gentleman alluded more particularly to a reunion lately 
held in Charleston, 8. C., a gathering of as true, loyal, and brave 
men as ever assembled upon this or any other continent. The 
Southern soldiers, after following Lee and Jackson, Johnston and 
other leaders through four years of winter’s snow and summer’s 
heat, often half naked and hungry, after accomplishing all that 
human endurance and bravery could accomplish, after sho the 
world how half-naked and half-starved troops could put to flight 
an army better equipped and three times more in number, yielded 
to fate only when our flag went down upon the now historic field 
of Appomattox, they accepted the situation and surrendered when 
the immortal Lee said they should fight no more. The war with 
them was ended, they accepted their paroles, shook the hands of 
their comrades in silence as they looked for the last time over the 
hills of Virginia, dotted with the graves of the slain of both 
oo and returned to their homes. But what did they find 

ere 

In many parts of the sunny South they found their houses burned, 


their Pave gone, and all over the land was heard the cry }j; 

that of Rachel weeping for her children because they were cor 
Yet, amid all this destruction and devastation by the crue! hand 
of war, which had swept over the land with the crushing £, 1 £ 
a giant, they commenced life anew, and the fields that ru», red 
with blood in a were green with the harvest in June, ani the 
horses that sniffed the battle in the spring under the saber /} it 
said to the honor of that grand and noble soldier, General Grant 

for he magnanimously gave back to the boys their horses) wor, 
proudly walking before the plow in summer. 

Then, as the years roll by, it is proper, it is natural, it is right 


yea, it is more than right, that these old soldiers should moot 
together in their reunions to grasp each other again by the hang 
to celebrate their trials, and live over again for the moment thg 


life of the soldier. And it is unkind, it is unfortunate, it js jy). 

roper = cowardly, to have their action adversely criticjsaq 

ere on the floor of the House in the discussion of a measure wit) 
which they have no connection except to pay their part of tha 
burdens it may im . Be this as it may, Mr. Chairman, | wish 
to say that while these men of the South are as true and as loyal 
to the flag to-day as those of the North, and as ready to fight for 
its defense, at the same time they will continue to have these ro. 
unions as iong as time itself shall last. Yes, sir; as long as the 
sun shines by = and the moon gives her light by night, as Jong 
as the stars twinkle in the heavens, as long as the Potomac and 
the Shenandoah continue to flow, as long as the dewdrops fal] 
upon the resting places of our dead and the Blue Ridge sentinels 
their graves, just so long will the men of the South meet tovether 
in reunions to commemorate the heroic deeds of her immortal go|- 
diery in song and in are [Applause. } 

But let me say to this House that this is not done in any spirit 
of disloyalty to the Union of to-day. It is not donein any spirit of 
prejudice to the ant and brave soldiers who fought on the 
other side, for I believe I voice the sentiment of every true South- 
ern soldier when I say that with them the conflict of arms is over, 
the result accepted in good faith, and that now the soldiers of the 
South stand ready at all times to take by the hand the soldiers of 
the North, whom once they met in the red blaze of battle. now 
meeting over the chasm of sectionalism, ready and willing to bury 
forever the bloody spirit, and to plant upon its grave the white 
rose of , with the prayer that it may bloom perpetually, 
bringing forth fruit for the upbuilding and prosperity of this great 
nation of ours, with but one ambition, that we may forever remain 
a reunited, fraternal, and happy people. [Applause. ] 

Then it seems to me to be uncharitable in anyone to criticise 
the Confederate soldier for his love for the lost cause, for while 
he stood by the Southern cross, with more than filial affection, 
until it went down, he believed he was right, and that his quar- 
rel was made upon a — quarried from the mine of ever- 
lasting truth; and so he loves it still and will continue to love it 
till death. While the under which he fought is furled and 
put — forever, and while we are all reunited under the Star- 
spangled Banner, we feel that if we are to respect that flag and 
fight for it, which we are willing to do if necessary, its folds 
should wave — over the graves of our dead and the forms of 
our living. at is Southern sentiment as I now understand it, 
and what is sentiment but patriotism itself? What is sentiment 
but principlerefined? What is it to-day that controls the universe? 

Sir, from the time that Joseph carried the embalmed body of 
his father back from Egypt to aan to bury it in a.cave in the 
field of Machpelah sentiment has ruled the world. What wasit 
but divine sentiment that led Joseph, the honorable counsclor, 
to go to Pilate to beg the body of his Lord that he might wrap it 
in fine linen and bury it in his own tomb where never laid any 
other body—new, nice, and clean? It was sentiment. 

What was it but a similar sentiment that led that devoted woman 
to break the alabaster box of ointment and anoint the head of her 
Lord? And when it was suggested oe one in the crowd of a 
merce turn of mind (possibly like the fellow who injected 
this subject into this debate) that it might have been soli and 
given to the , He said, ‘‘ Let her alone; she has done what 
she could; and whenever and wherever in all lands and countries 
My gospel is preached, let this be told as a memorial of her. 

at was it that led those devoted women to be last at the 
cross and first at the sepulcher? It was sentiment. Then ‘lo not 
impugn the motives of our le for their devotion to their own 
sunny South and their devotion still to the lost cause. What 's 
it that fosters your fondest memories around the place of your 
birth? The old schoolhouse, the old oaken bucket, even, that hung 
in the well, and even the old garden gate. Sentiment makes 05 
respect the living and leads us on in our pilgrimage, to give 
cent burial to the dead, to strew flowers upon their graves, and to 
mark their resting places with monuments as enduring as marble 

as 


anon 5 t 
Now, Mr. i , let me say, in conclusion, that no amout 


of diversion can divest this bill of its vicious tendencies or rvliev 
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appearance of humbuggery. It is a delusion and a 
it tron weet at all in it, and I hope it will be overwhelm- 
— down. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
ingly voted x ; : 

itr. MILLIKEN. r. Chairman, I have the highest respect for 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]. Heis opposed 
to the increase of pensions, and he has the courage to honestly 
state to this House is convictions. I have no criticism to make 
on accountof his affection for his old comrades, for ** blood is thicker 
than water,” and I am glad to see every man feel an affection 
for those with whom he has labored and suffered. But how is 
it with our friends generally on the other side? I have seen 
sension bills considered in this House for a good many years. 

he same opposition comes each time. Our friends on the other 
side say they are in favor of doing everything for the old soldier; 
they stand up, as my friend from New York did the other day, 
and urgethat the Democratic party is a better friend to the 
Union veterans than the Republican party; but one thing you 
will observe, Mr. Chairman, they always find some reason why 
the pending bill should not be enacted. Why, sir, my friend 
from New York offered a bill last week as a substitute for the 
yending bill. He knew his substitute could not pass this House. 
It was intended only as a club with which to knock in the head 
the bill that is pending. ‘ 

Gentlemen on the other side of the House are ever ready to 
asseverate with —_ emphasis and much patriotic display that 
they very earnestly favor pensioning the ‘‘ real soldier,” the ‘* brave 
soldier,” the ‘soldier that did honest service.” But when you 
come to reduce their propositious down to their real intent and 
meaning you will discover in every instance that they do not 
mean any that is included in ine bill before the House, let 
that bill be of whatsoever character it may. The fact is that we 
meet with opposition from the other side on all important bills 
which are presented and considered here for increasing the pen- 
sions of the soldiers or to facilitate the allowance of pensions under 
existing law. Each man has his particular excuse for his opposi- 
tion. Itmay be one thing with one man and another thing with 
another; but it always comes from the Democratic side of the 
House, and it always has to be met by the Republicans. 

I repeat that I honor the gentleman from South Carolina for 
standing up here like a man and having the courage to say squarely 
that he is opposed to the increase of pensions, unlike most of our 
friends on the other side, who claim to be really aching in their 
hearts to increase the old soldiers’ pensions and facilitate their 
allowance, but who can never bring their minds to support any 
measure for that purpose which is being considered ona has the 
least chance of being enacted into law. 

Why, sir, I have stood here many a time and heard the Union 
veterans called ‘‘coffee coolers,” and ‘“‘ bummers,” and all that 
class of pet names. But, Mr. Chairman, I am proud of one fact— 
and it is recognized by this country, too—that all these insults 
to the soldiers, these attacks upon their characters, these slander- 
ous words, as unjust as they are infamous and indecent, have 
never come from the Republican side of this House. [{ Applause. ] 

Sir, [have been here for thirteen years; I have heard all the 
debates on this subject ae that time; and when gentlemen 
stand up here and claim that the Democratic party, as represented 
on this floor, has been the friend of the soldier, they have the 
“ gall” and the assurance to deny the absolutely established facts 

i ; history with which the people of this country are too 
familiar to allow themselves to be deceived by such false and 
absurd assertions. 

I favor the of the bill before the House because I am 
satisfied that it will secure a more speedy adjustment of pension 
claims than can be reached under the present law. And this I 

as & consummation most oy to be wished. 
great majority of the veterans of the Union armies are be- 
coming old men. the ordinary course of nature we can hardly 
expect for them many more years of life. If we would have the 
Government confer upon them a just recognition of their services 
wae provide that it be done soon, or it will not be done in this 


Thousands of them are now waiting, suffering, for the relief 
which their gallant services entitle them to, with very little pros- 
pect of eS in time to do them much good. 

As their age advances their infirmities increase. Many of them 
who came out of the Army buoyed up by the vigor and elasticity 
oun find themselves debilitated, decrepit, suffering, and un- 

by their labor to earn the comfortable livelihood which they, 
most richly deserve. 
month finds them less able to support themselves 
and those depending upon them than the year and month before. 
Time, which finally depletes the powers of all men, is sapping the 
Vitality of the of the Union armies more than any others. 


It is the effects of the hardships and sufferings of war 
ito oi on the march, and 
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_ Their wounds are, many of them, sorer to-day and their diseases 
incurred in their military service have grown worse than they 
were on the day of their discharge from the Army. . 
_ These men must very soon receive the Government's aid in grant- 
ing them just and well-deserved pensions or become dependent 
upon charity for support, and I do not believe that any brave and 
worthy soldier should be driven to be a beggar or made to enter 


the portals of the poorhouse. [Applause. } 

This great nation, cramped as it is in its resources by the wretched 
economic policy of the party in power, is still amply able to prop- 
erly care for those who in the day of its danger saved it. They 


gave the vigor of their young manhood to its defense. With un- 
surpassed courage they clung to it and supported it. They came 
home not to make excuses for defeat. They accomplished their 
patriotic mission. They brought back the flag of their country 
vindicated, its cause triumphant, its integrity complete. The na- 
tion can not afford in the smallest measure to neglect them. It 
would be a shame and a stain upon its escutcheon which could 
never be eradicated. 

I favor this bill, because it will confirm the soldier in his pen 
sion so that the law may not be so administered as to deprive him 
of it. I doubt not that there will be rulings and rulings in the 
Pension Office so long as that Bureau shall exist. But I would 
make the law so definite and conclusive, | would shut the legal 
door so tight, that no ruling not made in direct and clear violation 
of law should deprive any old soldier of fairness and justice. 

He should not live in constant fear that the benefits righteously 
conferred upon him by the Government might at any moment be 
taken from him by some caviling pension inspector, perhaps once 
a member of the rebelarmy, who either in order to show himself 
to be earning his salary, or from hatred of the Union soldier, or 
from total depravity should report to the Pension Bureau against 
him. 

He should hold his pension after submitting to all the examina- 
tions and furnishing all the testimony necessary to secure it by 
some stronger tenure than the whims, the caprice, the hostility, or 
the self-interest of anyone. 

This is my position, and it is the policy of the Republican party. 

The gentleman from South Carolina sought, a few days ago, to 
sustain his position against the further allowance of pensions by 


comparing the amount paid out each year by our Pension Bureau 
with the cost of maintaining the armies of some of the great 
nations of Europe. Did it never occur to him that the waste 
caused by taking the young men of France, Germany, and Rus- 
sia from the fields of production and making them only destroyers 


and consumers is much greater than the expense of supporting 
them in thearmy? Would the gentleman have us adopt the Euro- 
pean system of keeping great standing armies? Does he not think 
that this nation is much richer, as well as better, for retiring 
her armies at the end of her wars and pensioning the wounded 
and disabled than she would be under the military system of the 
Old World, where the young men who should be pursuing civil 
avocations and promoting their country’s progress and greatness 
by the exercise of their genius and energy are drafted from their 
communities to become idlers or destroyers? I believe, Mr. Chair 
man, in the military system of my own country, as I believe in its 
economic system. 

My friend asks if we shall turn the United States Treasury 
over to the old soldiers. No. They do notaskorwantit. What 
they want and should have is that they and their immediate de- 
pendents shall not be allowed to suffer in their old age by the 
neglect of the country whose life they offered their own lives to 


save. 

But if the Treasury were to be depleted I much prefer it should 
be done in paying pensions to the veterans of the Union ar- 
mies to having its contents sent across the ocean to foreign 
lands, to purchase what our idle thousands would be glad to pro- 
duce, as has been done by the free-trade policy of the party now 
in power. 

ere was no depletion of the Treasury, no failure to meet our 
expenditures with our revenues and havea large margin to pay 
our debts with while the party which stands by and sustains the 
soldiers held the reins of government. [Applause. } 

The gentleman from South Carolina beseeches us not to forget 
God, turn our backs upon Him, go out after false gods, and thus 
bring calamity upon us. 

We forgot God and brought calamity upon the nation when we 
established and maintained human slavery. The Confederacy 
still further forgot God and more severely suffered when it waged 
war upon the Union to continue and extend that institution of 
iniquity. Let us not again forget God by refusing to — 
ample comforts for the veterans of that brave Army which, in 
achieving victory for our country, became the architects of the 
nation’s greatness and prosperity, and thus invoke upon ourselves 
another and perhaps greater calamity. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. I move that all debate upon the pending sec- 
tion and all amendments thereto be limited to one minute, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Hepsurn, 
it was eed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Iask unanimous consent that the amendment 
of the gentleman from Iowa, which has been adopted, be made 
section 18 of the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York, Mr. SCRANTON, and others 
objected, 
wa PICKLER. I move that it be made the last section of the 


The CHAIRMAN. That motion is not now in order. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to"tho desk. 

The Clerk:read as follows: 

At the end of line 12, page 1, insert the following: 

“and provided further, ‘That the pension list may be a roll of honor for 
those brave soldiers who have borne the brunt of battle, there shall be kept 
a .eapesate pension roll, to be designated the battle pension roll, upon which 
8 be inscribed the names of all soldiers who evel itably served in battle, 
and the pension certificates given to such soldiers shall state the battles in 
whic en anc © nature 0 e wounds whic ey received. 

ple | gaged 1 th f th d hich they ived 
And all soldiers now on the pension list who are entitled to the distinction 
shall be transferred to the battle pension roll and be given new certificates 
in conformity with the above-recited provision. 

“And a like certificate shall be given to the heirs of all deceased soldiers 
who, if living, would be entitled to such a certificate, and the names of said 
deceased soldiers shall ke inscribed upon said battle roll.” 


Mr. PICKLER, Mr. Chairman, I will reserve the point of 


order _—. 

Mr. LER. I will explain it in a: moment. 

The CHATRMAN. It isnot debatable. 

Several Memprrs. Make the point of order now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Very well. r. Chairman, I make the point 
of order upon the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is ready to rule upon it. 

Mr. WHEELER. The gentlemen who have spoken upon this 
bill have repeatedly asserted that it isa roll of honor. Certainly all 
true friends of real soldiers will approvemy. amendment. It is—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from South Dakota.makes 
the point of order, and the Chair is ready to rule upon it. 

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent to be permitted to 
proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. PICKLER. Move'to-strike out the last word. 

Mr. WHEELER. I move'to strike out the last word. 

The CHATRMAN. By order of the committee debate upon this 
portion of the bill-has been already econcluded—upon the section 
and all amendments to it. 

Mr. W i . Lask unanimous consent to preceed. 

Mr. SCRANTON and others. Regular order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. , 

Mr. FENTON, Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Where a pensioner filesa decharation alleging a new disability, and throu 
ignorance or st fails to-state that the disability for which he is al y 
pensioned has increased in severity, and when the certificate of medical 
examination shows that such disability or disabilities have imcreased, the 
pension shall be increased accordingly, without reference to ‘the ‘medical 
_— of the alleged new disability, and allsuch findings by medical boards 
¢ ae di ties from pensioned cause shall be adjudicated for increase 
of pension. 

Mr. PIGKUER. I will-reserve the point of order upon that, I 
would like to hear what'the gentleman has to say about it. 

Mr. STEELE. I make the point of order upon it. 

Mr. FENTON. The reading of the amendment.e pe 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that all debate has been 
closed u this, pa of the bill and all amendments:to it. 

The Chair sustains the point of order made by the.gentleman 
from Indiana. 

Mr. TRACEWELL. Mr, Chairman, I offer the amendment i 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert in line4, page 1, after the word “States,”’.as follows: ““Who enlisted 
in the Union Army prior to the Ist day of January, 1865.”’ 


Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order upon that. We 
have passed beyond that section, or all debate has been limited 
upon it, and amendments are not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not think that amendments 
are cut off. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that the amendment be reported. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr, PICKLER. I the point of order. ‘Wedo not want 
that confusing date. None of these men did enlist after that 
adate—January 1, 1865. ; 

Mr. TRACEWELL. Eighteen hundred and sixty-four should 
be the date in the amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman should have’made it 1864. It 
was read 1865. Does the gentleman want to amend it? 


Mr. TRACEWELL. I intended it for 1864. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, nobody enlisted after January, |<; 
These men had all been up there in prison and enlisted’ j,, 
Army, as I understand, before that date. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gent]. 
from Indiana to offer an amendment to his amendment, jf | 
desires. 

Mr. TRACEWELL. Then I move to amend, if neces: 
inserting ‘‘ 1864” in place of ‘‘ 1865” in the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. How about the question of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks theamendment is j)) 5»)., 

Mr. PICKLER. But the pointis that there has been an :))0),( 
ment already adopted to that part of the bill,on motion of tho 
gentleman from lowa—. 

Mr. STEELE. TheChair has already decided the question, an) 
I call for the regular order. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have the floor now, if the gentleman fro) 
Indiana will —_ be patient for a little while. 

The MAN. The gentleman from South Dakot,s 
state his point of order, if he desires to make one. 

Mr. PICKLER. It is that it is too late now to offer an aiend. 
ment to this part of the bill, as we have passed from this section, 
The debate-was limited on the section and all pending amen. 
ments to it. The Clerk was about reading the next section of the 


bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheChair overrules the point of order: ang 
the question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by tie gep- 
tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. PICKLER. I desire’to be heard upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that debate has heen 
exhausted on this question. 

Mr. PICKLER. This is a new amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. On the-section and all amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope this will be voted down. It only con- 


fuses things. 
Whatis theamendment? Let ushaye 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 
it read. 

The CHATRMAN. TheClerk will again reportthe amendment. 

The amendment was again read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move toamend by making it ‘‘April.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Dakota moves 
to amend hy substiti1ting the word ‘“‘April” ‘in place of the word 
January.” 

The question was taken on the amendment to the amendment; 
and on a division (demanded by Mr.’ PickLER) there were—ayes 2, 


noes 48. 

Accordingly, the amendment to the amendment was rejected 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Indiana [Mr. TRACEWELL]. 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 40, 
noes 52. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the next section of 


the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sc. 2. That from and after the passage of this act no pension heretofore 
granted or which may hereafter be ted under the pension laws sha 
reduced or discontinued except for , Clerical error, mistake of fact, or 
bility: i ’ ee herein contained 


will 


more than one pension for g 
pension rights of widows and others under sections 4702, 470, and 41s o! 
the Revised Statutes of the United States and acts supplement:! tv 4 
amendatory thereof. 


Mr.G@RAFF. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which! 
send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The amendment was read, as'follows: 

Insert in line 5, page'2, after the word “‘disability,”the following 


Provided, No pension shall be ed or reduced until « 
mistake of fact,or recovery from is established.” : 
Mr. GRAFT. I offer'thisamendmenit because this section (os 


not prevent the Commissioner of Pensions from suspen ine «|! 
sion upon which a hearing is pending. That is contrary tv ®) 
law in any court, where ‘Ti of person or property © 
consideration. It is one of the points‘in which the soldier ° 
country areinterested. If the examination into a pension! 5° 
is prolonged he may die and not ‘receive the benefits of the pe 


on. 
Mr. PICKLER. Iwill ask ‘thatthe amendment be again tt 


The amendment was again*read. 
Mr. PICKLER. Thatis the law now. 4 
The CHAIRMAN. The hour and thirty minutes hovins = 
pired the committee will, under the order of the House, ms: 
the bill tothe House. eueb Meeaker having 7 
committee accordingly rose; © Speaker having 
eumeltaethaiir. Sie, Pane aiadiocen of ‘the Committee ot the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that ‘ om 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H.R. 8271) relating 
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3 nd had directed him to report the same back to the 

to Peo with an a and with the recommendation that 
amended the bill do pass. 

0 nea reported from the Committee of the Whole was 
ar IOKLER. I believe it is the desire of the House that we 
take a vote on the bill now instead of to-morrow, and I ask unani- 
mous consent that we do so. All gentlemen can place themselves 
on record to-morrow if they are not here now. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would ask if the boys have come back from 
the horse race? [Laughter. ] : ‘ , 

Mr. PAYNE. Ihope the previous understanding will be car- 
viet. PICKLER. I withdraw the request. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair thinks the interpretation of the 
rule would be that the question should be taken on the engross- 
ment and third reading of the bill this afternoon, and the final 
vote on the passage be taken to-morrow; but he will listen to 
advice on the subject. ' : 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. LEWIS. I desire to ask if it is in order now to move an 
amendment by way of adding other sections to the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order. 

Mr. LEWIS. I misapprehended the rule. I gave notice on 
Saturday night that I would move an amendment. I understood 
that the bill would not be voted on until to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. “A 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
BartLett of New York) there were—ayes 113, noes 14. 

The SPEAKER. The bill is ordered to be engrossed. Under 
the rule the vote on the final passage is postponed until to-mor- 
row, after the reading of the Journal. 


FREIGHT CHARGES ON VESSELS, ETC, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

resent consideration of the bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 

2981 of the Revised Statutes, as amended by the act of June 10, 
1880. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 2981 of the Revised Statutes be amended so 
as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 2081. That whenever the collector of the port of entry of the vessel, 
or other proper officer of the customs, shall be duly notified in writing of 
the existence of a lien for freight, charges, or contribution in general average 
upon imported geods, wares, or merchandise in his custody, he shall, before 
delivering such goods, wares, or merchandise to the importer. owner, or con- 
signee thereof for consumption, transportation, or exportation, give season- 
able notice to the party or parties claiming the lien; and the possession by the 
ee of a amen Soares of = a, ante atte 
regulations as the e ry may prescribe; and such officer 
shall refuse the delivery of such merchandise from any public or bonded 
warehouse or place in which the same shall be deposited until proof to 
his satisfaction shall be produced that the freight, charges, or contribution 
in general ave thereon has been paid or secured; but the rights of the 
United States not be prejudiced thereby, nor shall the United States or 
its officers be in any manner liable for losses consequent upon such refusal to 
deliver. If merchandise so subject to a lien, regarding which notice has been 
filed, shall be forfeited to the United States and sold, the freight, charges, or 
contribution in penne average due thereon shall be paid from the proceeds 

e 


of such sale in the same manner as other charges and expenses authorized by 


law to be paid therefrom are paid.” 


The Committee on Ways and Means recommended the adoption 
of the following amendment: 


Insert in line 11, 1, after the word “ consumption,” the following: “or 
to any vessel or vehicle for.”’ 


Mr, BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for an ex- 
planation of this bill. It seems to be important. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the present law gives to steamship 
companies in international trade a lien for freight even 
in the United States when in bond. The purpose of this bill is to 
extend that lien, not only to the freight of the transportation line, 
the ocean line, but also for advanced charges for freight for trans- 
portation from the other side, and also for losses on general aver- 
age. That is all there is in the bill. The bill is reported unani- 
sate the eet a weve and Means, and ease recom- 

en e Secretary o easury in its present pe. 
(it BARTLETT of New York. Is it for the benefit of the 

, companies? 

Mr. PAYNE. It is for the benefit of the steamship companies, 
for the benefit of shi , the benefit of those who advanced the 
freight, and also for benefit of those whose goods are destroyed 
and are entitled to e on general average. 

The SPEAKER. Is objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
fling; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

On 


and 
a mo y PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
Which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS RI RRRED 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV ll ite bills and 
resolution were taken from the Speal t i referred by 
the Speaker as follows: : 
A bill (8.768) for the relief of James A. Moor » the Commi 
| tee on Claims. 
A bill (S. 2637) granting a pension to Jane C! n Mary to 
the Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (8.2143) for the relief of Richmond Col i 
Richmond, Va.—to the Committee on War Clair 
A bill (S. 2749) to establish the official survey o ial 
ships 31 and 32 north, of ranges 6.7, and 8 wi oO 1) 
cipal meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north and f 
Niobrara River, and quieting the title of settlers th m, and for 


other purposes—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (5.657) to provide for the erection of rang thts at St. 
Josephs Bay, Florida, and at St. Andrews Bay, Florida—to the 
: : . : 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (5. 1902) granting a pension to Jennie E. 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 2501) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshall County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Concurrent resolution— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Re 
chairman of the Committee on the Library of the S« \ tl “man 
of the Committee on the Library of the House of R ntat and 
other member of the Joint Committee on the Library, to be sel 
two chairmen aforesaid, be, and they are hereby, const 
committee, with authority to sit during the r of Congr 
ose of inquiring into the condition of the Congressi mal Li 
Jotanie Garden and to report upon the same at tho next session o \ : 
with such recommendations as may be deemed advisable \lso to report a 
plan for the organization, custody, and I 
yuilding and the Congressional Library an 
said joint special committee is also auth: 
whenever necessary during the course of 
penses of the sittings of the said joint 
of the stenographer, be taken equally fron 
Houses of Congress— 

To the Committee on the Library. 

A bill (S. 229) for the relief of Robert 
tee on Indian Affairs. 

A bill (S. 1082) for the relief of Irwin Tucker, postmast 


Burch 


to the 


(‘or 


mnagem 





1 the Bot Gard ' 





pe ‘ 


McGee—to the Commit 


ster at 
Newport News, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. | 
A bill (S. 1656) for the relief of Stout, Hall & Banes—to the 
Committee on Claims. 
A bill (S. 1929) for the relief of William H. Crook—to the Com 
mittee on Claims. 
A bill (S. 2324) to relieve John McCarthy from the charge of 


desertion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
A bill (S. 2594) granting an increase of pension to William A. 





Beckford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (S. 2928) to extend the routes of the Eckingeton and Sol- 
diers’ Home Railway Company and of the Belt Railway ¢ pany 


of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes 


to the (om- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same 

A bill (H. R. 3852) to amend the record of William H. Dr 


Freest; 

A bill (H. R. 2265) to provide for reimbursement of expense of 
constructing a sewer upon the permanent reservation at Hot 
Springs, Ark.; 

A bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson; and 

A bill (S. 2557) granting a pension to Sarah A. Boyd, 


NORTH GEORGIA AGRICULTURAL COLLEGE, 


Mr. TATE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 4921) to relieve the North 
Georgia Agricultural College from the payment of $450 for dam- 


aged gun. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the North Georgia Agricultural C ro. 1 
Dahlonega, in said State, be relieved fro he payment to t { 
of the sum of $450, for which sum said has become lia bond 


by the destruction of a gun used in the military departn 





having been satisfactorily shown that the destru mof sai xplo 
sion was not the result of misuse or carelessness of any person connected 
with said college. 

Sc. 2. That after the proper custodian of said bond sha! credited the 


same with the above sum of money, the Ordnance Department 
authorized and directed to issue to said college two pieces of artillery of mod- 
ern make and necessary equipments for the use of said college, upon the re- 
turn of the gun now in use, and such portions of the damaged gun or gun 
carriage now on hand, to such Government armory as the Ordnance Depart- 
ment may direct, without expense for freight to the United States Govern- 
ment. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
Strike out all of section 2. 


Sy hereby 
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this biil? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I would ask the gentleman if 
there is a communication from the War Department? 

Mr. TATE. No,sir. Thereis one from the commandant at the 
college. The War Department only states that they do not deal 
with this question; and I have a letter here asking the superin- 
tendent of the college to refer the matter to Congress, They make 
no recommendation whatever. The facts in the case—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is reported by a committee? 

Mr. TATE. It is reported unanimously by the committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY.. Is it reported by the Committee on Military 
Affairs or by the Committee on Claims? 

Mr. TATE. By the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TATE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill passed was laid on the table. 


FORT LEWIS RESERVATION, COLO. 


Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H.R. 5481) to restore the 
lands embraced in the Fort Lewis Military Reservation, in the 
State of Colorado, to the public domain. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I reserve the right to object. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I object. 

GEORGE W. FREEMAN. 


Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 5280) for the relief of George W. 
Freeman. 

The bill was read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I reserve the right to object. 

The SPEAKER. Is objection made? 

Mr. MILNES. I would like to explain this case. 

The SPEAKER. When bills are presented subject to unani- 
mous consent the House ought to pay attention quite as much as 
at any othertime. The Chair hopes, if the House is to go on with 
business in this way, that there will be order, because the respon- 
sibility rests upon every gentleman present. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr.STEPHENSON. Mr. Speaker, Iask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6256) authorizing and 
directing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish to George F. Fuller 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a con- 
demned cannon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to furnish to George F. Fuller Post, No. 257, Depart- 
ment of Michigan, Grand Army of the Republic, of Manistique, Mich., a con- 
demned cannon: ided, That ae pes shall transport said cannon free of 
cost to the Government of the Uni States. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 7 strike all out after the word “ Provided,” and insert the following: 
“That in the judgment of the Secretary of the Navy such article can be 
spares without detriment tothe publicinterests: And provided further, That 
¢ 7s States shall not be subjected to any expense on account of such 

Pe — Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a 
envy A ing . 

The SPEAKER e gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is a motion to amend that by 
adding cannon for another post admissible at this time? 

= SPEAKER. It is not admissible if the point of order is 
made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move to amend that bill by 
adding to the bill two condemned cannon for Custer Post, Erie, 
and two for the James D. Clark Post. 

The SPEAKER. The —— will send up his amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. . Speaker, I object to the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment must be reported to the 
House first. Is there objection to the consideration of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have objected to all of these cases. I 
think there ought not to be a availing of two bills. Now, I have 
no objection to the original bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the o bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have no objection to that. 
There was no objection. 
The amendment recommended by the committee wasagreed to. 
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reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read t}. 
time, and passed. 


vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


knowledge, and for which he has never received any return or bene: 4 
said reissued warrant shall be paid out of any money in the Treasury », 
otherwise appropriated. 





APRIL 27, 


eee 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for 4 third 


t bird 

On motion of Mr. STEPHENSON, a motion to reconsi the 
WILLIAM GRAY. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con: 


t for 


the present consideration of the bill (H. R.95%) for the rejic¢ of 
William Gray. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby ay;},.. ized 


and directed to issue to William Gray, late a private in Company |) piu 
Regiment of New York (Lincoln) Cavalry. ® warrant for the sum of éi74 4 
in full for his claim heretofore allowed rs 
for which claim the said Department issued to said William Gray 1, 


y_ the Treasury Departm: 
ptember 20, 1865, which warrant was »,,. 


aid ona 


vay warrant No. 3060, dated 
orged indorsement of the name of said claimant without his an: 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


a 


of the bill? 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 


report. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I willsay to the gentleman that this })i}! was 
up for consideration before, and he investigated it then. It was 
where a draft was paid on a forged indorsement. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I recollect the gentleman from 


Illinois spoke to me about such a bill. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. The report was read at that time. 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have not investigated it, 
Mr. CONNOLLY. The report was read at your request beforp, 


and all objections were withdrawn. Finally the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Cox] objected, and that objection is withdrawn, 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The amount is so small | s))q// 


not object. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection? [After a pause.| The 


Chair hears none. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was wee read the third time, and passed, 
On motion of Mr. CONNOLLY, a motion to reconsider the vote 


by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. GRAFF. I ask unanimous consent for the present consil- 
eration of the bill (H. R, 4824) authorizing the Secretary of the 
Navy to deliver one condemned cannon to the city of Elmwood, 
Peoria County, Tl. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby. an- 
thorized and directed to deliver to the city of Elmwood, Peoria County. I!!, 
1 piece of condemned cast-iron cannon and 20 cannon balls, for use of said 
city: Provided, That said delivery shall be made without expense to the 
United States Government: And provided, That said delivery of 
can be made without detriment to the said naval service. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GRAFF, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


JOHN M’LAIN, ALIAS MICHAEL M’LAIN. 


Mr. BURRELL. Mr. 8 er, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8037) for the relief of 
John McLain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he hereby is. author. 
ized and directed to remove the of desertion from the military record 
of John McLain, alias Michael M late a member of Company D, Tenth 
Illinois Infantry, and Company I, Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry, and grav 
him an honorable discharge, as of date October 22, 1864, the date he sutlere| 


an amputation of his left arm by reason of gunshot wounds received while 
engaged with his command against the enemy, at the battle of Independen 


‘ } nnor 
Salad cannon 


Mo. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consider 
tion of this bill? 

.. of ay Sor. I reserve the right to object, 
an or the soading report, 

The report (by Mr. GRIFFIN) was read in part, as follows; 

The Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom was referred the bil! H - 
5579) for the relief of John McCain, having considered the same, rep wrt the 
petitate therefor, and recommend the passage of said substitu 

ent report shows that it a) y the official recor 

(also borne as John McLain) was enrolled on August)» 


" 


that John Nin 

1861, for three years, mustered in as a private o' Company D, Tenth iilines 
Volunteers, on September 16, 1861, and p: ly accounted for until Apr!" 
ae reported to have deserted Dt Gairs, Til.- His name is not - 
on the rolls or returns of his company and regiment after that dat ‘yn’ 
in his sworn statement of January 9, subscribed by mark as Job © 
Lain, he states that when his t (the Tenth Illinois Volunteers) "an. 
up the river about 30, and touched at Cairo, Il. he procur™ 4 

from his captain to go on shore to obtain tobacco; when he returt 


unknown: that 
pate ent some | Te ee TL aah Missouri 


tie am a eer ie 
% serving; that ater 
ing at Aivt stated restated that he enlisted under the same name in this 
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name which could not be found on the records thereof, he finally 
~ ogiment hat Ee changed his name to Michael, fearing that he might be pun- 


record shows that Michael McLean was enrolled July 10, 1 
- am Mo., for three years, as a private in Company I, Fifth Miseourl 
oe Militia Cavalry, Bo was transferred to Company I, Thirteenth Mis- 
ri Cavalry, ree in that organization on August 16, 1864, and de- 
pam March 16, 1865, from furlough granted him Febru 8, 1865. 
se Tith respect to his service in the latter regiment, the soldier alleges in his 
affidavit, presented to the War Department, that while in action with his 
‘at Independence, Mo.,on October 22, 1864, his left arm was shot 
company a amputated the same day by Dr. Cundiff, regimental surgeon 
om ndiff was su n of that regiment), and that he was also wounded 
(De. right wrist in the same battle; that he was sent to hospital at St. Louis, 
mt ~ he remained a few days, perhaps ten days, when, being anxious to see 
his family he went home and never returned, because he thought he could 
ver be of any further service to the Government in his maimed condition. 
Th h this man’s company was in action at Independence, Mo.,on Octo- 
bor 2 1864 having one man (John W. Sullivan) severely wounded in bowels, 
ber. ‘statement is wholly incompatible with the official record, which shows 
that on the muster of October 31, 1864, he was on detached service as a wag- 
oner; present for duty on the muster of December 31, 1864, and up to Feb- 
ruary _ 1865, when he received a furlough from which he never returned, 
ready set f o 
aan application for removal of the charge of desertion standing on records 
of Company D, Tenth Tilinois Volunteers, was denied on the ground that the 
case is not covered the act of Congress approved May 17, 1886, as the ab- 
sence between desertion and reenlistment exceeded three months; the enlist- 
ments in the Fifth and Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry having been made in 
violation of the twenty-second (now fiftieth) article of war, his services in 
those tions are not recognized by the War Department. 

Applying for a certificate in lieu of lost discharge to the War Department, 
John M. McClain is stated to have declared May 12, 1892, that he served faith- 
fully until about October, 1864, when he was wounded at Independence, Mo., 
where his arm wasamputated; that he was sent to Hickory General, Hospital, 
St. Louis, Mo., and there remained one night, when he went home and never 
returned, bei longer fit for ny, aay. 

Under date of May a0, 1892, he testified that he served in Company D, Tenth 
Illinois Infantry, under the name Michael McClain, until he enlisted in the 
Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry; that while serving in the latter organization 
he lost his left arm and had ae hand eupiee, unfitting him for manual 
labor of any kind, and rendering him unable to support his family. 

The War Department reports hat no record has been found that the soldier 
was wounded as or that he was at any time injured while serving in 
the Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry. On the contrary, it appears that he was 

resent with his compan up to the date on which he is reported as having 

eserted, viz, March 16, 1865. 

The application for the removal of the charge of desertion has been repeat 
edly de’ by the War ent, and now stands sodenied, on the ground 
that the period embraced between the date of the soldier's desertion from 
the first organization and that of his enlistment in the second exceeded 
four months; that it has not been established that he was prevented from 
completing his term of enlistment in the second organization by reason of 
disability contracted in the line of duty, and because the case does not come 
within any of the other provisions of the act approved March 2, 1889. 

A favorable report was made u a similar bill by the Committee on Mili- 
tary “nm of Representatives, at the first session of the Fiftieth 
Congress. With to the discrepancy in the name of McLain, your com- 
mittee finds from evidence submitted to it in this case, in addition to 
that reported by the War Department, that a brother of John McLain, by 
the name of Preston H. McLeane, sometimes known as Hiram McClain and 
Hiram P. McLain, also served in Company I, Fifth Missouri State Militia 
Ca , and who was also transferred to the Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry, 
from which he was discharged as Hiram P. McLean. This testimony further 
shows—as upon the discrepancy ra by the'War Department 
report, with reference to the ment of the command in action at Inde- 
pendency 5, on October 22, , in which it is claimed that John McLain’‘s 
statement as to his being in the charge on that day is totally incompatible 
with the official record, stating that he was on detached service as a wagoner— 
that the two names have been confused, and that it was Hiram P. McLain who 


was asa papenee at the time of the battle. 

This contention is supported by the affidavit of Dr. W. H. H. Cundiff, 
whom the War Department reports was the surgeon of the Thirteenth Mis- 
souri Veteran Volunteer Cavalry at the time of the Saree made by that reg- 
iment at dence, Mo., on the 22d day of October, 1864, which affidavit 
was made on 8th day of September, 1883, in which he states that on or 
about the day of that charge he was called to see John McLain, who had just 
been wounded wound in right wrist and left arm above elbow 


joint; that the were fresh and , in his opinion, just been received 
while in u the rebels, then commanded by Gen. Sterling 
Price; that the arm was 'y shattered above the elbow, so much so that he 


ively necessary to the well-being of the soldier; that 
pe had no personal acquaintance with the soldier prior tobeing called to dress 
his ; that he was then told by his officers that his name was John 
Mc and that he was a member of Company I, Thirteenth Missouri Vet- 
Savalry: and that he left after the amputation was performed 
and that he also dressed his right wrist, and that he left 
said soldier in a temporary hospital at Independence, Mo., on the 22d of Octo- 
ber, to accompany the troops as brigade 
nothing of wha’ — of the r since the amputa- 


borated 7 Perry Twitchell, in an affidavit 
made January 18, 1887, in which he states that he re acquainted with 
Michael M who Spores in Company I, Missouri Cavalry, 
Missouri State ; that he was orderly sergeant of that company; that 


he was ted se t-major of the th Voluntecr Cav- 
one said eae private 2 Cdeeeny I of said regi- 


lieutenant of Com- 
pany, Thirteenth Missouri Cavalry. in which Michael HcLain wase private. 


1864, between 2 and 4 o'clock in the afternoon, the Thirteenth 
wt Ca led a charge into the town of Independence, Mo., captur- 
a streets of the 


in town; that Com: I was among the ad- 
vanes ant an Michael McLain received a qanaes wound in the fott arm, 
n 


which was amputated by Dr. Cundiff, regimental surgeon, above 
the sow: and he also received <a wound in the right wrist; that it 
ho OO aS 
e was taken toa ry hos an 
{iat affiant afterwards learned that he was taken to a hospital at St. Louis, 
; oe Bares retarned to his regiment for Catz se he was eutinet - 
abled able anything; a recollection o' e 
vated when the affidavit was made. 


gaieeaanaeatt failure of the records of the War Department to show 


the t of October 22, 1864, at Independence, 
your committee is satished that the evidence presented sufficiently 








ED 


establishes the fact. There hasalso been presented to your committee a pho- 
tograph of the soldier, verified so as to establish his identity, which shows 
the left arm amputated near the shoulder, and the right hand and wrist in» 
disabled condition. 
_ Upon a careful review of all the testimony your committee find that the 
identity of John McLain and Michael McLain has been fully established as one 
and the same person, and that John McLain is his proper name; that having 
obtained leave at Cairo, Ill, to leave the transport to visit the city, from his 
superior officer, and, upon returning, finding the transport gone, shows no 
intention to abandon his command or desert the service at that time: that 
his subsequent enlistment at St. Louis, and his continuous service until he 
‘was completely disabled for further service also negatives any deliberate or 
villful intention to desert; that the amputation of his left arm Independ- 
ence, Mo., on October 22, 1864, and the injury to his right hand and wrist from 
wounds received in the charge mentioned, so completely disabled Las to 
justify the belief on his part that he was no longer fit for service, and that he 
might as well remain at home as to return to his command 








Conceding that it was the soldier's duty, in the first instance of desertion, 
to have reported to the nearest provost-marshal for ordurs, yet in view of 
the fact that the evidence submitted shows that the soldier was 1 well in- 
formed in such matters, he being unable to write his name even at the pres- 
ent day, your committee believe that the services which he rendered his 
country thereafter, in the performance of wl 


t ich he became maimed and 
— for life, sufficiently justifies the granting of the relief now applied 
or. 


Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the foll 


7 ving sub- 
stitute: 

“Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of War be. and 
he hereby is, authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John McLain, alias Michael McLain. late a member of 
Company D, Tenth Illinois Infantry, and Company I, Thirteenth Missouri 
Cavalry, and grant him an honorable discharge as of date October 22, 1864, 
the date he suffered an amputation of his left arm by reason of gunshot 
wounds received while engaged with his command against the enemy at the 


battle of Independence, Mo.” 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York (during the reading). Mr. 
Speaker, I am satisfied 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, as I have understood the reading of 
this report as far as it has been read, this man has two charges of 
desertion against him. He makes an allegation that he lost an 
arm at the battle of Independence, but the hospital records show 
that he was not engaged there, and there is no record of his being 
engaged there. He states that he lost his arm and went to the 
hospital and remained there one night, and then went home. 
From my understanding of the part of the report that has been 
read, I should not think that I was doing my duty if I should 
allow so palpable a case of desertion—double desertion—to pass 
through this House by my consent. Unless I can hear something 
more in justification of this bill, I must object. 

Mr. BURRELL. I think I can satisfy the gentleman by the 
testimony of the surgeon of the regiment, Dr. Cundiff, and I send 
his aftidavit to the Clerk’s desk to be read. 

Mr. VAN HORN. Mr. Speaker, I knownothing about the facts 
of this case, but the battle of Independence was fought in my 
county. I know that the battle took place, and I know Dr. Cun- 
diff, the surgeon. I have known him for fortyyears. Heis as 
reputable a man as there is in the State of Missouri, and there can 
be no doubt about the facts being as he states them. 

The affidavit was read, as follows: 

STATE OF MissourRI, County of Cass, ss: 
Personally appeared before me, the undersigned, a notary publi 





ublic for and in 
the State and county aforesaid, W. H. H. Cundiff, M.D., Act., who, after be- 
ing duly sworn by me, makes the following statement 
That I am 50 years of age and a practicing physician and surgeon in the 
town of Pleasant Hill, Cass County, Mo., ond was surgeon of the Thirteenth 
Missouri Veteran Volunteer Cavalry on the 2d day of September. 1864, to 
the 4th day of September, 1865. And that while acting in that capacity on or 
about the 22d day of October, 1864, at Independence, Mo., I was called to see 
one John McLain, who had just been wounded by a gunshot wound in right 
wrist and left arm above elbow joint. The wounds were fresh and, in my 
opinion, had just been received while engaged in a charge upon the rebels 
then commanded by Gen. Sterling Price. The arm was badly shattered 
above the elbow, so much so that I deemed amputation positively necessary 


to the well-being of the said soldier. I had no special acquaintance with said 
soldier prior to being called to dress his wounds. Then was told by his offi 
cers that his name was John McLain, and that he was a member of Company 
I, Thirteenth Missouri Veteran Volunteer Cavalry. I left after the amputa 
tion was performed and the stump dressed; I also dressed his right wrist. I 
left said soldier in a temporary hospital at Independence, Mo., on the 22d day 
of October, 1864. As I was com velled to accompany the troops as brigade 
surgeon, I know nothing of what became of said soldier since the amputation, 

® prose tion of 






save through information received. I have nointerest in t! 
this claim, nor am I related to said John McLain to my knowledge 
W. H. H. CUNDIFF, M. D., A. E. 

Mr. LOUD. What is the date of that affidavit? 

Mr. BURRELL. April 21, 1886. 

Mr. LOUD. The records of the War Department showed that 
this man’s regiment was not engaged in that battle at all. 

Mr. BURRELL. Mr. Speaker, there is another affidavit that I 
should like to have read, the affidavit of Lieutenant Twichell. 

The affidavit was read, as follows: 


BRADFORD, ARK., January 17, 1887 

This is to certify that I was qudeety sergeant in an independent company 
of cavalry known as the Schofield Hussars, and attached to the Fifth Mis 
souri Cavalry, Missouri State Militia, as Company I. Michael McLain was a 
rivate in said company. We both reenlisted in the Thirteenth Missouri 
avalry, being together over two years up to that time. 1 was well ac- 
uainted with Michael McLain. I was appointed sergeant-major of the 
irteenth Missouri Veteran Cavalry, and Michael McLain was a private in 
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Company I of said regimens. I was afterwards appointed second lieutenant PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


of Company I, Thirteenth Cavalry, in which Michael McLain was a f f 

Aree cher 22, 1804, between $ and o'clock in theafterncon, the Thirteenth | 9 OD tor clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

n October 22, 1864, m { c 6 a! oon, : : : : sta 
Missouri Cavalry led a charge into the town of Se tgpendonee. Mo., capturing of the following titles were introduced and severally referred ig 
a battery in the streets of the town. Company I, Thirteenth Missouri Cav- follows: . , 
alry, was amon the extreme advance. Richa! MeLain secsived a ot} By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 8493) making appr 
wound in the left arm, which was afterwards ampu y Dr. our | 4; . ; 
regimental surgeon. It was amputated above the elbow. He also received a o— Ly ee — on and t 
a severe wound in theright wrist. It was while on duty in this engagement | Of the ‘ and ship Island Railroad a port, Miss. 
that Michael McLain received the wounds above Gescribed. Lyd was taken Committee on Rivers and Harbors... 

a tempo 08) , an afterw: 8s learned he was en a POO . ; 2 . © ne 4 
at St. Louis, Mo. Michael McLain never returned to his nt for duty, - Mr. a — . FA Bc age yee — } of the 
as he was entirely disabled and not able to do anything. I have a vivid rec- | 8Ct Aapprov une <i, , en : act granting pensions ; 
oliection of all the facts as here stated. I am 43 years of age and work on | soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performan.. , ; 
dges. I am not related in any way tothe | manual labor,and providing for pensions to widows, minor ¢))\). 


PERRY TWICHELL. | dren, and dependent parents ”—to the Committee on Inyalid P.»- 


Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 8495) granting to John 15) 
the House to the condition in which we find ourselves in this case. | post, No. 86, of Boonton, N. J., 4 condemned cannon and ») «1» 
The records of the War Department, as cited in the report, show | non balls—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. —— 
that this man’s regiment could not have been engaged in that bat- Also, a bill (H. R. 8496) granting to John G. Tolmie Post, No, 


tle, and we are here putting the affidavits of two parties against Arm : hillipsb r 
the records of the War Department. Either the report of the So. Gane oe Sass, & Fi arg, N. J. 


: , . , . : demned cannon and 20 cannon balls—to the Committee 0) \; 
committee be radically wrong, or —~ a is —— ag al A ffairs 
wrong in this case—one or the other. This vit states that] By Mr. SCRANTON: A bill (H. R. 8497) to incorporate tho 
Dr. Cundiff amputated this man’s arm. But Dr. Cundiff does Natronal Plant, Flower, and Fruit Guild—to the oom ee 
"ur, BURRELL. "Yes, sir; be d By Me RIGHARDSO e198 
. - 28, SIT; BO Coes. . : ill . ide for con- 
Mr. LOUD. He simply makes the statement that he was there. ann vo building in Washington City, to te ke, oe as the 
Mr. BURRELL. And he certifies that he amputated the man’s | Hall of Patriotism—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


arm. — 
Mr. BRUMM. I should like to ask whether the committee has or Me BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8499) in relation to taxes ana 
investigates this matter. LxXes ant 


iauets,: Wem: tie: een Cine welds © faveraite ; tax sales in the District of Columbia—to the Committees on the 


Mr. rage ohne Is it not me apne o this man a on detached | Bp ee Towa: A biii (H. R. 8500) to amend the laws 
service—that he was acting with a detachment of these troops. hateet ; ; bs parents 
Mr. LOUD. Oh, this last man swears that the company was of the District of Columbia as to married women, to make parent 


the ce poem of aoag ye ek and for other pur- 
air. BRUMM. It was a very common thing for men to be on E ae pee gt aye a 
detac u 


By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8501) to require persons who 
make their residence on boats on the Mississippi and Ohio rivers 
to obtain license, and for other purposes—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and ee aie 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 8502) to amend section 
4488 of the Revised Statutes, relating to life-saving applianc:s on 
shipboard—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and l'is)- 
eries 

















t} 
» the 


) 


public works, mostly railroad bri 
applicant. 


ayaa 


Mr. VAN TIORN, Very common. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

There being no objection, the House proceeded tothe considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was ao read the third time, and 


eee a ee ee the last | “By Mr. LEIGHTY: A bill (H. R. 8503) to donate 4 condemned 

vote was laid on the table. cannon and 50 cannon shot to the Allen County Soldiers’ Monu- 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. [call for the regular order. sad iil ‘ ittee o 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Imove that the House adjourn. | mente! Amociation, Fort Wayne, Ind.—to the Commitice on 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8504) authorizing the Court 

Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted of Claims to adjudicate certain claims arising under the provisions 


as follows: 
To Mr. Draper, for ten days,on account of important business. 
To Mr. BEacu, for five days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. AvERY, for ten days, on account of important business. 
The motion of Mr. W1rLLiam A, STONE was then to; and 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) House ad- 
journed. 


of the act of March 12, 1863, entitled “‘An act to provide for the 
collection of abandoned property, and for the prevention of frauds 
in insurrectionary districts within the United States”—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: A bill (H. R. 8505) to provide for the rees- 
tablishment of a military post and garrison at Eastport, Mv.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: A memorial of the Mississippi legis!ature, 
the of a bill to construct a canal to connect Ship 
Harbor with the pier of said Gulf and Ship Island Railroad 

the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
: A memorial of the gen- 
eral court of Massachusetts, relative to the establishment of 8 
natio —— park at Vicksburg—to the Committee on Mil- 


By Mr. DENNY: A memorial of the reof Mississippi, 
relative to an ——— of $500,000 for dredging channe! to 
connect Ship Harbor with of Gulf and Ship Island 
Railroad at Gulfport, Miss.—to Committee on Rivers and 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 


lows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Robert Moss against The United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Henry H. Golight, administrator of bert Rollins. 
against The United States—to the Committee on War Claims, an 





ordered to be printed. asking purchase P of a national 
ze , and the erection of a memorial monument therein —to the 
REPORT OF COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BILL. ttee on 
Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, sub- Sa 
mitted the views of the minority on the bill (H. R. 8189) toamend PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


an act entitled “‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, 
and to secure to the Government the use of the same for 

military, and other —, approved July 1, 1862; to 
amendan actapproved July 2, 1864, and alsoan act approved May 7, 
1878, both in amendment of said first-mentioned act and ao 


1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the follows 

aes and referred as follows: . 
By Mr. Y: A bill (H. R. 8506) for the benefit of Francs M. 
Faront, of Bellevue, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensio's. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8507) for the benefit of Theadore Milier—‘ 


acts amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, and to pro- Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 8508) granting a pension to Wl 
vide for the actieemns of claims growing out of the issue of bonds mt Snyder, of Preset, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid 
to aid in the construction of catiehn zalieveda, and to secure the | Pensions. 


payment of all indebtedness to the United States of certain com- 
panies therein mentioned. (Report No, 1497, part 2.) 


the military record of, and 
, Jack H. Parker, Company &, 


| 
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ighty-third United States Colored Troops—to the Committee on | Iowa, in favor of Senate bill No. 2849, for the revision of the mi 
eSitery Affairs. 3 4 | litia law—to the Committee on the Militia, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8510) for the relief of Tazwell C. Merrill—to| By Mr. DENNY: Petitions of Charles R. White, C. W. Mont- 
the Committee on War Claims. gomery, and others, of Natchez, Miss., asking for favorable a 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8511) granting a pen- | tion on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide t-cent let- 
sion to Anna M. Tate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ter postage per half ounce and to amend the } il laws relating 
” By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 8512) to pension Thompson F. | to second-class and free matter—to the | n the Post 
Frisby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ) Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H. R. 8513) forthe relief of the | By Mr. ELLIS: Petition of publishers of | \ i, 
Atlantic Works, of Boston, Mass.—to the Committee on War / Astoria, Oreg., for favorable action on H : 6, to 


Claims. i | amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter—to the 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 8514) to grant a pension ~ Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road 
Charles C. Leach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. GROSVENOR: Memorial of 110 Grand Army 1 
"Also, a bill (H. R. 8515) to grant a pension to William Flaig— | Ohio, in favor of a service pension—to the ( 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Pensions. 

3~ Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 8516) for the relief of William| By Mr. HENDRICK: Petition of « 
H. Wilder, testamentary executor of the succession of Myra Clark | the passage of House bill No. 653, for the relief he book agent 
Gaines, deceased, late of the parish of Orleans, La.—to the Com- | of the Methodist Episcopal Church South—to the Committee 
mittee on the Public Lands. : War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8517) for the relief of William H. Wilder, By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the board of supervisor 
testamentary executor of the succession of Myra Clark Gaines, | Alamedo County, Cal., favoring certain 
deceased, of the parish of Orleans, La.—to the Committee on the M 
Public Lands. pall? | By Mr. HOWARD (by request): Papers to accom 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H.R.8518) for the | bill No. 8464, consisting of explanations—to the Committee on 
relief of James Crosson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PITNEY: A bill (H. R. 8519) granting a pension to Also (by request): Paper to accompany House bill No. 8465, 
Katharine Quick Pepper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | being an explanation of said bill—to the Committee on Ways and 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8520) granting a pension to George Sutton— | Means. 


of 


ni} n jin San 
Francisco Harbor—to the Committee on Riv | Ha 


i 
Louse 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: Letter of Hon. Warren Uy 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8521) granting a pension to Mary E. Peck—to | ham, secretary of the Minnesota Histori ety, favoring cer 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. tain changes -in the issuance of public documents—to the Com- 
By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8522) granting a pension to | mittee on Printing. 

Mark Wells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: Petition of James Crosson 
By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 8523) granting | and others, in support of his bill for pension—to the Committee 

a pension to Mrs. Lily E. Kingsley—to the Committee on Invalid | on Invalid Pensions. 

Pensions. By Mr. NEWLANDS: Petition of Dr. Eliza Cook and others, 
By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H.R.8524) to pension William | praying for arbitration in international disput © the Commit 


Rice, Company G, Tenth Ohio Cavalry, at an increased rate—to | tee on Foreign Affairs. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Also, remonstrance and petition of citizens of Panaca, Genoa, 

By Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 8525) to increase the pension of | and Deeth, of the State of Nevada, asking for the removal of the 
Mrs. Annie Gibson Yates, widow of Capt. George W. Yates, Sev- | Marquette statue from Statuary Hall 





to the Committee on the 


enth United States Cavalry—to the Committee on Pensions. Library. 
By Mr. THOMAS: A bill (H.R.8526) granting a pension to| By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., for 
Mary J. Lovejoy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 


By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 8527) tocorrect the records | relating to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce | 
of Cass County Regiment Missouri Home Guards, so as to place | postage to 1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post 


the name of the late Irwin Malley on grade as captain of scouts— | Office and Post-Roads. 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. By Mr. RUSSELL of Connecticut: Petition of citizens of Nor- 
By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8528) for the re- | wich, Conn., in favor of the adoption of the metric system of 

lief of Stephen Childress—to the Committee on War Claims. weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 8529) granting a pension to | and Measures. 

Helen V. Rorer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Mount Washington Lodge, 
By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8530) for the relief of John | No. 276, International Association of Machinists, praying for the 

Armstrong, jr.—to the Committee on War Claims. appointment of a committee of investigation to inquire into the 


By Mr. CROWLEY: A bill (H. R. 8531) for the relief of the | treatment of machinists in the United States navy-yards and ar- 
heirs of Joseph E. Wilson, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. | senals, particularly the Brooklyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee 


——— on Naval Affairs. 
PETITIONS, ETC, By Mr. TRACEWELL: Petition of John C. Lawler and19 others; 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers | #!s0 of Carl C. Wilson and 12 others, all of Salem, Ind., favoring 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the postal 
By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Remonstrance and petition | 1aws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 
of citizens of Clearfield, Pa., protesting against the acceptance of _— - 
the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall—to the Committee — 
on the Library. SENATE. 


Also, protest of citizens of Coburn and vicinity, State of Penn- TUESDAY. April 28. 1896 
sylvania, against the appropriation of public moneys for sectarian as 0 - igo 
i and for a constitutional amendment against making Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrunury, D. D. 
qercpriedinns for ecclesiastical purposes—to the Committee on The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
J ~ ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. HaL®&, and by unanimous con- 
By Mr. BLUE: Petition of John L. Snyder and 924 others, pray- | sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
ing for a change in the laws governing the National Soldiers’ ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
‘Adtaire. to permit outdoor relief—to the Committee on Mili- The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 


Also, petiti 4 remonstrance of R. H. Kepperling and 44 lowing bills; which had previously been signed by the Speaker of 
Mary erence “ Junction City, Kans., against the statue of Pére or EAE Ri. ats) to pevvide for reimbursement of the ‘xpense 
Lara. remaining in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the of constructing a sewer upon the permanent reservation eee 

By Mr. BOUTELLE: Paper to accompany House bill No. 8505, | 5Primss. A rk.; 


for re ; ; ~— a : A bill (H. R. 3852) toamend the record of William H. De Freest; 
Gouna en Military Afi as a military post—to the A bill (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson; and 


By Mr. BOWERS: Petition of 650 citizens of San Diego, Cal., eo ee mes a a ee 
nonstrating against appropriations for sectarian purposes—to PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


on the Judiciary. Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Home Mission Board 

By Mr. CROWTHER: Petition of citizens of Elmo, Mo., in| of the Southern Baptist Convention of Atlanta, Ga., praying for 

favor of the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second- | the release of Rev. A. J. Diaz; which was referred to the Commit- 
= mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- | tee on Foreign Relations. 

ds, Mr. TURPIE presented memorials of the South Bend Medicine 

. By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Petition of the adjutant-general of ! Company of South Bend, Ind.; of the A, Burdsal Company of 
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Indianapolis, Ind., and of the National Wholesale Druggists’ Asso- 
ciation of Philadelphia, Pa., relative to the rebate on alcohol; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a memorial,in the form of resolutions 
adopted at a meeting of members of the Baptist church of Browns- 
ville, Tenn., remonstrating against the arrest, in the Island of 
Cuba, of Rev. A. Diaz, a naturalized citizen of the United 
States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. KYLE presented a petition of Phil. H. Sheridan Post, No. 
72, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of South Dakota, 
of Faulkton, 8. Dak., praying for the enactment of a service- 
pension law; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Gregory 
County, 8. Dak., praying that lands be granted free to settlers 
under the homestead law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Newbern, N. C., praying that an appropriation be made to pro- 
vide for the erection of a clock tower and clock with illuminated 
dial, to be placed upon the public building now being constructed 
in that city; which was referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Maine National Associa- 
tion of Stationary oa No. 1, of Portland, Me., praying for 
the passage of Senate bill No. 735, to reorganize and increase the 
efficiency of the personnel of the Navy, etc.; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also pesentee a petition of Shepley Camp, No. 4, Sons of 
Veterans, Division of Maine, of Portland, Me., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation authorizing the members of their order to 
wear the distinctive badge adopted by them upon all occasions of 
ceremony, and also by officers and enlisted men in the Army and 
Navy who are members of that order; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Tacoma, Wash.; of the Board of Trade of Scranton, Pa.; of the 
Jewelers’ Association of New York, and of the Duluth Jobbers’ 
Union, of Duluth, Minn., praying for the establishment of a de- 
partment of commerce and manufactures; which were referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Florida, relative to the improvement of the Withlacoochee 
River; which was ordered to lie on the table, and to be printed in 
the RecorD, as follows: 

A memorial to Congress of the United States asking an appropriation for the 
improvement of the Withlacoochee River. 


Whereas the Withlacoochee River from Pembertons Ferry to the Gulf of 
Mexico, adistance of 77 miles, traverses a section of country rich in agricul- 
tural and mineral resources, which fact is evidenced by the report upon the 
temporary survey of the War Department in the month of mber, 1894, 
which report shows that 16 phosphate companies located along the line of 
said river annually mine an output of over 200,000 tons of phosphate, which 
said phosphate com ies are now forced to pay $2.91 freight and terminal 
charges to Fernan ; and that 2 of the several saw mills on said river have 
a capacity of nearly 200,000 feet of cypress lumber per day; and that 70of the 
several thousand orange groves on said river have an annual yield of over 
130,000 crates of oranges; 

Whereas the dee ning and improvement of said river would ee of in- 
estimable value to the thousands of le along its banks, and of incal- 
culable advantage to the Government: Therefore 

Be it resolved by the of the State of Florida, That our Repre 
sentatives in Co; be, and the same are hereby, requested to use all 
honorable means secure an adequate appropriation to thoroughly and 
effectually accom the objects herein named. 

Teocleed, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish to each of our Representatives and Senators in Congress a copy of these 
resolutions. 

Approved June 1, 1895. 


STATE OF FLORIDA, Office of Secretary of State, ss: 


I, John L. Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do hereby 
certify that the f oing is a true and correct copy of a memorial to Con- 
of the United States asking an appropriation for the improvement of 
e Withlacoochee River, as passed the re session of the ure of 
the State of Florida, 1895, and as filed in this office. 
Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida, at Talla- 
hassee, the capital, this 24th day of April, A. D. 1896. 
JNO. L. CRAWFORD 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of the legislature of the State 


of Florida, relative to the improvement of the entrance to Cum- 
berland Sound; which w&s ordered to lie on the table, and to be 


printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Memorial to the of the United States asking that the improvement 
of the entrance to berland Sound be placed upon the list of continued 
appropriations. 


Whereas the phosphate industry of Florida is now upon so extensive a 
scale of development that there is needed all the facilities of conmmerce for 
ee oy demand for export to fo: countries; and 


My the aid of ropriations by Congress, has alread 
r & ons y 
greatly increased. and is now frequented by : vessels in 

commerce, and only needs to have the work of improvement more 
ra: 7 corvied 90, both for phosphate es well as lumber, Sane) sures, on8 
of great advantage to our people, as well as all parts of the 







_ Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Florida, That our represey 
tives in Congress be requested to urge upon the Congress of the Unit. 
to place the improvement of Cumberland Sound upon the list of 6)... 
appropriations, both as a measure of very great commercial importar,.. + 
the interests of Florida and of the whole country, and more econom,..): 
every respect; and that the secretary of state be requested to send a «..,. 
this preamble and resolution to each of our Senators and Representat;,.., 
Jongress. tives j 
Approved May 22, 1895. 
STATE OF FLORIDA, Office Secretary of State, ss: 

I, John L. Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do here) 
certify that the foregoing is a true and correct copy of a memoria) ¢. +) 
Congress of the United States asking that the improvement of the entra, _” 
to Cumberland Sound be placed upos the list of continued appropriations «. 

d the regular session of the legislature of Florida, 1895, and as filed ang 

* Gocas Galea wor tent enh the eoeibandh et tho Stato of Fi ; 
ven under my hand an e grea e ° ida, at Tall 

hassee, the capital, this 24th day of April, A. D. 1896. orida, at Talla 
JNO. L. CRAWFORD, Secretary o/ State, 

Mr. NELSON Paar a memorial of the Minneapolis (Minn,) 
Branch of the Journeymen Stonecutters’ Association of North 
America, remonstrating against the employment of convict labor 
on public buildings or on material used in the construction of the 
same; which was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of Abraham Lincoln Council, 
No. 2, Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Boise, 
Idaho, praying for the of the so-called Stone immigration 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yesterday I presented a petition of the 
members of Mount Washington ge, No. 276,of the Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, Concord, N. H., asking for a 
committee of investigation to inquire into the treatment of ma- 
chinists in the United States navy-yards. The petition was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor. I understand 
that there are numerous similar ae before the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, and I ask that the petition be recalled from the 
Committee on Education and Labor and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Naval Affairs. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be s0 
ordered, 


ta- 


d State 


one 


BARE 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 5853) granting a pension to Arminda 
Stucker, of Gallatin, Mo., reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 


ment: 
A bill (S. 2948) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Warrior River by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company; 


and 

A bill (S. 2944) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Cahaba River, in Bibb County, Ala., by the Mobile and Uhio 
Railroad Company. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2945) to amend an act approved August 6, 
1888, entitled “An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
acros* ©.e Alabama River,” reported it with amendments. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 266) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Deadwood, in the State of South Dakota, reported it without 
amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the amendment submitted by Mr. Harris on the 14th instant, 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation Lill, the 
amendment ore riating one-half of a year’s salary each to the 
—_— of M. r- ee Stone, — — ewes 

te members of the police, reported it without amen 
ment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appre- 


priations and puates which Sa to. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the ttee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2676) for the relief of Capt. John T. Bruen, 
of the State of New York, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2415) for the relief of B. J. Van Vleck, administrator ¢ 
Henry Van , deceased, reported it without amendment, 4” 


eee s 

Mr. G GER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

were referred the amensine bills, reported them severally without 

amendment, and submi reports thereon: 4 | 

a bill (S. 2981) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
Vens; 
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(H. KR. 4712) granting a pension to Margaret A. Luthy; 
H. R. 2826) granting a pension to Thomas Holaday; 
. R, 4182) — increase of pension to Georgianna C. | 
t 


A bill 

A bill 

A bill ( 
Hall, dependent mother of 
surgeon, United States Army; and : 

A bill (H. R. 2604) to increase the pension of Caroline A. Hough, 
widow of Brig. Gen. John Hough. ; 

_ ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1336) for the relief of John Mellifont and Ellen 
Riordon, rted it with amendments. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3607) to increase the pension of Kate 
Grant, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. . is 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Territories, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2540) to provide compensation for a bridge 
and for buildings and other improvements constructed by certain 
persons upon public lands afterwards set apart and reserved as 
the Yellowstone National Park, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

GREER COUNTY, OKLA, 


Mr. TELLER. I am directed by the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and 
provide for the government of Greer County, Okla.,and for other 


pu , to rt it favorably. 
Mr. HILL. I suggest to the Senator from Colorado that he put 
the bill on its . baton 

Mr. TELL I was about to ask, as it is a House bill and 
those —_ are without any government, that the bill be taken 
up an Say now. ‘gh 

Mr. E. Not to give rise to any debate? 

Mr. TELLER. No; I think not. 


Mr. HALE. If it leads to any debateI shall have to call for the 
ar order. 
r. TELLER. If it gives rise to any debate I will withdraw it. 

Mr. HALE. After it is disposed of I shall ask for the regular 
order. 

The Secretary read the bill by title. 

Mr. BATE. As the bill affects the rights of Texas and I know 
of no agreement about it, I wish to state that neither of the Sena- 
tors from Texasis present, and asit is a matter of importance they 
might desire to be here. That is all Isuggest. I see neither of 
them in his seat. I know nothing about any objections to the 
pill. , 

Mr. TELLER. I do not hear what the Senator from Tennessee 


says. 

Mr, BATE. I say the bill affects the rights of Texas more or 
less, inrelation to its boundaries, and neither of the Senators from 
Texas is present. ; 


Mr. R. Thereis a bill of the same character, introduced 
by the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON]. 
Mr. BATE. He ought to be present when this bill is considered. 


Mr. TELLER. The Supreme Court has decided all the ques- 
tions concerning Texas, and there is no controversy on the subject. 
Mr. BATE. t may be true, but there may be a question as 


to the adjustment of the line or something of that kind. I see 
neither of the Senators from Texas here. at is the only point 
Imake. It is a matter of courtesy to them. 


Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator from Tennessee that 
if when the junior Senator from Texas comes in he has any objec- 
tion to the bill we will reconsider the vote. I suggest that he let 
the bill now. 

Mr. BATE. All right. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is reported with an amend- 
ment, which will be stated. 

The SkcreTary. In section 1, line 22, after the word ‘‘ shall,” 
strike out the words ‘‘as soon as appointed.” 

Mr. TELLER. I ask that that amendment may be disagreed 
to. It is immaterial. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CHICKAMAUGA AND CHATTANOOGA NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am directed. by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 


im was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
“i 
. PALMER. 
olution, 
The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and 
agreed to, as follo 


Ws: 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Dedication of the Chickamauga and 
of iin the properat Park be, and it is hereby, authorized to expend the sum 


I ask for the present consideration of the res- 


of a map and illustrations for the full report of the 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate. 


aj. John W. Williams, deceased, late | 


MARGUERITE SHANKLAND. 
Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Quay on the 16th ultimo, re- 


ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 


[Mr. Patmer] on the 14th instant, to report it without | 


| mous consent and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the S 







t ind he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Marguerite Sh i, daught f Manning R 
Shankland, deceased, iate a clerk in the office of Secre ft Senate 
& sum equal to six months’ salary, at the rate ; wed by law to said clerk. 
out of the * miscellaneous items ™ of the conting indof the Senate: said 
payment to be considered as in lieu of all funeral expenses or her allow- 


ances. 
MRS. SARAH TAYLOR. 
Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was refe 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Roacu February 5, 196, 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by un 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 


rred 


ani- 


and directed to pay, out of the appropriation for miscellaneous items of the 
contingent fund of the Senate,to Mrs. Sarah Taylor, mother of James Tay 
lor, deceased, late a Senate laborer, the sum of $30), being an amount « qual to 


six months’ salary as laborer aforesaid, the said sum to include all funeral 
or other allowances. 


CLARA YEARGIN. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. IRBy on the 11th ultimo, reported 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Clara Yeargin, widow of John W. Yeargin, deceased, 
late a laborer of the Senate of the United States, a sum equal to six months’ 
salary at the rate allowed by law to said laborer, out of the ** miscellaneous 
items" of the contingent fund of the Senate, said payment to be considered 
as in lieu of all funeral expenses or other allowances. 

Cc. F. LYNCH. 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was re- 
ferred the following resolution, submitted by Mr. FAULKNER on 
the 27th instant, reported it without amendment: 


Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the Senate be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to appoint C. F. Lynch a messenger, who shall be 
paid at the rate of $1,440 per annum from the contingent fund of the Senate, 
upon vouchers to be approved by the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, until otherwise provided for. 


Mr. FAULKNER. I merely wish to state to the Senate that 
this is the case of the employee of the Senate, a laborer, who was 
so seriously injured about three weeks ago bya fall while putting 
up the flag over the Senate wing of the Capitol. He has been 
lying at the point of death. It is very doubtful whether he will 
recover, but if he does it is anticipated that he will be paralyzed 
from his waist down. He has a large family and his expenses 
are exceedingly heavy upon him. I introduced the resolution to 
relieve him in some measure from the burdens that rest upon him 
by reason of this serious accident. I ask that the resolution be 
now put on its passage. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 





JOSEPHINE FOOTE FAIRFAX. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Some time ago the Senate passed a bill, 
Senate bill 1784, granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fairfax, 
the widow of the late Rear Admisal Fairfax, at the rate of $50 per 
month. It went to the House of Representatives, and they have 
returned a House bill in identically the same terms and granting 
the same rate of pension. I am directed by the Committee on 
Pensions to report back favorably the House bill, being the bill 
(H.R. 3112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fairfax, and 
as a similar bill has once passed the Senate and it will take but a 
moment for its consideration, I ask unanimous consent that it be 
now considered. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Josephine Foote Fairfax, widow of 
the fate Rear-Admiral Donald MacNeill Fairfax, of the United 
States Navy, at the rate of $50 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr. McMILLAN gPy request) introduced a bill (S. 2965) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to restrict the ownership of real 
estate im the Territories to American citizens,” etc.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 2966) confirming the 
title of mixed-blood Indians to their lands and allowing the same 
to be alienated under certain circumstances; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 2967) to amend an act en- 
titled ‘‘An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887; 





/ 
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which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 2968) for the relief of A. C. 
Landis, late lieutenant of Company K, One hundred and seventh 
Pennsylvania Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2969) for the relief of Lieut. T. R. 
Kennedy, Company F', Ninth Pennsylvania Reserves; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced a bill (5. a to provide for the en- 
larging and improving the building of the United States court and 
post-office at Greensboro, N. C.; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 2971) granting a pension 
to Frederick D. Bailey; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee.on Pensions. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (8. 2972) to authorize and 
direct the Auditor for the Post-Office Department to credit the 
account of John W. Ross, late postmaster at Washington, D. C., 
with certain amounts now charged i him in his account as 
such postmaster; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post- ’ 

Mr. FRYE introduced a joint resolution (8. R. 140) relating to 
the annual reports of the Chief of Engimeers; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Printing. 

AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

— eee an amendment ——— be - 
osed by him to the gen deficiency appropriation ; whic 
wan — on Appropriations, and ordered to 

printed. 

Mr. SHOU Psubmitted anamendmentintended to be proposed by 
him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARTER, salnutied = amendment intended = be a 
posed im to the genera ciency appropriation dill; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and ordered 


to be printed. 
LANDS IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr, MITCHELL of on. Isubmitan amendment intended 
to be proposed ‘to the bill (H. R. 5819) to provide forthe examina- 
tion and classification of certain lands in California. I ask to 
have it printed, and I e the hhape that it may be printed so 
that it will he upon the desks of Senators to-morrow. 

Mr. WHITE. We wish to call up the bill as seon.as ible. 
soon VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

On motion of Mr. FRYE, it was 


Ordered, That 800-extra copies of H. ‘R. 7977 and report thereon, No. 799, be 
printed for the use of the Senate. 


MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. Before the Senator from Maine asks the Senate to 

roc to the consideration of the appropriation bill, which he 
in charge, I should be glad, with hi ission, to have the 

unanimous consent of the Senate to pass.a bill I hold im my hand, 
being the bill (H.R. 4781) toamend an act entitled “An act to 
authorize the Union ilroad to construct ‘and main- 
tain a bridge across the Monongahela River,” — February 
18, 1898. It consists of only about eight or ten lines. 

Mr. HALE. If it is not togive rise to debate, I will yield to the 
Senator from eee. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ded to consider ‘the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to.a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate ‘to the bill (H. R. 7664) 
—— —— for sundry ‘civil mses of the Govern- 
ment for the year ex:ding June 80, 1897, and for other pur- 
poses; asked a conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. CANNon, 
Mr. Harner of Nebraska, and Mr. Savers managers at the confer- 
ence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House ‘had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: 

A bill (8. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley; and 

A bill (8.1176) to amend an act entitled “An act to authorizethe 
Oregon and Washington Bridge y to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State of 
SI and the State of Washington, and to establish it.as a post- 


The m e further. announced that the House had passe ; 
following bills, each with amendments; in which it requesie:| ; 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (8.888) toamend an act entitled ‘An act to incorporats 
the Capital Railway Company,” approved March 2, 1895; and 
A bill (S..1904) toregulate marriages in the District of Colu:)),; 

The message also announced that the House had passed ¢} 
lowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 5+. 

A bill (H. R.'953) for the relief of William ‘Gray; 

A bill (H. R. 2259) for the relief of William B. Ellis; 

A bill (H. R. 4824) authorizing the y of the Navy to 
deliver one condemned cannon ‘to ‘the city of Ehnwood, P.;,, 
care O1.; 

A bill (H. R. 4921) to relieve the North Georgia Agricu!|j;,) 
College from the payment of $450 for. damaged gun; 
A bill (H. R.:6256) authorizing and directing the Secret,; 
the Navy to furnish to'George I’. Fuller Post; Grand Army 
ublic, of Manistique, Mich.,a condemned cannon; — 
bill (H. R..6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Si: 
as amended by the act of June 10, 1880; .and 
aes bill (H. R. 8037) for the relief of John McLain, alias 
c hs 


ites 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. Imove that the Senate proceed to the considera. 
tion of the bill (AH. R.7542) making appropriations for the n. 

service for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1897, and for other pur 


The motion was eed to; and the Senate, as in Commitice , 
the Whole, resumed ‘the consideration of the bill, the pendi: 
- newt being on ‘the amendment reported by Mr. Cuanpire. 

rom the Committee.on Naval Affairs, on page 2, after line 23, to 
insert: 

And vided further, That no payment shall:be:made'from the appropria 
tions in this Mitte any Officer in The Navy or Marine Corps on the ativ. 
retired list while such officer is employed, after June -, = by any person 
or company furnishing ‘naval supp or war ‘material to the Goverment: 
and such employment is.hereby made unlawful after said date. — 

Mr. BACON. By direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
I desire to offer an amendment, not to thepending amendment, 
but ‘to a: different portion of ‘the bill, to‘;comeim on page 32. T) 

offering it now is, as itrelates to:a very imporiant fex- 


purpose in of t 
') ture of the bill, that it may be printed so that Senators muy have 


an opportunity toexamine it beforeit comes up ‘for consideration. 
Mr. HALE. Let‘the: ‘be read 


; ‘ e-amendment 5 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
The Szorprary. On:page'h2, after line 15, insert: 
And provided further, That in the Secretary of the Navy shal! make 
Be = ee taleiiaaeretamnem Lee as ; a] 
notaccept bids at-e rate exceeding an a of $350; ZA0 | 





Jandin case ‘the said ne. can not e contracts for said arn 
armor plate within said limit, he shall delay action and reportthe o! 
tothe next session of Congress. 


Mr. HALE. The'Senatorofferme the amendment proposes tha! 
itshall beprinted. Isu ‘that the clerks see to it that it ) 
sent at once to the Public Printer, so that it may be here this 


afternoon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so-ordered. 

Mr. HALE. I hope we may conclude the bill to-day. 

Mr. GORMAN. It isa separate amendment. 

Mr. HALE." It is aseparate amendment, offered by the Sens- 
tor from ‘Georgia. 

‘The VICE- ENT. The amendment will be printed as 
indicated. 

Mr. PLATT and Mr. GORMAN. Let it be read once more. 

The Seeeetesy ogame read Mr, Bacon’s:amendment. 

The VICE- IDENT. The pending question ison the anent- 
ment the Senator from New 
LER] from ‘the ittee on Naval Affairs. : 

r. GORMAN. I call the attention of ‘the Senator from New 
Hampshire who offered the ‘amendment to the fact that the 
amendment as it stands ‘si y provides *‘that no payment she! 
be made from ‘the iations in ‘this ‘bill to any officer in t° 
Navy or Marine Corps on the active or retired list whi!» suc) 
officer is employed, after January 1,1897, by amy person or ool 
pany furnishing naval supplies or-war material to the (ov! 
ment; and such employment is ‘heréby made unlawful afters" 
date.” Ofcourse it would . any Officer who desired |)" 
—_ in the employment of one of ‘these firms to resign tro t'” 

avy. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator will notice that the date 1s 1° 
right in the amendment. ashe readsit. Hehas:the printed aoe 
ment. The time was changed by the direction of the commit 
to June 30,1897,.so that it gives officers who may be in ©) )- 
neo of this kind a year from the 30th of June next to find otiel 

oyment. 

r. GORMAN. ‘But the suggestion I made to the Senator y= 
terday was that the amendment confines its operations t ' 
appropriations made im the ‘bill. If the rule bea prop 
one ‘to exclude the employment of retired officers by any 1™™s 


ive [Mr. CHAND- 
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: ht to be made a permanent provision and not be 

ouiiin, ‘ie a in this bill, which would expire 
from the ist of July next. 

= , nr . _ Saeumies do not — to do ue 
s-inetice, J think we have no objection to making it apply to 
ee ing hereafter, if that will gratify Senators; but the Sen- 
ator will notice that we can not put general legislation upon an 
ap ropriation ill, and that the only way sometimes in which 
a can be initiated is by limiting the appropriations by offer- 
ing amendments that are not subject to the point of order. If I 
were to change the amendment in pursuance of the suggestion of 
the Senator from Maryland and make it simply a general provi- 
sion of law, a8 SOON as that change was safely completed the Sen- 
ator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] would perhaps rise and say the 
whole amendment is out of order. It is the first requisite to an 
amendment to have it in order. ; 

Mr. GRAY. If I may be allowed, I will state that the latter 
clause of the amendment, as I heard it read just now, would seem 
to settle the whole matter so far as these officers are concerned by 
rendering such employment unlawful. No officer could stay in 
the Navy and have such employment in the face of that amend- 


ant. 
~ Bee CHANDLER. After that date. That is the expression. 
Mr. GORMAN. I submit to the Senator from New Hampshire 


that it is al legislation as it stands. 
Mr. CHANDLER. It is not general legislation to say that we 


will not make payment from the annual appropriations for the 
Navy to officers of the Navy who are in private employment, en- 

ved in the service of contractors with the Government. That 
is an amendment which is entirely within the scope and limit of 
the power of amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Isuppose the Senator from New Hampshire drew 
the amendment with that in his mind, to avoid the point of order 
that would be raised otherwise. Did he not? 

Mr. CHANDLER. The purpose in drawing the amendment 
was to make it a limitation of the appropriations made in this bill, 
because I knew that if it was sought to put it in the form of gen- 
eral legislation upon the bill it would be objected to. I repeat, no 
reasonable limitation upon the expenditure of money in an appro- 
priation bill is out of order, even if it changes an existing law. 
An appropriation made for a general purpose one year may be 
repeated in the mext year’s appropriation bill, and specific direc- 
tions may be given how to spend that money. An amendment for 
that purpose is not out of order. If the Senator from Maryland 
will consent that that amendment may be passed over for the 
present I will examine the language of it; perhaps it can be put in 
a shape to satisfy him. 

Mr. G . Lhave no objection to its being passed over. 

Mr. HALE. Weare right in the midst of the discussion upon 
this matter. the responsibility of the charge of the bill, I 
would rather that it would be followed up now, if there is to be 
any further discussion upon it, and that we should dispose of it, 
and then come to other matters which are perhaps of ote im- 

rtance. TheSenator from New Hampshire and theSenator from 

ryland can.come to an accord in this matter so far as they are 
concerned and fix the amendment while further discussion is go- 
ing on. I objectto its going over now and coming upagain. Let 
the Senator put in the words ‘‘ hereafter employed.” 


Mr. GOR . Imove, then, toamend the amendment so as to 
read as follows: 
That no payments shall be made from the appropriations by Congress to 


any officer inthe Navy or Marine Corps on the active or retired list while 
such officer is emp] , after June 30, 1898-— 


Mr. HAWLEY. That would be general legislation. 
Mr.CHANDLER. June 30,1897, is the date of my amendment. 
_Mr.GORMAN. I think the whole matter is general legisla- 
tion. The last four words in line 8 are unquestionably general 
legislation: 

And such employment is hereby made unlawful after said date. 

That line is as much general legislation as the words ‘‘ hereafter 
employed.” If the point of order will hold at all, it will hold 
— the amendment as it now stands. The point I make is, 

it is , if the Naval Committee, after due deliberation, have 
come to the conclusion that we ought to exclude these officers on 
the retired listfrom this private employment, the rule ought to be 
general, and it to be made permanent, so that such officers 
may have notice of it. 

= HAWLEY, And immediately cut off those who have this 

-GORMAN. That is the suggestion of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs; not mine at all. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What would be the effect of the Senator's 
amendment to the amendment? 

Mr.GORMAN. It would make the provision permanent. It 
would not only confine it to the present appropriation, but to all 


made b> 
. HAWLEY. Del d that it would compel the dis- 
charge immediately of those two gentlemen? 
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Mr. GORMAN, 
Mr. HALE. 


After June 30, 1898—in two v 
June 30, 1897. 


Mr. GORMAN. I understand that the Com: > on Naval 
Affairs have concluded that the employment s ild not be cut off 
unmediately,in view of the fact that it was perfectly lawful te 
engage in the employment, that it was d vith the knowledge 
of the Department. Indeed, in many . 1, while 
this whole matter was being developed, t D it 
stead of discouraging it, encouraged the ‘ere 
on the retired list to go int » the private em) t ! firms 
for the purpose of learning the ma: ti ning 
because there was scarcely a naval officer who und d any- 
thing about it. The Department encouraged it ig not 
only the desire of the Department, but of the officers th: v 
those two officers on the retired list ought not to bee ! 
diately, if cut off at all. But if the rule is a proper one to apply 
to the pending appropriation bill, it onght to applytoall. Thatis 
the point I make. : 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the following laneu 

ind provided furth That no } } ri- 
a 1s in this bill to any officer in Na "a 
tive or retired list, while such officer : ‘ any 
person or company furnishing naval sup > Ww ern 
ment, and such employment of any is 
hereby made unlawful after sa . 

Mr. GORMAN. That will cover it. 

Mr. HALE. That would allow officers wh e now in the 
Navy—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. To continue—— 

Mr. HALE. To be employed after July. The Senator want 


to fix that. 
Mr. CHANDLER. That is the effect of the provision. 
Mr. CALL. Mr. President— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification submitted 


by the 


Senator from New Hampshire will be stated, and then the Chair 
will recognize the Senator from Florida. 
The SECRETARY. Insert after the word ‘“‘ employment,” in line 


7 of the amendment, “of any officer not 
ment”; so as to read—— 

Mr. SEWELL. I have been listening in vain to hi 
reason offered 


now in such employ- 


arsome good 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. TheSenatorfrom Florida [Mr. Cari] 
has addressed the Chair. The modification proposed by the Sena- 


tor from New Hampshire will be first stated. 

The SEorETARY. It is proposed to insert after the word “ em- 
ployment,” in line 7, the words ‘‘ of any officer not now in such 
employment”; so as to read: 

And such employment of any officer not now in such employm 
made unlawful after said date 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I think nothing illustrates more 
clearly the fact that there is no subject upon which there may not 
be great differences of opinion than the debate on the pending 
amendment. It seems that the company organized to furnish the 
steel armor for battle ships proposed a contract to the Govern- 
ment by which the Government should appoint a naval officer as 
an inspector for the purpose of determining the performance of a 
contract made with that company, and that the same company 
has further agreed, not with the Government, but in fact with 
another officer of the United States, a retired officer, that he shall 
have no kind of connection with the decision as to the perform- 
ance of this contract by the company and no connection whatever 


nt is hereby 


with it; but that they will not only agree to take the inspector, 
the regular commissioned officer of the Navy, to decide on the 
fact of the contracts being satisfactorily performed, but will also 
employ in the execution of this contract another officer, who shall 


be subject to court-martial if he shall fail to perform his duty to 
the Government by concealing, while in the employment of the 
company, any defect in the completed armor. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Let theSenator add, which 
lutely idle under the law. 

Mr. CALL. Well, thatis true, but to this point i 
actly relate. This company stipulates that the Government shall 
have, by a separate and distinct officer, an absolute protection in 
the preparation of the contract and in its execution, w! hall 
inspect for the Government, subject in all respect lisci 


officer is also abso- 


does not ex 


pline of the Navy, and that they will take another officer of the 
Government, a retired officer, having nothing to do with the Gov- 
ernment in the performance of duty of any kind, receiving a pen- 


sion only, but still bound by the discipline of the Navy, and sub- 
ject to be court-martialed if he shall conceal any defect whatever 
in the armor when completed. 

How is the Government of the United States injured by having 
a skilled officer, not in the employment of the Government, but 
subject to discipline and court-martial, if he shall conceal any 
defects? It seems a singular idea to me that objection should be 
made to this additional security for the performance of the con- 
tract, when the retired officer is not only bound by the esprit de 
corps of his profession, but he is bound by the penalty of a trial 
by court-martial for concealing or being guilty of any kind of 
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collusion with the company in the performance of this contract. 
He has nothing to do with its examination, nothing to do with its 
acceptance by the Government, and it would be a high crime and 
a misdemeanor on the part of the superior officer of the Navy if 
he intrusted to anyone, to the regular commissioned officer, wholly 
removed from any connection with this Government, the approval 
of the contract. But the retired officer has nothing to io with 
it. The argument for thisamendment is that the company are to 
oe by their agreement with the retired officer that his skill 
and his knowledge shall be utilized to deceive the Government, to 
give it incomplete armor, to give it armor in which there is a 
carefully prepared defect. This is not true; he is employed to 
see that the performance of the contract, so far as the company 
are concerned, shall be completely and fullyin accordance with the 
stipulations made. That is the point of view in which the thing 
presents itself to me. 

What is the argument? How can a retired officer affect inju- 
riously the Government? It has been said by the Senator from 
Georgia {[Mr. Bacon] that he is familiar with the officers of the 
Navy. Admitit. Is that familiarity to cause the superior officers 
of the Navy to violate their duty to the Government? Is it to be 
assumed that because this officer is employed by a company to do 
what?—to exercise his skilland judgment in the performance of his 
contract according to stipulations—that therefore the officers of 
the Navy will receive, either from favor, from association, or from 
some corrupt motive, some inducement to betray their duty? I see 
no conclusion of that kind. I do not see that there is one purer 
nism as presented by the Senator from South Carolina {Mr. TILL- 
MAN] between the company and the Government of the United 
States. Such antagonism can only result through fraud. The 
interest of the company is to see that the contract is performed 
according to its stipulation, and that is the interest of the United 
States; and if = assume that fraud is going to intervene by the 
employment of an officer, bound under severe penalties not to do 
the thing which it is assumed he will do, namely, betray the Gov- 
ernment, that is another proposition which has no foundation. 

I think there is another and a greater objection to the amend- 
ment, not only that it is utterly impossible that the officer can do 
any injury to the Government because of this employment, not 
ae because the officer of the Navy who is charged with the in- 
spection and approval is just as much subject to corrupt influence 
without the employment of the retired officer as with the employ- 
ment, but also use the Government of the United States is 
interested in having its officers the most accomplished and skilled 
men who can be had anywhere. How is that to be attained? Is 
an officer of the Navy to be accomplished in the manufacture and 
inspection of steel armor by being withdrawn entirely from em- 
ployments connected with that art? Is that the way a retired 
officer of the United States Navy, who may become useful, is to 
become an accomplished man, by being isolated and prevented 
from all association with the business pursuits of men? Unques- 
tionably that is not true. You want these officers to know all 
about the manufacture of steel armor. You want them to be 
conversant with the progress of art of every kind. You want 
them in the workshops, you want them oe in private pur- 
suits, and there are other and superior and more powerful safe- 
guards against their influencing the Government corruptly which 
can be used than that of excluding them from private employ- 
ment of every kind. 

I do not think it even expedient to suspend the pay of these 
officers while they are employed by private com es, in busi- 
ness which can have no kind of connection in uencing the 
determination of the Government. But if that be so, s d 
them temporarily and strike from the amendment the provision 
that hereafter such a shall be unlawful. Let the 
amendment stand that while in the employment of such companies 
the officers shall not receive any salary from the Government, but 
do not exclude them from their placeand from pension in theservice 
because aes. they have devoted themselves to something 
which educates them for a higher degree of usefulness in the Navy. 

Mr. President, I do not think there is any foundation for the 
suggestion that the Government will suffer because of the tem- 
porary or permanent employment of a pensioned officer in some- 
thing with which the Government has no connection whatever, 
except having identically the same interest that the company has, 
the preparation to the highest standard of efficiency of steel armor 
or any other material which the Navy is required to use. That 
is so in this case. The interest of the Government and the in- 
terest of the contractors are the same. The contractor is bound 

to orm his work according to certain fied stipulations, 
and the interest of the Government is that he shall do it. The 
interest of the contractor is that he shall do it. Now, the as- 
sumption is that fraud is to intervene by employing a 
officer of the Government, in the pay of the Government, subject 
to nes tor wee for concealing any defects by which the Govern- 
men ured, 
Mr. SEWELL. Mr. President, I have not heard all of the ar- 





guments made in this matter. I do not believe that the Conepe . 
of the United States should deprive a retired officer of the op yor. 
tunity of earning compensation outside, nor do I think yo. o., 
properly draw the line as to what shall be the compensa; 3 
whether it shall be from any one branch of his profession 
another, or by whom paid, or whether the party paying it sha}) jo. 
contractor withthe Government. Weare all proud of the offc.ys 
who have been educated both inthe Navy and the Army, and | jaya 
yet to know of a case where they have disgraced the Govern iye¢ 
or themselves. The amendment looks to me very much |ike 
provision to prevent a fraud which is not at all likely to exjc; 
to officers who have been educated under the flag. 
Unfortunately some of these gentlemen have been retired ¢ar|ior 
in life than contemplated by reason of some deficiencies, oi). jar. 
ticularly, who has been employed iu one of the steel-making {,,. 


as 


dries, for defection of sight. Here is one of the brightest you», 
men in the country thrown on his beam ends, as you mig) s,y 
by a defection over which he has no control, which was 5 
brought about by any indiscretion on his part. He is educated 
> to the highest standard, and it is wholly wrong from my jin; 
of view to say that that young man, who probably gets a sulary 
from the Government of $1,500-—— 


Mr. HAWLEY. Nine hundred dollars. 

Mr. SEWELL. Nine hundred dollars—shall be deprived of tho 
right to exercise his brains and his education in providing for jis 
family simply because he is an officer of the Navy. I think it is 
sti tizing them as a class and that it ought not to be done. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, when the proposition was first 
made to prevent this kind of employment hereafter I thought there 
was a show of wisdom in it. e more I have thought of it the 
more Iam unwilling toassent toitin any form. It is an extraor- 
dinary case taken altogether. There are two officers whom the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL] has referred to in appro- 

riately high terms, men of great skill and high character, who 
appen to be now employed, one by the Bethlehem Iron Works 
and the other by the equally famous Carnegie works. A though 


they are getting but each from the Government, and are 
excused by law from all naval duty whatever, and simply have 
the general allegiance of a naval officer, being subject to court- 
martial, it is proposed now to forbid them from doing any work 
whatever in a field for which they are specially qualified anda 
work that is of very t benefit to the Government. Is it sup- 


ar that they can live on $900 per annum apiece? Not at all. 
hat shall they do? They are best qualified for this work. and 
in this case most eminently qualified. It is true there may be 
some t iron works in the country that might find use for them, 
but is their natural home. 


Now, ly enough, it strikes these two men with the most 
severity. ey are the men whom unmerciful disaster has fol- 
lowed fast and followed faster. One, who was retired because of 
a defect in his sight, went through the Academy and nobuily dis- 
covered it. He served honorably for a great many years a(ter- 
wards, and then a superserviceable doctor found that he had a 


little difficulty in distinguishing between red and green. That 
does disqualify him from being the officer on deck at night, but 
it does not take away his brains, nor is the sight defect, just now 
discovered, in any respect due to his vice or misbehavior of any 
sort. He is eminently a gentleman. a aes 
Now, there is the culty about it. In retiring him in this 
way, by some practice new to me, hitherto unknown so far as | 
have discovered, they found he was not to be retired honorably 
upon the full pay of rank, butona half rate. If lam 
not — each of ee at oa would be eet r ured 
in the ordinary way, to about $1,800 a year, upon which they cou! 
— live with more or less comfort. A great many poo)’ 
ive on less than that. But there seems to be some discredit at- 
tached to it. Iam to hunt up the records, and if I find them 
to be as I suppose oa a bill for the correction of the 
gross injustice. an who is compelled to be retired by 
physical disability before the age of 62 therefore, in some resp! 
on account of pon Pyne and retired before 62, to be set aside 
on half pay? If these gentlemen had fallen down and broken 
their nee far as I know they would have been entitled to be 
retiring rate which would come 
were in perfect health. © 
Now, just of this particular notion of cutting off these 
men these two, the worst ible cases for its illustra- 
tion. I do not want any such limitation. I have known som 
thing of this business and of many of these men. I have not 0!y 
been interested from the ing in the building of these st vd. 
steel and iron works for ordnance and material for bu’ 
ing war ships, but the Senate some years ago did me the honor © 
make me chairman of a committee which investigated the = , 
subject. I went to some of the here and to many of \ 
great establishments in Great Britain. So I have come to a 
about it, and I have ina manner fallen in love in the matter 
the history of the thing. What I am about to say applies to s° 








1896. 


eee 


remarks made on this subject as well as to the an ques- 


r ; ; : 
a under consideration. We did not know w 


tion now 


or or to give us the various other forms of iron and 
ee to build ships. It would have cost the Govern- 
ment an enormous sum 
great guns. The question was whether there were any great es- 
tablishments in the country ready to contract with the Govern- 
ment, partly on “ spec,” if you choose to call itso, and ey from 

triotism, and to undertake to make all the parts o 
steel guns, rough hewn, rough bored, and rough turned, and turn 
them over to @ Government shop, which had cost a good deal, 
which would finally finish and assemble the parts; and also whether 
there was any private party who would agree to make such armor 
as was wanted. That was the question. 

We found upon going about the country that there were sev- 
eral gentleman who would undertakeit. 1 am bound to say it was 
not altogether a mere matter of dollars and cents; there was some 
patriotic pride in it. They said they would put down two, three, 
or four millions of dollars if necessary, $2,000,000 to begin with, 
for the plant. They wanted to be sure of contracts. They laid 
down perfectly honorable and fair terms in every respect, general 
conditions, Which would form a part of asound policy. The Gov- 
ernment upon that arrangement, getting the rough parts 
of the guns and the whole of the armor from private parties, and 
building some ships in Government yards and the rest of them 
largely in private yards. sae é 

I say the history of these concerns and of their improvement in 
the mechanic arts and of the beauty and skill with which they 
have improved upon everything of the kind abroad is a matter of 
American pride; just pride; and I am sorry when gentlemen seem 
to think that everything which they do has an odor of suspicious 
behavior about it and must be investigated and must be construed 
against their claim. I say they have done a grand work for us. 
The great iron and steel forgers and the great shipbuilders have 
made us proud of the American mechanic and proud of the naval 
officer who has been connected with them. What on earth can 
one of these com tively young men—say 45 years of age; the 
Senate gets in the habit of thinking that is rather young—do in the 
way of corrupting the Government or defrauding it in any way? 
They are gentlemen of honor. They still are bound not only by 
the esprit de corps of the Army and the Navy, but by the severi- 
ties of martial law. They are liable to be court-martialed, and 
Senators know how strict that is in the matter of the conduct of 
a soldier and a gentleman. 

But these two icular officers, unjustly retired on half pay, 
after an honorable life of twenty or twenty-five years, are to be 
told to-day, now idle and not having enough to live on, ‘‘ You shall 
not engage in the particular calling for which you are, above any 
in the United States, fitted.” I am sorry the subject has been 
brought up in any shape, but if I can get nothing better to vote 
for than the suggestion of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gor- 
MAN] I shall vote for it, and then I shall vote against everything 
on the subject. 

Mr. C DLER. Mr. President, it is very hard to pass any 
proposition through Congress which strikes at any individual or 
affects any individual. e individuals concerned make a — 
the friends of the individuals are appealed to, and they generally 
succeed in preventing the legislation which it is thought, by per- 
sons not specially interested in those individuals, advantageous for 
the Government. . 

This is not a question alone of these two young men—45 years 
of age—of whom the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HaAwLEy} 
speaks. It isa question of an important principle in connection 
with the admi ation of the Government in the Navy De- 
partment. These two men are officers of the Navy. There is no 
earthly difference between them and any other officer of the Navy, 
except that they can not be ordered to duty unless in time of war, 
and they are on the retired list receiving half pay instead of full 
elie ese two men are thus employed under a system which 

ved by the committee to be a vicious system, and we feel 
that we have a right to have a vote of this body upon the question 
of principle enced by considerations personal to the two 
men. are to have, under the amendment, a year from the 
80th of June next to find other employment, and the question is 
whether after that date the custom which contractors with the 
Navy ent—men receiving millions of dollars from the 
Government through the Navy Department—have inaugurated, of 
employing officers upon the retired list to serve them, shall at the 
Proper time come to an end. 

I submit that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HawLry 
overlooked entirely the fact that the whole world is open in whic 
these men can employment other than employment under 
contractors with the Government. The Senator from Connecticut 
aoe as Souk these two men would be obliged to remain idle 

their lives if they were not allowed to go into the employment 
of contractors with the Government. Not at all, Mr. President. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The Senator from New Hampshire will allow 
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| me to correct him. 


1ether any- haps they could get employment in some of the other great steel 
body in the United States was ready to make the enormous blocks | and iron machine shops, but that this is the work 


to complete a plant for making armor and | where. 


the great | 
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I did say that per 





I did not quite say that. 


for which they 
are more especially and finely fitted. : 
Mr. CHANDLER. Of course they can get employment 
These men were not educated as ordnance officers. 
were not educated as constructors of steamships. 
educated to fabricate guns orarmor. The whole construction is re- 
centin this country. They have had an education which fitsthem 


for almost any employmentin private life, and it is not necessary, 


, 
else- 
They 
They were not 


in order that they may spend the remainder of their lives usefully, 
that they shall be allowed to go into the employment of men who 
have contracts reaching into the millions of dollars with the Navy 


cee and have the right to come here for those contractors 
and go through and throug the Navy Department, to find out 
what is going on there, and what the views and purposes of the 
Government are, in order to serve their employers. 

I certainly have refrained, and I know other members of the 
committee have refrained, from setting out the evil that is growing 
up in the language in which it might have been depicted. The 
aim of too many naval officers to-day is not to serve the Govern- 
ment faithfully, but to connect themselves for a little time with 
some of the new mechanical methods employed in furnishing war 
material for the Government to learn what they can, to learn 
enough to make themselves useful to outside contractors, and then 
to go out from the employment of the Government, either by 
leave of absence on the active list or by getting on the retired list, 
and make large sums of money which they do not see they can 
make as compensation for their services so long as they continue 
to serve the Government for their salaries. In view of the money 
that has been made by naval officers out of private employment, 
the service is being honeycombed by a desire to go out and do 
likewise, which is doing infinite mischief to the service. 

Mr. GRAY. I will say to the Senator from New Hampshire, if 
he will permit me, that the cases with which we are dealing are 
cases where the officers were compelled to go out of the active 
service of the Navy and against their will to go on the retired list. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That does not touch the principle, which is 
a sound principle and ought to be adopted by the Senate, that so 
long as they are officers of the Government, receiving salaries 
from the Government, they shall not go into the employment for 
high wages of contractors who are doing business by the millions 
of dollars with the Government. I will not say, as the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] did, that those contractors are 
enemies of the Government. I will adopt the word suggested by 
the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray]. They are antagonists 
of the Government. We think that armor for the battle ships 
which we are going to build ought to be purchased for $350 a ton. 
The manufacturers want to get $550aton. Thatis the contention. 
That is the very question which we are to debate in the Senate 
within a few hours, and the committee have been endeavoring to 
learn all they can learn about it. 

I say that in the consideration and the decision of that question, 
and in the carrying out of contracts that are made for armor, we 
do not want to have in the employment of the contractors naval 
officers educated by the Government, to-day paid a salary by the 
Government, using all their knowledge, all their wit, all their 
skill, to get $550 a ton out of the Government of the United States 
when the United States ought to pay only $350 a ton. Mr. Presi- 
dent, forsooth—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire please 
explain to me—for I confess I do not understand the proposition— 
what special knowledge any retired officer would have because of 
his education at Annapolis and his connection with the Navy 
which would enable him in the slightest degree to increase to the 
extent of a farthing the contract price for armor? I do not un- 
derstand it, and I should like the Senator, who is familiar with 
the Navy Department, to explain how it can possibly be. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will only bring to the attention of the 
Senator from Maryland the case as presented by the Senator from 
Connecticut (Mr. HAWLEY]. Hesays we should take young naval 
officers, familiarize them with the manufacture of armor and guns 
and the construction of ships, educate them at our expense, employ 
them at the public expense until they are thoroughly expert in the 
business, ont when they go upon the retired list we should allow 
them to gointo the service of contractors with the Government for 
that kind of material. I say it is injurious to the Government 
to inculcate the idea that naval officers are to be on the lookout 
all the time for an opportunity, if by any possibility they can get 
upon the retired list or if they can find it more profitable to leave 
the Navy than to stay in it, to make fortunes by using the skill 
and knowledge and ability which have come to them while in the 
Government servicein the employ of contractors who are engaged 
in doing business with the Government. 

I know a naval officer who was examined for promotion and 
had a physical defect, but the naval surgeons found that the de- 
fect did not stand in the way of his promotion, and he was pro- 
moted to higher rank on the active list. He went abroad in an 
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important capacity for the United States. A little later he dis- 
covered that he could enter into private employment; that he 
could enter into the employment of one of the very firms who are 
engaged in supplying armor for the United States. Forthwith he 
applied to be put upon the retired list. The physical defect which 
was not sufficient to prevent him from obtaining his promotion 
upon the active list operated to put him upon the retired list, and 
he is now receiving a salary of $5,000 a year, I think, from one of 
these private concerns. 

The principle that I advocate, and I do it without the slightest 
—— unkindness to the naval officers who have been alluded 

, but not named, which I believe ought to be sustained and which 
I believe it will be a mistake not to sustain, which I believe it will 
be a mistake to have stricken down out of sympathy for these two 
excellent gentlemen, is the principle that when the Government 
is doing business with great contractors to whom it is paying 
millions and millions of doliars, the men that wear the uniform 
and draw the pay of the United States, if they are connected at 
all with those transactions shall be on the side of the Government, 
and shall not be allowed, while they continue to draw the > Bay and 
wear the uniform of the United States, to use the knowledge and 
the skill which they have uired in the service of the Govern- 
ment to the detriment of the Government. 

Mr. President, that is the whole of it. If this amendment is to 
be voted down because these two men will find it inconvenient a 
year from the 30th of June, 1897, to get employment somewhere 
else than in the offices of the contractors wit Government, let 
that be understood, and let it be understood also as a principle 
that we will encourage the men who are officers in the Army and 
the Navy of the United States when they get upon theretired lists to 
seek employment with firms, with contractors, with builders, who 
are making themselves rich, or seeking to make themselves rich, 
on enormous contracts with the Government. Let it be under- 
stood that things are to be mixed up in this way,so that when we 
gee an Office: of the Navy or call an officer of the Navy, or see an 
officer of the Army or call an officer of the Army, we shall not 
know whether he is the servant of the Government, paid to serve 
the Government and to protect the Government, or whether he 
is in the employment of a Government contractor, employed to 
serve that contractor against the interests of the Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. What date does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire state the provision will take effect? 

Mr. CHAND . On the 30th day of June next year—1897. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Andthe amendment of the Senator from Mary- 
land fixes 1808? 

ted that. 


Mr. GORMAN. I sugges 

Mr. HAWLEY. I thought the Senator offered an amendment? 

Mr. GORMAN. I did, but I withdrew it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not hear the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggested to the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to modify his amendment. I understood him to say 1898 
would beagreeable to him. I onlymade the suggestion; Idid not 
offer an amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggested the amendment without con- 
sulting my associates upon the committee, who I find dissent 
from my modification, and therefore I revert now to the aapae 
amendment, which provides that it shall be unlawful for officers 
= ow to accept such employment after the 30th day of 

une, : 

Mr. HAWLEY. Just one word more of comment upon what 
the Senator has said and Iam done. Ido not know whether he 
approves of certain naval officers who have shown their great 

1 in mechanics and capacity as executive officers ans 
from the Navy; I donot know whether he approves of that, whi 
has frequently occurred, of officers becoming entirely familiar 
with this business, exhibiting great mechanical skill and execu- 
tive ability, resigning from the Navy and then going into these 
private establishments. He does not object to that, does he? 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have never objected to it, but I do say 
that there is danger that a system will grow up which will be in- 
jurious to the Government. 

Mr. HAWLEY. If a system grows up on account of the sw 
rior excellency of the young gentlemen we have employed in 
Navy, such excellence that the manufacturing concerns who 
know what want, and get it, will come after them, I think 
that is creditable. The gentlemen who go out and t such 
— employment are the men that will not be found lagging 

case there shall be a great war. We may be sure they wi 

ive a good account of themselves and will be found among our 
ture admirals. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to answer the Senator a little 
further. Of course we can not prevent an officer of the Navy re- 
signing if he chooses to resign and go into private employment. 
If he were to resign after he has served the Government in con- 
nection with the business and the work of contractors and in- 
tended to go into their employment under circumstances that 
Would be vicious and scandalous, the Secretary of the Navy might, 
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of course, refuse to 
can net help if officers of the Army and Navy choose to leay. 
service at the proper time and under proper conditions, }yy; 


service, 


dent or the Secretary of the 
their actions, and they can not accept any such employment wit). 
out specific prnuiction. So that this prohibitory provision of ¢), 
Senator wil 

be retired w: 
lectual and 


retary of the Navy from allowing officers on the active lis 
such en 
custom hi . 
—s ee as to both active and retired officers, 


officers were retired 
es was it not? 
r 


retired. I have taken the trouble to 
it to show you how little truth there is in the claims which have 
been made 
these officers 


to his 
ever, in the 
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t the resignation. That is a thing we 
the 


can prevent men who continue to remain members of thio military 
organization from entering into the service of Government con- 
tractors while they remain connected with the military or yaya 


Mr. HAWLEY. While ne on the active list the Presi- 
avy has absolute command over 


apply only to those men who are so unfortunate as to 
et still have the full possession of their intel. 
ysical faculties. 


Mr. C DLER. The committee intend to prevent the Sec- 


taking 
yment. Such employment has been allowed aud the 
been an injurious one; and the committee propos. ty 
The assertion has been made here that thvoss 
contrary to their wishes and that it was a 


WLEY. I know it was in one case, for I have the per- 


sonal! assurance of the gentleman himself regarding it. As 
other 
that of an unquestioned and somewhat serious disability, not 
a his intellect, but his eyesight. . 


particular case referred to I do not know, but his case an 


Mr. . [have the Navy Register,and on page 7s js; 
list of the lieutenants of the Navy on the retired liste Dcenter 
down the list I find the names of the two officers in question, ani 
opposite their names the act of Congress under which they are 


that act, and I will read 


. Section 23.of the act of August 30, 1861, under which 
are retired, reads as follows: 
Whenever officer, ee the duties appropriat 
--! Tesh unable tocomply with scl ra 7 Ww on 
magus of the President, an officer is incapacitated to perform 
his office, the President, at his , may direct the Secre 
the case of such officer to a board of not more than 
nine five commissioned officers, two-fifths of whom shal! be mem- 
bers of the Medical Corps of the Navy, etc. 

The beginning of the act of retirement rests with the officer 
himself or with the President. Itis not.an obligatory retirement 
at all, and therefore we are compelled under these circumstances 
to at least suppose that these officers, finding that they can get 
very remunerative employment, desire to get on the retired list 
and to receive pay from the Government, while at the same time 
they are holding their rank and getting higher salaries from these 


ivate concerns than they are ing as officers of the Navy. 
There is no hardship in these tan 


retired at all under 
that idea, because you can not conceive of the President having a 
prejudice in such a matter and coming forward and saying, 
‘‘Here, you are color-blind; you must get out.” How does the 
President know it? The man has been in the employ of the Gov- 
ernment twenty-five years; he has been an exceptionally bright 
officer; he has won his way; and is it supposable we should ever 
have a President so mean as to tell that man he must get out of 
the Navy. Now, suppose an officer comes forward of his own 
accord and says, ‘‘I am color-blind, and would like to get retired 





the duties 


pew: then it is optional with him whether he retires from tle 
avy or not. There is no great hardship in that. 
Senator allow me to make an ex- 


Mr. HAWLEY. Will 


Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. a 
Mr. HAWLEY. The officer referred to, who is partially dis- 
by reason of color-blindness, had himself a suspicion 0! 1! 
coming on, but it was officially ascertained by the boar! wl 
examined him for promotion, and he was obliged to admit that he 
not tohave-command.of schip at times. S0 he coul no 
eing avy as of a man, and only » 

allowed to orm certain shore duties or office duties. There- 
' his sorrow, he felt compelled to get out of the Navy. 
But how on earth they contrived to put him on a list which “ives 
sean of what the ordinary officer gets I can not unuct 


Mr. TILLMAN. Excuse me a minute. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I inne to be 
when that gentleman was before the committee, and I tov 
trouble to inquire as to the causes of his retirement, why |!‘ 
case of a man seemingly so fitted for command it should be cons 
ered necessary to retire just: he was 
just as competent to command a now and to do just as good 
service.as heever had done. You see, then, that while he micht 
not have been promoted on account of color-blindness, he could 
not have been retired on account of it under this act. 


+ and was surprised 
the 














inciple. I do not think 

| member of committee, certainly I 
y charge me, with any personal bias or 
to make a spectacle or example of these offi- 
consider them as honorable men who have gone into this 
pusiness, because it is the habit now to go into such tings. We 
are now, however, trying to purify the service and to get back to 


We are contending here simply for a 


a sound basis of morals, and I the committee amendment 
ought to go through. , . } 
Mr. HAWLEY. One matter more, just as to this retired offi- 


cer. He told me last evening—I did not know at the time who 
was the officer who went before the board, but last evening when 
I saw him I remembered that I had made his acquaintance very 
pleasantly before. He told me that it was not right for him to 
take command of a ship; that he could not fairly and honorably do 
so, because he found from experience toward the latter of his 
active duty that it was necessary for him, and he made it his prac- 
tice, to have a young officer, a veteran seaman, by his side when 
be was on deck to see the lights ahead,and he could not honor- 
ably continue in the service when he could not command a ship. 

Mr. CHANDLER, I wish the Senator from Delaware [Mr. 
Gray] to hear that statement, that the officer himself admitted 
that it would not be judicious for him to command aship. The 
Senator from Delaware had something tosay about superservice- 
able surgeons retiring an officer against his will. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I can say something about it, in my opinion. 
I do not know that the retirement was unjust in other cases, for I 
have not inquired; but I saysomething very cruel and unjust was 
done in the case to which I have referred. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am ready to vote to restore that officer to 
rank on the active list of the Navy, and will vote for it, but I do 
think that if he is to take the pay of the Government on the 
retired list, he ought not to take pay from theenemy. He should 
resign if he is going to serve that enemy. It is very easy to get 
out of the Navy if employment by the steel companies is more re- 
munerative + than the honor of ~e ¢ - to the retired 
list of the Nevy; his resignation can go in, and that settles the 
whole business, and we get rid of the odium attaching to the im- 
morality, or the dishonor, or whatever you may it, which 
now inly is held by some of us to exist. 

The G OFFICER (Mr. FavuLKNER in the chair). 
The ion is on the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
New ire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. GO - DoI understand the Senator has withdrawn 


his modification? 
I have withdrawn the modification I made 


Mr. CHAND 
to the amendment. 

Mr.GORMAN. Then Imove to amend the amendment by 
Sa of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The G OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
moves an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from New 
Hampshire, which will be stated. 

TheSecrerary. It is p to amend the amendment by 


roposed 
ing after the word “‘ employment,” in next to the last line, 
— wi “of any officer not now in such employment”; so as to 


And such of officer not now in such emp! nt ishereb: 
a a — mployment is hereby 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 


Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I happen to be in the very im- 
olen of not ing either of these gentlemen, not 
even their names, and | am to vote on this ques- 

tion upon the principle involved in it. 1t is avery plain and sim- 
ple principle, one recognized in Holy Writ by the expression ‘‘ No 
man can serve two masters,” one embedded im the juris- 
prudence of this country, which prohibits any man from serving 
tw have antagonistic interests. No man, under the 
agent of the buyer and at the same 
seller; no trustee is allowed to deal on 
It is not upon any idea that 
; must necessarily flow from this incon- 
sistent relation; it comes from a higher principle, that men who 


1 
| 


officer of the United States, recognized as an 
Sey ceria salary as an officer, and owing obedience and 
duty to the United States as an officer. He goes and embarks in 
has a contract with the United 


States. So his as an officer of the United States leads him 
one way to protect the interests of the United States, and his duty 
“nn these contractors leads him in 


ASOT 


that is nothing more than saying that he is a spy for the United 
States in the service of one of the contractors of the United States. 
We do not want any spies. The question is not whether the 
United States is to be benefited or whether it is to be injured by 
this relation. The question is whether it is not an immoral and 
mconsistent relation, forbidden not only by Holy Writ. but by 
the law of the land; and for that reason I think the 
of the committee ought to be 








umendment 


i dopte dad, with this single ex eption, 

that there onght not to be any delay in the severance of this im- 
proper and iminoral relation; it ought to commence now 

I confess with somewhat of astonishment and somewhat of 


amazement to having heard for the first time during this debat 
liberty t 


that any officers of the United States felt themselves at bo 
accept employment from a contractor with the United States and 
in relation to the matter about which the contract was made. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, the question of immorality depends 
entirely upon the question whether there is any injury to the 
United States. I suppose it will hardly be denied that if the 
acceptance of this engagement on the part of this retire: 
was a benefit to the United States, and has been done « 
there would be no immorality in it, whatever may be the law. 1 
will not dispute with my friend from Mississippi in regard to the 
law, if there is any law by which a person in the employment of 
another person, with the consent of that person and of both of 
the parties, shall openly agree that his service shall be used for 
what? To see that one of the parties complies strictly with his 
agreement, and after he shall have devoted his skill to the per 
formance of the contract in favor of the Government that another 
and a distinct person, not in the employment of this company, 
shall be the final judge and inspector. , 

If there be any disadvantage, any injury to the United States, 
or to any person in that position, it can not be discovered: it can 
not be pointed out. It has been said that a man so siti 
two masters. Thatis not true. In a certain form of words it is 
true, but pertinent to the subject, pertinent to the considerations 
which determine whether a man can serve two masters or not, it 
has no relation here, because the man is not aspy. A man is not 
a spy under such circumstances. When I say to another man, “I 
will ee to take your servant, who is in your confidence, who is 
bound to you, and use his skill, his loyalty, and his fidelity to you 
to see that this obligation of mine is performed, and then you 
may, after that is done, submit it to another inspection,” it is but 
a form of words, with which the Scripture,of which my distin 
guished friend speaks, has nothing to do. There is no likeness 
between God and mammon in thiscase. In this case the company 
obligate themselves not to the United States, but to take this 
skilled servant.of the United States and say, ‘‘ You are subject to 
court-martial; you will be disgraced in the estimation of the 
fellows of your own corps; you will sacrifice your reputation and 
the honor of the profession to which you have been devoted, al- 
though now isolated from it, if you fail to have this work done in 
the manner stipulated, or if you conceal any defects.” How is 
that going to be unfair, serving two masters, or attempting to 
conceal something? How is it thatit is not an additional security 
to the Government of the United States that the contract shall 
be faithfully performed? It is impossible that it can be so. 

Then, again, as I said before, there is the larger consideration 
which is invelved in this amendment that the officers of tho 
United States shall be isolated and separated from all the arts, 
all the progress, all the inventions, and the practical applications 
of science which are being made, and left with a small pittance 
to dawdle their lives away in idleness. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, Ican understand very readily the 
differences of opinion as to the amendment offered by the com- 
mittee, but I do not see how it is possible to sustain the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Maryland |Mr. Gorman] on 
any ground. 

This is a question of principle. Either this double service now 
entered into by these officers is right or it is wrong. If it is 
right,none of them should be prevented from undertaking it; if 
it is wrong, none of them should be allowed to undertake it. <As 
i understand the amendment of the Senator from Maryland 
to prevent all officers in the future from accepting such « 
ment, but allows those who are now in the employ of t! 
tractors to remain there. That seems to me simply in 
The ision ought to be made general, or it ought not 1 


lated sery 


mer 
Pass 


I would ask, Mr. President, if the question now pending is on 
the amendment to the amendment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the pending question. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, I think, fails to remember this case. If it had not been for 
the fact that both the great Departments, the Navy and the War 
Departments, in the development of this industry had encouraged 
their officers to go out and take employment in these works and 
aid in their development—such a development as the world has 
never known in the same period of time—I could understand that 
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this provision ought not to apply, and that these gentlemen ought 
not to be exempted; but they were encouraged to go; they were 
permitted under the rules of the Departments to enter into this 
service; and the Departments did another thing that in the light 
of to-day would not be tolerated, and that was to give leaves of 
absence to important officers of the Government to enter into pri- 
vate enterprises and to receive compensation during the time of 
their leaves of absence. 

At that time both the Secretaries of the Navy—Mr. Whitney 
and Mr. Tracy, two of the greatest Secretaries we have ever had— 
were only looking to the great result to be accomplished if the 
Government induced their officers to engage in such service. No 
man in Congress or out of Congress thought it was dishonorable 
on the part of these naval officers to accept such employment 
when their Government believed that they could render greater 
service by doing it. It was right, and it was encouraged; but we 
would not permitit to-day, and I would not permit it in the future, 
because the exigencies do not require it. There is much skill out- 
side now to go on withthe work. These great factories are accom- 
— results. They stand to-day as wonderful monuments to 

e genius of the American people. They are ——_ to make 
all the armor and all the steel required \ the Government, and, 
I am glad to say, it is better, or supposed to be better by all the 
experts, than any other which is now made in the world. Now, 
Congress should not reverse the action of the Department and 
overturn a system which we have all agreed to without exception, 
and deliberately deprive two or three young men, whom I do not 
know, and I have probably never seen but one of them, of their 
pensions, for that is practically what the pay of a retired officer is, 
and say to them, ‘‘The work you have done is — ; what you 
have been encouraged to do by your Government is dishonorable, 
and this employment must cease from this time henceforth.” 

I submit to the Senator from Massachusetts that no man in pri- 
vate life could be = of such action and be sustained by the 
good judgment of the people who surround him. It is not a busi- 
ness transaction; it is not a fair transaction. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, no one has suggested—certainly 
I never suggested, and I have never heard anyone suggest—that it 
was dishonorable in these officers to take this employment, or that 
it was otherwise than an honorable employment. They took it, 
undoubtedly, with the approval of the Department, and as they 
had a right to do. Nobody desires to cast the slightest reflection 
upon them, But the — has proved to be a bad system, in my 
opinion; and I think it is obvious that it must be a bad system 
from the double service it involves. 

My sole point is that if we are to make a general rule, as I think 
we should, that naval officers, whether on the active or retired 
list, are not in future to take employment with Government con- 
tractors, weshould make it apply to all naval officers. The naval 
officers who are now in the employ of those contractors should be 
obliged either to give up their retired pay or their service with 
the contractors, ey have had both for a number of years. 
They were undoubtedly led to do so by the approval of the De 
ment, but if Congress decides that the — and system are ‘ 
I can not see that it is any hardship to them any more than toany 
other officers who may desire to enter into the same employment 
to be deprived of the opportunity of drawing two salaries. Be- 
sides, a year’s grace is given under the amendment, as I under- 
stand, to enable them to make other arrangements. Itis not pro- 
posed to force them out on twenty-four hours’ notice. They are 

iven a chance to remain where they are and resign from the 

avy, or to seek employment elsewhere. The amendment really 
only cuts off those persons who are contracting with the Govern- 
ment from the sphere of this employment. 

I have no feeling in regard to these officers. I do not have the 
pleasure of knowing any of them personally. I have been written 
to in re to them. t is the only thing which I have heard 
about them. I have been urged to vote against this amendment 
because it affects one of those officers in this way. Beyond that 
Ihave no interest; but it seems to me the present system is a bad 
one, and I can not see how it can be regarded as otherwise than a 
bad and dangerous system, which may constantly give rise to sus- 
picion and to insinuations. Ido not see how it can possibly be 
_ hays put a naval officer in the position of serving a contractor 
who 


in dealing with the Government. 
I hope, however, the Senator from Maryland will not su 

that I intended to reflect on anybody—not fora moment. I know 
they are as honorable men as there are. ° 

r. GORMAN. I did not understand the Senator to reflec 
upon anybody, but I wanted to call his attention to what I believed 
to be the injustice of the proposition he presents. The Senator 
from Massachusetts and nearly all the Senators who take the 
view of the Committee on Naval Affairs present the case as if 
these men were serving two masters at the same tim: the 
Government and se g the contractors. That can not be done. 
Nothing of that kind is involved in this proposition. retired 
naval officer is never seen at the Navy Department, and has no 
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interest in what is going on there. His services - 
manded in time of war hereafter, it is true, but so fer satin t - oo 
actions of the Navy Department are concerned after he js aetie ¥ 
he is as free from connection with them as Mr. Carnevie 1.” 
president of the Bethlehem company. He hasabsolutely yo in:.. 
est in the N a except to draw his pay at the ey.) f 
the quarter. He is not connected with the business: ho ;. ..., 
expected to serve the Government; his services are not re., oo os 
and not asked for; he goes out and receives employment tak 
where and the Government recognizes him as they would ane 
other foreman or any other superintendent at one of thes...» 
tories. The place he was educated or the fact that he draw. 
pension amounts to nothing. ae 
Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator know that retired 
at the call of the Government at any time? 
Mr. GEORGE. We can not hear the Senator from Maino 
this side. = 
Mr. HALE. I ask if the Senator from Maryland does not know 
that retired officers are at the call and beck of the Government? 
Mr. GORMAN. Yes. ™ 
Mr. HALE. And that a retired officer may at any time ho 
requested by the Navy Department to go on a board to investivate 
just such circumstances as we have now before us? 
Mr. GORMAN, Yes. 
Mr. HALE. And that it is not an infrequent thing that when 


u'e- 


a 


officers are 


important supervisory boards deal with charges of this kind and 
deal with cases of this kind competent retired officers are put on 
those boards? They are not separated from the Navy Depart- 
ment; they are separated from certain active duty on ship)oard 


and in shipyards; but they may be requested to deal with just 
such subjects as we are now dealing with. That is an additional 


reason why they ought not to be in the employment of these 
companies. 

Mr. GORMAN. In very rare cases I admit that is the case, 
but the rule is as I have stated. When they are retired, that is 
practically the end of them so far as the business of the office ig 
concern They have no facilities to ascertain what is going on 


in the Navy De ent any more than I have or you have. 
But, Mr. President, when this examination began it was not 
upon this line at all. An abuse, I admit, had grown up in tho 
Department, an abuse that ought to have been corrected and will 
be corrected, and that was granting leaves of absence to promi- 
nent officers in the Department who are in the regular service to 
go off and take employment from private establishments; and the 
resolution and the statements in the press all struck at a very 
high officer of the Government who was supposed to have had uot 
only that sort of employment, but an ihterest in the process by 
which the steel was e. Asamatter of course that ought to 


be corrected, and that, I understand, is to becorrected. It would 
not be tolerated at the Department any longer. But nobody sup- 
posed that there was any abuse in the retired officers going into 
private employment. 


Mr. President, I do not desire to continue this discussion. 
Already too much time has been devoted to it. I merely wish to 
say that I believe great injustice is about to be done these two or 
three gentlemen, whom I do not know and in whom I have no in- 
terest whatever. If it were not for the fact that they had been 
encouraged to a t this employment and entered into it withthe 
full belief, as we all believe, thatit was totheinterest of the Govern- 
ment to do it, then I could understand how they may be stricken 
down within one year and rived of this employment. But 


having been encouraged to do it, and it being the desire of the 
Government that these officers should be so employed, | think it 
is unwise and unjust to these men now by an act to embrace them 
in the a officers who have done wrong. 

Mr. 8Q . Ishould like to ask the Senator from Maryland, 
before he takes his seat, if it is not true that one of the Secretaries 
of the Na or requested suchanemployment’ 

Mr. GO . AsI said a moment ago, my understanding 18 
that the sole object of the two great Secretaries of the Navy. Mr. 
Whitney and Mr. y, was to build up these great establish: 
ments and to make this weer perfect, and they encouraged 
all these officers to do it, and in the light they had at that (me 
they not -" encouraged the men upon the retired list, but abso 
lutely gave leaves of absence to retired officers of the (overt 
ment that they might go out and during the time of the leave 


aunee this employment. It was the policy of the Government, 
and the officers are not at all at fault in it. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I was informed yesterday by a gentleman Bd 
whom I have great confidence, and who is in a position to kno, 
that did encourage the going of retired officers 
into the esta ent for the p of engaging in this 
ness, believing it to be for the benefit of the Government that ‘hy 
should engage in the business for that company. It seems ‘0 ™° 


it is a matter of great injustice, under these circumstanc’s. for °. 
to criticisethosemen. It seems to me there is an unfriendly — 
here; and I am sorry to see it manifested. For my part, whether 
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the amendment should prevail or not, I intend to vote against it. 
I think it is a piece of injustice and casts a reflection upon these 
worthy officers now retired from the Navy. . 

Mr. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of the 
Senate again to the real situation. It is plainly an instance where 
a committee of the Senate, charged with ve responsibility on 
public matters, is seeking to prevent what it believes to be a griev- 
ance, and, as is not infrequently the case, the attempt at a kind of 
reformation — across the private wishes and the private inter- 

of individuals. 
as it does not follow that those individuals are corrupt, that 
they are worthy of censure. They are not said here to be corrupt 
or worthy of censure. But it does follow that any attempt which 
is made seriously to better things and better conditions ought not 
to be allowed in the Senate to be thwarted because of the impor- 
tunity of a few individuals whom that attempt runs across. I 
have no doubt that the Senate has been very considerably and per- 
tinaciously lobbied in this respect by friends of the gentlemen and 
by themselves, it may be, because the amendment will interfere 
with them. Mr. President, if that is going to be the rule of the 
Senate, if it is impossible to pass an act that is for the benefit of 
the general public and the Government in the future because it 
runs across the interests of a few individuals and those individ- 
nals can turn the current of our action awry, we may as well at- 
tempt to act without committees here or to do anything that is in 
the nature of reforming governmental abuses and set up a good 
dard. 
Tae to say a word as to why it is that this condition has come 
about. I agree with what the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
HAWLEY] has said, that in the hs gy | it was a very desirable 
thing that men should be enlisted in the work of building up 
great armor-plate establishments and establishments to manufac- 
ture ordnance for the two military branches of the Government, 
the Army and the Navy. Wehad none. We were at the mercy 
of the foreign manufacturer, and Congress embarked in it hon- 
estly and seriously and earnestly by liberal appropriations, under- 
standing that we were to give what, in fact, was a great bonus to 
establishments that would come in and devote American wit and 
American ingenuity, and put us on a plane with other powers of 
the world a rd private manufactories. I advocated that as 
much as any member on the floor of the Senate. I have always 
believed in it. Out of it came first the Bethlehem Iron Works, 
works that have expanded and enlarged and have become a pride 
to us and in which all American people have great pride. Later, 
when it was found that we were continuing to appropriate liber- 
ally for the Navy for armor plate and guns, and also ordnance for 
the Army, another establishment was called into being, and the 
t reason which was urged why we should encourage another 
establishment, and why the Secretary of the yo determined to 
divide the contracts and give them not all to Bethlehem; but one 
to the Carnegie works, was that we needed competitors. So the 
Government embarked in that, in the meantime giving liberal 
appropriations. They went on and increased their plants and 
made them what to-day isa wonder in the eyes of the world. 
Very soon the system, or the e tation of a system, of competi- 
tive bids disappeared between the two, and now there is nothing 
of that kind. 
But while these concerns have been developing a great plant 
Congress has been doing an immense thing for them. We have 


appropriated and _— to them about $11,000,000, and contracts, 
now perhaps just being closed, for two other ships at $3,000,000 


more will e $15,000,000 paid to these concerns. It has now 
come about that the Committee on Naval Affairs believes from 
its investigation, not that these men are not meritorious in build- 
ing up their plants, but that they have been largely paid for all 
that, and that the time has come when they can afford to furnish 
armor for the Government and make a reasonable and great profit 
at rates gens less than they have been getting heretofore. 
= ek o on Movel Afaire Haves that for all their enter- 
y ve amply compensa y the great appropria- 
tions of millions upon : ons of dollars, and that the time has 
come when they ought to consider present conditions and reduce 
bids. Therefore we are confronted with a condition of an- 
that has never existed until to-day. 
Now, that being the condition and these two forces being antag- 
onistic, being what the Senator from South Carolina calls enemies, 
inimical, it is believed by the committee that in the new 
now arises, where it is acontest between the Gov- 
ernment and these concerns, they ought to reduce their bids and 
still have a fair and ample profit. We find connected with them 
and employed by them officers in the Navy of the United States. 
I do not care whether they are active or whether they are retired, 
ae is the same. The moment that conflict looms upon 
the the moment it is a battle drawn between the Govern- 


E 


A 


on W) 


ment and these concerns as to reducing the = of armor and 
getting fair contracts there ought to be in concerns no man 
is an officer of the Government. 


g 


Mr. President, it does not stop here. If two officers can be 
employed by those two concerns, ten can be employed. If a re- 
tired officer who was retired because of certain physical causes 
for which he was not to blame can be employed, and the Senate 
declares that he may be employed, every man to-day in the Navy 
Department who is engaged in representing the Government, in 
furnishing it with facts and considerations which it can urge in 
favor of reduced appropriations and reduced prices. may all the 
time be haunted by the temptation that in one way or another 
to-morrow he may resign or be retired and go into t he empl vinent 
of the concerns, and give the wit and the knowledge and the in- 
fluence that he still holds in the Navy Department to those estab- 
lishments. 

This is more wide reaching than the question relating to two 
men which has been urged here. It isvery far, deep reaching, Mr. 
President. I can not see, and I do not believe that anybody can 
see, that unless there had been the happening of two or three offi- 
cers molested to some extent there would have been a single objec- 
tion to the provision reported by the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. President, it will be a bad day for the Navy of the United 
States and for the status of the officers of the Navy of the United 
States when the Senate puts its seal of disapprobation on an 
amendment like this, which prevents the employment of naval 
officers in concerns that are competing with the Government and 
are trying to get extravagant rates of appropriation and when the 
Government is trying toreduce them. That very thing will react 
upon officers of the Navy. It is no kindness to the -eneral per- 
sonnel of the Navy, the officers broad and large, to contend against 
an amendment of this kind. You may depend upon it, sir, that 
the officers of the Navy who are engaged really in protecting the 
interests of the Government have no sympathy with a contest 
that is made against an amendment so wide reaching and so con- 
clusive as this amendment, and which has nothing whatever to 
be said about it except that it does interfere for the moment with 
two or three officers. 

I will not go over the proposition as to the indulgence of the 
Senate in being willing to postpone the operation of the provision 
until these men can get other employment, but it is absurd to say, 
if these men are so skillful and so needed at these works, that 
they can not get employment in the other great fields of American 
mechanical industry all over the country. If these two gentle- 
men are as competent and as honorable (and I believe them to be) 
as is stated here, they will not remain out of employment one day 
after June 30, 1897. They will go into other employments before 
that time, employments that are not connected and tangled up 
with concerns that have contracts with the Government. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I do not desire to prolong the 
discussion. I have enjoyed listening to the interesting statement 
of the Senator from Maine, and I listened with great pleasure to 
what was said yesterday by other Senators on the floor. It seems 
to me we are making a great deal of fuss over a small matter, and 
that a ne eens plain points might be brought out which 
would decide the question in the mind of a reasonable man with- 
out any long discussion. 

In the first place, what was this agitation about? In the be- 
ginning the committee were trying to ascertain what some armor 
plates cost. They had the experts of the Government at their 
command; they had the officers of the Navy; they had the whole 
Navy Department with its personnel at their command. I sup- 
pose these officers appeared before the committee, from statements 
made to the Senate yesterday. Then it appears that these two 
gentlemen, who were retired officers of the Navy, but who now 
hold a business relation to the companies in which they are serv- 
ing, by permission of the Government, were called before the com- 
mittee to give information, and that they were required on the 
part of the committee to expose business secrets they had ascer- 
tained while being employed by those companies. Now, it does 
not seem right—— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator from Washington will permit me, 
the Senator misstates the fact, unintentionally. They were not 
so required. On the contrary — 

Mr. SQUIRE. They were invited to appear before the com- 


mittee. 

Mr. BACON. On the contrary, as soon as it became apparent 
to the committee that they were in an embarrassing position the 
committee ceased to press the question upon them. They were 
not so required in any sense. 

Mr. HALE. The committee did not even invite them. 

Mr. BACON. No, sir. 

Mr. HALE. They came of theirown volition. The committee 
never invited them. The committee invited the men who are 
there as supervisors of the Government, and to the surprise of the 
committee these gentlemen appeared representing the companies. 
The committee never haled them before it, and never expected 
that they would be there, because it recognized the delicacy of 
their situation. 

Mr.SQUIRE. Iunderstand the committee did expect an answer 
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from them, or it would not have asked the question. Of course 
the committee asked the question, or it could not have known 


the fact. As I understand the matter, the whole point turns on 
whether these men should be compelled, from the fact that they 
were retired officers of the Navy, to testify or make a statement 
before a committee. I do not say that they were bulldozed or 
anything of that kind. 

r. GRAY. Will the Senator from Washington allow me to 
call the attention of the Senator from Maine to the statement that 
I do not think he quite concluded. He said they came there as 
representing the Government. I suppose he did not mean that. 

r. HALE, I said they did not come as representing the Gov- 


ernment. 
Mr. GRAY, I beg the Senator’s don. 
Mr. HALE. The committee sought the testimony of naval offi- 


cers who had been detailed by the Government to inspect and su- 
pervise the works, and to the surprise of the committee when it 
met to receive the testimony of those officers these two gentlemen 
appeared, who did not represent the Government, but represented 
the Bethlehem and the Carnegie works. So it was a surprise to 
thecommittee. Iwas surprised and the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER], who was the author of the resolution, was 
surprised at their Supeeneaee, But the gentlemen being here, the 
committee _ to ask them certain general questions. The 
committee did not press them, as the Senator from Washi n 
has indicated, because, as was brought out in the debate yesterday, 
the committee realized the delicacy of their situation. ese men 
were serving two masters, and as the Senator from Delaware sug- 
gested yesterday we had no right to t these men in the em- 
ar of these private concerns to tell us what the armor cost. 
committee did not press it. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iask the Senator from Maine if it is possible 
and can be true that the Senator from New Hampshire, the author 
of the resolution, did not know exactly who these men were and 
all about them. 

Mr. HALE. Isay he did not. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I have been led to believe that he has known 
them for years and knows all about them. 

Mr. HALE. That may be. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I did not know they were in the employ- 
ment of those oo until they came and told us. 

Mr. SQUIRE. supposed the Senator from New Hampshire 
knew, having met these gentlemen recently, and I was in the same 
party when visiting Bethlehem. 

Mr. HALE. It was long before that time. 

Mr. BACON. It was before that time. 

Mr. ae I know, it was just before that time. 

Mr, C DLER. I never had the honor of visiting the Beth- 
lehem works until very recently, in company with the Senator 
from Washington. 

Mr. SQU I understood the Senator from New Hampshire 
was very familiar with the personnel of that establishment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If I had stopped to think I could have 
straightened the subject out. But it is a little confusing to all of 
us when we meet these naval officers and really do not ex- 
actly whether they are employed for us or employed against us. 

Mr. QUIRE. It seems to me we are laying too much stress on 
this mat I should like to have the Government receive bids 
at a reduced price for armor plate, and I believe the committee 
have every means at their disposal for ascertaining the truth 
about the cost, so far as the Government can ascertain the pres- 
ent status of the making of armor plates. I believe that infor- 
mation is all easily derivable from the Government experts. It 
was not necessary to examine these men. If they be- 
fore the committee, I suppose they appeared by somebody’s invi- 
tation and for the = of giving such information as they 
could properly give with due regard to the interest that they were 
engaged to serve. 

I am not in favor of punishing these men because they declined 
to expose the business secrets of the establishments they were 
serving. That is what it amounts to. It is simply persecution, 
no matter whether they were pressed or not. AsIremarked before, 
I do not say that they were unduly pressed. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from en is entirely mis- 
taken as to the whole point in the case. is mistaken as to 
what was the motive in the committee in ing the amend- 
ment and as to the true question before the Senate. There was 
no demand upon these officers that they should disclose any secrets, 

nor was there any declination on their part. 

Mr. SQUIRE. That was the burden of the debate yesterday. 

_Mr. BACON. Not atall. The whole point is simply as to the 
situation which was then presented of of the Navy being 
put = a position where they were occupying an antagonistic 
position—— 

Mr. SQUIRE. Where they could not give this information. 

Mr. BACON. The interest of the Government suggested to us 
the impropriety of their occupying such a position; but, I repeat, 
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there never was a demand upon them to disclose ; " = 
there any declination on ieee past to disclose — nar wns 
Mr. SQUIRE. ThenI donot see why we should press the oy, 
tion, because that was the point made yesterday in debate... 


Senator, anems the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN | p.,\. 
the remark. My recollection is that it was he. — 
Mr. ALLEN. I think I will stand sponsor for what nobody ..) 


will be responsible for. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Washington allow y, 
interrupt him? — 

Mr. SQUIRE, Certainly. 

Mr. CALL. I wish to state, in reply to the suggestion mado hy 
the Senator from Washington, that there is no evidence herp py.» 
is it trne that these men are officers of the Navy. It is not ten. 
It is a mere statement of words. They are disconnected from the 
Navy in every shape andform. They are pensioners, retired os}. 
cers, and have no more connection with the Navy than I and tis 
Senator from Washington have. - 

Mr. TILLMAN. Except—— 

Mr. CALL. One moment. t that they are subject { 


to 


court-martial; that is all. They have no duties to j ah 
They have simply a liability—that is, if they violate the Rulis and 
Gunlintiy War, nthe conduct ayy in any manner with 

uplicity, dishon , or dishonorably, they are subject still to, 
court-martial. That I understand to be the imation. 7 


Mr. TILLMAN. Are they not liable to 
ice of the Government in case of war? 

Mr. CALL, As you and I, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, no; they go back as officers, with tho 
same rank. They do not go as you and I, as men who would be 
picked -. 

Mr. CALL. That does not make any difference at all. That is 
wholly foreign to the subject. It does not make any difference 
whether a man serves as an ora private. Theyare subject 
to be called into the service, and if they come back as officers 
what has that to do with it? No more than if they came back as 
privates. We are all liable to be called into the service of the 
Government. That has nothing to do with this question. 

But I wish to say that there is one very plain point in this mat- 
ter. If the committee did not inquire of these officers whether 
they had been guilty of or subject to suspicion of collusion in con- 
colton anything Government, I think the committee 
ne ee inquired. If the officers have been guilty of any 
dishonesty, of any dishonorable conduct, either directly or indi- 
rectly, they ought to be dismissed from the service. Put why 
should others be punished who have not been guilty? | under- 
stand there is no icion of that kind. I understand that these 
men are of u character, and 1 make no suggestion to the 
contrary; but I say if they had been, the remedy is to court-mar- 
tial them, prove fact, and discharge them from the service. 


be called into the 


3eTV- 


But what is it to the public service that other men have 
maintained the esprit de o— of the Navy, have performed their 
duties, have contributed their skill and received compensation for 


it elsewhere than the Government, and why should these men who 
have been innocent be punished? Let us know whether the prac- 
tice has resulted disadvantageously to the Government or not. 


That is the question in this case. 
Mr. SQUI I did not intend to occupy the floor for any 
length time, but the Senator from Florida has very kindly 


interjected remarks that are on the line of thought that I was 
about to express. I believe that these officers, after having served 
the Government sO many years, ought not to be re- 

uired to resign in order to engage in employment. | belive 
that they understand more about this branch of business than 


about any other kind of business. They are peculiarly fitt«! for 
certain duties in connection with these great works. As | wnier 
stand the —s eee ones simply i making 
armor plate or in making guns. They are large manufactor'es 
making steel for all purposes, great mills making Bessemer st! 
and merchant —— doing an enormous business not ory 1! 
this country, but all over the world. seems to me puerile in 


| 
: 
[ 
‘ 


the Navy, after having 


twenty-five, thirty, thirty-five, °" 


forty years, simply as retired naval officers 0 
as to the rank ae have earned by years of 
honorable service, should be to resign the positions 1 
which they receive a beggar] of perhaps $900 a year for 
the purpose of aeaiepment ee mtr companies 
in an honorable way, they have been in a position in which 


to render service to the Government, »* «> 
the Navy, who suggested oF 


they may be able 
: 
ing such service to be for the 


e their employment, 
advantage of the Government. 


Mr. President, it seems to me that we have discussed this (4. 
tion amply. We all understand it. I am ready to vote upo"'' 


and I am goi ye it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the adoption 














1896. 


——_——_———————— 


of the amendment of the Senator from Mar 
to the amendment of the Senator from 
CHANDLER]. : 

Mr. PASCO. Ishould like to have the amendment stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland to the amendment of the Senator from New 
[lampshire will be stated. f . 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘employment,” in line 7, in- 


land [Mr. GorMAN] 
ew Hampshire [Mr. 


sert the words ‘‘of any officer not now in such employment”; so 


that it will read: 

And provided urther, That no payment shall be made from the appropria- 
tions in this bill to any officer in the Navy or Marine Corps on the active or 
retired list while such officer is employed, after June 30, 1897, by any person 
or company furnishing naval supplies or war material to the Government; 
and suc employment of any officer not now in such employment is hereby 
made unlawhal after said date. 

Mr. HALE. Inother words, as the Se nator from Ohio suggests, 
it gives a monopoly to the men who are now in the employment, 
and nobody else. 

Mr.CALL. Ithink we ought to have a quorum present. I ask 
for a call of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida sug- 
gests the absence ofaquorum. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, tA McBride, Sewell, 
Allison, Gallinger, McMillan, Sherman, 
Bacon, Gear, Martin, Shoup, 
Bate, ’ Mills, Squire, 
Berry, Gordon, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Brown, Gorman, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Burrows, Gray, Nelson, Tillman, 
Butler, Hale, Pasco, Vilas, 
Call, . Peffer, Walthall, 
Chandler, Hawley, Pettigrew, White, 
Chilton, Hill, Pritchard, Wilson, 
Clark, Jones, Nev. Pugh, Wolcott. 
Cockrell, Kyle, uay, 

Faulkner, Lodge, oach, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty-four Senators have an- 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The 


uestion is on ——s to the amendment of the Senator from 
Haryiand [Mr. GorMAN] to the amendment of the Senator from 


New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER}. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr.QUAY. Let us have the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

= PETTIGRE and Mr. LODGE. Let the amendment be 
stated. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
The Secretary. After line 23, on page 
insert: 


The amendment will be stated. 
2, it is proposed to 


“9 


And provided , That no ent shall be made from the appropria- 
tions in this to any officer inthe Navy or Marine Corps on the active = 
retired list while such officer is employed, after June 30, 1497. by any per- 
son or company furnishing naval supplies or war material to the Government; 
and such employment is hereby made unlawful after said date. 

Mr.GORMAN. With a view of making it a permanent law 
instead of applying only to the provisions of the pending bill, I 
move to amend the amendment as I have indicated on the copy 
which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secmamaare. It is proposed to amend the amendment so 
as : 


4nd provided further, That hereafter no payment shall be made from 


katy, to any officer in the Navy or Marine Co 

on the active or re list je such officer is employed, after June 30, 1597, 

yy any person or ages furnishing naval supplies or war material to the 
t, and employment is hereby made unlawful after said date. 


Mr.GORMAN. The amendment offered by the Senator from 


New : would merely apply the rule to appropriations 
made in this bill, and the amen Bae Sergen Sa. ceeend it 
—— it for all time until repealed by Congress. 


: There is no objection to that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire as amended, 
ae — and nays have been ordered. The Secretary 


The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. GO, (when his name was called). I am paired on 
son prticalar vote with the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLack- 
Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
— Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

- QUAY (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
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If he were present 





senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 
I should vote “nay.” 


Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. TauRSTON] on political 
subjects, but I do not think this is such a question [ there- 
fore vote. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). m paired 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron], I 
transfer my pair to the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Lixp- 
SAY], and will vote. I vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT (when his name was called). I am paired w 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Brice]. Not being aware w he 
would vote, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. CARTER. Iam paired with the junior Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. Gisson]. Not knowing how he would vote, I withhold 
my vote. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
general pair with the junior Senator from RhodeIsland [Mr. Wet- 
MORE]. Under our arrangement either of us has the right to 
vote at his discretion with respect to questions not strictly polit- 
ical. ThereforeI will allow my vote to stand, although the junior 


Senator from Rhode Island is not present. 
Mr. McMILLAN. I inquire if the senior S 


nator from Ken- 


tucky [Mr. BLackruRrn] has voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The senior Senator from Ken- 


tucky has not voted. 

Mr. McMILLAN. 
Kentucky. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
Senatorfrom Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] announced a pair with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackBuRnN] on this particular sub- 
ject. 

Mr. McMILLAN. ThenI can vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CALL (after having voted in the negative). I am paired 
with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror], but I will allow 
my vote to stand. 

Mr. SQUIRE (after having voted inthe negative). Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dante], but I think 
the vote is so overwhelmingly on the other side that I will all 
my vote to stand. Under the arrangement I have with the S¢ 
ator from Virginia [Mr. DanieL] I can vote without infringing 
upon our agreement. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am paired with the junior Senator 
from Ilinois [Mr. PALMER]. 

The result was announced—yeas 45, nays 11; as follows: 


Iam paired with the senior Senator from 






YEAS—45, 
Allen, Faulkner, Mantle, Pritchard, 
Bacon, Frye, Martin, Roac! 
taker, Gallinger, Mills, Teller, 
Bate, Gear, Mitchell, Oreg. Tillman, 
Berry, George, Mitchell, Wis. Vest, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Mor ; Vilas, 
Brown, Hale, Nelson, Walthall, 
Burrows, Harris, Pasco, White, 
Butler, Kyle, Peffer, Wilson. 
Caffery, Lodge, Perki 
Chandler, McBride, Pettigrew, 
Chilton, McMillan, Platt, 

NAYS—11. 
Call, Hawley, Sewell, Squire, 
Clark, Hill, Sherman, Stewart. 
Gray, Jones, Ney. Shoup, 

NOT VOTING—3 

Aldrich, Daniel, Jones, Ark. Thurston, 
Allison, Davis, Lindsay, Turpie, 
Blackburn, Dubois, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Brice, Elkins, Murphy, Warren 
Cameron, Gibson, Palmer, Wetmore, 
Cannon, Gorman, Proctor, Wolcott 
Carter, Hansbrough, Pugh, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Quay, 
Cullom, Irby, Smith, 


So the amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. I ask now that the reserved clanses in the bill, be- 
ginning at line 16, on page 50, be taken up. Let 
be stated as they are reached. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Maine 
whether it would not be more convenient and better to consider 
amendments to the first clause of the provision, as to increase of 
the Navy, which really brings up the main question—I refer to the 
number of battle ships—before considering the amendments relat- 
ing to torpedo boats, etc. 

Mr. HALE. I think there is force in that suggestion. If the 
Senator has an amendment to move, I will let the other amend- 
ments stand until after it has been passed upon. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then, in line 19, page 50, before the 
“‘seagoing coast-line battle ships,” I move to strike out ‘‘ four” and 
insert ‘‘ two.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be sta 
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The Secretary. In line 19, page 50, it is proposed to ss 
striking out the word ‘‘ four” and inserting “two”; so as to read: 
INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 


That for the pu of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by con- 






























world in point of tonnage as to navy. It is true that the ene: 

message of the President in relation to the Venezuelan oe i - 

the action of Congress in regard to the revolution in Cuba did 
eatly excite the country. was a universal determination 


in and out of Congress to make every preparation to put the nat 


tract two seagoing coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest | upon a war footing and to be fully prepared to take 1 oo 
armor and most powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 11,000 tons, 4 : ‘ : » more active 
to have the highest practicable speed for vessels of their class, and to cost, measures in the affairs of our neighbors on this continent. Hap- 


pily, these conditions are greatly modified; war is no longer ij 
nent. Therefore there is no necessity for undue haste. 

Mr. President, when Congress assembled in December last wo 
were communicated with by the Executive, and we were informed 
that the financial affairs of the country were such that they ra 
quired the first consideration; that the condition of the Treasury 
was such that economy must be exercised in the expenditure cf 
the people’s money, or else one of two things must be done: Tax. 
ation must be inc by increasing the revenue laws or else 
more bonds be sold under authority of the act of 1875, the proceedg 
of which would be applied to the ordinary expenditures of the 
Government when necessary. In that condition, the Secretary of 


exclusive of armament, not exceeding $3,750,000 each. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. QUAY. With the permission of the Senator from Mary- 
land, I move to amend the amendment by striking out the word 
**two” and inserting ‘‘ six.” 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
striking out the word “ two” and inserting ‘‘ six”; so as to read: 


Six sea-going coast-line battle ships. 


Mr. GORMAN. I do not suppose that the Senator from Penn- 
*VThe PRESIDING OFFICER. ‘The questi i 
© : e question is on agreeing to ; he : e 
the amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. Quay] ee che a communicated to Congress, sug. 
to the amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. | 8°8°¢ t two battle ships were all that were necessary, in lis 
Mr. HALE. I hope the Senate will preserve order, because this | 0P'tion, or proper at that time to be constructed, with their arma- 
is an important matter, and I for one desire to hear the Senator | ™ent,costin between seven and eight million dollarseach. Ves- 
ta an ie fe cu cette cem 08 h, 
Mr. GORMAN, Mr. President, the pending bill as it comes to ; onstruction of the ves- 
the Senate from the House of Representatives appropriates over aad ee of money. The Secretary of the Navy at 
$31,000,000 to be expended during the next fiscal year. It author- | “* i me mld be } oom oe was that two of such 
izes contracts for battle ships, armor, and armamentamounting to sano a wo Th, an ae oy at the last session of 
$20,000,000, for which we will be compelled to make appropriations | x7 Ngress. th ey oe aoa tablish - a way at Newport 
during the next two or three years. It is desirable, and I concur coats in a © one P. aro. — in th there. We have at the 
in that view, to build up our Navy, to make it formidable enough | + or A the Pacific and in the other yards quite a number 
to meet all the wants of the country, and I have advocated such fe vessels still under construction, which will not be completed 
a policy from the day I was assigned tothe Appropriations Commit- Ru P a OF — k ; 
tee until now. We have inthe past six or eight years appropriated | ,,, on ao great war scare too ion of Congress and 
an immense amount of money on this account. We have kept | ‘2 country, then more vessels were asked, larger appropriations 
pace with the requirements of the country until we have suc- | W°T® demanded, greater than ever before in the history of the 
ceeded in making a Navy of which the whole country is proud. country except in times of actual war; and the Secretary of the 


We have appropriated very liberally when we had the money. It Navy, coming before the Appropriations Committees of Congress, 
will sooty astonish many Senators to know how rapidly we | reversed his recommendation in his annual report and suggested 


have proceeded in this direction. to Con that he would be glad to have four or six of these ves- 

Sir’ since 1887 to 1896, inclusive, we have appropriated $239,961,- sels. Indeed, the tendency was, as conveyed by the suggestion of 
109.78, being $95,000,000 more money than was appropriated from the Senator from Pennsylvania, to order six instead of four great 
1877 to 1886 on account of the Navy and its construction. We | Dattleships. When theSecretary wasasked, ‘‘Is the condition of 
have to-day under construction quite a number of vessels said to | the Treasury = as to warrant an outlay of this character?” his 
be equal in design to any that float in any navy in the world. | [yWe") Was I will give it to you in his own words, 
We have appropriated all the money that was necessary to con- | p) en he ap before the Naval Committee of the House of 
struct those vessels up to this time. "We have taxed the ingenuity | 4) — ves, the chairman, Hon. C. A. BouTE Le, asked him 
of the men who manufacture armor and the tubes for the guns to | “2° *oMowing question: 


nini- 


the full capacity of their great establishments. Indeed, the delay | pecember. 1808 la which you recommended the authorization of « nuntet 
in the construction of the vessels has grown out of the fact that | of new shi the President, in his annual message, counseled Congress to 
the great steel works have not been able to furnish armor in time | consider the gp tion of the Treasury before increasing naval 
to meet the requirements of theshipbuilders. We have now under | °F ae See — your view as to how far the condition 


construction a list of vessels which for their class are as formi- 
dable as any that are being constructed in the world. 
They are as follows: 


to justifying a considerable authori- 
zation of new naval vessels at this of Congress. 
Secretary Herbert replied: 
There seems to be no reason to be drawn from the condition and prospects 
of the Treasury against a liberal appropeiation for new vessels. The Secre- 








Vessels under construction. tary of the Treasu in his last annual report that there would be 
a deficit of about $17 000,000 at the end of the present fiscal year—June ®, 
Probable | 189. He now thinks that the deficit will be less than he then estimated. He 
N Displace-| date of | 21so estimated on the basis of existing laws the revenues of the Giovernment 
ame. Type. ment. | comple- | for the fiscal year 1897. His conclusion was that there would be a surplus 
for next year of something over $6,900,000—in round numbers, $7,009,000) Out 
side of these revenues, tocome in in the ordinary way, and which the Treas 
ury Department estimated as more than sufficient to meet expenditures, 
‘ons. there will be in the Treasury on the Ist of July next, excluding the $1(0,(10),(0 
a ai li cal ae Battle ship....... 11,400 | Apr., 1897 | which the Government attempts always to Bold for redemption purposes, 
III vcccnctotuiascbatmeneebianiol OD psictinatatenil 10, 288 | June, 1896 | $170,000,000 over and above the amount required for matured obligations, so 
I tn iting enna PGS a ae 10, 288 Do. hat, in my opinion, the condition of the ry justifies as liberal appro 

GOED « cacenvinnsenevescoccosngs cconesenicaned BO a ccccndpnced 6,315 Do. priations for new ships as I have asked for to-day. : 
Kentucky.22.ciiiikeaeccic| iss |""5a7 | | With that statement before them, the committee with which 
IIE citen tosdenathasecngbabakaee Armored cruiser| 9,271 | Nov., 1896 | this bill originated seriously considered the proposition of appr 
BIER a narmnaccetsacocses nnscetnnstiog Monitor.......... 4,084 | July, 18% | priating for six battle — and the six would have been appro 
Fe | APE 1888 | priated for but for the fact that the naval constructor and the 
1371 Oe naval officers, who haveintimate knowledge of the conditions and 
1,392 | | Do. the facilities of the different factories, stated that to appr ypriate 
1,000 | *¥Feb., 1897 | for six ships would not facilitate the construction of the vessels, 

1,000} Do > 
1000} Do. because the armor could not be furnished for more than four. 
1,00} Do. | The fect is that it never has been, up to this Gate, furnished s 
’ rapidly as necessary for all the ships under construction. ° 

1.08 ea 1896 | the committee in the House of tatives modified the sug- 
142/| Do. tion for six and sent to us this bill providing for four ships. 
= a e statement I have read, coming from a high Cabinet officer, 
10! Do. one at the head of this ent, has been considered by as 
182 | Feb., 1997 | a8 & justification of those who are advocating the construction © 





168 | t Jan., 1897 | four battle ships and thea tion of the tamount which 
225 | Dec.,” 18% | is contained in this bill, $31,000,000, in time of peace, in the face 
of the fact that is known to every Senator and to every Mem me 
of the House of Representatives, that there is not revenue ens 

derived from the tariff, the internal-revenue law, and miscellane 


ous sources to pay the expenses of the Government, and 


* Contract time just begun. + Experimental. 


It is said that there is necessity for pa haste in the construc- 
tion of more vessels, that we are the fourth or fifth nation in the 














1896. 





that there has been, that there is, and that there will be during 
this and the next year a deficit in the Treasury. 

The distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and all 
who have spoken on that side of the Chamber have called atten- 
tion sharply to the fact that our present revenue laws are not sufli- 
ajent to meet the wants of the Government. It is true; every 
word of it is true. There has not been for four years a sufli- 
cient amount received into the Treasury from the revenue laws 
to meet the appropriations of Congress. One hundred and sixty 
million dollars more than the revenues have already been paid out 
for pensions, for the construction of ships, and for all the expenses 
of the Government. This money was the proceeds from the sale 
of bonds. The question presents itself to this Senate whether, in 
a time of peace, with no great emergency, it is wise to make these 
appropriations on the scale which they come to us when you 
know that the a, votes you give for these appropriations mean 
the further sale of 4 or 4} per cent Government bonds. 

Sir, 1 take it there is no possibility of increasing the revenues of 
this Government by any legislation which is proposed by the 
other side. This Congress has met, will continue in session, and 
adjourn without having passed a single act to relieve the Treasury 
from any of the em ents under which it labors. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam glad the Senator from Maryland now 
confesses the great sin of the Democratic party. The Republican 
party did supply rather a defective measure, I concede, but a 
measure that would have produced at least $50,000,000, and would 
have been amply sufficient to have carried on the operations of the 
Government. t bill was sent to the Senate and defeated at 
its very outset by the votes on the other side of the Chamber ex- 
clusively. So the only offer which has been made by the Repub- 
lican party to furnish means to carry on the Government under a 
Democratic Administration was defeated early in the session by 
that y. Therefore it is not fair for the honorable Senator 
from land to impute this fault, at least, to the Republican 


mite GORMAN. Mr. President, I know how sensitive my dis- 
tinguished friend from Ohio is upon this subject. I know that 
he is constantly—and has been during this entire session—con- 
stantly arrai the Democratic party for its shortcomings in 
tariff legislation. In answer to a suggestion of the President of 
the United States, who thought that the only legislation which 
was absolutely necessary to protect the Treasury and prevent this 
drain upon its gold was that in relation to greenbacks, the Sen- 
ator from Ohio took issue with the President. His Ee y has taken 
issue with the President, and the only remedy which he offered 
was what? First, to authorize the sale of bonds at a lower rate 
of interest and running a shorter time than those authorized by 
the act of 1875; and second, a provision to increase the tariff rates 
on certain articles, a bill which could pass elsewhere under the 
rules which have been made, where consideration of any subject and 
intelligent discussion is impossible, and has been for years. That 
measure came here and found the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio and his oo in control of this oa You assumed it; you 
took possession of every committee of the body and determined 
that you would have legislation as you wanted it. When you 
did ee not only for myseit, but tor many of inmy associ- 
ates on this side—I warned you that in the condition in which we 
were in this body you had not the power to relieve the country 
in all bility, and that you had better have come to us or per- 
mitted us to join you on some nonpartisan proposition. Our offer 
was rejected, You assumed the whole oo You knew 
that your measures which came here could not pass. You knew 
that they were antagonistic to every Democratic idea. You 
knew that you had not the power on that side, unless you got all 


your forces er, to pass them. These propositions as they 
ao us, whole matter as cunbanel, were intended for 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

.GORMAN. Certainly. 

ans SHERMAN. I most emphatically deny that statement. 
t was intended by that bill to furnish additional revenue for the 


ween of the ment, controlled by an Administration 
is not in harmony at all with the Republican party. We 
knew as well as anyone that we had not the power of passing 
that bill unless it was sanctioned at least by a portion of the Demo- 
wae party. We reported the bill to the Senate and they had it 
it their dann at any time to have taken the bill up and changed 
it it did not to their ideas. They might have pro- 
they chose to offer, and 
or in the judgment of 


XXVITI—283 


any amendment 
this side of the 
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Chamber, would have furnished sufficient revenue and would have 
provided sufficient means to defray the expenses of the Govern- 
ment would have been freely adopted. It was not a partisan 
bill. It was a bill that I would not have supported if we had a 
majority in both Houses of Congress. It was a bill intended 
simply to supply revenue for the support of a common Govern- 
ment, which ought to be supported whether its President be a 
Democrat or a Republican. But the Democratic party refused 
unanimously even to consider the bill. The bill might have been 
taken as reported from the committee and changed perhaps to 
suit their ideas somewhat. 

It has been the desire of our party to furnish revenue for the 
support of the Government, ant I say it is a disgrace to the Con 
gress of the United States, and especially to the Senate of the United 
States, that when they knew full well that the receipts of the Gov- 
ernment would not be adequate to pay the necessary expenses for 
the support of the Government, they refused to act upon it, refused 
to ge a any amendments to it, but at once defeated the bill, 
and there it stood. And, sir, during this whole Administration, 
in every day, in every hour, in every month, and in every year of 
its entire term the receipts of the Government have been insuffti- 
cient to support the Government; and yet the Democratic party, 
having control of the executive branch of the Government, refused 
to aid us in passing the necessary provisions for raising more reve- 
nue. Therefore, when the honorable Senator gets up here and 
lectures this side of the Chamber, I say we have done all that can 
be done while we are in the minority in this Chamber in order to 
secure sufficient revenue to meet the ordinary expenses of the 
Government and to avoid that which is worse than all in every 
Government—to have expenditures exceed receipts. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio, with 
his long experience in both Houses of Congress, knows as well and 
better than any Senator on this floor that there has not been, and 
there could not be, a possibility of passing a revenue bill with the 
votes of your political opponents in this body, unless it should be 
a bill that was adjusted and agreed to before it reached the body, 
a pure and simple revenue bill on lines outside of the questions 
upon which parties divide. 

The Senator from Ohio knew perfectly well from what had 
been said that we on this side of the Chamber never could agree 
to the proposition presented by the Committee on Finance raising 
rates of duty until the measure amounted to a prohibitory tariff. 
The Senator knew when that bill was presented in the Chamber 
that no Democrat in it, in view of the past, could afford to reverse 
the action upon the wool schedule, for instance. Hence, when the 
bill was brought in here it was brought in as a party measure; it 
was brought in with perfect knowledge that the Democrats could 
not support it; itwas brought in with perfect knowledge that you 
had rejected my tender, made to you publicly when you organized 
the committees, that you should take into consideration those of 
us on this side of the Chamber who would have liked to have co- 
operated with you to relieve the Treasury—not on party lines. 
That was rejected, and in the place of it you brought a bill that 
your own party associates, as well as nearly all of the Democrats, 
believe would not have increased the revenue and would not have 
satisfied either Republicans or Democrats. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator says that the committee could 
do what it pleased upon this subject. It is one of the remarkable 
incidents of this Congress that the Republican party placed under 
the control of the Democratic party practically the only commit- 
tee which can consider and control a bill for raising revenue. 
There are as many Democrats on that committee as there are 
Republicans. It is not a Republican committee; and when we 

ere called upon to organize the committees, it was known per- 
fectly that we had not a majority; and, as I have said, that com- 
mittee, which alone could propose amendments to revenue bills 
coming from the House of Representatives, was composed of an 
equal number of Democrats and Republicans, with one or two 
Senators representing the middle party, if I may call them so, 
or the Populist party, or whatever they may call themselves. 

{Laughter.] Therefore the Republican party in the only com- 
mittee where the question of politics could enter in regard to the 
uestion of revenue had no more strength numerically than the 
mocratic party. We acknowledged the fact that we had not 
a majority. We therefore organized the committee composed of 
an equal number of Republicans and Democrats, with one or two 
others, and we had reason to suppose that the Democratic party, 
now representing the executive branch of the Government, would 
do what was right and fair. If amendments had been proposed 
to that bill they could have been voted upon in committee; and if 
the bill sent to us from the House of Representatives was not sat- 
isfactory, it could have been changed. Four or five Democrats 
voting with us would have secured an all-sufficient revenue to 
provide for the expenses of the Government. The Democratic 
party therefore are responsible. 
The Senator says that we seized upon the committees. Wedid 
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not. Never before in my service in the Senate Chamber were the 
committees so equally divided between the great political parties; 
never before was there so little partisanship shown in the organi- 
zation of the committees. Look them over and you will find that, 
while we nominally have a majority of some of the commit- 
tees, yet in the active, efficient cominittees, which control the 
very matters now complained of, the Democrats are practically 
—_ - us, and they could have cooperated with us if they so 
esired. 

Mr. STEWART. Before the Senator from Maryland proceeds, 
I want to inquire from him if he concedes in his argument that 
there is a necessity for more taxation, for more revenue? I under- 
stand that we have already too much revenue. 

Mr. GORMAN. I hope to get to that later on. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope so. I want to hear the Senator on 
that particular point. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, I confess my amazement at the 
statement of the distinguished Senator from Ohio. A great party 
such as he represents and of which he is one of the most con- 
spicnous members has deliberately taken charge of the entire 
business of this body. Knowing the conditions and — the 
opinions of every member of it, taking the organization of the 
committees of this body, which control and shape legislation, 
knowing all the conditions, and rejecting our offer to join them 
upon non isan lines, they have assumed the oe 

Mr. HA What was that offer? Will the Senator the 
Senate what was that offer; what was the swap and dicker that 
was proposed by the Senator from Maryland to the Republicans 
touching any of the great financial or fiscal questions? It is brand 
new tome. I never heard of it before. 

Mr. GORMAN. No, Mr. President, I offered nodicker. I sug- 
gested that when you were about to take ion and take the 
responsibilities of the organization of the te, with the division 
that existed, it was not wise; that the committees ought to be 
divided not on party lines, but so shaped that we might come 
together on the great measures that were necessary for the relief 
of the Treasury. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator will allow me. I remember that the 
Senator, when we were considering the subject of taking control 
of the committees and who should nominally have them, did sug- 
gest that it would be better that what he called ‘‘the best thought 
of the Senate” should come together on a kind of compromises 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. But certainly I did not suppose, and I do not think 
any Senator supposed for a moment, that the Senator was propos- 
ing any arrangement by which the two sides ao together, or 
a majority of the two sides, on the great financial and currency 

uestions. It was simply the matter of organization. Ido not 
Tose very im nt the possibility of having a nominal majority. 

It is a thing that the country cares nothing about. The question 
is, have you votes enough in the body to pass any bills? And we 
confess that we have not the votes here. , 

Mr. GORMAN. I am utterly amazed that my friend from 
Maine should come in and help plead the baby act. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suppose the Senator will allow me to be 
amazed also by asking him to tell a little more explicitly, so that 
it may come to my dull a when it was said openly on 
the floor of the Senate that Senators on the other side of the 
Chamber—I mean the Democratic Senators—were willing to co- 
—_— by an arrangement with the Republican Senators upon 

side of the Chamber in the —— of the Senate? I 
never heard any suggestion of that kind, except a little, short re- 
mark of the Senator one day, that he had hoped that the Senate 
would have been controlled or organized ‘‘ by the best thought of 
the Senate.’’ That was not sufficient notice to me of any such 
pro d arran ent [laughter], I beg leave to say to the Senator. 

r. GORMAN. That might have excluded, perhaps, the Sen- 
ator as well as ——— 

Mr. CHANDLER. That was the only notice I ever had; and 
if there was any other proposition in open Senate, it must have 
been when I was not here. 

Mr. GORMAN. I know it was very distasteful to the Senator 
from New Hampshire, but I pass that over, because I am dealing 
with a more serious matter. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will ask another question, so that the Sena- 
tor may answer both at the same time. 

Every Democratic member of the Committee on Finance has 
well known and often oe opinions on the question of the 
free coinage of silver, and yet every Democratic member of that 
committee selected by their associates on the Democratic side— 
because the Democrats on the committee were all selected by the 
other side of the Chamber—was in favor of the free coinage of sil- 
ver, and thus pes that great obstacle against any action in 

favor of final legislation desired by the Administration. 

It is understood that this Administration is opposed to the free 
coinage of silver, and yet gentlemen on that side of the Chamber, 


having the power toselect their own committee members. «.) 
only those who were in hostility to the Administratioy, , 

most important question involved in the present politics .,, 
a is, the free coinage of silver. 


has done in Congress. You know that you have the , 
frame revenue measures. 
that it was known when they were framed they never ¢),;),) 
this body as at present organized. 
Finance Committee, of which the Senator from Ohio i, , 

light, a committee the majority of which upon the tarit! ,, 
agree with the Senator from Ohio, and they were elected 44 [2 ,. 
gerne by the Republican legislatures of their respectiy« s; ,; 


for whom the Republican party is responsible. 


ators, but the Senator from Maryland is not correct in that sta; 
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r. GORMAN, If the Senator will pardon me, I am »,; 


into the discussion of free silver. That is a question tha: 
determined later on by other bodies, it seems to me, w)y:, 
question will come before the country. 


I am dealing now with what the Senator's party is doin. ,,. 
They have been framed on sy.) 


ycame here and went ¢., 


OS, 


committee is absolutely controlled by a majority of Se:,;o;s 
Mr. HALE. How does the Senator figure that out? 

Mr. GORMAN. I will read the list. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ido not like to mention the names of Son. 


ment. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let us see, Mr. President. Reading names in 
this body may be out of order, but there can be no question x boy: 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL] having been elected as 
a Republican. 

Mr. SHERMAN. We recognize him. 

Mr. GORMAN. And according to all the accounts I haye had 


from the time I can remember anything the Senator from Ohio 
oes SHERMAN] has ae oe lican; and the Senator from 


evada [Mr. JONES] was bya Republican legislature and 


Sa. 
» no. 


Mr. PLATT. 


Mr. SHERMAN. But he has taken a different position, as is 
well known. I do not wish to mention names, but he represents 
what is called the Third Party, and not the Republican party. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Nevada was placed on the 
Committee on Finance long before the silver question became as 
ee isnow. Hecame here by the action of the Repub- 

ican , and on the question of taxation, so far as his views 
have been known, they are those of a sound Republican. There 


is not a Democratic idea in his head, so far as I know, as to the 
modes of conducting and levying taxation. Run down the list, 
and you find the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALprici)|, the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Patt], and the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. Woxcort], all of whom are Republicans, were 
elected as Republicans, and were placed upon that committee as 
Republicans at this Congress. 

ere is the organization. Every a in the body yot- 
ing for it, aided by the refusal to vote of my distinguished friend 
from Nebraska . ALLEN], the Senator from Kansas | Mr. Prr- 
FER], and probably the Senator from North Carolina | Mr. Bur- 
LER]|—not a rat voting for it, but a solid Republican vote. 
You took the responsibility, and you knew that it is not possible 
to pass your measures unless you again brought all these gentle- 
men who cooperated with you in the organization of the boy up 
to voting for _— bills. You presented a bill distasteful in every 
line to every ocratic Senator. 

Iam not unduly arraigning the Senator from Ohio or the Sena- 
tor from Maine or my good friend from New Hampshire, who 
was possibly more active in the matter of organization than cit!et 
of the others. I have seen the time within two years upon t's 
floor when the Senator from Ohio rose in his seat, when we wir? 
in trouble to get together upon the silver question, upon wc) 
the division is so sharp that there is no compromise at present, 
and on which your is divided as our party is divided, when 
it was a question w we would repeal the law known %&% 
the Sherman law, and when we did not know what to do exrpt 
to appeal to you to aid us, a part of your votes upon the main 
proposition were always given; but when we were hesitatins, 
when we were most what did the Senator from Ohio s4) 
to us? I will read it. In October, 1893, after that long struss’, 
and after chiding us for not getting together, he said: 

In times when they ae eater nt we were inthe ma 


from " ‘e were Republicans because we ' 
lieved in Republican princ and ublican men and Republican ms 
ures, and w! ver a qui came Senate Chamber to odgowre 
we never pleaded the baby act and said, “We could not agree.” Wo" 
measured other's opinions, some givins *” | 
we came to an agreement. In this way we passed all the gr 
and it done wih Lage me ~ t! at by 
er e e rl 
the wal and chess aniverest hohe of the Democratic party they would 
oppose anything we should propose, even the Lord's Commandments 0° © 


Therefore the Senator from Ohio knew perfectly at the bes't- 
ning of the present session that your legislation, your 


rity, 














1896. 





Republican legislation upon Sepehtionn lines, could not meet the | 


support of a Democrat upon this side of the body. You knew 


that you had rejected the tender to join you to relieve the Treasury 


on nonpartisan lines. 
proposition has ever come from his party—none will be offered 
now—to relieve the condition of the Treasury by imposing a tax 


upon articles that are not in controversy between the two parties. | 


Mr. HALE. Let me ask the Senator from Maryland, because 
he has referred again—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. This time, in more definitive language than before, 
the Senator has referred to a proposition that came from the 
other side to join this side upon some measure which might 
relieve the Treasury. I wish the Senator would state the circum- 
stance, the time, the occasion, and the proposition to that effect, 
from whom it came, if made, whom it represented, and how many 
votes it represented upon the other side of the Chamber. Because 
if the Senate is amazed at what is said here wpon this side this 
morning, certainly many of us are amazed now at being told that 


an authoritative proposition came from the other side of the | 


Chamber to join with this side upon some measure that should 
relieve the Treasury. I for one have never known of it or heard 
of it. With all the ability and with all the experience and the 
conceded sagacity and great capacity of leadership on the part of 


the Senator from Maryland, I doubt, Mr. President, whether he | 


stands to-day with authority to 
more than a small minority of his party any proposition that 
involves the great currency and financial question; and I doubt 


whether from the beginning the Senator, with all the prestige | 


that he carries, conceded in the country, has been in a position 
where he could make any proposition of that kind from his party. 

Mr.GORMAN. Mr. President, it is a little difficult for me to 
remember all that has been said upon the other side, but I want 
to bring the Senator back (for a Senator in front of me has kindly 
looked up the RecorpD) to the suggestion I made when you took 
possession of the committees of this body. In answer to the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], as appears in the 
CoNGRESSIONAL REcoRD of December 30, 1895, page 427, I stated: 


Mr. President, I confess my amazement at the distinguished Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALIas80N]}, who, with his party friends on the other side of the 
Chamber, most anxious to assume responsibility by taking charge 
of the main committees of this body, and yet, before the committees are or- 

ized, a to the country that they have no power to carry out the 
of t party. 

From this time henceforth Senators on the other side of the Chamber are 
responsible for the action of both branches of Congress. The Republicans 
came here knowing that they had not aclear majority in theSenate. By com- 
mon consent pro’ was made at the last session of Congress for this very 
condition of affairs, knowing that it was absolutely necessary to make such 
concessions as had never before been made in the Senate, for such a condition, 
where a few gentlemen hold the balance of power, had existed but once before 
in the aS this body. In that condition, as I understood it and as I sup- 
posed the r side meant it, the resolution was adopted, in order that this 
great body might adjust its committees on more liberal lines as between the 
two parties, on a line which would have secured for the country the consid- 
eration of measures in committee by the best thought of both sides of the 
Chamber, without reference to the third party. 


That statement was made in the open Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I remember that distinctly, and there is no propo- 
sition whatever that would either bind the Senator or any of his 
associates — side as to any proposition touching these great 
measures Senator was talking, and all of us considered that 
he was talking, upon the organization of the Senate. He was in- 
dulging in reproaches such as have frequently come from the 
other side against this side of the Chamber for taking nominal 
— of the committees. But everybody always understood 

t that possession was only nominal. Certainly I have the right 
now to make the inquiry of the Senator when he, at this stage of 
the proceedings, intimates that there was a proposition that any 
portion of his party could be got together with the Republican 
party to frame and any measure touching the great currency 
and financial questions. t was not ever considered or ever 
So the Senator. What he has read bears out all that I 

ve sta He wasdealing only with the little affair—the leather 
and prunella—of the organization of the committees of this body 
and not with the great questions that the country is interested in. 

Mr. GORMAN. I confess my great surprise at the last state- 
ment of the distinguished Senator from Maine, that I was dealing 
with the small affair of the mere organization of the committees. 
That is as far from being the fact as it is possible for a statement 
tobe. We cared nothing about the organization of the commit- 
tees, as is shown in this very statement that I made, and it was 
done with the full consent, as I understand, of every Senator on 
this side of the Chamber. We were in the minority and we recog- 
nized it. We did not desire the committees, but we knew and 
Stated to you ublicly that you probably had not sufficient num- 
bers in the body to control legislation, and therefore, in the inter- 
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est of the great public questions, if you took possession in that 
condition, you must assume the responsibility. 1 said: 





But the desire for power, the anxiety to control comm s and keep the 
egisiation in their hands, have made the Republicar ike a step which pos 
| § not give them the power of legislation, but they have taken the 


esponsibility. 


| Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, that is precis 
| Senator did. He never made any proposition, but d that 
| the responsibility was with us. If the Senator is still of the same 
impression that he, for himself, or for his party, or som por- 
tion of it, did a little private wooing with the Republican party 
and invited them into some sort of compact or agreement. or 
arrangement, or nuptials, I should like to have him specify after 
that had been done and had been accepted what kind of a measure 
does he think would have been framed that could have passed this 
| body, or what kind of measure does he think now could be framed 
and pass this body? 
Mr. GORMAN. At that time I had great hopes of it, but I 
confess, after being here from December until now yrith the Re- 
| publican party,I have absolutely none. I do not felieve from 
what I have seen that there is any measure on the face of the 
| earth that you would agree to that the Democrats cquld vote for. 
Mr. HALE. Does the Senator believe that at that time he rep- 
resented his party upon these great questions—I do not say the 
admitted leadership on the floor, but upon these great measures 
| that touch, for instance, the coinage of free silver at a ratio of 
| 16to1? I want him to state here in the Senate whom he repre- 
| sented at that time and what guarantee he had then that any 
arrangement could be made by which, upon that great subject, 
there could be any measure passed through this body; or, going 
| further than that, will he outline now any measure that he be- 


lv what the 








| lieves would have got a majority in this body for the relief of the 
| Treasury. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have stated once before that upon the mat- 
ter of the silver question the Senator from Maine and the Senate 
and the country know that this body by a clear and emphatic 
majority voted in favor of the increased use of silver, and the 
lines are not divided on the two sides of the Chamber. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. GORMAN. Your side is divided, and I eliminated the 

uestion of the coinage of silver. The Senator brings it in for 
the purpose, it appears to me, as if he might divert me from the 
line I am on of the other great question, that of the depletion of 
the Treasury. 

Mr. HALE. No; Ildonot. But I will ask further, that being 
the case as he has stated, supposing the Senator from Maryland 

Mr. GORMAN] and the Senator from Delaware {[Mr. Gray}, the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vitas] and any other Senators 
upon the other side, had met in friendly conference with the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morrit]|, the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERMAN], the Senator from Iowa | Mr. ALLISON], and other 
recognized financial lights upon this side, and had reported any 
measure for the relief of the Treasury, does the Senator believe 
that that bill could have been passed without the majority that he 
says exists in this body for free silver putting on it an amend- 
ment that provided for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 
16 to 1? Lask the Senator whether the fact he has stated here, 
that a majority of this body is in favor of the free coinage of sil 
ver, and not only in favor of it, but dominates all other issues to 
| that, is not the paralysis that rests upon this body, that it is 
utterly unable to pass any act for the relief of the Treasury or a 

revenue measure that will not be loaded with a free-silver arrange- 
ment? Does the Senator believe that he could have reported any 
bill that would not have been so loaded? Does the Senator believe 
that if this advance that he says was made had been agreed to on 
| this side and a bill had been reported it would not have been 
| loaded with a free-silver amendment? 
| think? 

Mr. GORMAN. That is a mere matter of speculation. 
condition in which the Treasury is 

Mr. HALE. It has been demonstrated more than once. 

Mr. GORMAN. On one proposition, but 1 do not know, with 
the views of Senators who are in favor of the coinage of silver at 








What does the Senator 


In the 


16 to 1, whether they would antagonize a measure that was non- 
| partisan, that was intended only to get money into the Treasury 


to meet the wants of that Department. We have not made the 
effort, and that will be decided when we come to it. 

Mr. HALE. That has been demonstrated more than once by a 
yea-and-nay vote of the body; and the ground of my adverting to 
it is the Senator’s statement himself, as he looked over both sides 
of this Chamber, that a majority here was clearly for the free coin- 
age of silver. 

Mr. GORMAN. Supposed to be. 

Mr. HALE. That is what we are resting under. 

Mr. GORMAN. The votes have shown that. 

Mr. HALE. The votes have shown that. 

Mr. GORMAN. And right in the face of that proposition, 
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with that knowledge, here is what the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] said, speaking for his side in the same 
debate when you assumed the responsibility: 

I rose for one thing— 

Said the Senator from New Hampshire— 


simply to say to those Senators who are so agonized and distressed at the 
responsibility which has been this day assumed by this side of the Chamber 
that the responsibility will be cheerfully undertaken. We shall take it with 
the incidental comforts and pleasures—— : 


Mr. HALE. That is true. 
Mr. GORMAN— 


and benefits which go along with it, with an equanimity which will be aston- 
ishing to the Senator from Tennessee. The Republican party is not afraid of 
responsibility: it never has been afraid of responsibility in all its history. 


Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, following that out as the 
Senator from Ohio has so clearly outlined, the party accepted a 
proposition that came from its representatives in the other House, 
a measure for the relief of the Treasury. It took the responsi- 
bility. It reported it to this body. It endeavored to pass it. 
There is no need of sticking further in the bark in this matter. 
We did not have votes enough to pass it. We had the solid Demo- 
cratic vote arrayed against us. e had the Populist vote added 
to that. We had certain so-called silver Republicans who believed 
that the greatest and highest issue was silver and not the relief of 
the Treasury, and we were bound hand and foot. The Senator 
from New Hampshire did not misstate when he said we would 
undertake the responsibility. He did not state in those remarks 
that he believed we had a majority. All that we could do was to 
try and see if we could get a majority. 

r. President, this is the whole outcome of the matter. There 
will never be any measure passed for the relief of the Treasury, 
for the protection of American industries, or for sound finances 
until one more appeal to the people gives to the Republican party 
a House of Representatives, as it has got now, a pure Repattions 
majority in this body, which it has not got now, and a Republican 
seated in the White House, All the talk of reproach as to what 
is being done or what is not being done goes for nothing until that 
final appeal is made to the people next November. There will be 
nothing done until that is granted; and if the people do not grant 
that and the situation remains as it is now, we will go on in the 
same way, and it may be that we shall have to borrow money 
again, as we have been borrowing under the Democratic Admin- 
istration. That is all there is in the question. 

Mr. ALLEN. i think it is due to the Populist party, in reply 
to the Senator from Maine, to say that the Republican party in 
this Chamber since it has taken possession of it has abwege hed 
the power to such reasonable revenue measure as it saw fit 
to present to the Senate. The Republican party was permitted to 
take possession of the organization of the Senate for the express 

yurpose of casting the responsibility for legislation upon the 
epublican party in both branches of Congress. It was no mat- 
ter of affection upon the part of the Populists for Republicans 
that the Republicans were suffered to take possession of the or- 
ganization. It was repeatedly announced; it was announced at 
the time of the organization; it has been, announced since by 
proper authority, that whenever the Republican party presents to 
this Chamber a measure for the relief of the country that is in 
keeping with the express declaration of its platform of 1892 they 
will receive Populist votes enough to make that measure a law. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the Senator is correct—— 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Maine must remember that in 
the House of Representatives the Republican party has a majority 
of over 100, 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. I sup the Senator is correct, that if the Re- 
— party had framed a revenue bill which would suit the 

nator from Nebraska and his associates in what is known and 
what isthe Populist party, and if the Republican party had voted 
with those three Populists or five Populists, it would have passed 
undoubtedly. When the Senator says that they would have voted 
for any measure that in their judgment means a measure for the 
relief of the American people he means a Populist measure. The 
Republican ee, never has proposed that and I do not presume 
ever will. That is not possible. I might as well say that if the 
Senator from Nebraska, with his Populist associates, would vote 
with the Republicans for our bill we could pass it; but we were 
never able to get their votes and eo never be able to get our 
votes for their measure. So the Senate is hung in deadlock. 
That is all there is about it. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; Mr. President, if the Senator from Maryland 
will permit me, in making the statement I did at the time of the 
reorganization of the Senate, I did not refer to Populist measures 


atall. We realized that the country was in a bad condition. I° 


think we realize it and that we realized it then as fully as the Sen- 
ator from Maine or any other Senator in this Chamber. I do re- 
member, however, distinctly that at that time the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hae] and the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] 
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stated openly in this Chamber, each of them using the expressi 
that it would be good policy to organize this Chamber upon tl . 
lines of the best thought on the subject of finance—— ~_— 

Mr. HALE. The Senator goes a little too far there. 

Mr. ALLEN. Assuming, I suppose—— 

Mr. HALE. It was not said—— 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will allow me to finish the sentoy on 
I will yield. Assuming, I suppose, in that discussion that . . 
tain element.of the Republican party and a certain element of +) 
Democratic party had a monopoly of knowledge upon the sui) 
of the best thought upon financial questions. Now I will yicig 
to the Senator. . 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has put an addendum on that propo- 
sition which was not conveyed at the time. There was some ¢.)i- 
about the best thought of the Senate combining in the orgy), 
tion, but there was never anything which went to show that : 
was intended to convey a proposition with regard to the finances 
and the currency. Undoubtedly, Mr. President, there was soo 
question of division of sentiment among Republicans and Demo- 
crats as to the ee, of nominally taking possession of tho 
committees. Some Republicans did not believe in that. It looke 


a 


to me like an ignis fatuus, as if nothing would come of it. [yt 
the general sentiment was that as we were in a plurality it }jo- 
longed to the Republicans if to anybody. However, nolwody 
thought that that carried with it the power to pass measures, 
Senators need not spend any more time on the old question of tak- 
ing possession of the committees. The real question was when 
measures were framed and presented to the Senate for deliberation 
and action did we have votes enough to pass them, and evidently 
we did not. " 

Mr. ALLEN. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine 
to the fact that within the last six weeks, at least within tho last 
two months, the Populist party in this Chamber has distinctly 


announced to you that they would accept your revenue measure 
passed in the House of Representatives, known as the Dingley })ill, 
word for word, without the elimination of a letter or a word. if 
you would fulfill your promise to the country made in 1\)) in 
er of the free coinage of silver, and you distinctly declined to 

o it. 

Mr. HALE. There the Senator has told the whole story better 
than I can tell it. The pistol was put at our heads. We were 
told if we would consent to the free coinage of silver at 16 to 1 
that such a measure could be The majority of the Re- 

ublicans rejected that proposition, and I am very glad they did, 

r. President. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to ask the Senator from Noe- 
braska a question. 

Mr. GORMAN, Now, Mr. President-—— 

Mr. PALMER. May] interfere at this point with an interrup- 
tion? I have withensal on this floor the dickering between two 
powerful, corrupt, and greedy interests, the one for protection, for 
the tariff, and the other for protection to free silver, to an extent 
that I had never expected to see in the American Senate. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me 
to refer to the measure he has alluded to? 

Mr. GORMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should be gratified beyond expression if 


now, even at this late period of the session, the revenue Dill as it 
came to us from the House of Representatives should be taken up 
by this body and changed so as to meet and command # majority 
of the body. I have here beforeme that bill. It is not u partisan 
bill; it simply advances the rates of certain schedules, nuning 
them, some of them being advanced 15 per cent and some of them 
10percent. Itisin nosense a protective-tariff bill, but it is purely 


a revenue-tariff bill. 
There is another thing to which I wish to call attention. ‘The 
whole of that simple bill from the House of Representatives was 
stricken out by a vote of the Committee on Finance, and | feel 
justified in saying now, since the Senator has spoken of the 1 th- 
ods of that committee, that every Democratic member 0! the 
Committee on Finance voted to strike out the whole provision 
and substitute in its place the free coinage of silver. We were 
only of equal number when my friend the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. Jongs] voted with them upon the subject. Although bi is 
a strong tariff man, yet he is in favor of the free coinage vf sllvrr. 
Soa measure for the free coinage of silver was presented to the 
Senate asa substitute for the tariff bill. What more could we 
do? What more could be done by our party? We had not 4 


jority. 
a HAWLEY. Allow me to call the Senator’s attention to 
aaa a they had swapped the horse for the yellow dog 
the bill, the yellow dog. They all joined to refuse to take up 
e ; | 
See . Ihave nothing to do with the yellow dog, if 
they have killed it. 
r.GORMAN. Mr. President—— ' ; 
Mr. SHERMAN. I do not wish to interrupt my friend, the 
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Senator from Maryland, further. However, I will say that the 
Senate of the United States should rise above all these petty po- 
litical questions of the day, take up the tariff bill, strike from it 
the provision for silver coinage, and make provisions for increased 
revenue. I do not care what it is, anything that would relieve 
us from the danger and dishonor of carrying on the Government 
of the country without sufficient revenue. 

When in the Senate of the United States, a great deliberative 
pody, there is a large majority of Senators who are in favor of 
furnishing sufficient revenue to carry on the Government, why do 


we not do it when we have the bill before us? We can not origi- | has framed bills that come here amounting in the appr 


nate a bill of this kind. 4 
Mr. GORMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio a 
yestion, for this is the first intimation, public or private, which 
have ever heard that the Senator is of that frame of mind. 
Would he agree to strike out all after the enacting clause of the 
pill and to put a revenue duty upon tea and coffee sufficient to 
pring $30,000,000 into the Treasury? 

Mr. SHERMAN. No; I would not, for I would not throw the 
whole burden of taxation upon those who consume tea and coffee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Why? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It would not be fair or just to doit. ButI 
am willing to take up the bill and provide for raising the requisite 
taxation from foreign goods to carry on the operation of the Gov- 
ernment and place us beyond the danger of a deficiency every 

ear and the sale of bonds every six months. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GORMAN. I must be permitted to go on a little while. I 
would really like to get through this afternoon, if I can. 

As a matter of course I assumed, and now I know, that it would 
not be possible for the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHEr- 
MAN] or any other Republican Senator from Ohio or any Repub- 
lican statesman from that section of the country, in view of their 

rty hopes and anticipations, to abandon the McKinley rates. 
knew ectly well, and we all know, that the bill which the 

Senator-holds in his hand not only restores the McKinley rates in 
most cases or in many cases, but goes beyond it. The entire legis- 
lation of the party which the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
represents is a forecast of what the ve is to expect—great 
appropriations, greater than any revenue that you will have in 
the next few years; contracts provided for to an extent never 
heard of before in an American Congress; a depleted Treasury; 
all the proceeds of the bonds already sold will go if the appropri- 
ation bills are to passin the shape in which they are presented. 
Then what will come when that Congress is to assemble which the 
Senator from Maine described—an overwhelming majority of 
Republicans in the House of Representatives, a clear Republican 
majority here that would follow the lead of the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio, a man in the executive branch of the Gov- 
ernment who would sign a bill no matter how high the rates 
imposed, even to prohibition? That is the spectacle which will 
be presented to the country. Itis the policy of your party. Your 
organization of this body and the other meant that from the be- 
ginning, and it means nothing else. 

lam not surprised that the Senator from Ohio declines to agree 
to put a tax upon tea and coffee, notwithstanding the fact that it 
is a pure revenue duty, for he knows that when the tax was taken 
off coffee the price to the consumer was increased instead of di- 
minished. Thecountry from which it is shipped placed an initial 
duty on it. There is not a dealer in tea in the United States who 
does not know that we get nothing but the lowest grade of tea. 
There is not a dealer who does not know that you can put a duty 
of 8 cents a pound on tea without increasing the price to the con- 
sumer one-half penny in a thousand-dollar expenditure. It isa 
pure revenue matter. That is what I would agree to. Such a 
measure I believe you can pass through this body to meet the de- 
ficiency, unless you intend to force the sale of bonds or force your 
= to increase the McKinley rates when we meet in the next 

ongress, 

The pressure to sell bonds comes not alone upon the Republican 
party, but, I regret to say, it came to our party. It was forced 
onus. The sale of our bonds never has and never can meet with 
my approbation. I have never believed that in time of peace any 

which increases the public debt can live in the country. 
ve stood here always in favor of measures that would give rev- 


a enough to prevent the sale of bonds, but it began not with | 


the Democratic party. It began with the Republican party’s leg- 
islation which created the necessity. It began with the bill known 
as the McKinley tariff act, which took effect November, 1890, and 
by June, 1891, the revenues fell off $10,000,000, and in the next 
year they fell off $52,000,000. The increase in the payments on 


account of pensions was from $106,000,000 to $118,000,000 in 1891, 


in 1892 $141,000,000, and in 1893 $158,000,000. In 1894 it was pain- 
Mele that the tariff act of 1890 as a revenue measure was 


whan had entered, in addition, upon the construction of the Na 


full 
fal 


other great public works of the country. It left a deficit 
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in the Treasury which enabled the men who were anxious to 
invest in Government bonds to force the Treasury to sell. 

That, Mr. President, it seems to me, is what we are coming to 
now. Why is it, I ask the Senator from Ohio, that where his 
party has supreme control, in the other branch of 


Congress, 


where all revenue bills and appropriation bills originate, where 
they are supposed to be considered, where they know the condi- 
tion of the Treasury, where they know that there is no balance 
on hand except the proceeds of the sale of the bonds to the syndi- 


cate, which you denounce so roundly—why is it that your party 


priations 
money that is to go out of the Treasury in the fiscal y a 
June 30, 1897—to$505,778,070.43? In making up the appropriation 
bills they have appropriated for public works, for rivers and har- 
bors, for only eight months in the year in order that that amount, 
great as it is, $505,000,000, might be reduced on the face of the 
papers. For the courts, jurors, and all the paraphernalia con- 
nected with the United States courts they have appropriated for 
only six months, when the rule always is to appropriate for ¢ 
year. Why was that done? Simply because they were afraid o 
the effect upon the country if they exceeded these enormous fig- 
ures of $505,000,000. They knew that this body would be forced 


r ending 
! in 


a 
f 


| to add to that sum, as the requirements of the Government would 


make it absolutely necessary, fifteen to twenty million dollars. 
That makes $60,000,000 more than your revenue. Why does your 


party do it? Is not the Senator from Ohio aware of the fact that 
the Secretary of the Treasury has said to Congress: 
While the situation 
Speaking of the actual money in the Treasury— 
does not require any legislation for raising additional revenue 
For he has the proceeds from the sale of bonds 


by taxation at this time, it is such as to require the strictest ecor 


in a 
propriations and public expenditures - 


And yet we have before us a bill authorizing the expenditure of 
$51,000,000 for the Navy, in time of absolute peace, prepared by 
the party on the other side. 

At a time— 

Says the Secretary— 


When the people, upon whom the expense of sustaining the Government is 
imposed, are compelled to practice the closest economy in their business and 
domestic affairsin order to meet their obligations and reestablish t r trade 
and industries, it ismore than ever the duty of the public authorities toavoid 
waste and extravagance in the appropriation and disbursement of the reve 
nues. Nearly every a,propriation is in terms, or by necessary implication, 
a direction to the executive authorities to expend the money, and therefore 
the responsibility for an increase or reduction of expenditures rests primarily 
and mainly upon Congress. It is certain that if appropriations are not made 
the money will not be expended, and, for the reason just stated, it is almost 
equally certain that if appropriations are made the money must be expended. 
The power of the executive officials to reduce expenditures is limited to the 
comparatively few cases in which the disbursement is left to their discretion, 
and, however judiciously this discretion may be exercised, the effect upon 


the total outlay is scarcely appreciable. 

In the face of that declaration your appropriations will amount 
to $520,000,000, with an estimated revenne of $464,000,000. That 
is not all you have done. To make it perfectly certain that taxes 


must be increased hereafter or more bonds sold, you have added 
other provisions to the bills that come to the Senate. In that 
branch you have a clear majority, not asin this body a doubtful 


majority. 
You have added provisions authorizing contracts to be ma 
the Treasury Department, the War Department, and the Navy 
Department amounting to $84,638,486. There, for the first time, 
in one session is nearly $600,000,000 appropriated and contracted 
for. 

I ask the Senator from Maine | Mr. HALe] in charge of the bill 
how he can defend a proposition to appropriate sixteen million, 
yes, twenty-three million, dollars for ships and armor not now 
needed, for which there is no pressing necessity, when you have 
not the money? The Secretary of the Treasury will, I think, be 
compelled to sell more bonds, and he who votes for th unn 
essary appropriations, unnecessary in the sense of not being 


There you have a clear and unquestioned majority. 


le by 


Le ( 


requirea for the safety of the Government or to carry it on, votes 
for more bonds. No Senator can escape his full share of responsi 
bility on either side of the Chamber. The Department can not 
suspend them, says the Secretary of the Treasury, when you 
make the appropriations. 

Mr. Herbert, the Secretary of the Navy, in his anxiety to be the 
greatest admiral of the greatest fleet there has ever been in this 
country and to rival that of other nations, says, ‘‘ Give it to me, 


because there is money in the Treasury.” Yes, it is the money of 
the people that is in the Treasury, money obtained by a mortgage 
on their industries. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to call 
his attention to the exact figures as to the river and harbor bill, to 
which he refers? 

Mr. GORMAN. 
souri read them. 


I shall be glad to have the Senator from Mis- 
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Mr. WHITE. The bill has been reported to the Senate? it would have furnished up to this time sufficient money +, 

Mr. VEST. The bill was reported yesterday. Here is the | these most extraordinary appropriations. I know it wo, 
amount contained in the bill as stated in the report of the chair- | have begun to pay the appropriations contained in the }, 
man of the committee. The amount of actual cash appropria- | this Congress. Therefore I say, without the slightest 
tions in the bill is $12,614,550. The amount of continuing appro- | tion, that if a revenue measure were before this body to-, 
priations is $60,623,871.91. my party were in power, I should vote to put more reveny, 

Mr. GRAY. What is the amount of the cash appropriations? | Treasury by $75,000,000 than is contained in that pill. ; 

Mr. VEST. Twelve million six hundred and fourteen thousand | reason that I believe there is only one rule for a successf i, 
five hundred and fifty dollars direct immediate appropriations, | or a city or a corporation or a government to pursue, and {}, 
and the amount of the continuing appropriations is $60,623,871.91. | have revenue enough to pay your current expenses. 

The addition, of course, can be made very easily. Mr. GRAY. Keep your expenses within your revenue. 

Mr. GORMAN. With the figures just read by the distinguished Mr. GORMAN. Keep your expenses within your rey, 
Senator from Missouri, and I thank him for the interruption, the | agree to that; and that is what I am urging now, so far asx \, 
total amount of the appropriations and obligations that will be | You can not accomplish it, but you can prevent the defi: i; ; 
created by this Congress will be $600,000,000. That will make | running up to $100,000,000. Iam appealing to the Senate ty 
the greatest =. ee ap including obligations authorized, which | off these appropriations. No man on this side of the Chai), ,, 
has ever passed through an American Congress. on the other, has been more earnestly in favor of making | 

It is said that the country is growing and the expenditures must | a a to create these great shipyards and stec| 
increase. I agree toit. I agree that the country is growing and | than I have been. Ninety-five million aetlars’ increase {. 
that so long as the pension legislation is on the statute books it is | Navy has gone to it. Whereis the American, from Maine | 
difficult to cut down the appropriations lower than they were dur- | fornia, who begrudges a penny of that money? You no\ 
ing the past fiscal year. In some cases there must be increases. | plants that make the best ships which float upon the ocean 
While the river and harbor bill may have its defects, it is more | possibility of our commerce and the construction of yess«} 
important to the people of the country than the naval bill. There | to those produced on the Clyde isnot a dream. It was wh 
you give an opportunity for commerce, for the people to send their | Roach urged it upon Congress. It is nowa reality. 1), 
wares hence and to receive whatever they want from abroad. It | great vessels that came from the Cramps’ yards, the St. /. 
cheapens transportation; it breaks down monopoly; it is com- | the St. Paul, were constructed at a cost not more than 15 per ; 
merce; it is trade. A reasonable increase upon that item may be | greater than vessels of like class would cost on the Clyde. 
tolerated, will be tolerated. are manned by American officers, 

But why, I ask Senators upon the other side, do you insist on There stand the great works at Bath, at New York, on the Dela- 
spending $23,000,000 on the Navy for great battle ships when five | ware, in the town of my friend the Senator from Delaware | \r, 
years from now it is questionable whether the same types of ships | Gray], and at Baltimore, and the equal of them all in equijnient 
will be built? Howcan you afford to doit with the condition of the | at Newport News; the splendid yard on the Pacific. Those yards 
Treasury? It is said we have $170,000,000 in the Treasury besides | and works are ready for any emergency, either for comune: eo «1 
the reserve of $100,000,000 to redeem the greenbacks. for war. No man, as I said a moment ago, who has an Aerie: 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator from Maryland a ques- | thought, a a dollar of the money that has gone to create 
tion in regard to the revenue? I should like to ask him whether | these marvelous enterprises. The men who have made the stcc! 
or not it is true that there is a deficiency in the revenue caused by | at Bethlehem and near Pittsburg have the establishments. They 
the method of valuation of importations? are entitled to them. The people have paid for them generously 

Mr. GORMAN, I have no doubt—— Why should they now come to Congress, taking advantave possi- 

Mr. SQUIRE, Is it not necessary that there should be acorrec- | bly of a war sentiment—for they have power through the press to 
tion of the evils existing. It has been stated tome by a Demo- | createa war sentiment—and in the height of the excitemen 
crat, one of the prominent inspectors of customs, that there is a | depleted Treasury, come and $26,000,000 more than the 
very large loss to the Government by reason of difficulty in ad- | ordinaryappropriations? The Republican party, through pairivi- 
ministering the law because of the ad valorem duties instead of | ism, say give it to them, when they acknowledge that they are 
specific rates. impotent to put another dollar into the Treasury, and yc' 

Mr. GORMAN. I donot intend to go into the matter of defects | support this bill and the bills which are to follow it. 
in the tariff bill. I will tell the Senator, because I happen to have r. President, the responsibility is upon the other side of 1 
the matter in my hand, what the trouble is; and I appeal to him ber. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. C1ia») 
now to aid me to correct it. was quite right when he said they were not afraid to tak: it. \ 

From 1891 to 1895 (this includes the last Administration as well | take the responsibility, and these great interests will take all tx 
as the present one) your revenues were only $2,109,304,756.78. | money which the Treasury can furnish. 

Your appropriations by Congress were $2,508,277,860.66. Inother| I have endeavored to ascertain what the real motive was an 
words, Congress from 1891 to 1895, inclusive, appropriated $398,- | what the argument wasof gentlemen who are asking these ox") 
978,104.08 more than all your revenue. To meet those payments | dinary increases. I knew there was a sentiment, a sulstantal 
the Secretary of the Treasury (he was wise in doing it; it would | one and a proper one, in the country that we had gone wit! the 
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«have been criminal, in my ju ent, had he not done it) took | Navy away in advance of the land fortifications; that on our sea- 


from the money which he received from the sale of bonds and has 


id up to this date, by the statement I have, which is from the 


coasts and on the Lakes we had not many modern guns in place; 
that we were without fortifications anywhere upon our coasts, 


ee Department, $163,160,803.32. He has now in the Treas- | and our t cities were helpless so far as armament was cvu- 
ury $170,000,000. Everybody is trying to get it. There is not a| cerned. I knewthat following this naval bill wasto come anoiler 
single manufacturer of iron or steel who is content with moderate | measure for the construction of these great monsters of war. '. 
appropriations. There is not an interest which deals with the Gov- | 12, 14, and 16 inch cannon, already too long delayed. It 11 
ernment that does not look at the statement of the Secretary of | possible with the present feeling and with the present necds 
the Navy, made to the House of Representatives, that we have | stay that, and ten to fifteen millions must be expended! on (4 

lenty of money (a most unfortunate statement, in my judgment), | line. This will afford employment for the manufacturers 0! so". 

t has not been after this supposed surplus. It does not exist, | That alone will keep their furnaces going for the next thre )«." 

_—— on paper. There is $116,000,000 eo? this Government | coupled with two ships of the Navy, the usual number that 
for all sorts of purposes, where the matters have been suspended | build. The builders, the constructors of the vessels, of ere 
and nae Suspended why? Asthedistinguished Senator from | would not have quite so much todo, but I ask, in the nam 
Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said from his side, and said properly, under | son, why the men who are in interest should press ()! 
that condition he would apply the heroic remedy and refuse to ex- | appropriation? 
pend when Congress appropriated, If Mr. Carlisle had not pur- e of the supporters of this naval bill says that— 
sued that policy the Treasury would have been unable to meet its | Our must build up the Navy, keep it at a proper stand! 
debt without the sale of more bonds than have already been sold. be no occasion for ike heart of our nation tr 

The Senator from Ohio says we are responsible, because we did | Mite message. | It is true that we are confronted wit ye ee han 
not put enough revenue in the Treasury. I stood here for more country ts not. There are loyal hearts and plenty of money « 
revenue at some little disadvantage tomy own personal affairs, with oy people living ences the folds of our flag who will gladly « 
a good deal of misrepresentation, a gook deal of misunderstanding | fully indorse any outay to paild eee ddministration fr n 
all around among my party associates, because I knew, asI thought, | wili consider it a national duty, to wit, that the Army and Navy =) 18 
and as the figures have since shown, that all the estimates that | last two Departments to economize upon. i a1 
were then made were not correct; that we had notrevenueenough. Mr. President, that may be patriotic; it certainly will 'n' Ww 
I voted to increase it forty, fifty, and sixty million dollars. I wish | ing listeners among the men who furnish the materials for making 
tostate frankly that, notwithstanding the most extraordinary deci- | these great instruments of war; but what will be said by (1! 
sion of the Supreme Court of the United States upon a tax which | who is struggling now to obtain a living, who finds the produ : 
did not meet with my personal approval, if the tax had been | of his land not bri sufficient to pay his grocery bi: * 
declared constitutional I do not believe the tariff bill as we passed | American people ic! Mn President, there is no quesuon 
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about it. They want a Navy; they have a Navy; they want it 
increased, but they do not want extravagance in that increase. 
They want a gradual increase; they want it made as the revenues 
will justify it. 
Mr. President, I have an old-fashioned Democratic idea that th: 
Army and Navy ought to be kept in time of peace at the lowest 
ssible point which the safety of the country will allow; that it 
is not wise to have a great standing army or a navy which will be 
a menace to other countries. Weneed anavy sufficient to protect 
our own interests, without attempting to rival any of the great 
powers who live, and can only live, by the protection of the guns 
of their navy and their army. Ours is a strong structure, built 
and to be maintained by the good will of the people, and without 
standing armies to protect them. Our people have been able for 
a hundred years to meet every emergency which came, no matter 
how great that emergency. 
Mr. HAWLEY. ill the Senator permit me just one word 
there? I do not wish to interrupt him in his speech. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let me finish this sentence. 
Here, Mr. President, for the first time in a time of peace, comes 
a Secretary of the Navy, who comes into power because of the 
success of Democratic ideas as we supposed, anxious to command 
a large number of ships. We gave them to him, and a splendid 
lot they are; and in a time of peace, last year, he said, ‘‘The Navy 
must be increased in men; we want to have as many men on board 
of one of these war vessels as a British admiral has on his. We 
have the ships; now give me 2,000 more men. Thatis only a mil- 
lion dollars a year.” Congress gave him a thousand men, a half 
million dollars, and at this Congress, early in the recent war scare, 
manufactured or real, as you please, he comes to Congress and 
recommends the increase of that force 2,500 men more, and a 
thousand more for the Marine Corps, all of which serve upon 
those vessels, requiring from a million to a million and a half dol- 
lars. This Senate absolutely passed a bill for a thousand men, 
and in this bill we have voted a thousand more and 500 marines. 
In time — to keep these vessels going, an increase of 3,000 
men is © within a year, greater than ever before in the history 
of the country. 
But that is not all. In 1795 Congress passed an act authorizing 
the President to call out the militia in cases of invasion. Nosuch 
rovision was ever contemplated in the Navy. There Congress 
eld the power in its hands, because, when the Navy is to beused, 
that means war with a foreign country. and Congress alone can 
declare war. ‘This Administration asked for a provision to enlist 
additional men in the Navy—a most extraordinary one—and I only 
name it to show how the thing is going on and how we are increas- 
ing and how we are going as the French Government goes and as 
the German Government goes and as all the European Govern- 
ments go—making this a great military and naval power, ready 
not only to take care of our own affairs, but to assume a sort of 
protectorate over all that portion of the world south of us, which 
would mean a speedy war. 
So the bill provided-- 
That whenever an exigency may exist which, in the judgment of the Presi- 


dent, renders their services necessary, the Secretary of the Navy is further 
authorized 


Besides enlisting these 1,000 men— 


to enlist, for a period of two years, unless sooner discharged, snch of the 
Naval Militia and other men as may be required for the purpose of manning 
vessels of the Navy not having full crews and such other shipsas under laws 
now existing or under the authority conferred by section 4 of this act the 
President may decide to call into service. 

Then there is a provision for the Secretary of the Navy to take 
any number of ships which he desires of the commercial marine. 
It is perfectly natural for these naval officers, restive and with no 
promotion, to want wer. They want to test these ships. There 
is not one of them—and it is human nature—who is not ready and 
anxious to see how his ship will behave in action. Remember that 
this very bill which I have read passed this body and had the 
indorsement of the Secretary of the Navy, and he urged it upon 
Congress. Such power never was granted before, and never ought 
to be granted to any President, no matter who he may be—whether 
a Republican, a Democrat, or a member of the Third Party, if we 
should ever have one of that [*. 

The act of 1795 gave the President the power to call out the 
militia, Section 1642 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 

Whenever the United States are invaded, or are in imminent danger of 
invasion from any foreign nation or Indian tribe, or of rebellion against the 
authority of the ent of the United States, it shall be lawful for the 
President to call forth such number of the militia of the State or States, 
most convenient to the place of danger or scene of action, as he may deem 
hecessary to repel such invasion or to suppress such rebellion, and to issue 
his orders for purpose to such officers of the militia as he may think 


Even that authority was contested, I think, by Massachusetts 
as to the President's right to use the militia away from the borders 
of their own States; yet we are going here in this matter to give 
all the power which is necessary for the President of the United 

to declare war himself without the consent of Congress. 
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Mr. President, it does seem to me that, without regard to party, 


we ought on both sides of the Chamber to pause. We all have 
responsibility to our constituents and the whole peop] We 
know that depression exists from one end of the land to the other. 
We know that depression exists not only in o wh country, but 
abroad. The great question to be solved—and it will be solved, 
in my judgment, by the sturdy men in charg 1e business 
enterprises of the world, and not by legislation—is how we can 
set the wheels again in motion, how wi re prosperity? 
There is one thing we can do. We can limit in Congress the ex 
penses within reasonable bounds. If we can not increase the 
revenue at this session, and it is still to be made a } 

we can at least eliminate from these bills all 1 appropriat 8 
which are not necessary. They are there by the hur is. J] 

you can save on this bill alone, without injury to a single ir 

est, without crippling the Navy, within the next three years, 
$15,000,000. The Secretary of the Treasury has told us, *‘ You 


appropriate the money and I must spend it.” 
l repeat, Mr. President, that he who votes for thes 
appropriations must do it with full knowledge tha 
responsibility for the further issue of bonds or for 
ture of every dollar which has come from those already 
A year ago the Committee on Approp1 I { 
the then appropriations as compared with the revenue we1 ch 
that there would be a deficit in the Treasury, rep 
body a proposition authorizing the ‘y of tl ry 
issue short-term certificates bearing 3 per cent interest, redeer 
ble at any time after two or three years. That 
What was the result? Four per cent bonds running for a lor 
term of years were issued instead of those short 


eecreta 
was antagonized. 


I remember the Senator from Mississippi to my left | Mr. Gi 
in the discussion of that matter, asked the question of the chair 
man of the Committee on Finance whether the report 


Treasury Department showed that they had money enougl 


hand and a surplus, and he was answered, ‘‘ Yes.” ‘That was the 
estimate at the time, but it was short, and it will be short now. 
I say to the Senate that if the amendment I have offered is voted 


down, and if, by a majority vote, they increase or keep these a} 
propriations as they are, then there is one thing that tl 
side ought to agree to do, put a permanent provision in tl 
as the Secretary of the Treasury has recommended, authorizin 
the issuance of $50,000,000 of these shor rm certificat it alow 


rate of interest, to be issued and used by him to pay th 
expenses of the Government rather than to i mol 
Before this bill shall have been concluded I pn to off 
an amendment, and I say tothe Senate that, in my judgment, 
must do that or else by your votes you must sustain action 
which has been taken heretofore by the Executive in selling long 
term bonds whenever he finds the Treasury depleted. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, the controversy here to-d 
with regard to the revenues of the Government does not ap] 
to be sincere. There appears to be an assumption that we want 
more money in the Treasury, when the Treasury is already ove 
flowing. It matters not how the surplus was acquired, there is a 
surplus in the Treasury, and a surplus has been regarded during 
the whole history of the Government as more dangerous than a 
deficiency. : 


There 1s now in the Treasury at least $270,000,000 of available 
cash—availableto pay current expenses, available to pay int 
and availablefor the redemption of Treasury notes and greenbacks, 
There is certainly over $150,000,000 more in the Treasury than 
there ought to be. There has been withdrawn from circulation 
by the sale of bonds more than $270,000,000, and w rht at least 
to draw out from the Treasury as sp ’ 1,000. 
The vast amount of money piled there is having a most disastrous 
effect upon the country. 

The pretext that anybody has been compelled to s 
an assumption which I deny. 


erest, 


dily as possible $150.00 


111 


There has been no neces 


mds is also 


ity to sell 


bonds. ere has been no right on the part of the Executive to 
sell bonds; there has been no law under which bonds could br 
legally disposed of to buy money. It was settled by a1 than 
two-thirds vote of both Houses of Congress in 1873, after an ex 
haustive debate, that every obligation of the Government was 
yayable in either gold or silver coin at the option of the United 
States, and that it was legal and proper to coin silver dollars for 


try in debt is 


obligations. 


The only pretext of authority to involve 
based upon the idea that the Government owes gold 
By the resumption act of 1875 it is provided that after the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury has exhausted the current revenues he may 
sell bonds of the descriptions named in the act of July 14, 1570, 
sufficient to obtain coin with which to redeem greenbacks which 
would be outstanding on the ist day of January, 1879. To an 
extent necessary to redeem the greenbacks then outstanding he 
might sell bonds to buy coin; and it was held by both Houses of 
Congress that silver coin answered that description; and it never 
the 


has been successfully questioned. The present Secretary of 
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Treasury when in Congress voted for that resolution, and all the 
leading members of both Houses, including the most prominent 
candidate for the Presidency, Mr. McKinley, of Ohio, voted for 
that resolution, and it was presumed that the question was settled. 
Then the Secretary of the Treasury was authorized to sell bonds 
to buy coin sufficient to redeem United States Treasury notes and 
for no other purpose. Is there authority for it elsewhere? There 
is none. By the act of 1890, commonly called the Sherman Act, 
it is provided that the Treasury notes issued under that act shall be 
redeemed in either gold or silver coin at the option of the Secre- 
tary of the aaa) and it is further made mandatory upon the 
Secretary, by the third section of that act, to coin sufficient of 
the bullion purchased under the act to provide for the redemption 
of the notes. The act expressly provided for coining silver to re- 
deem the Treasury notes issued under the act. If there was not 
sufficient coin in the Treasury for the purpose of such redemp- 
tion, the provision of law providing for the coinage of silver for 
that purpose excluded, by implication, any other mode of obtaining 
coin for the redemption of the notes. at provision, making it 
mandatory upon the Secretary of the Treasury to coin silver to 
provide for the redemption of those notes, was equivalent to a posi- 
tive law that he should not obtain money in any other way unless 
Congress provided it; that he should not invent any other mode, 
but oul take the mode provided by law; and in selling bonds 
to buy gold to redeem the Treasury notes issued under the Sher- 
man Act the Secretary of the Treasury violated the plainest prin- 
ciples of law. 
he Administration is now, without a shadow of law, selling 
bonds to buy gold to pay the current expenses of the Government, 
for, view it as you will, that is the only pretext. The suggestion 
on his part that he sells the bonds to buy gold to maintain the 
gold standard is an admission of a usurpation, and there is no law 
authorizing it. There is no law authorizing him to sell bonds to 
buy gold for any purpose, and there never was. I defy any law- 
yer or any man in the United States to point to a shadow of law 
that authorizes the President of the United States or the Admin- 
istration to sell bonds to buy gold for any purpose. 
The Administration, in violation of the law, in violation of the 
express duties prescribed by the statute, has involved the coun- 
try in two hundred and sixty-odd million dollars of debt, and has 
accumulated $270,000,000 of available cash balance in the Treas- 















































your suicides, while you are flooding the country with bankrupts 
while you strangle enterprise for want of money, youcan not expect 
revenue under any bill. The more taxation you have the 
revenue you will get under it. 

If the revenue laws had been enforced; if all the laws had been 
obeyed by the Secretary of the Treasury; if the Secretary of the 
Treasury had coined silver and = it out as required by law, woe 
would not have lost our gold. If when Secretary Foster was asked 
after the passage of the Sherman Act whether he would obey tho 
law and coin silver to redeem Treasury notes he had answered 
that he would, and that he would make no discrimination bet ween 
gold and silver, do you suppose there would have been any run 
upon the Treasury? Do you suppose there would have been a 
word said? Do you md the combination to put Austria on a 
gold basis would have made? Do you suppose that they 
would have attempted that combination or would have attempted 
to put Austria on a gold basisif it had not been for the assurances 
that they could get the gold here? 

Do you remember that after the dinner at Delmonico’s on the 
17th of November, 1891, wherein Secretary Foster pledged this 
Government to pay gold, and said that he would not coin silver 
for the purpose of redeeming the Treas notes issued under the 
Sherman Act, the President, in his annual message, dec! red that 
such assurance had done much to sustain the business interests? 
Do you recollect that in Jan following the Austrian cabinet 
met and agreed to the Rothschi ee to fund the debt 
of Austria? Do you recollect that they waited until both Presi- 
dential nominations were made, and immediately thereafter they 
took a million dollars of Treasury notes under the Sherman Act 
to the subtreasury at New York, demanded gold, got it, and they 
also obtained an interview with that officer declaring that that 
was the policy of the Government? Do you mark that immedi- 
ately thereafter, in August, the legislative department of Austria 
met and sanctioned the proceeding to fund the debt? Do you rec- 
ollect that they commenced then to sell Austrian gold bonds in 
Europe and elsewhere, and to get gold for the purchase of Aus- 
trian bonds or their American securities in this country for 

old to accumulate $150,000,000 of gold as a basis of redemption 
or the Austrian debt? Do you recollect that before Harrison's 
Administration closed they drawn the gold reserve down to 
the hundred-million-dollar limit? Do you recollect that Secretary 
Carlisle is reported ts have issued an order to pay in silver, and 
the next morning it was overruled by the President, and this Aus- 
trian combination had free access to our Treasury? Do you recol- 
a - panic that followed the draining of the gold for gold gam- 
ers 

Mr. GEORGE. I did not catch what the Senator said about 
Secretary Carlisle doing something and the next morning some- 
thing else was done. 

Mr. STEWART. It is reported that he issued an order to re- 
deem the Treasury notes in silver. I know the President came 
out with a proclamation the next morning declaring that they 
would be paidin gold. I donot know whether it is denied or not. 
I think probably Soave Carlisle did that. 

Then what occurred? e Austrian debt was funded, and it was 
raised from a two-billion-four-hundred-million-dollar debt pay- 
able in silver to a two-billion-eight-hundred-million-dollar debt 
ae in gold. Two hundred million dollars of that may have 

n used for commissions and to buy $150,000,000 of gold, for the 
bonds were sold for from 92 to 96. Su it took $200,000,000 to 
pay commissions and buy their $150,000,000 of gold. Who got 
the other $200,000,000 of the $400,000,000? Wheredidit go? What 
officials were influenced by it? 

One thing we do know, and that is, it took our gold and br mught 
on the _ It stopped business. That raid injured this coun- 
try. It cost this country more than double the cost of the war. 
It destroyed thousands of millions of securities in this country. 
It threw millions of = out of employment. It paralyzed in- 
dustry ev: here. en, to add a climax to the miseries of ‘lic 
people, the ident of the United States called an extra session 
of Congress and wiped from the statute books by the votes of the 
two Houses which the Executive controlled every law that recog- 
nized silver as money and reduced this country to the single gold 
standard. 

Now we are told that the misery in this country comes from our 

rotests against the gold standard. They tell us that we would 
ve ——— but for the talk about free silver, that our talk 1s 
doing the harm. You might as well say that the only thing 
that made the wolf eat the lamb was because the lamb strugg! |. 
The Treasury was robbed of millions of gold for gold gam)lers 
and stockjobbers without law, and the country was deprived of 
a circulating medium, and universal distress was created, as 40 
object lesson to show the power of the Executive and the power 
of money. We have felt it and we will continue to feel it. But 
the American people now begin to understand what the matt:r 
is. There is not a business man in this country who, if you ask 
him why he is in trouble, will not tell you, for want of money. 


less 


ur . 

The argument is that the current revenues are not sufficient. 

That makes no difference; the money is there. It is an injury to 
the country that it should be there. It contracts the currency and 
makes times worse. It is a temptation to make appropriations 
and to indulge in extravagance. It being there, I am opposed to 
putting money there by any other means. 
The idea of parties on both sides of the Chamber in pretending 
that there is necessity for more taxation upon a people already 
taxed beyond endurance to accumulate a larger surplus in the 
Treasury is an absurdity. A few years ago, when there was less 
surplus than now, there was a general clamor throughout the coun- 
try to reduce taxation to get rid of the surplus. Taxation was 
reduced, the surplus was disposed of, but the Executive has accu- 
mulated a surplus greater than the former by bald usurpation. 

Do Senators ever reflect what raising revenue by the Executive 
without the authority of Congress means? If the Executive can 
raise money to carry on the Government without calling on Con- 
gress this is no longer a Republic. Do Senators remember the 
controversy that occurred some three hundred years ago, when 
Charles I undertook to raise revenue to carry on his Government 
without the consent of Parliament? He lost his head. The ex- 
ercise of the power to raise revenue without authority of Parlia- 
ment was the principal cause of the —_ revolution. The same 
exercise of power is going on here. Neither party will attempt 
to check it. It is impossible to get throngh a resolution against it. 
We have been struggling for years to stop this ares but it 
can not be done. e can not even have a resolution to examine 
the transactions with regard to selling bonds that have already 
occurred. Both parties are in favor of selling bonds in some form. 
It has been proposed on both sides of the Chamber to continue to 
involve this country in more debt to buy gold for gold gamblers. 

The reason why you have not revenue enough under existing 
law is because the country is doing no business. ere is no mone 
with which to do business. Business is stagnant; the country is 
languishing. You have by your gold standard and by your sale 
of bonds created a surplus revenue. You have by every means 
curtailed the circulating medium until business is at a standstill. 

The wealth of this country consists in its power of production 
more than in the property already produced. ‘he productive 
forces of this country reproduce all the wealth in a very short 
period. For the last three years there has not been 83 per cent 
of the power of production realized in this country for the want of 
a circulating medium. While you stifle production, while you 
have millions of tramps, while you have poverty everywhere, while 
you are filling your insane asylums, while you are multiplying 














1896. 


OEE 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


4521 





ou ‘ 
Bed rty will not bring money. F 
Go where you please, you will find that the agriculturists of this 
country are living more economically and in fact are suffering 
more for the necessaries of life than they ever did at any time 
since the landing at Jamestown. Never before was every oppor- 
tunity to young men to make headway in the world closed. Never 
before was the prospect for the youth of this land so dark. Never 
pefore was poverty staring the whole mass of the people in the 
face. Never before were willing 
working in this country. The circulating medium is gone; the 


pulation is increasing and money is decreasing. There is $100.- | 


000,000 less money in the country to-day than there was a year 
ago, and still it is said that we want more contraction! We have 


the proposition now coming from Democrats and Republicans to | 


retire the greenbacks, to get rid of the Treasury notes. What for? 
More contraction. What for? To give money more purchasing 
power. What for? To allow the few to enslave the many. 

That % the situation, and when Senators talk about more taxa- 
tion upon the people already groaning under taxation, when they 
talk about more revenue with a Treasury overloaded with surplus, 
they mock the American people. 
We need an erwenty to pay taxes. Just see how we are situ- 
ated, It is estimated that the debts of the United States, public 
and private, amount to the vast sum of thirty thousand million 
dollars. How do we pay those debts? They are paid with the 

roduct of labor. Many of them were contracted when wheat was 


1.25a bushel and cotton 12 cents a pound. Now, see how the | 


debts have inc’ These are fixed charges. The interest on 
these obligations is a fixed charge. The salaries of officials re- 
main the same; they are fixed charges. We have to pay $500,- 
000,000 for the support of the General Government, and not less 
than $1,500,000,000 for State and local taxes to support schools 
and churches and to pay the local taxes of the country. It does 


not amount to less than $1,500,000,000. This, together with the | 


other fixed char ‘ 
many bushels of wheat, twice as many pounds of cotton, twice as 
much of the products of labor to earn a dollar now as it did 
twenty years ago, and the amount required is daily increasing. 
Taxes are increasing. They have driven the farmers from their 
homes; they are driving the laborers from their homes; they are 
depriving them of the means of educating their children. For 
what? Talk about economy. The President tells us that they 
must remember that they buy as well as they sell. To what do 
their purchases amount? It is very little after they 
fixed charges. They must sell, however, and they are 
out the necessaries of life. That is the condition. 

Give the people more money. 
make a living and a liberal opportunity to pay taxes. Stop your 
forced sale of taxes and you will haverevenue enough. But with 
the present depressed condition of the country, to extract more 
revenue by increased taxation is murder; it is outrage. I protest 
against the idea of an overflowing Treasury with a depressed 
people taxed beyond endurance and any discussion here of more 
taxation. Isay give the people more money. Give them achance 
to pay the taxes already levied. The increased business of the 
country will give you ample revenue. But in the present condi- 
tion of the conntry, in its present stagnation, you may pile up taxa- 
tion as you please; you are increasing the burdens every year 
without increasing the revenue. 

Our fixed charges to Europe amount to at least $400,000,000 a 
year. A year ago we paid about $100,000,000 of that. Last year 
we did not pay a cent. I speak of our fixed charges to Europe, 
and I give them a most conservative estimate. That is the car- 
tying trade, the travel abroad, the interest and dividends, which 
amount now to $400,000,000. Not one cent of it was paid last 
year. We are giving our public and peteate notes or bonds, and 
what for? To uy gold for _ gamblers. We are giving our 
notes to Great Britain for gold with which to buy her commod- 
aa and with which to pay her the interest which she demands 

us, 

Can this Government go on always increasing its obligations to 
Europe, selling its products below the cost of production to buy 
gold to pay this accumulating interest? It seems to me there 
should be some thought of relieving the people, and I protest, 
while distress is universal, against any discussion which leads to 
more bonds or more taxation. We have enough of those. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, at some time I expect to take a 
part in this discussion, but for the present I shall ask the Secre- 

to read the 4 I send to the desk. 


¢ VICE-P ENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


CONTRACTION BY FREE SILVER. 


eft with- 


The most effective plea the 16 to 1 free-silver men address to ignorance and 
hey is that we have not money enough. They urge that for this reason 
prices of products have fallen, until the farmer is em to get 


hands denied the privilege of | 


We need no more taxation. | 


, rest upon the people, and it takes twice as | 


pay their | 


Give them an opportunity to | 


ask him why he does not get money, he will tell you that | means with which to support his family. They urge free coinage as a means 


| of giving the people “ more money.” 








And yet there was never proposed so great or so disastrous a measure of 
currency contraction as free coinage would be. The facts are simple and 
easily understood. 

There is no country in the world at this moment that uses both gold and sil- 
| Ver or their paper representatives as money which does not maintain the gold 
standard and restrict the coinage of silver. There is nocountry in which free 
silver coinage exists that does not use silver to the exclus f gold. In 
brief, it is a fact open to observation that free silver coinage at present ratios 
; always and everywhere drives all money except silver and silver bearing 
| paper out of use. 

Now, we have at presenta total volume of money amounting to $2,197,000,000, 

Of this there are— 
| Gold coin a $548, 108, 930 
UR headed dansk dudckeateiounndcodieceenek ante cwebed 5), 080, S89 
| Greenbacks __. a 45, Tu iM 
le acne ane acenemmndidadnpalasampaniatne brenint 213, 716, 973 
i ditidsncabiaincckeinciciwwunnntia - 1, 077, 26, 206 


* All this is gold or gold-bearing paper, the national-bank notes being so in- 
directly but effectively. Unlimited free silver nage at 14 to 1 would im- 
mediately send all this currency out of circulat It w { contract the 
currency of the country by more than a billion doilars ul of giving us 
more money it would reduce the total stock by about ou Lif and depress 
prices accordingly. 

Or if the paper currency were retained on a silver basis by a Treasury de- 
cision to redeem greenbacks in silver, there would stili be a contraction of 
more than §000,000,000, or considerably more than one-fourth of the total 


currency supply. 

if we are really suffering from an inadequate currency. the inest thing 
we could do would seem to be to compel a further and enormous contraction 
by adopting free silver coinage. 


Mr.STEWART. That has gone the rounds sufficiently without 
publishing it here. It shows the sublime confidence of the author 
| in the ignorance of the American people. It says if we would add 
| silver to gold it would contract the currency. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator permit me before he proceeds? 
Mr. STEWART. No; I want to say a word in reply. 
Mr. PEFFER. I should like to inquire whether the printed 
| matter which has just been read by the Secretary represents the 
views of the Senator from [llinois? 

Mr. PALMER. I have no desire to interrupt the Senator from 
Nevada. 

Mr.STEWART. I understand where it comesfrom. It comes 
from the Reform Club of New York; it is the ‘‘sound view” of 
all those people. 

Mr. PEFFER. I merely wanted to know whether it represents 
the views of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. STEWART. It comes from the holy of holies of the gold 
standard. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator from Kansas will allow me, I 
| will state that within a day or two I hope to have an opportunity 





| to address the Senate on this subject at length, but 1 have no 
desire to interrupt the Senator from Nevada. 
Mr. STEWART. I will be through in a moment. 
In the first place, it says that doubling the coinage, doubling 
the base of the circulation, would decrease its volume. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President 





Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me. 

Mr. PALMER. I was going to ask whether that is the state- 
ment. 

Mr. STEWART. That is the substance. 


Mr. PALMER. The statement? 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, yes; I will tell yon what the statement is. 

I state as an incontrovertible fact that the amount of standard 
money controls the volume. There must be some relation between 
the credit and circulation and the amount of standard money. 
We have no standard money in the country but gold. The Treas- 
ury has no gold except what it borrows from time to time. They 
exaggerate the amount of gold in the country. There is prob- 
ably $350,000,000 of gold in the country, not over $400,000,000 
at the outside, and if I had time I could go on and show why. 
That is all we have. All our circulation is based upon that, and 
consequently everybody knows that the foundation is insufficient. 
There can be no confidence. There is no confidence in the coun- 
try. No credit can be extended, because there is no foundation 
for our credit. Gold can be taken out at any time. We are de- 
pending upon berrowing it and increasing the national debt. It 
is the only way we have to get gold. We have no other means of 
getting it except by increasing the debt. Our products which we 
sell abroad have become entirely inadequate to buy gold. We 
have no foundation for our currency, and to say that coining sil- 
ver, giving a foundation for this credit, remonetizing the silver in 
the Treasury, would make less money is ridiculous. We have a 
large amount of silver in the Treasury. If it were money we 
would have some basis. But the Department says it is not money 
with which to pay debts. It is of no more use than so much pig 
iron. They will not pay it out for the obligations of the Govern- 
ment. It amounts to nothing so far as a basis of circulation is 
concerned, 
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The Department boldly say that silver itself must be redeemed in 
old, and they a it at a parity by their determination to redeem 
ft in gold. The whole thing rests upon this narrow basis of gold. 
Except the small amount in circulation, besides the fractional sil- 
ver, the balance is idle in the Treasury. It has to be bolstered up 
by borrowing gold. See how the currency stands with your green- 
backs, your Sieaciey notes, your bank circulation, and all your 
silver as upon redemption in gold as the Administration 
says. Then think of the little fleeting gold that you buy to main- 
tain all that. That is what destroys confidence. That is what 
makes business men so anxious to borrow gold and issue bonds to 
et some money in the Treasury to bolster up what you have. 
ere is no foundation for confidence. The remonetization of sil- 
ver and the use of silver as money would give us a basis strong 
enough to maintain double the credit and double the circulation 
we have. 

The gold men say it would drive gold out of the coun Was 

old driven out of the country by the Bland Act or the Sherman 

ct? Did it not accumulate constantly while silver was used even 
under the limited commercial way Ss it and coining it? 
But let the Government of the United States say that silver is as 
good as gold and that it would just as soon have it as gold, and you 
would have something with which to buy gold. How does gold 
come into the country? Does it flyin? Does it come here by a 
kite? It is bought and brought here by our products. But the 
gold standard has reduced the value of our products below the cost 
of production, and with all we can export we can not pay for what 
other commodities we buy. Consequently we get no gold. Give 
us prosperity, set the wheels of industry in motion, and you can 
buy gold with your exports. But while silver is at the present 

rice, while the Asiatics have a hundred per cent rect mee in 

ifference of exchange, they can furnish the wheat and cotton and 
take our markets from us. 

Look at Russia. She is on a silver basis. She has grown rich 
in the last twenty years while we have grown poor. Twenty years 
ago our bonds were worth much more than Russia’s bonds. Now 
her bonds are as good as ours, and she has some five or six hun- 
dred millions of gold which she does not use for circulation, be- 
cause her ruble is the unit and she puts out paper enough to keep 
it on a par with the silver ruble. The consequence is she can 
produce wheat and drive us out of the market, as she has done. 

The farmer of Russia takes his bushel of wheat to London. He 
sells it for the same price that wedo. He goes back to his country 
and his money is doubled. He has fixed charges to pay the same 
as we do, but he can pay his fixed charges with half the labor and 
with half the products that we can. Our fixed charges have to be 

aid in gold. A bushel of wheat is taken to Live l. Itis sold 

or 60 cents. It is 60 cents when it getshere. A bushel of wheat 
is taken from Russia to Liverpool. It is sold for 60 cents, and it 
is $1.20 when it gets home to pay fixed charges with. The bur- 
dens are thrown off the backs of the ay and they prosper; 
they can produce more wheat and they have driven us out of the 
market. The same is true of the Asiatics. Our farmers are 
brought face to face with this ruinous competition. Of course we 
can not have gold here. It is our poverty that makes them take 
the gold from us, because we must sell at gold prices in competition 
with the Asiatics. We can not accumulate it unless we have 
something with which to buy gold. When a man says that the 
remonetization of silver would produce contraction, he thinks the 
people of the United States are very ignorant or he is ignorant or 






vicious. 

When did the co of silver in this country drive out gold? 
The two metals have been side by side for a thousand years, and 
it was easier to get gold while silver and gold could both be used. 


But when we are confined to gold alone and nothing to ae it 
with, the gold hoarded in Europe for military purposes, or held in 
a pool by the Rothschilds, itis different. We are selling our prod- 
ucts to the Rothschilds combination to buy their gold. They have 
a gold corner, and they say to us, ‘“ You come to us and bor- 
row gold to pay your interest”; yet it is said more standard coin 
would be contraction. When they talk about $2,000,000,000 in cir- 
culation they duplicate the figures. There is no such amount in 
the eee. They duplicate the to the extent of more 
than ,000,000. For instance, silver certificates are counted 
and the silver in the Treasury is counted; the gold certificates 
are counted and the gold in the Treasury is counted, and so it goes 
through. The most fallacious statement ever uttered by man is 
uttered in the om presented by the Senator from Illinois. All 
the genius of duplicity, all the essence of avarice, all the desire 
to humbug and to deceive are concentrated in those few words. 
It is a result of io of juggling of words by the conspirators 
wh» demonetized silver to double the value of their obligations 
and to enslave the people. The ‘idea that the American 
must be loaded down with these accumulated debts and have 
money with which to pay them taken away is preposterous. 
If my friend the Senator from Illinois will go to his State he 


le 
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will find the farmers there s 
est, to school their children, and he will find that they se!| \\), 
and what they raise at less than the cost of production. 7)... 
nothing left for them. If he does not know it, the country know . 
If he does not know that there is suffering in the country the coun, 
try does. Theidea of ‘the 
is universal distress! 

in the Halls of Congress. Why should 
after twenty years of abundant harvests and profound 

What has occurred to make times worse than they eyer 
What has occurred to take away from young men the 0); ; 
to acquire wealth by industry? What has occurred to |», 
gloom to the country and sadness to every household? Wh); },.° 
occurred to mallily suicides, to increase the millions of trayyy, 

What has occurr t the 
financial legislation of thiscountry? What else can be pointe.) ;, 


a ripple. 
that he would not obey the 
— of the sy since it was determined that silver should 


= downward <<. — . - a 
the preceding, and now the only hope of the Republican party to 
get in power is that the Democratic party has sais 
intolerable. 
former Administration made it so intolerable that they elected 
Cleveland. 


was so intolerable that the people elected Cleveland. 
Democratic 
In 1892 the 
the shortcomings of Cleveland and returned to him, and now it is 
supposed that a sufficient amount of political capital has been ac- 
cumulated from the 
go on and step out of the frying pan into the fire. So they go 
jumping from the 


APRIL 28, 


































truggling to pay taxes, to pay intor. 


it 


‘ii- 


ing toconceal from the people tha: ; 
here has it been sodmcek? Nowh 
ere be universal (ic 


tomake hard times? Is there anything }),;; 
You have tried all sorts of tariffs. You have tried a Reyx))\;, 


tariff. You have tried the McKinley Act. After it wasi.:.. 
for two years you had the worst panic that has ever been wit. 
nessed in this country. ' 
year after, and it did not cure the panic. 
the power of protection. It was a disease too deep to be curdd by 
such a measure, 
can not cure the currency disease. Itis inadequate, it is in), 


The McKinley law remained in force g 
It was a disease beyond 
Ihave advocated protection all my life, put it 
; It has not - de 
For the ae since Secretary Foster declared 

wand coin silver to pay the obli- 


You havethe Wilson Act. What has it done? 


absolutely disgr: and not used as money, we have been on 


ing year has been worse than 


i made the « mndition 
They think that the people have forgotten that the 


Look how this thing hasgoneon. In 1884 the Republican party 
In i888 the 
y was so intolerable that they elected Harrison. 
ublican party was so intolerable that they forgot 


resent Administration to make the people 
frying pan into the fire, and then into the 
roaster. Each parts Sune on the misdoings of the other, and the 
“outs” have an unlimited capital in the misdeeds of the ‘ ins.” 
That is what the Republican relies on. They rely on the 
short memory of the le. ey think they have an unlimited 
capital in the infamy of the present Administration. ln fur 
ap Me accumulate tal enough for another change. 
y San eget of the United States are sufficiently iguo- 
rant to be ooed and fooled right along. And what do we 
have to-day? A serious about increasing the surplus 
in the Treasury when the country is already overloaded with 
taxation. Neither party intends to give relief. Both intend to 
deceive the vole and a the wealth and power of gold 
manepely which is the m of all monopolies. 
Mr. CALL. I offer two amendments to the pending bill which 


Task ney be en 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the mittee on Mili Affairs: 

A bill R. 2259) for the relief of William B. Ellis: — 
Pr deen H. “acta to Tor atee f North Georgia poe 

from the ymen or gun; an 
Tn . RK. 8087) for the relief of John McLain, alias Michael 


bills were severally read twice by their titles. aud 
minittee on Naval Affairs: 
A bill (H. R. 4324) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy" 
deliver one condemned cannon to the city of Elmwonl, Per 


County, Ill.; and ; 

A bill (H. R. 6256) au and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish to George F. Fuller Post, Grand Army 0! the 
or of Manistique, Mich., a condemned cannon. _ 

e following bills were severally read twice by their titles. 0 
referred to the Committee on Finance: : 

A bill (H. R, 958) for the relief of William Gray; an’ 
A boo . R. 6836) to amend section 2981 of the Revised Status 


as am by the act of June 10, 1880. 
MARRIAGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMEI\. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amen ns 
of the House of tatives to the bill (S. 1904) to regulate 
marriages in the of Columbia. 











1896. 





Mr. FAULKNER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives and request a con- 
ference with the House on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to ap- 
oint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. FAuLKNER, 
fr. McMILian, and Mr. GALLINGER were appointed. 

CAPITAL’ RAILWAY COMPANY. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendments 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 888) to amend an 
act entitled “An act to incorporate the Capital Railway Com- 
pany,” ap roved March 2, 1895. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendments of the House of Representatives and ask a confer- 
ence with the House on the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent,the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. McMr- 
LAN, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. Proctor were appointed. 


SUNDRY CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of the 
House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for sundry 
civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1897, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate insist upon its amend- 
ments and agree to the conference asked by the House of Repre- 
sentatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. ALLI- 
son, Mr. Hate, and Mr. GoRMAN were appointed. 

POTOMAC RIVER FLATS. 


Mr. TELLER. I desire to have an order for reprinting Senate 
Document 151, being a report of the findings of the supreme court 
of the District of Columbia in the matter of the right, title, or 
interest of any person or corporation adverse to the complete and 
paramount right of the United States in the Potomac River Flats, 
with the accompanying papers. I wish to state that the docu- 
ment is to be printed for the use of the subcommittee of the Com- 
mitteeon Appropriations on the Districtappropriation bill. There 
are quite a number of maps, and I desire that the first copies shall 
be sent to the Senate without the maps, and that subsequently the 
maps be putin. I wish to have an order made to make the print- 


ing special. 
ie VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or- 
red, ; 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other 


purposes, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
UAY] to the amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 


ORMAN]. 

Mr. § lime, If there are no Senators who desire to discuss 
the bill her ht, I would ask the Senate to take up some 
unobjected bills on Calendar. 


Mr. HALE. The Senator from California, I think, desires to 
submit some remarks on the ding bill, and perhaps also the 
Senator from Connecticut. Neither of them, however, is ready or 
inclined to go on to-night, and if there are other matters upon the 
oa that Senaters desire to have taken up between now and 

o’clock—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no; let us adjourn. 

Mr. HILL. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. I hope theSenator from New York will withdraw 
his motion —— 

Mr. PLATT. Will the Senator from New York withdraw his 
Motion for a moment? 

Mr. HALE. Otherwise I would—— 

Mr. PLATT. I should like to make a statement to the Senate. 

Mr. ae The motion is withdrawn for the purpose of the 


Mr. PLATT. The Senator from Vermont [Mr. rr who 
is very much interested in the subject of coast defenses, and who 
has been to leave the city, prepared a speech before leav- 
ing which, if , he would deliver upon the amendment proposed 
2 Senator from Maryland {Mr. GormaN], and in support of 

amendment, as I aadertant it. He left it with me and re- 
quested me to ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that it 
might be printed in the Recorp, or, if that should be refused, to 
tead it for him myself, If unanimous consent can not be granted, 
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1 will accommodate the Senator from Vermont by reading his 
speech. 


Mr. HALE. Let the Senator from Connecticut submit the 


request now that the speech of the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. 
Proctor] on the pending amendment be printed in to-morrow 
morning’s RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection 

Mr. BACON. I object. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I should like to ask a qui I think 
that is a very dangerous precedent. 

Mr. PLATT. If there is objection I will withdraw the request 

Mr. HAWLEY. I want to suggest a way out of it. I think 
there would be no objection to having the Secretary read it. 

Mr. GRAY. The Senator's colleague {[Mr. PLatr] can read it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. My colleague can begin it, and ask permission 


of the Senate for the Secretary to finish it. 
Mr. HALE. ThenI suggest that we go on and consume the 
time until 6 o’clock, and that the 


Secretary commence reading the 
speech of the Senator from Vermont, if the Senator from Con- 
necticut has it in his hand and will send it to the desk. 

Mr. BACON. I hope not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. HILL. What is the request? 

Mr. HALE. That the Secretary may be permitted to read the 
speech of the Senator from Vermont, who is necessarily absent, 
and who desires that his speech be incorporated into the de} 
on the pending amendment. The suggestion is now that the Sec- 


retary shall begin—— 
Mr. PLATT. I will go ahead now. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator from Connecticut will go on himself, 
Mr. HILL. The only question is whose speech it is. 
Mr. HALE. It isthe speech of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
PROCTOR]. 
Mr. HILL. 
the Senate? 
Mr. HALE. 
own speech. 
Mr. HILL. He can do that. A Senator can always make a 
speech. Heis competent to do that. But the question is whether 
we want to start the custom of a Senator making another Sena 
tor’s speech here and having it printed in the Rr I 


Is that not establishing a bad precedent, even for 


The Senator from Connecticut can make it as his 


D. i G0 not 
think it is a good practice. I shall have to object, Mr. President. 
Mr. FAULKNER. I understand the Senator from Connecticut 


has withdrawn that request, and he is now about to make the 
speech himself. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. GRAY. And in his own time. 

Mr. FAULKNER. The Senator from Connecticut 
drawn the request he first made. 

Mr. HALE. Both requests have been withdrawn—the request 
to print in the RecorpD and the request to have the Secretary read 
the speech. I understand the Senator from Connecticut proposes 
to go on and read the speech in his own time. 

Mr. HILL. I have no objection to the Senator from Connecti 
cut making his speech, but I must object to his making the speech 
of somebody else, and having it appear in the Recorb that it is 
the speech of somebody else. 

Several SENATORS. He has the right to do that. 

Mr. HILL. No; he has not the right to do that. It is a prac- 
tice that is abused in the other House, and it is unworthy of the 
Senate, and ought not to be madea precedent. With all due respect 
to the Senator from Vermont, who is absent, I think it is a prece- 
dent that ought not to be established, and I want to object right 
here. The Senator can make his own speech, and the Recorp 
will show that it is his speech. That is the right practice, and we 
must adhere to it. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Let me suggest to the Senator from New 
York that if the Senator from Connecticut chooses to make a few 
preliminary remarks, and then proceeds to read the speech pre- 
pared by the Senator from Vermont, I do not know any ground 
in .the world on which you can stop it, or any rule or custom of 
the Senate under which you could prevent it, 

Mr. HILL. That is not the point. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is what the Senator from Connecticut 
proposes to do. 

Mr. HILL. He can read the speech of Danie 
of his remarks, or read his own sp¢ 
oor else’s speech; but that is not the point. That, 
all he can do. Do not let us begin such a practice 
courtesy to the absent Senator from Vermont. It strikes me it 
would be a bad precedent for the future. Let each Senator make 
his own speech, and let the whole of it be printed in the Recorp 
as his speech. That is what the Senate has always adhered to, 
and it is a good practice. If the Senator from Connecticut wants 
to go op now—it is rather a late hour for a speech from anybody, 
at half past 5 o’clock in the afternoon, after the able discussion 
by different Senators to which we have listened upon the bond 
question, andsoon, |Laughter.] 


has with- 


Vebster 


0, 


as part 
or any- 
however, 18 
now out of 


LV 
ech made years as 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the re- 
uest of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLe] has been withdrawn. 
he pending question is on the amendment submitted by the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the amendment of the 
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Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 


Mr. PLATT 


. Mr, President—— 
Mr. HILL. Ihave the floor. 
Connecticut to make a statement. 


I yielded to the Senator from 
move now that the Senate 


ote. 
r. HALE. I hope we shall remain here until 6 o’clock. 


Several SENATORS. 


No, no. 


Mr. GORMAN. Let us adjourn. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from New York that the 3 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 33 minutes p. m. ) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, April 29, 1896, 


at 12 o'clock meridian. 


enate do now adjourn. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, April 28, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


Henry N. CoupeEn. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


proved. 


The SPEAKER. Under theruleadopted by the House, the first 
after the reading of the Journal is the vote 
ouse bill No. 8271, relating to pensions. 

ER. On that question I call for the yeas and 


business this mornin 


upon the pass 
Mr. CROW 


—< 


PENSIONS, 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 189, nays 54, 


not voting 111; as follows: 


Acheson, 
Allen, Utah 
an, 
ndrews. 
Arnold. 
rno se 
Atwood, 
Babcock 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, Md. 
Baker, N. H. 
Barham, 
Barney, 
Bartholdt, 
Bell, Colo. 
Bennett, 
agnen, 
Bishop, 
Blue, 
Bowers, 
Brewster, 
Broderick, 
Bromwell, 
Brown, 
Brumm, 
Burrell, 


YEAS—189. 
De Witt, Kem, 
Dingle ; Kerr, 
Doolittle, Kirkpatrick, 
Downing, Knox, 
Eddy, pulp, 
Ellis, “7 on, 
Evans, Leighty, 
Faris, Leisenring, 
Fenton, Leonard, 
Fischer, Lewis, 
piagerald, Long, 
Gamble, Loudenslager, 
+g Low, 
Gillet, N. Y Mahany, 
Gillett, Mass. Mahon, 
raff, Marsh. 
Griffin, McCall, Mass. 
Griswold, McCall, Tenn. 
Grow, McClure 
pegs. McCormick, 
er, Nebr McLachlan, 
Halterman, Meiklejohn, 
Hardy, Mercer. 
Harmer, wae Kane. 
Harris, er, W. Va. 
Hartman, Milliken 
Heatwole, Minor, Wis. 
Hemenway, Mondell, 
Henderson, Moody, 
Henry, Conn. Morse, 
Henry, Ind. Noonan, 
Hepburn, Northway, 
Hermann, Odell, 
Hicks, jen 
Hilborn, Overstreet, 
Hill, Parker, 
Hitt, Payne, 
Howe 
Howell, Perkins, 
Hub q hillips, 
Huff, Pickler, 
Huling, Pitney, 
ener Noy 
uriey, gh, 
Hyde, r, 
Jenkins, Re yburn, 
Jo i Robinson, 
Joy, Royse, 
NAYS—. 
Ellett, Va. McDearmon, 
Elliott, 8. C. McRae, 
Hall, eredith, 
Hendrick, Miles, 
Jones, Otey, 
Kyle, Patterson, 
Latimer, Ri 
r, Russell, Ga. 
Little, Settle, 
Livingston, Shuford, 
*khar Skinner, 
Peruallan, x Spar 
cCreary, Ky. Spencer, 
McCulloch, oo ‘ 


Russell, Conn. 





NOT VOTING—111. 


Ad Dockery, Kendall, Powe 
Aitken, Dolliver, Kiefer, — 
Aldrich, Ala. Dovener, Lacey, Prince, 
Aldrich, IL Draper, Lawson, uigg, 
Apsley, E Lefever, ney, 
Bailey" Fletcher, ‘Linton’ Robert 
ey, , rtso: 
Ban b Foote, Lorimer, Rusk, n, La 
Barrett, F d Sayers, 
Bartlett, Ga. Fowler Maddox, Shaw, 
h, Gardner, . Smith, Mich. 
Belknap, Goodwyn, McCleary, Minn. Southwick, 
rry, Grosvenor, McEwan, Stephenson, 
Black, N.Y Grout, McKenney, Swanson, 
Boutelle, Hadley, McLaurin, Taft, 
rosius, Hanly, MeMillin, Tate, 
Buck, Harrison, weer Tayler, 
Bull, et, Mi Tucker, 
Cannon, Hatch, Miner, N. Y. Turner, Ga. 
Catchin, Heiner, Pa. Money, Tyler, 
Clarke Hooker, Moses, adsworth, 
Cockrell. Hopkins, Mozley, Walker, Masa, 
Cooke, Til Howard, Murphy, White, 
Cowen, Hulick, Nei ote Wilber, 
Crisp Hull, New Wilson, N. Y¥, 
Crowley, Fetches. 4 Deden, Wor. 
mp, ohnson, In wens, oodman 
D Johnson, N. Dak. Pendleton, 
So the bill was passed. 
The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. QuIGG with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 
Mr. DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. BouTeLLE with Mr. McMILLIN, 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. MonEy. 

Mr. ADAMS with Mr. ERDMAN, 

Mr. Beacu with Mr. HARRISON, 


Mr. Situ of Michi 


gan with Mr. Berry. 


Mr. Cooke of Illinois with Mr. TYLER. 

Mr. FowLer with Mr. BarRTLETT of Georgia. 
Mr. Tart with Mr. OwEns. 

Mr. HapLEy with Mr. Price. 

Mr. Lacey with Mr. HuTcHESON. 

Mr. PRINCE with Mr. BAILEY. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. CaTCcHINGS. 

Mr. Hooker with Mr. Miner of New York. 

Mr. Grout with Mr. NEILL. 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. Hou with Mr. Mosss. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. CowEn. 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. DocKERY. 

Mr. Jounson of North Dakota with Mr. Lawson, 
Mr. WHITE with Mr. Rusk. 

Mr. Aupricu of Alabama with Mr. MCKENNEY, 
Mr. Moz.Ley with Mr. CocKRELL. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp. 


For this day 


Mr. HANLY with Mr. PENDLETON. 
Mr. AVERY with Mr. Harr. 

Mr. Linton with Mr. Buck. - 

Mr. GARDNER with Mr. MEYER. 
Mr. DovENER with Mr. McLauRIN. 
Mr. Hu.ick with Mr. SHaw. 

Mr. FLETCHER with Mr. OGDEN, 


On this vote: 


Mr. Herner of Pennsylvania with Mr. WoopARD. 
Mr. BuLt with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. KENDALL. 

Mr. McCLeary of Minnesota with Mr. BANKHEAD, 
Mr. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. Swanson, 

Mr. WILBER with Mr. CLarpy. 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. TuRNER of Georgia. 

Mr, Crump with Mr, CrowLey. 


On this bill: 


a rae a SAYERs. Mr. B sil 
. . Mr. Speaker, m a: . BARRETT, 
unavoidably detained from the fiouse. he were present, he 


would vote ‘ 


Mr. REYB 


aye.” 
URN. My colleague, Mr. Apams, is detained at 


home by sickness. 
Mr. TYLER. On this question I am paired with the gent!eman 
from Dlinois, Mr. Cooke. If he were present, I should vote © 10. 
Mr. TUCKER. I am paired on this question with the gentleman 


from Massachusetts, Mr. DRAPER. 


vote “no.” 


he were present, J should 


Mr. McMILLIN. Iam announced as paired with the gent!eman 
from Maine, Mr. BouTELLE. I therefore withdraw my vv'°. 


voted “c no.” 
Mr. BARTLETT of The gentleman from New Jersey, 
Mr. Fow er, is absent, and I have to pair with him on 


this vote. If he were present, he wo 


vote ty no,” 


vote *‘ igo” and I should 











1896. 


__ _————- ]['—--_ ra Or 


Mr.SAYERS. I find that I am paired with the gentleman from 


Ohio, Mr. GRosVENOR. If he were here, he would vote “ aye” and 
| should vote “no.” I withdraw my vote. 
Mr. BAILEY (who had voted in the negative). 


I am paired 
with the gentleman from Illinois, Mr. Prince, 


I withdraw my 


: Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, when my name was called I voted 
“no,” forgetting that I was paired with the gentlemanfrom Ohio, 
Mr. TAFT. I desire to withdraw my vote. 

" Mr. TURNER of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, I have voted against 
this bill, but I find I am paired with the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. CANNON. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

"Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague, Mr. WILBER, has been un- 
avoidably called out of town. If he were present, he would vote 
in the affirmative. He desired me to make this statement. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iam paired with the gentleman from Illinois, 
Mr. Hopkins. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘no.” 

Mr. POOLE. My colleague, Mr. FaIRcHILD, is unavoidably de- 
tained from the House this morning. Were he here, he would 
rote “aye.” 

q The nit of the vote was announced as above stated. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the vote 

just taken was laid on the table. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8266) donating 
two condemned cannon to Custer Post, No. 38, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and two condemned cannon to James 
G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army of the Republic, of Alle- 
sheny, Pa. 

. The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized 
and directed to deliver to Custer Post. Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, 
Allegheny County, Pa., two condemned cannon, and two condemned cannon 
to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Arar the Republic, of Allegheny, 
Pa., for monumental purposes: Provided, That said cannon can be spared 
from the public service. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? b ‘ ; 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered to 
be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and a joint resolution 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 1704) for the relief of Quin ne mo se, an Indian; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 139) directing the Secretary of War to 
cause aninvestigation to be made respecting the claims of certain 
citizens of New York and New Jersey that damages were done to 
their planted oysters and oyster beds in Raritan Bay by dredges 
and other vessels in the samloy of the United States, and to report 
the circumstances relating thereto; 

A bill (8. 1611) granting a pension to Clarissa E. Hobbs; 

A bill (8. 1597) for the relief of William H. Tibbits; and 

A bill (S. 2821) for the relief of Isaac Marsh. 

The m announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 
os bill (H. R. 8112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fair- 


_ A bill (H, R. 4781) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to author- 
we the Union Railroad Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Monongahela River,” approved February 18, 


1893; and 
A bill (H. R. ante establish and provide for the government 
of Greer County, Okla., and for other purposes. 


SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


_ Under clanse 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
rth resolution were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
the Speaker as follows: 
A bill (S.1597) for the relief of William H. Tibbits—to the 
“AU Te11)y ae os to Cl E. Hobbs—to th 
bi granting a pension arissa E. Hobbs— e 
Committee on Invalid Pens 


‘ions. 
bill (8.1704) forthe relief of Quin ne mo se, an Indian—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 
A bill oo relief of Isaac Marsh—to the Committee 


the Public 


cant Tesolution (8. R. 139) directing the Secretary of War to 


citizens of New 


to be made respecting the claims of certain 
ork and New Jersey that were done to 
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their planted oysters and oyster beds in Raritan Bay by dredges 

and other vessels in the employ of the United States, and to report 

the circumstances relating thereto—to the Committee on Claims. 
CHARLES K, JENREE. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, lask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6298) to correct the 
military record of Charles K. Jenree, etc. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to objection. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
Charles K. Jenree, late of Company B, Twenty-seventh New York Voluntes 
Infantry, and to issue to the said Charles K. Jenree an honorable dischar .e: 
Provided, That no pay, bounty, or emoluments shall become due by virtue 
of the passage of this act. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the 
reading of the report in that case, subject to the right of objection. 
The report (by Mr. FENTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6293) 
for the relief of Charles K. Jenree, having had the same under consideration, 
report it back to the House with the recommendation that it do pass 

The facts in the case, as shown by the papers and documents submitted to 
the committee, are as follows: 

Charles K. Jenree enlisted as a private in Company B, Twenty-seventh 
New York Volunteer Infantry, July 5, 1861, for a period of two years, and 
was honorably discharged by reason of expiration of term of enlistment 
May 31, 1863. 

He reenlisted August 8, 1863, in Company D, First Veteran Volunteer New 
York Cavalry, for three years,and served faithfully up to February 1, 1865. 

On the 7th of January, 1865, Jenree received a fifteen days’ furlough, on 
account of sickness in his family, and on reaching home found his wife at the 

int of death with consumption, and he decided to remain with her until 
1er death, which took place in July, 1865. Jenree says he thought the duty 
he owed to his sick and dying wife was paramount to every other considera- 
tion, and so he did not return to his command, and was marked as a deserter 
from the time of the expiration of his furlough. By this act he lost six 
months’ pay as well as his bounty. 

His record as a soldior was exceptionally good, and shows him to have been 
= brave and honorable and faithful and prompt in the discharge of every 

uty. 

At the battle of Piedmont, Va., June 5, 1864, hiscolonel’s horse was disabled 
and Jenree promptly dismounted and gave Colonel Carter his own horse 

Col. John J. Carter, commanding Jenree’s regiment, pays him a high com- 
pliment and gives him (Jenree) an excellent record as a soldier 

Jenree is now an old man, reduced to such extreme poverty and helpless- 
ness as necessitates his being an inmate of the poorhonse; his wife and chil- 
dren are dead, and he seems to have no one to care for him. It is a sad finale 
to an active career and an honorable life to have added to his other troubles 
the cloud that bas hung over him during the last thirty years—that of being 
untrue to his country—which, from his standpoint, was rendered necessary 
by the higher duty he owed to his dying wife 

In view of all the circumstances the committee think that it would bea 
generous act to let a single ray of sunshine fall upon the closing hours of this 
old man’s life, so full of startling vicissitudes, by the prompt passage of the 
pending bill. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE COLUMBIA RIVER, 


Mr. HERMANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1176) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘ Anact to authorize the Oregon and Washington Bridge 
Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the Columbia 
River between the State of Oregon and the State of Washington, 
and to establish it as a post-road.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That “An act to authorize the Oregon and Washington 
Bridge Company to construct and maintaina bridge across the Columbia 
River, between the State of Oregon and the State of Washing.on, and to es- 
tablish it asa post road,” rs March 24, 1800, be, and the same is hereby, 
extended, revived, and declared to be in full force and effect from and after 
March 24, 1892. Section 12 of said act, which provides that said act shall be 
null and void if actual construction of the bridge therein authorized be not 
commenced within two years and completed within four years from the date 
of the approval thereof, shall be, and the same is hereby, so amended that 
the time within which said bridge is required to be commenced shall be 
within two years from June 24, 1895, and the time within which it is required 
= ants Dente be completed shall be within four years from the 24th day of 

une, 1895. 


There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to a third reading; and being read the third time, it was passed. 


FORT LEWIS MILITARY RESERVATION, COLO, 


Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5481) to restore 
the lands embraced in the Fort Lewis Military Reservation, in the 
State of Colorado, to the public domain. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the lands included in the Fort Lewis Militar 
Reservation, in Colorado, established by Executive order of date January 27, 
1882, and located in townships # and 35 north, of ranges 10, 11, and 12 west 
of the New Mexico principal meridian, are hereby restored to the public 
domain. 

Sec. 2. That said lands shall be subject to cooupation, settlement, entry, 
purchase, and disposal under the public-landjaws of the United States, except 
so much thereof as may be embraced in s“ctions heretofore reserved for 
school purposes: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be so construed as 
to interfere with any rights which a have accrued previous to the with- 
drawal of said lands for the purposes of such reservation. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Reserving the right to object, 
I ask for some explanation of this bill. 
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Mr. BELL of Colorado. Do you desire the report read or some 
explanation? 

r. BARTLETT of New York. Has this the approval of the 
Secretary of War? 

Mr, BELL of Colorado. It is approved by every official inter- 

In the first place, let me say to the gentleman that it is unani- 
mously reported from the Committee on the Public Lands. There 
has been an effort to get this land opened up for two or three ses- 
sions of Congress by the Department, and there has been one mis- 
take following another in reference to it. Now the Secretary of 
the Interior and everybody else interested approves the opening. 

This is not a military reservation. It was taken outof the War 
Department and turned over to the Interior Department a number 
of years ago. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman state that 
there is a letter from the Secretary of the Interior approving this 
action? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Thereis a letter stating that they have 
nothing to say about the manner of opening; but they extract from 
it the sections that are included in the amendments recommended 
by the Commissioner of the General Land Office; that is, the 
amendments propose to exclude certain land for an Indian indus- 
trial school and all general school sections. They want these sec- 
tions for the purpose of an Indian industrial school. 

Mr. BARTLEPT of New York. Is this not a military reserva- 


tion? 
Mr. BELL of Colorado. Not now. It was ten or twelve years 


me 5 BARTLETT of New York. Is it not to-day? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. It was turned over by the Secretary 
of War to the Secretary of the Interior to be used as an industrial 
school; but there are about 30,000 acres of the land right among 
the in the mountains. Mimers are there now engaged in 
mining operations. This is right in the very heart of the coal and 
the gold section, and these men are trying to mine under difficult 
conditions. There is no objection from any source to the action 
Brepenet here. 

r. BARTLETT of New York. I would like the letter of the 
Secretary of the Interior read and placed on record in connection 
with the matter. 

Mr.SHAFROTH. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, this matter 
was considered by the Public Lands Committee and unanimously 

. It was thoroughly investigated by the committee of 
which I am a member. 

This land is situated about 8,000 or 9,000 feet above the level of 
the sea. It is not good for any purpose, except probably coal min- 
ing and ——e the precious metals, and when it is opened for 
private entry the Government will get out of it a much greater 
sum than if it were sold under the abandoned military reserva- 
tion act. The abandoned military reservation acts require that 
the land may be advertised and sold at public auction. In that 
event there would be no appreciable amountreceived bythe United 
States Government. But if it is opened to settlement then there 
will be a much greater amount received by the Government. 
The Secretary of the Interior has sent a letter to the gentleman 
from Iowa [{Mr. Lacey], chairman of the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands, in which he says it is not his province to indicate in 
what manner the land shall be disposed of, but it ought to be 

of in some manner. 

r. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. , I should like to 
ask a whether this land is to be paid for? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Why, certainly. It can not be had in any 
other way, except by homestead entry, and there is hardly any of 
it fit for agricultur: yao. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then I should like an expla- 
nation of the following words in the letter of the Secretary of the 
Interior: 

The facts with reference to said reservation are fully set forth in the re- 

rt of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and,as stated by him, 

e policy of the Government bas been, since 1871 to the present time, to re- 

whe in abandoned military reservations. 


policy should now be reversed is one 
— wholly within the discretion and su to the determination of 
Nass. 


Now, as I read that, it would imply that if we pass this bill it 
= a reversal of the former policy. I want an explanation of 


Mr. BELL of Colorado. That is explained in the report. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask to have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. SHaFROTH) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on the 
5481) to restore the lands ee a a 
ving duly the same, 


the State of Colorado, to 
Soeepert, 0, to the public domain, ha’ 
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The Fort Lewis Military Reservation was established by -utiv ; 
January 27, 1882, embracing 47.4 ate miles of the public eg ~ve ord 

On the 12th day of November, 1591, long after said premises hia 
doned for anny penpesse, the Secretary of War turned a!) «/ + 
improvements, and premises over to the Secretary of the Interior ¢..... 
trial-school purposes for educating Indians, and all of the improven aa 
the lands upon which they are situated and the lands adjacent +h...+ 
now used by the Government for an Indian industrial sclio»), and 41) oe 
premises and improvements are excluded herefrom, to wit, sectijn. «. 
and 35 in township 35 north, range 11 west; sections 9, 10, 11, and jo i. 
ship 34 north,of range 11 west, and what will be, when suryeyo. «. 
Nos. 1,2,3,and 4 in township 34 north, of ra’ ll west. = 

The foregoing bill was submitted to the Commissioner of Indian A 9 
and he selected the foregoing premises and informed the committe« + 
same would be ample for this =. ' 

This reservation is near the waters of the La Plata River. in ¢) 
tainous mining district of Colorado, called the San Juan; it is not in 
cultural country, but in the mining region of Colorado, although a v. 
of this reservation can be tilled and will produce such crops as wi 
in an elevation 8,000 feet above sea level. Such tillable land. how 
found in small patches, the most of said reservation being rough 1 


r 


d been al 
ha } 


ous territory only fit for mining, if good for any purpose: that tho . ; 
these lan not accelerated by contiguees selliement os is usual in 
level agricultural countries; that it can not be put up and sold to aya; . 


by the Government; that it is desirable, however, that it be thrown... 
settlement under existing laws, that it may be prospected and located jy 
miners if desired; and such as can be cultivated, or that may be four ; 
valuable for other purposes than mining, may be located for such pu: 
under general land laws. . 

Therefore the committee recommend that said bill be amended by ;; 
ing, after the word “ purposes,” in the fifth line of the second section +) 
lowing: “to wit, ons 33, 34, 3% in township 35 north of range || 
also sections 9, 10, 11, and 12 in township 34 north of range 11 wes!, » . 
what wiil be sections 1, 2, 3, and 4 in township 34 north of range 1) wes) wh, > 
surveyed.” after last word of said bill the follow) 
“and excluding all pone school sections.” 

And your committee recommend that the bill asso amended do pass 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection tothe present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to have the gentleman who has 
this bill in charge explain how this bill will change the gener, | 
law as applicable to military reservations which haye been turned 
a the Interior Department. These are mineral lands, are 
Mr. BELL of Colorado. Yes. Itis just as the report says, that 
you can not sell these lands at public auction for anything. They 
are located right in the peaks of the mountains. , 

Mr. DINGLEY. But if they are valuable mineral lands—— 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. If they are located for coal mining, 
every man who buys a coal claim must pay $20 an acre. Every 
man who buys a lode claim pays $5 an acre; and the committee 
say that the Government will get more money out of it in this 
way than in any other. 

. DINGLEY. That is, the laws applicable to mineral lands 
will then be applicable to this military reservation? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Yes; and the committee decided that 
the Government would get more money out of it in that way than 
in any other. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agren|t) 
_ ‘The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BELL of Colorado, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

; PETER P. FERGUSON. 

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 64°!. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765 and interest. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Treasurer of the United States pay to Peter 

the sum of $1,765 and interest thereon from December 2). )\" 

The Committee on Claims recommended the adoption of a 
amendment striking out the words “and interest thereon trom 
December 24, 1892. 

Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin. Mr. 
amendment to the bill which will obviate the objection m« 
other day by the gentleman from California (Mr. Lov). 

TheS EAKER. Is there objection to the present consi eration 
of the bill? : ea 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I reserve the right to o)Je' 
after the bill has been e ned. 

Mr. LOUD. This bill was up for unanimous consent seme tn? 
ago, and the report was read. It seems to be a perie’t'y J" 

aim. I objected at that time to the consideration of the | moe 
cause it was not in proper form, as it did not set forth ‘or 
purpose the money was to be paid. The gentleman propos © 
offer an amendmen: will 


an t which put it in proper shape. 
Mr. STEWART 
amendment be 


hg 


re 


ker. I wish to offer an 
le the 


of Wisconsin. Mr. , 1 ask that my 


The amendment was read, as follows: ; 
Amend by adding after the word “dollars,” in line 5 of printe 
ntrecovered by the United 


Staten ee cnt Ferguson on the Sth diy of December, 1802, in the cre 


d bill, the 


1896. 


estern district of Wisconsin for $1,600, and also $165 expended 
court for the Ys Ferguson in defending the action, and which pate was 
ood in full by said Ferguson, it being for the value of timber cut from cer- 
tain lands in section 5, township 45 north, of range 4 west, Ashland County, 


Wis., by said Ferguson, and claimed by the United States, and which lands 


e ntly determined by the Supreme Court in the case of Wiscon 
bm eee Ralircad Company against Forsythe to be owned by the said rail- 
= i company, through whom said Ferguson obtained his title.” 
roamend the title of the bill by striking out the words “ with interest.” 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill as proposed to be amended? 
There was no objection. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The amendment offered by Mr. Stewart of Wisconsin was 
reed to. 
eT : bill asamended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Ought not the title of that bill to be amended? 
Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the title be amended 
by striking out the words ‘‘ and interest.” 
The SP Ww 
There was no objection. 





On motion of Mr. STEW ART of Wisconsin, a motion to recon- | 


sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
E. R. SHIPLEY. 


Mr. TRACEY. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 

sideration of the bill (S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the sum of $460 be, and the same hereby is, appro- 
riated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for 
he payment in full to ER. Shipley for moneys paid, by direction of Post- 

Office Inspector Edgerton, r 1 
stolen from the post-office in Springfield, Mo., on the 23d day of June, 1s#4. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 


report. 
The report (by Mr. DownIna) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on — to whom was referred the bill (S. 67) for the 
relief of E. R. Shipley, su t the following report: 

This bill is the same as House bill 608. now pending in the House and pre- 
viously reported by this committee with a favorable recommendation. 

Your committee therefore recommend that this bill be substituted for said 
House bill, and that said House bill lie on the table. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. LIask for the reading of the 
full report—the report adopted by this committee. There must 
be a full report stating these facts. 

Mr. TRACEY. There was originally a House report, for which 
this is a substitute. I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that I can ex- 
plain the bill so that every a will thoroughly understand 
it. lexplained it to the House when it was up before to the sat- 
isfaction of everybody. The facts are that the post-office was en- 
tered and a package of registered envelopestaken. The post-office 
inspector demanded that the money represented by this package 
of registered envelopes should be paid by the postmaster; and he 


did pay it, without investigation to see whether he was liable to | 


pay itor not. He simply paid it on the demand of the post-office 
inspector. The full report gives the statement of the post-office 
inspector, as well as the statement of all other parties connected 
with the matter; and there can be no question whatever about the 
right of the postmaster to recover the money that he thus im- 
properly paid. 

r. LOUD. You ought to have the report read. 

Mr. TRACEY. It was read before. This is a Senate bill re- 
ported back by the House committee. They have reported it favor- 
ably. The House committee have passed this bill. The full re- 
sp _ all these statements in it, and is an entire statement of 

facts. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 


Mr. LOUD. I would like to have read some report, if there is 


a report, setting forth the facts in the case. 
- ~ TRA . The House report was read when it was called 
efore. . 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 


tenn’ Teport (by Mr. Down1na) on the bill H. R. 608 was read, as 
WS: 


The on to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 608) for the 
relief of E. R. a. having had the same under consideration, beg leave 
report the same with the recommendation that it pass. 

No. 260, Fifty-third Congress, second session, on this bill 
facts, and your committee adopt the same and make it a 


(Senate Report No. 269, Fifty-third Congress, second session. } 
‘The on Post-Offices and Post-Roads have considered Senate bill 


No. 199 and report as follows: 
. R. Shipley, who was postmaster at Springfield, 


The bill is for the relief of E 
Mo., in {une 1as6. On the 23d of June two bundles of red matter were 


lost, as it in the Springfield office. One of his clerks was char 
Wit stealing the packages atv. was bro St before the United States Came 
missioner, and, Gecharged There is 


to show 
tor the Sof the postmaster and no ttaches to 
Fiestas radars Berk! the postmaster and no sus relief he asks. 


u 


ER. Without objection the change will be made. | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





to ies having money in registered packages | 


| that said Hoover, after a full examination was discharged 
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The committee refer toreport 113, Fifty-second Congress, first session made 
by Mr. Sawyer, chairman of the Committee P oO und Post-Road 
where all the facts connected with the matter are ted, ar * same is 
mace a part of this report, and recomn d Z 

[Senate Report No. 113, Fifty-second ¢ session. ] 

The Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, to w x ferred the 
bill (S.9) for the relief of E. R. Shipley, have examined t and report: 

This bill appropriates $400 to reimburse E. R. 8 y, pos ‘ = ng 
field, Mo . for moneys paid by him to parties w mor registere ack 
ages was stolen. The circumstances are fully « | made 
by the House Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roa Forty h Con- 
gress, first session, which is adopted, and is as follows 

* E. R. Shipley was postmaster of Springfield, Mo., in June. 1884, and for 
seven years previous to that time. His commission expired October L885 
his successor taking charge of the office January |. 1884; that during the dis 
charge of the duties of the office of postmaster Mr. Shipley gave close 1 
sonal attention to all the details and duties of the office. Hie areful to 
select sober, industrious, and competent clerks therein, wh« wrved the 
rules and regulations governing such offices; that on the 2d day of June, 
1884, the postal clerk between Kansas City and Springfield, Mo., claimed to 
have thrown into his pouch for the Springfield offiee two bundles of regis 
tered matter; that when this pouch reached the Springfield office, on the 
evening of said day, it was opened by one of the sworn clerks in the office 
and its contents taken out in the usual and customary way; that one William 
A. Hoover, a clerk in the office, took charge of the reg red matter: said 
Hoover, on his examination, under charge of stealing said par swore be- 
fore the United States commissioner that he placed said registered matter 
in the safe, locking said safe, about 8.45 p. m. on said 2d day of June; that 
no other person handled the registered matter except Hoov that 


no outsiders were permitted to or did enter the room during this time: 
At 9.15 p.m.of 


said date Mr. Shipley, the and took out the 


ostmaster, unlocked the safe 








registers to ascertain if they were in proper shape for dispate! He then 
found all the registered matter coming from one train intact, but one |! ° 
of registered matter claimed by the postal clerk on the Kansas City and 
Springfield road to have been deibvesedl to the office could not be fi 

“Mr. Shipley at once entered into a rigid investigation to as iin by 
whom said registered package had been taken from the office, if by anyone, 
but was unable to discover by whom, if by anyone, said package was taken 

The package of registers contained 30 packages, consisting of m 


| paid him by the Department, for the reason that unc 


ney oraers. 
money, etc., to the amount of $450. But thereafter, on the 2d day of July. 
1884, the inspector claimed that another package, containing $10, was lost in 
said office. Mr. Shipley, upon the demand of the post-office inspector, Gen 
Warren P. Edgarton, paid to said inspector the amount of said losses, bein 
in all $460, believing that it was his duty to pay the loss, although he never 
saw one of the lost parcels and was guilty of no negligence whatever in con- 
nection with their loss. Thereafter he made application to the Post-Office 
Department for reimbursement for the amount so paid: but it was not re 

be the facts in this case 
neither the postmaster at Springfield nor this Government was 
this loss. 

* The committee is of the opinion that the postmaster, in such a 
guilty of no negligence in the premises, should not have been required t 
said sum of $460, and that the sum should, in justice and equity, be r 
to him. 

“The sworn statements of Mr. Shipley, as well as letters of J. J 
Gen. Warren P. Edgarton, post-office inspector, and Edwin E. B 
sistant Attorney-General of the Post-Office Department, dated the 
May 9, 1885, and the latter January 28, 1886. and also a stat 


ge 
g 


liable for 
ase, being 
) pay 
funded 


Hanna, 
‘yant, A 
first two 


from McLain 

Jones, United States commissioner, are hereinafter set out in the appendix to 
this report.” 

APPENDIX. 
Sworn statement of E. R. Shipley, late postmaster 

I, E. R. Shipley, late postmaster at Springfield, Mo., being duly sworn, 

depose and say that I was postmaster at Springfield, Mo., in .Jwne, 1884, and 

for seven years previous to that time; that my commission expired | er 

27, 1885, and that my successor took charge of the office January 1}, 18 that 

in all these eight years I gave close personal attention to all the deta und 

business of the office, performing clerical as well as supervisory work: that 


my office was in that time inspected or examined by Inspectors Boyd, Baird, 
Anderson, and Thomas, and that their reports, I verily believe, were cred 
itable to my administration of the office, showing that proper care and pr 


tection were given to all matter intrusted to the post-office; that on the 2d 
of June, 1864, there were employed in the office, as sworn clerks, I. G. Cowan, 
W. A. Hoover, 8. H. Randolph, and F. 8. Routt: that on the 23d day of June, 
1884, the postal clerk between Kansas City and Springfield, Mo aimed to 
have thrown into his pouch for the Springfield office two bundles of regis 
tered matter; that when this pouch renche ithe Springfield offic pened 
by F. G. Cowan, a sworn clerk, and its registered contents, v i er mat 
ter, thrown or emptied onto a mailing table, as was the usual. custom, and 
that Willmam M. Hoover, a sworn clerk in the office. gathered up the regis- 
tered matter and carried it into the postmaster’s room, laying it on t! ible, 
where the record is taken of such matter; that the said Hoover efore 
the commissioner that he (Hoover) also took the registered matter from this 
table and locked it in the safe; that during the time it lay on the postma 
ter’s table no other person handled the registered matter except Mr. Hoover 
who only placed it there and removed it therefrom to the safe; that 


ino one 
entered the room from the time the registers were laid on the tal iti 
they were locked in the safe; that from the time the registers were received 
until after they were locked in the safe there were present in the post-office 


all the time Messrs. Cowan, Hoover, and Randolph, and a part of the time 
the postmaster; that at about 8.45 p. m. the registers were locked in the safe 
(according to sworn statement of Hoover), and that at 9.15 t post mas- 
ter came to the office, unlocked the safe, and took out the regis? 0 ascel 


tain if they were in proper shape for dispatch; that he found all the regi 

tered matter coming from one train intact; that only one | f 

registers claimed by postal clerk on Kansas City and Springs 

to have been thrown to the office could be found, and that I (the postmaster) 

at once sent for Mr. Hoover (the clerk handling the registers), who could 
ve no information as to whether there were more registers put in the safe 
han I found or not. 

Mr. Simpson. the postal clerk, was at once sent for, and he declared that 
there were two bundles, one of which contained 30 registered packages. 
The latter could not be found. Hoover swore before the commissioner that 
he put on the table all he received from the pouch; that he put in the safe all 
he took from the table, and that he took from the table all that he put there. 
At no time were all the clerks in the office more than 10 feet away from the 
table while the registers lay thereon, nor were there any persons other than 
Hoover in the room where the registers were. The room Soserived is simply 
acorner of the post-office partitioned off for a postmaster’s room, and the 
door leading thereto is through the office proper and past the employees, so 
that no one could enter without being seen by employees. I further declare 


! Railroad 
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under oath that the manner of handling registered matter is, in my judg- 

ment, safe, and that I do not believe anyone entered the office and took the 

registers therefrom. Further, I declare under oath that my belief has 
la’ 


always been that Mr. Simpson, the 
the lost matter was put in the pouch which came into this office. No cierk 
ever positively saw the lost matter, although after Mr. Simpson itively 
and emphatically declared there were two bundles, then one of the clerks 
thought there were two bundles. But to offset this, Mr. Hoover positively 
swore that all the registers from the pe were put on the table, and after- 
wards, so far as he could see, the entire lot were locked in the safe. 

I further declare under oath that it was my belief that it was my duty to 
pay the loss, although I never saw one of the lost parcels; that 1 wrote to 
chief inspector that I hoped he would give me a little time to make good the 
loss, and that he, from time to time, sent me statement of the losses. 

I further swear that I sent to General Edgarton, inspector, St. Louis, Mo., 
August 26, 1884, $100; September 13, 1884, $350; total, , to pay the losses 
above referred to. Also, Jul 2, 1884, $10, to pay for another letter claimed to 
have been lost in this office, the theory of the inspectors being that,as Hoover 
stole the 30 , he, having a chance, stole the other; and the case was 
thus closed by inspectors on this hypothesis. I further swear that it is my 
belief that not one of these letters was stolen in this office, and that I was 
not legaliy or honorably bound to pay the same, but did so on application of 
the inspectors, izing them as superior in authority. I further swear 
that the recep of General Edgarton for the above were sent to Hon. 
William H. Wade, M. C., and that I honestly believe the Government should 
ee me for the same, as suggested by the inspectors who investigated 

e loss. 

I also swear that I have concealed no facts regarding this claim, and stand 
ready to furnish any additional evidence required. 

E. R. SHIPLEY, Late Postmaster. 


tal clerk, was in error in claiming that 


SPRINGFIELD, Mo., February 8, 1886. 


Subscribed and sworn to before me this 3d day of February, 1886. 
[SEAL.] McLAIN JONES, 
United States Commissioner. 


Post-OF FICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF Post-Orrice INSPECTOR, 
St. Louis, Mo., May 9, 1885. 

Dear Srr: U; the request of E. R. Shipley, tmaster at Springfield, 
Mo., asking for DL conboment regarding the loss of TD registers taken from his 
office in the latter t of June, 1884, I beg leave to submit the following: 

I made a full and thorough examination of said loss, and as the result of 
my investigation arrested one William E. Hoover, a clerk in said office. 
Hoover was disc by United States Commissioner Jones upon a pre- 
limina pearmng, or to my entering upon this investigation Inspector 
Schou had fully investiga the case, and reported that Hoover was the 
gailty party. Notwithstanding the fact that Hoover was discharged by, the 

Jnited States commissioner, I am still fully satisfied that Hoover was one of 
the parties guilty of the robbery. 

Iam aiso well satisfied that E.R. Shipley, postmaster, was in no way re- 
sponsible for the loss, as no carelessness or negligence was shown upon his 
part in the investigation. 

Mr. Shipley. was cailed upon to make good the loss resulting from said rob- 
bery, and has paid the same in full. my judgment he should be reim- 
bursed for the amount thus paid. 

Very respectfully, J. J. HANNA. 


Gen. WARREN P. EDGARTON, 
Inspector in Charge, St. Louis, Mo, 


Post-OFFICcE DEPARTMENT, INSPECTOR’S OFFICE, 
St. Louis, Mo., May 9, 1885. 

Srr: I have the honor to forward you herewith a letter from I tor 
Hanna, who investigated the loss of registered ogee at your office by the 
theft of Hoover, and for which loss you paid E50. considered it at that 
time a great hardship that you were compelled to make this loss good, and 
regretted that my duty called upon me to demand the money, but I have 
always worked upon the theory that, where the people intrust their money 
to the mail and it is lost while in the custody of employees of the Railway 
Mail Service, it should be made good. 

You paid this money freely and without question upon my demand. Iam 
of the ion that you gave these ters the usual and ordinary care, and 
only lost them through the criminality of one of your clerks. If you can in 
any manner be reimbursed by the Government for the money paid on this 
account, I =e that you may accomplish this end. 

Respectfull 


" WARREN P. EDGARTON, 


Inspector in Charge. 
B. BR. Surerey, P. M. ome 


Post-Orrice DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., June 28, 1886. 

Srr: [ have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your communication 
of date the 27th instant, relating to the loss of a red package contain- 
ing asum of money. You state that Mr. Shipley, postmaster at 8 - 
field, Mo., from or in whose office the was stolen, has d the 
amount of the loss to the pees who were the losers by the theft, and that 

he wishes the Post-Office pestenans So sane nee op cusenss 06 
This can not be done. Revised en on provides that ‘‘the 
ce ent or its revenues not be for the loss of any 

mail matter on account of its ” 


The liability of the postmaster to the loser in such a case is one depending 
Where 


u facts. a postmaster is guilty of no ligence in the 
mae sworn assistant, appointed ty bien. steals aes pacers, the postmaster 
is held not to be liable. 

In Keenan vs. Southworth (110 Massachusetts, 474) it is said Judge 
Gray: “ The law is well settled land and America that the 


General, the ey Ree. and their assistants and ect, egpetades 
and sworn as requi by law, ne officers, each of whom - 
ble for his own neg! x not for that of any of the others, h 
sures Washo ee Be Shea, ite Wc Belay ac aan 
; 8.C. © . vs. meer, » 14; vs. Mu 
Cranch, 242; Sch et shop vs. Williamson, 2 Fairf. 


reyer vs. L; 8 W: 458; Bishop vs. W 
bas Hutchins vs, Brackett, TPonter 260)" 


the case in 7 Cranch the 


United States Supreme Court recognizes this doc- 
trine and says that the sy may by the pentane — in case of moneys lost 


te: 
in the mails, only result from in } perintending 
She discharge of duties, when ie te inbomilind to chmeee Kien fe the negligence 
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In numerous other cases the same rule is laid down, and seems to }x 


that a postmaster would not be responsible for mone ® clear 


I ! ys stolen bya Swor 
clerk or assistant if the postmaster were guilty of no negligence j;, . sg 
tending the duties of his office or in keeping the dishonest official oo ploy. 
ment. . 
This question of liability of postmasters to individuals is ono 
courts, not the Post-Office Department, authoritativel ” decide et Ge 
specter in this case probably deemed the postmaster negligent, and ad, : a 
the payment. It was a matter, however, that the postmaster should hiw 
determined for himself, as it appears to me. Having paid it, }.« Gas ae 


remed ay. against the Department. 
ery respectfully, EDWIN E. BRYANT. 
Assistant Attorney-General Post-Office Departn ent. 
Hon. WILLIAM H. WADE, 


House of Representatives. 


SPRINGFIELD, Mo., January 1%, 199°. 
DEAR Str: I examined the case of The United States vs. William Hooyer 
and although in my opinion the testimony of the witnesses that were ox." 
ined in behalf of the United States was not strong enough as to facts +. 
rant his being held for trial, the circumstances pointed very stronuly to 
him. In the examination of the case, which was very thorough and search. 
ing, and conducted by Hon. William ‘Warner, who was one of the best proce. 
cuting attorneys ever in this State, there were no facts disclosed to s)\vw 
any negligence or carelessness on the pert ¢ the postmaster, Mr. E. R. s} 


ley, and it was shown that Hoover han his mail. There was no evid: ie 


to show that the registered matter had been handled ina careless way by 
the postmaster or his employees. v9 
McLAIN JONES. 


Respectfully, 

United States Commissi: ner, 
Hon. WILLIAM H. WADE. . 
The bill is reported favorably with a recommendation that it do pass. 


Mr. LOUD (during the reading of the report). 
demand for the further reading of the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement in regard 
to this claim that comes from the Committee on Claims, so that 
the House may distinctly understand what is involved in it. T)is 
postmaster of Springfield, Mo., had in his employ a certain clerk 
that it is almost certain and conclusive stole the packay 
the post-office. The tmaster, upon that statement of facts, 

aid the money to the Government, and now asks to be reimbursed 


exam- 
var- 


I withdraw the 


8 from 


or the theft of one of his meen Now, it is true that certain 
statements are in this report that tend to show that the postrmaster 
was guilty of no negligence himself, but the question of negligence 
or freedom from 


negligence can not properly be decided by the 
Department; and you will find upon Seatin it over that one of 
the authorities there, the Assistant Attorney-General for the Post- 
Office Department, concludes this question in this way: 

This question of liability of postmasters to individuals is one that the 
courts, not_the Post-Office Department, authoritatively decide. The in- 
qpeches in this case probably deemed the postmaster negligent, and wivised 
the payment. It was a matter, however, that the postmaster should have 
determined for himself, as it appears to me. Having paid it, he has no 
remedy against the Department. 

That is Edwin E. Bryant, Assistant Attorney-General for the 
Post-Office Department. 

Now, I have serious objections to all these cases; but I have said 
to my friend here that it might come to a vote, and if the House 
desires to vote for it I will not raise the question of objection, 
but I am satisfied this claim ought not to pass the House. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN HAYS HAMMOND. 

Mr. MAHANY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House Of Ee ened atk, That whereas the cable report an- 


nounces that John Ha otherwise described as Eugene Ham- 
mond, an American citizen, has been condemned to death for treason | 


1 the 





Transvaal, the Secretary of State take immediate action to safequcni the 
interests of said and exert the friendly offices of that Department 
in his behalf, if the Secretary of State, in his judgment, deems such interpo 


sition advisable. : 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consi ler ition 
of the resolution? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask whether 
this resolution has been submitted to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, or the chairman of that committee? ; 

Mr. MAHANY. I may respond to the gentleman that, owing 
to the fact that the cable reports do not announce when thi's *°- 
tence will be carried into execution, I deem it unnecessary that 
this resolution should be submitted to the Committee on Fors 
Affa:rs. The lo State is fully competent to deal with 
the situation, which is a matter of life and death, and hence 

uires immediate action. é 
. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to askif the Sec 
ae State is not competent to deal with this questio” with- 
out resolution? ' ae 

Mr. MAHANY. Possibly it might escape his immediate atte 
tion, but with the authority of the House of Representatives 0°" 
of this request there can be no doubt that the interests of this 
American will be fully safeguarded. I wish to say further 





1896. 





the English subjects condemned to death, the whole 
diplomacy and power of the British Government are certain to be 
exerted for the protection of their rights. It is quite likely that 
somebody will be made a scapegoat in the Transvaal affair, and I 

ropose, not that any American who is guilty of wrong against a 
fore Government shall escape the just consequences of his acts, 
but that an American citizen shall not be selected as a victim to 
be offered up on the altar of English conspiracy against the peace 
of the Boer —_. ; ; 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I will ask the gentleman if he 
is a member of the Committee on Foreign Affairs? ; 

Mr. MAHANY. Iam not; but Iam a member of this House, 
and as such I have a right to stand here for the protection of an 
American citizen anywhere on the globe. eae) 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I willask the gentleman from 
what source he has obtained the information that this American 

‘itizen is in r? 

or. MAHANY. From the published cable reports, which the 
gentleman must have seen if he has read his morning newspaper, 
and also through a dispatch from the Mail and Express, which 


reads: y 
New York, April 28. 

Eugene Hammond, American, has been condemned to death for treason. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Eugene Hammond? 

Mr. MAHANY. Yes. My resolution says ‘‘ John Hays Ham- 
mond, otherwise described as Eugene Hammond.” I hope the 
gentleman will not object to the immediate consideration of the 
resolution. This is a matter of urgent duty as well as a question 
of humanity. eeny asks that this American shall escape the 
just consequences of is acts, but we do desire that immediate 
steps be taken to safeguard his interests and possibly his life. 

Mr. McCreary of Kentucky rose. 

Mr. MAHANY. I have already yielded to the gentleman from 
Connecticut [Mr. Hitt]. Iwill yield later tothe gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, a few weeks ago I wrote to the Sec- 
retary of State in regard to Mr. Hammond at the request of one 
of my constituents. I received the truly American reply that the 
State Department had no knowledge on the subject except what 
had been acquired from the newspapers, but that its impression 
was that Mr. Hammond's interests were oe guarded by the 
English Government. It seems to me that it is high time that the 
American Government protected its own citizens abroad, and I 
am heartily in favor of this resolution. [Applause. } 

Mr. MAHANY. LIyield now to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I have no doubt 
that the Secretary of State will discharge his duty fully in this 
matter, and that all American citizens will be protected as far as 
we can protectthem. This is an important resolution. We have 
a committee of this House authorized to consider sych matters. 
No one will be endangered by this resolution going to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. That committee will take it up and act 
upon it promptly, and there is, in my opinion, no reason why it 
oa not go to the committee instead of being rushed through 


ere. 

Mr. MAHANY. Before the gentleman objects, will he a 
me to say that I am perfectly willing that this resolution shall go 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs if the committee will hold 
an immediate session for its consideration? But the matter is 
urgent because this American citizen may be executed to-morrow. 
_ Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The time for the regular meet- 
ing of the committee is the day after to-morrow. Ido not see the 
chairman of the committee mt. However, the Secretary of 
State understands the situation, and I have no doubt that without 
this resolution he will do all that the resolution asks him to do. 
He will do what he can to protect this American abroad, and that 
is what the resolution asks to do. 

Mr. MAHANY. Let me say to the gentleman that this resolu- 

is not in the test d a criticism upon the zeal of the 
Secretary of State. I join with the gentleman from Kentucky in 
of the ability and activity of that official, but I 

do ask that this matter be ht immediately to his attention. 
Having had some experience with the details of work in the State 
t, I know that frequently matters, unless they are 

Pare “urgent,” are delayed until after the season of their util- 

‘Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have no doubt that the res- 
olution will be considered by the Committee on Foreign Affairs 

the earliest practicable time, and I must object toits considera- 

this time by the House. 
MAHANY. Lobserve that the chairman of the Commit- 
Affairs [Mr. Hirt] is in his place; and I will ask 


opinion this su 
Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I raise the point 


ERS 


a 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Ror I desire to call up the special 
order, House bill No. 6739, for the relief of John N. Quackenbush. 
CONDEMNED CANNON, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has recognized the gentlemaz, from 
New Jersey 53 HOWELL] to call up a bill. 

Mr. HOW! LL. Mr.Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7143) granting%o the Sol- 
diers and Sailors’ Monument Association of the county of Mid- 
dlesex, in the State of New Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 
cannon balls. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to deliver to the Soldiers and Sa 


lors’ Monument 

Association of the county of Middlesex, in the State o . 
demned cannon and #0 cannon balls for the decoration of t} 
sailors’ monument in said county: Provided, That the same 
without detriment to the service, and that no expense is there} 
by the Government. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a thirdtime: and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOWELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 






or 
and 
spared 
'y incurred 





JOHN N. QUACKENBUSH. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to submit a privileged report. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to call up House bill No. 6739. 

The SPEAKER. The bill which the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
HEPBURN | desires to call up was made a special order after the 
reading of the Journal to-day. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I thought that bill had been disposed of. 
I beg my colleague’s pardon. 


Ll withhold my report for the 
present. 
The SPEAKER. The bill which is the special order will be 
read. 


The bill (H.R. 6739) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, 
late a commander in the Navy, was read, as follows: 
Whereas John N. Quackenbush, late a commander in the United States 


Navy, was, during the monthof February, in the year 1874, tried by a naval 
court-martial and sentenced to be dismissed from the service; and 


Whereas said sentence of dismissal was, on the 9th day of June, 1874, by the 
President of the United States, Ulysses S. Grant, commuted to a suspension 
for six years on furlough pay, which sentence was fully served out until the 
date of the expiration thereof, to wit, on the 9th day of June, 1880, at which 
time the said John N. Quackenbush reported for duty to the proper authority 
at the Navy Department, and was by such proper authority placed upon 


waiting orders, and was, in all respects, recognized as and was in fact a com 
mander in the United States Navy until August 1, 1883, having duly received 
his furlough pay until the expiration of his sentence of dismissal and his 
waiting orders pay until April 1, 1881, since which time and « 
pay as such officer he been withheld; and 
hereas on the 10th day of June, 1874, the then President of the United States, 

Ulysses 8S. Grant, sent to the Senate of the United States the nomination of 
W. 5S. Schley to be a commander in the United States Navy, * vice Quacken- 
bush, dismissed ,"* which nomination was confirmed by the Senate on the 12th 
ay of June, 1874, but it appearing to the then President of the United States 
and to the then Secretary of the United States Navy that the words “ vice 
Quackenbush, dismissed,” were inserted in said nominating paper by clerical 
inadvertence or mistake, and it not being the intention of aaae President to 
dismiss said John N. Quackenbush from the naval service, the vacancy cre 
ated, shortly after said nomination of Schley, by the retirement of Com 
mander Morris, was kept open for said Quackenbush, which eaid vacancy 
was duly filled by order of the Secretary of the Navy by the retention of 
said Quackenbush on the official naval list in the place of Morris, retired, 
until the Ist day of August, 1883, when the name of said John N. Quackenbush, 
in all respects and in fact a commander in the said service, was summarily 
dropped from said official naval list, and ordered not to be published again 
in the annually published register of the warrant and commissioned officers 
and others, by authority and direction of the then Secretary of said Navy, 
who, on December 13, 1883, recommended to the then President the nomina 
tion of Dennis W. Mullan, of Maryland, to be a commander in the United 
States Navy, “ vice John N. Quackenbush, no longer in the service,’ which 
nomination was duly made by the President and confirmed by the Senate, 
said name of John N. Quackenbush being dropped as aforesaid by direction 
of said Secretary upon the authority of the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United Statesin the case of Blake vs. The United States (105 U.S. Supreme 
Court Reports, page 227) to the effect that the President could dismiss any offi 
cer in the Army or Navy, in ‘time of peace, by the appointment of another 
person in his place; and 

Whereas the said John N. Quackenbush attained the age of 62 years on the 
30th day of May, 1895, and would, if legally an officer of the Navy, be entitled 
to be laced upon the retired list, and it has become manifest that the only 
remedy for the relief, legally or equitably, of the said John N. Quackenbush, 
is by an act of the Congress of the United States: Therefore 


ver since his 





Be it enacted etc., That the provisions of law regulating appointments in 
the Navy by promotion in the line, and limiting the number of commanders 
to be appointed in the United States naval service, are hereby suspended 
for the purpose of this act only, and only so far as they affect John N. Quack- 


enbush; and the President of the United States is hereby authorized, in the 
exercise of his discretion and judgment, to nominate and, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint said John N. Quackenbush, 
late a commander in the Navy of the United States, tothe same grade and 
rank of commander in the United States Navy as of the date of August 1, 
1888, and to place him on the retired list of the Navy as of the date of June 
1, 1895, the same as if he had never been considered out of the service since 
his original entrance therein. 


The amendments reported by the Committee on the Judiciary 
were read, as follows: 


Strike out the preamble of the bill. 
At the end of the bill strike out the words “the same as if he had never 





fi 
i 








‘been considered out of the service since his original entrance therein” and 


insert the followi wing: 
** Provided, Tha shall receive ne pay or emoluments except from the 
date of such reappointment.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. Should not this bill receive its first considera- 
tion in the Committee of the Whole? I do not know whether the 
fact of the bill having been up before and having been postponed | 
until to-day would change the operation of the rule in this case; 
but obvioysly the bill is one which under the ordinary rule should 
receive its first consideration in the Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks perhaps the bill ought to be 
considered in Committee of the Whole, as it involves pay or emol- 
uments to this officer. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Certainly the bill involves an expenditure | * 
from the ee 

Mr. HEPBUR I move, then, that the bill be considered in 
the House as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that this bill be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. SAYERS. Lobject. I prefer that the bill should go to the 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think I can offer an amendment which will 
obviate the difficulty which gentlemen suggest. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair now understands that ona former 
aor unanimous consent was given for the consideration of this 
ay — that thereupon it was postponed and made a special order 

or to-day. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the fact. 

The SPEAKER. And consent was given at that time for the 
consideration of the bill in the House? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is correct. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that under the circum- 
stances the bill will have to be considered in the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iask unanimous consent toamend the amend- 
ment reported by the committee by striking out in lines 15 and 16 
the words “‘ June 1, 1895,” and inserting ‘‘approval of this act,” 
and by striking out in line 19 the word “reappointment” and 
inserting the word ‘‘retirement.” 

Mr. SAYERS. I should like to know from the tleman in 
charge of this bill whether it is the intention to allow to those 

to the measure an opportunity for discussion. 
r. HEPBURN. I have no objection to that in the world. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for an amendment before the discussion begins. The 
Clerk will report the proposed amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


In lines 15 and 16, on page 4, strike out the words “ June 1, 1895," and insert 
“the approval of this act." 
In —\ 5 same page, strike out the word “reappointment” and insert “re- 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to this amendment? The 
Chair hears none; and the amendment will be considered as 


— 
. HEPBURN. I now yield to the tleman from Texas 
[Mr. Savers] so much time as he may desire. 

eae Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to restore to the 
Navy and place upon the retired list a man who has been dismissed 
from the Navy in accordance with a finding of a court-martial. 
I know it may appear somewhat ungracious for anyone to stand 
on this floor and oppose what this man’s friends claim is simply 
the correction of an injustice done him by reason of the action of 
the Navy Department. I will content myself on this occasion 
with the reading of his record, so that members of the House may 
decide for themselves whether it is of such a character as tojustify 


== the bill. 

t ask the Clerk to read an abstract (furnished by the 
Secretary of the Navy) of the man’s record of service, and I trust 
that members will attend to the reading. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Abstract of the record of service of John en snare 
in the Uni hod Beebe 

J N. Quacken pointed a in the Navy ey Coote 
yer Isi7,and on the 1oth day of October of eee 

. Cumberland. wan watgennel @ snthahiemen 

f was from the Cumberland Cumberland and ordered to the 
Naval remained until April 9, 1849, when he was detached 


to the U.S.8. Raritan. He was detached vesse 
1858, and ted three months’ leave of absence. On the 18th of May, 
he was to the practice ship Preble, where he remained until ith 
of October following, when he was and ordered to the Naval Acad- 
emy, and while there he was from the naval service for drunken- 
ness ors 1854. 
On the of May, 1861, Mr. aRated ten ponenhet Sts 
service seven years our months and ten da ted 
Same in the Navy, and ordered to be sommmendian 
yan . Boston, Mass., for duty. On uiebad of May, 1861, he was ordered to © 
ulf ‘Squadron, and served on beard ch the U.S. B. Colorado. He was ee 
that squadron, in chargo ‘of t the prize bark Macao oN ragey oe tee 
after delivering the vessel to the United Staten: authorities 
tober 4, 1861, he was ordered to Ham: angen Been a regan 
rL. M. 


Ton under the command of Flag O: 
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to the U. 6 U.8.8 p nee qhere! hoe ap emaines until February 9, 1863, yw) 
amet to "the Heegular Nav Na rade of lioutena: Marchi, 1963, his 
utenant-co der ¢. 
rank from July 16, ae ee Senate, and on the Bist at r, to 
of that year he was ordered to the U. 8. 8. an Jacinto, where selene 
-—— March 14, 1865, when he wasdetached On waiting or roms 
as ordered May 3, 1865, to the receiving chip at New York, and on the 1) 
of October following, he was detached from that duty and placed on . se 
orders. On the 18thof December of that year he was ordered ¢ te 
Mackinaw, to report for duty on the 5th of January following. | 8. 
tached from the command of that vessel April 23, 1867, and placed o: © 


orders. 
On the 5th of August, 1867, Lieutenant-Commander Quackenbui<); , 
dered to command the WU. 8. 8. Yantic, and he remained in comman. 
vessel until January é, 1868, when he was detached and placed on wai: 
owe. He was ordered to examination for otion April 3, 1868, and 
ppeared before the board, am, Philadel phia, Pa. Pa., he was found not « 
for pro romotion. The findin; } pes bond in his case is as follows: : 
fter meeeey 9 considering al the evidence, the undersigned, » ; 
of the board, are of on that the mental, moral, and prof. 
ness of Lieut. So wTan N. Quackenbush to perform al] his , 
sea in a higher grade is not wry ox coon of catablishod 
It wd eeeering: in this case that the board were not unanimous in the 
de tions of witnesses nm taken whose testir 
te and who might, without inconvenience, have been preset 
examination, the President of the United States declined to app: 
report of the board, and directed a reexamination of the case. A jie 
was therefore ordered to convene at the navy-yard, New York..J.\; 
for the purpose of i pose mo and reporting upon the case of [.je))t.: 
Commander Quacken The board convened on the 8th of that ; 
and Lieutenant. Sa ee ash ha appeared before th 
eee board repo: their finding as follows: 
hoving © canninod. all the testimony sent by the De} rtment 
er witnesses both by the Government and Lieutenant-Coimm “ 
bush, and having considered _ same, have con 4 


der Quac kenbush be on 


On the lith of July, 1868, Lieutenant-Command packenbu ] having 
failed to receive the recommendation of the e: rd for pron 

was placed on the retired list of the Navy, in conformity with tl. fourth sec 
tion of the act of 1s64. 

On the 28d of April, 1869, qeoeenanh Soman ter Quacks mbush was ordered 
to duty at League Island , Pa., where he remained until October |, 1s70.: 
he was detached and SS eee. 

By authority of a joint resolution of Congress roved Februa ary 6, 1871, 
Lieutenant-Commander Quackenbush was resto: to the active list of the 
Navy May 4, 1871, to rank from September 29, 1868. On the 12th of Ma >, 1871, 
he was ordered eS promotion. The board befor: rhich he 

found him qualified for Promotion. and he was accor ling pro- 
eo to the grade commander May 25, 1871. The report of the board is 
as 

“The board in accordance with the law, have examined Lieut. Commander 
John N. Quackenbush as to his moral, mental, ph 1, and prot ‘ssional fit 
ness for promotion to the of commander. wecards of Depart 

ment show thot thin chene han tnan twice examined for promotion, by two 
boards _——. The findings in either case did not recommend him for 
gee and consequently he was on the retired list. Since then, by 
a law of M Congromnens Spesasteeee the President, Lieutenant-Commander 
fae restored to the active list. The board does not the: 
ore consider it ite duty to go behind the action of the highest aut! 
this case, and this officer having passed a sa’ ry examination be 
this board, he is ly for promotion.” 

On the 9th of June, bush was ordered to 
mand the U.S. 8. Wasp on'the South Atlantic station ion. He remained in com- 
mand of that vessel until February 17, 1873, when he was detache a ed 





Bie 






bush was tried before a general 
or drunkenn sentenced to dismissal, and the sent 


W. 5. Schley was nominated 
for on to commander from that date, vice Commander 
John N. Guachen dismissed; which nomination was confirmed by the 
Senate on the 12th of the same month. 

from that, under date of Ju 


Navy addressed a letter t9 Comins. - Quack 
that the la reieaet ee a letter dated Jur ‘: 


that hieuenen wee ton from the ravy list in the Nav. 
ter which was published ia July, 1804 July, 1874; that about six months later. |): 
was addressed to Comman 


a 
mitiga Penang mene y rank and duty, on furlot a ay: 
“The naval martial by which you were tried in February last 









i d tenced yout ’ 
dinmisied from the ‘eacanenner as tet on an ao me a 
on the 8th of une, 1874, suspension from ran and auty 
pay, for six to date from that date. 
Commander the Hat of ce ‘s name was restored to the navy list and ‘ a) 
of commanders in the Annual Navy Register issucd 0 
mpeey, Se 


Commander Quackenbash remained under suspension until the 9th of Jun, 
ise dat of the expirtion ct te anes of the court, and 
in the Na’ r until August 1, 1883. on which 

Gate in view of the decision of the Court in t e case of Char eo 
Blake vs. Tho United States (13 Otto, 227), his name was dropped f" ® 
navy 

Mr. SAYERS. I desire to submit alsoin this connectioy 4 ©0)'Y 
of a letter addressed by the Secretary of the Navy (Hon. Will liam 
E. Chandler) to Hon. Eugene Hae on the 12th of Fevruary, 
1885, when a bill for his to the Navy was:pendu g be- 
fore Congress. 

Phe Chat send a Ailiome: 

[Copy.] 


Navy Department, Washington, February.” , 
Sir: The is acknow: our letter of the Sth instant, i» w»'* 
by se direction of your commttes, information is mee. and - ino t he . 
and | mander in the Navy, and to to correct an error in relation to an app!" 
ereto,” 
The bill names John N. Quackenbush five times in the preambio and i 
in the body of the act, and was drawn solely with the view of ef: 


1885 


wicd 








oN 


4 


appointment of the person so named to the office he once held, ascommander 
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The unconstitutionality of this bill should also, in my gment, prev 4 
in the United States Navy. : ‘ . | Passage ‘tok Ce which in effect direct requires the ay ut 
The bill, however, carefully omits to narrate certain facts important to be | 1 t of ve -of the United Stat . an 
considered. It states that said Quackenbush, a commander in the Navy, | en: nt wel 4 - hen 
was, on June 9, 1874, in pursuance and in mitigation of a court-martial, sus | for caus \ II » Con- 
nded by the President for six — on furlough pay. It does not state for itut l State : a 
what offense he was tried nor what was his sentence. The report also made | of a; ed by the | . > and 
by your committee March 6, 1854 (Forty-eighth Congress, first session, Report | consent vislative = 
No. 275), which appears to contain a full history of the case, says of the | the Con Sena in - 
court-martial only that “ he was tried by a naval court-martial in February, rrently, with the approval » Pr 
1874, and sentenced to dismissal,"’ but fails to state for what offense he was | by a two-thirds vote, can constitutionally tak 
tried. The omitted facts are as follows: | appointment. 
On the 9th of June, 1871, Commander Quackenbush was ordered to com-| The above propositi : ‘ 
mand the U. 8. S. Wasp on the South Atlantic Station. He remained in com- | they are claime { to be ica ar 
mand of that vessel until February 17, 1873, when he was detached, ordered | enacted or are proposed 
home, and placed on ee In February, 1874, he was tried before L itis argued that as the statutes only give aut San 
a general court-martial on the following chargos and specifications: not contain mandatory words, the Preside i 
Charge I.—Drankenness. Specification 1. That on or about the 16th day | therefore there is no interference with his 
of May, in the year 1872, the said Commander J. N. Quackenbush, then in It may be replied that the effect of such sta 
command of the U S. S. Wasp, was drunk on board the English mail steamer | selection of the particular individuals nor 
Donro at Montevideo. . | of the Senate, to appoint to oflice is the I 
Specification 2. In this, that on or about the 20th day of June, in the year | he is entitled to exercise it absolutely free ft 
we the said Commander J. N. Quackenbush, then in command of the U.S.S. | pressure or interference from the Legisla 
Wasp, was drunk on board the said vessel at Colonia, Uruguay. . construed as “shall,” and the word ‘aut 
Specification 3. Im this, that on or about the Sth day of June,in the year | sage of an act of legislation creating an office to which a I I \ f 
1872, the said Commander J. N. Quackenbush, then in command of the U.'S.S. | anyone. must be appointed, or autho > the at ae d 
Wasp, was scandalously drank at a-ball given by the Club Libertad, at Mon- | office of that individual, isa legislative device for } new . 
tevideo, and deported himself in such a manner as to disgrace the uniform of | person in office, and in effect is a coercion by the le 1 it 
an ofticer of the United States Navy. . . ing power, which is not mitigated by merely using the w i and 
Charge II.—Seandalous conduct tending to the destruction of good morals. | “ authorize” instead of “shall” and “directed 
‘fication 1. In this, that during the months of April, May, and June, in If the public interests require a new office to be created »7 iture 
} 1872, the said Commander J. N. Quackenbush, being then in com- may createit. If these interests require that a part ur] : i fill 
mand of the U. & S. Wasp, indulged to excess in the use of intoxicating | it, it is to be presumed that the President will sele« B 
liquor. . of directing him to do so does not exist in the Leg ‘ ! 
Specification 2. In this, that on or about the 3d day of June, in the year | the particular person’s name into the act in any. 1 savors 
1872, the said Commander J. N. Quackenbush, then in command of the U.S8.S. | cion. To say that it isinserted as mereadvice is disingenuous. Inevery ca 
Wasp, in consequence of excessive use of intoxicating lic uor, was in such | there isa condition without compliance with which the legislation re 
a condition as to uire to be medically treated for alcoholism. ative, namely, the condition that the designated person and no other shall 
Commander Quackenbush was found guilty of all the specifications and beappointed. This isnotadvice, but requirement. Ifadvice merely is meant, 
both the charges, and was-sentenced by the court “to be dismissed from the | the Executive is entitled to be treated to it in some other form than one 
naval service of the United States." Thesentence of dismissal wasconfirmed | which requires him toaffix his signature of approval to the advice 8 
by the President on the 5th of June, 1874, and in a letter dated the 9th of the | considers whether it will be wise to follow it. The esse1 of this whole 
same month the Department informed Commander Quackenbush of the sen- | vicious system of special legislation is practical coe 1of the at nos 
tence of the court and the action of the President thereon, and that he | power. Eliminate that element, and bills toreach special cases wil! rar 8 
would trom that date cease to be an officer of the Navy. It further appears | desired. ; cna. 
that Commander kenbush commenced his naval career with drunken- | Il. Precedents for bills of this character arecited. Itisadmitted that 
ness. September 24, 1847, he became a midshipman and served on shipboard | are such; enough to show that a dangerous and injuri : : ly 
— ——— Academy, and January 3, 1854, he was dismissed by the fol- | arisen, but they are too few and too recent to fix irrevocably : 1 
i etter: construction of the plain language of the Constitutior ’ ecis 
_ “Navy DEPARTMENT, Washington, January 3, 1854. eae can be na callie the naval re« od l aoe 3 it : Cant. ¢ a 
“Sir: As you haveagain been reported to the Department for drunken- | Stewart, on March 2, 1859. The first case in the Army appears to hay en 
ness, I have to inform. you that you are dismissed from the service, and will, | that of Maj. James Belger, on March 3, 1871. February 2, lsft, the m f 
from this date, no lon be regarded as a midshipman in the Navy. Lieutenant-General was revived, but no mention wa th cer ) 


“Tam, respectfully, etc., 
“J. C. DOBBIN, Secretary of the Navy. 
“Midshipman JOHN QUACKENEUSH, 
* Naval Academy.” 





Trace ] ) 
appointed. July 25, 1866, the grade of general was revived, but Conwr 
carefully refrained from naming the appointee 

All earlier legislation of the Republic under our preset nstit 
ating offices avoided specifying the persons to be appointed rhe ¢ 


on 





of the old Confederacy had the power of appointing all office: and 

May 13,1861, Mr. Quackenbush was appointed an acting lieutenant in the | forces in the service of the United States, excepting reg a ‘ 
Navy. On twoexaminations as to his mental, moral, and professional fitness | pointing all the officers of the naval force and commissioning a fice 1 
for promotion he was rted as disqualified, and thus, at last, forced on the | the service of the United States. But from the adoption of the present Con- 
retired list. Congress by special act restored him to the active list. The | stitution in 1747, vesting the appointing power in the Executive r about 
abstract of his record of service, herewith transmitted, shows how he man- | eighty years no discovery was made of the existence ative } er 
aged to pass hisexamination for promotion. Three yearsafterwards he was, | of appointment in the Congress of the United S y ip. 
as above stated, tried for drunkenness and dismissed. The occasion has arisen for returning to the correct m of the Con 
The fact from which it is argued that Mr. Quackenbush should be restored | stitution and establishing the true line of separation between the leg ’ 
tothe Navy is that six months after the President had, June5, 1874, approved | and executive branches of the Government. Gradual encroachment ; 

his sentence of dismissal and had, on June 9, 1874, actually dismissed him, the | branch upon the other will not be infrequent in the w 3 r 
acht t 


Secretary of the Navy, on the 8th of December, 1874, addressed to him a let- 
ter stating that his sentence had been, on the 9th of June, 1874, mitigated to 
suspension from. rank and duty on furlough pay. for six years. Letters are 
also produced from ex-President Grant, dated Febru 0, 1882, and from ex 
Secretary Robeson, dated February 16, 1882, in which they say they are quite 
= ba a was ee une 9, a pa Set — 
ithou' re m upon the ngnis signers ese 
letters, it is —~ -  b say that it will not be wise to base action upon the 
recollections of exofficers made eight years after official transactions have 


SS 


The opportunities which may occur for retreating from su me 
should always be unhesitatingly and courageously seized. By 
currence to the fundamental principles of the Constituti 
best preserved. 

IIt. The laws requring promotions in the Army and Navy to 
cording to seniority of rank are mentioned. But general law 
power of enna are not usurpations of it t to regulate and 
even limit by law the power may be conceded, whi t 
ercise it is denied and resisted. The line of dis 


be made a 


;regulat 









right toactually ex 











i ion can wily t lrawn 
occurred, the effect of which, as recorded, they are besought to vary by their | between alaw prescribing general rules and restrictions t nther vl 
subsequent unofticial statements. The sanoedl shows a tormal dismissal of | of making appointments and a law naminga particular appointee. The one 
Quacken on the 9thof June. On the 10th of Jane W.S. Schley was nomi- | may be constitutional; the other is not 
“nated to the Senate “ vice Quackenbush, dismissed,” and was confirmed June IV. Itis said that if such laws are unconstitutional no reparation can be 
2. Norecord whatever of the alleged mitigation has ever appeared, and no | made where an officer, by final sentence of a court-martial, has been dis- 
such record was in fact ever made, either on the 9th of June or at any time | missed from office, but it afterwards clearly appears that he was innocent 
afterwards. Only on the Sth of December the Secretary wrote a letter stat- | and his punishment undeserved. The assertion is incorrect. Reparat 1 in 
ing that the sentence had been in fact mitigated June?. Contemporaneous | such case may be made, but it must be done constitutionally. ‘To effect it 
dence of mitigation is entirely wanting. the Legislature can neitherannul a final judgment of a court, nor exercise the 
June 12, 1874, the Secretary wrote Mr. Quackenbush, at Boston, to return | appointing power. If a judgment is for the payment of money, the Legisla 
the letter of , and on June 15 it wassoreturned. Thismay indicate | ture can not destroy the sanctity of the judgment, but it may release or re- 
an intention in the mind of the Secretary to consider an attempt to review | turn theamount. Whatever reparation or restitution can be afforded by 
the case and reverse but he, in fact, madenosuchattemptuntil | legislation alone, the Legislature may undoubtedly give. But where | 
ber 8, and the very circumstance that he wrote the letter of June 12, | can not be given without an appointment to office the Legislature must stop 
sad yet aia nothing more till December, is strong evidence that no mitigation | short. If the creation of anew office is necessary, the Legislature may create 
i n in fact made on June 9. If it had not been made on the latter date, | it, but.can not say that it shall be filled bythe appointment of the part 
a not be made and Quackenbush was ween te individual who has lost a similar office. Whether or not to make that } 
The Unite ee to the decision of the Supreme Court in Blake vs. | tion of the reparation is the exclusive oa of the Executive, and 
ny United § (18 Otto, 227). while deciding the question he is entitled to be absolutely free fr ip 
wh © reason why anofficer should not, on any pretext, berestored tothe Navy | parent or actual coercion by the legislative branch of the Gove: nt 
© has been twice dismissed for drunkenness, once as a midshi m and V. If itis conceived that the law now proposed obviates the ol tions to 
cxzeemned iene, avery evident. My views on this question have been | the requirethent of the appointment of a named perswu, an exam nation of 
ane in a court- order, dated May 20, 1884, and a letter concern- | the bill will dispel that opinion. ; 
Bt ihten heen ee ey 1884, and also in a letter to the chairman of your It is true that the enacting clause varies from the form heretofore used in 
Ce dated June 18, 1884. Copies of which are hereto annexed. such cases. Instead of saying that the President shall appoint Quackenbush 
am for a moment the result of such arestoration. It places the officer | a commander in the Navy, it says that he “ sball nominate,and by and with 
oun active list. He then stands in order for sea duty. When his turn | the advice and consent of the Senate appoint a commander who shall take 
to es shall he, with his record, be sent to sea? What Secretary would dare | rank and position in the ne as and of the time of the suspension of said 
send him, perhaps to sink ships and seamen, as another drunken and dis- | Quackenbush * * * or such commander so appointed shall receive pay 
the toh mander, forced back into the Navy by act of Congress, did sink | from the date when said suspension took place.’ 
why naclot and destroy eleven lives? If he is not to go to sea in his turn, The act also declares that if the President shall “appoint said Quacker 
fan A. ould he stand upon the active list, preventing the promotion of a | bush” he shall not be overpaid; and it also names Quackenbush five times in 
Su a naval officer, and d ng an honorable ‘ession? the preamble, reciting the facts in his case (except his conviction and di 
tinted worthless officersdistributed along the list bring the whole personnel | missal for drunkenness), and it declares the purpose of the act to be to rest: 
feeling T . With all the force which I can properly exert, and all the | him to the same rank and position ‘as if said dismissal had not been made.” 
Sone g Thave any right to exhibit, I protest against the restoration of per- | If there is the least weight in the constitutional objection to acts of Congress 
who are, orever have been, drunkards to the active list of the Navy. | for the appointment to offices of the United States of particular persons 
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named in the acts this bill is obnoxious in the fullest degree. The attempted 
evasions of the objection only make the intended coercion more apparent. 
It peremptorily commands the Executive, if he does not appoint Quacken- 
bush, to appoint some other person, who shall be a commander with the rank 
and ition which Quackenbush had when dismissed in June, 1874, and who 
shall receive pay from the date of that dismissal; that is, eleven years’ pay as 


a commander, without being in office or serving the Government a single 
day during the whole period. Serely this is not merely the creation of an 
<< leaving it discretionary with the President to determine who shall 


‘Very respectfully, WM. E. CHANDLER, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Hon. ayes HAL 


E, 
nited States Senate, Member Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Mr. HEPBURN (before the reading was concluded). I call the 
attention of the gentleman from Texas to the fact that the por- 
tion of the letter which the Clerk is now reading is not pertinent 
to this bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. The reading will be concluded in a few mo- 


ments. 

Mr. HEPBURN. This bill has none of the features that the 
letter of the Secretary of the Navy as now read comments upon. 

Mr. SAYERS. The House will so understand. The reading 
will only take a few minutes longer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I thought perhaps the reading of those por- 
tions of the letter might be an unnecessary consumption of time, 
as this part of the document is not pertinent to this bill. 

Mr. ¢A YERS. I would like to have the reading of the letter 
concluded, 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I have nothing to add tothe record 
of Mr. Quackenbush as read in the presence of the House. If 
members of the House with these facts before them can vote to 
restore him to the Navy and place him on the retired list, they 
will do so, it seems to me, in the face of a very bad record, and 
despite anything else that can be said against him. 

Mr. STEELE. I have tried to listen carefully to the reading of 
this report. There was, asI understand, an order made by the 
President mitigating the sentence of the court-martial (which 
provided for dismissal from the service) to suspension for six 


ears. 
* Mr. SAYERS. It is so stated. 

Mr. STEELE. Now, as I understand from the reading, that 
order was made about six years after the dismissal. 

Mr. SAYERS. No; it is claimed by the friends of the bill that 
the order of mitigation was made on June 9, 1874, though no 
record of such order is to be found at the Navy Department. 

Mr. STEELE. And further, if the gentleman will permit me 
in that same line, I gather from the reading of the report that 
there was some doubt as to whether the President had written or 
ordered such a letter at all as that which emanated from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy without any authority. 

Mr. SAYERS. The record shows that on the 9th day of June, 
1874, Mr. Quackenbush was dismissed from the service. I will 
read from the record in verification of the date stated. The record 
shows that in February, 1874, Commander Quackenbush was tried 
before a general court-martial and sentenced to dismissal, and the 
senten approved June 5, 1874, and he was dismissed June 9, 
1874. On the 10th of June, 1874, Lieutenant-Commander Schley 
was nominated for promotion to the grade of commander from 
that date, vice Commander John N. Quackenbush, dismissed, which 
nomination was confirmed by the Senate on the 12th day of the 
same month. 

Mr. STEELE. That would pat kenbush out whether the 
court-martial proceedings had cn eld or not. 

Mr. SAYE (continuing). And here is the situation that 
appears with reference to this matter from the papers which are 
on file in the Department: 

It appears from the records of the Department that under date of June 12, 
1874, the Secretary of the Navy addressed a letter to Commander Quacken- 
bush, requesting to return the order dismissing him from the Navy. 

Let it be noted, Mr. S er, that this was on June 12, 1874, 
three days after he was dismissed, and two days after Lieutenant- 
Commander Schley was nominated, and on the very same day that 
the Senate confirmed his nomination. 

That Quackenbush returned the order referred to in a letter dated June 15, 
1874; that his name was Serenpcn, omitted from the Navy list in the Navy 

r, which was published in July, 1874; and about six months later, De- 
cember 8, 1874, a letter was ad to Commander Quackerbush 1 
Secretary of Navy, meoremng Ses that the sentence of dismissal in his 
case was mitigated to suspension rank and duty on furlough pay. 

Mr. STEELE. But I understood in the Chandler letter that 
there was no authority for the Secre of the Navy to make 
such a statement or ane, and that the President had not author- 
ized him to do so. 

Mr. SAYERS, He says there was no record of any such order. 

Mr. STEELE. Yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. He also says that the only record is the letter 
that was written by the Secretary of the Navy on the 12th of June, 
1874, to Commander Quackenbush, requesting him to return the 


order; and that on the 15th day of June, 1874, Quackenbush ro. 
turned the order. But it was not until December 8, 1874, that the 
letter was written by the Secretary of the Navy to Quackenbush 
oe him that the sentence had been mitigated to suspensic n 
from rank and command. This is all I think necessary to say in 
connection with the matter. ; 

Mr. STEELE. But there was no authority for this letter of ¢ 
Secretary of the Navy, apparently. 

Mr. SAYERS. Apparently, no. 

Mr. HEPBURN. r. Speaker, the question presented by the 
pending bill is as to whether or not Congress will do an act of 
justice to a man who was once in its service. I have nothing to 
say, and it is not necessary for me to say anything, in connection 
with this discussion or to make any reply to what has been said 
in regard to the letter of the Secretary of the Navy or with refer. 
ence to the charges which seem to have been substantiated avainst 
this officer in the trial before the court-martial. Al! of these 
matters were matters that were known to the Department and to 
the President at the time he mitigated the punishment, or rather 
the sentence, of the court-martial from dismissal to a sispension, 
And I might say here that all the testimony—and there is much 
of it—goes to show and does show that for years, ever since tho 
action of the President in the case, the life of this officer has heen 
without reproach. Nocharge of any kind is made against him or 
his decorous conduct, and there is much proof to show that he 
has been entirely free from this vice ever since. 

This letter of the Secre of the Navy, in which the statement 


he 


is made so confidently that he ceases to be an officer of the United 
States on the 9th day of June, 1874, seems to be disproved by this 
fact, that his dismissal from the register did not occur until a late 
date, 1882, and for more than a year after the writer of that letter 
was Secretary of the Navy. 

The name of Commander Quackenbush stood upon the register, 


he drew his pay during all this period, and that, it seems to me, 
ought to be a sufficient answer. But, further,it is intimated in 
the letter and stated by the gentleman on the floor in this discus- 
sion that a long time after the approval of the sentence this at- 
tempted or asserted mitigation of the sentence occurred. | want 
to call attention toa aS @ letter I have in my hand. Gen- 
eral Grant writes, under date of February 10, 1882: 

I remember of Commander Quackenbush, but not the details of my action. 
I have no doubt, however, but that the Hon. George M. Robeson, then Secre- 
tary of the Navy, knows and remembersall about it. 

I do know, however, the intention was not to put him out of the service, 
and I now recommend his nomination to the vacancy which was kept open 
for him from the time of the first ar the promotion of Schley 

The fact that Executive action was delayed so long in the case of Com- 


mander Quackenbush— 
This refers to the fact that the court-martial occurred in the 
early of 1874 and the action upon that report did not occur 


until June— 

The fact that Executive action was delayed so long in the case of Com 
mander Quackenbush, at the uest of Mr. Samuel Howe, shows quite con- 
er that the approval of the sentence and commutation were done at 
one and the same time. My decision was probably given verbally to the 
Secretary, and the mistake in the record has been made by a clerk 

Very truly, yours, o. & GRANT 
J. 8S. GRANT. 


There is proof most conclusive that the act of elemency was 
not an afterthought, that it did not occur six months after, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers], !ut that 
it was concurrent with the other action. But again, here is a 
letter from the then Secretary of the Navy. I read only the part 
that is pertinent here: 

The action of approval and mitigation was at one and the same time, what- 
ever the records in the Department may appear to show. The direction to 
me being verbal, and a letter being sent by me at once to Commander Quack 
enbush, and afterwards, in December. the letter promulgating the fi ding 
and mi tion, I may have rested content with my action and neglected to 
order or e full indorsement on the records. 

Now, this clearly shows that the order of appointment of Schley 
“vice Quackenbush” was an error committed in some incompre 
hensible May | by the ee: 

But, Mr. Speaker, this matter has been inquired into by one of 
the courts of this District. Anapplication for a writ of mandamus 
directed to the Hon. Hilary A. Herbert, Secretary of the Navy 
commanding him to cause the name of the relator to be restored 
to the Official Register of the commissioned, warrant, and vol- 
unteer officers of the Navy of the United States, and to cause 
the same to be printed wu the list of commanders in the next 
lawfully autho: publication of that Register, was begun 1 
this suit. As I am informed, there was a full investigation of all 
the facts in connection with the matter, all that the Government 
could say and all that the relator had tosay. The court r fused 
the writ, because it had no jurisdiction of that matter, but the 
court in its decision goes on to discuss the case and says: 

The situation of the relator seems to be remediless save by Congressional 

ha n effectuall from the service by 
fnadvertence oF by accident in 1874, and by purpose and design in 155 








1896. 


The court goes on to say: 
The inadvertence or mistake in the nomination of Schley “vice Quacken- 





bush, ” is demonstrated b 


the fact of the commutation of his sen- 
tence by the President on June 9, 1 


4, to six years’ suspension; by his reten- 
tion on the list as commander, suspended from rank and duty on furlough 

y until July 9, 1880; by his being then placed on waiting orders, and draw- 
ae the appropriate pay until April, 1881, and by the keeping for him unfilled 
during these years @ vacant position of commander. 

He was in 1883 because of the decision in the Blake case, and his 
displacement was intentionally made effectual, and the lack of intention in 
the di ment of 1874 emphasized _ by the nomination to and confirmation 
by the Senate in December, 1883, of Mullan, “vice John N. Quackenbush, no 


longer in the 


That was in 1883, mind you, tlemen. All of these years the 
Navy Department recognized the fact that this man was not dis- 
missed in 1874. 


All these years ov recognized the fact that there 
was clemency shown to him, and that he was still in the Navy on 
retired pay. The court goes on further to say: 

Tne correction of this error from which Commander Quackenbush has so 
long suffered would bea simple act of justice. It should be corrected not only 
as matinee en tn pasdel a great ual just Uovernimens, “The remedy, 
je is not in the courts, but in Congress. vs 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I do not care to occupy more time. I be- 
lieve this is a simple act of justice. This man has suffered the 
full punishment inflicted upon cake | the court and approved by 
the president. His sentence expired in June, 1880. For nearly 
sixteen years he has been striving to secure remedy for this gross 
wrong. I believe the House ought to pass this bill. He will now 
goupon the retired list. Heis an old man, not fit for active service, 
and placing him on the retired list is but inadequate and incom- 
plete justice in his case. aes ; 

The SPEAKER. Thequestion ison the committee amendment. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time. 

The question being taken on the passage of the bill, on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. Sayers) there were—ayes 59, noes 17. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I am not willing that this bill 
should be passed by such a vote as this. If the gentleman will 
allow a yea-and-nay vote to be taken to-morrow morning, just 
after the reading of the Journal, that will be satisfactory. 

Mr. HEPB . Let us take it now. 

Mr. SAYERS. There is not a quorum here now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think there is, or will be. 

Mr. SAYERS. Very well, let us have the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before the announcement is made, of course, it 
is understood that my colleague does not lose the right to make 


the point of no quorum. 
SP . The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
the vote be taken by yeas and nays. Is there objection? 


Mr. FAIRCHILD, I object. 

Mr. SAYERS. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. : 

The SPEAKER. The yeas and nays are demanded—— 

Mr.SAYERS. After conferring with the gentleman fron. Iowa, 
I understand that he has no objection to having an order entered 
i that a yea-and-nay vote be taken to-morrow. 

B . I think upon reflection I should prefer to 
have the vote taken now. I think there is a quorum here. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Texas make the 
point of no quorum? 


| 


5 . No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 
ae SPEAKER proceeded to count the House. Pending the 
coun 


Mr. SAYERS said: Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman withdraws the point of no 
quorum and demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The — was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 48, not 
voting 144; as follows: 
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Poole, Sperry, Underwood, 
Milliken, | Pugh, Stahle, Updegraff, 
Minor, Wis, Ray, Stallings, Van Horn, 
Moody, eae Stewart, N. J. Van Voorhis, 
Morse, Robertson, La, Stewart, Wis. Walker, Va. 
Newlands, Royse, Stokes, Wanger, 
Otey, Russell, Conn, Stone, C. W. Warner, 
Otjen, Russell, Ga. Stone, W. A. Watson, Ind. 
Overstreet, Sauerhering, Strode, Nebr. Watson, Ohio 
Parker, Scranton, Sulloway, Wellington, 
Patterson, Settle, Tawney, Wilson, Idaho 
Payne, Shafroth, Thomas, Wilson, N.Y, 
Pearson, Sherman, Towne, Woodard 
Pendleton, Simpkins, Tracewell, Woomer,’ 
Perkins, Smith, tl. Tracey, Wright. 
Phillips, Southard, Treloar, 
Pickler, Spalding, Turner, Va. 
NAYS—48. 

Baker, Kans. Dingley, Loudenslager, Steele, 
Bartlett, N. Y. Dinsmore, McClellan, Strait, 

ach, Downing, McCulloch, Strowd, N.Q 
Bell, Colo. Ellett, Va. McRae, Talbert, 
Bell, Tex. Hendrick, Miles, Tate. 
a Henry, Conn. Milnes, Terry, 
Burrell, Jones, Northway, Turner, Ga. 
Clardy, Kem, Pitney, Washington, 
Cobb, Latimer, Savers, Williams 
Connolly, Layton, Shuford, Wilson, Ohio. 
Cooper, Tex. Little, Snover, Wood, 
De Armond, Loud, Spencer, Yoakum. 

NOT VOTING—1l4 

Adams, Curtis, N. Y. Huling, Odell, 
Aitken, Daizell, Hull, Ogden, 
Aldrich, Ala. Danford, Hutcheson, Owens, 
Aldrich, TL. Denny, Hyde, Powers, 
Allen, Miss. Dockery, Johnson, Ind. Price, 
Andrews, Dolliver, Johnson, N.Dak. Prince, 
Avery, Dovener, Kendall, Quigg, 
Babcock, Draper, Kiefer, Raney, 
Bailey, Elliott, S.C. Lacey, eeves, 
Bankhead, Ellis, Lawson, Richardson, 
Barney, Erdman, Lefever, Robinson, Pa, 
Barrett, Faris, Linney, Rusk, 
Belknap, Fenton, Linton, Shannon, 
Bingham, Fitzgerald, Livingston, Shaw, 
Black, N. Y. Fletcher, Lockhart, Skinner, 
Boutelle, Foote, Lorimer, Smith, Mich. 
Bromwell, Foss, Maddox, Sorg, 
Brosius, Fowler, Maguire, Southwick, 
Brumm, Goodwyn, Marsh, Sparkman, 
Buck, Grosvenor, McClure, Stephenson, 
Bull, Grout, McDearmon, Strong, 
Cannon, Hadley, McEwan, Sulzer, 
Catchings, Hager, McKenney, Swanson, 
Clarke, Ala. Halterman, McLaurin, Taft, 
Cockrell, Hanly, MeMillin, Tayler, 
Coddin Harrison, Meredith, Tucker, 
Cooke, Il. Hart, Meyer, Tyler, 
Cooper, Fla. Hatch, Miller, W. Va. Wadsworth, 
Cousins, Heatwole, Miner, N. Y. Walker, Mass, 
Cowen, Heiner, Pa. Mondell, Walsh, 
Cox, Hermann, Money, Wheeler, 
Crisp, Hitt, Moses, White, 
Crowley, Hooker, Mozley, Wilber, 
Crump, Hopkins, Murphy, Willis, 
Cummings, Howard, Neill, Wilson, S.C. 
Curtis, lowa Hulick, Noonan, Woodman. 


So the bill was passed. 
Mr. STALLINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know how I am 


recorded? 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. 


Mr. STALLINGS. 


I desire to vote. 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present when his name 


was called? 


Mr. STALLINGS. 


I answered, but they did not get it down. 


The name of Mr. STALLINGS was then called, and he voted “ yea,” 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Maine, Mr. BoUuTELLE. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
On this question: 
Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. ELLiott of South Carolina. 
Mr. CANNON with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
Mr. Huwine with Mr. Meyer. 
Mr. Bascock with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
On motion of Mr. HEPBURN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


COMMITTEE APPOINTMENT. 


YEAS—162. 

Abbott, Chick: hb Graff, Joh » 
Acheson. Clark tome Griffin, - as 
Allen, Utah Clark, Mo. Griswold, rr. 
Anderson, Coffin, Grow, Kirkpatrick, 

> Solty Hainer, Nebr. Knox, 

Pa. is. ae Kulp, 
Atw - Gorka’ Sarmar Fight 
Baker, Md. Srowther, Harris, * Ueiseny ° 
Baker, N. Culberson, Leo 
a Curtis, Kans. Hemenway, Lester, 

i. Daniels, Henderson, Lew 
Bartlett, Henry, Ind. Long, 
Bennett, De Witt, Hepburn, Low, 
Bind 'Ge. Doolittle, Hicks, y, 
Bl Eddy, Hilborn, abo 
Bowers, Puebla, i ow McCall. Tenn. 
Beier, © Gani, «= Haare, == Motorman ™ 
ly Huff, McCreary, Ky. 
Ber ono za, Mego, 
Mass. Jenkins, ‘ 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. ELLetrt of 
Virginia on the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 


MRDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, having had under consideration resolution No. 
274, report the same back to the House with the following substitute, the 
adoption of which is hereby recommended: 

Resolved, The House shall, immediately upon the passage of this resolution, 
enter upon the consideration of House bill $110, ‘A bill to establish a uniform 
law on the once of bm hm Bm ag the United States"’; that the 
remainder of this day and esday, April 20, and Thursday, April 30. 
shall be devoted to general debate upon said bill; that Friday, May 1, and 
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Saturday, May 2, until 4 o'clock p. m.,shall be devoted to the consideration of 
said bill under the five-minute rule; and at 40’clock p. m., May 2, the bill shall 
be reported, with any amendments that may have been adopted, to the House 
and the previous questions shall be considered as ordered on said bill and 
amendments to ite final passage. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move the previous question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, as my friend from Iowa under- 
stands, there may be two substitutes offered, and possibly there 
will be, and probably under the rule we would only have an 
opportunity to offer one. I am willing to simply take his assur- 
ance, that if the friends of voluntary bankruptcy desire to submit 
two substitutes they shall have the right to do it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I have only heard of one, but of course it 
is nothing but fair to those who are in favor of voluntary bank- 
ruptcy that they should have an ey to offer a substitute. 

‘Ar. BAILEY. I may say that there are those who desire that 
the estate shall be administered under the State laws and dis- 
tributed according to the State laws, and there are others who de- 
sire a purely voluntary system, who desire that the administration 
of the estate should be regulated by the law in the Federal courts. 
It is possible we may get in one substitute, and it is possible two. 
I desire to offer a separate substitute. With that understanding, 
I am entirely satisfied. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa demands the previ- 
ous question. . 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of 
the House that general leave to print — given for ten days 
from this time, as it will be impossible for all to get an opportunity 
to address the House. 

Mr. McMILLIN. On the bankruptcy bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON. On the bankruptcy bill alone. - 
pause.| At therequest of gentlemen around me I will modify that 
request by making it ten days from the conclusion of the debate, 
as it will probably be more convenient then. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that leave to print on the subject of the resolution be 
given for ten days, commencing with the close of the debate. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution speaks of being reported with any amendments 
which may have been ado 


ted. 
Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Gestion, I think it would probably be 


well, and I think the gentleman in charge of the resolution would 
have no objection, to have it apply also to the amendments pend- 
ing. That will make it possible for two amendments to be voted 
on in addition to the substitutes to be voted on by the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would be willing, under the understand- 
ing, that it should apply to the substitute, but Ido not want it 
to apply to all amendments. 

“Mr. McMILLIN, I would suggest to the gentleman that there 
can be only two amendments pending—one amendment and an 
amendment to the amendment, and an amendment to the substi- 
tute pending; so that he would have very little trouble. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I would suggest to my coll e on the 
Committee on Rules if we permit a vote on two substitutes that 
will be enough to coverit. I call the attention of the gentleman 
in charge of the matter on the minority to this question, whether 
that would be satisfactory. I suppose it will be to have a vote on 
both substitutes in the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. That was the understanding I strove to arrive 
at a moment ago. 

The SPEAKER. Is it understood that this bill shall be con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I was going to move to go into Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. That may be interpreted as the meaning of 
the rule. If there be no objection, that can be the conionienalt ng 
of the rule, though without an agreement that construction might 
be doubtful. The gentleman moves to go into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of this bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House aaiastiate resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Payne in the chair. 
BANKRUPTCY BILL. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill (H.R. 
8110) to establish a uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies 
throughout the United States. 


te ‘/ENDERSON,. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of 
© Dil. 


The Clerk read the bill in part. 
Mr. HENDERSON a ). Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the bill. 
here was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like to reach 
an understanding with the gentlemen representing the other view 
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of the case as to the division of the time for debate, and I sugge 
that one-half be controlled by the 5 
BaiLey] and the other half by myse’ 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I suggest to the gentleman that 
there are really three sides to this controversy, and I think .. 
entirely fair division would be to divide the time into three o..., 1 
porta, the gentleman from lowa (Mr, HenpErson] to contro] , »,, 
ird, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Broprrick] to coty, 
one-third, and Ishould be glad tocontrol theremaining third. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Ihadthoughtof asking fortwo-thirds 5+) 
time, because of the great majority here in favor of a ban] 
bill that is a a = hter.] 
Mr. BRODERI ° there amajority, then you do not 
need the time for 5 


t on your side. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I know, but gentlemen want to be jo.y) 
I thought I had reached an understanding with the gentler, 
from Texas as to the division of time. - 

Mr. BAILEY. Thegentleman did reach an understanding w;} 
me, Mr. Chairman, purely because I could not help myself {|,u.})- 
ter]; but I admonished him that I should ask for a division into 
three parts. If that can not be had, I suggest that the gent! 
modify his a so as to provide that the gentleman fro), 
Kansas (Mr. BropERICK] shall control one-half of the time )- 
lotted to the o ition to this bill. 

Mr. HEND N. That is satisfactory. Let the arrange. 
ment then be that the tleman from Texas [Mr. Barney} s)),!) 
control one-quarter of the time, the gentleman from Kansas | \r. 
— another quarter of the time, and I the remaining 


+ 


eon from Texas (Mr, 


erupt 


man 
! l 


There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, it is true, as suggested by 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BartLry], that there are thre 
views in respect to bankruptcy legislation, still there are rea!ly jy; 
two sides. On one sideare those who are in favor of a bankrupt 
law ascontemplated — Constitution, and on the other are those 
who are opposed tosuch legislation. Thereare, however, three lines 
of thought in respect to it. First come those who favor a law pro- 
= for both volun and involuntary bankruptcy. This 
view is represented by the which is now under consideration, 
There is another school who believe in a law which provides only 
for voluntary bankruptcy, cutting off all right on the part of tho 
creditor to move in i and giving thatight 
only to the debtor, That sc of thought is represented hy the 
substitute, notice of which has been given by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BarLey]. There is still a third class, namely, those 
who are 0 to any bankruptcy law and are in favor of re- 
mitting remedies of creditors inst debtors to the State 
laws, cutting off entirely all pr in the Federal courts 
under a general bankruptcy law. These are the three schovls. 

VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 

I will consider first the merits of a voluntary and involuntary 
law, which is the bill reported by the majority of the Commiti~ 
on the Judiciary. This is unquestionably the kind of a bankrupt 
law contemplated the Constitution. Im the debates at the 
Pa convention at Phi phia which adopted the Constitution 

can find, after —. ene me from ony quar- 
ter against clothing Congress t power. Igoastepfurther. 
In the course of my investigation I have been unable to find that 
in any State legislature a tee was developed on this point 
when the ratification of the titution was made. 

Now, I want to impress this point upon the minds of the com- 
mittee: The Constitution clothed Congress with the power. and 
I take it that that puts an obligation u us. Itimposes a trust 
upon us to exercise that power. My of that part of the 
Constitution which gives Congress the power to pass the genera! 
bankruptcy law is that Congress is thereby obligated to act upon 
that power. It is a trust reposed in this body. No bankruptcy 
law containing only volun isions has ever been placed 
upon the Federal statute books, showing that Congress thus ‘ar 
has interpreted the Constitution in accordance with my interpre 
tation. 

Now a few thoughts in to the voluntary and involuntary 
law. Why should the creditor be cut off from proceeding und: 
the provisions of a bankrupt law? Why should the debtor only 
be permitted to move in the bankruptcy court for relief in a ase 
where heisa bankrupt? Let ussu that I am a merchant, and 
my friend from Kansas, Judge BRopERICK, sells to ne 5)'),0 
worth of goods, and I go to work with my industry and my °o 
ergy to develop a business with that capital plus what I may have 
accumulated before. I work along for five, or six, or eight, or ‘2 
years. In the meantime I am living upon that business." of 
it my wife and my children are deriving their food and clot!ins. 
Finally run on until I find that I can not sustain myse!! %y 
longer and my $50,000 worth of borrowed assets have been 
reduced to $25,000. : 

Now, at that point, who has the better right to deal with _ 
remaining assets, Judge BropeRrick or Mr. HenpEKson? lle 8 
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ho put that property into my possession. I have lived 
the ary b. = the credit of it, all that time, but in the struggle 
life—perhaps oe to hard times, possibly because I have not 
the genius to handle the business, but am better adapted to sawing 
ee matter what the reason may be, the fact is that I have 
but $25,000 worth of assets left. I have lived five or six years off 
the property which I bought from Judge Broperick, and now | 
have only $25,000 worth of it remaining. I trust that my friend 
from Kansas, in his time, will make it clear to this committee that 
I alone, the debtor, have the right to say what shall be done with 
respect to those remaining assets for the benefit of my creditor. 
1 contend, Mr. Chairman, that the man who put that property 
into my ion and who, in equity, owns every dollar of the 
$25,000 that is left in my possession has a more sacred right to 
enter prc i in the bankruptcy court in the matter than I 
have. But this bill treats them exactly alike. This bill has the 
voluntary and the involuntary provision. If I find my load too 
heavy, if I have satisfied myself that I can not go forward and 
win, 1 can file my petition in bankruptcy and ask that the assets 
be distributed among my creditors and that I be allowed to start 
anew in the battle of life. Butsuppose I want to struggle on and 
on, living as long as I can on the assets remaining, allowing them 
to run down, , to $10,000, and suppose Judge BRODERICK 
sees where this thing is drifting, sees that $25,000 of the amount 
which he advanced to me is gone, and that I am still going down 
and down, that those assets which he in equity owns are being 
depleted still further—I would like to hear some good reason 
given to this committee why Judge BropEerick, my creditor, 
should not be permitted to move in the matter to protect what is 
left of the pro’ that he gave me credit for. 

Now, it should be borne in mind that when he steps in and 
when other creditors step in, what is left of my assets is equitably 
distributed among them all, all being treated alike; and under 
this proposed law, I, the debtor, will have left all the exemptions 
that my State gives me out of what remains. And then, let it not 
be forgotten, if Iam an honest man, the load is lifted and I can 
reenter the arena of life, relieved of every debt excepting the few 
specified as exceptions in this bill, such as taxes; and with the 
load thus lifted I am allowed to make a fresh start. It seems to 
me, Mr. Chai , that no other view can be taken than that the 
creditor and the debtor should both have the right to treat of this 
remaining fund in the hands of the debtor. If either should alone 
have the right, the creditor has the better right. 

VIEWS OF STATESMEN OF THE PAST AND PRESENT. 

This view has been taken since the Constitution was adopted by 
many of the ablest men in this country. I know that this state- 
ment is not argument; but I have sometimes found, when I had 
not myself the time or possibly the ability to investigate compli- 
cated questions, it was easier for me to pass judgment if I knew 
how abler men had thought of the matter troubling me. In the 
first place, ‘‘ the f: *—and we are all accustomed to speak of 
“the fathers”—have pointed the way in the Constitution. In 
addition tothat letmename a few, and only avery few, of the giants 
of the past who have contended in the House and the Senate and be- 
fore the country in favor of alaw with the voluntary and the invol- 
untary provisions. Mr. Webster spoke with no uncertain sound 
in be of both provisions. Henry Clay made himself immortal 
as an American with his appeal for a bankruptcy law with both 
provisions. Madison, the great expounder of the Constitution, 
stood forth the fearless champion for a law with both these pro- 
visions. Thomas Benton was equally outspoken. The most elo- 
quent appealever made under the American flag for a bankruptcy 
law, and with both provisions, came from Mr. Hayne; and the 
erudite Story, who is revered in every law office as one of the rec- 
— expounders of constitutional law, advocated this kind of 
a law. 


In our more modern times—and I have named but a few of the 
“fathers ” and those who followed them—such a measure has been 
supported in this House by Judge Ezra B. Taylor, whom we all 
remember as chairman of the Judiciary Committee, the successor 
of Mr. Garfield; by Col. William C. Oates, now the governor of 
Alabama, who voted against the bill in the Fifty-first Congress but 
introduced and championed it in the Fifty-second and Fifty-third 
Congresses; by Mr. William L. Wilson, the present Postmaster- 
General; by Catonines, Mr. Outhwaite, Mr. McAdoo, 
Judge Hayes of Iowa, Judge Buchanan of New Jersey, ex-Senator 
Perkins, now gone; Mr. George E. Adams of Chicago, Mr. Frank 
of St. and by some of the strongest men of our own time, 
inclndin . Reep and Governor Dinetey. And Iam glad to 
say that I have standing = ¢ my side to-day in advocacy of this 
measure one who ranks be ind. few men in point of intellectual 
ability—the i gentleman from Texas, Judge CULBER- 


In addition to that, four great national conventions—two held in 


this city (I had the honor of being a participant in the first one 
just about the time I was entering Co: yoome fourteen years 
8g0), one held in St. Louis, and one in Minneapolis, made up of 
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the representative men of the great commercial and industrial in- 
terests of the nation—have advocated a bankruptcy bill, made up 
of both voluntary and involuntary provisions. The great journals 
of this country, East and West, North and South, have advocated 
such a measure. The press of the country 





generally has advo 


cated it, and I can say that so faras the people of this country have 
spoken they have, with wonderful unanimity, spoken for ‘a law 
with both voluntary and involuntary provisions. 

Now, another thought in passing. What is the real difference 
between a voluntary and an involuntary bill? The 


moment that 


the adjudication in bankruptcy is made all differ at an 


end. If Mr. Smith files aw@mvoluntary petition or the creditors 
file a petition against Mr. Smith, the moment that the bankruptcy 
court makes the adjudication in bankruptcy that mom: nt ail 
differences cease. The privileges, the rights, and the duties of the 


debtor are exactly the same from that moment, whether he files 
the petition or his creditors file it. From that instant of time the 
rights, the obligations, the duties of the creditors are exactly the 
same, no matter who petitions. I want that thought kept in 
the mind of this committee, because with that fact so plant d 
many of the questions that might disturb the views of mem) 
will vanish from the mind. 
INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY 

Now, a few thoughts as*to involuntary bankruptcy. There isa 
feeling in certain quarters that there is something harsh and cruel 
about involuntary bankruptcy, and that voluntary bankruptcy is 
generous and kind. This bin provides for voluntary bankruptcy; 
but is there anything harsh, cruel, or severe in the involuntary 
orovisions of this bill? I want to say here to the committee that 
during the life of the bankruptcy law in 1887, under which I prac 
ticed constantly until it was repealed, I frequently encountered 
matters that made me think that it had some provisions which 
were too severe. I have not forgotten my experience, and the 
view I sometime took with my partners, especially Judge Shiras, 
with whom I was associated during my entire practice, that the 
law had been made up too much from the Eastern standpoint. 

Westward the star of empire takes its 

And —- do not say that it is so—this bill may have 
stamped upon it a little too much of the Western idea. 

And right here let me give a little history. Within afew vears 
after the repeal of the act of 1867 agitation began for another gen 
eral bankruptcy law; and Judge Lowell, a clean, able man anda 

satriot, drafted what was known as the Lowell bill. Many of us 
in the West thought it was too drastic, too severe,in some of its 
provisions. 

About this time a young lawyer living in St. Louis who had 
distinguished himself for his ability and great learning touching 
the bankruptcy laws in this country took an interest in this ques- 
tion, and at once his marked ability was recognized and he was 
made chairman of three national conventions to consider the 

uestion. I refer to Judge Jay L. Torrey, then a resident of St. 
ei I corresponded with him, making some suggestions in 
reference to the matter, because when he began to take an interest 
in the inquiry he invited an expression of the sentiments of the 
people generally throughout the country and criticisms of the 
measure. My old law partner, Judge Shiras, wrote making many 
suggestions, and the correspondence and the discussion at the con 
ventions finally resulted in producing several radical changes from 
the original Lowell bill, changes which met the approval of the 
best legal talent and judgment of this country from every point 
of the compass until that bill has had thé indorsement of the great 
and small commercial, industrial, and professional bodies of the 
land, has been supported by the organ of the Farmers’ Alliance, 
as I amassured, and has had the support.on the floor of this House 
of men from every State in the Union, I am safe in saying. 

At the Minneapolis convention, on motion of one of the dele- 
gates, the bill was named the “ Torrey bill” in honor of this young 
man. He is now the speaker of the Wyoming legislature, a man 
of ability, modesty, and character. 


rs 


way 


But, Mr. Chairman, this bill that was named the Torrey bill has 
undergone very many changes in the Judiciary Committees of the 
two Houses. It has been reported here for action several times. 
It was considered by the Judiciary Committee of the House under 
Judge Taylor, of Ohio, and under Judge Culberson; and before 
it was reported from the House at this session of Congress a sub- 


committee of five of the members of the Judiciary Committee 
had been spending between four and five weeks upon it, meet- 
ing almost daily, and twelve days were spent upon it by the 
full Committee on the Judiciary, in which time many friendly 
changes were made. And while it is known as the “‘ Torrey bill,” 
that bill having been the foundation on which this is based, yet 
the pending bill has stamped upon it the judgment of several com 
mittees, and many changes have been made from the original Tor- 
rey bill. I can truthfully add that Judge Torrey himself has been 
swift to favor any needed improvements. 

We have had three bankruptcy laws in the United States—the 
one of 1800, which I think was only on the statute books a year or 
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two and was then repealed; then we had the act of 1841, which 
was only two or three years on the statute books, and was also 
repealed; and then came the third and last act, that of March 2 
1867, i following the example previously set, that was repealed 
in 1878. E 

I have heard it contended that the brief life of these various 
bankruptcy laws should be a warning that there was somethin 
inherently wrong in such a system. There is no man so foolis 
as he who will not treat himself squarely. I have studied this 

uestion carefully and have endeavored to learn the reasons for 
eir repeal. 

Under the act of 1800, during the lifetime of that act, this coun- 
try was practically a wilderness; we did not know hardly what a 
railroad was, and the Federal courts were regarded by the pro- 
fession and the people as something far away and surrounded by 
great, dark, hidden mysteries. Transportation was limited, and 
that court was not easily accessible to the people; and in addition 
to that, as I find in one report made by Judge Wolverton on the 
Torrey bill, as it was then known, a few years ago, it is shown 
that the first act became a theme of — contention, and that 
the real merits of the question were lost sight of in i war 
and consequently it was r led. But I can well understand 
that in those days, when we had but little population and no rail- 
road facilities, the masses of the people, and even the legal pro- 
fession itself, or the great body of it, unfamiliar with the practice 
in the Federal courts, it could not hope to be a popular court be- 
cause of the inconvenience to the people; and the same condition 
of affairs is applicable to and is true of the law of 1841. This 
condition is not to be lost sight of When we reach the considera- 
tion of the act of 1867. The United States courts and their divi- 
com were even then few and remote from the masses of the 
people. 

But another reason operated against the act of 1867. It was too 
expensive. The insolvent’s assets went largely to officials instead 
of to the debtors, and by almost common consent it was repealed. 

But how is it now? None know better than the members of the 
Judiciary Committee the growth of the Federal court system in 
this country. Almost every lawyer now knows something of its 
practice. It is, at every term of Congress, being brought nearer 
and nearer to the people of the coun Take it in my own State. 
I think we had but two places to hold the United States court in 
Iowa during the life of the act of an seenaperanes, Des Moines, 
Dubuque, my own town, and at Keokuk. 

Now we have Keokuk, Mount Pleasant, Des Moines, and Coun- 
cil Bluffs, in the southern district, and in my district we have 
Dubuque, Cedar Rapids, Fort Dodge, and Sioux City. It has 
been brought nearer to all the people, is convenient to them, 
and if there is any one class of commen of Con that we be- 
come familiar with in the Judiciary Committee it is those gentle- 
men who are asking the establishment of new divisions in their 
States for bolding United States courts. And now the tendency 
of legislation in Congress is to be liberal in that regard. I fought 
for four years to have my own State divided and a greater 
conveniences to the a in that rd before I came to Con- 
ro, and I think that is where I the ‘‘bee in my bonnet,” 

or I thought possiy I could do the work better inside than on 
the outside. lly succeeded in getting the division made, and 
that division has been a blessing to our State. 

Here let me invite your attention to another fact: Under this 
bill each 7 is entitled to a referee district; so that the ref- 
erees are found in each county under this bill. What does that 
mean? The referee has all the powers of the judge, except as to 
hearing the petition in contested cases, the confirmation of a com- 
position, the setting of a confirmation aside, or the granting or 
ne a discharge. These matters must be tried before a 
— ut if the ju is absent and no defense is made in an 
involuntary case ng te the debtor or any of his creditors, it 
may be referred to the referee and he may dismiss the petition or 
e the adjudication in bankruptcy. He a act on a 
voluntary petition when the judgeisabsent. So that this law lays 
the. t bulk of its transaction at the door of everyone eeaaneed 
and his local counsel, scattered through theState. Itisnotdum 
into the hopper of a few leading lawyers in the cities and towns 
where these courts of ee are held; but under this bill, in 
addition to the advan which we now have by the increase of 
the Federal courts and the new divisions, it gives a referee in each 
county, where the great bulk of the business under the bank- 
ruptcy law can be treated. 

ow, passing from that let me say this: The ae fea- 
tures are kind, because, instead of having a large number of suits 
scattered around the country and a large number of counsel, you 
have it all brought into one suit. It is economy to the debtor and 
to the creditor who is interested in getting as a dividend as 
possible. I want that kept in mind. 

Another — about the involuntary provision. Every creditor 
knows that with this law upon the statute book there is no use of 
his dashing in ‘“‘ where angels fear to tread” and attacking the 
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debtor with the numberless State writs and proceedings; no s9 
of his going in to get preferences and advantages over his fo]|,w. 
creditors, because if he does the other creditors can move and 
bring itinto acommon suit and he be compelled to surrender y D his 
preferences and take pro rata with the rest. 

Do you observe now that it is kind? Why? If a man is stry.. 
gling a creditor is not afraid that Tom, Dick, or Harry at somo 

int will dash in ahead of him, or that a few great commer:jq] 

ies, organizations, or houses in this country, antagonizing ¢)\\, 
bill, bodies which have got their traps set in front of every ¢ouy- 
try store, communication with their attorneys, and an aitorney 
hired to ~_ in their stores to manage them, where they can ta) 
a bell and the writ issues under State law, will be able to dray this 
man in and get preference—there is no danger of that. There. 
fore, creditors are willing to consult with a debtor, go over jis 
books, and see whether the man can afford to go on, whether ho 
is able to fight the battle to a successful issue, or whether he }ag 
better surrender. There is no temptation under this law for tho 
severity of treatment of the debtor that is found under our present 
State systems. 

The creditors do not need to be alarmed. They can take time, 
If I am a creditor merchant, John Jones, in that other town, can 
not get ahead of me, for if he tries it we will have it all into a 
common pot and his attempted preference will have to come in 
and be divided. Therefore there is no temptation for the harsh 
treatment of the debtor, no reason why such writs should be is- 
sued, attachment, replevin, and so on, or suits be brought. We 
can take our time, and under that many a man who under our 
State laws is sent to the wall might be saved and continue suc- 
cessfully the battle of life. 

Now, while on this head I will invite the attention of the com- 
mittee to section 2 of the bill, while discussing the involuntary 
features alone. 

There are nine grounds upon which a debtor may be proceeded 
againstin bankruptcy. Briefly I will allude toeach of them for 
the henefit of those who are sensitive about involuntary proceed- 
ings and rey eeey rack their brains to find hard terms to apply to 
them when there is no reason for doing so. I see no cause 
in this debate for anything but an earnest consideration of this 
question with a view to doing our whole duty and what is best. 

These nine grounds are what must be attacked if the involun- 
tary features of this bill should be surrendered and the right to 
proceed in bankruptcy is left wholly to the debtor. 

Now,I caution you to watch one thing well while I discuss 
these nine grounds for involuntary ings, and that is either 
one of two conditions must exist before a creditor can move by 
involuntary proceedings. We have these grounds not a 
little from what they have ever been before when submitted to 
Congress. There must be either some wicked purpose in the 
debtor’s heart or he must be insolvent in fact and have made pro- 
tracted defaults in payments due or shown his inability to protect 
his estate from an inequitable division. Simply being insolvent 
will not ee Making defaults alone will not 
authorize creditors to proceed. Now, keep those two thoughts in 
your mind. 

The first ground is this: 

Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall consist of his having (1) concealed 
himself, d or remained away from his place of business, residence, or 
domicile, with intent to avoid the service of civil process and to defeat his 

to d thos not ha at least forty-eight hours before the 


ve 
in bankruptcy, and before the rights of creditors shall 
paired, altered, or interfered with. 


Now, right here let me call your attention to the dictionary in 
the first section, 8, clause 12 of the bill, because the defini- 
tion of the word ‘‘ defeat” is there given. 

“Defeat” shall include defraud or delay, evade, hinder, and impede with 
intent to defraud. 

So that whenever you find in this bill the word “defeat ” quali- 
fying an act, it means that he shall try to defeat with a fraudu- 
lent purpose and intent. Therefore, keep the dictionary (efin- 
tion of ‘‘ defeat” in your mind. 

Mr. TAWNEY. , in the first instance, is to determine that 
fact for the creditor before he can file a petition in bankruptcy: 

Mr. HENDERSON. He will have to look into that, certainly. 

he has got to determine. 
got to allege that fact. 
. Ofcourse; and the burden of proof is on 


too. 
Mr. MILES. That is to be like any other fact. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Yes. Now watch the second ground: 
Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent — 
Mark the word “insolvent ”"— 
to secure the release of any 


or over, or if such property is 
Soemuns than onli tame tae aloes 


him, 


levied upon under sess of law for 
be sold within such time under such 
the time fixed for such sale. 


this bill. We even give the sit: 
ner a chance to repent and come back into the domain of good 
people and to stay the proceedings that the creditors must 4” 
should institute for self-protection. 
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Now, you see @ party must be insolvent. And I want you to 
watch the condition we made. Three days of grace are given. 

The third is: 

Made a transfer of any of his property with intent— 

What?— 
to defeat— : 

With a fraudulent purpose. Are gentleman going to stand up 
here and defend scoundrels who defraud their creditors? Gentle- 
men of the committee, trace this law, chapter by chapter, para- 
graph by h, and line by line; and when you read it 
through you will d it is a bill to provide remedies and protec- 
tion for honest men, but not for thieves and scoundrels. [Ap- 
plause.} We make no pretense here to hold back the moving 
creditor to secure his rights against the scoundrel who is trying to 
defraud him. If anyone here does not agree with that, let him 
trace through the field of thought and find an argument to satisty 
earnest men why you should step in in such a case. 

ransf is property with intent to defeat his creditors, 
oe =< seen possession toads property— 

Here we make an amendment in this bill. Right here I will 
tell you that one of the things that led me to acquiesce in this, 
going possibly a little too far, was the counsel of my honored 
friend who sits in front of me [Mr. anne when I entered 
upon the consideration of this question. He asked me, so far as I 
could, to tone down these provisions; and when my able colleague, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray], offered these amend- 
ments I acquiesced in them— 


and has not regained the otpenthte possession of such property before 


and 
the rights of creditors have been altered, impaired, or changed by reason of 


such transfer, and at least ten days before the commencement of a proceed- 
ing in bankruptcy. ; ; 

Mercy again on guard, even for one acting with a bad motive. 

Fourth— 

assignm benefit of his creditors or filed in court a writ- 
oo teneaaah Bae otis inability to pay his debts. 

When a man says, ‘‘I surrender; I can not any longer keep up 
this fight,” surely his creditor—not a cutthroat, or scoundrel, or 
harsh, or cruel—his creditor is justified in saying, ‘‘ I want now to 
protect my rights and have a fair distribution between man and 
man.” No one will question the wisdom of a law that provides 
for fair distribution when a debtor gives up the fight and sur- 
renders his property to creditors. 

Fifth— 

Made while insolvent— 

Mark that qualification— 

a transfer of any of his property, or suffered any of it to be taken or levied 
upon by process of law or otherwise for the purpose of giving a preference. 

The wicked element is lodged in this: If he is going to give 
some pet creditor or relative a preference and become bad, it is 
an act of bankruptcy, and the creditors have a right to step in 
and the right to act. 

Mr. MILES. And that, too, while he is insolvent. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And that, too, while he is insolvent. That 
is explicitly stated: and there, too, we give him time to repent. 
Observe what follows: 

And has not ed the ownership of such property or released same 
from such levy before the rights of creditors shall have been altered, change. 
or impaired by reason of such transfer, taking, or levy, and at least ten days 
before the commencement of a proceeding in bankruptcy. 

The only thing that I feared in this debate was that some one 
would say, ‘‘ You have bent too far over to protect a man who did 
this wicked act.” But we concluded that if he repented of his 
bad a if he desired to reenter the domain of good people. 
retrace his steps,and put himself and property back where he and 
it hes we would not allow the creditor to proceed against him. 

Sixth— 


a crosared or suffered a judgment to be entered against him with intent to, 
efeat— 


Ihave explained “defeat” to you as containing the element of 
fraud. With an intent to defeat, to fraudulently defeat— 
his 


creditors and suffered to remain unpaid until ten days before the filing of 

& petition in bankruptcy: Provided, That a payment or satisfaction of such 
aaa a ah cay of Se ie tes Ct roceeds of 
ee a en such judgmen er the pr 

visions of this section. a. at 


Seventh— 


again—hiding, sneaking, retiring from the 
open field of honest business, defrauding. 


Secreted any of his rty toavoid its being levied upon under legal proc- 
ess against himself ior to Nefeat his qretien and ie not earrendered 
such property to such legal process at least ten days before the filing of a 
bill in bankruptey. 
Eighth: 
Suffered while insolvent an execution of $500 or over, or a number of exe- 

such amount, against him to be returned no property 


before a hr shown to be due by such execution 


if 
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There mercy again comes in. 

Surely if the debtor’s status is such that the sheriff can find no 
property and the debtor has given up the battle and permits judg- 
ment to be rendered against him, the creditors are wholly justtied 
im moving in bankruptcy, if they see anything in the situation to 
encourage them in so doing. 

_ Ninth, and last—now watch this, for here is where the battle 
is often waged against a bankrupt law: 


Suspended and not resumed for thirty days, and until a petition is filed, 
while insolvent, the payment of his commercial paper for or aggrogating $500 
or over. 


Under the act of 1867 the suspension of one’s commercial paper 
for a second of time, fraudulently, was an act of bankruptcy. The 
suspension of the payment of a man’s commercial paper for four- 
teen days, without reference to fraud, was an act of bankruptcy 
under the act of 1867, and that without any qualification, without 
any reference to whether he was solvent or insolvent. The man 
might be worth a million dollars more than his liabilities, but if 
his commercial paper for any amount went unpaid for fourteen 
days he could be thrown into bankruptcy under the act of 1867. 

Mr. MILES. Is not that so under many of the insolvent laws 
of the States? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Undoubtedly. In this bill we make the 
time thirty days, the amount $500 or over, and in addition to that 
= must be in fact insolvent, and the creditor must prove these 

acts. 

Mr. Chairman, if a man, and especially a merchant or trader— 
an active business man—fails for thirty days to meet his commer- 
cial paper for such an amount, and is unable to have the same re- 
newed, and if he is in fact insolvent, we know by experience that 
his case is hopeless, and that all interests—his and his creditors’— 
will be best served by the surrender of his assets to his creditors. 

Now, gentlemen, I have gone over the nine grounds for invol- 
untary bankruptcy. If I have not thought, read, and studied this 
subject in vain and helped to put the bill in its present shape, I 
say to you you will need “the tongue of Greeks and Jews, and 
nobler speech than angels use,” to satisfy the business men and 
the honest men of this country that these are harsh and unjust 
provisions. Under either of the conditions enumerated in these 
nine heads the creditor is permitted to do—what? To ask that 
the assets shall be put into a common fund and divided pro rata 
between creditors of equal rights. That there shall be no advan- 
tage to the swift, the cruel. the heartless creditor, but fair treat- 
ment to all; and then, if the man is honest and makes no false 
statements, the load of debt is to be lifted from him and he can 
start again. If I can not recommend those provisions as fair and 
just to my associates in this House, then I am incapable of analyz- 
ing what is fair play between man and man in the business trans- 
actions of life. 

Now I call attention to another fact: The creditor can not 
move by involuntary proceedings unless the debtor owes a thou- 
sand dollars. No proposition that has ever heretofore come before 
Congress made the amount more than $500, and I believe it was 
$250 or $300 under the act of 1867. If I am wrong I shall be glad 
tobecorrected. But in this bill we makeit a thousand dollars, and 
then, under the voluntary provisions, all limitation is taken off, so 
that the poorest man in this country who 1s entitled to a discharge 
can secure one under the voluntary provision, without regard to 
how much or how little he owes. Not only that, but we take this 
step further. If he shows by affidavit that he is unable to pay the 
filing fees due to the receiver, the trustee, and the clerk, making 
in all $25, he will be exempt from that requirement, and can go in 
and secure his rights under the law. 

There is one thing that I will answer for in the future if this 
bill shall become a law. No one can sustain the charge against 
me or my associates reporting this bill that we have reported a 
measure against the interests of the poor. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I see from my notes—for I have been talk- 
ing entirely from notes—that they would occupy me for hours, 
and I must change my line and treat of matters as they come to 
my mind. 

Another point is that a man who is engaged chiefly in farming 
can not be proceeded against under this bill, and the wage earner 
is cnneageed frou theinvoluntary provision. I offered this amend- 
ment myself in the committee. In this we may be drifting a lit- 
tle westward, but I have my own reasons and my own feelings 
about this point. In the first place, the debts which the farmer 
owes are usually secured by mortgage. He borrows money by 
mortgage, and finally pays it off and runs without it. The cred- 
itors, being secured, do not need to have the farmers covered by 
this bill, and if they were in it that feature would be made a pre- 
text and a football for those who do not wish to treat this matter 
candidly—I hope we shall find none such in this Chamber—with- 
out being any real advantage. 

In our dictionary here we define what ‘‘ wage earner” is. A 
** wage earner” is one who does not earn to exceed $1,500 a year. 
In examining the existing definitions in the law books we found 
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that there might be some difficulty, and we did not wish to leave 
the matter in doubt,so we made this definition, and we make a 
wage earner who earns not to exceed $1,500 a year exempt from 
the involuntary provisions of the bill. Of course he may go into 
bankruptcy voluntarily, but he can not be thrown in by creditors. 
Iam afraid that if we have committed any error we have leaned 
too much to the kindly side in this matter, but, Governor [ad- 
dressing Mr. DINGLEY], you must bear a large part of the respon- 
a. for you put some of these things into our heads with your 
valuable and kind suggestions. 

We also exempt national banks from the involuntary provision. 
Now, that looks like bending the supple hinges of the knee to the 
corporations, but it is not. We would hit them in an instant if 
it was thought best, but no law can be framed for the national 
banks better than the law which is now in existence, and inas- 
much as these banks have relation to themoney of the le and 
the Government is responsible to the people for the condition of 
the money, we felt that it was better to leave them to be dealt 
with by the existing national-bank law. But under this bill no 
corporation can voluntarily take the benefit of the bankrupt law. 
If creditors desires to proceed against a corporation in bankruptcy 
they may do so except in the case of a national bank, while, as I 
have said, no corporation can voluntarily take advantage of the 


w. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As to the national banks, they are cared for 
by another law that is more drastic than this. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly; more drastic—more severe— 
than anything in this bill. 

I have treated of volun and involuntary bankruptcy, and 
of canny bankruptcy alone, and now I want to say a word 
about * 

VOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY ONLY. 

My friend from Texas [Mr. Barry] has a substitute which he 
to offer for this bill. I have in my discussion of the in- 
voluntary reached over somewhat into the domain of the volun- 
tary, and, inasmuch as his substitute is to be discussed, we will 
leave the minute discussion of that phase of the question until we 
hear the argument which he has to offer. The onus probandi, I 
take it, is upon those who urge that as a substitute for this bill. 

But I ask that the fact be kept in mind that the committee's 
bill provides usly for voluntary bankruptcy. We are as 
faithful in locking after the interests of the debtor as of the cred- 
itor, and, through both, of the public, for the public good is the 
foundation stone of this whole question. 

THOSE OPPOSED TO ANY BANKRUPTCY LAW. 

Now, there is a third class—those who are opposed to any bank- 
ey law. I know that I have the reputation of being too kind. 
It operated against me sometimes, I think; it has been assumed 
that I was not suitable for responsible position because I am ‘‘ too 
good-natured.” I am willing toconfess that is one of the elements 
of my nature; and if the charge is true I would not exchange it 
for a heart of steel—not for a kingdom; because I enjoy life as I 
ghee . But if I can not sustain some kind of a bankrupt law, 

think I shall have to lay it to a defective judgment—not to an 
overabundant heart. 

We are living in an in which I think we are fortunate to 
live. I have sometimes felt as if we were in great good luck in 
having our lot cast in this cen . While the world’s embryotic 
state was full of interest and dev full i 
= chiefs, of courage, mental , | sometimes feel as 

ough in our age the guiding hand opened the floodgates of 
a let it come upon us like a great ocean. I can not coun- 
sel a retention of the influence of the Dark I bless my God 
that there was a Charles Dickens to wield mighty pen that 
opened the doors of the jails of England to let the de free. 
I can not afford to give counsel that will send this country back- 
ward. In China the debtor involved to a certain amount is de- 
capitated. Lam notwithChina. I retain upon my lib 
the writings of Dickens, who, with his warm heart and 


nius, dissolved the iron gates that held the debtor a prisoner. 


e spirit of this age cries out to every lawmaker in favor of a 
rtunate 


class who are absolutely unfo 


Why, my fellow-legislators, this country has seen crash after 
ash, when the business giants went down before the storm of 


disaster. Sometimes there was one set of causes; sometimes there 
was another. It is not for us to discuss now the causes. Let us 


not turn isan, and sink this debate below the 


dignity 

that belongs to it. This is no partisan question; it is purely a 
business matter. In every debate on this question for years there 
side and Democrats in favor 

Democrats 


have been found side 
of a bankrupt law, and side by side 
against a bankrupt law. So let the 


ublicans and 


erations. 

believe it will, it will be no 

belong to every man that steps 
his country. 


blican victory; the victory 
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needed, let us look at a few facts, for you know Burns said that ;))... 
were “chiels that wunna ding,” and Burns, 
to off some good things. 


the United States “rom 1879 to 1895, both years included—, ;,.. 
of seventeen years, commencing, as will be observed, with ;),, 
first year after the repeal of the last bankruptcy act, the ac: ,; 
1867—the total failures in the United States during that 
were 171,389. What an army to have followed Washington! 1), 
tea question would have been solved in lively fashion if he had aq 
that body behind him promptly. ; 
men were $2,611,521,704. 


. ae ee 


shelves 


oso ee > continae—a battle of 
earnes ught—withouw ttling it with any partisan consid- 
If this bill becomes a law and blesses our people, as I 


s 


‘orth to help to do this great good 
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In the terrible crash of 1893 and 1894 some of the best men in 


this country—best in all that is intellectual and moral—went 4... 
before the storm. No matter where the whirlwind came f;, ; 
or what hand set it in motion. When the debtor is down, aro . 
going to gain anges ; ' 
we gain anything by holding in chains possible and known activ; 
vigor, and courage? I do not believe in the jail any further ; 

necessary for the good of society; that is, to tie up the man w) 

hand would be at your throat or in your pocketbook, not +, «;, 
up and chain down honest men with their possible powers 4), 
great results locked up in their brains and hearts. - 


™m 
ye 


as a country by keeping him there? | 


n 


In order to judge intelligently whether a bankruptcy },.. ; 


k or sol P used 


m the Bureau of Statistics I gather that the total {,)) 


period 


The aggregate liabilities of those 
Then I compared the first three months of 1895 with the same 


three months of 1896. 


I found that in three months of 1896 the failures were 4,03), and 


in the three months of 1895, 3,802. The increase of failures in tho 
first three months of this year, as com: 


I ‘ with the corres] mnd- 
p Rwy of last year, was, as will be seen, 229, showing that. 
although the crisis occurred in 1893 and 1894, the conditions are 
still unfavorable. What do these liabilities amount to? For tho 
first three months of 1896, $38,755,015; for the first three months 
of 1895, $34.160,952, the increase for the first three months of 1s. 


ee ee nen ee eens Pees. being $4,509 1,063, 
So that a ae law is not alone needed for the crisis, but in 
ike ours there is a continuing condition that 
needs this rem cos when [ show you that in seventeen years 
$2,611,521,704 of liabilities have fallen upon an army of 171.°%%), is 
it not time for the lawmaker to ask whether it would not be well 
to lift this load and let such of these prisoners as are honest go 
free? If the creditor is willing to do it, we should be, and cred- 
itors and debtors urge this oo 
Now, there is a fact here t must not be forgotten. To lift 
this load, to set this army of debtors free and let them come hak 
among us as active workers and useful members of society, (on- 
= has the power. The State can not doit. The State, 
grant, is potential, excepting where limited by the Constitution. 
But the Constitution, Article I, section 10, provides that ‘no 
State shall any law im the obligations of contracts.” 
Therefore State can not invalidate the contract between the 
debtor and the creditor where they reside in different States: it 
can not open the prison doors; it can not put this great, stricken 
army once more into the field from their parole, but Con- 
gress, having the power to passa general bankruptcy law, contain- 
ing the full power to annul contracts—for we have it specially 
granted—we alone have the to relieve the burden which 
rests — the individual. Mr. Chairman, that argument alone 
a pring us promptly forward to the support of a general bank- 
ruptcy bill. 
"But I find I am consuming a deal more time with these 
details than I aera: and I am running over the usual time. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman from Iowa have time to conclude his remar's. 
Mr. ERSON. Ithankthe gentlemanfrom Texas. |).ve 
the peat of the time ——o J ows and that = = — I do not 
wan upon the in ce of the House, because so 
‘many of carton want to ey shall endeavor to make my 
remarks as brief as ible. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. You want to take sufficient time to 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I ought to have calle! at 
tention to the fact, in passing, that the average failures {or |)° 
fifteen years I have referred to—and I will only give it in rou! 
numbers—is one hundred and fifty-three million for every yo": 
and at the rate we are now going on in 1896 it will amoun''? 
more than that—to over $155,000,000 annually. I mention (* 
because that condition appeals eloquently to the judgment 0! (” 
lawmakers for the necessity of some law on the statute boo!) 
reference to this subject. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this on or thought I cal! to te 
attention of the committee. I e discussed why all of the other 
bills were short lived, and I want to suggest here that now 
have reached the period of great growt 


xplain 


in this country, ~ 
ue these figures: Taking the first perio’. '"" 

instance in 1600, after the first act was we had but 5,000; 
of population, while now we have 70,000,000; of telegrap 















Hines, in 1967, when the last bill was passed, we had but 46,000 
miles while in 1894, we had 190,000 miles. Telegrams sent in 
1867 "5,000,000; im 1894, 58,000,000. Exports of merchandise in 

1, or nt after the first act of 1841, $106,000,000; in 1867, $294,- 
900,000, when the last act was passed; and in 1894, 892,000,000. 
Of imports of merchandise in 1845 we had $113,000,000; in 1867, 


$395 000,000; and in 1895, $731,000,000. The revenues of the Post- 
Office De t in 1847 amounted to the sum of $3,000,000 in 


round numbers, and in 1895 they had reached $76,000,000; while 

ur railroad mileage in this country (you remember I discussed 
th facilities of getting to the Federal courts in 1841), when the 
first law was , amounted to 3,535 miles; in 1867, to 39,250 
miles; and in 1894 this had grown to 179,279 miles. __ 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the experience of a child will not 
do to test what is best for the full-grown man. The condition of 
affairs in this country which you are looking back to when this 

st was first 
Sitions of 1867—showed this country to be but a mere stripling as 
compared with the great, throbbing commercial nation now, 
where on every hand the great engines of eae are plowing 
the way to future greatness and success. Who would look back at 
those times when we tried that law and declare that that should 
be the standard by which to measure our judgment <a it pow? 

England in 1542 first passed a general bankruptcy law. They 
have never taken that law from the statute book. But what have 
they done? They have passed over 200 enactments since that time 
amending the original bankruptcy law. So I appeal to you, gen- 
tlemen, to join in framing a bill where we have done our best, 
consulting the experiences of the past, to learn the objections 
to the practical operations of the old law, and frame it now in the 
best possible shape for present conditions; and then let our expe- 
rience in the future enable us to amend and adjust it to our grow- 
ing national necessities. 

STATE LAWS. 

Leaving it under the State law, with the obligations upon the 
debtor, what is the effect? Does it tend to develop a healthy 
growth of good, sound commercial relations? The man whois left 
with hopeless debt hanging over him, what does he do? He must 
put his property into other hands—in his wife's name or in the 
name of some relative or friend. Ido not care what your State 
law is, that will be the result. The man who has God's a 
on his soul will do something to sustain his wife and child and 
save them from want. I believe I would steal a potato if such a 
condition of affairs were forced upon me, and if you keep this 
chain around the debtor’s neck you drive him, in order to meet 
these duties of life, the affections that cling round his heart and 
his hearthstone—you force him into dishonorable courses. When 
the time has come, when he is forced to the wall, he can not get 
through. Itis a great deal better for the commercial and indus- 
trial world, for the creditor, for the debtor, for the people at large, 
to — for him a system of relief under our Constitution and 
under our laws, and divide what he has left among those to whom 
it belongs, give him the benefit of the exemption laws of his State, 
and let him startagain; but let him start side by side with his fel- 
low-man like a man, and not run from his creditor as the thief 
runs from the sheriff or the constable. 

I tell you that that kind of legislation which brings out the man- 
hood of the people, which offers a premium upon honesty and 
encourages the brave heart, you need never be afraid of. That 
kind of legislation which encourages the sneak, and the fellow 
who would cover up, and lie, and go through life like a craven, is 
a dangerous class to follow. Let us leave the Dark Ages behind. 
Let China decapitate if she will, but let us join in the march of 
those who are in sympathy with the civilization of this age and 
the enlightened tendencies of a true humanity! 

I for one am in favor of taking off the load from this great 
army of unfortunate men. I only of the honest men, and 
they are the greatmass. I pity the lawmaker or philosopher who 
treats mankind from the standpoint of believing that the majority 
are knaves. That isan unjust criticism upon the Creator, and 
my ee that the generous impulse and the noble senti- 
ment dominate mankind, and it is the small exception that belongs 
to the knavish, ar thievish class. 

I say, lift the load and let the defeated get away from their Bull 
Run and fight like brave men for their Appomattox. It isagreat 
deal better for all of us. 

CHANGES IN THIS BILL FROM FORMER LAWS. 

Now let me call your attention to some changes in this bill from 

former laws, because I want, as I go along, to have the bill under- 
Tam only ing some of the leading es. 

We have made in almost every section from the 
original Torrey bill. Ido not say we alone, but refer to the other 
Jedgo Tans that have treated it, and to ripe suggestions made by 
1607 anne, 


won tives, clerks, and servants, under the act of 
“tale 
the law 


a tifty-dollar exemption. Under this law we 
of 1867 you might move to puta man into involun- 








tested—and that thought will even measure the con- | 
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tary bankruptcy where he owed $300. I thonght it was $250, but 
I find by referring to my notes that it was $300. Under this bill 
the debtor must be « wing $1,000. 

I have explained to you about the suspension of commercial 
paper, the difference between the act of 1867 and this bill. I 
treated of that before, because, as I saw the hands of th 





: e clock 
moving along, I took things as they occurred to me 

Under the act of 1867, in order that a voluntary bankruptcy bill 
might be filed, the party had to owe $300. Under this bill we 
make no limitations. Any man can move. 

The costs and fees are cut to a minimum in this bill. My col 
league, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BurvTon}, will ¢ ) 
this matter in detail, and when he does I promise you tha 


will demonstrate what I say in brief, that under the provisions of 
this bill the hideous, the expensive, features of the act of 
which more than anything else drove it from the statute books, 
because so much went into the pockets of officers—those features 
have been swept away, and under this bill everything is don 


1867 


1e at 


a minimum of expense. I make the general statement. My col- 
league from Missouri [Mr. Burton} will demonstrate it. That 
is one of the leading differences between the two bills. 

Under the act of 1867 the title to the prope ty of a debtor passed 
to the assignee as of the date of the filing of the petition. Under 


that law it might be many months, or even over a year, before an 
adjudication could finally be had; and people dealing with the 
man attacked in bankruptcy did not know, if they bought any- 
thing, whether they were getting good title or not. I speak of 
people dealing in perfect good faith with the alleged bankrupt, 
the man against whom a petition had been filed. The purchaser 
bought at his own risk. That had a tendency to destroy the busi- 
ness which he was still conducting. : 

Now, we have aimed to radically change that in this bill: and 
I want those who distinctively represent, perhaps, the creditor 
class to follow this distinction. 

Under this bill the title passes as of the date of the adjudication 
and not as of the date of the filing of the petition. So that the 
alleged bankrupt doing business in his store or wherever his busi- 
ness is can buy and sell and give perfect title under this bill up 
to the date that he is adjudicated a bankrupt, and the citizens at 
large can deal with him with confidence and satety. 

Now, some of my friends may say, ‘‘ That is a bad thing, Brother 
HENDERSON; you have gonetoofar. This fellow will let his stock 
run down. He will stick the proceeds into his pantaloons pocket, 
and by the time the adjudication is ordered this stock will be run 
down very badly.” 7 

Well, we are not quite as thoughtless as we seem to be under 
this promising statement, because we have another provision in 
the bill whereby, if the creditor sees that that condition of things 
is going on, and the debtor is taking advantage of the situation, 
the creditor can first file an affidavit alleging the commission of 
one or more acts of bankruptcy; second, give bond to indemnify 
the alleged bankrupt if the creditor's allegations do not turn out 
to be true, and then the court issues a warrant to the marshal, and 
he takes possession of the property. That stops the depletion of 
the stock. 

But we do not stop there. We provide that even then, if the 
debtor? acting in good faith and as an honest man, knows he has 
not committed an act of bankruptcy and wants to keep on con- 
ducting business or promoting enterprises he can file a forthcom- 
ing bond, a delivery bond, in court and have the stock of goods 
returned into his possession, and he can go on with his business 
or enterprise. Then both debtor and creditor are safe. But we 
believe that he should not be treated as a bankrupt until it is 
proved that he is in fact a bankrupt. And we have so framed our 
bill that if he attempts to act the rogue we can stop his business, 
and in addition to that, if he acts dishonestly he can not get his dis- 
charge. This latter fact will tend to keep him in the straight and 
narrow way, the way of honest dealing. 

So that we stand threatening him with taking the position—hav- 
ing first given bonds ourselves—that we will prevent him from get- 
ting rid of his debt by securing a discharge from the bankruptcy 
court. It seems to me this is a wise provision. It is a radical 
change, but intended to secure justice and fair play between 
man and man, and makes it absolutely safe for the public, acting 
in good faith, to deal with the alleged bankrupt. 

Another change we have made which I have discussed. That 
was one about the referee. I have referred to the referees of the 
district being in each county, showing liberality in accommoda- 
tion to the people. 

Under the old law arbitration was provided for in addition to 
the bankruptcy proceedings. Under this bill we have what is 
called “‘ composition.” A majority in number of creditors and 
amount of claims in value may do what? Recommend a “ com- 

osition” to the court. That does not effectuate a composition. 
seman of us at one time thought that we should make that abso- 
Inte, so that the court would have nothing to say about it; but 
the view finally prevailed that we should only carry the composi- 
tion before the judge, who might ratify or disapprove it. Why? 
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Because we did not feel that a majority, a bare majority—which 
might be a majority of one creditor or a majority of one dollar— 
should absolutely dictate the dismissal of the case because A or 
B might have been bought up or some secret work might have 
been indulged in. Besides, we want the alleged bankrupt first ex- 
amined, so that his creditors might know his real status before 
voting on the — composition. 

Mr. HOWE. hy not leave it to two-thirds? 

Mr. HENDERSON. You might just as well say, ‘‘ Why not 
leave it to seven-eighths or nine-tenths?” A majority seems to be 
the rule of life in such matters. The only intent of this was to get 
an absolute settlement. 

Mr. HOWE. hese not make it two-thirds, so as to have a final 
settlement, as it would save a great deal of the expense, and there 
would be nodanger about the size of the majority? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, that is a very proper question, and 
one that occupied much thought and discussion; but if the whole 
transaction is honest the judge has but one motive, and that is to 
do what is for the best interests of the creditors. If the majority 
recommend a composition and the minority do not come in and 
prove that there has been some foul play, the composition will 
unquestionably be granted, and will result in a dismissal of the 
case. And we have further protection by providing that if within 
six months after the adjudication has been made it is shown that 


fraud was perpetrated, the composition can be reopened and the 
matter shall be = by the court. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. t is provided for in the act of 1867. 


Mr. HENDERSON. It was arbitration and not composition 
that was provided for in the act of 1867. 

Now, in addition to that, we have arbitration and we have com 
promises. We can arbitrate differences; and there is a provision 
whereby the trustee can appoint one arbitrator, the other party 
in the controversy one arbitrator, and these two the third; and 
if they can not agree on the third, the judge shall appoint the 
third, and thus settle many differences. So we have a compro- 
mise of the question in the court. The bill is framed to expedite 
the closing up of the estate at the earliest possible moment. The 
application can be filed for discharge in bankruptcy after the 
expiration of two months, and within the next four months, and 
conditionally within the next six months, but not afterwards, and 
a reasonable notice will be given to the creditors of the filing of 
such eg we The court will fix the time when the applica- 
tion = be heard and the application refused or the discharge 
granted. 

Now as to the fees. The clerk gets $10, and only that amount, 
for all his work until the case is settled and nothing more after 
settlement. That will effect expedition. The aim of this bill is 
that everyone who is interested in the matter is interested in the 
prompt closing of theestate. The clerk $10 at the beginning 
of the case, and if it stays in court for years or ten years 
he does not get another cent. He is therefore interested in the 
settlement and hurries it up. In the case of the fees of the trus- 
tee and the referee, one gets $5 and the other $10 when the case 
is closed, and not until then; and when the final dividends are 
paid, each gets his commission, as will be explained by the gen- 
tleman from Missouri [Mr. Burton]. All of itis to be done after 
it is closed, not keeping the estate open unti. the assets are eaten 
up, swallowing the dividends that belong to the creditors. 

Under the act of 1867 as amended the discharge was not granted 
a debtor unless he paid 50 per cent, unless a majority consented 
in recommending it. Here no consent is needed. No per cent is 
required, If a man is honest, and has a clean record, he has no 
trouble. But, gentlemen, if he is crooked, if he is dishonest, if 
he has been do ng a dishonest business, he will find no relief in 
this bill from one end of it to theother. Iam going to be ectly 
square with you aboutthat. 1 will recommend no bill to this body 
that is made for the purpose of shielding and protecting scoun- 
drels. I will join hands with all of you to lift the unfortunate and 
give him a chance to start a 

The last bankruptcy bill that we had—the act of 1867—reached 
back for six months. This bill only goes back fourmonths. That 
is another distinction in favor of the debtor. 

NO IMPRISONMENT FOR DEBT. 

I saw it stated in a New York paper the other day—it was 
thought fully brought to my attention by some member—that the 
old law to im for debt, and uneasiness was expressed 
as to whether this bill did so. It does not. Nowhere does it pro- 
vide imprisonment for debt. The only parts of the bill that could 
even suggest such an idea are these: Under section 8, if a man is 
about to run away and a showing is made to the court by affidavit 
that his absence will defeat the operation of the law, the court 
may in such case do what any court may do and ought to do, it 
may issue a warrant for his arrest, just as if a man is going to 
jump bail or escape so that justice can not be carried out. 
warrant may issue for his arrest, but he can not even then be put 
in jail under the bill; he can only be held until he gives bail. 
There is no imprisonment for debt. 


Under section 17, paragraph 12, where parties refused to obey 


or to carry out the orders of the courtin the operations of +). ). 
fine and imprisonment may be inflicted. ieee. A il 
the court orders the bankrupt in to be examined upon m,1... 
about which he may be properly examined and he refns:.. |, 
such a case he may be fined and imprisoned, not because },,. )... 
not paid his debts, but because he has disobeyed the order. 4. 
court. The fine and imprisonment are in the nature of y)), aa 
ment for contempt. If you strip a court of the power to ¢y;, na 
its mandates when authorized by law to issue them, you do... 
the power of that court. That is well understood. But yw, - 
in this bill, from one end to the other, can be found a sine’). aa. 
vision bearing out the suggestion that it authorizes imprison) jen 
for debt. — 
A PLAIN AND CONCISE BILL. 

Another thing; this bill is so simple that one who is not a jaw. 
yer can understand it. Itis plain, condensed, concise. jy wa 
used to go almost crazy over the old act of 1867, trying to wh jer. 
stand and apply its provisions, and the courts went more crazy 
than anybody else. (Laughter.} The men who have been oop. 
nected with the wegen. hy this bill, both in Congress and outside 
of it, have tried to profit by experience and to frame a bank. 
ruptcy bill so simple that no court or counsel or business yan 
could fail to understand it. [Applause.] 

TRIAL BY JURY. 

We provide here for jury trial. Under the old law, if a jury 
was demanded in writing, the matter had to be set down for trial 
at the next term of the court, which might be six months or twelye 
months off; but under this bill we provide that a jury may be 
summoned at once. 

Mr. KERR. I understand the gentleman to say that under the 
provisions of this bill creditors can force a corporation into in- 
volunta he a 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, sir; except national banks. 

Mr. KERR. What is the objection to giving to corporations the 
right to go into volun Sankreptey? 


r. HENDERSON. @ real objection is this: A corporation 
is made — stockholders, and the corporation may fail, and it 
may be cult to catch the stockholders and hold them for their 


individual liabilities. They may own stock in a corporation and 
may be rich and well able to handle the obligations of the corpo- 


ration,and yet may escape themselves, while the institution takes 
advantage of the act. 

Mr. RAY. If my colleague will permit me, there is another 
good reason for that provision inthe bill. Itis this: Corporations 


are always created and have life given to them by the laws of the 
several States, and the States almost without exception have pro- 
vided very drastic laws to compel them to pay their delts. For 
that reason it was thought better to leave them to the operation 
of the laws of the States which created them. 

Mr. KERR. But my question is, Why should they not be per- 
mitted to take the benefit of voluntary uptcy as well as an 
individual? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will say to the gentleman that there is 
another reason. We have given him the substantial reasons. 
There is another reason, which belongs somewhat to the domain of 
the demagogue; and we are all more or less tainted that way. 
{[Laughter.] I donot know that it is necessary that I should ex- 
plain further on that point. A bill that gave the benetit of the 
voluntary provisions to co tions would be assulted most vig- 
orously on that ground, and as corporations have other remedies, 
we thought we would not make the bill open to attack in that di- 
— 1 will sa, fr mee > oe gent eman, Earthen. a on 

road legal grounds it to re outa good subs'an- 
tial reason for the sagmtiie, tok we decided that on the whole it 
was best not to give corporations the right to take advantaxe of 
the voluntary provisions of the bill. They may be proceeded 
against in involun bankruptcy by creditors in exactly the 
same way as individ and firms may be proceeded against. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Section 19 provides for a jury trial. 
It says (division b): 

bIf e jury te not in attendance upon the court one may be specially sum- 
moned for the trial, or the case may be ed; or, if the case is pending 
in one of the courts within the jurisdiction of a circuit court of the 
United States, it may be certified for to the circuit court sitting at the 
same place, : 

I understand that the lo thatis to get a speedy trial by jury. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes. —e 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Well, take my State. It is divide 
into two districts, and each of those districts is subdivided into 


two subdivisions. The judge of the northern district resides in 
the city of Cleveland, and the judge of the southern distr 

resides in the city of Cincinnati. They hold courts in the cities 
of Toledo and bus twice a year. With the exception ° 
the times when they are holding court in those subdivisions they 


A| are never in those subdivisions; they are holding court in tle cities 


of Cleveland and Cincinnati. Now, if a man should desire # "") 

in either of those subdivisions he could not get it under t 4 

Now, I want to know why you can Po 
the referee may preside at a jury ‘ 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Well, we thought it best not to give that 
t wer to the referee. There is a law now authorizing an- | 
other judge to act when necessary. ; 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. But there may not be another judge. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then we shall have to give you another 
: »dicial division. 
jndicig A TSON of Ohio. I wish you would. These referees are 
to be appointed by the United States district judges. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Of course we can not meet every remote 
—_ WATSON of Ohio. If the gentleman will think about it, 
he will recognize this as a seriousmatter. Parties desiring a jury 
trial under this law, but not residing in a district where a judge | 
resides, might not get a jury trial in six months. _ 

Mr. HENDE N. This appeared to the committee the best 
that we could do. The parties would have a right to demand a 
jury trial, and the judge would have authority to go to that place. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. But he might be busy at home and 
unable to leave. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then some other judge would have to be 
detailed. Under the existing law it often happens that one judge 
js detailed to hold court for another. ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. [should like to ask my friend from 
Jowa a question. I understood him to state that in the case of 
every act alleged against the debtor as an act of bankruptcy the 
pill secures the right toa trial by jury. Does the gentleman claim | 
that the question of the discharge—— he 

Mr. HENDERSON. I was speaking only of the adjudication 
touching acts of bankruptcy. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that. But what I | 
wish to know is this: Under this bill when an application is made | 
for a discharge, and is traversed by the creditors on the ground | 
of some act on the part of the debtor, can that traverse be tried 
before a jury? ; . 

Mr. H NDERSON. I think not; and it has not been under 
any bankrupt law, as I remember. 

Mr. wl A. STONE. Then it would be tried before a | 


udge. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That is the way I understood it. 
Mr. HENDERSON. This touches the matter of adjudication. 


The provision of the bill is: 


A person against whom an peorentory petition has been filed shall be en- 
titled to have a trial by jury in respect to any act of bankruptcy alleged in 
such petition to have m committed, upon filing a written application 
therefor before the expiration of the time within which an answer may be 
filed. If such application is not filed within such time a trial by jury shall be 
deemed to have waived. 

Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman allow me this suggestion? 
One reason, as I understand, for omitting corporations from the 
operation of this bill is that the bill is intended to relieve persons 
who can not pay their debts, and who can not obtain relief under 
the State insolvency law. That reason fails to apply in the case 
of corporations, because when a corporation becomes insolvent it 
is practically dead, and somebody else succeeds to its assets. So 
that there could be no advantage in embracing corporations within 
the operations of the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. There is somethingin the gentleman’s sug- 
gestion. The bill provides that corporations — be proceeded 
againstin involuntary bankruptcy like any other debtor. It would 
be unwise, I think, to make a distinction between debtors, except 
as explained. 

We all know that originally bankruptcy under the old English 
law referred simply to traders, the word ‘“‘ bankrupt” meaning by 
its derivation “‘ bank broken” or ‘‘ bench broken.” 

Mr. PARKER. My suggestion was that full relief in the case 
of corporations is given by existing statutes, and no further relief 
for them is ae ina laabreptey law. 

_ Mr. HEND N. Oh, yes; they have other methods of wind- 
7. their business. 

STEWART of NewJersey. AsIunderstand, this bill makes 
no provision for trial by jury in the case of voluntary bankruptcy. 
I suggest to the gentleman that in such cases there may be an is- 
sue raised be itors which ought to be decided by a jury trial. 

Mr. ERSON. In cases of voluntary bankruptcy, as we 
understand, the necessity for a jury trial does not arise because 
the debtor goes into ban ptey of his own choice; but where his 
oe ore ou him in bankruptcy he ought to have the right to a 


j . 

Mr. TEWART of New Jersey. But where the debtor volun- 
of into bankruptcy a creditor may desire to raise the issue 
oan or no bankruptcy; and in that case should there 

a 


? 
heat HEND ON. The case which the gentleman suggests is 
y my to occur. 
emiee ART of New Jersey. I can imagine many cases of 


Mr. HENDERSON. In very few cases where the debtor him- 
wif “throws up the sponge” and says, ‘‘I can not continue the 








fight any longer,” will the creditor be found opposing the proceed- 
ing. They would rather adopt the view that the sooner they can 
have a dividend the better, and can have no motive for contesting 
his being adjudicated a bankrupt. 

The filing of the petition weal be an act of bankruptcy; if the 
petition was in due form it seems to me there would be no alter- 
native for the court but to make the edjudication. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not want to take up more time. I more 
than appreciate the kindness of this committee in giving me its 
attention on what is usually considered a dry theme. I wish only 
to say that we of the committee have worked conscientiously in 
this matter. The different members of the committee have worked 
side by side without any bickerings. There have been no politics 
in this measure—not a particle. Even those who did not agree 
with the majority of the committee with reference to the sort of 
a bill to be presented have shown the greatest thoughtfulness and 
consideration and have done nothing toimpede, but everything to 
help and expedite, our labors. Whatever there may be in this bill 
of good, we have brought it in as your committee—as your serv- 
ants. There is nothing in this bill for us that is not for each 
member of this House—nothing. 

We hope to have your approval and support by the further dis- 
cussion of the bill. We have the approval of our own judgment 
and consciences and would like, beyond that, to have y 
proval and that of the country. 

I can say to you that the bill is not framed for the East or the 


ur ap- 


West, for the South or the North, but for the benetit of the whole 
country. There is nothing sectional whatever in the bill. and I 
| believe that its provisions are in full accord and full sympathy 


with the great heart beat, conscience, and intellig 
wonderful century. [Applause. } 

I move that the committee now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Thecommittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having resnmed 
the chair, Mr. PAYNE reported that the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union, having had under consideration 
the bankruptcy bill, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PICKLER. Idesire to offer a resolution, and ask immedi- 
ate consideration of the same. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read, subject to*’the 
right of objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Monday, the 4th day of May next, be set apart for the 
‘ neagt 


ence of this 


con- 
lered at t Friday 


sideration of the same class of business that is now consi 
evening sessions of the House, and that 10) members sh co ite a 
quorum in the Committee of the Whole in the consideration of such business 
at that time; and that hereafter, during the first session of the Fitty-fourth 
Congress, the House shall, at 5 o'clock p. m. on Fridays, take a recess until 
7.30 o'clock p. m.,and remain in session from 7.30 p. m. until I! p. m., and 
that debate hereafter at the Friday evening sessions of the Fifty-fourth Con 

ress and on said Monday, May 4, shall be limited to ten minutes on each 


vill, to be equally divided between those favoring and those opposing the 
same. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? 

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I shall have to object unless the 
gentleman will modify the resolution and make it ten minutes on 
a side, 

Mr. PICKLER. That will be longer than necessary. The 
whole time of the committee is taken up now at these night ses- 
sions by debate, practically. 

Mr. LAYTON. I will be compelled to object, unless that modi- 
fication is made. You can not explain a bill under ten minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. [rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. If the resolution is adopted would 
it not interfere with the present order of business for the consid- 
eration of the bankruptcy bill, provided that is not disposed of by 
Saturday afternoon? 

The SPEAKER. It would, if it is extended beyond that time, 
except under certain circumstances; where the previous question 
had been ordered, for instance, that would have to be taken instead 
of this order. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Everybody knows that Saturday 
afternoon at 4 o'clock it will be difticnlt to take a vote upon this 
bill. There are usually but few members here. 

Mr. PICKLER. I think it was well understood that we were 
to have Saturday for the consideration of these private pension 
bills, and the bankruptcy bill now has displaced us. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, is this a request for unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have attended, Mr. Speaker, every Friday 
night session since I have been a member of Congress, except in 
cases of sickness, when unavoidably absent, and | do not believe 
I want to multiply them, in view of the fact that less than one- 
third of the members are in the habit of attending such sessions. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Texas to object. 
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Mr. PICKLER. This bankruptcy bill crowded us out of the 
way. You had better give us this time—— 

Mr. BAILEY. We are taking no time belonging to your com- 
mittee. As1 understand it, you are asking unanimous consent 
now that the House shall give you additional time for the consid- 
eration of private pension bills. 

Mr, PICKLER, The House well understood that we were to 
have one night or a day for the consideration of these bills when 
the bankrupte y bill interfered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We gave way, the gentleman should re- 
member, three days last week; so that the gentleman ought not to 
throw accusations against our committee. 

Mr, PICKLER. am not throwing accusations against the 
ponent but I understood that we were to have a day, and I 

y0sed we would have Saturday. Now I thoughtit proper, as we 
on d not get Saturday, that we should have the next day thereafter. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Make it Tuesday next. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Texas to object. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the reference of the resolution to the 
Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER, It will be so referred. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted 
as follows: 
To Mr. DanrorpD, for eight days, on account of important busi- 





ness. 

To Mr. Henry of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. STEPHENSON, for ten days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON was then agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 5 o'clock and 10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





MMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3832) to amend 
section 1225 of the Revised Statutes so as to provide for the detail 
of officers of the Army and Navy to assist in mili instruction 
in the State normal schools and in the public schools, re the 
same without amendment, accom ed by a report (No. 1502); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 666) en- 
titled ‘‘An act to amend section 4829 of the United States Revised 


REPORTS OF CO 


Statutes concerning surgeons, assistant surgeons, and other med- 
ical officers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 
diers,” re mopentes the same without amendments, accompanied by a 
report ( 1505); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7973) 
to establish a railroad bridge across the Illinois River near Graf- 
ton, Ill., reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
rent No. 1506); which said bill and report were referred to the 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

int resolution of the House (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain 

idge across the Tallahatchie River, in T: atchie County, State 
of Mississippi, a lawful structure, : Teported the same with amend- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1507); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7539) to facilitate 
the payment of pensions, re the same without amendment, 
sos by are CS 0.15 een said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar 

Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 295) entitled ‘‘An act mak- 
ing an appropriation for the improvement of the road to the na- 
tional cemetery near Pensacola, ae ” re the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a repo rt (No. 1525); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Comnmnities of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS, 


— clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions — 
a Se reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
d to the Gomsuition of the Whole Have, as follows: 
ney Mr COLSON, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
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(H. R. 6037) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda Woodcock. (R 
port No. 1498.) ; 
By Mr. HARDY, from the Committee on Pensions: 

The bill (H.R. 7192) granting an increase of pension ¢) 7 
Brasie. nT No. 1499.) - 
The bil R.7748) granting a pension to Emily J. [, 

widow of Aaron D. Lyons, late a private in the Third R. 
United States Dragoons, Mexican war. (Report No. 152 a 
By Mr. HALTERMAN, from the Committee on Pensi, 
bill (H. R. 7584) granting a pension to Pheebe A. Th: urb oad 
Providence, R. I., dependent daughter of Samuel Short, » |). 
lutionary soldier. (Report No. 1500 .) : 
By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military | 
The bill (H. R. 1122) to remove the charge of Gesertion f fr 
as? record of Edward T. Lewis. (Report No. 1501. 
r. PARKER, from the Committee on Military A fuirs: 7), 
bill (HL. R, 4223) for the relief of Curtis P. Wise.” (Re port No, 


503.) 

By Mr. CURTIS of New York, from the Committee on } ry 
Attairs: The bill (H.R. 6427) for the relief of Capt. Charles sa 
Ayres, Tenth United States Cavalry. (Report No. 150: , 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 'T)y. 
bill o. R. a granting an honorable discharge to Seeenel Joh 
ston. rt No. 1508.) 

By Mr’ RACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: Tho 
bill (H. R. 1738) for the relief of Jobn Redden, late of Company 
D, ao Tennessee Cavalry Volunteers. (Report No, 1509. 

aie Mr. ANDERSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pe: a 

e bill (S. 1636) entitled “An act granting a pension to Jol 
B. Masters.” (Report No. 1512.) 

ore bill (S. 2175) entitled ‘‘An act nates & pension to James 
Loyd Young, late of Company A, Si Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
unteers.” (Report No. 1510.) 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (H.R. 5846) granting ting an increase of psi 
First-class Pilot Capt. James M. Herrington. (Report No. 1511.) 


1 the 


By Mr. LAYTON, from the Coumianes on Invalid Pensions: 
oo a - R. 3798) to pension Laura E. Davenport. (Rep rt 
Oo 5 


By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (S. 651) entitled ‘An act granting a pension to Jane L. Buck 
ingham.” (Report No. 1516.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pe 
The bill (S. Se entitled “An act granting a pension to "Del ia 


Gilman. “ rt No. =e 
By Mr ate. KERR, from mittee on Invalid Pensions: The 


bill (H. R 3165) mae a pension to Henry W. 
(Report No. 1518.) 
e bill (S. 2194) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Mrs. 
Weltha Post i " rt No. 1514.) 
By Mr. LOUD , from the Committee on | ms. 
Dodge bill (Ss. hese entitled ‘“‘An act for the relief of Laura C 
(s port No. 1521.) 
Oe te. _ from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
bill (H. R. 1186) granting increase of pension to Jane 
Lister. (Report No. 1522. ) 
The bill 7 entitled ‘‘An act to increase the pensi 


OE, tom won 0 No. 1519.) 


chr y ieT, 


m of 


ant ‘ate woo the Committee on Military A fairs: 
© oe ranting an honorable discharge to George 
A. Danie 4 oR 


By Mr. SThOnE of aineniine from the Committee on Pen . 
sions: The bill (H. R. 91) to pension William Russell for serv 
in Oregon Indian wars. = No. 1524.) 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and mem ria ls 

a following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ws: 

By Mr. ae A bill (H. R. 8532) to establish certain har 


tions for the District of Columbia—to the (mutt 
on tee of Columbia. 


By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 8533) amending s«« gon os 
Pensions. | act of June 27, 1890—to the Committee on !nvs id 


H. R. 8534) amending section 2 of the po 
of Jan J une wa 1 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. —__, 
By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H.R. 8535) to secure interna’ on 
free of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; to maintain tic 4” 


reserve; to regulate the and to protect the production 
and manufacturing of cotton within the United States—‘o 
Committee on Ways Means. sect 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8536) to amend an act cm 
titled “An act to commerce,” ved February 4, 1So/— 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce afe- 
By Mr. MAHANY: A resolution (House Res. No. 282) chon 
ohn Hays Hammond, an American 047° 





1896. 


condemned to death for treason in the Transvaal—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs. —_* 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A resolution (House Res. No. 283) pro- 
viding a hoisting machine for the use of the folding room of the 
House, for lifting books and other heavy material—to the Commit- 
tee on Accounts. . 

By Mr. MORSE: A memorial of the Commonwealth of Massa- 
chusetts, recommending that the Government establish a national 
milit ary park at Vicksburg, Miss.—to the Committee on Military 
aS BARRETT: A memorial of the Commonwealth of Mas- 
sachusetts, relative to the establishment of a national military park 
at Vicksburg—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 








CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 


} ywSs: . : 
The bill (H. R. 8155) for the relief of Amy McCormick—Com- 
mittee on Pensions disgharged, and referred to the Committee on 


Invalid Pensions. : 

The bill (H. R. 7961) for the relief of John Mellifont and Ellen 
Riordon—Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on ; 


—_——— 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8537) granting a pension to 
Frank J. Carr—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: A bill (H. R. 8538) granting a pension to 
Uri S. Keith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 8539) to increase the pension 
of Mrs. R. Corida Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8540) to compensate Jesse 
Johnson for legal services rendered by direction of the Attorney- 
General—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H.R. 8541) to authorize and direct the 
Auditor for the Post-Office Department to credit the account of 
John W. Ross, late postmaster at Washington, D. C., with certain 
amounts now charged against him in his account as such post- 
master—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 8542) granting an 
increase of pension to Elisha M. Luckett—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 8543) to grant a pension to 
Thomas Hickman, sr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pénsions. 

By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 8544) granting 
a pension to Charlotte M. Bryson, widow of Andrew Bryson, late 
rear-admiral in the United States Navy—to the Committee on 
Pensions. : 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8545) for the 
relief of Benjamin Stribling—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. TYLER: A bill (H. R. 8546) for the relief of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church South, of Fox Hill, Elizabeth City County, 
Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

_By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8547) granting a pen- 
sion to Cornelius L. Leport—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

_ By Mr. REED nest): A bill (H. R. 8548) granting a pen- 
sion to Sarah T. Shere the Committee on Pensions. ae 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8549) authorizing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to oe unto Charles O'Neill, an enlisted man 
in the United States Marine Corps, the benefit of increased pay 


Aare caliatanent of October 17, 1893—to the Committee on Naval 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
Were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Remonstrance of the citi- 
zens of Osceola Mills, Pa., protesting against the statue of Mar- 
uette remaining in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the 


brary. 
FR wer to accompany House bill No. 8241, for the relief of 
bert J. Goble, late of Company H, Eighth Regiment Pennsyl- 


yeni Reserve Volunteer Corps—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions, 


we Mr, COOK of Wisconsin: Petition of the Wooden Ware 


Union, No. 72, of Menasha, Wis., favoring the passage of 
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the bill to secure Government ownership and control of telegraph 
lines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. , 
By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Two petitions of citizens of Marengo, 
Iowa, praying for favorable action of House bills Nos. 838 
and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ou 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class a 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. EDDY: Resolution of the St. Paul (Minn.) ¢ ber of 
Commerce, asking for the passage of a volun \ cy 
law—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


tooo, 
nce, and to 


na irce Matter 


By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Minneapolis Branch of 
Journeymen Stonecutters, for prohibition of con r on 
public buildings—to the Committee on Public Buildin and 


Grounds. 

Also, petition of George McCormick, of Company B, One hu 
dred and seventeenth New York Volunteers, for the bestowal of a 
medal on certain soldiers who formed a storming party | 
Port Hudson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of J. W. Mauck and 17 others, of 
Vermillion, S. Dak., in favor of the adoption of the metric s\ 
of weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, We 
and Measures. 

Also, petition of P. E. Sparks and others, of Sturgis, S. Dak., 
favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter 
postage to 1 cent per half ounce—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GILLET of New York: Remonstrunce and petition of 
James D. Pease and 288 citizens of Corning, N. Y., protesting 
against the continuance of the statue of Pére Marquette in Stat- 
uary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of the Union Veteran Legion of 
Vallejo, Cal., praying for the passage of the per diem pension bill 
(No. 3727)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. _ 

By Mr. LOW: Petition of Theodore Von msen, of the city of 
New York, late first lieutenant and adjutant of the One hundred 
and third Regiment New York Volunteers, for an act granting 
him an honorable discharge from the military service of the 
United States—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE: Memorial of Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., in favor of Senate bill No. 1242, relating to th 
improvement of the naval reserve and marine engineer servic: 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

3y Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petition of Hon. William 
Everett of Massachusetts, for payment of claim for Congressional 
services—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia (by request): Petition of 
Benjamin Stribling, with affidavits, to accompany House bill for 
pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of William C. Durkee and 9 oth 
zens of Massachusetts, in favor of the adoption of the metri: 
tem of weights and measures—to the Committee on C 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. REED (by request): Papers to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to Sarah T. Usher, dependent and permanently 
helpless daughter of Robert Usher, soldier of the Revolutionary 
war—to the Committee on Pensions. : 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of citizens of Dolgeville, N. Y., 
favoring the adoption of the metric system of weights and meas 
ures—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights. and Measures. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: Petition of H. B. Madison and others 
of Kent, State of Washington, asking favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per 
half ounce and to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
and free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. SORG: Petition of citizens of New Richmond, Ohio, in 
favor of the Torrey bankruptcy law—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. STAHLE: Petition of 150 ex-soldiers and sailors, resid- 
ing in York, Pa., praying for the passage of a service-pension bill— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYLER: Petition and affidavits of trustees, to accom- 
pany House bill relating to the destruction of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South at Fox Hill, Elizabeth City County, Va.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: Petition of Jane C. Vandiver, of Cherokee 
County, Ala., praying that the war claim of J. C. Vandiver be 
referred to the Court of Claim: War 
Claims. 

Also, petition of the estate of Charles A. Comer, deceased, late 
of Cherokee County, Ala., praying that his claim be referred to 
the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of William Bryant, deceased, late of 
Marshall County, Ala., praying reference of his war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims, 


Pry 
vl 


eT Citl- 


—to the Committee on 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I present petitions of certain Kansas churches: 
of the Presbyterian Church at Burlingame, having a membership 
of 250; of the Second Methodist Episcopal Church at the same 

lace, having a membership of 305, and of the First Methodist 

tpiscopal Church at the same place, having a membership num- 
bering 460, all praying for the enactment of legislation to create 
and enforce a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia. I 
move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin presented a memorial of sundry 
citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., of Polish descent, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation restricting immigration; 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the officers of the Wisconsin Na- 
tional Guard, praying for the enactment of legislation to promote 
the efficiency of the militia; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of C. B. Willis, of Milwaukee, 
Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 1-cent 
letter postage per half ounce, and also to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class and free mail matter; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Henry Smith and sundry 
other citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., remonstrating against the 
adoption of the proposed religious amendment to the Constitution 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Veteran Post, No. 8, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, of the National Home, 
Wisconsin, praying for the passage of House bill No. 7860, making 
an appropriation for the erection of a monument to commemorate 
the services and achievements of the private soldiers and sailors 
of the United States in the late war of the rebellion; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of District Assembly No. 66, 
Order of Knights of Labor, of Washington, D. C., praying for the 

sage of Senate bill No. 2147, providing for the restriction of 
mmigration; which was referred to the Committee on Immigra- 
tion. 

He also presented the petition of Henry W. Tyler and 20 other 
members of the instructing staff of the Massachusetts Institute 
of Technology, praying for the adoption of the metric system of 
nha and measures; which was referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly of Massillon, Ohio, praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 6119, authorizing the appointment of a nonpartisan com- 
mission to collate information aud to consider and recommend leg- 
islation to meet the problems presented by labor, iculture, and 
capital; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


Labor. 

Mr. GORDON presented a memorial of sundry wholesale gro- 
cers of Savannah, Ga., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called filled-cheese bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin, from the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1091) nting a pension 
to Christiana C. Queen, widow of Walter W. Queen, formerly an 
admiral in the United States Navy, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2133) granting a pension to Mary E. Ely, reported it with 
amendments, and submi a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the follo bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

» A bill e 2054) to increase the pension of Margaret Custer Cal- 
oun; an 

A bill (H. R. 483) for the relief of eas Jane Lynn, the daugh- 
ter of John R. Lynn, a Revolutionary soldier. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1946) granting a pension to Elijah N. 
nn reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

n. 


Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. Brice), from the Committee on Pen- 
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ting & pension to 


Carrie A. Moody, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a rt thereon. € 


r. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
an amendment providing an appropriation for the survey 
land Channel, Alaska, intended to be proposed to the river and 

; bill, and moved that it be referred t, the 
Committee on Commerce and printed; which was agreed to 
Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. CARTER on 
the 28th instant, providing an appropriation for the remoya| of 
the refugee C ian Cree Indians, intended to be proposed to 
the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported it fayor,))y 
and submitted a report thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the a on Appropriations and printed; which wag 


reported 
of Port- 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
memorial of the American Anti-Semitic Association of Brooklyn 
N. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Me(4)j 
educational-test bill, and Praying for the passage of the so-called 
Stone consular-certificate , asked that the committee be dis. 
charged from the further consideration ofthe memorial and that 
it be referred to the Committee on Immigration; which was 


agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2556) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Lewis D. Baker, reported it with an amendment, and su)- 
mitted a woos thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Agriculture and For- 
estry, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1147) for the establish- 
ment of a bureau of animal industry for the inspection of meat 
products and live stock, suppression and extirpation of contagious 
and infectious di among cattle and live stock, to regulate 
the transportation of cattle and live stock,and prevent the ex- 

rtation or importation of diseased horses, mules, cattle, sheep, 

ogs, or other animals, and for other purposes, reported it with 
amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2522) 
creating a corporation known as the Alaska Transportation and 

Company, and granting right of way for the construction 
and operation by that Sg een of a turnpike and post-road 
from Taiya Inlet to Lake ett, in the Territory of Alaska, to 
report it with amendments. 

r. QUAY. If there is no objection, I should be glad to have 
the bill put upon its passage. It is one in which some of my con- 
stituents are interested. 

Several Senators. Let us go through with the morning busi- 


ness. 

Mr. QUAY. I will wait until the conclusion of the routine 
business. 

Mr. GRAY, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2116) for the relief of Wilber H. (Graef 
= Co., reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted the 
views of the minority of the committee on the bill (H. R. 777) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes; which were ordered to be printed. 


ESTATES OF HUGH M’DONALD AND ELIJAH MOSELEY. 

Mr. PASCO. Iam instructed by the Committee on Claims to 
report and ask for the passage of a resolution referring 4 bill to 
the Court of Claims under the fourteenth section of what 's 
known as the Tucker Act. I ask unanimous consent for the col 
sideration of the resolution at this time. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 1104) entitled ‘‘A bill for the relief of the estates 
of Hugh McDonald, d: and Elijah Moseley, deceased,” now pending ™ 


the ther with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same & 
hereby, referred Court in pursuance of the provisions of at 
act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against the over 
ment of the United States,” approved March 3, 1887. And the said col? 
shall proceed with the same in ce with the provisions of the toi 
toonth soction of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewit 

Mr. PASCO, I submit a written report to accompany the bill, 
which I ask may be printed. : der 

The VICE-P ENT. The <eport will be printed u0 
the rule, 

BILLS INTRODUCED. a al 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2973) to amend section # ~ 
of the Revised —, rela to life-saving cared * the 
board; which was twice its title, and referre: 
Committee on Commerce, 





1896. 


——————— 


. QUAY. In behalf of my colleague (Mr. CamERon], who 
is unavoidably absent from the Senate, | introduce two bills. 

The bill (S. 2974) to authorize the President of the United States 
to appoint and confer the rank of lieutenant of the junior class 
npon the instructor of swordsmanship at the United States Naval 
Academy; was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

ihe ill (S. 2975) granting a pension to John Amrein was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. , 

Mr. SHERMAN introduced a bill (S. 2976) granting a pension 
to Isaac Neer; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanyin pers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TURPIE introduced a bill (S. 2977) to correct the military 
record of Lake B. Morrison; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Miltary Affairs. , : 

Mr. HILL (for Mr. MurpnHy) introduced a bill (S. 2978) to pro- 
vide an American register for the steamer Menemsha; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 

rce. 

Mr, GORDON introduced a bill (S. 2979) for the relief of repre- 
sentatives of John W. Branham; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 2980) to provide a life- 
saving station at or near Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the 
State of California; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on erce. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 2981) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Throckmorton; which was read twice by its title, 
and refe’ to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2982) granting a pension to Caro- 
line Vierheller; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 2983) granting a pension 
to Ida Emmott, daughter of the late Thomas Emmott; which was | 
read twice by its title, and referred to tbe Committee on Pensions. 


HEARINGS ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE, 


Mr. CALL. Isubmit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the hearings on woman's suffrage be printed 
for the use of the te, the cost not to exceed $200. 

Mr. HARRIS. Does not the resolution have to go to the Com- 
mittee on Printing? 

Mr. CALL. A similar resolution, a concurrent resolution, has 
been reported from that committee and passed the Senate. The 
chairman of the Committee on Printing consents to the resolution. 

Mr. HALE. A similar resolution has already passed the Senate. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 


GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE INVESTIGATION, 


On motion of Mr. PRITCHARD, it was 


Ordered, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 copies of the 
evidence taken in the investigation of the charges preferred against the Pub- 
lic Printer before the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and 
that a like number of the reports of said investigation be printed. 


LIENS UPON IMPORTED MERCHANDISE, 


Mr. FRYE. Yesterday the bill (H. R. 6836) to amend section 
2981 of the Revised Statutes as amended by the act of June 10, 
1880, came from the other House and was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. A Senate bill, the same bill, word for word, has 
already been from the Committee on Commerce and is | 
on the Calendar. I ask that the vote by which the House bill was 
referred to the Committee on Finance may be reconsidered, anc 
that it be on the Calendar in the place of Order of Business | 
784, and that the Senate bill be indefinitely postponed. 

The VICE- IDENT. Without objection, the Committee 
on Finance will be discharged from the further consideration of 
fae ac 6836, and it will be placed on the Calendar at the point 


Mr. FRYE. And let the bill (S. 2391) to amend section 2981 of 
the Revised Statutes of the United States as amended by the act 
of June 10, ieee 


tel tponed. 
The VICE-P ENT. Withont objection, it will be so or- 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


I ask unanimous consent for the consideration of 
> a few moments ago from the Committee 
on post: Offices Post- . 
. HALE. Let me the appropriation bill first. 

Mr. quay. Very well. me = 

Mr. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the naval appropriation bill. 

XXVIII—285 


Mr. QUAY. 
Senate ie 
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Mr. VILAS. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to 
the fact that 1 gave notice that this morning I should ask the Sen- 
ate to receive the communication from the governor of Wisconsin 
presenting the statue of Marquette. I have no objection to call- 
Ing up the appropriation bill if it is not to interfere with that 
order, 

Mr. HALE. I desire to have the bill taken up, and then. under 
the arrangement which has been made for addresses upon the sub- 
ject indicated, I shall not ask to go on with the bill until that is 
completed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine,to proceed to the consideration of the bill 
(H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval service for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin defer for a mo- 
ment until I have yielded, as I agreed, to the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. Quay]? 

Mr. VILAS. Certainly. 

Mr. QUAY. I have no desire to press the consideration of Sen- 
ate bill 2522 if the Senator from Wisconsin desires to proceed now. 
But the bill was reported a few moments ago and I should be glad 
to have it passed to-day. 

Mr. VILAS. I will ask the Senator from Pennsylvania if the 
consideration of the bill is likely to oceupy any time? 

Mr. QUAY. If it occasions any debate I will not press its con- 
sideration. 

Mr. VILAS. Very well. 


ALASKA TRANSPORTATION AND TRADING COMPANY. 


Mr. QUAY. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 2522) creating a corporation known as the Alaska 
Transportation and Trading Company, and granting right of way 
for the construction and operation by that corporation of a turn- 
pike and post-road from Taiya Inlet to Lake Bennett, in the Ter- 
ritory of Alaska. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

; a PERKINS. I ask what committee have reported upon that 
vill? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I willsay,in answer to the inquiry, the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. The purpose is to build 
over an almost impassable mountain range, where now supplies 
are carried upon the backs of natives in the snow, a toll road for 
post-office and post-road purposes. The bill carries with it no 
sort of a except a right of way and land at the ter- 
mini. All the expenses of construction are to be borne by the 
company itself. 

‘There is no way of incorporating a company to do business in 
Alaska except by Federal statute. Otherwise persons must apply 
under the laws of the different States and do business in the ‘Ter- 
ritory of Alaska by the comity that exists between States and 
Territories. There have been some gold fields discovered in the 
section through which this road is intended to extend, and the 
building of the road will be of great service. 

There is another consideration which makes it especially desira- 
ble at this time, and that is one I do not care to dwell upon. In 
view of differences that may arise as to the proper boundary line 
of Alaska, the construction and possession of this road may be a 
wise measure. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PEFFER. I object to the further consideration of the 








ill. 
Mr. PERKINS. The explanation, as far as it goes, is very sat- 
isfactory. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, I will not press the bill at this 
time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I, however, have introduced one or two bills 
in Congress, the object.in view being to acquire title to sites where 
people have erected mills and where they have expended hundreds 
of thousands of dollars in securing a location. Those bills were 


referred to the Committee on Public Lands, and that comunittee 
have been considering thém for weeks and months, and they have 
decided that no recommendation should be made touching the 
lands of Alaska until after a commission has investigated the 


question fully under the direction of the governor or judge or 
aome one familiar with that country. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I object to the further consid- 
eration of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair desires the attention of 
the Senator from Californiaforamoment. The Senator from Kan- 
sas, the Chair understands, objects to the present consideration 
of the bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. I do. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have the regular order. 
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STATUE OF JAMES MARQUETTE. 


Mr.VILAS. Mr. President, I ask that the communication of the 
governor of tr mer which has been laid upon your table be 
presented to the Se 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the communication from the governor of Wisconsin indicated by 
the Senator from Wisconsin. The communication will be read. 

The Secretary read as foliows: 


EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, Madison, Wis., March 19, 1896." 


Srr: It gives me pleasure to inform you,and through you the honorable 
body over which yay preside, that the State of Wisconsin, in nse to the 
invitation exten to the States of the Union under section 1814 of the Re- 
vised pate of the United States, and 2 accordance with the resolution 

d at the first session of Congress in 1898, has placed in the old Hall of 

he House of Re epvenennntires at the Capitol of the’ wo States a marble 

statue of Pére met aneie This re was made in pursuance of an act of 

e legislature of this State ts biennial quien in 1887, and is the 
work of the Italian sculptor, Mr. G. ee of Florence, Italy. 

Ihave the honor,in behalf of the State of Wisconsin, of presenting this 
statue to the Congress of the United States. 

W. H. UPHAM, 


lam, sir, very respectfully, yours, 
Governor of Wisconsin. 


ae, Apias E. Oreveee 
ice-President of the United States 
and Pre dent of the Senate, “Washington, D.C. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I present resolutions in connec- 
tion with the same subject and ask for their immediate considera- 
tion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolutions submitted by the 
Senator from Dlinois will be read. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
pe of Congress be ov yen Se to the alee a of Wisconsin for the statue of 


i Biver the r , and discoverer of the 
ve 


House 
governor of the State of Wisconsin. 


— VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolutions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Mr. President, the ancient city 
of Laon, in the north of France, not far from the Belgian border, 
was the ‘birthplace of J — nes Marquette, the man whom Wiscon- 
sin has seen fit to honor eee ky eminence and domi- 
nates the vine-covered country Girt about by bat- 
tlements, with a mcs sd eal coud 5 rising in its , it 
forms a citadel and sanctuary in one. 

Born into such growing up between war and 
worship, y uette was bound to become either a soldier 
enon. e in to the latter, but, a hero at the core, it 
mattered little whether he donned cassock or cuirass. nette 
martial race. His forefathers di 


own war for independence. At 17 Marquette joined the a 
oid te tenching, fit: Francie Kavier, “the apestic of the Enfiies,” 
t. Francis = a o 
coat ges By He burned with desire for eae ace 
lands. Under the authority of his order he sailed for Canada, 
landing at _— on September 20, 1666, buoyant with health 
and high am 
In 1524 Verrazzano, a sailor of fortune (if the expression is per- 
missible), rosea ag omen Shy France, skirted tae coast of New 
land and Canada, thereby founding a territorial claim. 
In 1535 the French navi Cartier ascended the St. Lawrence 
River as far as Mont Royal, the Montreal of to-day. 
In the beginning of the seventeenth century came the colonizer 
Pontgravé; after him the soldier , with his men at 
arms and their arquebuses. In a battle at the modern Ti 
he gained the questionable friendship of the Algonquins and the 
unrelenting hatred of the Iroquois. Forovera ee ee 
the Iroquois left a bloody in Canada. Then the h Gov- 
ernment sent out to sean it oe Courcelles, and the 
vigilant Talon. About time arrived the Recollects, the «Gray 
Gowns”; after them the Jesuits, the ‘‘ Black Gowns.” 
Up to the time of Marquette's arrival French colonization in 
the populating sense had ed a failure. Some insignificant 
ed along the St. Lawrence, a handful of priests, a few 
fur traders and bushrangers made up the population. 
al dia not count to exceed 6,000 souls. ‘Sane abaae 
emorts at colonization, Canada still remained a wilderness hardly 
tnthed a ee ee 
der and the equally destructive brandy. Into thisdomain 
barism uette betook himself, ha for sole protection the 
seg He remained for a to eee ae we 
Saguena ver, ministering to Montagnais Indians per- 
fecting tameelf | in their la . Marquette was a gifted linguist, 
mastering later on six distinct Indian tongues. 
In 1668 he was ordered to the Sault Ste. Marie. With a party 
of Nez Percés he moved up the Ottawa River, crossed Lake Nip- 
issing to Georgian Bay, thence by Lake Huron to the “Sault.” 


OA IE LTT I TEI 





ssage he stuck to his paddle };) 

galley slave to his oar, alten meanwhile to the one of his 
brutal companions. The rons landed on what is now the A». ° 
can side of the St. Marys River, at a point frequente: 
Chippewa Indians. Here heerected the first church in the , 
State of Michigan. Here he dug and planted the first «.,; 
the Northwest. 

In the autumn of 1669 he set out for La Pointe de St. | 
in the present State of Wisconsin. was a mission { ed 
a short time before at the entrance to Chaquamegon Ba 
far from the western extremity of Lake Superior. Hes , : 
gathered remnants of the Huron and Ottawa tribes of [ndj.),< 
who had fied before the fury of the Iroquois. _ 

Marquette writes interesting accounts of the Indians to [., 

, Superior of the missions: 

Iam obliged to render you an account of the mission at La Poi): St 
Esprit among the Getanran, ot show and through to your orders, on my arrival f 
, through ice, which closed my Way an 


Throughout this perilous 


gar in 


who are divided into five towns 
Hurons, to the number of about four or five hundred, still pre 
little Christianity. The nation of the Outouaks is far from th: 
God, wet nations addicted to 


rve some 


Kin ed m of 


ridicule er and wiil quosesty best ue of Christianity. The > Kiska- 
kons h Saaieet in the fall of 1668 to obey They were then in 
harvesting their Indian earn. pleasure when [ t ' 
that I came to La for their eee, that they never 
should be but be beloved above all other nations. 

Winter closed in. For Marquette, what a disheartening s journ 
alone on that desolate shore! For him no communion with civil- 


Ev. n 
2Tass in 
Ww ay of 
ground. 

green. They | te nt like 
knights of old, with theirarmor on. Snow fall stilled the hum in 
the forest. Ice the tinkle of the streams. No sound fell 
e guttural tones of savages and the swash of 
Chaquamegon. 

From the west came trooping bands of warlike Dako! 
long locks dangling, bunches of flint-headed arrows slung on their 
backs, and stone hatchets stuck in their belts. From the south, 
a thirty days’ journey, bent on trade, came the more pacific tli- 
nois. 

All these brought stories of the “Great Water ”—the Micsis- 
sippi—flowing no one knew whither; where houses wale on the 
water and monster fishes swam. The exploration of this river, 
which he believed had its mouth in California, became a settled 
purpose in the mind of Marquette. He says: 


who promise to erase onct fail to keep their 

word, we shall go into this river; we shall visit nations which | inbal t it 

in order to open the wa to so many of our fathers who have |ong awaited 

This Wil give os a complete knowl of the 
eee western sea. 


Throughout the —- he ministered to his unruly flock, bap- 
tizing the infants and instructing the adults. In the puncent 
smoke of his cabin eae over his project of discovery, 


ized man, no caress of child, no ase g voice of woman. 
nature —— no consolation. Frost had withered the 


as, their 


schooling himself in I 

The = incensed at the conduct of the 
Hurons and the Ottawas, war upon them, “ first return- 
ing to the the pious pictures which he had sent them 
as a present.” a was resolved to abandon La Pointe. he Ot 
tawas in thet wanderings ee remained with the Hurons to 
join in They took to their 
maak sean at Michilimackinac, they 


a wienlip tree .” The Hurcns, or W yan- 
oun Guataian Bay, whence they fied before 
, on their passage to Che Myamegon 
On this storm-swept, 
cami first care was the erection of 
calling it St. Ignace. He writes to Father Dablon: 


ue 
lee 


Sieteies 
gularly ha listened to the instr' 
otc them, consenting to what T req quired to prevent th" mers 
and abominable customs. We must st have patience with untutored minds, 
who know only the devil, who like their ancestors have been his slaves ad 
whocihen beligen tate Ghedinatn ehbeh they were nurtared. God alone can 
fix these fickle minds and place and keep them in His grace, and touch their 
while we stammer at their ears. 

He ends his letter: 

This is all I give about this mission where minds are now more mil. {rec 
atin, ans Selene Capeene & peers Searoctians than in any other par 2 
am ready, however, to leave it in the hands of another mission: _—< 
a cr to seek new nations toward the South Sea who are still kn 

Colbert, in France, and Frontenac, then governor of (ans, 

to cireumvent the English and “ confine them © 
their weak and broken line along the coast of the Atlantic.” 
sides, they wanted a more southerly outlet than the St. La» renee, 
icebound half the year. The acquisition of the n throug 
which flowed the much talked of but unexplored Mississippi 
peared to them important to these ends, For this expedi 
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Frontenac, on the advice of Talon, selected Marquette and Joliet. 
The latter was a young man, a Canadian by birth, and a trader 
and rover by inclination. __ ie 

In December, 1672, Joliet joined Marquette at Michilimackinac. 
Of Joliet’s coming and purpose Marquette writes: 


I was delighted at this good news, because I saw my plans about to be ac 


complished, and found myself in the happy necessity of exposing my life for | 


all these tribes, and especially of the Illinois, who, when I was 


eo SalVv i ot i 
the salvation begged me very earnestly to bring the word of God 


at Point St. Esprit, had 
among them. 


inter was passed in preparation forthe trip. On May 17, 
1673, the two Frenchmen pot five Indian companions started upon 
their journey in two canoes, with a small provision of Indian corn 
andsmoked beef—asorry outfit, but gaily escorted by hope. Atfirst 
they followed the northern shores of Lake Michigan and entered 
Grand Baye, or Green Bay. The Indians upon the banks of the 
Menominee River, where they put in, endeavored to dissuade them 
from pr ing farther. The banks of the Mississippi, they said, 
“were inhabited by ferocious tribes, who put every stranger to 
death, tomahawking all newcomers without cause or provocation.” 
They added that ‘ was a demon ina certain part of the river 
whose roar could be heard at a great distance and who would engulf 
them in the abyss where he dwelt; that the waters were full of 
frightful monsters who would devour them and their canoes, and, 
finally, that the heat was so great that os would perish inevita- 
bly.” Marquette did not take counsel of these fears. The party 
took the same course that Nicolet had followed some forty years 
before, up the lower Fox River, crossing Lake Winnebago, then 
ascending the upper Fox to a portage, and ing over to the 
Wisconsin River. Here they reached the limit of previous explo- 
ration. In this neighborhood they chanced upon a village of Mus- 
koutens, Miamis, and ee who directed them as to their 
course. Marquette gave to the river the name Mesconsin, which 
was ch to Ouisconsin, and, finally, to Wisconsin. 

Down the stream they sped, threading the currents and grating 
over the sand bars; by forests resplendent with verdure; past na- 
ture’s fields rich with ungarnered harvests. On the 17th of June, 
just below the t cit; of Prairie du Chien, Wis., they shot 
out upon the virgin waters of the Mississippi. From the prows 
of their frail canoes came the first ripple in the rising tide of civi- 
lization which was to overspread the great West. Marquette 
surveyed thescene—one that no white man had ever before looked 
upon—*‘ with a joy he could not find words to express,” to use his 


own language. Southward they steered, landing to cook their 
food, at night anchoring in the stream for safety. They had jour- 
neyed for over a fortnight seeing no sign of human life, when they 
came across footprints in the mud at the water's edge. 


Following 
a path, not without trepidation, they came to a village of the I1li- 
nois. Here, when Marquette had addressed them in their own 
tongue, they were greeted with kindness. After a friendly smoke, 
Marquette was presented with the mysterious talisman of peace, a 
‘‘calumet.” It is claimed that Marquette in his written narrative 
introduced this word into civilized speech. A feast followed. A 
large dog, boiled, was the “‘piéce de résistance.” This did not 
a the travelers and they were allowed to regale themselves on 
fat buffalo meat. Taking leave of their hosts, they drifted past 
the Illinois River. Later they reached the mouth of the Missouri, 
and their canoes were tumbled about in the turbid waters of the 
confluence. A little time and they espied on their left the Ohio— 
Iroquois for the ‘‘ Beautiful River.” Day after day passed on in 
solitude. Nearing the mouth of the Arkansas River, Indians on 
the banks became threatening and put out in their canoes to the 
attack. This would certainly have proved fatal to the party but 


for the calumet which nette had received from the Ilinois. 
He held it aloft by way of flag of truce. The natives lowered 
their w 


and the travelers went on in peace. They landed 
at an Indian opposite the mouth of the Arkansas. At this 
int they to turn back. A young warrior who spoke 
mois warned them of the dangers which awaited them lower 


d the _— that the Mississippi 
did not flow into the Atlantic or Sea of Virginia, nor into the Gulf 
of California or Vermilion Sea, but into the Gulf of Mexico. 


If 
they 


farther the results of their discovery would be 
lost. They began their homeward voyage on the 17th of July. 
Paddling thecurrent all day undera midsummer sun, sleep- 
we at night in a malarial atmosphere, subsisting on scant, un- 
Wholesome food, Marquette soon sickened. With him it was the 
beginning of theend. By toilsome stages they reached the Ili- 
nois River and ascended it, believing it an easier course to Lake 

higan than by way of the Wisconsin River. Under the guid- 
of a band lilinois warriors they reached the lake. 
coasted its western shores and landed at Green Bay toward 


Sa. They had bee absent about four months, 
time they had paddled over 2,500 miles. 


4 


if 
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Of this memorable voyage Marquette kept a journal. Sparks 
Says: 
+e narrative its written in a ters tyle 
the aut r relates y irs and hel- 
lishment sp) asa r- 

vation ar rere 1S , Any 
attempt to magnify the difficulties h of 
his discoveries. ln every point of view t ‘ 

| ing among those which illustrate the early history « 

At Green Bay, in the hope of recovery, Marquette remained 
during the winter and summer. The following fall ! 
what restored, he started to the country of the Llinois \ two 
Frenchmen anda band of Pottawatomies. They p l over the 
ortage at Sturgeon Bay and followed the western shore of Lake 
Michigan. Storms baflled them. It took them a month to reac 
the Chicago River. Here Marquette’s malady, the dysentery, took 
hold on him anew. Too feeble to proceed, he spent the winte1 
with his two companions near the present site of Chicago. a prey 

i 


to hunger, cold, and disease. But he had promised the Indians at 
Kaskaskia, on the Illinois River, that he would return. He found 
strength enough in the spring to visit them, and was greeted by 
them ‘like an angel from heaven.” 7 

His life was fast ebbing. He decided to set out for St. Ienace. 
wishing to die among his brother missionaries. 'The party moved 
northward along the eastern shore of Lake Michican. On the 
18th of May, 1675, knowing that his end was approaching, he 
landed. He gave directions as to his burial, asked the forgiveness 
of his companions for the trouble which he had caused them, tl 


en 
peacefully passed away. 

Two years after his death a party of Kiskakons, former disci- 
ples of his, hunting thereabouts, sought out his grave. They 
placed his bones in a birchen box. With a flotilla of 30 canoes 


they conveyed it reverently to St.lgnace. King Arthur's mortu- 
ary bark did not bear to the Island of Avalon the earthly remains 
of a more chivalric soul. Priests, Indians, and traders ; inbled 
on the shore to receive the funeral cortege. They carried the rus- 
tic casket to the chapel, where it was buried to the sound of 
the church-going bell and the harmonious accents of his mother 
tongue, ‘‘with tapers burning, like his zeal, and incense 
like his aspirations, to heaven.” 

Gentleness, courage, self-sacrifice, were the characteristics of 
Marquette. 

In fortitude he was the equal of his brother missionaries. 
native refinement and in education he was their superior. He 
was a zealot, if you will. But 1 have no quarrel on that ground. 
Religion is the jewel in the toad’s head; let each one carry hisown. 


Iss 


rising, 


In 





With him, the longings of a sensitive heart, divorced from earth, sought 
solace in the skies. A subtle element of romance was blended with the 
fervor of his worship and hung like an illumined cloud over the harsh and 


hard realities of his daily lot. 

He was a Jesuit, itis true. Whatever faults the Jesuits of those 
days may have had were peculiar to their time. 
for instance, were every whit as bigoted as they. 
in other countries is not in question here. 


The Puritans, 
y. Their conduct 
In North America they 
stand the transcendent herves in the advancing army of civiliza 
tion. As explorers, they pushed into the cruel wilderness, unfal 
teringly, self-devotedly, far to the front, where others followed 
with calculating circumspection. 
Bancroft writes of them: 
Defying the severity of climate, wading through water or through sn 
without the comfort of fire; having no bread but 
food but the unwholesome moss from the rocks; laboring incessantly: exposed 
to live, as it were, without nourishment, withoutaresti place 
and always incurring perils; to carry their lives in the 
daily and oftener than every day, to hold them up as targ: 
| tivity, death from the tomahawk, tortures, and fire. 
| But the qualities of priest and of Jesuit had no part in deter- 
| mining Wisconsin’s choice of Marquette for the honors of Statuary 
Hall. His pure and saint-like life, his writings and his fame as 
| the explorer of the Mississippi controlled the selection. He was 
| the first white man to traverse our territory and write a descrip- 
tion of it. He was the first to map out our confines. 
name to the river after which our State is called. On our soil h 
planned his voyage of discovery. From our bordershe first caug 
sight of the waters of the Mississippi. 
Marquette is the one great historic character identified with our 
State. Wisconsin has developed many notable inen. They are 


Ows 


pounded corn, and often no 


\ 
r hands, or, rather, 


ts, expecting cap 


He gave a 


the men of yesterday who may seem great to-day, but to-morrow 
their names will be lost in obscurity. Not so with Marquette. 
On the pages of history his name will shine the brighter as time 
goes on. 

Mr. KYLE. Mr. President, on the shores of the upper St. Law- 
rence and the chain of lakes extending to the Superior are to be 
found the footprints of French explorers who more than two cen- 
turies ago were the first to penetrate that unknown wilderness. 
Ferdinand De Soto, a Spaniard, had, a century before this, reached 
Florida by the West Indies and had pushed his way to the Missis- 
sippi in 1541; but little was known of that vast region except ex- 
travagant tales told by wandering tribes of Indians. Prior to 
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De Soto’s discovery, James Cartier, the distinguishec navigator, 
had in 1535 discovered the St. Lawrence and taken formal posses- 
sion of the country in the name of Francis I of France. The 
French thus having possessions, had from time to time sent ex- 
plorers and missionaries to the frontier. Father Dreuilettes had 
traversed the region from the St. Lawrence to the Kennebec and 
ontothesea. Father Allouez, who had founded the Ottawa mission 
and had labored among the Indians as far west as Green Bay, 
welcomed Marquette. Samuel De Champlain had founded Quebec 
in 1608, and had explored much of the territory from there to Lake 
Huron. The cities of St. Louis, St. Joseph, St. Charles, mark the 
= of French exploration along the ee and Joliet, Sault 

ste. Marie, Marquette, and others along the Great Lakes. Many 
of these towns are the sites of early mission stations. 

Prominent among these early explorers may be mentioned James 
Marquette. He was born in France of a family well known in 
civil and military life. His mother was a woman of rare culture 
and piety. From her Marquette inherited those traits of char- 
acter which made him priest instead of soldier. From early child- 
hood great pains had been taken with his education along secular 
and ecclesiastical lines, and he was doubtless moved with deeds 
of bravery, both on the field of battle and on the frontier, by mis- 
sionaries of the Cross. His soul was fired by the enthusiasm of 
Ignatius Loyola, who, a century before, casting aside luxury and 
fortune, had founded the Society of Jesus and had, without purse 
or script, gone forth by the Cross alone to Christianize northern 
Europe. Deeds of war to his mind were transitory, a mere pass- 
ing glory, while a life of sacrifice for his fellow-men would win 
laurels from the Prince of Peace. 

At an early age Marquette entered the —- Society of 
Jesus, where he spent fourteen years in study and contemplation. 
He had dwelt on the lives of the early church missionaries who 
carried the gospel to Germany, Switzerland, France, and England 
in the early centuries of the Christian era and had built monas- 
teries and convents in these heathen lands. Such pioneer work 
had the air of romance, and instead of settling in some staid 
parish of his native land he determined to cast his lot with the 
settlers of the New World and devote his life to Christianizing 
the savages of the frontier. He eneney sailed for French 
Canada, landing at Quebec in 1666, a hundred years before this 
region was made historic by the French and Indian wars. 

To us who now journey over the scene of his travels by means 
of the Grand Trunk Canadian lines, or make the tour of the lakes 


on palatial one per is difficult to picture the hardships of 


pioneer exploration. History records that after — a couple 
of years in studying the Huron and Algonquin languages, Mar- 
quette set out for his Lake Superior mission accompanied by a 
couple of guides. His course was by boat up the Ottawa River 
and Georgian Bay to Lake Huron, a distance of several hundred 
miles, thence to Sault Ste. Marie, where he founded a mission. 
Subsequently he moved his station to La Pointe, where he labored 
among the Hurons and Ottawas. In 1671 the Sioux Nation 
made war upon his tribes, and he was forced with them to Mack- 
inaw, where he founded the mission of St. Ignatius. 

While at La Pointe he had heard from roving bands of Indians of 
the mighty Mississippi and determined to push his way to it, but 
owing to warlike demonstrations among the tribes he was unable 
to make the journey till 1673, when Joliet reached Mackinaw with 
a commission from the — of Canada to attempt the dis- 
covery of the Mississippi. Marquette, who had waited patientl 
and prayerfully, considered this a providential circumstance, an 
accordingly joined Joliet and his five men. This small company 
made the journey through great privations, their shelter at night 
being rudely constructed huts and their subsistence Indian meal 
and the game of the forests. Their course was through Lake 
Michigan and Green Bay, thence up the Fox River in Wisconsin 
tothe Divide. Carrying their boats a short distance, they launched 
them in the Wisconsin River and continued their journey, reach- 
ing the Mississippi June 17, 1674. 

Quoting from our worthy Chaplain, Dr. Milburn— 

Streams with broader open to the sea there are, with der historic 
associations, with more romantic memories thronging their Gabe but what 
one of all earth's water courses can vie with this majestic appeal to the - 
ination and hope of mankind? A t, silent joy was in uette’s 
and as qratetel tents wet his wanes etbarel a eevens fen that he 
had been permitted to look upon this wonder. The devout spirit tof the 
qpectens h of time, and in commemoration of it he named the river “ The 

Sonception.”’ For eight days Chey eee over the crystal pavement between 
shores widening to the distance of al e, and then oases rocky 
= oe if they were the towers and battlements of hostile cities, to within 
a few hundred yards. In vernal pasture lands they beheld the moose and the 
elk and the deer cropping the her , and lower down vast herds of buffalo 
gresed in the m —S the w were filled with flocks of wild turkeys. 

or fifteen days they in the habitation of 
human beings. At length they discerned a well-marked trail on 
sins noted Shasta gs Geperaat eon hace a fal 
ove rna’ 
Sunied'mllew whan thay deareed these indian Pikges” Ceeriog ed 
cry, they rapidly app ed them. A company of old men came forth to 
eet them, and when asked by Marquette who they were replied, “ We are 
Lilinois." Great was the good father's joy. He explained who he and his 


west 
it. With 


companions were, wherew they were jo i : 

then followed six soso of Meeting Tecctiiy ad othe P ace 
urge the Frenchmen to tarry with them. But their task was not hal; ... 
formed, and they must up and away. ng an affectionate fare wel) > 
their kind hosts, they were esco to their canoes and presented w\:) 
calumet ificently adorned, than which no more valuable gift could : 
been made them. _ 

It was thus Marquette first met his beloved “ MIlinois,” anj jj, 
life's aim thereafter was to settle among and preach the gox)e| +, 
this tribe. Foramonth they paddled their boats with the curr.» 
making note of what they saw, and stopping only to greet or }yoji 
council with Indians on the banks, not knowing whether ¢)o 
waters would carry them to the Pacific or to the Southern (j,)); 

Reaching a point near the Arkansas River, and being con jj] 
that the river discharged its waters into the Gulf of Mexico, they 
began their return journey under great difficulties. Marijyetts 
was taken ill, and it was only with the greatest care that he syr- 
vived to reach Lake Michi The return journey was made by 
way of the Illinois River, t mer ee ie pam y Green Bay in Sep- 
tember. Marquette subsequently rallied and determined to found 
on the Illinois his mission called the Immaculate Conception. This 
he undertook, and in December, 1674, reached the spot where Chi- 
cagonow stands. Hehadthehonor of erecting there the first ¢a)in 
and church. A little later he visited the Kaskaskias, but failing 
health warned him to cease his labors. His desire was t) reach 
Green Bay and spend his last hours among his Indian friends. 
For many days his companions plied the oar in Lake Mivhigan, 
jag sen | their friend with hope. They were, however, coi pelled 
to take him ashore, where, on the soil of Michigan, he died and 
was buried. Subsequently some friendly Indians removed his 
remains to St. Ignatius Mission, at Mackinaw, where, beneat| the 
church floor, they now rest. 

Such is the story of Marquette’s life—a short one. He was but 
38 years of age, and had spent but six years in his chosen mission. 
and yet he carved a name for himself both as philanthropist and 
explorer. His mission was to carry the gospel to a heathen peo- 
ple; yet he rendered great service to our country as a pioneer of 
civilization. 

To such men ournation rightfully doeshonor. Marquette stands 
for a great class of Christian missionaries who have led the van- 
guard of explorers into the unknown of the earth. From 
the time St. Boniface carried the to Germany, in the eighth 
century, and Ansgar, the apostle of the north, to Scandinavia, 
until now, when missionaries of all denominations are pen trating 
the jungles of Africa, the church has been foremost in discovery 
and has rendered untold service to civilization. Eliot and Brain- 
erd spent their lives on the frontiers of Massachusetts ani Ponn- 
sylvania, and paved the way for later settlements. Dr. Stephen 
R. Riggs, born early in this century, is known and revered in 
Minnesota and the Dakotas for his labors among the Sioux Indians. 
In 1839, when white people thought it dangerous to cross beyond 
the Mississippi, Dr. Riggs established his mission at Lac ()ui Parle. 
Soon after he crossed into the Dakotas and spent a long «id useful 
life among the Sioux. Besides his schools and churches—the re- 
sult of his religious work—he left nearly fifty volumes of literature 
relating to the Indians, among them being a grammar aud dic- 
tionary of the Sioux languages. Not less valued are the s:rvices 
of Marcus Whitman, who, under the American Board, went 1s 
missionary physician to the Territory of Oregonin 183). He, with 
his associate missionaries, blazed his way into the forests of Oregon 
to carry the gospel to the Indians, but noted the valleys of fertile 
land, with valuable forests and streams, and in 1842, wien the 
Webster-Ashburton treaty was under consideration by the Sen- 
ate, Whitman made the journey from Oregon to Washington on 
horseback with but one companion and a guide. This vast ter 
ritory was represented by the British as worthless and inacces- 
sible, and the land would have been given them but for t) repre 
sentations of Whitman, who arrived on the 3d of March, just belore 
the ratification of the treaty. The State of Oregon and the United 
States owe this distinguished missionary a debt of gratit ie that 
can not be paid. Four years after this trip he and his family were 
massacred by the Ca: Indians and buried at Wallawa!ia. Time 
would not permit, Mr. President, the enumeration of the mission: 
aries of the church, both Catholic and Protestant, who hive lai 
the world under obligations for their valuable discoveries. !t was 
David Livin e who left his Scottish home to spend « life o! 
hardship in the interior of Africa. His was a gospel 11> n to 
the benighted natives, but he ranks with the great explorers 0! 's 
angen Missionaries were among the first to visit the !!awal” 

ds, and certainly the first to demonstrate their commer 
value to the world. ie 

Thus, Mr. President, the church has added greatly t) 11° 5° 
graphic and scientific knowledge of the world. To this sT* 
class of discoverers belongs James uette. He was seint'y “ 
character, unselfish in his purposes, and untiring in his‘ nae 

the m of gladness to darkest civilization. Hows" ' 
ing Shateaat vabteen this man and De Soto and scores ° 
explorers whose ambition was gold. As many of his predecessor 


ave 
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, Marquette gave his life for those he loved. Dr. Mil- 
reeds remarks, *“When we hear of faith and love like theirs, 
can we say contemptuously, ‘They were Jesuits,’ and forget they 
were Christians ing their testimony with their blood?’ 

Marquette had made a journey of 2,500 miles, touching the ter- 
ritory of four of our Northwest States. His mission was to the 
Indians. He had left to Joliet the part of reporting their journey 
to the governor of Canada. He was content to remain and die 
with those for whom he had labored. His life is beautiful in self- 
eacrifice. His discovery ranks among the foremost and most 
important on the continent; and it is to Marquette the explorer 
that we do honor at this time. Though a simple missionary of 
the cross and without a possession in the world, his name is 
written beside those of De Soto, Balboa, Cartier, Joliet, and others 
who are enrolled in the historical annals of our country. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the State of Wisconsin has se- 
lected and presented to the United States to be placed in the ‘* Hall 
of Heroes,” the statue of James Marquette. It will, when accepted, 
take its place among the marble and bronze representations of the 
great men selected by the States as their ideals of lofty character 
istics and noble deeds. ; arate 

No State has chosen better than Wisconsin in selecting Pére 
Marquette as the representative of courage, resolution, and devo- 
tion to the elevation of humanity. 

Mr. President, mankind honors heroes, and the history of our 
race in all ages exhibits the universal disposition to honor names 
ennobled by the possession and the exhibition of great qualities. 
Eminent ocldiens are oftenest the objects of popular regard and 
adulation, and it is to great commanders we are ready to attribute 
highest qualities. : , 

he public grounds of this magnificent city afford abundant 
proof of the truth of these reflections, for in nearly all of them are 
to be found the statues of soldiers who have won distinction— 
Vashington, Lafayette, Greene, Jackson, Scott, and leaders who 
distinguished themselves at later periods. Civil fame does not 
bear such rich and generous fruit, though the qualities which go 
to constitute greatness in military and civil life-are much the 
same. 

Washington and Jefferson, Jackson and Clay, Grant and Lin- 
coln alike possessed great sagacity, exalted courage, and, what is 
more impressive if not more valuable than either, unfaltering, 
unflagging resolution. Sagacity, by which term I mean to in- 


clude extraordi wisdom, often perceives and exaggerates 
danger. Co sometimes intermittent, while resolution, 


urage 
when associated with the 
both, and gives them ste 
when success is possible. 

Lincoln never commanded an army in the field, but many of 
us know that his patient resolution, which checked the desperate 

of the rash and extravagant and supported 'the faltering 
and the timid, equaled Grant, who would ‘fight it out on that 
line if it took all summer.” 

James Marquette, whose history is brief, was, we are informed, 
born in 1687, one hundred years before the birth of our Wash- 
ington. 

When about 17 years of age he joined the Jesuits, evidently from motives 
re re — in I he was sent to the mission of Canada. His 

ent as a linguist must have been great, for within a few years he learned 
to speak six Indian languages. 

Parkman, whom I follow, says: 

A subtle element of romance was blended with the fervor of his worship, 
and hung like an illumined cloud over the harsh and hard realities of his 
daily lot; kindled by the smile of his celestial mistress, his gentle and noble 
nature knew no fear. For her he burned to dare and to suffer, discover new 

and conquer new realms to her sway. 

In the journal of his voyage, after referring to a particular 
change made in his destination, he wrote: 

I was the more delighted at this good news, because I saw my plans about 
to be accomplished and found myself in the happy necessity of exposing my 
life for the elevation of all these tribes, and especially of the Illinois. who, 
when I was at Pointe St. Esprit, had begged me to bring the Word of God 
among them. 

He then made tion for the expedition he was about to 
undertake. The outfit of the travelers was very simple. They 
provided themselves with two birch-bark canoes and a — ly of 
smoked meat and Indian corn, embarked with five men, and began 
their voyage on the 17th day of May, 1673. 

It is needless to describe the route of the adventurous vo yagers. 
They reached the Wisconsin; they discovered and descended the 
Mississippi River, passing the mouths of the Ilinois, the Missouri, 
~ Ohio, and the Arkansas. Without weapons of offense or de- 
ense, they visited tribes of turbulent and ferocious savages, armed 
- with the sublime doctrine of ‘‘ Peace on earth and good will 

men.” His efforts for the civilization of the savages he visited 
Prove his boundless benevolence. 

The story of his death and burial by the shore of Lake Michigan 


is full 
His 
his death to be near, built a shed of bark for his 
protection. With pene cheerfulness and composure he gave directions 


ualities I have mentioned, utilizes 
ness, persistent force, and success, 
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for his burial. * * * At night. seeing they were fatigued, he told them to 
take rest, saying he would call them when he felt his time approaching. Two 
or three hours after they heard a feeble voice, and hastening to his side found 
him at the point of death. He expired calmly. murmuring the names of 
Jesus and Mary, with his eyes fixed upon the crucifix which one of his fol- 
lowers held before him. 

They dug a grave beside the hut, and there buried him accord- 
ing to the directions he had given. 

Whether his remains rest where they were placed by the hands 
of his comrades or were removed to St. Ignace is perhaps uncer- 
tain; but whatever may be true in that respect, the gentle breezes 
of the lakes sing his requiem, and we may hope that a spirit so 
pure and gentle and yet so brave and resolute rests where peace 
aboundeth forever. 

Mr. President, Father Marquette was a priest—I do not hesi- 
tate to speak of him by that respectful title—was an explorer, and 
an apostle to all the tribes and peoples he might discover. He 
combined the courage and resolution of Paul, and of Judson, and 
of Brainerd with the gentleness of John and the humanity and 
self-devotion of Damien, who gave his life to the service of the 
lepers. He had more of courage and resolution than a soldier, for 
without intending to resist the dangers he might encounter he 
met the threats of savages without fear, inspired with love for 
them and an eager desire to promote their temporal and eternal 
welfare. 

Mr. President, the State ef Wisconsin has selected this marble 
representation of this extraordinary man as its contribution to 
the Hall of Statuary. The selection is one worthy to be made, 
and the statue of Pére Marquette will stand in that hall, sur- 
rounded by other statues representing men whose names will 
not die or be forgotten while respect and veneration for true 
manhood survives. 

I hope it will not degrade or even lower the dignity of this 
occasion if I should say that I do not assent to Roman Catholic 
theories of ecclesiasticism, but I would despise myself if the garb 
of a priest of that church could hide from my view the noble, 
resolute, devout Christian hero within. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, when this lusty nation, outgrow- 
ing the habitations of its youth, built new council chambers tor its 
legislators it was a happy thought that consecrated to the noble art 
of sculpture the old Hall of the House of Representatives, where 
patriotism will hear the echoes ring forever of glorious words 
there spoken for liberty and justice among men. Nor less felicitous 
was the plan which proposed to the sovereign associates in Federal 
Union the work of its embellishment as authors and sharers, in 
fraternal equality, of the national prizes of honor and fame to be 
there illustrated and preserved. So, naturally enough, came up 
the suggestion that was directed by Congress to go with the invi- 
tation which the President was empowered to give, desiring the 
States to select for this noble commemoration from among them 
who in life on earth had been their citizens ‘illustrious for his- 
toric renown or for distinguished civic or military services.” It 
was the offspring, too, of a time when the country throbbed with 
patriotic fervor, and all hearts and minds were fixed on the mighty 
conflict then raging, the year 1864, when the world witnessed the 
soldiers of the Union clinched in a death grapple with the great 
revolt, and surely saw the last issue of war had been joined, and 
that with the coming triumph a glory unequaled in the annals of 
mankind would be won by the heroes of liberty. 

This restriction of the invitation was, however, very differently 
applicable to the States of our Federation. The older, especially 
the original thirteen, had gained even then, as States, a historic 
past. Among their possessions “ already secure” were the records 
of a time beyond the memory of living men; and if not yet dim or 
misty still we are able to see in perspective the creative and mem- 
orable deeds done in the course of their evolution, distinguishing 
the merit of achievement as contemporaries can never see it 
They may, therefore, justly lay peculiar claims to noble figures, 
radiant among the shades, whose story is the treasure of all Amer- 
icans, and say, ‘‘ These were our citizens.” 

But, sir, the conditions are necessarily somewhat different with 
the newer States like Wisconsin. For, although as part of colonial 
grants whose base was on the Atlantic coast, our territory shared 


with the earliest the boon of independence; it long lay an almost 
unknown land, the remote corner of the old Northwest of the Re- 
public. During many ensuing years the eager crowd of home 


seekers pushed out upon a course southward of the Great Lakes, 
unconscious of the surpassing excellence, riches, and beauty with 
which nature had endowed her land of choice, and so left it the 
prize of a later but not less fortunate generation. Thus it hap- 
pens that while Wisconsin takes date with the first in liberty and 
title, her entrance to the Union was preceded not only by ten 
States—all the States. in fact, until Virginia was divided in war— 
which were built upon the soil won from Great Britain but also 
by six erected upon later acquisitions, four of them even beyond 
the Mississippi. Her organization as a Territory, a Territory then 
stretching from Lake Michigan to the Missouri, is within the rec- 
ollection of venerable Senators still in honored service in this 
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Chamber. So it was that but sixteen years had passed of state- 
hood when this invitation was received to share the honor and 
duty of contribution to the nation’s Hall of Statuary. 

To accept it, therefore, in terms unqualified, demanded choice 
among contemporaries for the special commemoration; an invidi- 
ous task, not congenial te human nature, inevitabiy to be shrunken 
from. There was no chance for afar retrospection through the 
aisles of time, with its softening lights, its soothing oblivion, its 
justice in relative measurements, its elimination of true desert, 

any were the brave and generous spirits, the strong and helpful, 
amoag our pioneers and the builders of our State, whom the re- 
spect and affection of their fellows commend to the grateful remem- 
brance of posterity; too many most cherished to be omitted by a 

ticularizationofsome. And whenthe war time befell, and man- 
heard throughout the land the call of Liberty to arms, the 
answering voice of Wisconsin came not from some daring few, in 
advanced leadership of thought and action; but from every home 
and hearthstone, through town and countryside, responding thou- 
sands poured forth to battle, knowing well their cause; near one- 
half of all her voting citizens bore her banner, floating beside the 
Stars and Stripes on every field of war in the Seuthern land, and 
her list of true heroes a Homer might worthily sing. Not yetdo we 
dare the choice among them, all so cherished in honor and esteem. 

And so it was that, from no lack of sensibility, no lethargy of 
appreciation, more than twenty years by while the national 
summons to participate in an un ing so honorable remained, 
not unheeded, yet unanswered. 

But, sir, although the sway of nature was there longer undis- 
turbed by immigration and settlement, that goodly land made, in 
fact, its entrance to the page of American history at a far earlier 
date. Indeed, its discovery and visitation by the white man had 
much precedency in time over many of our sister States of prior 
establishment in the Union. A peculiar charm attaches to the 
story of those early days. It is augmented by the very length of 
the intervening period before the settlements of civilization came, 
during which the activity of development elsewhere increased the 
seeming quiet there. This has cast back into even deeper shade 
its historic dawn, and thrown upon the simple facts something 
like the twilight hues of an ancient story. But fourteen years 
after the Mayflower sowed her precious seed on ‘‘the wild New 
England shore,” Jean Nicollet paddled his canoe through the rich 
natural rice ficlds of the Fox im the center of our present borders. 
Before any footstep but of red men had been imprinted on the west- 
ern slopes of the Alleghanies, ‘‘ the tidings of great joy” sent 
down through the ages by a i Saviour were delivered to 
ee children of the forest in the far interior Wisconsin 

n 


It was Nature's way of shaping the continent which thus lured 
the explorer to its very heart so soon after settlement was begun 
upon its borders. Once upon the magnificent waters of those 
great interior seas, the like of which the earth does not elsewhere 
show, a fascination irresistible pressed on to their fountain head. 
Side by side, often even hand in hand, cupidity and benevolence, 
with daring hardihood, urged the quest; and the trader’s greedy 
courage found more a match in the unfaltering hearts who 
challenged the horrers of the wilderness, bent on no selfish aim, 
but wholly to rescue the imperiled souls within its deep recesses. 
It so came to pass that without intermediate establishments of any 
sort, without even renee posts or resting stations, or a white 
man’s abode along the entire route, Christianity had her missions 
domiciled in Wisconsin, on Lake Superior and Green Bay, while the 
advanced frontier of Kuropean movement, the nearest settlement 
or oe = the es a thousand miles away at naan 

e heavy forest stood, in primeval majesty, stretching to the 
prairies of the Mississippi from the mountains of the East, and not 
one of the coming race had ventured once within its awful soli- 
tudes. Through the vast woods westward from the Hudson and 
the Delaware roamed the merciless Iroquois in terrible dominion, 
the scourge and destroyer of thesavage race, the Tartars of the wil- 

tcheries multiplied and deepened its solitudes 

ils and horrors. 
interior of the continent, on whose 

wild primeval surface no t of civilization cast a ray save the 
flickerings here and there begun to show along the ocean margin, 
there in that vast isolation, that ‘‘ dity obscure,” the lamp 
of Christianity was kindled by the brought from Cal 
and its gleams burst forth above the forest gloom, a solitary 
beacon, presaging and beckoning to the oncoming column of 
humanity soon to march thitherward in triumphant splendor. 
And there, sir, slender and feeble as was that early flame, and 
though amid sometimes distressing vicissitudes and perils, there 
has it ever burned unquenched. , in the first faint grap of 
morning, a Caucasian’s home was builded and church and 
were founded; and thus, with neepiel civi civili- 
zaticn of a meas evolution, its 
interior on the land of Wisconsin, and, in a sense, Wisconsin 
also her beginning as one among ci ’s grandest forms 
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and agencies, a self-governed Commonwealth of intelligent, (. ,). 
fearing freemen. = 
Among the shadowy forms that move on that far-off . 
touched by the light rosy ray that tells of a splendor com; 
its time, among the brave who dared the aol of that m 
hour, was one, the type and exemplar of a noble class, {i, 
human honor by devotion, heroism, amd sacrifice, in wis. _ 
burned also the genius of the explorer, the glorious ¢y, 
knowledge. Short and swiftl was his path to the «! 
self-sacrifice, so often the goal of his class, but his few har) 
weve enough for his renown; he departed for the world }). 
rewarded by the fame of history here. He was a citizen 0: 
consin only in its embryonic age; no more; but otherwise 
of such as him that Congress when it marked for this <», 
cial honor ‘‘ persons illustrious for historic renown.” 
Wherefore, Mr. President, the legislature of Wisconsin, 11),\,{)). 
ing that a State which yields in public spirit and intelligg)).. ;, 
none should stand no sharer in the national gallery of hon.» .,, 
conceiving the true sense ot the Congressional plan to ¢0.))),), 
hend whatever achievements our country’s soil have )ril- 
liantly wrought toward its predestined usefulness to inan.);) 
posed to Congress that Wisconsin should be permitted, at oye. 
and together, to ize and honor the men who daringly })):.));..) 
there the first abode of civilization; to distinguish and 1!) 115; );, 
the noblest character inthe vanguard of its march—the mis<j)))).,yy 
of Christ; and to celebrate also a famous triumph of geogr))))) 


exploration from within her borders, by raising here the wrt\o 
fly of that tle, devoted, high-souled, fearless priest a 
teacher, James mette, the discoverer of the Mississi})));. 
Well knowing, of course, that the original invitation was, for 
the reason given, not literally a full authority therefor, the con. 
sent of Congress was explicitly sought. Twice the legislature .{ 
the State deciared itself; by its act of 1887, and again, when its 
Senators, or one of them, hesitated in doubt of its true desire, by 
its joint resolution of 1893, “‘ urgently requesting ” those Senatirs 
to secure that assent of the Government. And Congross twice 
responded with the desired issi At first, the concurrence 
of the Senate in a joint resolution of the House of Representatives 
was given on the last day of the Pifty-second Congress, tuo late for 
Executive consideration among the mass of crowding measures. 
The next session, first of the Fifty-third Congress, sujj)lic! the 
fuilure, and by joint resolution approved on the 14th of October, 
1893, the State of Wisconsin was ‘‘ authorized and granted tho 
a of placing in Statuary Hall at the Capitol the statue of 
ére Marquette, the faithful missionary, whose work wuong tle 
Indians and explorations within the borders of said State in «arly 
days are recognized all over the civilized world.” 
these terms the ess testified, Mr. President, its intelli- 
gence and appreciation of the moving considerations whic) )\''y 
award to this missionary and explorer a commemoration «ous 
the historic characters of America. Thechoiceof Wisconsin was 
ratified, and the free interpretation which carried back the theory 
of citizenship to the early movers.on her soil found approy:!. 
The privilege bestowed has been exercised asit should have |) 
By universal testimony a work of art unexcelled has been erected 
in our Hall. The representatives of the State feel no o(ier nec 
than to say, ‘‘Go, view the artist’s work, gaze = the noble 
figure discerned by genius in the Italian stone. There you siull 
find the ideal we would commemorate; a noble man, wit! 1 sou! 
lifted up to God, a mind inflexibly bent to duty, a heart sweilns 
with tenderness toward his fellow-creatures, so surely treat: 
the pathway lighted to him by edueation and conscience tit s- 
, privation, danger, could cause no shadow of turning 
in it; yet still the gentle, enthusiastic, generous man, vive! 
among his fellows—theman to-dare without flinching, t) (0 wit 
out boasting, the deeds that heroes do, when heaven calls. _ 
Perhaps so I nught leave it, confident in the award of crv» 
justly due the good State I love for its worthy gift, and cons 1's 
that the eloquent remarks of my colleague and other Sena‘ save 
left no addition needful by me. ie 
But yet, sir, L would wish to contribute something, if [ coui, 
to dis ish with clarity the figure and career of Mirji' 
from usion with in ingli and events in the back- 
of history, and give a view of what he was and 
what he did by drawing to the eye the circumstances in wie ©° 
stood and 


acted, 

For the discovery of the Mississippi in 1673 the Muse of [)-' ry 
has recorded his name te-stand forever on her unfading » 

Yet there be some, perhaps many, who see in that achicy mens 
little more than a summer ride in a bark canoe adown tic) 4" 
ful Wisconsin River, as if it were in the sunlight and swe! 
the and security, which the student tourist of our ') °* 
delights in as he traces again the famous water path 0! | : 
tion. Itis an indolent, th view. Far different has vce 
ever page gr jast measure so ss smneacter — mner®. 
strong, vivid imagination, capa reproducing the tac’> © 
lated from. memorials.of the time, a penetrating symp«') © 
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beliefs and modes of thonght then entertained, must gain sway in known to be the Mississi) 
any mind which will realize the conditions then and there envi- | Only he who looks on past events witho 


. 


roning and characterizing human effort. 
It was the fruit of no sudden inspiration, fortuitously con- 
ceived and hastily executed. Already so far sunk in the im- 


mensity of forest wilds, with horrors on its trail and terrors in | 


front, exploration had for a period halted on the shores of Supe- 
rior and Michigan, or moved but little inadjacent territory, Hight 
years had passed. since the first white man’s house was built on 
the Bay of Chequamegon to give a home to the mission of the 
Holy Ghost, and all that undertaking a panic of terror had 
ruined, driving thence backward to the Straits of Mackinac 
the converts who had found a refuge there. For in the unknown 
Western country dwelt the Sioux, monsters of bloody deeds, the 
constant fear of all natives within reach of their excursions. Mar- 
quette, then beginning the labors to which he had consecrated 
his life, had wrought there with the tribes whose summer wander- 
ings, like of modern tourists, carried them to the great Northern 
Sea. Among them the Illinois, who told him stories of the great 
river, long before then a misty rumor, a far-off unreality. It fired 
his imagination and stirred his heart with hope that craving souls 
in other lands might hear the Gospel’s tidings from his lips. He 
reported to his superiors, opened the pian, and waited obediently. 
It required years before the answering orders followed. Then 
came Joliet, with five other Frenchmen. Seven men, no more, 
were thus to hazard the unknown regions, of which no native 
spake but in notes of warning. They heard on every hand fore- 
boding tales of terror, of mysterious and dreadfuldangers. Mon- 
sters would be found in the waters, the fiercest savages upon the 
lands. 

It was an age of credulity, and the stoutest hearts quailed often 
before chimeras of the fancy springing from the dread unknown. 
Now every friendly tribe; with common voice, at the Green Bay, 
along the Fox, and at the village of the Mascoutins and Miamis, 
where they bid adieu to the last frontier of the known, to the last 


friendly face, all picture only coming peril, with supplication to | 


change their purpose. Yet on they pushed their way; timorously 


canoes swept the bending curves of the Wisconsin; with hearts 
that sometimes. throbbed, but unfalteringly, resolute of purpose. 
At length, a full month gone since they started from the Green 
Bay—the traveler. now needs hardly a day—and there it rolled 
before them, the Father of Waters; there, as for untold ages all 
unknown, the majestic servant of nature’s mighty plan! They 
had found it! For nearly forty years the voyageurs had passed 
the tale, the mystery of Indian report, of the great water in the 
West; now they saw it with their eyes in veritable majesty! 

Mr. President, a no man without experience can bring to 
himself by any é 
such an achievement must stir in the explorer’s mind. 


ecution begun, the hard labors done, the menacing perils met, all 
atlast compressed to perfect fruition in a single moment! Who 
can measure itbyany gauge but experience, yet who but must feel 
it worth a life: to: win? @ judgment of the world has given 
accordant honor, and brightly shines the name of the discoverer 
on the temple wall of Fame. 

Sir, no balance can invidiously weigh in competition the vari- 
ant elements of merit in the many who have lifted the veil of 
mystery over hidden lands. One star differeth from another star 
in glory. Therecan forever be but one Columbus; never another 
Magellan. But the pages will never want for readers on which 
are written the stories of the discovery of the Mississippi and of 
the sources of the Nile, nor fade the names of Livingstone and 
Marquette. 

Yet this was: not discovery complete. They knew well their 
duty, and, though plunging afresh into the depths of prophesied 
perils, on thiey- feed, out upon its wide waters, fearlessly bent 
to know the bounds and course set to the mighty flood in the plan 
of the continent, to. carry back to civilized men a broadened tield 
of knowl , &new map, re-forming the old terra incognita. A 
full month longer, oft in dangers great and real, they sturdily and 
bravely held their purpose down its turgid current, among strange 
lands and tribes, and marked its assured flowage to the Gulf of 
Mexico, Then, their mission fulfilled, to return with its fruits no 
longer jeo was the ensuing duty, second only in importance. 

It should perhaps be noticed, sir, that in point of fact, as men 
how know, more than a century before the Mississippi had twice 
been seen by European eyes. Coasting on the Gulf in 1519, De 
Pineda turned through its mouth and sailed up this river, no one 

ows how far. Wandering over the continent in 1542, De Soto 
crossed it, near the Yazoo’s mouth, ascended for a distance its 
western bank, died, and was buried in it. Neitherevent gave the 
Tiver to the world. Where it was, what it was, whence it:came, 


What the countries of its drainage—all were untold. Water only 
had been found, a fluvial mystery unsolved. Geography had 
nor, until Marquette had shown it, was the water 





ort a full sympathy with the emotion. which | 
The long | 
dream of meditation, the ripening purpose, the fixed plan, the ex- | 
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| great, nor his experience of suffering unsurpassed 
at times we may well imagine; with straining eye, as their frail | 


= = 

155 
ppi which these wanderers had seen. 
7 it a perspective, like a 
Chinese drawing, confounds these transactions. Nor by one jot 
or tittle has it lessened the meed of honor measur oO Marqui tte 
It is to this historic event, Mr. President. that the s- 


' personal di 
tinction of Marquette in the annals ‘i 





f A I 1181 ascribed, 
It was not conspicuously gained by of a 
missionary priest. Others shared with the 
labors, the sorrows of that characte I ee 
But Fame, like the first beams of mornit , , of 
singular eminence, and men worship most the v 1 in- 
crease dominion. And ‘‘ Peace hath her victories not vned 
than war.” It was hisgeographical conquest, th ig to man 
of acountry unequaled in capacity for hisenjoym roadand 





splendid region of the Mississippi's drainage, which 


marked hum 
for illustration bysucceeding gene ms. Mainly this it wasthat 
affixed his name to the handsome city on the shore of S 


rath 


wHuperior, to 
counties in the States that adjoin that wide water, and has led to 
the erection of the stately figure in marble now placed in the 
keeping of the nation. 

But there mingles also, sir, a just respect for the he mes- 
senger of Christianity to God’s children in the wilderness which 
has entered into its design and will share in the commemoration 
to endure in this monument—may it be for ages. The statue is 
itself an idealization, yet itis believed so natural, so true, thatevery 


detail is but genuine exposition of personality and character. If 
the artist has thrown into the beauty of the face the look and 
lineaments which tell the far sight, the fixed hope, the un! 


courage of the successful explorer, they comport and mingle with 
features informed by submissive piety, benevolence, and zeal to 


do the will of God. Sir, the early missionary to the 
world will never cease to reverence, as heroism and ¢ 
be reverenced, however differently the light may fall in after 
times on beliefs and methods then entertained and pursued. 
Among them all, of whatever church or creed, Marquette deserves 
place with the foremost. Not that ught were 
sin that 


Indian the 
oodness must 


t] e elects h +wr 


Other 


py l. 
‘‘noble army of martyrs” perhaps accomplished more and suf- 
fered more. It was the abundant power in him oft and fully 
manifested, the spiritthat burned within, and his sad untimely loss, 
rather than shining achievements in his few years labor, that 
give his prominence as a missionary among the mission pioneers. 

Mr. President, you have heard in the appropriate and interest- 


ing remarks of our colleagues the story of his career pleasingly 


told. Who that listened can picture to himself the conditions 
which then beset the devoted wanderer in that far interior, and 
withhold admiration of the intrepid self-consecration that took 
him there on such an errand? I tried a few moments since to 
draw to the mind by some lines the superficial picture the conti- 
nent then presented, the helplessness of these missionaries’ remote 
isolation, their necessarily absolute surrender to the fate of the 
| wilderness. But how can one now depict to entire realization all 
the meaning of peril and horror that resignation then implied to 
them who ventured on in the very light, as it were, of the fires 
which had consumed their martyred predecessors: 

For bitter, indeed, had been the missionaries’ experiences on the 
very path they traveled. Once already, in the w between 
Huron and Ontario, the soldiers of the cross had performed labors 
and endured privations the tale of which must ever excite pity 
and admiration, and yet their catastrophe had been > and 
horrible. Through sufferings and indignities that might have 
rather moved despair, love and faith had bred still a sustaining 
hope. Never was its light more awfully extinguished. Their 


ilichil} 


Horrible was 


unhappy converts first were decimated by 


, and then 
upon them fell the fiendish Iroquois. 


he fate of all. 


Massacre, even to annihilation, swept the friendly tribes—men, 
mothers, babes—from the face of the earth; and death, death 
through torments inconceivable but to savage ingenuity, the slow 
exhaustion of vital force amid lingering flames while agonizing 
wounds: lacerated the inflamed flesh, had been the portion ult 
themessengers of divinelove. The annals of heroic devotion have 
no tale more pitiful than the constancy in duty to their disgusting 


pupils, and for it the awful earthly recompense, of the faithful 
fathers, Brebeuf and Lallemant. 

Stichwas the present example, such the impending menace 
tyrdom through agony unspeakable for t! issionary. 
for his. converts—that lay across the path of the young 
29-as-he- set: forth upon his lonely way 1 Point st. Esprit, 
on the Bay of Chequamegon. And to whatatask assigned! Not, 
like the-voyageur or trader, to plunge licentiously into the wild 
Indiam life, rejoicing in its freedom and adventure, reckless of 
results. The Christian missionary met those natives to challenge 
their habits of thought, to attack their traditions of life, to rebuke 
their morals. Yet his appeal was to a spiritual nature of which 
they. knew nothing, to hearken to a tale beyond their understand- 
ing, to lift them beyond the only world they knew or were capable 
of knowing, At. first, perhaps, he might win attention by the 
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charm of novelty, attractive always to the savage as even to ani- 
mal nature. That sway was but momentary; his teaching neces- 
sarily carried reproof; and, gentle as he made it, few of those 
coarse, fierce spirits would tolerate it. Their frequent return and 
sometimes habitual usage were contumely, ridicule, indignity. 
Disgustful alike to his education, breeding, taste, was every close 
contact with them, and nature could but rebel against the duty 
religion enjoined. Dependent on them for the means of subsist- 
ence, his privations were often severe. Yet he toiled with unfail- 
ing perseverance, inventing new devices to win their trust and fix 
their minds on things eternal; always to encounter backsliding 
and ye pe and ever to see the momentous truths he taught fall 
like seed upon a stony ground. Whose heart must not melt in 
sympathy with those words my colleague read from that letter of 
the wearied Marquette to his superior after the ruin of the mis- 
sion at St. Esprit: 

God alone can fix these fickle minds and place and keep them in His grace 
and touch their hearts while we stammer in their ears. 

Yet bethink you with admiration of the unflagging zeal that in 
s0 few years made him master of speech in half a dozen various 
native tongues, that he might better strive in that desperate work 
of salvation! 

And who so base of spirit that would deny the guerdon of fidelity 
and goodness when, sick and broken with the malady that sent 
him to his grave, in the face uf coming winter he set off again on 
the long, hard journey up Lake Michigan from Green Bay, to 
bring the healing truth to the heathen souls among the Dlinois, 
who loved him? The event realized the gloomy presage with 
which the journey was pane. That eee neg A of the faith he 
gave asa dying man. With return of spring he tried his last 
chance for life. Borne by his red brethren to the shore near where 
Chicago teems with multitudes to-day, he was launched in a bark 
canoe with two friends to paddle the long way to Mackinac. The 
attempt was vain. One day, gliding along the eastern coast, he 
recognized his summonsand bade them land. They sheltered him 
with a hut of bark, and he, beseeching forgiveness for all their 
pains, calmly ordered the particulars of his burial. Parkman, to 
whom we owe so much, paints with simple eloquence the final 
scene: 

At night, seeing that they were fatigued, he told them to take rest, saying 
that he would call them when he felt his time approesting. Two or deren 
hours after they heard a feeble voice, and hastening to his side found him at 
the point of death. He expired calmly, murmuring the names of Jesus and 
Mary, with his eyes fixed on the crucifix which one of his followers held be- 
fore hina. They ngs grave beside the hut, according to the directions which 
he had given them, then reembarking they made their way to Michillimack- 
inac, to bear the tidings to the priests at the mission of St. Ignace. 

Mr. President, let him who doubts the noble excellence of that 
good man’s life contemplate the scene enacted on that coast in the 
next ensuing year! Then Nature bore her testimony unimpeach- 
able to the wondrous impress of his goodness. A band of Ottawas 
seven years before his pupils at La Pointe de St. Esprit, repaired 
at the bidding solely of their hearts to that lonely grave, with ten- 
der hands, after the fashion of their fathers— 

Washed and dried the bones, and placed them carefully in a box of birch 
bark. Then ina procession of 30 canoes they bore it, singing their funeral 

St. of Michillimackinac. As they sees. priests, In- 
dians, and traders all thronged to the shore. The relics of Marquette were 
received with solemn ceremony, and buried beneath the floor of the little 
chapel of the mission. 

Sir, was ever tribute more genuine paid to king or conqueror? 
Could proof more ample be of the — of that noble spirit who 
had thus sent the beams of human kindness through the hearts of 
those rough savages in whom he saw the children of God? The 
cold marble in yonder hall, midst all its glorious company, can 
testify no more clearly to a character fit for remembrance than that 
wild procession which in the genuine reverence of nature moved 
slowly through many days adown the waters of Lake Michigan. 
God's eye was on it; His spirit ruled that scene. 

Tell me not of creeds, of sects, or societies. There is a greater 
confraternity,the brotherhood of man, whose fellowship overrules 
and embraces all lesser societies and sects, all true men;:and no- 
where more than in this land of man’s enfranchisement ought its 
triumphant power to break the fetters that narrow and degrade 
his soul. He who could so stamp his goodness on the hearts of 
those fickle barbarians, in whose ears he ‘* stammered ” the precepts 
of Christian faith, is worthy to-day and always the remembering 
honor of all true American manhood; and will surely have it. 

But, Mr. President, the State of Wisconsin, now a Common- 
wealth of 2,000,000 freemen, rejoicing in prosperity and happiness 
on the soil he trod so long ago, in raising this stone in the nation’s 
Hall of Statuary, does not merely celebrate a name “ illustrious 
for historic renown,” a character whose excellence is worthy of 
perpetual remembrance. It means still more, that it shall stand 
there as a testimony and monument to a principle of our social 
order of the utmost value to mankind—the principle of religious 
liberty! Sir, human intelligence and reason, all the history of 
the world, teach no more useful and impressive lesson than is 
embodied in that fundamental rule which draws an absolute and 


impassable line between the affairs of state and the affairs of 
religion, and denies to the social law all right or jurisdiction ¢o 
transcend it. On one side is the citizen, a component of ang 
subject to the state, charged with its duties, obedient to the Jaws 
within its sphere. Across it is the man, the creature of Almichty 
God, His worshiper, His subject, amenable there to His law a,j 
no other. 

In that domain man is entitled to enjoy all the liberty of nature 
untrammeled, unchecked, unrestrained by his fellows in tho 
state. There he stands lighted and led by his own conscien oe 
Thither no human law can follow him. If the potentate of jy. 
man creation pursues him there he may, he must resist, or jjo 
recreant to his nature and hisGod. Unflinching before any mon- 
ace, undaunted by any power, true to his faith, like Luther in })js 
greater majesty before the Emperor at Worms, he must declare 
‘*Here I stand; I can not do otherwise. God help me. Amen.” 
Sir, this is no rule, as sometimes miscalled, of toleration. [| eon. 
temn the term. I deny all it implies. It is the right, absolute, 


uncontrollable, of utter, perfect liberty. Itis an inalienable riv)t. 
The coward, the willing slave, can not divest himself of it. [¢ 
goes with him in his bondage however recreant he be to nature, 


And, sir, this right attends and belongs to man as perfectly, also, 
upon the social side of the great dividing line, though with a dif. 
ferent effect. He does not lose it; he retains it there in full per- 
fection. His Mghts, his duties, his privileges as a citizen in what- 
ever his relations to the state and society comport with and are 
independent of it. 

Sir, he is wrongfully despoiled, his right invaded, a grievous 


injury done, when to any man is denied any part or share of his 
social rights or privileges by reason of his religious faith. If 
on if place, if honor be his rightful due among his fel!ows, 

e who strikes aught away of either because of religious opinion 
is an enemy to law, to humanity, and all its hopes. Hostig 


humani generis. 

And therefore it is. sir, that this statue of James Marquette 
will stand as a monument and emblem of religious liberty. The 
noble right to honor and remembrance among men, which the 
elgisiature of Wisconsin and the Con of the United States 
have declared to be his, he isnot denied. Itissacredly preserved, 
This statue is raised to him in no token of his religion, in ascrip- 
tion of no honor to his creed, his opinions. It invites no special 
countenance from the adherents of any church or any creed. Re- 
gardless of all these, neither with favor nor with disfavor to any, 
this statue—ideal reproduction of him as in life he was—stands to 
the honor of the discoverer and the man, the testimonial of « peo- 
ple who rejoice in the brotherhood of man, who love liberty, and 


who guide their conduct by its precepts without a shade of fear. 
Sir, no State in all this Union can more worthily, more honor- 


ably support this attitude in the presence of the nation and man- 
kind than the State of Wisconsin. There, sir, is a composite 
citizenship which mingles the blood of all the civilized peoples on 
the earth. Around their altars gather the faithful servants of 
God in many and various forms, of many diverse churches, sects, 
and creeds. Together they abide in fraternity, in liberty. enjoy- 
ing each his rights, tram ing not upon his neighbor. Nowhere 
is order better maintained, life, person, property more s«cure. 
Nowhere does benevolence show a more generous and k nily face 
in public or in private care of misfortune. Nowhere is education 
more lavishly os and yet, in strict observance of the rule 
of liberty, every e of sectarian instruction—removed from the 
public schools—is left in unfettered freedom to the schools main- 
tained by conscience. There, too, home and fireside are the cen- 
ters of the noblest, sweetest life, the sure and safe foundation of 
a free, intelligent, powerful State. 

Mr. President, no people more intelligently understan(s. more 
devotedly maintains, the basic principle of freedom to which their 
testimony is thus borne. They believe that upon it rest ther 
[ace and happiness. They defend it, if need be, at any 

d. They as freely accord it to all. 

We speak for no single class; we mt no creed; we court 
no favor, when, sir, from and for all the body of our good people, 
irrespective of race or opinion, my colleague and myself thus de- 
clare the sentiment which actuates our State, and supplement the 
action of its worthy governor in presenting to Congress tlic oat: 
tiful statue of James uette, in commemoration of liis just 
renown and in illustration of the light and strength of liberty 
among men. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon agreeing to the 
resolutions, 

The resolutions were agreed to. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, the title of which will be stated. a a 

The Secretary. A resolution submitted by Mr. Perrr’ pro, 
viding for a committee of five Senators to investigate and 
generally all the material facts and circumstances connecte! ith 








1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. ~ 4553 








——— 


the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury | 
in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. ae 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
may be laid aside informally. ; , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, without objec- 
= MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (S. 888) to amend an act entitled | 
“An act to incorporate the Capital Railway Company,” approved 
March 2, 1895; agreed to the conference asked for by the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ap- 
pointed Mr. Bascock, Mr. Curtis of Iowa, and Mr. RIcHARDSON 
managers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House insisted upon its | 
amendments to the bill (S.1904) relating to marriages in the Ds- 
trict of Columbia; agreed to the conference asked for by the Sen- | 
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had | 
appointed Mr. Curtis of Iowa, Mr. ODELL, and Mr. Coss man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


Oe bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort | 

Lewis Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the public 
main; 

= pill (H.R. 6298) to correct the military record of Charles K. 

Jenree, etc. ; 

A bill (H. R. 6481) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765; 

A bill (H. R. 6739) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, late 
a commander in the United States Navy; 

A bill (H. R. 7143) ting to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Mon- | 
ument Association, of the county of Middlesex, in the State of 
New Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to Custer | 
Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., and two | 
condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa.; and 

A bill (H. R. 8271) relating to pensions, 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. Now, let the appro riafion bill be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the | 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for | 
other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment of 
Mr. Quay tothe amendment of Mr. GORMAN. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not intend to enter into any | 
general discussion of the financial question on the naval appropria- 
tion bill, but inasmuch as the question of our revenues was dis- 
cussed on both sides of the Chamber yesterday, I feel at liberty as 
a member of the Committee on Appropriations and as such some- 
what responsible for the character of the appropriations, to ex- 
press some dissent from the utterances perhaps on both sides of | 
the Chamber with reference to this question. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] during the whole of 
this session, whenever he has spoken upon this question at all, | 
has insisted that the only trouble in this country is from a lack of 
revenue. He opened up the discussion early in the campaign by 
a declaration in a very able speech that all we needed at this time 
was more revenue; that if we had more revenue the country | 
would be in a state of peace, order, and prosperity. Yesterday 
the Senator again reiterated his anxiety for more revenue, and 
complained that the Democratic minority in this Senate—for no 
political has a majority here—had not come tethe rescue of | 
the Republican minority for the purpose of securing needed reve- | 
nue. In all these discussions the Senator has sought to make the | 
public believe that the most objectionable feature of this Admin- | 
istration, the issue of bonds in time of peace, has grown out of the 
necessity for more revenue. I find in the public press of the 
country a very general disposition to attribute the issue of these | 
bonds, amounting to $262,000,000, to a lack of revenue. Particu- | 
larly is this true of the party to which I am attached. All theira 
public statements, and as a rule the statements of the Eastern | 
press, have approved of the issue of bonds, and have excused it on 
the ground that it was necessary because there was not sufficient 
revenue; and, of course, they come back to the charge against the | 
de ia party, that it is responsible because the revenue is | 
we President, before I go into the question whether these bonds | 

ve been because of a lack of revenue, I want to go back | 
ae when the Democratic party was not responsible for legis- 
tent and the Republican party was. We passed then what has | 
te ROWE as the McKinle: law, a law which seems just now to | 
the tollowine ole and very popular, although, I believe, it cost us | 





The McKinley law did not provide a sufficiency of revenue; 
everybody knows that it did not, and I think it but fair and hon- 


| est to say that if there had been no change of Administration there 


would still have been a deficiency of revenue under thatlaw. The 
condition of the country was such that it was impossille that there 
should not have been a deficiency. In each of the four months 
preceding the incoming Administration of Mr. Clev 


ind there 
was a deficiency in the Government receipts amounting on an 
average to over’a million dollars a month, and we got through 
with that fiscal year, which ended in June, 1593, with a surplus 


of $2.300,000. 

Then came what is known as the panic of 1898, in which the 
consumption and consequently the importation of foreign prod- 
ucts fell off, which, of course, produced a falling off in the reve- 
nues. It must be borne in mind, which the Senator from Ohio 


never stated, I believe, until yesterday, that from the time that 


this Administration came into power, and before they had had an 
opportunity to do the damage that we on our side recoznize that 
they did in the passage of the Wilson-Gorman law—there had 


been a failure of revenue in nearly every month after the Admin- 
istration came in. If there was any month in which there was 


not a deficiency, it was in the first months in which the Adminis- 


tration took oftice. 

Mr. President, that is a condition which ought not to exist. I 
do not think, however, that this Senate is properly subject to the 
castigation which the Senator from Ohio gives it when he says 
that it is a disgrace to the Senate that there is not more revenue. 
The question whether we need more revenue now—that is, a new 
levy, a new order of duties—will depend upon various things and 
circumstances. Iam of opinion myself, and I believe it can be 
thoroughly demonstrated, that the present tariff law will produce 
as much revenue as will be needed whenever prosperity comes to 
this country. 

No revenue law, no collection of imports, which is fairly levied, 
fairly laid, and fairly collected, will bring to this country a suf- 
ficient income until conditions change, and the people are ready 
to buy andconsume. That is the first subject to which the states- 
men of this country should direct their attention; that is the first 
thing which is absolutely essential and necessary. We must bring 
back to this country the prosperity which formerly existed and 
ought still to exist in this country. 

I know, Mr. President, that as a Republican it may be consid- 
ered to be my duty from a partisan standpoint to insist that the 
lack of prosperity is the result of a Democratic Adiministration. 
I do not so believe. 

I do not approve of the Wilson-Gorman Act. I think it is an 
inartistic measure; but I think in many respects it carries as much 
duty upon articles of import as anylaw ever should carry. [said 
when that measure was pending in the Senate that there were 
duties levied by that bill so large that if it had been proposed by 
a Republican House or a Republican Senate I should myself, as a 
protectionist, have voted to reduce them. That law is an unfair 
one in many respects. It is unfair in this, that it does not eqni- 
tably distribute the burdens and does not equitably distribute the 
advantages which arise under a tariff law. One of the great in- 
dustries in the State which I represent, the wool industry, is 
entirely ignored by that law. 

When we came here in December, Mr. President, we came with 
exactly the same knowledge we have to-day of the political situa- 
tion. We knew that no party in this Chamber had a majority; 
we knew that the country was divided into three political organ- 
izations, and that each organization had a number of Senators 
here, and that neither of the old organizations of itself could con- 
trol the action of the Senate. We knew more than that. We 
knew that it was utterly impossible to secure any legislation with 
reference to the tariff question upon Republican lines. We knew 
very well that if we could induce a majority in this Chamber to 
vote for a measure of Republican character it could not be 
enacted into law. The rules of the Senate forbid that I shonld 
go into any expression of certainty as to why we knew it, but I 


| appeal now to the Senate whether there is any reason in the world 


to suppose that if the Dingley bill had received a majority of the 
votes of the Senate it wouid have become a law. 

Mr. President, on a former occasion I stated that I should 
attempt to show some time before the Senate adjourned that it 
was not intended that the Dingley bill should become a law, and 
to that point I will address myself now for only a moment or two, 
I have stated the difficulty; I have stated whai every intelligent 
man knew was the condition. Was there any reason why any 
sane man should have believed that a measure proposing in- 
creased duties upon the Wilson-Gorman tariff act could ever have 
become a law with the present condition in the executive depart- 
ment and in the legislative department of the Government? It 
has been said that there was a dicker made, and that there was 
some underhand trick or method by which the bill was to become 
a law; that in consideration of some concessions to be made some- 
where and by somebody—and nobody has ever been willing to 


he 
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state where or by whom—there could be such a friendly relation 
brought about between the two organizations in this Chamber 
that the bill might become a law. o man has yet been willin 
to father that statement. No man in this country has been wil. 
ing to admit that the Senate of the United States or the Execu- 
tive, or a branch or part of either, has been dickering with refer- 
ence to the question of finance and revenue. There was no occa- 
sion for such a statement except by those who wanted to deceive 
the — as to the purpose and intention of the introduction of 
the bill in the House of Representatives. There was not a mem- 
ber who voted for that bill who did not know there were a hun- 
dred chances to one that it would never become a law. The 
majority of the men who voted for the bill either here or else- 
where dia not desire that it should become a law. 

If the Dingley bill should become a law to-day I should like to 
ask the friends of the measure what particular grounds they 
would have on which to make the coming campaign. They have 
endeavored, with a zeal and an intelligence which are, I suppose, 
to be commended—because zeal and intelligence are al said 
to be commendable, even though sometimes they are for a 
bad pu to get rid of the great question, the financial ques- 
tion, and to bring and keep to the front before the public the 

nestion of tariff and tariff alone. The bill came to us from the 
ouse of Representatives after only two hours of discussion. It 
came into the Senate and went to a committee that was known 
to be, if not hostile, at least indifferent to it. It came to a Senate 
where to secure its passage it was necessary, if every Republican 
in the Chamber voted for it, that at least one member of the o 
ition should also vote for it. It came here with a certain 
t. no Democrat would vote forit. It came with practically a 
certainty that no Populist would vote for it. ‘Yet we are told 
that it was expected that the bill would pass and would give to 
the people of the country the relief that they are demanding all 
over the land—that it would start up our paralyzed industries 
and bring prosperity. 

T shall not expose any secrets of caucus or party arrangements, 
but I can say here without doing so that not a <— Republican 
on this side of the Chamher who professes now to be so zealously. 
for the bill ever attempted. to secure by his solicitation or argu- 
ment or persuasion any vote for the bill save those of the Repub- 
licans in this Chamber, which we all knew were impotent to 
pass it. The bill came here with the certain knowledge that it 
was objectionableasa tariff bill toaconsiderable portion of thisside 
of the ber. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said yes- 
terday that it is not such a bill as he would vote for except ina 
case of emergency. If the oar press is to be believed, it is such 
a bill as the Senator from Ohio ina publicspeech last fall declared 
to the people of his State he never would support; for if the press 
can be relied on, the Senator said that he would never support a 
tariff bill which did not take proper care of the wool industry of 
this country. After the speeches made by the two Senators from 
Montana the Senator will not pretend the bill propeses to 
take care of the wool industry either of his State or of mine; and 
there is not an intelligent woolgrower in the United States who 
does not know that he will be practically as. well off without the 
bill as with it. 

Mr. President, we werefurthermore told—I need not say where— 
that it was our duty to vote for the bill as it came from the House. 
We were told it would be rank heresy to our party if we should 
attempt to amend it. Who has the right, who has the power, to 
determine my relation to my political organization because of my 
objection to a bill which the Senator from Ohio on two or three 
occasions has declared in this Chamber is not a Republican meas- 
ure and is not a partisan measure; as he says, a biil that nobedy 
is obliged to vote for because le isa Republican and because he 
isin favor of the protective system? No effort was made toamend 
it.. It was known here that with a slightamendment, not includ- 
ing any provision for silver coinage, at least one member of the 

ition, called the Populists, could have been induced to vote 
rthe bill. It was known, too, to Senators who had the bill in 
and who talk so much about the necessity of passing 
that vote could be secured by certain concessions, and it was 
not known then that others would object if such concessions were 
made. Yet no effort was made to secure this vote. Nobody at- 
tempted to secure it. Nobody cared, I may say, whether the bill 
— or not. Ithad been introducedfora purpose. It had been 
ntroduced to. attract the attention of the people of the United 
States from the currency question and to attract it to the tariff 
— I may say, without violating any secrecy or any faith, 
t it was practically publicly proclaimed that the bill was not 
expected to me @ law, but that it was expected to make an 
issue for the coming campaign, to put the case before the people 
where they would see that the great controversy was on the ques- 
tion. as to import duties and not as to finance. 

The Senator from Ohio = SHERMAN], on the 25th of February, 

ina speech in this Chamber in which he said the necessity was 


for more revenue, and that it could only be secured by a: 7 

announced his willingness to vote for a tax upon tea and . 7 

So very strenuous was he then to secure more revenue ¢) 

was willing to vote for a tax upon tea and coffee, and he s,; 
ople of the United States would cheerfully pay such , 
esterday, when the Senator from Ohio was asked by the s 

from Maryland [Mr. GorMaN] whether he would favor » 

tea and coffee, he declared that he would not. That I 1 

be wrong in the matter, I will read what the Senator said .)) ;),,,; 

subject on the 25th of February. He said: = 
Mr. President, asa member of the Committee on Finance I disc}aiy) 

tisan feeling in respect to the bill which the Senator from Vermont)... 

bring before the Senate. That bill doesnot ae to any party; it 

representative of any party. The only merit in the bill is that it pr 

furnish $40,000,000 of revenue for the support of the Government, «) 

meet the current of the Government. Ido not think an, . 

claim that that bill is a Republican measure, or that it is to be vote) ¢. 


anyone on oo or that it has any merit whatever exceyt (),.. ; 
that it would © the Treasury from the deficiency now occur); 


accruing and increasing every . Itisa bill pre for an occa 

a political one. The gentleman wie peepnred that ill in the House of Reon. 

resentatives did it in order to secure revenue for the support of the (oyorn. 

ment. Isay now, Mr. shall vote for any tax whatever whi) 

may — peaenee by anybody, » Populist, or Republicay 

which shall supply sufficient revenue for the support of the Gover); 
tise to our civilization, itisa-disgrace to the country its). +)\9+ 


we are now ding $30,000,000 a year more than the receipts of +). (;., 
ernment, and that Congress, now in session, with both Houses fully ary, 
with power to furnish the revenue, is idle and refuses to act. 

1 vote for a tax on on coffee, on anything, in order to meet this 
deficiency, and I say that if the present does adjourn in the face of 
the declarations now made to us, of the official reports sent to uso! tho 
statements made by the President of the United States and the Secretary. 
the Treasury, that we are now going on day by day like a careless 4) 044. 
thrift to involve the coun in debt, selling bonds when it is the duty of 
Congress at once to supply revenue— . 


I wish to call the attention of the Senate to that statement 
because the Senator from Ohio, whenever there has been debate 
on this question, upon every occasion, not only then, but yester- 
day, has spoken ex cathedra as if the whole question woul! be 
settled by increasing the revenue; that we would avoid the ne- 
cessity of selling bonds if we had more revenue. He said practi- 
cally the same thing yesterday. Tle Senator from Ohio has boon 
Secretary of the Treasury; he has been connected with one of the 
most important transactions financially in this country, in the 
funding of the debt and’the resumption of specie payments, anil 
his words that go out, whether measured her 
correet or incorreet, go usands of people with convictions 
of their truth. There are plenty of people in the United Stats 
who are believing to-day that all our misfortunes, all our (istrss, 
all our depreciation, the lack of enterprise and progress, ari s1- 
ply the result of a failure te secure a sufficient amount of reve, 
and that transactions: of which we have spoken heretofore, whi: 
have not been creditable to the Government or to the nation, the 
selling of bonds in time of peace, were due to the one fact that 
we lacked revenue. 

The Senator from Ohio further said om that occasion that a 
tax on tea and coffee would be paid cheerfully by the poopie of 
the United States.” 

If the Senator from Ohio had desired a tax on tea anid ¢ {Tee he, 
as 4 member of the Committee om Finance when the bill was )e- 
fore it, could easily,.I have no doubt, have secured a tax on thioss 


articles. He might not havefound on this-side of the (iin 

so much support as he would have found on the other sid», be- 
cause a tax on tea and coffee is a pure revenue tax; but hie oust 
to have found as much suppert as he would have found! on (05 


side for a measure to tax sugar, because tea and coffee are not 
anywhere near so necessary to the comfort and the hea't!: » 
people as is sugar. And yet we maintained in the country 'T 
many years a tax of 2 cents. a pound msugar; and if we wer 
in extremity, if we were where we had to have more reventie iron 
import duties, I do not supposethere is-a patriotic man any)" 
who would decline to put a tax upon tea, upon coffer, or 8)! 
sugar. But I have yet to learn. that the Senator from 010, 0r 
anybody else who is as anxious as he-is for the passage 0 ||!) 
simply, as — to —— revenue and that only, hus «\ ; pros 
posed any other s' of obtainingrevenuethan by import (00. 
Tivve dice thellenaten foam Ghiareapees © increasing the uties 
uponimports, andthus keeping them out of the country, ')0.0'°? 
the revenues of the country? The trouble is that not en us) ™ 
ea to. keep up the revenues. The Senator! 
hio says the way to.get more revenue is to put on addition) *' 
and have lessimports come in, Lagree with him as tot) 
of fewer imports. I donot wish to: see this-country flo)" 
foreign imports. I should be glad myself to see the injpor' 
crease. I should be glad to-see some other methiv'! =" 
ing revenue adopted. There are many ways in which w° © id 
the revenue. We could get it by a tax upon beer. \\° ‘ oe 


oo + ant 
get it by a number of methods: that would not have brou.'! 

, ber a conflict between the two parties, which ive 
upon the question of protection and nonprotection. Th: = s' 


3 

1 
where 
pon 


‘? SPREE T 
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can not say that we did not have the committee. We did have 
the committee practically. I will admit that only one-half of the 
committee consider themselves attached to the Republican party, 
put at least one member of the committee has always stood for 
the protective system in this Chamber, and because of his non- 
attachment to the Republican party just now there is no reason to 
suppose from any act of his, from ony word that he has ever ut- 
tered, that he is not so much attached to the protective system as 
he ever has been. But if in the committee it had been suggested 
to the Democratic side of the committee that here was a necessity 
for more revenne, and that that revenue should be collected by a 
nonpartisan course, that that revenue should be collected because | 
of the emergency, because of the necessity, in such way that both | 
sides of the Chamber might get together, then it would have been 
time enough for him to berate the Senate when the proposition | 

as reject . 

WNo = effort was made, for the simple reason, as I have stated, 
that nobody desired the passage of the bill at the time; and there | 
are men in this Chamber, and outside of it particularly, who have 
been fearful that the bill might becomea law. It might possibly, 
if it become @ law, shatter the expectation of some Presidential | 
candidate, and it would certainly take from the party to which [ | 
belong one of the t weapons with which it means to attack 

the Democraey during the coming campaign—the necessity for a | 
change of the tariff—for two purposes; first, for protection; and | 
secondly, for revenue. — ; 

The bill proposed to raise the duties on carpets of one class 2} | 
per cent above the McKinley Act; toraise the tariff 15 per cent on | 
cottons, when it was said here on this floor, by the repr sentative | 
of the cotton interest, that the cotton schedule of the Wilson-Gor- 
man bill was the best schedule and the best tariff for cotton that | 
had ever been made; to increase by 15 per cent the duties upon 
steel and iron, when the representatives of the steel and iron in- | 
dustries in thise declared that the Wilson-Gorman Act had | 

iven them all they desired, or all they wished. If the Dingley 
bill were a law, the Republican party would be without an issue, 
and could not attempt to make the fight on this issue. They would 
have to take some other issue to avoid meeting the one which the 
ple desire they shall meet, and that is the financial question as | 
istinguished from the revenue question. They still might have | 
omised us a duty on wool, and tried thereby to hold us in the 
West in line. They would not have had much else to promise, 
except, perhaps, an increase on .woolen goods. 

The trouble with the duty on woolen goods is not that it is too | 
high or too low, but that Europe is in a condition where she can 
manufacture and must manufacture cheap goods. She has large | 
foreign markets. She has largemarketsotherthan ours, and when | 
the conditionshere invited herimports she put her goods at such low | 
rates that no American manufacturer, paying American wages, | 
could compete with her. The foreign manufacturers are putting | 
their goods at a price which is less than profitable, if the state- | 
ments made in Europearetrue. They are sendingus goods which 
they manufacture with their cheap Jabor and which are not re- 
quired for the other markets. No tariff that you could put on | 
goods would probably meet that condition. 

There would be nothing, I repeat, for the Republican party to 
make a campaign on with the tariff issue out of the way. The | 
party could not then bably avoid the financial question. But | 
if it can make the tariff the question, as it hasevidently been doing, | 
if it can by repeated declarations through the public press and by 
its Senators on this floor, like the Senator from Ohio, who have 
largely the public ear, I will admit, make the people believe that 
after all the only question before the American people is one of | 
proper import duties, then the sailing will be clear and plain. I 
think myself any nation that goes along and fails to provide for | 
its expenditures and relies upon borrowing money for the purpose | 
of keeping up its expenses is certainly unwise. But it might not 
be wise always toincrease revenue. There may be circumstances 
such as would excuse a nation from attempting to increase its | 
revenue. If theSecretary of the Treasury is correct when he says 


that when ae returns to the country and business revives | 
the revenue be equal to iaadeoerte, would not be wise to | 


put an extra tax on the people, it would not be wise to tax tea or 
ee or sugar, or put extra import dutieson woolens or anything | 
else, if it were only with a view of raising revenue. 
I wish to say a word or two on the question of protection, for | 
fear I may be misunderstood. I am a protectionist. I believe in 
tecting American labor and American industries. I do not 
lieve in protecting them in a way that shall give to the manu- 
facturer an opportunity to unduly charge. I would so regulate 
the duties as to the labor prices in this country and in | 

Europe, and when that is done nobody ought to find any fault. 
that is done you will have as much revenue as you need ordi- 
narily when times are good and consumption is at a normal rate. | 

Mr. President, do we need the additional revenue? On aformer 
occasion, on the 25th of February, the Senator from Ohio made a | 
Speech from which I have read an extract, and he means now, as | 
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he meant then, that the public shall understand that the sale of 
bonds in this ¢ untry was necessitated because of lack of 


rev- 


enue. He yesterday said the same thing in substance. I think I 
can turn to it. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gora in- 
quired of the Senator from Ohio whether he would vote for a 
| duty on tea and cx ffee. I suppose » revenue question is not 
nearly so important as it was on the 25th day of February, o1 
else the Senator has hopes of raising revenue by some other 
method which he did not then have, for he then Ll he would 
| vote for a tariff upon anything, it did not make any difference 
what. He specifically declared his willingness to vote 1 v tax 
on tea and coffee. But yesterday he said: 

No; I would not, for I would not throw the whole burden of taxation pon 

those who consume tea and coffee. 
7” © 7 . * * * 

It would not be fair or just to doit. But I am willing to take up the bill 
and provide for raising the requisite taxation from foreign goods ti rry on 
the operation of the Government and place us beyond the danger of a defi- 
ciency every year and the sale of bonds every six months. 


There is nobody in this Chamber, there is nobody in this coun- 


| try who knows better than the Senator from Ohio that the sale of 


not a dollar of bonds was necessitated by lack of revenue. We 
have not sold bonds when anybody could pretend that we were in 
danger of not being able to meet our obligations. We have sold 
bonds with a full Treasury. We have sold bonds with more than 
any other nation in the world can show to its credit. There has 
been no time, so says the President, that it was necessary to sell 
bonds. I will read what the President of the United States has 
said upon this subject. Im the President's annual message he 
said: 

In the present stage of our difficulty it is not easy to understand how the 
amountof our revenue receipts directly affects it. 

Speaking of the financial condition: 


The important question is not the quantity of money received in revenne 
payments, but the kind of money we 1 
sound financial condition re at 
of gold as related to the soundn 
tional credit ahd monetary strength 


[ need not read it all. He says further on: 


It can not, therefore, be safe to rely upon increased rev 
our present troubles 
It is possible that the suggestion of increased revenue us a remedy f{ 


naintain and our ability to continue in 
msidering the Government's holdings 
sof our money and as affectii ur na 


nues as a cure for 


e the 
difficu tiés we are considering may have originated in an intimation or « 
tinct allegation that the bonds which have been issued n y to replen 
ish our gold reserve were really issued to supply insufficient revenue. Noth 
ing can be further from the truth 

Bonds were issued to obtain gold for the maintenance of our national credit 
As has been shown, the gold thus obtained bas been drawn again from the 
Treasury upon United States notes and Treasury note 

Skipping—I need not read it all— 

At no time when bonds have been issued has there been any consideration 


of the question of paying the expenses of Government with th yroceeds 
Here is the declaration of the President of the United States 


| that at no time when bonds have been issued have they been 
| necessitated by the lack of money. 


The Secretary of the Treasury comes with his report and makes 


| the same statement. In February the Government of the United 


States issued $100,000,000 of bonds. 


The cash balance in the Treasury on the Ist day of December, 1895 


was 

$177 406,386.62, being $94,072,420.30 in excess of actual gold reserve on that day 
The Secretary says: 

While the situation does not require any legislation for raising additional 

revenue by taxation at this time, it is such as to require the strictest economy 


in appropriations and public expenditures. 


Mr. President, that is acondition that must always exist in this 
country. I think that is a condition that always has existed. 
That is an obligation that has rested upon every man connected 
with this body and the other—* strict economy in appropriations 


| and public expenditures.” 


The Secretary proceeds: 


With a complete return to the normal business conditions of the country 
and a proper legislative and exeeutive supervision over expenditm 
revenue laws now in force will, in my opinion, yield ample mean 
support of the public service upon. the basis now establish 
the assumption, which seems to be justified, that the pr« 


I 


made toward the restoration of our usual state of prosperity w 
without serious interruption. 


And so on. 

I do not know what the deficiency is going to be this year, but 
I do know that the deficiencies on the 28th day of April for the 
year were $24,247,517.83. Onthat day we had $273,522,538 im the 


reasury. { repeat, there is not a nation on the face of the earth 
that holds $273,000,000 in its Treasury for ordinary purposes. If 
there issuch a nation at all it is Russia, that is stated to have ac- 
cumulated a large amount, nobody knows how much, for war pur- 
dses—not to be used except in case of an emergency for war. 

here is more money in the Treasury than the peop!e of the United 
States are willing should be put there and there tied up. Every 
dollar of money that is put into the Treasury comes out of the cir- 
culation that is necessary in this country to maintain even the 


te ne te a 


=A 
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present bad conditions of commerce and trade. 
seven months you have put into the Treasury $200,000,000 that 


Inside of twenty- 


had been in circulation. You drew out of the circulation of this 
country $200,000,000 and put it where it is of no more value to 
—: and trade than it would be if it were in the depths of 
the sea. 

And yet, Mr. President, Senators rise here and wonder why it 
is that business does not revive, why it is that prosperity does not 
come to us. We have had contraction at the rate of $100,000.000 
a year, contraction since the Ist of February this year of $100,- 
000,000, apparently in ignorance of a well-known and well-settled 

rinciple of political economy, that when you deerease the circu- 
ation of the money you destroy prices and you discourage enter- 
prise and retard all movements toward production. 

Mr. President, if there ever was a nation in the world that 
seems to be governed by imbeciles and men without thought or 
men without reason, it is fair to say we are now in the hands of 
that class of people. The history of the world does not show such 
contraction as we have voluntarily and deliberately and willingly 
taken it upon ourselves to create for the simple purpose of main- 
taining the gold standard, and nothing else. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] knows, and every man 
in this Chamber knows, that the $262,000,000 is a debt put upon 
this country to maintain the gold standard. And he knows, as I 
know, that the $262,000,000 is but the beginning of a debt that 
is to be put upon us if the gold standard is to be maintained. 
It will not do for the Senator to tell me or anybody else in this 
Chamber that revenue is what you want. What you want, Mr. 
President, is some system of finance that shall bring confidence to 
the ws le who create and produce, that shall encourage them in 
the belief that when they manufacture an article they want to 
sell they can sell it for as much at least as it cost. The absolute 
certainty exists to-day in every productive circle in the United 
States, and pretty nearly in the world, that he who produces to-day 
must sell to-morrow at a loss. 

Mr. President, the financial question is at the bottom of this 
trouble, not a lack of revenues. I do not intend myself to allow 
either the Senator from Ohio or anybody else to fool the people of 
this country with the idea that all you need is to pass the McKin- 
ley bill again. and that then prosperity willcome. You will never 
see the McKinley bill reenacted, and if you did you would not see 

rosperity come from it. We have been promised all these years 
that if we would do this and if we would do the other thing pros- 
perity would be at our door. Every promise made has failed. 

I know that there is traversing the country and shouting a band 
of men who have labeled their candidate ‘‘the advance agent of 
nee Mr. President, the people who look to him as the 
savior will find that they have been deluded and deceived. The 
agent of prosperity is not in sight, and he will not come into sight 
until this system of finance of ours is changed; until we return to 
the system which gave the people the agencies to do business with, 
so that we shall satisfy them that when they put their money in 
an enterprise and produce articles they may reap reward and 
advantage therefrom. 

Mr. President, I said I would not enter into a general discussion 
of the silver question, and I do not intend to do so. I should not 
have made any remarks at all on the pending bill but for the 
statement made re by the Senator from Ohio that I thought 
needed a challenge, and I have challenged it. Of course the Sen- 
ator from Ohio may say that all you need is to pass the tariff bill 
and prosperity will come. I can only answer that, in my judg- 


ment, we are not suffering for want of moretariff. Wearesuffer- 


ing for want of two things in this country. One is that the par 
of exchange between the silver-using countries and this country 
shall be reestablished; and the other, that the people may know 
that as business proceeds and grows the Government of the United 
States, either by an open mint or by some system of issuing paper 
money or some other method, will keep pace with the growth of 
commerce in its issue of currency. 

Mr. President, there is one rule that has been observed in all 
commercial countries everywhere for all time, and that is that 
as the business of the country increases so the currency of the 
country must increase in proportion. Here we are with 70,000,- 
000 people, the richest nation on the earth, with more natural 
advantages, with more intelligence, with more ambition, with 
more — than any other nation without exception, and we 
are sitting here and watching the currency shrink and shrivel at 
the rate of $100,000,000 a year, while we witness the increase of 
population of the country ata rate of 10,000,000 at least in a decade 
and no provision made by which the people can secure additional 
means of doing business unless the national banks shall, in their 
generosity, come to our relief and issue more paper money. 

The national banks will not doit. The representatives of the 
national banks met in a bankers’ convention at Baltimere two 

ago. All the wisdom of the banking interests of this coun- 
was represented there, and they assume that they have all the 
financial wisdom there is. They appointed a committee, and their 


committee reported to the convention a system for the reoresyi. 
zation of national banks. I think I may say that the entire wl mo 
politan press of the ee! —— of it because it came from 
a bankers’ convention. I should say that the convention was held 
some time in the latter part of the summer, and in Decem)}).; 
received a ne from the President of the United States jy :jors. 
ing it. A month later we received another message fr,))) the 
President—I will not say it was exactly a month, but it was |ato;_ 
in which the President rather indicated that he had not 
thought as much about the system as he ought, and he }-;, 
after all, it would not answer the 


we 


ips 
ved, 


urpose for which it was 


PC 
posed. In the course of the next ninety days there was not » ; ~< 
anywhere so ignorant in this country as to defend that national 
banking system of the Baltimore convention. You could not fing 
a banker who would do it, you could not find an authority upon 
banking who would do it. They absolutely abandoned it, ind up 


to the present hour the bankers have had no system of revr 
zation whatever. 

So'we need not expect to look to the bankers to furnish ns the 
money. They have $262,000,000 of bonds that they can |ank on 
if they choose, and yet we see that no banking paper is | 


gani- 


issued; that is, none in excess of what was heretofore iss1i). We 
are simply going along increasing our commerce, increasing our 
trade, because we must do so by virtue of increased poyia:ion 
and we are making no arrangements whatever to give the people 
a proper currency to keep pace with the growth of the population 


and business. 
Mr. President, I have myself an idea that there is a method by 


which we can relieve the people of this coun I do not know 
that Iam correct. I will not insist that I am infallible upon the 

uestion. I may be in error. In my anxiety that the people 
should have some opportunity of recovering their standing, re- 
storing the industries, bri back prices where they ought to 
be brought, it is possible that I have thought so much of it and 
have been so anxious about it that my judgment may not be good, 


But in my judgment there is no one who has proposed any system 
in this country that will save this people except that of the free 
coinage of silver. 

The President of the United States said that he wanted to retire 
the greenbacks. The Senator from Ohio said on this floor that 
that would not do. The President of the United States wanted 
to meet the crisis in financial affairs by a further and a greater 
contraction of the currency. The Senator from Ohio was not 
willing to go to that extent and he said it ought not to be done. 
But yet the Senator said they ought to pile up the notes in the 
Treasury and keep them out of circulation. I believe the Senator 
from Ohio proposed in this Chamber that $100,000,000 of them 
should at all times be locked up in the Treasury and kept there— 
a permanent contraction. 

That brings me down to the question of appropriations. The 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN] complains that we have 
put in this bill too many battle ships, and he has an amendment 
pending to reduce the number from four to two. I think the 
number in the bill is ample, but not too many. For myself I 
have always voted for reasonable appropriations for the defense 
of the country. Living as I do in a part of the country where no 
hostile foot can ever tread, I have never failed to vote the most 
liberal appropriations for the defense of the coasts and the com- 
merce of this land, and I shall continue to vote such appropria- 
tions until it shall appear that we are too poor to make them. 
And I believe as I stand here that the time will come, if we pur- 
sue the | mee financial system, when the people of this country 
will be too poor to make a gallant defense of their flag. 

Mr. President, I hope that when that time comes I will not be 
here to look upon the flag. But it will come unless we reform 
our financial system. There is no system that touches the people 
like the monetary system—the system affecting the currency and 
the use of money. A i ed French writer once said that 
‘false political economy, false ideas on economic questions !n- 


rated into the nistration of public affairs have caused 
to the people of the world more suffering, more anguish than all 


the wars, than all the pestilence, than all the famine that evetT 
afflicted the human race.” He might have said with truth, and 


me to ee his vindication, that false political economy 
coe about nearly all the great wars of ancient aud mod- 
ern 


es. 
People tell us can not legislate prosperity. Mr. Pr: sident, 
: ity only Somes by wise and prudent legislation. The cur 
rency question comes home to every man, and when we 2/0)" 4 
false system of finance, a system that will make the grea‘ masses 
poor and the few rich, we are entering upon an era when we sha 
not dare to stand before the world and defend our flay or our 
honor, because we shall be afraid of the consequences wlich ™4Y 
flow from it. s 
We saw, when the President of the United States sent here 
message that awoke for a little while the patriotic tmp -” ee 
the people of the United States, the fright that took poss:ss!0? 
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stalists of the country, who put ahead of the honor and 
- a of the country the question of dollars and cents, and 
from he 
urgent messages 
Coy andi by your flag, by vindicating the honor and the 
credit of the Unit States. I do not care about pursuing that 
further. I might say with reference to those people who put 
dollars and cents above sentiment, as they term it, and above 
patriotism, things that might sound unkind and unjust, but I 
shall leave that now. : 

Mr. President, I am concerned, I freely admit, for the future of 
my country. I have stood in this Chamber and defended what I 
believe to be a correct monetary system, not because the people 
of my State produce silver, not because the people of my State are 
locally interested, but because I believe that the peace and pros- 

ity, the 
i anne and proper financial system. I do not believe you 
can have patriotism and love of country while the people are in 
distress. enmay oomnnck do not make patriots; destitute homes 
do not make liberty-loving men. 
freedom and its independence if it does not have as the substratum 
for its people to stand on prosperity, not toa few, but toall. The 
system now in vogue is one calculated to make the rich richer and 
the poor poorer. I do not intend to go into details; I do not in- 
tend to cite, as [ could, statistics to show that the great laboring 
mass, the twenty-odd millions of men who till the soil, are practi- 
cally tilling it to-day without profit. They are farming, as was 
said of 
a bare subsistence. ; 

The Senator from Ohio a short time since congratulated the Sen- 
ate and the count 
at an end; and he 


‘to not disturb the trade and the traffic of the 


ld us then that the Republican party would 


adopt a gold-standard platform, or words to that effect, and put | 


itself on the gold-standard plan. Mr. President, I want to tell the 
Senator from Ohio that I can not say what the Republican party 
will do; but it does look to me as if the time had come when the 
Republican party, which has been closer to the masses than any 
political party w r 

was organized in the interest of the human race, a party that grew 
up to defend human liberty and human rights, that went into its 
first great campaign inscribing on its banner ‘‘ Free soil and free 


men ”—it does look as if the time had come when the party had | 
reached the point where it is about to drop its interest in the | 


masses and follow the bidding and become the tool and agent of 


those who have no interest in the great body of mankind, whose | 


sympathies never go out to the people, but are always with the 
dollars and cents, 
Not long ago the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorrR!Lt] rather 


indicated that a few of us on this floor were not Republicans be- | 


cause of our votes on the tariff. I resented the insinuation then 
as I resent it now. I am a Republican in the truest and best 
sense. I am a Republican who believes in the old tenets, the 
old faith. Mr. President, I helped to create the Republican party. 
I was in it before the Senator from Vermont, and I did not go 
into it,as he did, out of a dying and decaying party. I left the 
strong, ag, ive Democratic forces when I entered into the Re- 
publican party. 
. party voluntarily; he must allow me to go out of it in the way I 
camein. He can not fix my line of conduct any more than a 
Democratic or Republican convention can command my con- 
science and my judgment. 
The times do not indicate 
peaceful conditions among the people; the times, I think, on the 
contrary, indicate a dissolution largely of present political organi- 
zations, and ultimately, I believe, a re-forming of political lines. 
ate naaee Does hio says that the silver question is dead. 
ew da 
the British Parliament declaring by resolution that it was to the 
interest of the English people to bring back the rate of exchange 
and to restore the parity that no longer exists between the gold- 
standard and silver-standard countries. He might have seen a 
gathering a few days since, in one of the greatcapitals of Europe, 
of the very best thought of the world, without exception, in the 
silver. I t that I have not here a letter which I 
received the other da m the most distinguished writer of po- 
litical economy in country and whose reputation is world- 
wide, I meant to bring it here and read itto the Senate; I meant 
to put it nst the Senator’s declaration that the silver cause is 
dead, but Ihave forgotten to bring it. This writer of whom I 
speak is not a free man. He does not believe, as I believe, 
in the United States g able alone to solve this question, but 
does believe, as I believe, that this question of bimetallism, as 
“ of international bimetallism,” is the cause of civiliza- 


mio speech to insert the entire letter af an appen- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, it will be 


: 


is 


great commercial centers every one of us began to receive | 


You do not disturnp the trade and traffic of the coun- | 


morality and the religion of this country are dependent | 


No nation can maintain its | 


the English farmer by an Englishman not long since, for | 


that this heresy, as he called it, of silver was | 


ich was ever organized, a political party which | 


And I say to the Senator that I came into that | 


rosperity; the times do not indicate | 


after that declaration was made he might have seen | 


i 

| 

| Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, in my judgment this question 

| is the cause of civilization. I believe as firmly as I believe | am 
here that the welfare of mankind is bound up in a proper solu- 

| tion of this question. I believe that 


you are now facing the 
greatest danger which Christendom has ever faced. I believe we 
stand in the face of ‘the Asiatic peril,” as it has been properly 
called, from the hordes of Asia with their cheap labor, with their 
| ingenuity, with their ability to live upon food upon which we 
| could not exist, who will become the active competitors with our 
| laborers all over this country and those of Europe as w No 
| student of history can fail to see where we shall go. It is not a 
question of supposition; it is a question of certainty. We can 
not compete with them. Talk about tariffs! Talk about 
paltry per cent that you have been able to put upon American 
manufactures keeping out from our competition the products of 


China and Japan and India! Mr. President, it can not be done 
You are giving them now a bounty of nearly 100 per ce 
you can not start even until you restore the rates of exchange: 
and you can only do that by making silver and gold equal at some 
rate fixed by law. 

I am not easily frightened. I have taken up this question with 
care, and I have studied it as becomes m id as it bee 
to study it. I can see the 400,000,000 of Chinamen reat, 
wart people, with a civilization which we despise, but a civiliza 
tion better fitted for production by a hundred per cent than our 
with a civilization of which the burdens are nothing compared 
with the burdens of our civilization; a people trained by | 
sands of years of industry and deprivation; a people who e& 
death with the same composure that they go to the table; a} 
| who will live in huts and sleep in dungeons, and who practical] 
| despise the comforts that we must of necessity have—I can 
them, I say, marching forward in their battle of industry to the 
| astonishment and injury of the civilized world. It was said not 
long since by a writer that in this country and Europe we labor 
for the comforts of life; in those countries they labor for th 
| necessities of life. 
| More than one-half of the whole population of the globe is bein 
| stimulated into industry and into activity by our bane’ul system 
of finance, and we shall build up in the Asiatic countri 
factures to such an extent that, when once they 
can not be destroyed. I see the Senator from Conn ; 
PLATT] sitting in front of me. Recently from his Stat: pital 
went to Japan to manufacture straw mats. Capital 
from England to all the Chinese ports where Euro 
allowed to live, and the Chinamen themselves are buildi: reat 
manufacturing establishments to compete with American and 
| European laborers. Do not let any man tell me that hei 3 
| to are to the American laborer that system of wages which 
| will give him fair compensation, and then knowingly vote for ¢ 
system that gives to his competitors a bounty of 100 per cent 
| Weare told that we who would not vote to take up this nonde- 
| script bill, which the Senator himself says is no R LEAS 

ure, are not protectionists. The protection system has i itest 
|} enemy in the gold-standard party. I say you can not 1 it 
in this country both the gold-standard and the prot 
| and if you do maintain it you can not destroy the competition of 
| which I have spoken, which is being built up in Asiatic countries 
to compete with American labor. 
If I desired to consume the time of the Senate I co 
| the most alarming statements with reference to 


mes vou 


are created, t! 


mublican 


ild produce 


| 
the growth of 
| manufactures in China, Japan, and India; but I need not do so, 
| The reports of our consuls, the English consular reports, and the 
French consular reports all tell the same story; but though one 
| should rise from the dead and proclaim the truth, | have not any 
| idea that it would change the minds of the average gold-standard 
advocates. They have heard this again and again, and they have 
| shut their ears to it. As to those who believe in the doctrine that 


| trade should be free as air, Ido not wonder, but as to those who 
| profess that they are in favor of protecting American labor and 

American cuaital, I can not conceive how they can see the growth 
of manufactures in Japan and China and India and in the silver 
countries of South America and Mexico without some perturbation 
and fear. 

Mr. President, when I took the floor I did not intend to speak 
at length on this subject. I simply meant to say, in r nse to 
the statement of the Senator from Ohio, that there was an abun- 
dance of money in the Treasury, that there was no necessity for 
any increased revenue, and that it was better for the country that 
we should spend the money we have in the Treasury than that we 
should leave it there locked up. It would be better to-day if that 
$270,000,000 were afloat in the circles of commerce and trade than 
| to have it there. 





If we could but disabuse our minds of this foolish notion that 
we ought to keep in the Treasury a great amount of gold, so that 
those who want to export gold can get it without cost except its 
face or money value, we should take an important step in the 
right direction. We know very well if they go to the banks for 
gold they must pay something besides its face value. If we can 
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but disabuse the authorities who hold the money of the idea that 
it is their duty to pay in gold, and if we compel them to pay in 
silver, which is a legal tender and which is as valuable as gold 
for every purpose in the world except that of export, then there 
would be an end of the necessity for gold in the Treasury, and if 
old continues to be exported it will go from the banks and not 
rom the United States Treasury. 

Mr. President, I ask the indulgence of the Senate for having 


temperate in tone and character. The other is a letter add; 
to this ex-member of Congress by a very prominent busine 

in Ohio, a man, as I understand, of large wealth and hich ; 
acter. While there are some things in the letter to whic) |), 
not fully agree, yet the writer presents what he says is the «.»,.; 

tion of the country and what he thinks is the remedy, et¢. 1 
think it is well worthy of perusal. I ask that the two lettc.. ....... 
be printed ther as a document. 7 


said somuch. I have said it because I believed it was a duty on e VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reqyecs 9 
my part that I should. I believe that now is the time that every | the Senator from Colorado? The Chair hears none, ani i; ;. .. 
American citizen should take hold of this question, and if we are | ordered. ‘ - 
wrong let the fact be known. I believe that the American people —— 
as a people are decidedly in favor of the use of silver as money. APPENDIX. 

The Senator from Ohio, as I said, congratulated us on the death Boston, April 12. so9¢ 


of silver. Since that time there have been great gatherings of 
the American people declaring for silver. True,they have been 
almost entirely. composed of members of only one of the great 
political organizations, the Democratic party, which, with the 
exception of the New England States, i uniformly declared 
for the white metal. 

When the lines are drawn during the coming summer, when 
the political organizations shall arrange themselves for battle, it 


Dear SENATOR TELLER: Your letter of the 11th instant is receiy 
I presume the words you quote from Mr. Moreton Frewen have refereyea 
to some extemporaneous remarks made by me in London in 1894. }),., y 
re Ican not say. Perhaps if I were stating my views for pub)... my 
should put the matter differently, in order to.avoid ible misconstrictioy 
misconception; but if the words be taken as ep were meant, [ stay d 
by them. By the “right settlement of thesilver question” of course iayy.n++ 
the establish: t of international bim on @ broad basis. | believe 
the benefits of such a system to the trade andindustry of the world \.\0 |, 
almost incalculable, so that hardly any cost or pains required to })y\);. +) 


may be that one of these great political parties which has been in | five suffered to.an enormous extent from tho dislocstion of tac 
existence for many years will be the champion of silver. If that | exeh “the break of gauge ""—which followed the monetary m.-. 





1 i r j 1873, and from the continuous a) Sor. I believe that these h = 
should be the case, then every man will have an opportunity to | 18% Sate -epguccindion +n peeve tha: thes have 


ut this silver question where he thinks it belongs. For myself, L 8 which have 
Mir. President, it belongs in the front of everything that we can ane Ee ee et SE am fully ree neg 
desire. There is nothing which this nation can do, in my judg- | of civilization. The demonetization of silver was in the first instance: a | 


astrous measure, and every step since taken in that direction has brought 
fresh evils. All intelligent monometallists now admit that universal ¢.i4 
monometallism is now impossible. The old bimetallic world is thus t) ho 
left permanently divided intotwo monometallic worlds, trade between which 
must be subject to imcessant and often wide and violent fluctuations of 


exchange. a 
While holding these views,I believe that the United States have sufercd 
here chem this cause and have a far smaller interest in the rs: 


ment, that would bring prosperity to the country so quickly and 
so surely as to open our mints to the free coinage of silver; there 
is nothing, in my judgment, that this great nation can do which 
ae upon it such great disasters as to adhere tothe gold 
stan “a 

I look with fear and trembling to see what that great political 


rati 


lon of 
organization with which I have acted for forty years will do. tallism than any country of Europe, and I am altogether oppose to any 
Will it take the side of the masses? Will it take the side which I | **#om,0f our Government alone. FRANCIS A. WALKER 
believe leads to perity? Will it take the side which will save ee 


to the thousa: and tens of thousands of struggling men the 
homes they are bound to lose if we continue on the gold standard, 
or will it yield to this seductive, false, and lying i of “sound 
ae and declare for the gold standard? 

If the Republican party becomes the party of the gold-standard 

ple, from the day that it so declares, in my judgment, its dis- 
tegration will begin. 

Iam often asked, Mr. President, what I will do if the — 

rty with which I have been connected and to which I am at- 

hed and of whose record, on the whole, I am proud—what I 
will do if that party adopts the gold standard puts itself in 
line with those who are demanding that gold, and gold alone, shall 
measure the values of the world. I have no hesitation in saying 
here, Mr. President, as I have said before, that whenever the polit- 
ical organization to which I belong ceases to represent my senti- 
ments and my judgment on great and fundamental principles I 
shall cease to act with it. en the Democratic party, in which 
I had been brought up, in which I was educated, and to which I 
had an attachment growing out of the fact that my people had 
been members of it ever since it was , and because [ had 
been taught to believe in its principles, , a8 I believed, the 
~ of oppression and wickedness, I got out of it and I went into 

e party which represented my views and my ideas, although it 
was then a weak and <p party. 

Mr. President, I should despise myself, holding the views I do, 
if I should lift my hand to put in power any man who could from 
the Executive Chamber use the slightest influence to continue the 
existing system of finance. Holding, as I do, that the interest of 
the whole race is wrapped up in this question; that it is not onl 
for our interest, but the interest of the world—for I believe 
peoples are interested in it, and that if we do not restore the par 
of exchange between the gold-standard and the silver-using coun- 
tries inside yd) me that we shall transform Christendom 

1 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I ae be expected, probably, 
through courtesy to the Senator from Colorado | Mr. Trix}, to 
spehe aieen telell ou y to the speech he has just made. 

I know that the tor from Colorado is an honest man: he 
has strong convictions, the strongest of all of which is that silver 
is the loadstone of prosperity. I always respect a man who 
stands up for his opinions, whether they be right or wrong. Most 
of the Senator’s argument has been repeated to us before, and 
necessarily so, because the Senator has often spoken on this sub- 
ee. He has said many things to which I should like to reply, 

ut I do not care to do so except as to some few points. 

The Senator believes that the free coinage of silver, which means 
a dollar worth 50 cents in gold, will be the salvation of the coun- 
try. He says that at some time I boasted of the death of silver. 
fam not conscious of ever having made such a remark in my lile. 
On the contrary, I claim that the policy which I have souzit to 
pursue since the depreciation of silver has been to use more silver 
coin than was ever used before in our own country, ani it is asiz- 
nificant fact that all the countries in the world in which old is 
the standard—that is, all the countries of Europe, all of which are 
_— the same basis as we are, the gold standard—use more silver 

ever before; but it is at market price and coined 
at the old ratio and maintained at par with gold coin precisely as 
we do. Therefore, when it is attempted to prejudice the pubic 
mind and convey the impression that we who believe in the stand 
ard of gold and the use of silver to the largest extent possi)! st 
the enemies of silver it is a great mistake. That is a )lind fad 
that ought not to be wee oan it seems to me ought to be 
abandoned by my honorable friend. 

The Senator said several things to which I wish very briefly to 
reply. He talked about the McKinley law as if all the Repu) 
licans on this side of the Chamber were committed to all the pr 
visions of the McKinley law. There was a great deal of iiferenee 


into Asiatic tions and we shall put the laborers of Christen- | of opinion between the two Houses when that bill was pos. 
dom under Asiatic pay as well as under Asiatic conditions—be- | As it was framed ia the House of mtatives and sent over 
lieving that, as I do, I should despise myself, as you ought to | here I believe at ee good After it was sent here it 
ise me, if I did not lift my voice against a system i was modified e Senate. It might as well be called 

such danger; and if I should lift my voice one way and vote an- | the -Allison- bill as by any other name, for the 
other, you would have a right to accuse me of h risy and deceit. | Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] probably ha! - 
As I speak, Mr. President, so shall I vote, in interest, as I be- | active an inf@uence and power in controlling the terms of that )! 
lieve, of the great masses of men in this country; and in the inter- | as anyone. a 
est, as I believe, of the great masses of men throughout Christen- | On the whole, the Act was a good measure. It was 
dom. [Applause in the galleries. | weakened, however, in m , by the reciprocity clauses, but 
I present to the Senate two letters which I have received, which | not, however, in the gene of those who voted for It 

I should desire to go into the Recorp with my remarks but for | I believe the clauses w were added to the M: Kin- 
the fact that both of them are, I think, a little too voluminoas for | ley bill in the Senate tended to weaken it as a revenue ensure, 
that purpose. I should like, however, to have them published as | and that the results of all the treaties and agreements me 0 


adocument. One of them ison the money question and is 
a former member of Congress from the State of Ohio, well 


of products on — terms between the 
to very many Senators here, It is an able letter, well written, 


United States and other countries ended in a loss of revenue. 
Still, in spite of all, the McKinley law would undoubtedly hav? 
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furnished enough money to carry on the ordinary operations of | 





Mr. SHERMAN. There never was an ad valorem tax on wool 


the Government but for the election of Mr. Cleveland and the | that I know of. 


events that followed. As a matter of course, the McKinley law | 


was attacked during the Presidential contest of 1892. The Car- 


negie strikes and financial stringency weakened the Republican | 
arty. The result was that Mr. Cleveland was elected President. | 


The very fact that the Democratic party came into power in the 
executive branch and in the two Houses of Congress was a threat 
against the McKinley law, a declaration that it would be changed, 
al «i therefore at once importations under the McKinley law largely 
fell off. But in spite of it all the McKinley law, which has been 
so much condemned, did furnish enough money to carry on the 
operations of the Government, with the aid of the internal-revenue 
laws. After the close of the Administration of General Harrison, 
at the end of the fiscal year on the ist day of July, 1893, some five 
or six months after the incoming of the present Administration. 
when Mr. Cleveland was President, there was a surplus in the 
revenue of over $2,000,000. ; 

Mr. TELLER. Will theSenator from Ohio allow me to ask him 
a question? ° : 

{r. SHERMAN. Certainly. , 

Mr. TELLER. Is it not a fact that in each of the months of 
November, December, January, and February preceding Mr. 
Cleveland’s inaugaration there was a deficiency? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That may have been so—— 

Mr. TELLER. Amounting to over $4,000,000? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The defeat of the Republican party and the 
certainty of the repeal of the McKinley Act would have produced 
that result. I have no doubt whatever that if the Republican 
party had prevailed in 1892 the McKinley law would have fur- 
nished ample revenue. That is my opinion. 

As soon as Mr. Cleveland was elected his first idea was the repeal 


, and that the 
ad valorem tax is on the manufactured goods for the } 


u 


Mr. MILLS. It never has been denied anywher 


benefit of 
the manufacturer. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Where the duty can be specific, as in the case 
of wool, where it is levied by the pound, I think it should be fixed 
by a specific rate, but in the case of manufactured goods it is im 
possi bie to fix a specific duty, because they are so different in value. 


A piece of broadcloth of the finest quality would weigh far less 
than a coarser product, and yet it would be many times as valua- 
ble. In such a case an ad valorem rate is unavoidable. The two 
rates must be combined. But the general principle of ad valorem 
rates adopted in the Wilson Act has undoubtedly added to the 
deficiency of revenue. 

Now, there is another matter. I do not want to go over these 
points very fully. We are told that the Dingley bill would not 
have been supported in the Senate. We could easily have passed 
the Dingley bill but for the omnipresent and omniscient question, 
im the eyes of some Senators, the free coinage of silver. When 
the bill went to the Committee on Finance, what was done with 
it? Was it considered in detail? No; simply because a majority 
of the committee were not only opposed to the tariff bill, but were 
in favor of the free coinage of silver. Then the unusual, I might 
almost say illegal, method was adopted of offering as an amendment 
or substitute for the tariff bill the provision for the free coinage of 
silver. Thus this omniscient silver head was thrust into a contro- 
versy where it was conceded on all hands that there was necessity 
for the increase of the revenues of the Government. Who did 
| that? Iam not here to complain. The Senator from Colorado 
| [Mr. TELLER} to whom I am replying voted with the rest, there 
being several on this side of the Chamber, with the Democrats also. 


of the law for@he purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver per month, | What I have always claimed and what I now claim is that the 


commonly called 


Sherman Act, a niisnomer, I think, because I | Democratic Senators who believe with me that it is not wise to 


was the last man to agree to it, and have regretted it every moment adopt the single standard of silver, to adopt the free coinage of 
since, because I honestly believed it was not wise to continue the | silver, themselves voted or their friends, a majority at least, 


purchase of silver. But in order to prevent the passage of a meas- | voted for the free coinage of silver and then made 


ure for the free coinage of silver, I finally yielded and voted fox the | 


bill with the restof my associates. That is the history of that act. 

But at that very time, while this matter was being discussed in 
the Senate and the House, the committee on the part of the House 
was framing a new tariff bill. The Wilson bill was then being 
framed, and in the following session it was sent to us. If that 
bill had become a law in the form in which it passed the House 
the deficiency in revenue would have been fully $100,000,000 a 
year. The honorable Senator from Maryland who spoke yester- 
day said that he and his associates here in the Senate added to the 


income upon what is called the Wilson Act some fifty or sixty | 


million dollars. That was his statement. Even with that addi- 


tion, in every hour and every day and every year there has been | 
a deficiency in the revenue less than expenditures of thirty mil- | 


lions a year. The t condition of affairs grows out of the 
repeal of the MeKinley Act and the passage of the Wilson- 


Gorman Act. 
_This did not at eii t the question of the free coinage of 
silver, about which I shall have something to say hereafter. There 


are several fatal defects ix the Wilson Act. e first and chief 
one in practical administration, as now stated even by Democratic 
officials, is the ad valorem principle which was adopted in levying 
duties upon im gqools. The ad valorem system has been 
found to be faulty in every country in the world where duties are 
imposed upon importations. You can not rely upon the prices 
stated in the invoices under the ad valorem system. 

Mr. MILLS, Will the Senator from Ohio tell me, if he please, 
why they ted the ad valorem system in the woolen schedule 
of the McKinley Act? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are certain classes of goods as to which 
~ ad valorem — must be adopted. 

r . Ah! 

Mr. SHERMAN, 
4 specific duty it t to be done. ; 

Mr. FRYE. You had both as to woolens. 

- SHERMAN. I know we had both in woolens. On wool 


: 


But wherever an article can be assessed by 


ie 


it impossible 
to pass any revenue law. 


| My honorable frignd the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman | 


| yesterday talked a good deal about the Dingley bill. It 


was 


slaughtered in the house of its friends by his vote as well as by 
| the votes of ail others who, while believing in the gold or fixed 











oe Po was specific, so much a pound. On woolens, on account | 


value varying 100, 200, and perhaps 500 per cent, it was 


necessary to have a of those duties. But the principle 
pe In what io called the W ilson Act is the ad valorem system, 


and now the officers of the Government, Democrats all, claim and 
- that the ad valorem system has led to great undervaluation 
and therefore to a loss of revenue. 

Mr. MILLS. The from Ohio must recollect that his 
wh always, in ns duties on woolen goods, have declared 
ents tax on the woolen goods was simply to compen- 

Ma tue tax on wool. Is not that true? 

it. SHERMAN. No, sir; I do not think it is true, 

- MILLS. Oh, unquestionably, 


= 
ie 


standard of value and the use of silver as contingent, voted to 
defeat the bill by the adoption of the free coinage of silver. That 
is the history of the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Ohio does not mean to say 
that I voted for that proposition. , 

Mr. SHERMAN. I can not say who did. I know that a ma- 
jority of the Senate voted for it, and I think a majority of the 
Democrats did, but I am not sure. I will take the Senator's word 
for it, whatever it is. 

Mr. GORMAN. There was,and there is, an element on both 
sides of the Chamber, possibly a majority, irreconcilably opposed 
to such action. I think a small majority of Democrats voted for 
the free-coinage amendment to the bill; a very large minority of 
them voted against it. A very large minority of the Senator's 
party on the other side of the Chamber voted for the free coinage 
of silver. 

Mr. SHERMAN. A small minority of this side voted for free 
coinage, and a large majority on the other side did, as I remem- 
ber. ido not recall the votes of particular Senators, nor do I 


head It is not material. It is sufficient to know that the raw 


head and the bloody bones of silver killed any attempt to add to 
the revenues of the Government. It is not the fault of the Re- 
publican party or of the Democratic party. It is because this 
new question is thrust into every other matter that is presented 
to the Senate, and I trust that in the present campaign a bold and 
manly stand will be taken by both sides, every man acting accord- 
ing to his judgment, and that the question will be settled. [If it 
is settled in favor of silver, then we will have dollars that will 
have the purchasing power of only half of the present dollar. Ii 
we stand by the present standard we will have a standard that is 
adopted in nearly all the principal civilized nations of the world. 

Mr. PEFFER. Dollars twice as valuable. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is not the question I am debating now. 
I am perfectly willing to abide by the action of the people of the 
United States and also of future Congresses. That is all | care 
to say about the Dingley bill. 

The honorable Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said I was 
inconsistent, in that in a speech I made in January last I said I 
would vote for any tax, for a tax on tea or coffee or sugar. Sol 
say now. Rather than have this Congress adjourn with a grow- 
ing deficiency, 1 would vote for almost any kind of a duty; but I 
do not propose to allow the other side of the Chamber to designate 

recisely what those dutiesshall be. 1 wish to be consulted about 
t. We Republicans have nearly a majority here, and while I 
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would vote very cheerfully, as ameasure of temporary relief, for 
a tax on tea and coffee and sugar, a moderate tax to aid in sup- 
port of the Government under its — circumstances, yet I 
would not make the whole burden o 

the people who drink tea and coffee. 

The Senator from Marylaud asked me if I would be willing to 
take a tax on tea and coffees as a substitute for all other measures. 
Isaid no. But if tea and coffee and sugar and other articles of 
that kind should contribate their portion of the taxes, so as to dis- 
tribute their burden among our people fairly, without making it 
fall upon those articles consumed largely by the poorer classes, 
then, as a matter of coursc, I would be willing to vote for a mod- 
erate tax on tea and coffee and sugar and many other articies that 
might be named. But the idea of levying $50,000,000 of taxation 
on tea and coffee never entered into the mind of anybody except 
my honorable friend the Senator from Maryland; and I do not 
believe he would vote for such a proposition. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator from Ohio pardon me for 
interrupting him? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggested to the Senator yesterday what 
every intelligent man in this country knows, that with the pres- 
ent divisions in this body it is utterly impossible to pass any rev- 
enue measure that trenches upon party lines and party ideas, and 
hence it was that I asked him if he would accept a a to 
impose a revenue duty of 25 per cent on tea and coffee—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. You propose to put on revenue duties only. 

Mr. GORMAN. A less duty than is imposed on any other 
article on the list, when the Senator knows, as I know, that the 
imposition of such a tax would not increase by a farthing the cost 
of either tea or coffee to the consumers of the United States. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The proposition made by the Senator was 
that we would drop out of all of that bill which he denounced—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; strike out all after the enacting clause. 

Mr. SHERMAN, And put a tax upon tea and coffee. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That was the proposition. I do not believe 
the Senator wouid vote for it. There would be such a complaint 
made by the women of the land that he could not live here safely 
if such a tax were proposed. I do not think any sensible man 
would propose to levy $60,000,000 on tea and coffee, leaving sugar 
to vo free, and allowing all the various articles of importation to 
come in free of duties except such as are levied by existing law. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator misunderstands me, and I know 
he would like to have the fact stated accurately. I did not sug- 
gest that we should levy $60,000,000 on tea and coffee, 

Mr. GRAY. Or leave sugar go free. 

Mr. GORMAN. Or let sugar go free. I let the tariff stand 
tena as it isnow. That is a party measure for which the 

Jemocratic party is responsible. It has not produced revenue 
enough and there is an emergency. I suggested to the Senator 
that he take those two items, tea and coffee, and put a revenue 
duty of about 25 per cent on them, which would bring into the 
Treasury directly about $30,000,000,a sufficient amount to cover 
the deficit at least for this year. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It is sufficient to say that every Republican 
would resent such a tax. Weare in favor of taxing so that it will 
necessarily incidentally protect American industries. We think 
that those taxes ought mainly to be levied upon articles that are 
imported from Europe and compete with our own industries, so 
that to the extent of the incidental protection our own industries 
will be built up and fostered. That is the Republican idea, 

Mr. GORMAN. Now, what—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. The Democratic idea—let me state it—as I 
understand it, is to be absolutely indifferent as to the effect on our 
own domestic productions of taxation by tariff upon goods im- 
ported into thiscountry. It seeks to put a tax upon such articles 
as tea and coffee and sugar and the like, which enter into every 
family and homestead in the land, and to make those articles bear 
the burdens of this great Government of ours. 

Mr. MILLS. Not all of the burdens. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Ohio has stated the differ- 
ence between the two parties. He knows the impossibility of our 
— eee on these lines in this body as it is now organized. 

Mr. SHERMAN. With a Democratic President in the White 
House, a Republican House of Representatives, and a plurality of 
Republicans in the Senate Chamber, is it expected of us that we 
shall surrender to you everything—— 

Mr. GORMAN. No; I do not—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. And adopt your creed and your principles? 
On the a we expect to overthrow you, if the good time 
should come. e are doing it in a friendly way. When we of- 


fered you the Dingley bill, if the Democratic ST pro- 
posed reasonable amendments to the bill, anything t would 
strengthen the revenue, which was just and fair, they would have 
been accepted with great eee The Committee on Finance, 


as I said before, was evenly divided between the two great par- 


increased taxation fall upon: 
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ties. We had no advantage whatever on the important ¢y.<:; 
The Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNEs] has strong op. 2 
he was in favor of the free coinage of silver. Every Dey,,,.; _ 
member of the committee voted with him, and thus crea:,.) 
—z embarrassment. A single Democrat would have ;,,... 
Had the ean ope Bowes been taken up in order, it could ha,. },.. 
amended and changed so as to meet the judgment of ¢}).....,.. 
erate men of the Senate of both political parties. 
being a Republican measure. Every Republican wo), .. vat 
it as a Republican measure. It is a measure designed {5 ).\joyq 
a Democratic Administration upon the call of their Presi... ,,, i 
it is nothing else. We would have yielded largely to our Dero. 
cratic friends upon a temporary tariff which was to last ())), un 
til the time when we hoped to make a better tariff—that is soins 
time next year. 

There is another thing. My honorable friend, the Senator fy, 'm 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER], has spoken of the issue of bonds, why 
they were issued, the amount of money that has been ¢.\)!, ected 
and held in the Treasury in consequence of the issue of Ions, | 
say now to the Senate, with full knowledge that I am abs: jntely 
correct, that there is no law on the statute book by which the Gov. 
ernment of the United States can issue any bond for the pypyosa 
of meeting deficiencies. There is at this moment no Jaw in oxic. 
ence which authorizes the President to sell a bond of the United 
States to pay deficiencies created by lack of revenue. But the 
Secretary of the Treasury is authorized to sell bonds to provi. 
for the resumption and maintenance of specie paymenis. The 
resumption act provides that he may sell bonds of a certain char. 
acter and description in order to meet and maintain resumption 
to pay the notes which are presented. 

All the bonds which have been recently sold were sold for that 
pu . The Administration has used the money to some extent, 
or did use it for a while, for the purpose of bolstering up andj 
paying the deficiencies as they occurred. But it was soon found, 
when notes were presented and gold paid for them, that if the 
notes were immediately paid out they would again be presented, 
and thus the endless chain which the President of the United 
States described would go on. To puta stop to the endless chain 
they had to hold perforce the notes that were presented for re- 
demption until there was demand for gold, That is necessarily 
true in cases of banks and all other institutions which issue paper 
money. When the time comes when notes are presented for pay- 
ment they must pay them and hold them until they can issue them 
again at par with the standard money of the country. That opera- 
tion is necessarily the result of fear created by want of revenue. 

More than all else that now creates the disturbance in our conn- 
try is the deficiency of revenue. If a man is deficient in his rev- 
enue at the end of the year he is miserable. If he has a little 
surplus over he is happy. Soit isin the great affairs of a country. 
Any nation that is compelled to expend more money in time of 
peace than the revenues of the Government amount to is on the 
road to ruin, just as any man who spends more money than his 
income or than he earns is sure to go to the poorhouse in the end. 
That is the ee The very fact that there has been a defi- 
ciency of revenue from the beginning of this Administration 
caused the doubt and now creates the uncertainty. 

The President and the Secretary of the Treasury were perfectly 
justified in pursuing the course they have followed. They could 
not have done otherwise. Su they had refused payment ot 
United States notes in gold. e result would have been that our 
money would have at once fallen below par and a disturlance 
in foreign and domestic trade would have occurred. They did 
right. ough I hold far different opinions from them on many 
questions, yet I stand here and say boldly and openly that 1 man 
aging our financial affairs during the present condition of tins: 
1 think the —— of the Treasury and the President haye dove 
their full daty, and I could say no more if there were a Repair 
President in office. es 

There are one or two things which were said yesterday by a 
friend, the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], to which 
wish to call atterition. He talked a good deal about econm) 
He is opposed to la appropriations. He wants the Gover 
ment to be kept wi its means, and yet I am told he has been 
very liberal to Maryland; that after doing all that is propose! | ; 
the House of Representatives for their local interests, !« s°-" _ 
an appropriation here in the river and harbor bill for 5)""'." 3 -#4 
the harbor at Baltimore. Heis always careful of his own an’ '' 
people of his State. He has not, so far as I know, vol’ d ag inst 
any of the propositions to add to the enormous sums |)" — 
been put upon the ropriation bills. I think he is abv! i o. 
eral in re ae = c or — aw know “ and ye 
arraigns ublican party for being extravagan'. _ 

I shall not confess the sins of my party, but if I had 1) pony 
I would not appropriate one dollar in excess of what 1! ae 
would come into the Treasury under existing laws. If! wer" 
executive officer, as Mr. Cle and Mr. Carlisle are, | at pay 
pay out one dollar of any appropriation that was notrequ'™ 


It is far from 
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salaries and contracts. The ordinary contingent appropriations 
that ran through all our appropriation acts are not mandatory 
upon the Secretary, and he can withhold the money. I believe 
and hope he will do it, because from his sagacious management 
heretofore I believe that he will not place himself in the position 
of spending money which he has no power to replace by the sale 
of bonds or by any provision authorized by this Congress. 

I might be asked, why not propose bonds? We mow such a 
measure can not be passed in the Senate. If it can be, let the 
Senator from Maryland try it. Let him provide some means of 
supplying a deficiency that may be created by the excess of appro- 

riations over receipts. If he is opposed to these high appropria- 
tions in the bills, why does he not contest them and point them out. 
and I will vote with him to strike them out or reduce them. It 
seems to me the real difficulty that now stares us in the face is not 
the free coinage of silver, not the standard of value, but the defi- 
ciency in revenue of the Government to meet the requirements of 
the public service. That is the trouble. The silver question 
must be settled by the people of the United States. I do not care 
how soon. ; : 

My own opinions on the subject are perfectly known and I 
om not repeat them. I believe that it is wise for this country, 
as the richest and most powerful one in the world, to hold to that 
standard which is recognized by all the chief civilized nations of 
the world. I amin favor of gold as the standard of value, but I 
am in favor of the use of silver to the largest amount possible. 
I will go far, haps farther than anyone else here, in a negotia- 
tion with foreign nations to establish some ratio between the two 
metals, so that there will be no deception in money. The gold 
standard is better for every business man, for every man conduct- 
ing business affairs, and it is better for every laboring man. 
Nowhere in the world does the laboring man get as many dollars 
of as high purchasing power as are paid to him for all kinds of 
labor in the United States of America. No one will suffer more 
severely than he by a lowering of the standard of value. Every 
laboring man can buy more under this system with his money 
than any other, It seemsto me we ought not to disturb the par- 
ity of the two coins of silver and gold. 

Let this question be decided by the people of the United States. 
Let the two great ies of the country state honestly their opin- 
ions, one way or the other, and then we will be able to settle the 
matter in the next Congress. Debate here, a controversy or con- 
versation between the Senator from Colorado and myself, will not 
settlematters. Hecallsme, what isit?—agoldbug. ([Laughter. ] 
Well, sir, Iam a gold bug. 

Mr, TELLER. I think if the Senator from Ohio will look over 
ge he will find that I have never called him a gold bug. 

. SHERMAN. It is somebody else. 

Mr. TELLER. I have never used the term. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That is the common term a 
who believe gold is the better standard of value. 
interest in a question of that kind. I am neither a miner nor an 
owner of gold or silver. I believe in that money which measures 
fairest and best the production and yo of the people of the 
United States. I believe the United States would go a grade 
down in the family of nations if it undertook to establish as the 

of value a metal one-half in value of what is now con- 
sidered the standard and upon which all the contracts for forty 
have been made by the people of the United States. We 
onestly differ about that. There is no power to settle that differ- 
ence except the people of the United States of America. I appeal 
in this case to fhem, not upon the arguments I have presented, but 
upon the broad lines of public policy—of faithfully and honestly 
orming all contracts and obligations. This is the issue now 
fore the le. Let it be tried if possible without heat or 
Bones and so as to promote the honor and prosperity of the 
nited States. 


. Mr. President, the Senator from Ohio repeats 
d-standard people always state when they make a 
isnota h made that does not have in it the state- 
ment that if you go to coinage you will have a 50-cent dollar. 
The fact is you have a two-dollar dollar now, and that is what is 
the trouble with this coun The dollar of this country to-day 
measures twice what it to measure; it commands twice the 
products. There are several countries in the world that have free 
. notably Mexico and Japan, and neither of them has a 50- 
ollar. It is a notorious fact which no one will deny who is 
at all acquainted with the conditions (and if anyone doubts my 
statement he can take the consular reports from Mexico and Japan 
and that I make a correct statement) that the as 
the Mexican dollar and the Japanese yen, which is equiva- 

t to a dollar practically, is as great now as it was thirty years 
ago. That is true of the Mexican dollar, which circulates all over 
Asia, in the Settlements, in China, and to some extent, 
The fe not much, in India; it will buy as much as it ever bought. 
The rupee, equivalent at its face value to about 2 shillin gs 


lied to those 
can have no 
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of English money, will buy just as much as it would ever buy. 
There has been no depreciation, or. in other words, there has been 
no rise of prices when measured by the three kinds of money that 
I have mentioned in the countries in which they circulate. The 
Japanese money, which is the standard there, is about the same 
as the Mexican dollar, and it buys just as much as it used to buy. 
When the Japanese pays his workmen he pays them just what he 
used to pay them in silver. When the Mexican pays his workmen 
he pays them just what he used to pay them in silver. If he wants 
to buy material for his manufacture, he pays the same price if it is 
home raised and home produced. The same may be said of India, 

Now, why does the Senator from Ohio say there will be a 50- 
cent dollar? There has been no 50-cent dollar in the countries 
that have maintained free coinage. The theory of the Senator is 
that gold has advanced, and if we went to coining silver it would 
be worth half as much, or worth in its dollar state just as much 
as in its bullion state. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to go into any discussion of that 
point, except to say that the moment you opened your mint and 
gave to the silver dollar the same power that you gave to the gold 
dollar for every purpose whatever in the domestic economy, at 
least of this country, it would be equivalent to gold. It is equiva- 
lent to gold to-day. While silver has not access to the mint, the 
American silver dollar will buy as much anvwhere as the cold 
dollar. You can not use it, perhaps, as readily for exchange 
that is, you can not send it abroad; and yet, if you take with you 
to Europe an American silver dollar there are a number of coun- 
tries where it will bring a premium over its face. If you had a 
million American silver dollars in the city of London you could 
get credit for a million dollars; you would not get credit for 
$500,000, because while those dollars could not be converted into 
English money, or French money, or any other kind of money by 
melting, they will come back here and be used. So we have had 
no cheap money in this country, notwithstanding the assertion of 
the Senator to the contrary. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Doesthe Senator from Colorado yield 
to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the Senator believe that with free coin- 
age the silver dollar would mfintain its present purchasing power? 
I ask the Senator if all the world should have the privilege of en- 
tering our mints tocoin their silver into dollars how much silver 
would be brought here? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not care to weary the Senate again with 
repeating the argument. I havespent hours in the Senate to show 
that the American silver dollar, if we had free coinage, would be 
just as good as the gold dollar. I do not believe there would 

any distinction whatever. All the talk about the English silver 
or the French silver coming here is nonsense, as I think we have 
demonstrated a dozen times. 

The Senator from Ohio says in addition that we are using a 
large amount of silver. Mr. President, it does not make any dif- 
ference about the amount of silver you are using; you are using 
it in subordination to gold; you make gold the standard. Gold is 
the measure of pricesand not silver. So far as the influence of 
silver upon commerce and trade is concerned you might just as 
well have paper money, because it is in subordination. What we 
try to do is to put the two metals together and make one the equal 
of the other, so that they shall measure the values in this country 
and enhance the value of products. If the Senator from Ohio 
does not think that is valuable and necessary to the prosperity 
of the country he wants to oppose it, and I suppose that is what 
he does mean. He wants low prices. We want reasonable prices. 
He wants prices as they are now. We want prices that will give 
to the producer some margin for that which he has produced. 
We want prices that will give to the American farmer more than 
a fair living, prices that will enable him to pay his debts and to 
maintain himself in comfort, as he is entitled to be maintained. 
That is what the fight is for, Mr. President. It is not to secure 
low prices. 

Then the Senator from Ohio appeals to the labor of the country. 
He means by that the men who work by the day. Who are the 
laborers? ot the men who take a dollar a day or 50 cents a 
day, but the men who till the soil—the 20,000,000 farmers and 
farm hands. They are the men who are interested; they are the 
men who are producing what they want to get a price for. The 
men who have their capital in enterprises and see their products 
selling at a market price below what it cost them to produce are 
the class of men who are interested. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to go into this discussion now, 
but in the interest of history and truth and exactness I challenge 
the statement made by the Senator from Ohio that the Sherman 
bill was passed for the purpose of avoiding free coinage. With- 
out meaning to be offensive to him, 1 say there is no foundation 
whatever for that statement. We had been here in the Senate 
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contenfing for free coinage. We had passed a bill and sent it to 
the other House, and had been beaten by more than 30 votes. 
We had in the White House a President who had said to numer- 
ous members of this body that if the free-coinage bill came to him 
he would veto it. We had a Secretary of the Treasury who had 
declared again and again to Senators and Members that a free- 
coinage bill would be vet ed by the President. On the day the 
Sherman bill passed there vas no more show of a free-coinage 
bill becoming a law than there was of the heavens falling. 

I will, in the interest of history, state why the Sherman bill 
passed. If it is a party secret I will give it out, because the state- 
zment of the Senator from Ohio has been repeatedly made that he 

ielded to that measure. The Senator from Ohio believed when 
he had that bill passed that it woulddo two things. He believed, 
first, that it would secure the passage of a tariff bill; and sec- 
ondly, he believed at that time (he so stated to the Senate at 
least’) that it would helpthefinancesof thecountry. If hethought 
about it afterwards and concluded it did not have that effect, he 
did not think so then. He was a good deal more in favor of the 
Sherman bill than I was, because I from this seat condemned it 
as being an illogical bill, and indefensible from a monetary stand- 
point, agreeing with some of my friends on the other side that it 
was a makeshift and a mistake. 

As I said, there was no probability of a free-coinage bill ing 
and becoming a law. e had in this body a majority for free 
coinage, and we who were in favor of a tariff bill were in favor of 
a free-coinage bill if we could get it, and if we could not get it we 
wanted something that would come near to it. We did not be- 
lieve that we could use the taritt bill to secure free coinage. We 
did not believe the Executive would sign a bill if it had a free- 
coinage measure attached, although it might be a tariff bill that 
suited him. We knew then that if we put the free-coi bill 
upon the tariff bill the free-coinage bill and the tariff bill bot 
alike would be lost. But we determined that we would put the 
free-coinage bill upon the tariff bill, which we knew we could do 
with the help of the Democrats, who, of course, would vote with 
us. That we said we would do, and that is why the Senator from 
Ohio yielded his judgment. That is why the Republicans on this 
side who had been soem to the free coinage of silver yielded, 
not to free coinage, but to what they thought was a lesser evil, 
what they thought would answer the purpose of satisfying the 
silver Republicans and secure their votes. 

Mr. President, that is the unvarnished fact, which more than 
one Senator on the floor knows as well as Ido. We drove our 
associates in this Chamber who were opposed to free coinage into 

ing a relief bill, as they call it—a bill in which some of our 
iends on this side had a great deal more confidence than I had, 
and they believed it would do more good than I believed it would. 
It was a bill, I am willing to say, which, illogical as it was, un- 
sound as it was, and indefensible as it was from a proper money 
standpoint, when the panic came in the fall following the failure 
of the Baring Bros., which disturbed business in Europe, main- 
tained—and that bill alone maintained—quiet in this country. 
We had relieved from the Treasury $62,000,000 locked up there. 
We had put that into circulation at once. We had put into cir- 
culation $4,000,000 a month practically, for silver went up to 120 
in the beginning, so that in a few months we had put $100,000,000 
in circulation, and that tided us over and carried us over the dis- 
turbances which occurred in Europe and had its reflex influence 
upon us here. 

Mr. President, that isthe unvarnished history of thatcase. The 
Senator from Ohio and his compeers who believe with him secured 
our votes for that purpose; and now what do they tell us? I have 
heard the Senator say that there never was an hour after he had 
voted for that bill when he would not have voted to repeal it if 
he had had achance. It was a sort of an arbitration or a com- 
promise, and when they obtained the eat of the com 
mise they proposed to leave us. I have never forgotten the 
rity, the haste, and the zeal with which the Senator from Ohio 

his associates in this Chamber who believe with him came to 
the rescue of the Democratic Administration when it asked for 
the repeal of that law, and when they knew its repeal was to strike 
down the industries of the State that I in part represent on this 
floor. We got no more sympathy and no more support than if we 
had been aliens in an alien land. 

I remembered then what we had done for them; that we had 
yielded our judgment and voted for a bill that many of us did not 
cpanere of. Upon my judgment I would never have voted for the 

cKinley bill. I with a number of Senators on this side 
that the McKinley bill went far beyond what we ought to have 
done. It was defective in not ucing _—— revenue, for one 
thing. The Senator from Ohio says it would have produced 
enough revenue. It did not produceenough revenue. We barely 
got through the fiscal year 1893 with $2,000,000 of revenue over 
and above the expenditures, and then we did not pay out a large 
amount of apprepriations that had been made, if they had 
been paid there would have been an actual deficiency that year, 
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as the Senator from Ohio himself and everyone else kno, 
would not do to say there would have been no deficie 
that bill. There would have been a deficiency under it 
Mr. President, 1 do not care to prolong this debate. [ ( 
care to go into it further than to make the statement I hay. | 
in the interest of history, in the interest of truth, in regar;| ; 
statement so often made here that we could have acquire. 
coinage in some way but that we were fooled out of it }). ; 
astuteness of somebody. If I had not known that free ¢)),.,... 
could not have been secured I would never have voted {.» ; 
Sherman bill, nor the McKinley bill either. I would hay. 
to attach to the McKin y bill a free-coinage measure, and :}),.., ,; 
the President had signed i#we would have had both. But | ky... 
as everyone knows (it is nonsense to talk about the case |\.)))/ 
otherwise), that the President of the United States would » 
a tariff bill,no matter how acceptable, that had attached 1., ;; , 
free-coinage measure. Therefore we were compelled to acco, 
what we believed would be some relief to the country and \)); 
turned out to be some relief, a bill that has been much derid «| 4), 
falsified ever since, a bill the repeal of which the Senator froz) ()})\, 
prophesied would bring prosperity,as it was prophesied oy {\. 
other side of the Chamber. I recollect very distinctly, and | ¢))j)x 
I could quote froma distinguished Democrat who sits pretty 1 -.r\y 
in the front seat here, some statements he made about the pros. 
perity that was to comeif we repealed thatlaw. The news)iyors 
were full of it,and the people were driven into the suppor: . 
those og were clamoring for its repeal, and finally the lay 


. President, every hour since that time business has erjwp 
worse in this country. 1 did not come here to make a lone, do- 
tailed speech, but I can uce the evidence right here to show 
that everything human ingenuity in this country produces —t))a; 
everything, whether it be the product of the skilled mechanic or 
the miner or the farmer, save and except gold, has been steadily 
falling since the repeal of the Sherman law. Farm products haye 
= own more than 20 per cent below what they were then 

ufactured products have gone down more than 12 per cent 
below what they were then. There have been more failures in 
the last year than there were in any other year in our history ex 
ceyit the year 1893. There has been more distress among the 
izdoring of this country during the last year than there 
has ever since I have known anything about affairs in this 
land. The Sherman law did not bring disaster, nor did its repea! 
brin Ce: 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I wish to submit some observa- 
tions on one feature of the di ion which has taken place to- 
day, but it is too late to begin this evening, it being now 3} o'clock, 
and I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. GORDON. L hope that we may have an executive session. 

Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Texas withdraw | 
motion for the moment? 

Mr. MILLS. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to submit a minority report from the 

Commerce. 


Committee on 
nee by, Mr. WHITE appears under 


{The minori 
heading ‘‘ of committees. 
Mr. HALE . . President, there is a tradition, possibly 4 


that the naval a riation bil! is betore 

2 a or I think I = voicing 

the feelings of a large majority of thi y on both sides of th 

ber, if occasionally some attention could be paid to that |) 

and we could, im the regular procession of business, advance it 

ee. so that at some not - oo the bill may be 

an opportunity given for other great appropria- 

ion bills which must aeaened. But I find that at 5 o'clock, not 

a late hour in the day, but within a month from the time wien 

everyone expects and desires that we shall adjourn, not one mo 

ment’s time during the day has been consumed by the naval appr 
enema Shoersibtadhiateen tae Glecnened 


| 
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; and the Senatot 

Texas, expressing a wish to-morrow morning to prvi ns ‘1° 

debate upon the currency question, and not being ready toms 
7 on, indicates a desire to v | 

. GRAY. Let us go on to-night with the appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. All I have to say, Mr. President, is that. rey 

senting the committee, and the desire of the Senate, ®% 

has been indicated, to put through the appropriation bills. | «™ 

powerless. If Senators insist and persist in lugging int) t" 

of appropriation bills all the old questions aus \ 

prophecies and all the fulminations about the curr 2°) 

we never shall get the iation bills through, 40° 

; g up here and the session will be prolongs) ""'" 

ea erm commences, until the Presidential conventions 

— and gone, and we shall be here until August 0! >!” 

tember. 

. STEWART. I wis suggest to the Senator from Maine, 

will allow me. in all tu..ess, that if he wants to exci'ucy ©" 

discussion of the silver question and keep it out, he ought to ’'P 
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his gold-standard friends 
country has taken the floor and occupied the time, do Senators 
suppose that we will not protest? Something will be said on this 
subject to-morrow and the next day. If the gold-standard advo- 
cates can afford it, we shall talk, too. 

Mr. HALE. 1 am notin any way the sponsor or in any way 
accountable for the participation in the debate of the Senator 
from Ohio. : 

Mr. STEWART. It started on your side. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Ohio has taken up very little 
time. The political discussion was started yesterday by the Seu- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. I do not think that the 
Senator from Maryland was disappointed in the discussion. 
started out with a proposition relative to the appropriations in tlie 
naval appropriation bill, which was perfectly legitimate. He had 
his right under the rules to extend far beyond and to go into other 
issues. Thereby he _— the Senator from Ohio and other 
Senators to brief replies and retorts; but all passed with a small 
consumption of time. 
Maryland in any way fatigued the Senate; he never does that; he 
talked to the point; but unfortunately he started the political dis- 

“ussion. 
aaa whose opinions upon this subject are well known, and he 
entertained us with a long speech on his side of the question that 
had nothing to do with the naval appropriation bill whatever. Of 
course it brought out the Senator from Ohio in a brief rejoinder. 
The Senator from Ohio consumed but little time. 

What I am complaining of now, if I complain at all, is that the 
Senate understands the situation, and if it is prepared to indefi- 
nitely postpone real business and embark on this vast sea of debate 
on the currency qaestion, out of which no good can come, no con- 
yersions can be made, no procession of business, no advance in 
anything, then, as I have said, I am at the mercy of the Senate. 
T should like now, however, as a practical proposal, as a practical 
matter, to go on until 6 o’clock with the consideration of this 
almost forgotten measure, the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the Senator's time will be 
extended. [Laughter. 

Mr. HALE. No; I do not desire any extension. I am talking 
in favor of business and trying to bring the Senate to a realiza- 
tion of the situation. 
from Texas [Mr. Mris] would curb his remarks in the further 
discussion of the silver question and allow the Senate to go on 
with the consideration of the appropriation bills. The Committee 
on Appropriations will do its duty; it will have another bill here 
ready for the consideration of the Senate the moment that one ap- 
propriation bill is considered and passed; it will not keep the Sen 
ate waiting one hour. The bills are ready for presentation here, 
and the committee will stand ready at all times to carry out what 
— is the desire of the body; but a few Senators can thwart 

that. 

Mr. MILLS. I will relieve the mind of the Senator from Maine. 
so that he can sleep soundly to-night, by telling him that I shall 
not have a word to say on the silver question. 
an entirely new question. 

Mr. HALE. A new question will be the naval appropriation 
bill. as 

Mr. MILLS. I will speak on that. 

Mr. HALE. I should be very glad to hear any comments, and 
I — they will be in point, from the Senator from Texas on that 
subject. 

Now, I ask that the President of the Senate will see that the 

ding amendment is stated. The Senator from California [Mr. 

VTE} has indicated that he desires to speak upon the pending 
bill, and I know that he is in readiness, and has been all day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Texas to move to adjourn. 

Mr. MILLS. I will withdraw the motion to allow the Senator 
from California to move to go into executive session. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, when I took the floor it was 
yielded tome by the Senator from Texas, and I now yield to the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS, Then I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. HALE. At this hour, no later than 5 o'clock, and no busi- 
ness having been done, I certainly shall call for the yeas and nays 
upon that ition. 7 

The VICE IDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
motion of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. MILLS. I know the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
Wishes to submit some remarks, and I yield to him. 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to make a few remarks. I intend to 
speak before this question passes away. 





quiet. We had been very quiet for 


Mr. HALE. Let the Senator from Nevada go on to-night. 
Mr ield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. President, I desire to reply to the ques-’ 
He asks, how much silver would 


. MILLS. I 
_Mr. STEWART. 
tion of the Senator from Ohio. 


ny days until to-day. When the author of the misery of the | 


It has been followed to-day by the Senator from Colo- | 


I should hope that to-morrow the Senator | 


I want to speak on | 
| debtor, the producer, and the people at large would be 
| to the full extent of doubling the value of their labor 
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He | 


I do not complain that the Senator from | 
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come to this country in case of free coina I answer, 1 
whatever by reason of free cx nage Silver with or witl t fi 
colnage would be brought this countr I e of sa 
or exchange for our commodities, and 1 If ve 
would flood us in case of f1 i why S flood Jay 
Her mints are open. Why d& ! ) var S 
‘ ntries of South Ameri heir 1 \\ t 
‘t flood India while her mints we 
that the price of silver and Lt one! rt 
in are the same all over the world. There 
it to any country except in the cours 
is ever imported in any country than is requ 
country. 
irance, for seventy years prior to 1873, maintained t! 
rium of exchange all over the world by keeping her mints n 
for the coinage of both gold and silver at the ratio 
Nobody will sell silver in any part of the world 
than they could obtain in France, nor would they sell gold fi 
less price than the coin value in Fr Tl or tl 
reason take their gold or their silver to France u ss t desire 
to b ly the produ ts of France? The fact tha y could t 


fixed price tor either metal in France maintained the pi of both 
| metals throughout the world. It has been s sted that Japan. 
for example, would bring her silver here and pay du on her 
products with the silver she would import, and the vy « 
United States out of their revenue. This is a most absurd stat 
ment. Why should they bring silver here when it will bri 
same in Japan? Besides, Japan is nota silver-prodacin muntr 
The United States produces a very large amount of silver, and 
silver would be exported rather than imported in case of f1 
coinage, the same as now. 

The Senator from Ohio has often asserted that the idol India 
would be brought here and coined into our dolla What n 
sense. Who would pay the expense of bringing the idols of India 
into this country, coining them into dollars, and re-for1 x them 
into idols? This imaginary trouble of a flood of s iver hown 
to be absurd from the fact that no silver-standard country ha 

| suffered any inconvenience on that account. Lf the people of any 
country desire our products and will bring their silver here and 
exchange it at the market price for what we have to l, we will 
be benefited thereby and will have no cause to complain 

There is another point constantly made by the Senator from 

| Ohio. le says that the opening of our mints to free coi 
would produce a 50-cent dollar. He says at the same time t 
the silver miner would be greatly benefited by receiving a 5 
dollar for 4124 grains of standard silver. Does not the Senat 
from Ohio know that the silver miner can receive to-day a litt! 
over 50 cents in gold for a sufficient amount of silver to be coined 
into a silver dollar? If he would receive only a 50-cent dollar by 
free coinage, how would he be benefited? He can r ve th 
now. Either there would be no silver 50-cent dollar or the sil 
miner would receive no benefit. for he can only be benefited to t 











extent that the value of silver is appreciated by free coinage. He 
would not receive any benefit from the depreciation in value of 
gold by the increase of the volume of standard money. But tl 
benefited 
, their pr 

ucts, and everything they had to sell. They would also be ben 
fited fully a hundred per cent in being relieved from the burd 


of debts, taxes, and other fixed charges, because they could na 
fixed charges with the same amount of money as they could hav 
| done before silver was demonetized, which would be one-half the 
amount of wheat, cotton, or other property which would be 1 
quired now to pay a fixed amount of money. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator allow me to in 


terrupt him at that point? 

Mr. STEWART. In a minute. 

So the miner would not be benefited at all, except to the extent 
that it enhanced the value of silver. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Has the 
what might be considered definite information as to the ai 
of uncoined silver bullion there is in the world outside of the 
United States? 


Senator from Nevada 


Mr. STEWART. I have labored hard to keep the run of thi 
matter, and I will say to the Senator there are probably from 
eight to ten million dollars of uncoined silver bullion in the world 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator state where it 

Mr. STEWART. It is mostly in China. There is no ; um 
lation, but in going from the mines to the place of consumpti 
there would be probably from eight to ten million dollars 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state to the at on the 1 
of January there were only two and a half million ounces of sil 
ver bullion in London, and less than a half million ounces 
silver bullion in New York. 

Mr. STEWART. Thatistrue. But there would be some i: 
transit; and I allow for that. I do not suppose there is any p! 
where there is $2,000,000 in the aggregate of silver bullion. 


Senator t! 


The 
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silver is used for coinage or in the arts as fast as it is produced, | Lewis Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the public 
the same as gold is, and there is no accumulation of that. domain; and _ 
But the most exasperating stock argument of the Senator from A bill (H. R. 6298) to correct the military record of Charles x 
Ohio is that the silver miner would be the only person benefited | Jenree, etc. _— 
by free coinage. He says that in case of free coinage the silver | The following bills were severally read twice by their tit).< and 
dollar would be worth only 50 cents. The silver miner can get referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 7 
more than 50 cents now for 4124 grains of standard silver, the A bill (H. R. 6431) to pay Peter P. Ferguson $1,765; and 
amount required to make a silver dollar. Either the silver dollar A bill (H. R. 6739) for the relief of John N. Quacken}us); late 
would be worth more than 50 cents or the miner would receive | a commander in the United States Navy. _ 
no benefit whatever from free coinage. The real benefit which The following bills were severally read twice by their titles. a; id 
the miner would receive would be exactly the amount which | referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: - 
silver would be advanced in price by reason of free coinage. He A bill (H. R. 7143) = to the Soldiers and Sailors’ Mony. 
would get no benefit from the depreciation of gold in consequence | ment Association, of the county of Middlesex, in the State of New 
of the addition which free coinage would make to standard money. | Jersey, 4 condemned cannon and 30 cannon balls; and 
The author of hard times, who has so long represented the State A bill (H. R. 8266) donating two condemned cannon to (ster 
of Ohio in these Halls, speaks of the benefits of the gold standard. | Post, No. 38, Grand Army of the Republic, of Etna, Pa., ang 
Every assertion he makes with regard to those benefits is refuted | two condemned cannon to James G. Clark Post, No. 162, Grand 
by the universal distress which his policy has inflicted upon the | Army of the Republic, of Allegheny, Pa. 
country. The bill (H. R. 8271) relating to pensions was read twice by its 
The original act in 1873 was passed through strategy and fraud. | title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
The clause which demonetized silver was not read in the Senate NAVAL AP RIATION 
during the discussion of the bill. It is a remarkable fact that no eWay See 
mention was made during the pendency of the mint act which The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the cop. 
demonetized silver that the silver dollar was omitted from the list | sideration of the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for tho 
of coinage. The Senator from Ohio had charge of the bill and | naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
never alluded to the fact that he was demonetizing silver or | other purposes. 
adopting the gold standard. If he had done so, his object would Mr. PLATT. Mr. President, a person who had been observing 
have been defeated. From that time till now he has contended | the proceedings of the Senate this afternoon would, I think, fj 
for the gold standard and contraction, and the country is now | to recognize the fact that the naval appropriation bill is pending 
suffering from his policy. : before the Senate and that the question is upon a motion made by 
I should not have engaged in any discussion on the silver ques- | the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] to amend the iil] by 
tion at this session of Congress if the gold men had not taken the | decreasing the number of battle ships recommended by th. )i!] as 
lead; but when the author of hard times and the agents of the | it came from the House from four to two. I do not think that 
—— who are robbing the country of a circulating medium | that amendment ought to prevail. I think that we may we'll ap- 
see fit to open the discussion for political purposes, the silver men | propriate for the four battle ships. 
can not be silent. When the author of hard times pretends that ere are two matters which Tthink fully receive the approval 
his policy is in the interest of labor, it is difficult to be silent. He | of the country; one is the building up of a sufficient nayy. [ do 
speaks of the 200-cent dollar which the Rothschilds combination | not say a navy which shall equal in the number of ships and the 
has secured as beneficial to the laborer. It would be very good | weight of fighting equipment the great navy of Great Britain, or 
for the laborer if he could obtain it; but in view of the fact of the rhaps of France, or of other nations which have a great navy, 
millions of tramps and of the many millions that are out of em- Pat a sufficient na . 


—-. it is difficult to see how the laborers are to be benefited | The other thing the people desire and to which they have given 
v. 


the Rothschilds dollar. , their approval is the fortification of our cities and our coast, so 
How are the taxpayers and the interest payers benefited by being | that our nation shall be put in a state where it can defend itself 
required to surrender twice as much property or twice as much | against the attack of any foreign navy. I think Senators who sup- 
labor to pay a debt as would have been required to earn that | pose that the people will not justify the expenditure of large sums 
amount of money at the time it was contracted? Thirty thou- | of money for both these objects are mistaken. I think that what- 
sand millions of debts resting upon the people of the United States | ever may be the condition of our Treasury and our finances. it is 
is no small matter. The interest on that vast sum is a fixed obli- | the part of wisdom both to increase our Navy so that it shall be 
gation. Five hundred millions to maintain the Government, | sufficient and to fortify our coasts so that they may be defended 
fifteen hundred millions for State and local taxation are also fixed | against any foreign attack. Defensive measures, protective meas- 
obligations, and it requires to-day twice as much of wheat, cot- | ures, always cost money; and I do not use the word * protective” 
ton, or other products to pay these fixed charges as it would if | in the sense in which it has been used here this afternoon. But 
the 100-cent dollar were restored. The 200-cent dollar of the | any nation, or any community, indeed, finds it necessary to adopt 
Rothschild-Sherman stamp has destroyed the prosperity of the | certain protective measures. The nation must have an army, the 
country and closed every avenue to wealth and progress. State must have a constabulary, the city must have a police force. 
I desire to give notice to the gold-standard advocates that in | Those are all necessary for the defense and protection of the prop- 
case any one of them attempts to justify the criminal method by | erty, of the life, and of the liberty of the citizen. 
which silver was demonetized, or to argue that the gold standard A nation should therefore adopt all necessary measures of 
is beneficial to the community, I will answer his ar; ents at | defense. I do not think that the building up of a sufficient navy 
length. All that is required to induce me to make a full and com- | and the adoption of a comprehensive plan for coast defenses should 
plete speech on the silver question, — it may take weeks, is | depend upon the question whether our revenues are equa! to our 
an inauguration of debate by some goid-standard man in the | expenditures. They are necessities in this country, and the coun- 
Senate. = rich. The parallel does not hold between a government 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. w mr om a single year, — oe i much — a = 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | expenditures amount to and an i who, at the end of his 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the | year’s business, finds that his ditures have exceeded his 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were | receipts. Thecountryisrich. It is not engaged in business as an 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President: individual is. It levies its contribution by way of taxes upon its 
A bill (S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley; people for what are supposed to be the necessary expen (ures, 
A bill (S. 1176) to amend an act entitled *‘An act to authorize | and if it so happens that at this particular time there is a deiicies) 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and | in our yearly receipts, ascompared with our expenditures, 1{ '- } 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River, between the State | reason why we should neglect sap ae ourselves in a proper stati 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a| of defense. I think we ought to adopt the provision for the tour 
post- ; battle ships which is in the as it comes from the other House, 
A bill (H. R. 8112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote | and that at the present session of Congress we ought also te 
Fairfax; inaugurate a complete system for our coast defenses and tv appr é 
A bill (H.R. 4781) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to author- | priate as much money A pe as can aes, and pr a 
= the nion ,Bailroad Com ite construct and main tain 2 pete’ ea ya ae Pak tor’ ee, y which is 
ridge across the Monongah ver,” approv' ebruary Seepage 
1898" and ee , oe tem - coast defenses, but whatever may be properly expended 
A bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and provide for the government | ought ee eal. 
of Greer County, Obla, and for ethir teapenne. wi or, Mr. President, do I think the argument that our x1" e 
itures exceed our receipts holds good upon another pol. \"' 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. have a large surplus in the Treasury, and it does not matter. for 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and | the purpose of e diture, how it came there. We have A 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: and above the gold reserve somewhere in the neighbor)! Ido 
A bill (H.R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort | hundred and sixty or a hundred and seventy million dollars. 

























the precise figures; 

ot oe ines. It was unfortunate, perhaps, that we had to 

issue bonds; but we did issue bonds, and those bonds brought 

money into the Treasury. Now, for the building up of a suffi- 

cient Navy, for the adoption of a comprehensive system of coast 

defenses, why — we not use that money? Why should we who'e countrv and to the Navy itself 
n 


insist upon keeping 


money in the 


surplus. 


ow, for a system of coast defenses, I think it would have been h . 
entirely proper to issue the bonds of this country, if we needed growth. We have been favorable to such a rec 
to do so, for the purpose of providing the money to establish and | , 
carry on the system of fortifications and defenses of our country. 
The bonds were issued for another purpose, but the proceeds being 


in the Treasury, it is quite wove, as it seems to me, to appro- 


riatethemoney. Therefore 


aryland [Mr. GorMAN], who thinks we ought to have but two 
battle ships this year. think there is nothing more essential. 
dition of our finances may be, so far as receipts 


whatever the con 


our defense. 


the Treasury the one hundred and sixty or 

one hundred and seventy-five million dollars over and above the | — 
ld reserve because, forsooth, our annual receipts do not exceed | ject. The following is from the Scientific American, March, 1896: 

our annual ore What are we going to do with the 

i ury? Are we going to 

‘Are we going to keep it there until the bonds mature? There is 

no deficiency likely to occur which can by any means use up that 
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but the money is there, no matter | crease of the Navy with the growth of the country, and I believe 

that this policy can be continued and still have the proper atten- 
tion given to harbor defenses. 
of the revenue are such that we can have but one, the preference 
should be given to harbor defenses. i 


eep it there always? 


do not agree with the Senator from 


Mr. President, the events of the last six months, while perhaps | ™"4\°TS: 


not 80 cheming 2 some people have thought, have impressed 


upon the thoughtful minds the fact that we are not beyond the | plete modern navy in afew years, time, the land forvifcations, which. as wo 


possibility of attack from foreign nations. We know also that cf 
we are lamentably deficient in any preparation to meet such an | the new that for purposes of cooperation with the Navy they 


attack, and I insist that not only sentiments of patriotism but a | limited value. 


proper regard for our own commercial interests require that we 
should put our country in a state of proper defense both by the 


Navy and by coast defenses. 
The Senator from Vermont 
away from the Senate, desi 


to express his sentiments in favor 


he feared that if we did expend it for four battle ive we should | this scheme was about $100,000,000 


forth the fear 


will be taken off and away from the appropriations for coast de- ‘ 
fenses. His views are so hae oe! presented in his prepara- | fenses rather than upon our Navy are both practi 


: ter being based upon the spirit of our Constitut 
berty of quoting from them at principles which dominate our national life and give us 


tion of them that I shall take the 


length. 

tthe Senator from Vermont [Mr. Procror] says: 

“Mr. President, I wish it distinctly understood that anything I 
may say on this bill is in no spirit of hostility tothe Navy. I wish | 


to see it increase and prosper. 


‘ 


individuality. 


from any naval attack. 


It is an honor to the country and 


deserves encouragement at our hands, and any comparisons | | Te2so7ably be expended 


may make are notin a spirit of detraction, for 
believer in the usefulness and importance of a sufficient navy. | 
But I claim that the coast defenses are far behind in their proper 


strengthened. 


relation to the Navy, and that as we are limited by the lack of | “‘y'j aoe 


revenue in the amount we may properly appropriate our first | and akes such | nprac le. we 
and greater duty is toward coast defense. This is taking care of; {ix'h. A navy aus kly deteriorates and is expensive to maintain 
what we have and a measure for safety and insurance from loss. 
It may not be wise for a man to borrow money to build a house, 

but it is certainly wise for him, no matter what his financial con- | ee ee ee ee re eens oe Seenry one 
dition may be, to keep properly insured the house he has already | *'*) Pr’! ro 


are necessary for successful cooperation with the land defenses. Our naval 


built. We can well afford to borrow money to make our country | programme should be laid down with strict regard toa home as distinct from 


safe by means of defense. How far we can afford to borrow to | 4 foreign—a republican as distinct from an imperial policy 
make it strong for offensive operations is quite another question. 


Ours, Mr. President, is the 


to 
the face of the ocean. 


| building of a navy. 





and within a single 


ut just that this provision | behind all 


But I insist that if the conditions 


uur first duty to the 


position can be controverted by sound argument. 
*'‘Lhere has recently been much newspaper c 


THE PROPOSED INCREASE 

It if announced from Washington that 

recommended that an appropriation of over $30,000,000 be n 

tion to our Navy of 4 battle ships and 15 torpedo boats. This 
the amount of any previous naval appropriation 

The Scientific American has for many years realiz 

fenses, both on sea and land, were not 


IN OUR NAVY 


* Naval Committee has 


i that our national de- 
K¢ eping pace Wilh our < n ‘ ial 
mstruction of both forts and 


vavy as should enable our country to present an impregnable line of 
against the attack of any enemy or possi 

We have always felt, moreover, that such efforts of reconst 
be directed toward this one single object of def 
money appropriated for this purpose should be distributed betw 
sea defenses in such proportion as to secur 

In view of the fact that we are a republican and not 
whose interests are domestic and not colonial, we 
sphere of our naval and military operations lay, or 
shore lines, and that, therefore, our coast fo~tificati: 
being —— our first line of defense, and that our Nav 
and expenditures are concerned, than that we should provide for | sidered as complementary to our land defenses and should be d 
with a view to cooperation with the forts in our variou 


le com bination 





t effective result 


an imperial people, 

have always felt that the 
ould within our own 
hou t regarded as 

Navy shouid be con 

signed strictly 


We have noticed with regretand some measure of apprehensi 
naval appropriations have been forthcoming at a rate that has creat 


of defense, have bee 
cally neglected. So antiquated are the old fortifications and s 


Now, in view of the foregoing considerations, we think the time has come 
for the Government to bend its whole energies to bringing our iand fortifi- 
cations up to their proper strength relative to the 

While fully appreciating all that has been dor 
thinking that the Government has attacked the problem of national defense 
Tr. Proctor], who has been called at the wrong end. If only a part of the money which has been expended 
upon the Navy had been devoted to constructing a system of land d 
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. this country would to-day have been impregnable against attack 
GorMAN], not because he did not believe that we should expend 


the money that is necessary for the four battle ships, but because 


new 
© past, we can not help 


sea and would have possessed the nucleus of a very respectab! 
The Endicott Board of 188 devised a complete system of land 
which included every maritime city of importance al 
i We have spent upon the new ‘ 
not make a appropriation and expenditure for our coast $120,000,000 up to date. If the above scheme had been carried out there would 
defenses. I think we may do both. He felt that we should not 
do much for our coast defenses if we built four battle ships, and 
he has pre & presentation of his views which very fully set | | Ss. 4 coMisar | 
. - s y ounte thin t 
tif we appropriate for the four battle ships it | S07 mounted within 


now have been mounted at our various seaports no less than 
8-inch caliber and upward. as against the present 136 guns in the Navy 
360 rapid-fire guns against the Navy's 187. 
Lilis C@US 1 ‘comment further than to say thata 
he shelter of a fort is worth at least two mounted on 
the unstable and exposed platform of a ship's dec 
The arguments in favor of concentrating our energies upon our land de 
‘al and ethical —these lat 
n and upon those broad 


The practical arguments may be classified as follows 
First. That a proper system of land defenses will make our great cities safe 


Second. Such a system can be constructed for a sum many times less than 


the cost of a navy like the great navies of Europe, and for a sum that may 


Third. Land fortifications are much more efficient for coast defense than a 
am an earnest | navy,and when once constructed are durable, cheaply maintained, and easily 


Fourth. The defense of our cities can not be left to the Navy alone, how 


Fifth. A navy that would equal the great navies of Europe is unnecessary, 
and its cost makes such a navy impracticable. 


Seventh. The construction of land defenses should always precede the 


The ethical argument can be briefly stated by saying that when we hav 
adequately provided for home defense our duty in th 


ve 
matter of military and 


Great Britain's navy, by way of example, has been called into existence by 
° the exigencies of the defense of an Empire whose widely scattered colonies 
y country in the world which can | pring her into hourly danger of conflict with any on 


make any pretension of strength that has not a good system of har- Surereanesee. oa “ee oa of ourgreat Republi ‘ie not m rel 
bor defense, and ours is the country of all others which has most | o toe ea Ee ee eeeetne. bat also in the fact that te hae been wate 
need of it. Our t sea line and the great number of our harbors | abie and willing to concern itself with its own internal 
makes it le to defend our country in any other way than | in the past and we hope it will in the future carefully 
oS ceatat our harbors unless we build a navy strong enough | "ssing entanglements with the affairs of other peoplesand nation 


cross the seas and sweep the most powerful European navy off 


The building up of a navy of European proportions would be a distinct de- 
parture from the national traditions above mentioned, and would involve the 
entering upon a policy whose execution would be as T 
“On the other hand, Mr. President, ours is the country of al] | tional Treasury as its principles would be opposed tothe spirit of our Consti- 

. ’ 
others among the great powers that has the least need of a great 
waa We have no colonies and desire none, and in case of war 
with greet power, we would never send a navy to attack them. 

This naval appropriation bill provides for more new ships than 

sane been before provided for at any one time in the recent his- | with this ———-*, large expenditure our naval equipment is ho 
tory of our Government, and it is > c 
uld be considered in connection with the subject of harbor take Great Britain. While we have spent more than $110,000,000 in the last 
nse appropriations. Shall we make so large an appropriation | thirteen years, the English admiralty proposes to still further increase its 
the increase of the Navy that nothing but the ann excuse | already colossal naval establishment by spending more than half the above 
can be given for coast defense, for our recent appropriations have | "por it in the next six months. | * 

, 
been but excuses? I am in favor of a steady and reasonable in- 


exhausting to the Na 


tution and subversive of the brightest hopes of its founders. 


[From the Chicago Tribune of February 29, 1896.] 


In the last thirteen years $110,317,710 have been spent for the increase of the 
Navy,and during the same time only $10,631,710 for coast defense, and yet 


sreign powers, and especial! 


behind Great Britain 
again explain our naval inefficiency and t 


e hopelessness of trying to over 


We have been working all this time from the wrong end. Our immunity 
from attack is not to be secured by piecemeal additions to our Navy, but by 


t believe that this 


mment on the sub- 


inde for the addi 


would double 


of enemies 

f enemi 

ruction should 
and that the sums of 


yn land and 


; roadsteads and 
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strengthening our land fortifications. The sum spent ve the Navy, which 
still leaves it far behind those of foreign powers, if it had been t in 
strengthening the defenses of our coasts, would have rendered them invinci- 
ble inst any assault from a f cet. If our harbors were properly 
fortified. no foreign squadron would make the attempt to capture them, an 
our seacoast cities would be secure. * * * 

How much longer will this Angee remain inactive? How much more 
testimony does it want from our highest authorities before it will give its 
consent to take measures for the national defense? How much longer does 
it propose to leave every seacoast city from Portland, Me..to Portland, Oreg., 
in an absolutely defenseless condition in case of war with a foreign power?! 
This is a question not of party bur of patriotism, and Congressmen should 
not forget it. If they neglect to provide for ample defense they will be 

ilty of treacherous and criminal negligence, which should cost every one of 
Gon ail future political office. 


COAST DEFENSE. 
{From the New York Tribune of February 28, 1896.] 

The report on coast defenses submitted to the Senate by Mr. SQUIRE on 

esday * * * ought toproduce practical results. No public man, sofar 

as we know, pretends to think that this is an ueieapertent subject or denies 

the general proposition that an extensive work fortification ought to be 

steadily c ed to completion. But it would be quite in line with Congres- 

sional practice to defer the task or dawdle over it until a more convenient 

season. Such is the history of operations during the last ten years, since 

the plan devised by the Endicott board was adopted, and such may be the 

story of national neglect for years to come, unless tage is taken of the 

= otic sentiment which has lately been aroused and has not yet lost its 
‘orce 


The report made by pater Sere substantially confirms the views and 
calculations of the Endicott , which planned an expenditure of $98,000,- 
000 during a period of years now about to end, of which in reality less than 
one-tenth has been expended. It is conceded thata sum considerably in ex- 
cess of $100,000,000 is essential to an entirely adequate defense of the chicf 
ports of the United States, but it is estimated that fairly satisfactory results 
could be obtained by an e iture of $80,000,000, and bill now under dis- 
cussion proposes the woere tion of that amount, $10,000,000 bei: 

for use during the this and the nex; year, and $10,000,000 an- 
nually for seven years thereafter. The enx«tsent of the bill in that form 
would provide a reasonable ty of systematic and steady progress 
toward a condition of national security. Experience has shown that ce 


upon su ve appr tions to on an imperative work is foglish. 
money is never f coming when it is needed. 


Not a few persons who are keenly sensible of the Sager to which stupen- 
dous interests are ex oe our defenseless coasts have heretofore im- 
agined that the new Navy would in the near future be able to provide the 
necessary protection; but that error has been abandoned. d defenses 
are indispensable for the security of property on shore; and, more than that, 
the Navy itself is in a large measure d ent upon them for its safety as 
well as its efficiency. Every of interest and honor demands 
Ce pees oa <= ensive scheme for the id and 

rupted execution of a task w has been far too long neg! ; 

“Mr. President, were our Navy to be doubled, at a cost of more 
than another $100,000,000, i of increased by four battle ships, 
it would still be less one-third as s' as that of the British, 
aed bomen the latter remained in statu quo; but the policy of Eng- 

d is to keep her navy equal to the combined navies of any two 
other powers. It is to be seen that our Navy, with the pro- 
posed additions, will still surely be ‘captured or destroyed’ in 
case of a conflict with England. This proposed appropriation for 
naval increase seems a large one, but in comparison with what 
Will be necessary to render our harbors safe by means of a navy 
if, indeed, that were possible, it is but a drop in the bucket. And 
in the meantime our harbors are without protection. By means 
of harbor defenses and for a sum many times less than what would 
be required to place us on naval equality with the great naval 
powers of Europe we can render our harbors imy ble. It 
seems unnecessary to recapitulate the many conclusive arguments 
in favor of harbor defense and its efficiency. It can be accom- 
plished more cheaply and more securely than by a navy. Itisa 
matter of history that no well-constructed land fortification was 
ever reduced and taken by ships unaided by land forces. It is con- 
ceded by army and navy experts that guns mounted on shore are 
from three to five times more effective than those mounted on 
ships. When once constructed, fortifications are maintained at a 
nominal cost, while the maintenance of our present Navy is a con- 
stant drain u the Treasury, to say nothing of the additional ex- 
pense that will be incurred if the Navy is , 

‘To show the cost of maintaining ships I give the following 
eg, Oe ee on of the cruisers 


“Tf the expense of maintaining the p 
creases in proportion to their larger ae. 
them in commission for three years would 
lions each; but as this not be a fair basis of comparison, I 
will call it a million and a , or one-half million per each. 
‘Whatever I have said or may say of the expense of building a 
navy,or of maintaining it when once constructed,I do not say 
because | oppose these outlays in their proper order and season, but 
rather because I think it Dp oh that a navy which is so 
expensive should be made as tive as it possibly can be and 
rendered safe from and destruction, for it is surely not 
only for the safety of our harbors that land defenses are necessary, 
but for the safety of the Navy itself. The first step of e com- 
po ag eli - army or a — So ee:vico isto select some 
® of operations, a base for organization equipment 
from which to draw supplies and to which to send such of his 
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on either 
u * navy 

Ineyi. 
stated by Admiral W.))... 


forces as may be disabled. Without one safe harbor 
coast as a base of operations, we are going on to build 
which, in case of war with such a power as England, 

tably be ‘captured or Spireped, ss 
The only true way to make the Navy effective is to first fori. 
our harbors, so it may have a safe basis of operation and for +". 
ting and repairs. In this way we will make our whole Nay, 
available for offensive operations and to aid the land defens... ;; 
needed, and for the protection of smaller ports. Our Navy in ¢).;. 
way would be more increased in tical power and efficjey 
than if the entire amount to fortify our harbors wey 
expended dir to increase the Navy. It is offering a proeijqy, 
for defeat and disaster in case of a war with a great naval ) wo» 
to farther increase our Navy before we fortify harbors that os, 

ely t it. 

“Is it not our duty to defend our own coasts and possessions })o. 
fore we provide the means of attack on other nations? [pn poy), 
numbers, the cost of one battle ship and its armament woul}, ;. 
than fortify Portland and the other principal ports of the st.(. 
that the Senator reporting this bill so ably represents. Gye: 
Britain has the great fortified harbor of Halifax, a rendezyons {oy 
her fleets at our northern door, while the whole coast of Maine js 
defenseless. Which would be most for the safety and benefit of t)). 
peopleof that State, a completesystem of defense for her har}) rs. 
one battle ship more or less? the cost of a single ship would 
effectually protect Baltimore and Washington and leave a sur) lus 
of two and a half million dollars. Whichis the more im) tat, 
that the great commercial city of Maryland and the capital of ¢),, 
country, which has been burned once, should be defended oy ¢)9: 
we should have an extra battle ship? The cost of one ship would 
much more than fortify the Delaware River and protect the grat 
cities of Philadelphia and Wilmington and the shipyards where 
our vessels are built, which now are at the mercy of any leading 
power that might be at war with us. Thecost of a single ship 
would fortify Hampton Roads and defend our great navy-yards 
at Norfolk and the shipyards at Newport News. The cost o/ 
two would defend the ports of Boston and Portsmouth, N. 1. 
and leave —- of more than a million dollars. The cost of 

he n carried by this bill—would completely protec 
Coast—San Francisco, Portlan 


uml 
Pacific » d, San Diego, 
Sound. The cost 


of one would 
t Britain is to-day making the har- 


i able, while we leave our side of Pu- 

defenseless” What can be her principal purpose in 

vide a base of operations against our Pacific 

Coast in case of war? What object can it be to Mer to fortify this 

harbor, 7,000 miles from her compared with the impor- 
tance to us of def fic Coast? Japan is fast 

developing into a po on, and one that has an excellent 

and ever-increasing navy. The development of what I may call 

this new nation has been so rapid that I will read some extracts 

taken from an editorial in a recent issue of the New York Tribune: 
“A new Ji battle ong and 73) feet 
ow paninese 2 he ee ee feet long fer 


a displacemen tons. She will carry four 12-inch guns 
each with 120° arc of fire; ten 6-inch pnt oy ae gee 3-pound 
ers, and four torpedo tubes. The armor is thick, Harveyized 

horsepower one syene ae and 16} knots with natural draft, 
and 13,500 and 18} with f draft, and there will be room in the 
bunkers for 1,200 tons of coal. * * * 
“We have mentioned the new navy of a hundred and twenty ships which 


ae Eerie tieaen Mail Dtonmakin' is the extension of her mercantile 
foe to th mevicn, hustpelin 
going steamers 


an 


is extending its regular ser\ 
Pere and its 40 or more oce 

the largest and best fleets in the world. Ther 

firms with fine fleets, and the 65 shipyards o! 

under the Japanese flag at an as 

had only 524 steamers, most of them 

690, at the end of 1894 she hed 1.117, and 

probabl at least a hundred more 

steel and iron shipsof several thousand tous bur 


on the western ocean, which we can 

for many years to come, and the fortifica- 

eae add more to the many reasons 

4 ee Ot would nearly fortify the five harb ors 
of W: i «ie Wee land Sound, Georgia, Pensaco'a, 
Galveston, and Charleston s. C., while one anda half would more 
than provide for the three harbors of Savannah, Mobile, and Key 
West. The cost of four—the number carried by this bill, would 
make the main harbor of New York im preqnable and nearly pro- 
render ce to Long Island 

the harbors of Connecticut safe from °'\\*. 

to the countr at large, that 

of New York, from which the 

and where our imports are rec’ ived 

and more than 65 per cent of our customs revenues collect! |" 
that we should have four more battle-ships which will mak: 10" 
a ey safe? The cost of one would much more t!" 
end Narragansett Bay and t our naval establishmen' * 
Newport. One-half the cost of one would nearly defend the lake 
ports. The cost of fourteen would carry out the whole progr? 
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and ‘make our harbors impregnable, and yet with 
of cones At battle ships we would not have one-third the num- 
ber England would have. é 

ual to the cost of three battle ships would nearly complete the 
entize system of land fortification. Secretary Lamont says, in 
his recent reportto the Senate, that over $25,000,000 could be used 
advantageous! prior to July 1, 1897. But the bill of the Commit- 
tee on Coast Defenses only calls during the year ensuing for ten 
millions, which isless than. *~<costof two battleships, with author- 
ity to contract for a like amount annually for the seven following 


years. 


“| will read from some editorials that have recently appeared. | 


First from the Brooklyn Eagle of February 28, 1896. 

MORE FORTS. 
nds worse than it is when this sum is 

at smount is not to be expended in a lump. 
rets and batteries is not to c 2 
leisurely, at an cost of perhaps aneighth of the grosssum. The peace 
feeling, the habit of minding our own business and allowing other nations to 
mind each others’, has tended toa false sense of security; and it was not until 
the event of possible war was suddenly forced upon us that we realized how 
weak in w we were. The strength of a nation is in its men; but it 
is folly beyond expression to turn men into targets for the armament of Euro 
n powers, and there are occasions when it is impossible to avoid war, not 

peondy with honor but to avoid it at all. 

We have a passable Navy. Indeed, in the strength of our cruisers we are 
ybably ahead of all other nations. But ships are not enough. With our 
emense length of coast, parts of it with harbors, other of it forming a 
continuous beach where a military force could be landed from a fleet, it would 


Rut at over $80,000,000, be cause 
he building of forts and tur 


ire ten times as large as ours to be completely effective. Every 
ao ol ; od from aggressive activity would weaken the sea force by just so 
much, and many such ships would have to beso spared in order to defend the 


We may be as strong in our defenses as some of the optimists would 
have us believe; we may have mines and torpedo plants and concealed bat- 
teries and electrical appliances that the Army authorities have wisely kept 
secret from us, or we may not; but however we stand in equipment it is sure 
that we can not our cities too well. ft is estimated that the property 
capable of destruction by a powerful fleet in the outer bay of New York is 
worth st 000,608 8. Surely 1 or 2 per cent of this sum is not too much to 
spend in its defense. : 

There can be no doubt as to the ultimate efficiency of our Navy, when our 
coast-defense monitors are finished and the battle ships are in commission— 
and built. But theway of an enemy that could steal past a protective line 
of ships would be calamitous to too many of our harbors. There are many 
fortifications, mere relies and curiosities of military engineering, that would 
be worse than useless in case of a siege. The old batteries in the Narrows 
and on Governor's Island would be more dangerous than open ground at 

would be splintered over the heads of the garri- 
the heavy guns of an English fleet. The increase 
of range in , too, enables a virtual economy to be observed 
in the new scheme of defense. For instance, Lon Sound is bordered 
by towns of cascene highway to New York an oye. A fleet sailin 


westward as rt Jefferson, Col- 
lege Point, Stamford, and Saybrook, if its admirals thought it worth while to 
waste ammu on them, and the conquest of New don, New Haven, 
and Bridgeport as easy a matter. In older times each of 
these ports would have required its armament. But with long-range guns, 


cities. 


sons under the 


strong forts erected at the east end of Long Island and the opposite side of 
the Sound, with a mortar on Fisher's Island or Block d, or both, 
the Sound and all the towns, and cities fronting on it would be pro- 
tected. And similar con apply in Spee Sapien Puget Sound, 
the bays of Delaware and e, and the lower Columbia. 

It is penny wisdom and folly to leave all of our greater cities at the 


marcas invasion. When war comes it comes quickly, and there is no nation 
80 polite as to give us a few years to prepare ourselves in case war arose with 
us. [t would strike quick and hard. ith proper defenses its stroke would 
fall powerless. The spending of money for ships has been generally approved; 
but * * * itisan ure for which we get a comparatively small re- 
turn. A war ship isa of relatively short life. Types of vessels chahge, 
too, so that the ship of onedecade is obsolete in the next. Repairsare fre- 
uent and expensive, and the risks in sailing, even in yearsof peace, are large. 
ith forts it is different. A solidly constructed work ought to endure for 
centuries, and it is always easy to repair and keep in order, or even to adapt 


to changes in and mortars that may be brought to bear on it. Again, a 
good deal of “* S work ” has been done on our shi But the construction 
of our forts is t, because the medium which is wrought is different. 


are few bolts or plates or such matters to be adjusted, and human 
muscle enters to a larger extent in the work of construction. In fifty years 
— not one of our cruisers will be afloat, at least in our service; but the 
orts at our water passes will be as stout as ever, and will be a virtually per 
manent bar to the of a foreign fleet, which means the destruction of 


oe fe Uroperty, of our cities, the restraint of our liberties, and 


“The Post-Dispatch, St. Louis, Mo., of February 28, 1896, said: 


THE RATIONAL DEFENSE POLICY. 


If the we have expended within three years on experimental 
pay which may be sunk or penned up in some harbor in the 


war, had been devoted to land fortifications and batteries, our prin- 
cipal harbors would now be effectively protected. 

ut not only are harbor fortifications effective for defense, there is a 
strong ent in their favor in the traditional policy of the United States. 
We want the means of defense, not A powerful Navy isa tempta- 
tion to and a constant menace to the peace of the country. 

The * * * is the rational policy for Congress to pursue. It is 

ae per, r, and more effective than navy building. 

The Commercial, of Louisville, Ky., of February 29, 1896, said: 


To create such a navy as that of Great Britain would demand an immense 
sum, and its maintenance would be an unbearable tax. Such anavy is clearly 
; pnecommary. position is entirely different from that of Great Britain. 
insular her sae nding colonies, and her widely- 

e 


extended commerce on of a powerful navy. We have 
Do dependent ; our Navy 2 alread strong enough a our com- 
i which is coast wise. What we need is to have all the cities 
and harbors of our ve coasts upon the Atlantic and Pacific seaboard 
safe from attack by invulnerable defenses. This can be done at 
much lees, and ina manner more effective by land defenses than 

navy. Besides, when completed, the cost of maintenance is 


red, reaumparigon to the immense sums required to keep ships of war re 
baired, renewed, afloat. Let us screw down our navy patriotism for a 








a thing of a day, but will proceed safely, if not | 
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An annual appropriation for four years | 
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while, and let out the valve which will unlo 









i r quality a 
creditable and much more practical 

‘**The Examiner of San Francisco, Cal., of February 28, 1896 
said: 

If we had spent as much in the past ten irs ir for ns as we 
have on our Navy our ports would now have | A battle 
Ship is a floating gun platform, but it takes a four-n i ir sl arry 
3400.000 worth of guns. On land a gun can be mou than 
its own cost,and when it is in place it is equal t wo 
battle ships could be sunk by three vessels o ‘ \ st of 
two battle ships spent on land defenses would protect a wainst a whole 
fleet. Moreover, every shipcosts enough every year { Ain Lild 

| @ first-class battery on shore, while the fortifications ca alo Ting 
after their first cost 

| We need a moderately strong navy, and can afford to pay 
not our policy to invest ina navy strong enough to defend ’ 
England or France. For that work we must der ipon f 

‘* The method of reference of the fortifications bill does not seem 
to me to giveit an equal chance with the naval bill. In the H 
there is no committee on coast defense and the fortifications bill 
goes to the Committee on Appropriations and to the same com- 
mittee in this body. The committees on Appropriations in the 


two bodies of course give the fortifications bill all the care and 
attention possible, but that bill is of such importance and it re- 


quires so much time to fully consider all the requirements of 
the situation that it should have in one body or the other the con- 
sideration of a committee upon that subject-matter. Its situa- 
tion is peculiar as compared with the other appropriation bills, 


and especially as compared with the naval bill, in not having such 
@ committee, nor any special, personal, or local interest to look 
after it. The naval bill in the House is made up by acommitte: 
on the subject-matter of the Navy, and one which of course makes 
a study of its requirements. In the Senate the naval bill goes to 
the Committee on Appropriations, but with three members of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs on the Committee on Appropriations 
and on the subcommittee on the naval bill, constituting a majority 
of that subcommittee, it is in the hands of its special friends in 
both bodies. 

““As it comes to us it is not probable that it differs materially 
when reported by the Senator from Maine from the Committee on 
Appropriations from what it would be if reported by the same Sen- 
ator from the Committee on Naval Affairs. Thus the naval bill 
practically receives the consideration of two committees charged 
with the duty of caring for the Navy, while the poor fortifica 
tions bill is left without a special friend, and has only the interest 
for the public welfare behind it. This accounts largely for the 
sad condition of decrepitude in which it reaches this body, if it 
ever reaches it. It has been the bill of all others upon which the 
individual, combined, and concentrated pangs of economy seem 
to have been satiated. Is it not, therefore, the duty of the whole 
body of the Senate to take up this matter earnestly and make 
amends for past neglect by making such appropriations as will 
put the work of harbor defense on the basis of progress which its 
pressing importance demands? What has happened to the fortifi- 
cations bills is well shown by a comparison between the reduction 
from estimates that have been made in the naval bills and the 
reductions from estimates that have been made in the fortifications 
bills in the last fifteen years. They are as follows, and show that 
on an average the naval estimates have been cut in these fifteen 
years less than 15 per cent, while the estimates for fortifications 
have been cut 65 percent. In the last three years the discrepancy 
has been still greater. The reduction from the naval bills aver- 
aged only 7} per cent, while the reductions from the fortifications 
bills in thesame years averaged over 70 per cent, or reductions 
nearly ten times as great as those from the naval bills. The result 
is that if continued at the present rate the appropriations for forti- 
fications will put our harbors in a proper state of defense about the 
middle of the next century, as is shown by the last report of the 
Secretary of War: 





Navy 
Year Estimates. Apm — Cut 
Per 

$14, 500, 147.9 | $14, 40%, 707.70 

15 4R2, 331.01 14. 505, U7. 5D } 
17, 249, 148. 46 14, 819, O76. Mt l4 
23, 481, 078. 54 1s 34. 23 as 
22, 747,751. 38 5 1 i346. 22 3) 
BD, 654, 010. 5) 15, O70, 887.95 | i.) 
OU, BG. B57. 74 16. 480, G07. 20 4; 
20, 746, 756.86 | 25, 767,348.19 #2 
23, 008, 624.13 19, 942, 835. 85 | 134 
26, 767, 277.74 | 21,692,510. 27 | 19° 
25, 500,255.79 | 24, 186, 085. 53 by, 
38, 351, 580. 11 51, 541, G4. 78 by, 
27, 194,639.80 | 23,548, 985.00 | 134, 
24.471, 4908.21 | 22, 104,061.38 | 0 
27, 875, O14. 62 25, B27 , 126. 72 | ” 
30, 952, 096.96 | 29,416, 245.31 | 5 


29, 313, 166.20 | 


Average cut, 14} per cent. 
* Increase. 4 ‘ 
+ This bill carries $31,611, 064.95, an increase of over estimate of —.208,8)8.75. 
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Average cut, 644 per cent. 


‘*The naval appropriations have more than doubled in fifteen 
ears and have now reached thirty millions, and will soon reach 
itty millions per year if the present rate of increase goes on. So 
great a naval authority as Admiral Walker, and one naturally and 
pereeey wedded to the interests of the Navy, considers ta 
roper distribution of $100,000,000 for the national defense would 
be to give sixty millions to land defense and forty millions to the 
Navy; and yet it is proposed by this bill to provide four battle 
ships, which will cost when armed and equipped probably more 
than $25,900,000 and at least two millions per year for maintenance 
when kept in commission, besides the constant repairs and rapid 
deterioration. I speak of these things at this time because I 
lieve that whatever we may decide to do in regard to this naval 
appropriation we should do in reference to what we e to a 
ropriate for harbor defense,and that the whole Senate should 
ke an especial interest in the matter. 

‘‘ There is also a romantic side to the Navy, and I will read an 
editorial from the New York Press of March 3, 1896, which com- 
ments upon this phase of the subject: 

WHY THE NAVY CAME FIRST. 


A riation to districts instead of appropriation to de 
mente has been the prime cause both of our lack of chore defenses alte 
progress in sea defenses. The point of sea defenses, i. e., a navy, was 
int of least resistance in this long line of local selfishnesses. A national 
t could be roused to picnee that line. It could be roused by the glorious 
traditions of the Navy, of which the heavy artillery, at least, of the Army 
hasfew. Local — could be tickled, and was, by a system of naming the 
tate capitals and big inland towns. 
ese in som tances acknowledged the compliment far more graciously 
than did their seaboard sisters. The s of distributing the building of 
ships am the States was pushed to the extreme of having a torpedo boat 
constructed in the middle of continent—Dubuque, lowa—which exhausted 
its usefulness in its edge—New London—and has since been harm- 
less enough to accord with a set of chamber of commerce resolutions. Ves- 
sels have sent to take in local festivities as far from their native 
brine as Mem Tenn. rons have pated in 
es—two at New York and one at Kiel. An ocean race 

n made by one of the two rs, a brick battle ship was set up at 
and, in short, we have had in the Navy a continual national 

ao which the le have been willing topay. * * * 

On other hand, it has been possible to bring not one of pease pesbepe 
meretricious aids to the comes 2 of -oaaee —- S are ae oat S - o 
one courageous —— w essay’ subject—the O- 
rious memory—would in its separate and individual heart of hearts hive 
a to split the award for 100 guns up among a hundred 

ricts than to pour the whole of itinto one Pennsylvania constituency. More- 
over, whatever of poetry there was in shore defenses has gone with the use- 
fulness of the frowning old stone fortresses, heavily symbolic of Federal 
might. There is ae in a modern “ fort,” a mere hole in the 
ground, a burrow fora 


Pp gun ca . There has not even been 

an excursionists’ interest in the work at Sandy Hook, whereas who can for- 

t the veritable hundreds and thousands of sightseers who have rushed to 
eN River front at the promise of a nav day! 

Such are some of the reasons why naval betterment has preceded the more 
strictly necessary work of coast defense. 

“Some may think this article attaches too great weight to the 
effect of poetic sentiment in securing large appropriations for the 
Navy, but there is much truth in it. 

‘“‘Asanother influence that hasaided appropriations for the Navy, 
it might be added there are also t contracting firms and cor- 
—— represented by honorable gentlemen; but it is obvious 

t these contractors, expending vast sums of money and desir- 
ing to show the excellent character of their work, do create and 
stimulate — sentiment in favor of ships. On the other hand, 
as stated in the article just read, there is nothing about the mod- 
ern fortifications to stir poetic sentiment, but there is the plain, 
practical fact, that they make us safe from attack, and are what 
we need first and most. Neither have they the interest of great 
contractors behind them; but the money for them will all be ex- 
pended in this country and will be much more generally distrib- 
uted and a much greater on of it be ded for labor. 

** Whatever we may think of the advisability of harbor defense, 


can be no doubt of the sentiment of the country at large 
upon the subject. There has seseutiy been consubeeuhae Gini 
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paper comment upon it, and itis invariably favorable to fortify), 
our harbors. og 


‘* The ern ees, and many others, have within the las: .;~ 
weeks declared themselves in favor of a modern system of ©... 
defense: New York Tribune, New York Press, Brooklyn £)..\, 
Chicago Tribune, San Francisco Examiner, Boston’ Journ)’ 
Providence (R, 1.) Telegram, Baltimore Herald, St. Louis P.;! 
Dispatch, Louisville Commercial, Woonsocket (R. I.) Reporter 
Newark (N. J.) News, Washington Evening Times, Pitt.),,; 
Commercial Gazette, Indianapolis Sentinel, Norwich (())1) 
Record, Tampa o>) ae Bay City (Mich.) Tribune, Now 
York Sun, New York Herald, New York Commercial-Adyort js. 
New York Journal, New York Times, Binghamton (N. y.) po. 

ublican, a Press, Hartford (Conn.) Courant, New 

ork Advertiser, sas City Star, Milwaukee Sentinel, Bet)jo. 
hem a a 

* ieve the newspapers so well reflect the public sentj- 
ment, I will read some more editorials: . = 


THE NATIONAL DEFENSE. 
[From the Commercial Gazette of Pittsburg, Pa., of March 2. 1495 } 


The question of the rehabilitation of the Navy was one which excited q 
deal of attention ten or a dozen years og. and the results of the avita. 

ion are a mt in the vastly improved condition of that arm of the. 
defense. But we are still far behind Great Britain in the magniti. , 
effectiveness of our Navy, and there is a constant demand for acdijit io 
expenditures in on. * * * No one in this country pretend 
that we should have a navy equal in prowess to that of Great Britain, by: wo 
should spend a great deal more money in seacoast defenses than we have joo 
doing. * * The United States does not need a great navy, able to eo. 
with those of the leading maritime powers of Europe, mainly for the reason 
that this is not an ve nation and does not expect to engace in: 14. 
sive w ** There is no telling when the nation might be macs to 
feel the sonpetnaness this neglect. An attack from a foreign naval fleet 
is improbable, but not impossible. The Venezuelan affair and the (ybay ip. 
surrection fu ae to what ht happen very unexpectedly, 
There is little fear that in the end the United States would beable to hol) iis 
against all comers, but in doing so no little humiliation and loss would 
be endured. The best way to render such attacks impossible would be to be 
fully prepared to repel them. 


la 


ECONOMY OF COAST DEFENSES. 
[From the Washington Evening Times of February 27, 1896. } 
em United ——- ee Aa get into 1 war with Spaet ppttain, or France, 
or Russia, or any other fore power having a considerable navy. a fleet of 
hostile vessels could do enough by a day’s bombardment of one of 
our great seaport cities to more than equal the total cost of a com)|: 
tem of defenses on the Atlantic, Pacific, and lake coasts. It is the same fu 
ish policy from which many inland towns have suffered that have shunned 
the expense of a Sar fire department and lost more money by one 
conflagration than the whole outfit would have cost. 
f defenses is notice to the world that the country 
ponies fears no attack from hostile fleets and has its own navy {ree 
rate wherever its services may be most valuable. Its first cost is the 
; to, nor have any parts of it to be re- 
there for all time. On the other hand, they 


odels, is practically 
be mounted on it are so far-reac’ as to keep even battle ships at such 
that their shells can not reach the city k of the defenses. 


THE OLD WAY THE BETTER. 
[From the Boston Journal of February 27, 1896. ] 

It is a matter for patriotic congratulation that the important bill of Senator 
or the systematic ee $37,000,000 for coast de- 

fense has been favorably considered and reported to Congress. 
Itisa ificant fact that the objection of a need of economy, which bas 
this session to man ares bills, has not been raised against 
_acsge it euthorines a heavy appropriation, the actual ex- 
distributed over a series of years, and therefore can not 
overtax the national resources. hty-seven million dollars is a large sum, 
but it is only a little more than a @ head of our immense population— 
by no means an extravagant price to pay for an effective form of national 


Asa matter of fact, it is a far smaller sum than the Government in its 
eerste — eer ne ogee the really admira- 
me << t defenses w we possessed prior to the war of the reve! 
lion. | Our ers were poorer than we, but they created and m rintained 
fortifications which commanded the respect of Europe and kept us fora! nest 
Old World ; m serious menace by the great military powers of the 

orld. | 

Our present relatively unprotected condition is a modern innovs'tion—@ 
departure from the traditional policy of the Republic—and the American peo 
= _— given abundant proof that they want no more of such a rash exper 
men 


COAST DEFENSES. 
[From the Woonsocket (R. I.) Reporter of February 29, 18 | 


pungland has at present @) armed battle ships to our 8 and is < jos, f0 
10 more this year, while there are murmurs at the propose! «| tion 
und SoourHesy, tie to provide strong lan: delenses 
ee ae Me fore our e shelter when menaced by 
case of necessity. . 

a the great i oie of the people of the United States 
- of adjusting ternational disputes tn 
citizens are reflected in the opposition o! leading 
of any money for coast defenses 4s waste- 
peace lovers ety) forgotten i 1 ° i. 

peace prepare for war, and! et 
van are dos not prove the folly of 
lessness of a great commer 
ted resources, but without 
when suddenly assaulted by a2 

with a sting. 





1896. 


re of $87,000,000 in ten years would not add materially to the 
7 <7 mdi merical people, and would build all the forts needed to pro 
— great seacoast cities. The appropriation of that sum by Congress 
= ach & urpose would tend to perpetuate an honorable peace with all 
a ose who are opposed to taking any precautions against the dan- 
= o which but yesterday overwhelmed China should remember that, as 
reeen0r Hollis said in admirable lecture in Boston this week, we are 
ving in the nineteenth century, not the twenty-fifth. 


THE DEFENSE OF OUR COASTS. 
[From the New York Journal of February 29, 1896.] 
coasts unprotected we shall furnish an isolated example of 
If We leet ich believes itself above the need of land defenses of the modern 
= oo The natural result will be that atsome unexpected moment we 
Peal receive an Ly ae lesson, the record of which it will not be agree- 
> in our archives. 
wre ° pintsatered upon an epoch of international questions. Each month 
brings its quota of foreign matters in which we are interested, and from 
whielt we can not hold aloof as we did of old. We need to speak our minds 
freely, and now and then to declare our policy imperatively. It must be clear 
i. most thinking men that we shall not be listened to with absolute respect 
if by our negligence we invite successful attack. There was atime when 
England's “white sea wall" was inadequately defended, and when the Con- 
tinental powers, just entering upon the period of monstrous armaments, pre- 
tended not to listen when she spoke. But when England girdled her island 
coast with steel and iron, and made it so that an enemy, were he as brave as 
William the Conqueror, could not land anywhere without receiving the con 
verging fire of two gigantic forts, they were somewhat more attentive. 

in arming our coasts we are not merely providing against the possibility 
of a national humiliation. We are strengthening our position on every inter- 
national topic m which we are obliged to declare ourselves. We want 
more guns, t in the Government foundries and in private establishments, 
also at a rate which will enable us to show satisfactory progress in defense. 
This powerful nation can afford the cost of a full equipment of every defen- 
sible point. It can not afford to neglect the matter another year. ‘At this 
very boar questions are nding which might bring on hostilities with na 
tions powe: navies. This fact alone should plead eloquently 
for haste and thoroughness in arming the coasts. 


OUR COAST DEFENSES. 
the Sentinel, of Indianapolis, Ind., March 4, 1896. ] 
Se tae Gore and tlove on the nnn oe cote. 
as Of men who 
ee the problem of defense agmast foreign attack. of euuree, 
both are needed to a certain degree, but there must be a limit somewhere to 
our Navy, ond 3 ey 7 property be eee is een ~olicy in 
to up an ana u oO of the g¢ t 
Sa urope. At present our Nav tates not hi her than eixth oF -—-- 
enth in the list of the navies of the world, although it has cost over a hundred 
millions of do! and it is very far surpassed by the best ones. At the same 
time it is — = it : a ae 4 oe. Suieaee ot SE count, and, 
, not uate for ense of any ma’ rtion 2m. Practi- 
= we can be attacked only on our comets, but an mmense amount of dam. 
could be inflicted there by a strong naval force. * * * 
tt is hardly practicable to attempt to keep up in a race of this kind when 
we have comparatively little use for a large navy, and when these countries 
are adding to their navies as fast as we can. But we can protect our coasts 
against any naval force that can be brought eo them. Such is the opin- 
ion c such ae ae Abbot, Ad alker, and other military and 
x 
™On ores und, therefore, reason would dictate that we turn our atten- 
tion esp y to coast defenses, at least until the country is put in condition 
in which there would be no occasion for fear of damage from foreign attack. 
“I shall vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
wars not because I feel “7 hostility to the Navy nor because 
I underrate its importance, but because the fortifications bill 
is so much more entitled to our consideration at this time as being 
the first —— in the logical development of our national de- 
fenses. I believe that it can but be apparent to the Senate that 
= oe be _ “ more mepsrnes ~- = provisions 
or the increase o e Navy at this time, and that it should 
receive preference if we do not intend to pass both. It will meet 
the general approval of the seuniey, regardless of the condi- 
tion of our revenues, to establish and declare the pe that the 
protection of our own country is our first duty. If we have not 
the money in hand, we surely will have it. If we can afford to 
build four battle — year, for eight years, we can certainly 
afford to use one-hal the money they will cost to make our har- 
—_ - for them = to protect our cities. This amount, the 
of two battle is not an extravagant or unreasonable 
appropriation for meee dete ; ” 
“I would rather have no appropriation at all than to have the 
poor excuse for one. we have none at all, the sentiment 
fey ee will a = = coyuees - ’ compel a well-defined 
icy, ann ogy might otherwise pone suc 
action foratime. Let os allbere to the traditional polley of the 
United States—we want the means of defense, not aggression.” 
yinare uoted these very pertinent views of the Senator from 
ermont Mr. Proctor] as setting forth fully my ideas with re- 
necessity of coast defenses, but I do not agree with 
that we may not appropriate for the four battle ships and at 
a Fer eentatequate oo for our one defenses. 
Senate and that both Houses of Congress are 
ready to do so, ond thet tho people are ready to sustain them. 
HALE. . President—— 


Mr. CHANDLER. Will it be convenient for the Senator from 


Maine to allow me to offer an amendment to the bill at this time? 
Mr. HALE, Certainly. 
acit: CHANDLER. 1 offer the amendment which I send to the 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perrer in the chair), The 
amendment will be stated. ‘ ; 
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It is proposed to add at the end of the bill the 





The SECRETARY. 
following: 


That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to examine, through a 
board composed of line and staff officers, into the merits of 
sented for the propulsion of vessels by direct acti: 


ut the use of screws, in comparison w ith the steam engine and the pr 


any system pre- 
nm against the water with- 


\ peller 
and into the relative efficiency of the two methods as to displacement, w iste 
of fuel, liability to accidents, and speed endurance, and also into the applica- 
bility and special advantages of the direct system in connecti n with torpedo 
boats and coast-defense vessels. ; 


Mr. TURPIE. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of House bill 5853, a pension bill, which will not lead to any debate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let my amendment be adopted 
there be no objection. 
this time. 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest that the Senate is rather thin to adopt 
an amendment soimportant. There may be some experiments—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is no objection to the amendment 
going over at the suggestion of the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. HALE. Let it go over, then. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to say before it goes over that I wish to 
bring up the amendment relating to the establishment of a tank, 
and perhaps the amendment the Senator from New Hampshire 
has offered may have some connection with that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. No; it has no relation to the tank. 

Mr. HALE. There is no necessity for any amendment to be 
offered in regard to the tank. The provision was placed in the 
bill by the other House. 

Mr. PASCO. It was in the bill, but it has been stricken out. I 
understand. 

Mr. HALE. No amendment is required, but simply a vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I wish to have the vote reconsidered or the ques- 
tion brought up after the bill is reported to the Senate. 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator can have the amendment strik- 
ing out that provision reserved for a separate vote in the Senate. 

ARMINDA STUCKER. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
proceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 5853) granting a pen- 
sion to Arminda Stucker, of Gallatin, Mo. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
yension roll the name of Mrs. Arminda Stucker, widow of John 

. Stucker, late a soldier in Company B, Grundy County Battal- 
ion, Missouri State Militia, at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at5 o'clock and 57 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, April 30, 1896, 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 


first, if 
I move the amendment for adoption at 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 29, 1896. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. CoupeEn. 


The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had disagreed to the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1904) to regulate mar- 
riages in the District of Columbia, asked a conference with the 
House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. FauLk- 
NER, Mr. McMILLAN, and Mr. GALLINGER as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to 
the amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 888) 
to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Capital Rail- 
way Company,” approved March 2, 1895, asked a conference with 
the House on the bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. 
McMILLAN, Mr. FAULKNER, and Mr. Proctor as the conferees on 
the of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 7664) making appropriations for 
sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, had agreed to the con- 
ference asked by the House of Representatives, and had appointed 
Mr. ALLISON, Mr. HALE, and Mr. GorMAN as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

GETTYSBURG NATIONAL PARK. 

Mr.CURTIS of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 2490) to authorize 
the Secretary of War to improve and maintain the public roads 
within the limits of the national park at Gettysburg, Pa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized in his 
discretion to improve and maintain the public roads within the limits of the 






















































‘4570 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





APRIL 29, 





over which jurisdiction has been or ma 


national park at Cottrewy, Pa. 
hereafter be ceded to the United States: . That nothing contain 

in this act shall be deemed and held to prejudice the rights acq any 
State or by any military o to the ground on which its monuments 
right of way to the 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. S er, I can state more 


or markers are placed nor same. 
briefly than the report the provisions of this bill. It ey au- 
thorizes the Secretary of War to construct and repair roads within 
the limits of the Gettysburg National Park. It carries no appro- 
riation. The bill passed the Senate and is unanimously reported 
the Committee on Military Affairs. The amendment to the 
Gettysburg Park act is stated in the following words: 
That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized in his discretion to improve 


and maintain the public roads within the limits of the national park at Get- 
tzebure. Pa., over which jurisdiction has been or may hereafter be ceded to 


nited States. 

Mr. SAYERS. If this bill should become a law, would it inter- 
fere with the plans devised by the Sapeenenes 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Not at all. 

Mr. SAYERS. You remember that in the last Congress we 

sed a bill making the battlefield of Gettysburg a national park. 
believe that General Sickles es the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It complies fully with the regula- 
tions heretofore adopted and the acts of Congress relating to this 
park, as ae in the map of General Sickles. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. Does not the Secretary of War have this 
authority now? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. No, sir. 

=. McMIiLLIN. Has this bill been submitted to the Secretary 

o ar? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes. 

Mr. McMILLIN, What is his report on it? Let us have the 


report read. 
r. CURTIS of New York. I will read his letter. It isas fol- 
WAR DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., March 2, 1896. 


ws: 
= is I have the once to commen Deporte con7. oats concer 
Tr a mn, v , . . vy 
der tof the act eutitled “An act to establish 


Eeeieat cl Utes te ved February 11, 1895, and to advise 
nationa! rk a ‘ys , Pa.,” appro ebruary 11, ani v 
zon Seas he proposed amen tunmete with the concurrence of this Depart- 
ment. 
Very respectfully, DANIEL 8. LAMONT. 
~ 7 Secretary of War. 


The SPEAKER OF THE HovsE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

There is no objection to this bill from any source whatever. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I will ask for the senting of the bill. There 
‘was confusion and I was unable to hear it. 

The bill veo read, 

The SPEA Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. [I should like to ask the gentleman if he has any 
idea what is going to be the probable cost? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Ican not give you the informa- 
tion. There is no ropriation asked for in this bill. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, of course not. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It comes out of the appropriation 
already made. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course it will have to come out of the regular 

wopeiniiene made annually for parks all over the country. 
ae INGHAM. There is an appropriation of $50,000 in the 
sundry civil appropriation bill, 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, I know this will have to be met in the sundry 
civil bill. We are getting parks all over the country and we are 
piling up permanent expenses every year. There have to be 
a halt somewhere, either on pensions or on roads, one or the 
other. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest to the gentleman from California 
that it is considered ungracious to propose a reduction of expenses 


here. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, so, but I can not help it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. I ask the tleman from New York if 
the Dovermapens Das compete 2 ion over that park? 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. It has. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Has the land been bought by the Govern- 
ment, or ceded to it? 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes; this only relates to that 
which has been ceded, and is so specified in the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the ee from New York mean to 
- Bsa the Government of the United States has exclusive juris- 

on 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes; the State of Pennsylvania 
has granted jurisdiction, in reed over the territory 
that the Government desires tooccupy. The map has been made, 
the bill establishing the was on the 1ith of Feb- 
ruary, 1895, and the State of Pennsylvania has ceded jurisdiction. 

Mr. McMILLIN. But the gentleman from Texas will observe 
that there are reserved rights over which, it seems, the Govern- 
ment has no control. 

Mr, CURTIS of New York (reading): 


Over which jurisdiction has been or may hereafter be ceded to the United 


ant is, for any extensions to the park that may be made in {)\, 


Mr, McMILLIN. But there seems to be a reservation of richts 
I will ask the Clerk to read the pou. =— 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. I will read it: 


Provided, That nothing contained in_this act shall 1 te 
preletice the rights acquired by any State or by any military orga; , 
o the ground on which its monuments or markers are placed. nor ¢) ; 
of way to the same. ? 


Now, you must understand that the land for the park hha. ), 
ceded by the State of Pennsylvania, and has been accepte| |)\ ;)),, 
Government. The plans were drawn under the superyisiiy ,; 
General Sickles. e State of Pennsylvania has granted. wit); 
the concurrence of Congas. the right to put up monuments oy 
various parts of the field b from different States 
that were in the é. , This bill provides that those 
monuments not in any case beencroached on by these roi.)s. 

Mr. KEM. I would like toask the gentleman a question. \y),, 
—_ ~ =o ublic roads there now? 

e Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 


Mr. KEM. I object. 
EXTRA COPIES OF HOUSE BILL RELATING TO PACIFIC RAIL ADs, 


Mr. FARIS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committes 4» Py. 
cific Railroads, I ask unanimous consent for the present considera. 
tion of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the House 2,500 extra copies 
of House bill 8189, and a like number of the majority and minority rep rt. .¢ 
the Committee on Pacific Railroads thereon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consiileration 
of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—THORP VS. M’KENNEY. 


Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Mr. S$ er, I ask leave to pri ‘sent 
the report of the Committee on Tioctions No. 3 on the sidiedied 
election case of Thorp against McKenney from the Fourth Coneres- 
sional district of Virginia; and I ask that it be printed. 

Mr. DE ARMOND (some time subsequently). Mr. Speaker, in 
the case of McKenney I[ t the conclusions of 
rons bare os a aaa eens we. 8, and ask that 

ey be printed wi e report presen gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. WALKER] in the same case. Tt is really a concur- 
rent report. There is no difference as to the result, but expresses 
the views of certain members of the committee. 

The report, with the views of the minority, was ordered to be 
printed, and referred to the House Calendar. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—PEARCE AGAINST BEL|.. 

Mr. WALKER of Mr. aye, I present the report 

of the Committee on No. 3 in the case of Ciles tis 

Pearce vs. John C. Bell, from the Second Congressional district 

of the State of Colorado, and ask immediate action upon this re- 

ee a is but a few lines, there is no need of asking that it 
n 


e SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 


be deemed and } 


The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Elections No. 3, to which was referred tho contested 
election case of Giles Otis Pearce John C. Bell, from the Second Con- 
district of the State of submits the following report 


In this case the contestant gave no notice of contest, as required by law, 
and has taken no evidence to sustain the allegations of fraud and intimida- 


tion claimed by him to have been committed. 

The official returns show that the contestee received 47,7() votes: that 
Thomas M. Bowen received votes; that W. A. Rice received 2: votes, 
and the contestant received votes. 
wee recommends the adoption of the following res 


Resolved, That Giles Otis Pearce was not elected a Representative in the 


Colon the Second district of the State of 
Cee Pierre Se fee Seco cto 
That John C. Bell 


fourth ved, * was duly elected a Representative in the Fifty: 
oe the Congressional district of the Stato! (ol 
orado, and entitled to nat ae 


The SPEAKER, The question is on agreeing to the resvlutions. 
The resolutions were agreed to. 





CASE—HOGE VS. OTEY. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I present the report of ‘he 
a Hampeon Ht Elections wo 3 in the Somterted election case of 
district oge vs. Peter J. Otey, from the Six Yongressiona 

of Virginia. I ask that it be printed and referre! ‘ ' 


House Calendar. - 
The SPEAKER. The report will be ordered printed and‘ 
case referred to the House Calendar. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


clerks 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its “'°" 
that the Senate had the following resolution: 2 
which the concurrence of the House was requested: _ belle 
Resolved by of Representatives concurring), That i 


to the people of Wiseonsin for the sttue 


thanks of Congress be 









































































tte, the renowned missionary explorer and discoverer of the 


if issippt rer statue be accepted, to remain in the National Statuary 
a nd ast nanee of these resolutions, signed by the presiding officers of 
Haljenate ‘and House of Representatives, be forwarded to his excellency the 
governot of the State of Wisconsin. 
UNITED STATES COURTS, ROANOKE, VA. 


Y. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
ee Oe of the bill (H. R. 7668) to establish a term 
af the district and cireuit courts of the United States at Roanoke, 
Va.. in the western district of Virginia. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That a term of the district and circuit courts of the 
. ted States shall be held in each year at Roanoke, in the western district 
PV irginia, on the Tuesday after the second Monday in February and Au- 


gust. counties of Roanoke, Botetourt, Giles, Craig, Franklin, 
Ment , my Pulaski, Tazewell, Bland, and Carroll, and city of Roa- 

xe eal be attached to the division of the court established by the first 
een of this act, and all process g to said counties shall be return- 
able to said counties. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of this bill? nes. 
There was no objection. ge 
Amendments recommended by the Committee on the Judiciary 
were adopted, as follows: 
section 2. t the words “city of R ke.” 
een 2, fine e sxe on the word “ quuties Pont ioe “courts.” 
The billas amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 


d passed. 
"7 Yn motion of Mr. OTEY, a motion to reconsider the vote by 


which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
LIGHT-HOUSE AT ORIENT POINT, LONG ISLAND, ETC. 


Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. 8 er, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of House bill No. 853, providing for the 
erection of a light-house at Orient Point, Long Island, New York, 
and for the proper lighting of the entrances to Greenport and Sag 
Harbor, and the west shore of Shelter Island. , 

The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Light-House Board is hereby authorized and 
divctod to — a light-house at the site of the beacon heretofore existing 
at Orient Point, or Oyster Pond Reef, on the west side of Plum Gut, at the 
entrance of Island Sound, in the State of New York, and the said Board 
shall also erect lights or gas buoys at the following points in the 
county of Suffolk, N. Y.: 

First. On Hay Beach Point, Shelter Island. 

Second. At the end of the rt breakwater, Greenport. 

Thire. On Conklings Point, about 2 miles west of Greenport. 

Fourth. On Recky or Stearns Point, on Shelter Island. 
ar On Hallocks or Paradise Point, on Great Hog Neck, opposite Shelter 

nd. 

Sixth. On Tyndalls Point or Clarks Point, north of Sag Harbor. 

Seventh. On the shore south of West Neck Harbor, on Shelter Island. 

Eighth. On the shoal about three-fourths of a mile north of the Sag Harbor 
wharf, Long Is! . 

Sec. 2, That the sum of 965,000, to be available immediately, is hereb 
appropriated. out of aoe in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
for the perpese of co cting and placing the foregoing light-house, bea- 
cons, and buoys. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I observe that there is no limi- 
tation in the bill as to the expenditure. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. I 
do not know that I caught the reading of the bill accurately, byt 
if I did it seems to be an omnibus bill 

Mr. McCORMICK. Oh, no. The other itemsin the bill in ad- 
dition to the light-house are for small gas buoys. 

Mr. DOC Y. Ishouldlike to hear the report. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I will ask the Clerk to read the report. 

The report (by Mr. Cortiss) was read, as follows: 
the bil (H. B68) providing for the orectionof a light’house at Orient Seine 

a - B. on of a -house at Orient Point, 
Long Island, New Pork. wna for ‘the proper | ei of the entrances to 


vee and Sag Harbor and the west shore o Shelter Island, report the 
same with an amendment, and recommend that the bill thus amended 


“thes 

correspondence 

ioe from the Department herewith submitted shows the 
The committees pecteennall to amend by striking out all of section 2. 


TREASURY DEPARTMEN’, 
8 Washington, D. C., February 15, 1896. 
Tt: The letter your committee of January 6, 1896, inclosing House 
bill No. 858, providing for the erection of a light-house at Orient Point, Long 
Island, New York, and for the proper | of the entrance to Greenport 
tnd Sag Harbor and the west shore of S elter d, and asking s tions 
ain the merits of the bill and the propriety of its passage been 


matter was referred House Board, which has replied tha 
é recomments theestebiicheert cf etighe boas and saan aoitaties at Orient 
boy ol Oyster Pond Reef, at the entrance of Plum Gut, Long Island, and 
frenes ong om sight points or shoals on the course toG Harbor, and 
Reepectinine yours, S. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 
OCBAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN COMMERCE, 
House of Representatives. 
Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, if I am correctly advised, the 
inf House Board classifies these light-houses under three heads: 
, necessary, and desirable. I should be glad tohave 
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all of the light-houses, beacons, and fog signals that are 
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the gentleman in charge of this bill state in what class this pro- 
posed light-house comes. 


Mr. McCORMICK. Indispensable, beyond question. This 


light-house is on the great route through Long Island Sound to 


New England, and is intended to take the place of a small light 
that was carried away a year or two ago. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Missouri 
will permit me, I will state that the Light-House Board takes up 
author- 
ized by Congress, and in its annual report classifies them under 
the heads of indispensable, necessary, and desirable; but I do not 
understand that the Committee on Commerce ever makes such 


classification. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Has the gentleman from Texas any informa- 
tion as to the propriety or necessity of this expenditure? 

Mr. SAYERS. None atail. I know nothing about it. 

Mr. McCORMICK. There has not been a more meritorious bill 
before the House in this session. This proposed light-house is 
right on the highway of travel from New York to New Engiand 
It is at a point which thousands of passengers pass every week. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is the whole proposed cost? — 

Mr. McCORMICK. Sixty-five thousand is the estimated cost. 

Mr. McMILLIN. What is to be the running cost when these 
appliances are under way? 

Mr. McCORMICK. That I do not know. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, if you want $6,500 for this light-house 
and these beacon lights or gas buoys, which, I think, are the most 
expensive kind of appliances, it strikes me that the cost of main 
tenance after construction will be very considerable. I do not 
know but this light-house may be necessary, but I call the atten- 
tion of the House to the probable cost. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a single state- 
ment to the House. For the fiscal year ending June 30, 1894, the 
revenues of the Government failed to meet current expenses by 
$69,803,260.58. During the last fiscal year the current income 
was inadequate to meet current liabilities by $42,805,223.18, and 
it is now estimated that the deficiency in current revenues for 
the present fiscal year will not be less than $25,000,000. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And eleven millions more for Pacific Railroad 
bonds, making the estimated deficiency $36,000,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. My information is that the deficiency will be 
about twenty-five millions. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. But that does not include the Pacific Railroad 
bonds. 

Mr. DOCKERY. If the gentleman from Maine is accurate in 
his statement it only emphasizes the fact 1 desire to press upon 
the attention of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, our current revenues are unequal to the task of 
meeting the current expenses of the Government. [Applause on 
the Republican side.| I do not understand, Mr. Speaker, just 
why that statement should be applauded by my friends from 
Minnesota {[Mr. TAWNEyY] and from Pennsylvania {Mr. WiLLiam 
A. STONE]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. We were expressing our gratifi- 
cation at the gentleman's statement with regard to the deficiency. 
This is the first time the fact has been admitted by a Democrat. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Idid not know that any intelligent Demo- 
crat had ever denied it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There must be a great scarcity of 
intelligent Democrats, then. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I rose in a perfectly judicial 
frame of mind to state a few facts, but it is apparent that the 
gentlemen desire to provoke a partisan discussion. So far as 1 
have heard, and I have been a regular attendant, no gentleman 
on this side of the House has denied—and I challenge the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania to produce the record to the contrary 
that the current income of the Government during the period I 
have mentioned has been inadequate to meet current expenses. 
It is true we have a surplus of $273,873,417.72 in the Treasury, 
including the $100,000,000 gold reserve, but the gentleman and 
the country know how that surplus was created. It is the result 
of borrowing money by the issue of bonds. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Exactly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Now, then, the Government is confronted 
with this .unfortunate Treasury situation, and as business men, 
without regard to party affiliations, it seems to me that we should 
determine either to increase taxation, borrow money by the con- 
tinued issue of Government bonds, or reduce expenditures. Of 
these methods, I prefer a reduction of expenditures, 

Mr.MAHON. Let them pass the revenue billover in the Senate, 

Mr. DOCKERY. Wedo not desire to pass a prohibitory “ rev- 
enue” bill. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Let me ask the gentleman a qnestion. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, this is our situation in respect 
to revenue and expenditures. This Congress has met that condi- 
tion by doing what? You have already authorized by the bills 
that have passed the House or pending in the Senate contracts 
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amounting to $93,541,147.91. That is to say, the river and harbor 
bill as reported to the Senate carries an authorization of contracts, 
additional to the $12,609,550 of direct appropriations, of $60,623,- 
871.91; the naval bill as passed by the House authorizes the con- 
struction of four battle ships and ten torpedo boats, which it is 
estimated will cost, additional to the amount as $27,- 
875,000; the fortifice.tion bill as passed by the House authorizes 
contracts, additional to M2 men of $5,542,276, making the 
total contracts authorized (and certainly the amount will not 
be decreased) $93.541.147.91. The appropriation bills as they left 
this body carried $505,079,410.88. that, without taking into 
account the six and a half million dollars added by the Senate 
to the sundry civil bill, without reference to the certain increase 
of the deficiency bill and increases upon other bills, the on 
appropriations of this Congress amount now to $505,079,410.88 
and on contracts authorized $93,541,147.91, making a grand total 
of appropriations and liabilities of $598,620.558.79. 

It can not be stated at this time with absolute accuracy what the 
increases of the Senate will be; but I assume that the bills when 
they become laws will carry not less than $7,000.000 (a very con- 
servative estimate) additional to the $505,000,000 carried when 
they left the House. It is obvious, therefore, that as a net result 
of the action of this Congress the direct appropriations will aggre- 
gate not less than $512,000,000, and contracts not less than $93,000, - 
000, making the enormous total of $605,000,000 of liabilities and 
appropriations for the session. 

ow, then, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that discarding parti- 
sanship—in view of inadequate revenues—in view of the liabilities 
already imposed by this Congress—the hour has come when the 
House and Senate should call a halt on appropriations unless they 
be ow indispensable for the proper conduct of the public 
service. 

Mr. McCORMICK. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, that the gentle- 
man from Missouri {[Mr. DockERY] has taken occasion to make a 
speech on national affairs, a political speech—a speech for the 
country at large—in connection with the proposition to a sim- 
ple bill of which he evidently knows nothing—a bill, I may say, 
that involves no national or party issue, and that no man who 
examines it can reasonably object to. No matter what the finan- 
cial obligations of the Government are, or may be, it can not 
afford—no Government could afford—to expose life and property 
in the manner they are now exposed in my district for the want of a 
single light-house, The light-house for which this bill provides is 
to be constructed on Long Island Sound, directly in the line of all 
water travel between New York and New England. It will be 
nearly opposite New London, on one of the most important points 
upon Long Island. The temporary light-house which was for- 
merly at eto Point—a small and inadequate affair— 
was destroyed several years ago, and all the — have petitioned 
for a new and permanent light; and it is indispensable to safe 
navigation. ; 

Beyond the through travel on Long Island Sound, which, as 
gentlemen know, is an enormous travel, thousands of passengers 
go to Shelter Island and other pointsat the eastendof Long d 
annually by steamboats, and need the use of this light. Its estab- 
lishment has been urged by the officers of all the steamboats 
and all the navigation companies doing business on Long Island 
Sound. It also has the approval of all the Government authori- 
ties. It was approved by the Light-House Board before I intro- 
duced it, and has since been twice approved in communications 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. The 
president of the Light-House Board has within a few days ex- 

ressed to me the hope that this bill will be passed at this session. 
fm say that since I introduced the bill a wreck has occurrred 
for lack of the light. 

The bill does not carry an appropriation. That must be put in 
a regular appropriation bill. do not know that we shall get a 
dollar this year. At most only enough will be asked to start the 
work, which should not be delayed to another season, which it will 
be little less than criminal to delay. 

I repeat, there is no more important bill of this class before this 
House, no more meritorious and unobjectionable bill, no bill that 
ought to receive more prompt consideration. Congress can not 
afford to neglect to pass a bill of this kind where the question of 
the protection of life and property on one of the most important 
maritime highways in the Northern States is involved. 

Mr. LOUD. I should like to ask the gentleman one question in 
relation to this bill; and let me say that if my question to the gen- 
tleman inflamed my friend from Missouri [Mr. DockEery], 1 am 
willing to withdraw that question. [Laughter.] Ishould like to 
know why this bill carries a provision for buo It is unusual 
for Con to provide in this way for the esta tof buoys. 
The Light-House Board has ample weeee wer ample funds to 
provide buoys wherever they may be needed. . 

Mr. M RMICK. That provision has been inserted because 
around Shelter Island, as anyone familiar with that island knows, 
these buoys are necessary at every point. ~ ? 
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Mr. LOUD. I do not doubt that; but why is special provis} 
for them carried in this bill? It has never been custoys... .. 
Congress to provide specifically for the establishment of },,,.... 

Mr. McCORMICK. The buoys are carried in the }j)) )... 
say to the gentleman, with the knowledge and approy,| ,; the 
a Board and the House committee. = 

r. LOUD. The Board can establish them where th. ¢);,, 
there is necessity for their establishment, and I do not see th. n.,. 
priety of or —s provision for them. — 

Mr. McCORMIC Probably the Board has not money «) 

Mr. LOUD. This provision would not give them any ),,.. 
money. : 

Mr. McCORMICK. Well, then, it can do no harm to put the 
provision in the bill. 

Mr. LOUD. or this extent, that it is an entire depar 
from the custom which aon eos heretofore with references 
to this matter. There are hundreds of places throughout the 
country that no doubt need this system of buoys just as much as 
the poms the gentleman refers to, but this undertakes to dira.+ 
the Light-House Board where to establish them. I do not think 
it ought to be in the bill for that reason. : 

Mr. McCORMICK. The Light-Houre Board has made no op. 
jection to the direction or designation made in the bill, and | do 
not feel at liberty to strike out all reference to the buoys: cor. 
tainly not without further consultation with the Board. ~ 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr.8S , I dislike very much to interrnps 
the consideration of this bill, but deem it necessary and proper at 
this time to make a oi word of response to the remarks of my 
friend from Missouri [Mr. Dockery]. 

Mr. Speaker, no one feels more ly than I do, or has felt 
during the entire session of Congress, the importance of exercis. 
ing the most rigid economy in the appropriations for carrying on 
the Government. We all know that since the Ist day of July. 
189%, the revenues of the Goyernment have not been sutticien: to 
meet the current expenditures of the Government. As the gentle 
man from Missouri [Mr. DockERY] has stated, up to the present 
time the deficiency of revenue to meet the current expenditures 
of the Government is nearly $138,000,000 since the date men- 
tioned, July 1, 1893. In ad — to 7 have been called 
upon to pay maturing Pacific railway bonds to the extent of $11,- 
000,000 more; so that we now have a deficiency arising from all 
sources to the extent of nearly $149,000,000, and with the absolute 
certainty that this deficiency is to continue. And this deticiency 
has been practically met by the sale of bonds, for it has been 
necessary to use greenbacks redeemed with the gold obtained by 
the sale of bonds to pay this deficiency, and thus these greenbacks 
— been put in a position to be again presented for redemp- 

on. 

More than that, on the ist day of January next, nine and three- 
quarter million dollars more of Pacific bonds will mature, and 
must be met, with no revenue in sight to meet them. 

Now, it is well known that so far as we are concerned on this 
side of the House, we have recognized the fact that this (iovern- 
ment, with the utmost economy, can not be run with the revenues 
we are now receiving under the present revenue laws and with the 
condition of business industries of the past three years. It is 
impossible, with the utmost economy, to run the Government with 
the revenue we are likely to have from that system of laws for 
some time to come. 

We proposed to increase the revenues to the extent of $10),()())),) 
a year in order to meet this exigency, an ee a bill for that 
purpose; but we all understand that that bill has not yet become 
a law, and is not very likely to become a law at the present session 
of wm 

ith respect to 
that, in form, incl 


are likely to exoeed = i 


ough, 


ure 


tions already made, it is very true 
so-called permanent and indefinite ap- 
tions made by this session of Congress 
born the sum of 000,000. But it must 

ie e in mind, Mr. Speaker, that $50,000,000 of that sum, com 


ing under the head of so-called ent appropriations. is the 
estimated amount to be set for the purposes of the sinking 
fund, which is not of course an ordinary expenditure but an st 
mate for a reduction of the interest-bearing debt. The actual 
appropriations for current expensesof the Government, inclu:ing 
ones paid oy poo revenue, and for interest on the 
public debt, therefore slightly exceed $450,000,000 th's se 
sion. The revenues, unless there shall be a considerable increas, 
under existing laws will not reach that sum in all probability, 
Inclu postal reven or are estimated for the next fiscal 
year at about four hentia’ forty or fifty millions. a 
Mr. PITNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a juesto™ 
Mr. DINGLEY. y. 
Mr. PITNEY. On the point of the comparison between the ap- 
propriations made during the Fifty-third and Fifty-fourth Com 


= DINGLEY. 7 Oh, there has been no increase of appropri 
ons, : 
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Mr. PITNEY. Permit me to ask this question: When the ap- | in this discussion, except that the House may not have an erro- 
ropriations come to be made up—that is, the total appropriations | neous impression. The gentleman from Maine spoke of an in- 

pa the two Con they include the permanent annual ap- | creased amount of permanent appropriations because of the inter- 

propriations, an the sum total is made up in part of the interest | est due upon the bonds issued by the present Administration. 

on the public debt and in = of the sinking fund, which goes to | That was something over $11,006,000. 

diminish the principal of that debt—— Mr. DINGLEY. Eleven and a half million dollars increase in 

Mr. DINGLEY. Precisely. i the interest that we have to appropriate for. 

Mr. PITNEY (continuing). And is it not true that the recent Mr.SAYERS. Idonot question the gentleman’s figures. Now, 
bond issues, amounting to $262,000,000 during the present Admin- | after deducting the $11,500,000 rendered necessary on account of 
istration, have increased the annual interest account of the Gov- | the interest on bonds issued by the present Administration, the 
ernment by eleven and a haif million dollars and the annual ex- | gentleman will find that the appropriations at this session of 
penditures on account of the sinking fund by over two and a half | eo are still in excess of those of either session of the last 

Niona? ongress. 
me. DINGLEY. I was about to say that the interest on the Mr. DINGLEY. Do you mean the first session? 

ublic debt now will exceed by eleven and a half million dollars| Mr.SAYERS. Either one of them. 
the amount it had reached two years ago, and simply because of Mr. DINGLEY. The uppropriations at the first session of 
the fact that during this Administration, in a time of peace, | Congress are usually more than those of the second session. 


the bonded indebtedness of the Government has been increased Mr. SAYERS. Not in the Fifty-first Congress. The appropri- 
over $262,000,000, thereby increasing the interest charge carried | ations of the last session of the Fifty-first Congress were $10,000.- 





inthe permanent appropriations to that extent. [Applause on the | 000 or $50,000,000 more than the appropriations at its first session. 

Republican side. } 7 : ie In the last Congress the appropriations at the last session were 
Now, in view of this condition of things, it is important that | smaller than those of the first session. That is to say, the 

we should be exceedingly careful with respect to appropriations; | priations were smaller after the election than before. 

and I want to say, in general, so far as this House has acted, it has Mr. DINGLEY. That depends—— 

thus far been very careful. I may say again, with reference to Mr. DOCKERY. The gentleman from Maine sugeests that I 

the contracts that have been authorized in the river and harbor made reference to comparative appropriations. I made no com- 

pill and in the naval appropriation bill and in connection with | parison with the appropriations of former Congresses, but will 

fortifications, they will amount, in the course of five years, to six- | make that later on. 

teen or eighteen millions a year. But bear in mind that these | Mr. DINGLEY. Itis true that the gentleman made no 


appro- 


com- 
expenditures are to be stretched over the future, and wiil prob- parisons directly, but I was not willing tor the inference to go to 
ably amount to about $18,000,000 a year. So far as that is con-| the country from his remarks that there had been larger appro- 
cerned, of course we are appropriating during this session of priations made at this session of Congress than have been appro- 
Congress for some contracts made by past Congresses. -The con- | priated on an average for four or five sessions of Congress past. 
tract system has been thought to be economical, and hence con- Now, so far as that is concerned, when it is stated that we are 


tracts are authorized for the future, stretching over a number a billion-dollar Congress, making appropriations of $500,000,000 
of years; but on the whole it is regarded as wiser than the sim- | for each session, bear in mind that these billion dollars include 
ple appropriation from year to year. I think that perhaps some | $100,000,000 of estimated payment of debt; $50,000,000 each year 
of the contracts which have been authorized have been larger | is put in what is called the permanent and indefinite appropria- 
than they should have been, but, nevertheless, in the end there is | tions. 
no doubt of the economy of that system. So, therefore, when it Mr. SAYERS. The sinking fund was put in the sum total of 
is said that at this session of Con $90,000,000 of contracts | permanent and indefinite appropriations for the last Congress. 
have been authorized, it must be coms in mind that they are |" Mr. DINGLEY. When we come down to the real matter of 
stretched over at least five years; that it will take five years to | public expenditures there have been no larger appropriations at 
cover all these contracts, and that we are now appropriating money | this Congress than at the several sessions of Congress that have 
for contracts that have been made in the past; and the one fact | preceded for four or five years. Yet we ought to be extremely 
offsets the other. careful as to appropriations, because of the tact we do not have 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In — every instance, let me | revenue sufficient to meet the current expenditures of the Gov- 
say, no new project has been begun under the contract system. | ernment. Notwithstanding this House has passed a bill to pro- 
They are all old jects. | vide this additional revenue, yet another body refuses to take it 
My. DINGLEY. Very well, but I am not discussing that ques- | 


up, even for consideration. The fact that we have not sufficient 


tion at all. | revenue and that we are in this situation is not because of any 
Mr. SAYERS. Iam sure the gentleman does not wish to give | fault at this end of the Capitol. 

an erroneous impression to the House? Now, in reference to this particular bill, I am not prepared to 
Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all. say from the information before us whether it is “indispensable” 


Mr. SAYERS. When the gentleman seeks to draw a compari- 


that this light-house should be erected during the present year. 
son between the present session of this Congress and either session 


If it is not, then there should be a postponement until we shall 
of the last Congress in reference to contracts authorized, if the | obtain more revenue. For it seems that we shall have to appeal 
Sa will examine the appropriations he will find that the | to the people to obtain a President and a Senate before we can get 
t Congress at each session was required to make much larger | more revenue. [Applause on the Republican side. } 

appropriations in order to meet contracts which that Congress did Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
not authorize than does the present Congress. York if he would consent to the introduction of a proviso that no 

Mr. DINGLEY. That is so, I presuine. The amount of actual | work should be done on this until more revenue is obtained? 
appropriations by this Congress is substantially what the appro- Mr. McCORMICK. Iconsiderthisis an ‘‘ indispensable” work. 
priations have been for several years. There is no increase of | A wreck or two have occurred at that place since | introduced the 
ap ie eo as might be inferred from what has | bill. It is Seem New London, a section which is traveled ex- 
been said y not outside of the increase of interest on the | tensively. e bill has the approval of all the steamboat people, 
public debt. Weare running along as carefully, on the whole, | all the captains that go up and down the Sound. The owners of 
a8 we probably can, with the Government and its needs as they | the large steamers engaged in the Newport, Stonington, and Fall 
are, We need more revenue. Thereis no doubtabout thatatall; | River trade think it is indispensable. They think that an appro- 
but it should be borne in mind that we have not appropriated | priation of $25,000 would be sufficient; but there is no appropria- 
$500,000,000 for current expenses. It is about $450,000,000, includ- | tion in this bill. 
ing the postal a iation, which is paid by postal revenues. Mr. SAYERS. I would suggest, before unanimous consent 
The amount of expenditure that must be paid by taxes out- | should be given, that there ought to be a proviso inserted to the 
side of the postal revenue under the appropriations authorized by | effect that the cost of the work herein named shall not exceed in 
this Congress for the next fiscal year will be about $360,000,000, | the aggregate the sum of $65,000. 
about a million a day. Mr. MCCORMICK. I will accept that proviso. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish to submit to the gentleman whether this Mr. DINGLEY. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman a 





; on at the t stage, so far as the relative appropria- | question. This communication from the Treasury Department 
tions at either of the last Congress and the present session | does not say whether this is an ‘‘ indispensable,” ‘‘ necessary,” or 
of this a are concerned, is not premature? **desirable” case. Has the gentleman information as to whether 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, I admit that, but when the gentleman the Treasury Department consider this ‘‘ indispensable”? It seems 
from Missouri = et) made the statements he did I was | to me that we ought not to go further than the cases that are 
hot willing to have it goto the country in the precise form in | reported as ‘‘ indispensable.” 
which ony Ware made without a suggestion in response. [Ap- tr. McCORMICK. Iam assured by the Department that it is 
plause on ublican side. } absolutely ‘‘ indispensable,” and that it ought to be done at once, 

Mr. DOCKER I want to say to the gentleman—— and that there ought to be a small appropriation. 


Mr. SAYERS. One other question. lam not taking any part! Mr. McMILLIN. I would like to ask the gentleman to include 
















































law in any one of those countries would necessarily cause great 
trouble in its administration in this country. In the Congress 

i -h repealed the bankruptcy law of 1867 there were many men 
= vere favorable to a bankruptcy law; yet, Mr. Chairman, the 
who My that the vote in the House for its repeal was 205 to 40, and 
a Sonate 38 to 6. Senator Conkling, who represented the 
ee * ¢ New York, favorable to a bankrupt law, anxious to have 
he old act of 1867 maintained, believing that it was possible to 

eo vnd it as to make it acceptable to the people of this country, 
poten views upon that subject; and I desire to have the 
Clerk read what he said in comparing this country with other 
countries where bankruptcy laws had been maintained. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

I do not know, Mr. President, perhaps I should not feel warranted in say- 
ing—but for a consideration which I will refer to in a moment, and which 
alone would restrain me—that the present bankrupt law, with changes 


; — hope for, would be clearly a wise measure of legis ation to 
whic 2 -4 inclined tothink that the most serious complaints grow out 
re conditions wholly unavoidable. For illustration, at least, I may say that 
ee ographical difficulties are very great and that they can not be over- 
pA. Men look at the administration of the bankruptcy system in Great 
Britain, and they compare it with ours, and they wonder with discontent 
that the comparison is against us. They forget that the bankruptcy eystem 
in Great Britain operates upon a limited area, amid a very dense population, 
with a very numerous an effectual judicial staff. England without the 
12 counties of Wales has a little less than the area of the State of New York. 
Twenty-four million ple inhabit it. Look to the taking of the census for 
illustration of what l am saying. 
It is taken between sun and sun and after sundown. 
We take an enumeration here tocount all the people scattered throughout all 
our borders, and weeks and months are exhausted and expenses are involved 
which would seem apocryphal, comparing them with the expenses of taking 
the British census and ing no allowance for the disparity of conditions. 
So when you come to execute a bankrupt law in the rty-eight States of 
the Union, sparsely pop’ and illy conditioned for transit from place to 
lace, as many h ties are, without a judicial staff so numerous as to carry 
ustice to every man’s door = find great ea ee: postpone- 
ment, expenses; and accord ngly you find, as was stated, I think, in a peti 
tion presented by my colleague, perhaps to-day, opereenas of the outcome 
of assets, and a tage of that which ir swallowed by the proceedings, 
and of that which accrues at last to the creditor, and very naturally say 
that this isa failure. But if you look intothe causes, I fear you will find that 
most of them are such that no art in drafting a bill, no reformation in admin- 
inistration, nothing which falls within the province of legislation can encom- 
pass and avoid them, and so it may very well be said the best considered ar- 
ment would acquit the present bankrupt act of much of the guilt laid at 
| door, and attribute its evil consequences, as I have endeavored to show, 
to conditions beyond the purview of legislation. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, the single matter 
of exemptions will more directly call attention to the varying 
ration of such a law as ten in = ae yo and the 
difficulty of lying any up aw toallofthem. Take, 
for iasteanen, 40 State of Gieenttente, where the exemption al- 
lowed to a debtor is $300; and he may select any property which 
he deems it most essential for him to save. In some other States 
the debtor may have a whole homestead exempted, to the value 
possibly of $5,000. The bill under consideration provides that the 
exemption allowed to bankrupts in any State shall be that allowed 
under the lawof theparticular State. So that this bill, if it should 
become a law, might compel a debtor in Pennsylvania to give up 
all his property except possibly his household property and some 
necessary articles for himself and family, while debtors in other 
States would be left with quite alarger exemption. In a country 
like ours, where there are forty-four or more States making laws 
all different, and where the laws of our Western States are so 
framed in the matter of exemptions as to encourage immigration 
from the Eastern States, I do not see how it is possible to adapt a 
bankrupt law to the varying conditions of the country. 

Another objection, Mr. irman, is that the people, many of 
them, live so far away from the United States courts. Some of 
them reside 200, 300, or 400 miles from the place where court is 
held. The idea that you can substitute a referee and call him a 
court is ee yn The place where the orders are made 


which affect the property of the bankrupt is where the court sits. 
Our people are seldom in a United States court. Those 
courts are not 


upon with favor generally by the people; 
and the court is in many cases so far removed from them that it 
is @ Journey to visit it. They have so little to do with that tri- 
bunal that the idea of being cited to appear in a United States 


court strikes the a man living in a back county with some- 

wane oe It is impossible, in my judgment, to obtain 
ing like : a 

dey octal ae — bankruptcy law that will reach the every 


gain, Mr. Chairman, when we come to look at the operation 
of a bankrupt law it does not affect the secured creditor at all. I 
te of what is known as involuntary bankruptcy, 


in uO 8 is forced to go into bankruptcy against his will. | 
hi that case the secured creditor is not affected, because he holds 
= bre . After the secured creditor and the referee and the 


thre and the clerk and the marshal and the attorneys are 
Ua ng with the estate, after it has paid the State taxes, the 
a States taxes, the county, city, borough, or township taxes, 

all the mortgages and ents are paid, after the property 
upon which there are liens has been sold or exchanged, then the 
creditor, the man who holds a note or due bill or bank 
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account, has simply what is left. And, Mr. Chairman, there is 
scarcely anything left for him. Yet it is for the benefit of such 
creditors, and for their benefit alone, that this bill purports to be 
drawn. It can not affect the Government; it can not affect the 
State; it can not affect the county, the city, or township; it 
can not affect the man who holds the mort n. 
Who, then, will it benefit? 
efit the general creditor. 
Now, the : 
of bankruptcy in this country show that out of them all 
small percentage of the assets of such estates upon 
ment go into the hands of the general creditor. In the w rm 
district of Pennsylvania, composed of the largest num 
counties in the State, under the act of 1867 there were 
of bankruptcy. I had the clerk, who was formerly the clerk, du 
ing that period, of the court, a very competent, relial 
trustworthy man, undertake to make an estimate of 
percentage paid to the general or unsecured creditor unde 
bankruptcy proceedings in the court, as he was in a positior 
| know the results, and although he favored the bank: 
having resigned his office as clerk to become a lawver. and w: 
familiar with the practice in bankruptcy cases, yet he tells n 
| that the average to the general creditor does not ex 
|cent of the estates, and that it never did average over 
j amount. What is, then, the benefit to the general creditor? 
I believe, Mr. Chairman, that if this bill becomes a law it will 
| 


the 
rage, judgem 


If it benefits anybody, it will only be 


ikruptey and ot 


| 
| 


eed 15 per 


that 


| create more hazards, more damage, and produce more trouble than 
it can possibly do good. It will benefit lawyers, of course, and 


benefit people who want to be referees, trustees, and assignees: it 


will increase the fees of clerks and marshals, but will hurt and 
| harm very many people. 
| Mr. RAY. Whiilthe gentleman permit me just there? May |] 
| ask whether the examination, to which you have referred, related 
| both to voluntary and involuntary cases of bankruptcy, or was it 
confined exclusively to the involuntary cases? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It related to both—it covered all 


cases pending before the court. 

Mr. RAY. Now. does not the gentleman see that such ficures as 
he has stated would be very unfair as a basis of measuring the 
efficiency of a bankrupt law, because two-thirds or three-f 
of the cases examined into might have been voluntary cases of 
bankruptcy, where the parties had no property at all, but simply 
took the benefit of the bankrupt law for the purpose of obtain 
a discharge from their liabilities? Does he not think, if he con 
fined the examination solely to the cases of involuntary bank 
ruptcy, persons with property, he might have for that the 
average paid to the creditor was very much larger? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not think My recolle 
tion of the act of 1867 is very fresh. I enjoyed my share of prac 
tice under it and am quite familiar with the practical workings 
of the system, and know something of the number of the estat 
that went through bankruptcy under it. 


urths 


ne 


Ina 


50. 


{ can scarcely recall an 
involuntary proceeding under that act where the assets arisin; 
from the estate ever surprised the unsecured creditors by making 
them think it worth while to put the party in bankruptcy. Ther 


were generally great disappointments growing out of the pro 
ceedings. 

So, Mr. Chairman, I do not think it a good provision for the 
creditor, and I know it is bad for the debtor; and I can not see 
any good to anybody to be accomplished from the enactment of 
such alaw. Let us take, for instance, as an illustration, a little 
country town. Suppose there are three or four merchants who 
are engaged in the dry goods business, and one of them is forced 
into bankruptcy, and the store must be sold for the benefit of the 
creditors. Itissold by the trustee—by the auctioneer. Immediately 
the goods in that store come into competition with the other three 
merchants in the same town. They are sold necessarily without 
regard to cost; they are sold at auction; and you will find, if this 
bill becomes a law, that in every country town and village through 
out the land the men who are struggling to escape from the period 
of hard times that has been besetting us will have to come into 
competition with the assignee and the auctioneer, and either sell 
his goods at the same price that they are sold at public sale for, or 
else he.must suffer the consequences. There is no legitimate mer- 
chant, who desires to sell his property at a profit, who can possibly 
compete with the auctioneer. But that is what will have to be 
done if this bill becomes alaw. Hence I say it disturbs the chan- 
nels of trade; it upsets the regular order of things, and brings 
trouble, confusion, and increased competition. 

Many men have been forced into bankruptcy because those en 
gaged in the same line of business with them had gone in, and 
they had either to sacrifice the stock of goods on hand or shut 
down, or wait until the bankrupt goods had been sold out and 
consumed. I recollect a case under the law, the last one in exist 
ence, where a lumber merchant having a large quantity of lumber 
of every variety had it brought to Pittsburg and piled up in a 
yard there, but was forced into bankruptcy, and that lumber yard 
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and his stock supplied the consumers of lumber there for more 
than six months, and forced two other dealers in lumber into bank- 
ruptcy who would not have gone in otherwise. 
t is the natural result of the enforcement of such a law. 
One of the great arguments against the change in the tariff sys- 
tem is that it disturbs trade and unsettles things, and the same 
argument can be applied with equal force to a bankrupt law; it 
disturbs trade, unsettles things, diverts the channels of e, and 
brings into it other elements not legitimately or naturall there, 
to wit, it authorizes the auctioneer to come in and the ee. 
Now, concede, for the sake of argument, that many men are 
anxious to have the law passed that they may go into bankruptcy, 
or that there are many creditors who wish to force others into 
bankruptcy. Why, gentlemen, in nearly every instance, if a man 
is an honest debtor and has any property to divide among his 
creditors, he will have no trouble in getting a compromise with 
his creditors without the aid of a bankruptcy law. I can cite you 
to men in my city who have been doing business for years, and 
who have failed time and again. Each time their creditors have 
ot together, extended payment, reduced amounts, have even 
oaned them money and indorsed their paper to help them along. 
Intelligence, accompanied by experience, has visited the creditor 
as well as the debtor, and to-day there is nobody that wants to 
drive another to extremity if he is honest, if he is sincere, if his 
failure is an honest one. If his failure is dishonest, if he is a 
fraud, you might as well let him go first as last. You will get 
nothing out of him anyhow, no matter how much law you have. 

The purpose of this law—I do not say it is the — in the 
minds of the gentlemen who have reported this bill, for I con- 
cede their absolute sincerity—the real purpose behind it is to 
enable the wholesale dealers in large cities to visit their customers 
in country towns and places and shake this bankruptcy law over 
their heads and threaten them until they compel their debtors to 
secure them and commit an act of bankruptcy. It is to be used 
as an aid and a spur and a whip to collect debts. Well, I do not 
wish to say that a man ought not to pay his debts, but I do wish 
to say that the very spirit and enterprise of trade in this country, 
that which has made poor boys rich men, is this credit, this haz- 
ard, this chance which enterprising men take. Let any young 
man sit down and scan over this bill, look at the impediments in 
it, look at the thin places in the ice, and then let him decide to 
borrow money and go into a hazardous business if he dare. It is 
an obstruction to trade; it is a clog upon the wheels of credit; it 
is a hindrance to enterprise and chance; it is an interference with 
the spirit of commercial and active business trade and life in this 
country, because it is a menace, it is a threat, it is a danger that 
does not exist there naturally. 

The proposition is not to pass a voluntary bill, to enable men 
who are honestly in debt to unload their burdens and take their 
chances again for a brief period of three or five years. It is an 
attempt to fit to this country a uniform bankrupt law, which is 
an absolute impossibility. Pass it, if you will, but if you do, you 
or your successors will make haste to repeal it inside of five 


ears. 
: I do not think that commercial bodies who now and then pass 
resolutions, and newspapers which say they favor a bankruptcy 
law, are the proper indexes and guides by which to judge the 
wants of the community in this respect. 1 know in my own 
State, where we have a chamber of commerce, and where they 
have annually indorsed the Torrey bill for the last fifteen years, 
at their session last fall one man who got up and explained the 
difficulties and hardships of the law, and made the chamber of 
commerce really understand it, succeeded in defeating a resolution 
similar to that which had annually passed unanimously for fifteen 


years. 

Go to the ju of the State courts throughout this whole coun- 
try. They are better judges of the wants of the community in 
respect to a bankruptcy law than boards of trade or newspapers; 
and I defy you to find very many men who have sat on the bench 
in different States, and who were there when the last law was in 
force, who will favor a bankruptcy law. 

I send to the Clerk’s desk and desire to have read some letters 
which were sent me by ag of courts when practically this 
same bill was before the y-second Congress. I wrote to 
different judges in different States, eS t they had been 
on the bench for years, knowing that they sat constantly in 
determining controversies between the people in their sections; 
sent them copies of the bill and asked them to tell me what they 
thought of it. I ask the Clerk to read first a letter from the Hon. 
James T. Mitchell, of the supreme court of Pennsylvania. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Prrrssura, October 16, 1898. 
My Dear Srp: Your letter of the 14th is just ived,andI . 
— staaran tan Phen a 


My experience in general is not favorable to a bankrupt s 

power to such a law was put in by the tution, no exer- 
cise of it ever been to the country or has been more 
temporary in duration. I had experience in the of the 


I 
last act, and I believe it to have been intricate, cumbersome, and 
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ive, and I do not believe any new act can be drawn which w)) } 

respects, because the difficulties are inherent. Only ()..\""% 

cases will ever come under the operation of suchalaw. Those o... 2°" 

justment will one be settled out of court—the commercial spir 
pel such settlement. 

When cases come into court the fees and expenses must be heavy» +, 
business will be unprofitable, and inevitably fall into the hands «/ 4)" "°° 
competent or lower-toned members of the profession, and becon,. 2° 
of oppression and scandal, as in fact m business 0 larce).” 


easy of ad. 
it will com. 


largely 
while if they are heavy the dividends for creditors will linge 
tion to egpenete, which always produces dissatisfaction, - it att = 
ought. we look beyond me protien objections to the subjec * 
broader aspect, there are tw objects which a bankrupt act iach 


° 
intended to promote, the relief of debtors or the facilitating of cr... 


may be 
The former is now cared for b the State laws to the satisfaction. » 








own communities, in which the debtedness is generally owe) ms a 
there does not appear at present to be any substantial reason or der..,) 1 
the exertion of the ount national authority on the subject. p. 1). 
in a short time there unfortunately may be. For the other, the purr... 
severer remedies in the hands of the epetitens, the time appeared to me ., t 
t financial situation shall «, ations 


oumnray Senmpeagrcees. If the presen 
there will cer Ts a year or two be a vast body of debtors wna),) 

by their fault, but by misfortune, to pay promptly or in full. To put in 1) 
creditors’ hands now, in advance such @ contingency, any additions 


weepene of compulsion would, in my judgment, be oppressive and particy. 


1, not 


larl ~ 

I Rave answered your query at more length than is desirable. }, 
had no time to condense. While written —e these are a sett led ag 
and you are quite at liberty to make such use of them as you desire % 


Yours, very truly, 


To Hon. WILLIAM A. STONE, 
Washington, D. C. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I now desire the 
Clerk to read a letter from Justice Henry W. Williams, of the 

supreme court of Pennsylvania. 
ne Clerk read as follows: 

My Dear Sir: Your favor relating to the subject of bankruptcy and the 
e of a bankrupt law is before me. In reply I must say that it is my 
lief that the passage of such a law would not be wise for several reas.ns, 


among which are the follo s 
First. It would not facilitate the collection of debts. Except in rare caseg, 


JAMES T. MITCHELL 


except in rare instances, no bankrupt law does. The real purpose ani the 
direct result of such legislation is to enable an insolvent to shake o:f his 
debts—pay them 7 his certificate 

Second. It would naturally tend to increase existing distrust. It would 
be regardedasa declaration that bankruptcy and distress were 
before us, and that existing debts might be paid by a discharge in bankruptcy 

Third. In so far as such a law should in the hands of creditors any 
additional means of constraint or coe upon their debtors, such means 


would be so used by exacting conditions as to increase the difficulty in the 
way of every stru g business man, e his ruin certain 
‘ourth. Both the honest debtor and the humane creditor would suffer from 

the practical operation of such a law, while the estate would be consumed in 
fees and costs. 

Fifth. The United States courts are removed from the people. There are 
so many of those subject to their jurisdiction remote and strange. 

The right of — is beset conditions, expenses, and delays that are 
exasperating to those who are in ,and discouraging to men of moderate 
means. The State laws are known, the State courts are near and open at all 


times. 
Sixth. I would have the whole subject to be settled under existing State 
ned selfishn 


laws, and by the a An enlighte: ess—in other words, a con- 

sideration of what is best for all concerned—will lead to compromise when 

such relief is desired, and it will a the doors for swindlers and u- 

princinee scoundrels to push their t for the mere purpose of preparing 
fail for a purpose. 


With kind regards, I remain, very truly, . 
- YIENRY W. WILLIAMS. 
Hon. WILLIAM A. STONE. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iask the Clerk to read a letter 
from Judge Dean, of the supreme court of Pennsylvania. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


DEAR Str: Yours of the 14th, in reference to the bankrupt law, is before 
me. Such a law is of course in to accomplish, first, protection to the 
creditor; second, relief of the debtor; third, material advantage to the 
State. Not much need be said as to the first and third, but as to the second, 
relief to the debtor, such a law passed now to take effect soon—and by soa 
is meant within two or three years—will operate with unnecessary hardstip 
on the debtor class. This, as you are aware, is a time of serious business de- 
pon fully 75 per cent of all men in ess are heavy debtors. They 


assets can be turned into money at half their real value, and 
creditors will accept nothing but ‘ debts have been incurred 
in view of existing laws; in great part ¥, would have had no existence & 
change in the law will work 
of them who. if not disturbed for a reasonable 
oe Meese and have left considerable capital; if forced ' 
fi "now their roperty will not bring half its worth, and after discharge 
they start without capital. While a national bankruptcy law ough! © 
be , it should not go into effect for at least two years. It is with ome 
dence I give expression to this opinion. As you are aware, my jude 

observation extends no r than this State but while limited as to ter 
ritory, all imaginable of business carried on in the State have '»e2 


- JOHN DEAN. 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I now desire the Clerk to real the 
letter from Judge Earl, of the court of appeals of the State of New 
York. 


The Clerk read as follows: — 

Dear Sir: In reply to your letter asking my views as toa ban ruptey aly 
f such a law. | spea 

T have tosay I of no good ~— ‘or passing r and creditor. and 22 


io’ of de 
change is neotes. They furnish ample ——- for yp a of ee 
always obtain a discharge from his debts by a surrender of his propert¥: 











proceedings have always proven expensive, and, unless the 
aaa is inrge, the lawyers and officials always get more of it than 


tors. 
the oWery truly, Yours, R. EARL. 
Hon. WILLIAM A. STONE. 


LIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the Clerk 
eae from Judge W. T. Spear, of the supreme court of 
Oa he Clerk read as follows: 


S7TatTe OF OnIO, SUPREME CoURT CONSULTATION Room, 
Columbus, October 20, 1893. 


: valued favor of recent date is duly received. 
pee fiever a uniform bankrupt law, if framed so as to be fair to 
both creditor and debtor and the fees of court officers so limited as to admit 
f economical administration. Such a law would be, I think, more advan 
tageous to all concerned than are the present inconsistent insolvent laws of 


the over vers much the advisability of enacting such a law at this time. 


2 e that if made a law _now the compulsory provisions would 
It soci nainerate creditors an undue advantage, and would result in driv 
ee many deserving debtors into seunreptcy, who, if not unduly crowded, 
would struggle through and finally avoid financial ruin, which result would 
certainly tend to further complicate the unfortunate financial! disturbances 
which are now troubling the business world. — 
These suggestions are, but first-blush impressions, and are not regarded by 
me as entitled to much weight, but I have no objection to reference being 


ae oe otfully, W. T. SPEAR. 


Hon. Wt. Fi cehington, D. C. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I do not so much 
object to a provision which has pols voluntary features, for a 
brief patted, to enable those who have been struggling during th¢ 
past few years of depression toget relief from their debts and start 
in life anew. But the involuntary features, especially, of this 
bill convince me that they would result in great hardship to every- 
body concerned. - 

Take the acts of bankruptcy under section 2 of the bill as pro- 


The first provision is this: If this person shall have— 

Concealed himself, departed, or remained away from his place of business, 
residence, or domicile with the intent to avoid the service of civil process 
and to defeat his creditors, and shal] not have returned at least forty-eight 
hours before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and before the rights of 
creditors shall have been impaired, altered, or interfered with. 

In the first place, he may get back in forty-eight hours, and they 
have forty-eight hours to put him in bankruptcy. Under the 
old law, if he returned before the petition was filed against him, 
you could not put him into bankruptcy for that. It seems to me 
this is an unnecessary and harsh provision, and ought not to 

revuil. 

. Mr. RAY. If the gentleman will permit me. 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. I think the gentleman misapprehends the meaning 
of the section. That is when he runs away to avoid service of 
process and to defraud his debtors, he may repent and return; 
and if he gets back within forty-eight hours before they file a 
petition, why, then, you can not put him in bankruptcy. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes; but if he comes back you 
have got forty-eight hours to put him in. 

Mr. RAY. Oh, no. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have carefully considered the 
matter, and that is the conclusion I have arrived at concerning it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will my friend allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yee, sir. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The gentleman has ken of the rapidity 
with which the old bankruptcy laws have been repealed. Have 
you examined to find out whether the ——_ objections to those 
aws were because of the harshness of the provisions, or did the 
objections lie to the principle of allowing the creditor to put his 


debtor into bankruptcy? 

Mr. WILLIAM A STONE. Well, I think allinfinenced some- 
what the many who opposed it; but so well as I could gather from 
all sources in regard to the re of these bills it was the general 
unpopularity of a eer w, especially an involuntary bank- 
Tuptcy. We have never a law of pure voluntary bankruptcy 


in this country. It is absolutely impossible to apply a uniform 
bankruptey law, voluntary or involuntary, in the various States 
under the various, different, conflicting laws of the States in ref- 
erence to debtor and creditor. 


the last bill was repealed by an overwhelming majority in the | 


Senate and House on the message of (jeneral Grant. 
COX. Will a allow me one question, though it may 
break into the line of your thought? 
. WILLIAM A.STONE. Yes. 
COX. Has your mind been directed to the matter and 
have you made an examination in the case of involuntary bank- 


Tuptcy to ascertain what rtion of the estate belonging to the 
bankrupt went to the tor and what proportion to the officers 


and officials connected with the bankruptcy proceedings? 
Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE, I have already stated that; but I 
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will state further that in the report filed by the minority of the 
Committee on the Judiciary in 1892 they reached a conclusion in 
reference to the per cent paid to creditors, and it averaged about 
15 per cent, 

Mr. COX. And the rest went to expenses. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, it appears that after the 
secured creditors and officers were paid—on an average about 
half, in insolvent proceedings, under that law, as this committee 
reports. It is easy to obtain this report, which is numbered 1674, 
second session Fifty-second Congress, part 2. This report shows 
that the creditor has received twice as much under the insolvent 
laws of the States as they do in an involuntary proceeding under 
the act of bankruptcy. 

Mr. COX. That is very satisfactory, with this little suggestion, 
if you please. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. COX. It is this: That in all involuntary bankruptcy pro- 
ceedings the creditors receive about 15 per cent. Now. it must 
have been that the rest of the estate was exhausted in expenses 
and in going through the court. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 
that there was an estate. 

Mr. COX. Now, I am speaking about the Federal courts. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I say you will find that in 
all cases of involuntary bankruptcy the insolvent debtor has his 
property pretty well put up as collateral. His secured creditors 
are not affected, and after the secured creditors are paid very lit 
tle remains for those that are unsecured. 

Mr. COX. That is the point I made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It resulted in no good except to 
marshals, lawyers, referees, and people who were interested in 
the bankruptcy proceedings and got the benefit of it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, turning again to this bankruptcy law, I 
will state, with all due respect to the committee who have reported 
this bill, for I know they have done the best they could, that they 
have reported as good a bankruptcy bill as they could, with the 
issistance of Judge Torrey, who has haunted the halls of Congress 
for the last fifteen years in an effort to secure a bill of this char- 
acter for the wholesale dealers of the large cities; and yet I think 
this bill is infinitely worse than the last bill passed, and which 
existed for eleven years, and which this country was so anxious 
to repeal; and I will try to prove what I say. 

Take the third act of bankruptcy: 








Well, the gentleman presumes 


Made a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his creditors 
and has not regained the ownership and possession of such } roperty bef« 
the rights of creditors have been altered, impaired, or changed by reason of 
such transfer and at least ten days before the commencement of a proceed 
ing in bankruptcy. 


re 
I 


He must have regained possession of his property at least ten 
days before the commencement of the proceedings in bankruptcy. 
I understand that to mean that he must have regained possession 
of his property and held it in his possession ten days before the 
beginning of the proceedings in bankruptcy, but if at any time 
before the period of ten days a petition is filed against him he may 
be thrown into bankruptcy. 

Mr. RAY. No. That is where the gentleman falls into error. 
The original Torrey bill provided that if a man disposed of his 
property in the way there mentioned at any time within four 
months thereafter, even though he had regained possession of it, 
he might be thrown into bankruptcy. The committee have 
amended that by providing that if a man disposes of his property 
for the purpose of defrauding his creditors and it can be shown in 
case a petition is filed against him that he has regained posses- 
sion of it at least ten days before the filing of the petition, then 
the petition must fail. So that even if a man has committed the 
acts mentioned and has repented and got his property back. he 
can not be thrown into bankruptcy if he can show that he got it 
back at least ten days before the commencement of the proceeding, 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Suppose he got it back nine days 
before. What then? 

Mr. RAY. Well, the committee had to make some limitation, 
and they made it ten days. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Butthe man goes into bankruptcy 
if he gets his property back nine days before the commencement 
of the proceedings, does he not? 

Mr. RAY. There had to be some limitation fixed. 
man knows that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, we will not quarrel about 
one day. The gentleman may be right about that. 

Now take the fifth act: 

Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property or suffered any of 
it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise for the purpose 
of giving a preference, and has not regained the ownership of such property 
or rel same from such levy before the rights of creditors shall have 


been altered, changed, or impaired by reason of such transfer, taking, or 
levy and at least ten days before the commencement of a proceeding in bank- 


The gentle- 


"Made : 
e, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property * * * for the 
purpose of giving a preference. 
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Here is a man who is insolvent and who wants to borrow a 
thousand dollars. He has 50sharesof Pennsylvania Railroad stock, 
which is worth $2,500 in the market, and he puts it up as collateral 
on which to borrow that money. He is insolvent, and he has 
made a transfer of this property, and therefore you may throw 
him into bankruptcy. 

Mr. MAHON. That is not transferring the property for the 
purpose of giving a preference; it is transferring it for the pur- 

of securing a loan. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Well, if you turn to the definition 
of ‘‘ preference” you will see that there will be considerable diffi- 
culty in determining just what it does and does not cover, as there 
is in all these bankruptcy laws. 

Mr. RAY. Asa lawyer, will you say on the floor of this House 
that if a man were to borrow $10,000 and put up his property to 
secure it, and eee that money into his business, the giving of that 
security would be a transfer of his property for the purpose of 
giving a preference within the meaning of this act? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I would say, as a lawyer, that it 
would not be. But I wish to call your attention to a fact which 

ou should remember as a lawyer, that in the early days of the 
nkruptcy law of 1867 our judges all construed it differently. 
a no mane er in —_ a : cae even 
t aman once in uptcy under involuntary - 
had, by virtue of that colteation, put a bar between him- 
and a discharge and could not get out at all; and it was not 
until the Supreme Court of the United States began to lay down 
the construction of that bankruptcy law that we had any uni- 
formity of rulings _—— the i . You will have the same 
experience under this bill if it mes alaw. You will have all 
kinds of decisions and constructions. You will have the judges 
of the district courts diff entirely with each other in their 
construction of the law. It would be far better to reenact the 
old bankruptcy law of 1867, with its modifications and with its 
constructions as determined on appeal to the higher courts, than 
to throw a new law before the ninety or the ninety-five judges of 
the district courts of the various districts in the United S 
who will do as they did with the former law, making all sorts of 
different constructions of the act and its provisions. I started 
out with the pro ion that this bill was worse than the act of 
1867, which gentlemen all admit was bad. If I remember cor- 
rectly, the gentleman from Iowa himself [Mr. HenpErRson], in his 
very able and learned discussion of this bill y, did not 
retend to justify the old bankrupt act of 1867, but argued that 
Pais bill was far better and more liberal in its provisions, 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman refers 
tome I want him torefer tome correctly. I pointed out omen 
the features of the old law that I complained of. The great diffi- 
culty with that law was that it was too expensive, and that is 
substantially the ground of objection to it set forth in the letters 
which the Tory has had read here. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I did not yield for a 

Mr. HENDERSON. Well, I want to correct you when you 

resent me. 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. You will have an opportunity to 
do that. If I misrepresent the gentleman I desire to be corrected, 
but I understood him to say that this bill was much more humane 
and better than the bankruptcy law of 1867. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Itis. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well; on that I take issue 
with the gentleman. 

Mr. DERSON. But there were many good things in the 
old law, although there were certain defects which I ited out. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Does not the gentleman t that on 
the whole the act of 1867 resulted in benefit to the commercial 
interests of the oe 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Idecidedly donot. I thinkit was 
a great injury and a curse to the commercial community. And 

t, so the President so Con- 


s0 the whole country though 
gress thought, and they repealed it when they got at 

Mr. WA N of Ohio. How many years was it in force? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Eleven — 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Were they then quick to repeal it? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. They were, as soon as they got to 
understand it; and they will repeal tuis law as soon as they come 
to understand it. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. How many persons took the benefit of 
the bankruptcy law of 1867 and were relieved, as they could not 
a” WILLIAM : STONE. A small 

r. WI A. ; very —_ of debt- 
ors or creditors really “te any benefit from that law. © t 
benefits of it were-realized by bankruptcy attorneys, by sters 
in bankruptcy, by assignees, etc., the various persons who held 
—_ = = law. 
: TSON of Ohio. That was the abuse of the law. 
‘Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well—— 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio, Such abuses are correoted by this bill, 
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amend it. 


that, I suggest. 


with questions all the while. " I think I can better succee|, | 

ever, in demonstrating the abuses of this proposed law t}, 

sree — have succeeded in attempting to demonst,. 
n 


court of 





APRIL 2! 





Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I claim that this bill, i¢ i¢ © 


become a law, will be capable of being abused in the say), ' 
and is liable to even worse abuse. —— 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Why not amend the bill go as ¢,, 


it good? 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I say it is an impossibility so ¢ 
Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman had better dey), 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I can not very well do i: 
Mr. HENDERSON. No; you can not. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STO If gentlemen are interrnp:in< ; 


» ne 
lOW- 
The 


ite its 


I claim that this bill is more objectionable than the 01d };) 


Take the composition which is authorized by creditors un jer the 
provisions of this bill: 7 


b An lets for the confirmation of a com tion may be filed in the 
kruptcy after, but not before, it has been accepted in writing jy 
in num of all creditors whose claims have been allowed, whi 


a i, } 
number must represent a majority in amount of such claims. — 


In other words, a composition may be ratified by a majority jn 


number and amount whose claims have been allowed at any tim. 


after the first meeting of creditors. Now, everybody knows tht 
in most of the States months must before all the creditors 
Beenie proceed aa peo ae rare 

t an ings may run along months. The pro- 
vision I have just read will enable the bankrupt to obtain : — 


ing of a majority of his creditors, and as soon as they have had a 
meeting enable him to present a petition for his discharge. 
and it will enable him to make a composition with those creditors 
who are merely a jority in number and in the value of their 


majori 
claims—although perhaps only one-third of the creditors have had 
their claims approved or allowed. Thus a bankrupt may be dis. 
herent —— the real majority of the creditors know that he is 


Mr. NO AY. This bill ides for notice. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. t how many times (lo these 
notices reach the creditors? 


Mr. NORTHWAY. They do not fail in one case out of a lun- 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me call attention to the old 


law. 
age the hammer fell.] 
r. BLUE. I ask unanimous consent that the time of the gen- 
tleman _ Pennsylvania be extended until he has completed his 
fir. HENDERSON. The time is under control of the gentle 
man on the other side . BRODERICK]. 
Mr. BRODERICK. w much time does the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania want? 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Twenty or twenty-five minutes. 
Mr. BRODERICK. I yield to the gentleman twenty minutes 

further. I would be glad to yield more time, but a number of 

gentlemen are yet to 

Mr. WILLIAM A. NE. Mr. Chairman, let us look at the 
former ascot law, which has been condemned by everybody; 
let us observe the provisions of that law, which all admit to have 
been a and to have been a failure in its results. Let us 
compare provision of that old law in reference to compos: 
tions with the provision I have just read from this |ill. The 
former law spevahet- 

od by a majority 

bled 


the 


And such resolution shall, to be operative, have been 
poslanegaiieris aaeertrarem ante te contr: 
at su or confirm t 
signatures thereto of the debtor aie in number and one-half 2 
vaiue of all the creditors of the debtor. 


That provision, it will be observed, applied whether the cred- 
itors proved their claims or not. Yet here you bring in a provr 
sion which allows a in number and value of the cred- 









itors whose claims have allowed to ratify a composition. I 
call oe to the fact that in nearly all = —_ where = 

that crupts were really of any great value there was Ui 
der old law a couprenaian. The estates which finally were 
sold paid generally only a very small and limited percentage 
the unsecured erulibese I su whether it is fuir to allow4 


his debts until he has obtained the con- 
sent of at least a majority in number and value of all his crsto™, 
re: ess of whether they have proved their claims or 10". 
. NORTHWAY. This bill, then, is in favor of the debtor 
“s Be . . . . 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, This particular provision 


Mr. NORTHWAY. That is the it t to be. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But both to voluntary 
involuntary bankruptcy, and it will enable a man to flea 


, 
| 











titionin bankruptcy and obtain a compromise with his creditors 
without uiring the consent of a majority of 

Mr. NORTHWAY. He can not do so without the concurrence 
= WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, the court—the concurrence 
of the court—this simply seems to allow latitude for correction 

Mr. HENDERSON. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Certainly. i 

Mr. HENDERSON. This concurrence of the majority of the 
parties in interest is simply essential to carry out the provision, 
and the result is only dismissal, not discharge. If the gentleman 
will study the section he will see—— “Hin 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I have studied it, and my 
only criticism on the gentleman’s speech on yesterday was that 
he had not studied the bill very carefully himself. Let me call 
his attention to it: tas 

Sure 19 4 § t.—a 6 judage - DOT e )- 
gintion By many sg ale ho ome time within six months otters 
composition Tas been confirmed, set the same aside and reinstate the case if 
it shall be made to appear upon a trial that fraud was practiced in the pro 
curing of such composition, and that the knowledge thereof has come to the 
petitioners since the confirmation of such composition. 

Evidently only for “fraud,” where fraud is established, can the 
judge set aside the composition between the parties. Now, let us 
see what the old law does. Let us compare that with the pro- 
vision of law formerly enforced: 

‘ the court, on notice, satisfactory evidence, 
a een ae this —— can not, in aoe of 
difficulties, or for any sufficient cause. proceed without injustice or 
undue delay to the creditors or to the debtor, a court may refuse to accept 
and confirm such composition, or may set the same aside; and in either case 
the debtor shall ‘be proceeded with as a bankrupt in. conformity with the 
rovisions of * and proqeosings may be had accordingly; and the time 
uring which suc oa shall have been in force shall not, in such 
case, be computed in calculating period of time prescribed by said act. 

In this case the court is limited to cases of actual fraud, while 
under the old law the court.could do it in any case that presented 
itself to his judgment and discretion. 

Mr. RAY. Let. mesuggest to the gentleman in that connection 
this point: That was one of the greatest objections to the old law, 
because certain creditors. could come in with objection to the com- 
position, have it set-aside, and thus keep the estate in court for an 
unlimited time and dissipate it altogether in fees, etc., wasting 
the entire assets in that manner. That is the object of this pro- 
vision, to compel a confirmation of the composition when the 
creditors have. , and so end the matter. 

Mr. W A. STONE. There is not thrown about the 
provision in this bill ‘the restriction and safeguard that the unse- 
cured creditor a to have. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Do you oppose voluntary bankruptcy? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. O. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You have got to have compositions in that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Notatall. It isat theinstanceof 
the bankrupt, not the creditor party. Composition is for the ben- 
efit of the man who-has property and can not meet his obligations 
and desires to his debts as far as he is able to pay them 

Mr. NORT AY. And to help the creditor to get more out 
of the estate of the bankrupt. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. But, Mr. Chairman, I must hurry 
on. What does the bill provide in reference to the discharge 
when granted? It may be granted, unless several things are done. 
Let me call your attention to the third provision. Unless the 
party has— 








(3) Ccaineieneneetr npon credit which has not been paid for or restored 
at the time the petition is tiled against him upon a materially false statement 
in writing, made by him toany person for the purpose of obtaining credit or 
of being communicated to the trade or to the person from whom he obtained 
such property on credit. 


Under that provision the person making a statement to R. G. 
Dun & Co. or to Bradstreet’s contrary to the provisions of this law 
would fail in ébtaining his discharge. 

Mr. RAY. And so he ought. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Not at all. 

Mr. RAY. Why, if I make as a merchant beginning business 
& statement of facts, communicating the same to the trade, and 
get the property or goods and do not discharge the obligation or 


‘eunen goods, oom I to be discharged from the obligation of 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, after the creditors have got 
all there is of the man’s estate I‘am geen to any policy that 
= the bankrupt ever afterwards in bankruptcy. 
th & man honestly gives up all the property remaining to him in 

© payment of his indebtedness he is entitled to his discharge; 
and yet under et leer he may make materially a false state- 
hens he a statement materially false in reference to 

estimated value of his property orestate. Manymen when they 
= 6 in business not hesitate to tell a rosy story to 

. G. Dun & Co, or to Bradstreet’s, not with a view to obtain prop- 
erty under false pretenses or for the purpose of defrauding their 
creditors, but simply for the purpose giving themselves a reason- 
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all his creditors. | 
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ably good standing in the community, and ye 


d yet where no wr 
no injustice, has arisen from such a statement under this provis! 
you make that a block to the discharge of the party, although 
he has given up all of his property in bankruptcy. 

lhe fifth obstacle to the discharge is 

5) With fraudulent intent and in cont pla v.d I “al 
or neglected to keen books of account or records from v 1 his t s condi 
tion might be ascertained. 

Well, now, in the olden days, when the bat Ww was 
first launched on the country, the intent wa i to 
accompany the act, and if he was found guilt i 
tious books, or of not keeping any books at all, the int was p 
sumed; and I say under this bill it will be year fore we g 
liberal and humane construction. I do not like t! lea of 
holding a discharge from a man simply because he has neg! 1 
to keep books of aceount. There are many men who into 
bankruptcy who keep no books at all. Some of the best men in 
this country do not keep books. Their habits are not of that 
methodical character that they can doit; and while I will admit 
that that has been in all the bankruptcy laws, and was in the old 


bankruptcy law, yet I do not think it is a very wise o1 
vision. 

Now, coming back to this old bankruptcy law, if you will per- 
mit me, [am willing to adinit thatif you put men into bar 


proper pro- 


nkruptcy 
for the acts stated and stipulated in this bill—and they hay en 
in all the bills known as the Torrey bills—I am willing to admit 
that this bill is as well and humanely drawn and perhaps better 
than any of the previous Torrey bills that have been brought in 


here; but still I do not believe that it is wise to make any bank- 
ruptcy law at this time having an involuntary fi 


ature. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Before the gentleman starts on that 
point, I would inquire if he has taken up the question of the effect 
at this particular time of a bankruptcy bill being passed by Con- 
gress? I was not present when the gentleman began his speech. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman mean a voluntary bill, or 


an involuntary bill? 

Mr. ALLEN ot Utah. Involuntary. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I donot know that I have alluded 
especially to the effect at this particular time, but I can se: 
occasion to pass an involuntary bankruptcy law at this parti 
time at all. 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is great danger in it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There is more danger in it than if 
the country was in a prosperous condition. 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Upon that point I would call the atten- 


no 


ular 


tion of the gentleman to the fact that the failures in the first three 
months of 1896 have exceeded in number those of 1895, 1894, and 


1893 by 18, 11, and 47 per cent, respectively, and in amount by 30, 
27, and 60 per cent, respectively. Now, the question that I wish to 
ask is, under such conditions, would it not be very apt to bring a 
tide of bankruptcy upon the country which would carry every- 
thing before it? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, I certainly think so, and I 
stated when I began my remarks that it would put honest debtors 


into. competition with the auctioneer all over the country 
Mr. HENDERSON. Do I understand you to mean that you 
want a physician when you are well, and no physician when you 


are sick? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is, do you want a ban! 
when there are no bankrupts? 

Mr. WILLIAMA.STONE. Well, we do not wanta hair d 
even when we are sick, or a doctor who will give 
will do us no good. 


Mr. HENDERSON. 


ruptey law 


‘tor. 


us medicine that 


You do not want a doctor at all 


lL, excent 
when you are entirely well. That seems to be the theory of your 
speech. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I want a doctor who will do me 
some good, and not one who will create a panic in the family and 
make me think I have got the smallpox when there is nothing 


serious the matter with me. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. That is, youdonoty 
when there are any bankrupts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. This is a question whether the doctor f 
one, not whether we want one. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. A man would not be « 
much prudence if he employed every man who came aloi 
tending to be a doctor simply because he was sic 

Now, Mr. Chairman, referring to this bill again, it provides that 
any man who owes debts may go into bankruptcy. You will ob- 
serve that it is peculiar in respect to the people who are privileged 
in this regard. Any person who owes debts, except a corporation, 


rant a bankrup 


ing 
ng 


, pre- 


shall be entitled to the benefits of this act as a voluntary bankrupt. 

Any person owing debts to the amount of $3800 or over, if 
adjudged an involuntary bankrupt upon an impartial trial, shall 
be subject to the provisions of this act, except a national bank or 
a person engaged chiefly in farming, or the tillage of the soil, or a 
wage earner, 
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’ 

One great objection to the bankruptcy law before was the ob- | with him all the time to keep him out of court as a bankrupt.a),4 

jection raised by the farmers. This bill carefully takes them out | if once he gets in it will require the best lawyer in the neig}}\,; 

of the category of bankruptcy. They may voluntarily go into | hood to get him out. [Laughter.]} 

bankruptcy, but they can not be put into bankruptcy. Many Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman allow me to make a sy. 

merchants all over the country own farms as well as stores, and | tion? 

it is difficult sometimes to determine whether they are chiefly en- Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

gaged in farming or chiefly engaged in keeping store. They are Mr. MAHON. Under the lawof 1867, if the bankrupt hai, m- 

exempt if they own a farm, while they may voluntarily go into | plied with the statute he was entitled as a matter of right. \, ith. 

eater. t differs from the old law in reference to cvcrpora- | out consulting his creditors, to his discharge. , 

tions. Under the old law any person residing within the jurisdic- The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex)ir, (|. 

tion of the United States and owing debts exceeding in a’nount Mr. TAWNEY. I ask that the gentleman may be allowe) tine 

$300 _ voluntarily become a bankrupt. There is no limit on | to conclude his remarks. 

this at all. Mr. BRODERICK. I would like to know what time the ve) tj¢. 
If he owes anything he can go into bankruptcy. Perhaps this | man desires. There are several gentlemen who want to s). 

bill is not so objectionable as to the voluntary proceedings. It is Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. 1 can finish in ten minute,. 


rag. 


ik, 


the involuntary proceedings which are chiefly objectionable. Mr. BRODERICK. I will yield ten minutes more to the ooy:Jo. 
Under this bill a person may be put into bankruptcy by one of | man. : 
three creditors. It is not necessary to have a majorityin number| Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, as to exemptions, in that 
or in value to petition to put him into bankruptcy. Under the | respect the old law was much more liberal than this bill. Updor 


old law it required at least five petitioners, and any petitioner | the old law a bankrupt first had an exemption of $500, and they 
whose debt did not amount to $250 could not petition. Under | he had all the exemption allowed by the State. Under this \)jj] 


this bill one man alone may put another into bankruptcy if the | he has only the exemption allowed by the State. I can see 10 ma- 
creditors do not exceed twelve, and three can do it where they do | terial difference between the real purpose of this bill and the old 
exceed twelve, though their debts may not exceed in amountover | law. The chief difference is that in this bill they call the exis. 
$500. ters ‘‘referees” and the assignees ‘‘ trustees.” The same general 
Now, as to another provision of this bill. I understand that | purpose runs through both the old law and this bill, and tht pur. 
when a man goes into bankruptcy under this bill he has the right | pose is to enable the creditor to collect his debt, to enable jim to 
of jury trial as to the various acts of bankruptcy charged against Soone the debtor into bankruptcy in all instances for acts com- 
him; but when he comes to his discharge, the right of trial by | mitted, and I challenge a comparison of the acts of bankruptcy 
jury is taken away from him. The judge alone decides the ques- | enumerated in this bill with those enumerated in the old law, and 
tion of fact. Anybody may file specifications against his dis- | assert that in my judgment the old law is quite as liberal in that 
—. under the bill proposed, and the question may go to a —— as this is. 
trial before the judge. Every one of those specifications of objec- nder the old law every act for which exceptions to the dis. 
tion to the discharge of the bankrupt must necessarily be ques- | charge of a bankrupt could be filed was subject to a trial |\y jury, 
tions of fact and not questions of law; anc yet they are submitted | but in this bill it is not so. The only instance where the creditors 


to the judge and not toa jury, I do not see any good reason why | really have any action upon the bankrupts estate under this bill 
aman who has been forced into bankruptcy, who has had his | is in determining the question of composition, and that, I ay. is to 


estate divided up among his creditors, and who applies for his dis- | the interest of the bankrupt, by enabling him to take advintive 
charge, should not have the facts involved in the issue tried before | of the situation and obtain a composition, when perhaps the 
a jury as well as before the judge, and it would be much better. | majority of his creditors are op to it. The original law of 
In other words, the bill takes away the right of trial by jury from | 1867 enumerated among the acts of bankruptcy the making of an 


those applying for discharge from bankruptcy. _ ; assignment under the laws of the State—a perfectly legitimate 
The old law gave the bankrupt the right of trial by jury. He | transaction; but in 1874 Congress struck out that provision from 


was entitled to it, and under the old law he could obtain his dis- | the law and allowed a man to make an assignment under the laws 
charge on the petition of a certain number and proportion of his | of his State; yet this bill, brought in here when we are supposod 
creditors in value and amount. Under this law he can not ob-| to have profited by our experience under the old law, provides 


tain a discharge unless the judge who passes on the case decides | that a man who makes an assignment under the laws of his State 
that he has not committed the acts of bankruptcy complained of. | commits an act of bankruptcy. 
In many instances when you compare the acts of eer and| Now, Mr. Chairman, [ oe no objection to a voluntary bank- 
the grounds for asking for a discharge as set forth in the bill you | ruptcy provision, and I do not think the country would have 
will find that they are closely allied, and that the man is adjudi- | much tien to a voluntary provision for a limited perio: to 
cated a bankrupt by the judge who afterwards tries the issue | allow people who have been unfortunate to surrender their prop- 
raised on his a a? for nantes. erty and discharged from their debts. But an involuntary 
Mr. NORT AY. He can not discharge him unless he is a} bankruptcy law wil! make confusion, will interrupt the ch innels 
a of trade, and will benefit nobody who really ought to be benetited 
Mr. RAY. That grows out of the fact that we have carefully | under such a law. 
limited the cases in which a man can be forced into bankruptcy I reserve the balance of my time. 
to those where he has committed actual fraud. There are only Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, how much of the last ten 
three exceptions to that rule; and of courseif a manis forced into | minutes allowed to the gentleman from Pennsylvania |us he 
bankruptcy because he has committed an actual fraud upon his | consumed? 
creditors he ought not to be discharged from his debt. The CHAIRMAN. There are five minutes remaining. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let us see what you call this Mr. BAILEY. I yield twenty-five minutes to the gentleman 
“actual fraud.” Actual fraud in one case is suffering a judgment | from Nevada. 
to be at win. Mr. NEWLANDS addressed th ites. See Appendix] 
Mr. NORTHWAY. With the intent to prefer. (Mr. © committee. Appendix. 
Mr. RAY. And with the intent to defraud. With three ex-| Mr, HENDERSON (to Mr. BatLey). Are you ready now to 
ceptions there is not a case of involuntary bankruptcy laid down | occupy further time? 
in the bill where, under the State laws, you could not sue out an Mr. BAILEY. No. There are oneor two other gentlemen who 
attachment and attach the property of the debtor. desire to be heard, but not just now. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You say here, ‘‘ With intent to Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. , how much time was con- 
defeat his creditors.” sumed by the gentleman from Nevada? 
Mr. RAY. ‘ Defeat” includes fraud. The cH AIRMAN, three minutes. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. It includes so many other things. Mr. HENDERSON. [yield now to the gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. RAY. _ It is all fraud. [Mr. ConNOLLY] as much time as he desires. , 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. ‘“ With intent to defeat his cred- Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Nevada 
rs.” oa NEWLANDS], who has just taken his seat, suggested that te 
Mr. RAY. Now turn back to the definition of ‘‘ defeat.” ew England States and Bastern States were the sole bene- 
Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. I will read it: ficiaries of our tariff laws. I want to protest against that doc 
Defeat shall include defraud or delay, evade, hinder, and impede with | trine, because the State of Illinois, in which I live, great  !! is 


intent to defraud. as an agricultural State, is greater by multiplied millions“! di ile 
Now, I say that in all the constructions placed upon these old | lars in the value of its manufac products. While Hine es 

bankruptcy leon by distinguished judges this intent is runni a great —.. State, yet under the beneficent oper" a. 

along inthe same line. If a man suffers a judgment to be entered | the tariff laws of this country for the past thirty years }'= '™ 


against him or borrows money on a judgment note, if he gives a| ness as an agricultural State has been dwarfed by the gratu' 

judgment note with intent to defraud or with intent to delay, | which she has acquired asa manufacturing State, | gs 

e , hinder, or impede with intent to defraud, he comes under The gentleman from Nevada advises us that * gifted « in 
act, He will require to have a pretty smart lawyer along! in the coming campaign will succeed in convincing the pol 
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that their salvation depends upon the adoption of the 
ba a imited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16to1. Mr. | 
Chairman, three ago the tongues of gi orators convinced | 
the people of this 7 that their only salvation lay in the 
adoption of the policy of free trade. They carried the people off | 
to the top of a high mountain, like a compeer of theirs of old, and 
showed them all the world and said, ‘‘ Bow down and worship us 
and our free-trade doctrine and we will give you this land flowing 
with milk and honey,” and the people bowed down, and they have 
stayed bowed down ever since. [Laughter. } 

Mr. TALBERT. Has not the gentleman made a mistake? 
speaks as if the devil belonged to the Democratic party. 
he was a member of the Republican party. _ 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Many people rather think the Democratic 
party belongs to him. (Laughter. ] 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, I just thought there was some ‘ belong- 
ing” somewhere. : 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, sir, if the people are not content where 
they have been led by the tongues of “‘ gifted orators” three years 
ago, let them follow the gentleman from Nevada and his “ gifted 
orators” into another quagmire, and then, I think, after a year or 
two of experience in floundering there, there will be no trouble in 
passing = bankraptey law in this House by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. Chairman, I apprehend that the discussion of this bill 
should turn upon its merits or demerits, without regard to these 
other questions that ‘gifted orators” desire to discuss so much. 
There was once a time in this country when there was no law for 
the protection of property or the collection of debts. The only 
law then was— 

That they should take who have the power, 
And they should keep who can. 

But with the advancement of civilization, with the accumula- 
tion of property, it became necessary that there should be laws | 
enacted for the preservation of that property. And when we be- 
came far enough civilized to credit each other, to accept each 
other’s promises for the payment of money, then it soon became 
evident that laws were necessary for the enforcement of those 

romises. Hence there grew up with advancing civilization laws 

or the collection of debts, and as civilization continued to ad- 
vance those laws é@ more and more severe, until to-day the | 
laws on the statute books of all the States for the collection of 
debts are as severe, as inquisitorial], as harsh, as it is possible for 


He | 
Ithought 





human ingenuity to make them in the interest of the creditor | 


class. 

Gentlemen have 7 
bankruptcy bill, as a harsh measure. 
all others to reflect upon this question, Is any bankrupt law that 
ever was enacted in this or any other country as harsh upon the 
debtor as the laws that you have on the statute books of every | 
one of your States to-day? Why, sir, there is not a State in the 
Union to-day but has laws under which the poor and honest 
debtor, the man who has been honest from the beginning of his 
business career, until the moment that his creditors fall upon 
him like harpies, may have stripped from him every cent of | 
ee ae cent’s worth of property he has, except what may | 
have been allowed him by the humane exemption laws that have | 


been found n ; because, gentlemen, there never was an | 
exemption law by the consent of the creditor class. The | 
creditor, like Shylock, Tendo every time what is ‘‘nominated | 
in the bond.” He wants ‘‘the pound of flesh”; and it was only | 


the hearts of the legislators of the several States so far as to make | 
them say, ‘* It will not do to permit creditors to thus impoverish 
debtors, to turn them out upon the world penniless, and, in addi- | 
tion, hold hovering over them for the rest of their lives the re- | 
mainder of the debt that has not been paid.” 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. Stone], a good 
lawyer, has argued against the involuntary features of a bank- | 
rupt law or against any bankrupt law at all. He has said that | 
ee such measures is to prevent any man who may 
embark in iness from taking all the risks and chances of mis- | 
fortune in that business, because of the inability which he may | 
imeur to pay his debt. If that is so, then how is the young man 
encouraged to embark in business with the certain knowledge that 
if by misfortune of any kind that business fails and his debts ac- 
cumulate on him so that he can not 
come in and sw 
exemption laws 


because of the legis of the creditor that humanity entered into | 


y, his creditors may then 
away everything that he has except what the 
ow him—take it all and divide it among them- 


business? 

There is where the enterprising man stands to-day if he has been 
80 unfortunate as to ae hopelessly involved indebt. He is at | 
the ae of attachments, writs of ne exeat, injunctions, execu- 
tions, the debt-collecting machinery that creditors for cen- 
turies have able to devise. All those rusty implements of 


selves, turning him out penniless upon the world, with still a load | 
of debt g like a cloud over him, to pene his energies, | 
destroy his hope, and absolutely deny him the ability to resume | 
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the law are now treasured up in the statutes of every one of your 


States to harass and worry the life out of the unfortunate debtor; 
and when they have exhausted their power the debtor is turned 
out with what? With nothing left, and with that load of debt 
bearing him down and preventing him from getting one penny of 
credit anywhere else. : 
What is the difference between a bankruptcy law and your ordi- 
nary laws for the collection of debts? Your ordinary laws allow 
the creditor to take all that a man has, and, having absorbed that, 
to leave him with the balance of the debt unpaid, liable to have 
every penny that he may make during the rest of his life seized 
and applied to those old debts, with the interest that keeps at 
work accumulating while creditor and debtor alike are asleep. 
Under the debtor and creditor laws of your various States—with- 
out any bankrupt law—it is possible for a man to labor his whole 
life long and have the result of his life gathered up by a few rapa- 
cious creditors who in his early days encouraged him to embark 


| in business by extending credit to him in a business that they 
| should have known better than he could not be made a success. 


Much is said about a bankruptcy law, as though it were some- 
thing so entirely different from every other law for the collection 


| of debts that it is a dangerous thing for any people to handle. 


Mr. Chairman, the distinguishing feature of the bankruptcy law 
from all other laws for the relief of the debtor is that it is forged 
with a degree of humanity, with a degree of consideration for the 
debtor that no other law ever was forged with. It provides that 
you can do under the bankrupt Jaw just what you would do under 
any law on the State statute books; butit goesa great deal further 
than that in the spirit of humanity, in the spirit of consideration 
for the ineffectual efforts of a man who tries to pay his debts; for 
the poor debtor, to whom it says, ‘‘ Here you have given honestly 
all that you have for the purpose of paying your debts; you have 
turned it all over; we will not hold you in perpetual bondage for 
the rest of the debt; we will provide by this humane law that 
when you have honestly given al! that you have, when you turn 
it all over, that debt shall no longer remain a cloud on the sky of 
your life, forever darkening it, but you shall step out of the bank- 
rupt court a free man to engage again in the struggle of life.” 
And, as you all know, you can not do that now under the laws as 
they siand © 1 the statute books of our States. 

You all w thatis true. You all know that there are debtors 
in yourco .y and in your district in that precise condition to- 
day, men who can not absolve themselves from their obligation 
of indebtedness, although they may surrender all of their property. 


not 


I ask those gentlemen and | enough to satisfy all of them—and the remainder of their debt 


rests upon them, and the obligation still remains to payit. They 
dare not accumulate property, dare not bend their knowledge and 
energies to the accumulation of a new estate, because they know 
if they do it will be swept from them by their creditors who have 
been watching them from the banks of the stream that these men 
must labor in. 

My friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. WiLuiam A. STONE], who 
speaks of the harshness of the bankrupt law, should not forget the 
harshness of the Pennsylvania statute for the collection of debts 
as harsh as any statute I have ever known. It lets them take all 
the creditor has, my friend Stone, though he has a very small ex- 
emption, then kicks him out and compels him to live forever in a 
cloud of debt which he can not remove. And yet you object now 
that we shall not enact a law saying to that man, when he has 
given all that he had and honestly to his creditors, instead of re- 


| lieving him of the burden of this remaining debt, you say, ‘* Step 


out of the court in Pennsylvania, but you are not yet a free man; 
your debt is not discharged.” We say step out of that court in 
future with a discharged debt, with a new lease of business life 
giventoyou. Youcan stand in the business community with your 
fellow-men and begin anew. But he does not want that; he does 
not want the debt to be absolved; he wants us to play the part of 
Shylock with the debtor. Isayno. Isay itis humane; I say it is 
in accordance with the spirit of the age in which we live, which 
has been for centuries tempering the wind to the poor debtor; that 


| has been extending exemption in all of the States—in some more 


than in others—toward making a settlement of these matters and 
granting an exemption to the honest man, so that he may havea 
possibility of living again in the future. 

So, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen who talk of involuntary bank- 


| ruptcy and tell us that it is supposed to be in the interest of the 


creditor class alone will not be able to convince their hearers of 
the justice of that position. On the contrary, they are seriously 
mistaken. The creditor class have it in their own hands now to 
hold and oppress the debtor. With a bankrupt law they can not 
oppress the honest debtor, and I want to fix the machinery so that 
this inquisitorial power shall not remain longer in the hands of 
the people who have power to bear down and crush the business 


| life out of those who have no property and can not have with their 


best efforts. 
So, Mr. Chairman, I think with reference to all of the features 
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of this taw, if it is pr ly appreciated and properly understood, 
the debtor class are the ones who reap the richest of ‘benefits 
under it. Gentlemen tell us the sgme benefits might be reached 
under an involuntary — law. Thatistrue; they may be. 
A proud-spirited man, struggling under adverse circumstances in 
his business, keeps the star of hope in the sky above him as his 
guide; and no matter how dark the financial clouds around him 
may be, if he is honest he looks to that star just as an escap- 
ing slave once looked to the North Star for relief, and believes 
that by a proper struggle he may escape the disastrous results 
which seem to be threatening him in his business affairs. You 
gay here, ‘‘ You may release yourself by going to the bankrapt 
court and ask tc be discharged from the indebtedness.” ‘I don’t 


“want to do that; I don’t want to allow that,” the proud-spirited 


man says, “I don’t want it. I don’t want to back out and admit 
my defeat. I want to keep going, no matter what the struggle 
may be, if I can possibly do se.” 
ow, I say, give himachance. Let him struggle on, not under 
the same adverse conditions. I am willing that he be given a 
chance, that he shall be relieved from his obligation. But'the 
friends of the exclusively voluntary bankrupt laws say, ‘‘ Oh, no; 
that will not do. You must pay in full or else you must-acknowl- 
your defeat, plead guilty, gointoa voluntary court, and have 
j ent upon your estate.” The honest man does not 
want to do that, and I do not want to see any law the 
United States Congress that will make that a condition, and the 
only condition, that will relieve the honest man from debts he 


can not pay. 
The involuntary law isn to onable the creditors of a dis- 
‘honest and fraudulent debtor to compel him to do as an honest 


debtor voluntarily does. So long as a man’s creditors have confi- 
dence in him, they will not apply theinvoluntary bankruptcy law 
to him. They, too, will hope, if his hope and cow be strong. 
They will hope that he may succeed, and they will lend him a 
helping hand. But those who want a voluntary bankruptcy law 
alone say that man must get upon his knees, crawl into a bank- 
7 court, and beg to be dise from debts that he knows 
to onest debts, and if you will let him alone hewill'pay them. 
This bill proposes to give both remedies. It to put the 
machinery into the hands of the creditor. It takes out of the 
hands of the creditor the cruel and inquisitorial power that the 
State laws give to the creditor and puts into his hand weapons to 
enforce the payment of his claims:so far as the debtor’s property 
will go. But there the laws in and says, as was said in Shy- 
lock’s case, ‘‘ Not one drop of blood. Take your pound of flesh; 
take your pro rata share of his estate, but nothing further.” 
There are no chains to bind him and ‘hold him down, You must 
let him up when you have got all he has, 

These two features are here. They are humane. 
stance, the State law of Pennsylvania. Thegentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. WiLLiam A. Stone] complained of the causes for 
which a man may be placed in bankruptcy. Does the gentleman 
remember the causes under the Pennsylvania statute which au- 
thorize an attachment, a summary writ, to be issued merely upon 
the affidavit of one creditor, who may step in and in thirty min- 
utes take hold of all the property a debtor in his store, tie it 
up absolutely, shut up the factory or the store, stop the business, 
turn all the men out of employment, and sell the property? That 
may be done by attachment in Pennsylvania, in New York, and 
probably in all the other States. Let me compare the provisions 
of this law, which justify the placing of q man in — 
voluntarily, and the provisions of the attachment law of the State 
of Illinois, which is about on a par with ‘those of the other States. 

Now, mark you, Judge DaNTBLs, you owe me a thousand dollars; 
Iam yourcreditor. Yowhave donesome one of these yes tna a 
in this attachment act. Without your knowledge—without the 
knowledge of anyone—I privately go to my lawyer. He-writes out 
an affidavit. Nobody knows of it but himself and myself. That 
affidavit is taken to the clerk’s office of the circuit court and pri- 
vately filed. In ten minutes a writ is issued and in the hands of 
the riff. He goes to your store, your shop, your factory, or 
whatever it is, and says, ‘‘ Judge DaNIEts, I have an attachment 
to levy on — stock of goods.” That is all the property you 
have, probably. Very good; there is nothing to be done but to 
submit. The door of the store is closed and a notice is put up on 
the outside, ‘‘This stock of goods is in the hands of the sheriff.” 
The proceeding is had. You owe the debt; you can not deny that. 
A judgment is rendered; an order is made to sell your stock of 
goods; and that stock of must sell upon my attachment, 
and must be sold, as my friend from Pennsylvania | Mr. WILLIAM 
A. Srone] says, by an auctioneer. He thinks the auctioneer 
of this bankruptcy law is something fearful, and yet every public 
sale in his State is 7 law condu by an auctioneer. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Under the laws of Illinois you have to give 
bond for all damages, do you not? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, yes; any individual creditor*must do 


Take, for ‘in- | la 


Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hi)» 


question? 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Certainly. 


y 
Mr. TAWNEY. If you consider the State laws which | 
been enacted for the ‘benefit of the creditor sufficient to pr..; 
his rights and interests, what is the necessity of a nationa| |; 


ruptcy law that will give him an additional right against « d«) 


which may be used as an engine of o 
laws which you compla’ 
OLLY. 


Mr. CONN 
right. 


in of are u 


ression, just as these 


This does not give the creditor an aiddi: 
This involuntary bankrupt law takes away from the 


itor the right to oppress the debtor which he now has. 


Mr. TA 


EY. What right does it take away from him’ 


Mr. CONNOLLY. It takes away the right to hold the r<j))). 
of his unpaid judgment as a threat and a club over the debt. 4) 
the rest of his life. 


Mr. TAWNEY. But, as far as his rights under the Stat. | 


are concerned, he is not deprived of any of those rights. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, ‘he is; and I will ‘show you jv, 


Under this attachment law a ‘man’s property is attached, })):: 
and sold. It pays 50 per cent of the amount of the judi); 
per cent remains there as-an unsatisfied jude), 


The other 50 


and will remain ‘there as long as debtor and ‘creditor liv. 
that debtor acquires any p 


ra roperty 
another writ issues and that property is levied on. 
under your State law. 


state of thi 


Mr. TA EY. One moment. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, under this bankruptcy law, after the 


creditor has got his portion of the debtor's 
out the debt, and he ean not hold the remai 


club over him 


any longer. 


roperty, that 


Mr. TAWNEY. That isa benefit to the debtor. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. That is:a benefit'to the debtor. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Would not the same benefit be given t> 


debtor under a voluntary law as under an involuntary law’ 


Mr. CONN 


OLLY, Yes, sir. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Then what-is the necessity for this? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Then you didnot listen towhat I sail. 
voluntary law alone you compel an -honést man to humiliate himn- 
self by deliberately going into court: and asking a discharge froin 
his honest debts; and: honest men do-not want to do that. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. ‘Will the gentleman allow me to »«‘ 


him a 
Mr. 


necessary. 


nestion? 
ONNOLLY. 
Mr. MILLER of Kansas. 


Certainly. 


nder the attachment laws it 
An attachment can be had on making certain allev:- 
tions of fraud. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Undoubtedly; like those in the bankruptcy 
Ww 


Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Like those under the bankruptcy jiw. 


er of his claim ; 


iw 


ip, 


th 
tie 


afterwards by his indn- a. 
That is 


03 


a 


the 


By 


is nv 


it 


Under this bankruptcy law, if these ‘same allegations are mo, 
the man is thrown into bankruptcy and has to be discharg«! frou 


these claims in the same way’as in an attachment proceed ii. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, yes. 


Mr. MILLER of Kansas. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. ‘You 


the proper time. 
Now, here, for instance, 'is a series of causes for which att.) 
ment may issue in the State of Ilinois;and itis not singular froin 


other States. 


That in any cotirt of record hai 
ee 


of having Soe removed from this State 
Fourth. ere 


tagainst the 
when the 


Isay when you examine—— _ 
a question; you can argue it al 


ti 


him. 
the debtor has departed from this State with the intent.” 


the debtor is about to 
) removed 


tention of ha his effects 
Fifth. 


the 


‘so 
Seventh 
affidavi 


irt from this State wil! 
‘Where is about to oeenpertyt this State t 
a remove rom this Stat 

er cier cation 7 . 


the debtor has, within two years preced 
nay or assigned his effects, or 4! 


affidavit fraudulently conveyed 
thereof, ay ty he nr his creditors. 


i thei 


seding the filing o t! 


competent jurisdiction a creditor may 
of his debtor, or that of any one or 
ness exceeds $20, in any one of t 


cases: 
t. the debtor is not a resident of this State. 

5 conceals himself or stands in defiance of en of! 
pon 


debtor has, within two years prior to the filing of 5 h 
lently concealed or disposed of his property so ast) 00! 


otherwise dispose of his property 


creditors, 


: the 
fraudu 
or dela creditors. 
Eigh the debtor ‘is about fraudulently to conceal. - 
or effects 


80 as to hinder or de 


Ninth. Where the debt sued for was fraudulently contracted on *' 
Provided, The statements 


of the debtor: 
which consti 
nature attached 


Now, in order to obtain that attachment in my State—2"! 


will find that 


of thedebtor, hs agent or « 
wo ph tire a shall have been reduced to writing anc ° 


by himself, agent or attorney. 


substantially in 


files his affidavit, alleging his belief that some one of thes" 
writs of ‘attachment issue that w- 


is true. 


cous 


worth of: 
just-as 


that a debtor has, gnd th: 
y by’an officer under that wv" - as 


vou 


allthe States—the creditor 6): 


it 


I)- 
' 


‘ 
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the trustee holds the property of a bankrupt under this bank- | that I have read sucha lawas that, under the p 


process of the court, 
ruptcy law. a debtor may be brought into court, may be ord d to deliv p 
Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow me another | his property to his creditors, and may be imprisoned until he has 
question? a ; complied with the order of the court 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir; if itis only a question. |, Mr. CONNOLLY. Undoubtedly, there were some old decisions 
Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Is it not true that ‘Ander this bill, by | to that effect before our new constitutior 
an affidavit attached to a petition, you may throwa man into| Mr. BAILEY. Then I am right in m n 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Not since our constitu 
is twenty-six years old. There used to bx 
in all the States. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; and I am sorry to say that Il! 
of the last to abolish it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. One by one they have all abolished it 
as the policy has been to abolish all these harsh laws mad 
interest of creditors. As I said a while ago, this legis! 


kruptcy? 7 
tr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. And another question. Is there any 
protection to a debtor provided he is not adjudged a bankrupt 
and seeks to recover for the injury done him? : ae #, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir; he will find his relief, if fraudu- 
lently charged with bankruptcy, for all damages under the com- 
mon law. 


Li bitin lor dept 


just 


a 


4 faL1LO! 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Is thers any bond given in this case? | debt collecting commenced in the interests of the creditors, and it 

Mr. CONNOLLY. A bond does not make any difference. If | went on for centuries in their interest, until finally among civi- 
he takes the there isa bond. Immediately on filing the | lized people the debtors began to get a hearing and humanity 
affidavit he does not give bond, but when the property is taken he | made itself felt in their interest, and the States exempted pr perty 
does. Now, then, su ein an attachment under any one of those | in various amounts for the benefit of the debtor’s family. The 
nine causes in the Illinois statute, a suit is brought on that bond | gentleman's own State of Texas is a notabl example of the extent 
by the debtor for damages, all that the creditor has to do is to | to which humanitarianism has gone in depriving the creditors of 
prove his honest belief that at the time what he averred was true, | the rights to collect their debts and exempting almost a fortune 
and then he is released. for the benefit of the debtor's family. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. That is not so in Kansas. Mr. BAILEY. Permit me to say that Texas was the first State 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Then you must have a peculiar law there. | in the history of the world that exempted the homestead, and it is 
Mr. WOOD. Do I understand the gentleman to say that under | something in the history of our State that we would not will ingly 
the Illinois statute an affidavit based on information and belief is part with. 
9 


good? Mr. CONNOLLY. Itisvery creditable to Texas, and therefore 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes, sir. | 


I would expect to see every Texas gentleman here supporting a 

Mr. WOOD. The gentleman is mistaken. bankruptcy bill which would tend to still further protect the 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from [linois debtor from the unseemly rapacity of the creditor. a 
{Mr. Woop] is correct. I can not stop to discuss in detail all the | But, Mr. Chairman, of course this bill is not in the interest of the 

nestions that may be raised as to the statutes of all the States. | debtor class alone. 

t simply desire tomention these things in a general way for the This bill goes to the extent of protecting the creditor class in 
rpose of showing the difference, and all the difference, that there | this respect, that it gives all creditors a chance to be dealt with 

is between the bankrupt law proposed here and the laws of the | on precisely the same footing. It establishes arule of uniformity, 
various States; and I repeat it, the laws of the various States are | so that the creditor who lives close by the debtor gets no undue 
made in great part, almostexclusively, in the interest of the cred- | advantage over the creditor who lives a hundred or five hundred 
itor. The only law made in theinterest of the debtor is the exemp- | or a thousand miles away. It is framed on the principle that 


tion law. 2 aman is insolvent the law_will take hold of his property 


| Laughter. | 


Mr. BAILEY. Is it not true, however, that in almost every | and divide it equaliy among all his creditors pro rata. 
State in the Union no attachment can be levied except upon the | any reason why it should not be so? 
ground of actual fraud or nonresidence—— There are certain excepted debts, debts contracted in a fiduci- 
Mr. CONNOLLY. I have just read the causes. ary capacity—wages, taxes due to the State, the municipality, or 
Mr. BAILEY. But I say that in almost every State in the | the United States. Those are exempted; those must be paid. Of 
Union an attachment is not. permitted except upon the ground of | what remains the creditors will all get their pro rata share. 
actual frand or nonresidence, and the ground of nonresidence is | What is wrong about that? This provision is based on a human- 
intended of course to obtain jurisdiction of the property of the | itarian principle toward the debtor. It says to him, ‘Give up 
defendant. And,as my friend from Minnesota [Mr. Tawnry] | all you have; call your creditors all in; do not give an undue 
very properly enggeste, in that case the party must file a bond. 
Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, please ask your question and let me 


is there 


advantage to'any one of them, but let each man come up, prove 
his debt, and receive his pro rata upon the debt that he has 
proven. Then you can walk out to begin life anew.” That is 
equity; that is simple justice as regards these men who hold the 
unfortunate position of creditors of an insolvent man. This isa 
cept upon the grounds I have mentioned? relief from the inquisitorial harshness of all the laws now exist- 
ir. CONNOLLY. I say no; itis not. I have justread a State | ing for the enforcement of contracts and the payment of debts. 
statute which differs radically from the gentleman’s statement of | Mr. TALBERT. Iam very much interested in the gentleman's 
the law. | remarks, and as Iam seeking information, I would like to ask him 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman surely did not understand me to | a qnestion. Will he kindly state why it is that this matter can 
state that there-wes no State where the law was different, but I | not as well be left to the States, each State regulating the subject 
said in nearly every State. for itself? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Isaidall or nearlyall. Idonotknowwhat | Mr. CONNOLLY. Thereisa manifest reason why there should 
the causes for an attachment are in Texas. I have not read the | be a general law on the subject. 
statutes ofall the forty-five States on that point. Mr. TALBERT. I should like to hear the gentleman on that 

Mr. BAILEY. I undertake to say, Mr. Chairman, that thereare | point. 
not five States in the Union that permit an attachment except Mr. CONNOLLY. The States can not provide by law for an 
upon actual fraud or nonresidence. equal distribution of property among all the creditors. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, you undertake to say that, but you Mr. HENDERSON. Nor can they annul cont 
do not incur any responsibility or liability by that undertal-ing. Mr. CONNOLLY. No; theycan not annul contracts of course 
You do not haveto giveanybond. [Laughter.] [accept thatas | and Congress has no power to do that, either, but Cong 
your belief, but Pthink when ‘ou goto the statutes of the forty-five | power to relieve from debts growing out of contra and the 

tates of the Union you will Gnd thatin most of them the causes | States have not. 
for an attachment are substantially as they are in Lllinois. Mr. TALBERT. How is it that we have been getting along 

Mr. BAILEY. You still imprison men for debt in Illinois. without this law? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, that remark shows that the gentle- Mr. CONNOLLY. Thisis the way we have been getting along: 
man is not’so familiar with the statutes of the Statesas he thinks | The creditor living nearest to the debtor, or the credit 
heis. We do not imprison men for debt in Lilinois. diligent, steps in quickly and gets his judgment. 

Mr. BAILEY. Is it not true that under the law of Minois you | or four creditors, being more advantageou 
can bring a debtor into court, the judge orders him to surrender | get their judgments; they levy on the property and exhaust it. 
nis Property cand he can be kept in jail until he does surrender? Creditors living in other States or in distant counties of the same 

Mr. OLLY. Not for a debt. State know nothing of the insolvency of the debtor until judg 

Mr. BAILEY. For a tort? ments are rendered for the benefit of the favored few: and these 

Mr. CONNOLLY. For a tort, a personal injury or wrong—for | creditors who have not had similar advantages find the property 
a against the person or property of another. | all gone, so that they can not collect anything. The debtor’s 
of the gentleman’s State better than he does. but 1 am positive | diligent creditors, 


go on. 
Mr, BAILEY. Well, I will ask you this question: Is it not 
true that in almost every State no attachment can be levied ex- 


»IS most 
Tw or three 
ly placed than others, 


- Of course I would not assume to know the law | property is all swept away to pay a few of the most active and 
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Now, the purpose of this bill is to protect creditors all over the 
United States. Business men do not limit their trade to State 
lines. Trade and commerce extend all over our country from the 
Atlantic to the Pacific. Commerce has abolished State lines. So 
far as trade and commerce are concerned, we are all one le. 
New York trades with San Francisco; New Orleans with Chicago; 
the people in the intermediate States are trading with each other, 
back and forth, all the time and extending credit all the time. The 
lumber that comes from Texas and Mississippi is shipped to the 
Northern States, and is scattered all over the prairies of my own 
State. Lumber dealers are buying it from Mississippi and Texas 
men on credit. Now, the effect of this law will be to let those 
lumber dealers in the various States come and share equally in 
the property of any failing debtor. 

I foes spoken of the general features of this bill. I want now 
tos theme of the specific features that have been criticised 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania oo WILumAM A. STONE}. 

e gentleman has stated very properly that we have had three 
bankrupt laws in the United States. e one which was enacted 
in 1800 remained in force but a few years, when it was repealed; 
it was to continue in operation, at any rate, but five years. Ihave 
here a communication from President Monroe submitting to Con- 

s a statement of the number of cases commenced under the 
renee. law of 1800 in the States of Maryland, Virginia, Penn- 
sylvania, New York, and the District of Columbia—491 cases in 
all. I do not know why the inquiry to the President was limited 
to those particular States. But by the statement of President 
Monroe it appears that in Virginia there were 45 commissions 
under that fear, in Maryland, 58; in Pennsylvania, 208; in New 
York, 166, and in the District of Columbia, 14. I find that in every 
one of the 208 cases in Pennsylvania a final certificate of discharge 
was allowed to the bankrupt. In one case in the State of New 
York the bankrupt’s estate paid 100 cents on the dollar with inter- 
est. In other cases the amount realized ran down as low as 4 per 


cent. 

The law of 1800 was purely an involuntary bankrupt law; it 
had no voluntary feature at all. The law of 1841 had both fea- 
tures, voluntary andinvoluntary. Thatact, however, wasre ed 
— same that enacted it. Then came the law of 
1867, which I think, and always believed, was a most infamous 
law in that it allowed the estate of the debtor to be er 
eaten up in costs and expenses.” It was of no benefit to the cred- 
itor except in rare cases; it was of some benefit to the debtor, 
because under it he could get a discharge from his indebtedness. 
It was, I think, and always believed it to be, a most complete 
failure. There is no one familiar with the operation of that law 
who will read the provisions of this one and compare them with 
it and fail to see what a vast difference there is bu. tween the 
exhaustion of the estate in fees and charges under the provision 
of that law as compared with this one. 

The amount that may be paid out is rT small. Thelar; fee 
that anybcdy can = bly get is received by the trustee. e ref- 
eree gets only $10, the trustee gets $5, and the clerk gets $10. Now, 
there is the sum total of all the fees that may come out of the 
estate, except that when the dividend is made and paid the trus- 
tee will receive 5 per cent on the amount of the dividend so paid. 
That is about the ordinary fee that is allowed by the laws of the 
different States for such service, and what is usually paid to the 
administrator of an estate for collecting and paying out the money. 
And that cost can not be paid to him, remember, until the divi- 
dend is made, thereby insuring him to give diligence and careful 
work in closing up the estate. 

Now, one other great objection that existed to the old law of 
1867 was this: That it forced all of the litigation and all of the 
sacs = as a rule, to the place where the United States court 

or the district was held. gisters in bankruptcy were not 
numerous. This law provides that there shall bea referee in 
every county, and the vast amount of business is done before the 
referee. Under the old law one or two registers in a district only 
were provided for, and the reference of cases was made to these 
men and they got all of the fees. Some of them I know made 
fortunes out of the old bankruptcy law simply acting as regis- 


This law obviates that difficulty by saying that there shall be a 
referee in each county. This isa minor court, — testimony 
or proof of claims, and for all of the detail work. It provides 
that it shall be done in the county where the bankrupt lives and 
does not force him to go toa distant court for that p ; 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Is it not true that the question of 
whether a state of bankruptcy exists in ae to any man must 
be brought before the court before which the claim is pending? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No, sj; if the bankrupt denies the act of 
ree it is tried before the jury. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I am speaking now of where it is to 
be tried. Is it not true that the question of the discharge of the 
bankrupt must be tried after all before the judge of the court be- 
fore which the case is pending? If that is true why make a dis- 
tinction in the trial of the question of discharge between the court 


and the judge? In the case of the trial of the question a. 
whether a state of bankruptcy exists or not, you try that |, 
the court, but when the question of discharge arises you w., ; 
send that before the judge. ‘ 


a jury trial, but for a court to pass upon. 
of all the proceedings, and can determine as to the question. : 
propriety of allowing a discharge. 


is not the point as to whether preference has been given: , . 
creditor a matter for legal determination? 


by evidence, as much as any other question that may be pres 
in the case? 


decide as well or better than a j 


ticular part of the bill. 
nection with the estate and the debts due to it, they must |) :rieg 
in the local State court; that is, they must be tried in th > caine 
court that the bankrupt would be himself compelled to briny jis 
suit in if he were not a bankrupt. This localizes the proce«)\y 
in that regard. It brings the referee and the court just whore 
the bankrupt lives and refuses to allow such proceeding. :\) hs 
tried in the 


allowed to enter the Federal court with his suit. It withdraws 
all that is possible from the Federal court. 
Now, as to the objections that have been made to this provision, 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. Spo) in- 
sisted that this law would be a terror to any honest man going 
into business; that he would hesitate to take the risks involved in 
going into business if this law were enacted. 


might be a terror to the rascal, but not to the honest man. 
do Il say that? I turn to the second section of this bill, and I fin} 
in that section every cause laid down that will justify any ered. 
itor or any court to put aman into bankruptcy. Now, let us see, 
briefly, what these causesare. Nothing except one of these things 
na any creditor to attempt to put his debtor into !ank- 
ruptcy. : 


himself, de or remain 
domicile with intent to avoid the 
creditors, and shall not 
filing of a petition in 
been im 


debts? This refers to a man who leaves his home, goes away to 
avoid the serviceof a summons in an action for debt against him, 
and who 
-who may have that summons against him. 





ee 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Because they are not properly questi. 
he court has a : 


r. MILLER of Kansas. But apon the question of disc); .poo 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Undoubtedly. 


Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Is it not a question to be deteriyinog 
nte d 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, these are questions that the court can 






























ury. 
r. Chairman, continuing with the discussion of t))js par- 
In all suits brought by the trustee in op. 


But, M 


23 


ederal court except where the bankrupt hin.if 


18 


I maintain that this would not terrorize any honest man. It 
Why 


bankruptcy by a person shall consist of his having (1) concealed 
ed away from his place of business, residence. or 
service of civil process and to defeat his 
have returned at least forty-eight hours beto-+ the 
bankruptcy, and before the rights of creditors slial! haye 

paired, altered, or interfered with. 


Now, does that catch the honest man who is willing to pay his 



























away with the purpose of defeating the creditor 
The second cause assigned is that a man shall have— 


Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed, while insolvent, to secure 
the release of any property levied a under process of law for $4 or over, 
or if such property is to be sold wi such time under such process thea 


until three days before the time fixed for such sale. 


Now, that man must be insolvent. 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not want to interrupt the gentleman now, 
but I have the revised statutes of Illinois here on the question 
between us a moment ago. 

_ CONNOLLY. You will have time to make a speech ‘i- 
rectly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Whenever it suits your convenience, I want to 
call your attention to the statute. 

Oh, well, I am unwilling to be educated 


Mr. CONNOLLY. 
now on the statutes of Illinois. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. ing to the section you have just 
read, would it not in every case, or nearly so, where an atta {iment 
was run WwW @ man into bankru tcy if anyone took advantage 
of it? Is there hardl ony cane wieeee an attachment is run 


which Be. can oe in any court within thirty days’ — 
Mr. CONNOLLY. A man must be insolvent first, and wlien he 
is insolvent and when a creditor -omes and runs an atiac)ment 



















on his anny ee takes all he ):as, does not that leave «ll the 
rest of his de like a burden over him? Is it not better 
to have a law enac t will divide that property betwee! all 
his creditors and then give him a discharge, instead of having 
pay only one debt and lea all the rest hanging over him? 
itr. of Kansas. Su that to be an unjust claim 


without opportunity or time wi which to defend it? 
Mr. CONNOLL . Well, the same thing is true about the at- 
laim. The term of court is three 


c 
months after. The injustice of that claim can not be det 


rmine 


until after a hearing in that term of court, three or more 1)01!tls 
away. In the meantime his business is closed up, his pr)’ win 
sold the officers of the law, and the man is effectual) 
ru because here come all his other creditors then. 


But in this case, if it happens to be 








1896. 


pT ren eens 


:»at claim, there is a bond filed, is there not, to protect him 
a on and also to protect his creditors? 
oenr. CONNOLLY. I never knew an attachment bond to pro- 
body yet. 
“aa MILLER of Kansas. Well, I have. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. IL never knew one to protect anybody. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I have. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. So have I. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. This provision can not apply to anybody 
except a man who is insolvent. He must be insolvent to justify 
putting him into bankruptcy. eet 

Mr {ILLER of Kansas. Well, generally, when a petition in 
is filed, it is held to be good. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, well, that goes upon the theory that the 
law means nothing. Courts generally construe the law asit is writ- 
ten, toc out its purpose. The man must be insolvent, must 
bein a condition where his property will not pay hisdebts. Then, 
by coming in under the bankrupt law, his debts are all discharged: 
but leave it as you want to leave it now, one debt is paid and all 
the other debts remain. The third ground of bankruptcy is that 
a man has— 

Made a transfer of any of his pecverty with intent to defeat his creditors 
and has not regained the ownership and possession of such property before 
the rights of creditors have been altered, impaired, or changed by reason of 
such transfer and at least ten days before the commencement of a proceed- 
ing in bankruptcy. 

Now, is that the case of an honest man? That is the case of a 
man who has made a transfer of some of his property for the 
specific purpose of defeating his creditors. Why should not that 
man be put into bankruptcy. The fourth ground is that he shall 
have— 

assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a writ- 
eS eimitting his inability to pay his debts. 

Now, if you leave him as he is now, the man files a written state- 
ment in court of hisinability to pay his debts. His creditors come 
on him and sweep away what he has, but keep the balance of his 


bankrupte 
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debts to remain as a cloud to hang over him perpetually. This | 


law lifts that cloud, and releases him from his debts. 

The fifth ground is that a man shall have— 

Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property, or suffered any of it 
to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise for the purpose of 
giving a preference, and has not regained the ownership of such property or 


released same from such wy before the rights of creditors shall have been 
altered, or impai by reason of such transfer, taking, or levy and 
at least ten days before the commencement of a proceeding in bankruptcy. 


There is an attempt by the individual to cheat some of his cred- | 


itors b pepag ones. taking the property of A to pay B. 

Mr. of Kansas, But there is no provision there that 
he does it fraudulently. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. He doesit for the purpose of giving a prefer- 
ence. Is not that fraudulent? 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Nearly every State in the Union 
provides that he may do that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Butevery State in the Union, when he does 
that, and his p only pays a part of his debts, holds the rest 
of his debts over him asaclub. This releases him. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. If the gentleman will permit me 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I would rather the gentleman would not 
interrupt me so much, because I am taking too much time. I 
want to get through with this section. Thesixth reason for bank- 
ruptcy is that a man shall have— 

Procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself with intent 
to defeat his creditors, and suffered same to remain unpaid until ten days 
before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, provided that a payment or sat- 
isfaction of such a ju ent by a sale of any of the debtor's property or from 
the proceeds of such a sale 1 not be deemed a payment of such judgment 
under the provisions of this section. 

Now, is that the honest man that my friend from Pennsylvania 

. WiLLiaM A. STONE] spoke of? e man who has gone and 
eliberately permitted a judgment to be entered against him so 
that thereby he may defraud his creditors? Certainly that man 
would not held up as a model, honest business man. The 
seventh ground is that a man has— 

Secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under legal proc- 
such property to such legal process at least ten days before the Ming of & 
petition =. P eas y' e filing 

Do you want to protect that man? This seizes him if he at- 
tempts the secreting of his property. It brings it to light and 
applies that property to the payment of all his creditors equally. 
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Is it not true that you throw him 





Mr. MILLER of Kansas. 


| into bankruptcy for doing what he believes to be honest, and pro- 


hibit his being discharged on the same ground? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. No; it is not. 

: Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I call your attention to it right 
1ere- 

Mr. HENDERSON. You may throw a man into bankruptcy 
for his wicked acts, and you do not discharge him on account of 
those acts. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. You do not say that it shall be done. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What the gentleman proposes is: You say 
that a man can not be discharged for a matter that we are mov ing 
on him for. We move on him for doing a wicked act, and under 
the act of 1867 we had three times the number of grounds ot 
which discharge could be denied compared to what there are ih 
this bill. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. 





That may be. 
You are speaking about something that is 


not in this section. ° 
Mr. MILLER of Kansas. You are putting a man in bank 
ruptcy. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. It is the seventh paragraph to which I an} 
addressing myself, where a man secretes his property to evade its 
being levied on by legal process and for the purpose of defeatin 
his creditors. Now, you say that he has honestly done this. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. No; thatis not the one. I am speak 
ing of section 5, on page 6. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. You are talking about a different matter? 
The eighth paragraph is: 

Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a number of exe- 
cutions aggregating such amount, against him to be returned no property 
found. 5 

Now, I do not claim, I do not insist and say that an honest man 
may not find himself in that situation. Of course he may be un- 
fortunate and may have one or more executions amounting to 
$500 or more returned no property found against him, and be 
where he can not help himself. Now, you do not want to ive 
that man the benefit of a discharge from his debts. You want 


wa 


| that under the law as it is now, held in terrorem over him for his 


life, while this bill, more humane, comes in and says that a man 


| in that condition may be placed in involuntary bankruptcy, that 


his property, whatever is subject to execution, shall go to his cred- 
itors, and he shall be discharged. Now, there is the difference 
between the two things. We wish to discharge a man who hon- 
estly has become insolvent, who has used his property in accord- 
ance with law, and who has tried fairly to pay his debts and failed. 
We say in that kind of a case that he ought to be discharged from 
allofhisdebts. Yousay,‘‘No.” You want your * pound of flesh” 
and you want ‘‘the blood to follow.” A man who has— 

Suspended and not resumed for thirty days. and until a petition is filed 
while insolvent, the payment of his commercial paper for or aggregs 
$500 or over. 

There is another instance where a man perfectly honest may be 
compelled to —— He can not, by force of misfortune that 
may overwhelm him, pay his paper. He is insolvent. His cred- 
itor, as the law stands now, can come in and by execution and 
attachment seize everything he has and hold it. They can put 
him on the rack, and by inquisitorial bills filed for discovery as- 
certain whether he has any other property, recover it all, and 
divide it out to the diligent creditors, and still leave the debtor 
with an unpaid balance on this judgment, leaving him to struggle 
all the rest of his life. The bankruptcy law comes in and says 
when his property is all given up he is released. 

I have enumerated all the causes that lead to an adjudication of 
bankruptcy, every one of them. There are only three wherein an 
honest man can be thrown into bankruptcy. A man who is hon- 
est, an unfortunate merchant, may, in three of these instances, 
be placed in bankruptcy under this law, but even then he is in a 
better condition with this law than without it. If placed in bank- 
ruptcy under this law his property is taken and goes to his cred- 
itors and he is absolutely discharged. Without this law his prop- 
erty is taken and goes to his creditors and the balance of his debts 
remain hanging over him. 

Now, Mr..Chairman, I do not mean to say that in every section 
and in every particular this bill is what I would approve. I think 
I see several places where amendments can be made that will not 


| change its character, that will not change its features, and yet 


Eighth. Suffered while insolvent an execution of $500 or over, or a number | 


of executions aggrega’ such amounts, inst him to be returned no 
pr found, unless the amount shown to be due by such execution shall 
paid before a petition is filed. 


, et that may happen, of course, to a man who is perfectly 


on 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. If a man has honestly given a pref- 
erence under the State law, and he may do it, then he is thrown 
— . Se account, aor is by coe ee 

1 y, being disch under the provisions o 
this bill Under the second bee 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I am not discussing that section. 


that will make it more in accord with the best and most advanced 
thought upon the subject of bankruptcy laws. 

Now, a word as to the general question of a bankrupt law and 
its necessity. Weare a great trading and commercial people. 
The people of all these States trade interchangeably with each 
other without reference to State lines, and yet when it comes to 
collecting debts the parties are all met by the State lines and by 
the State laws, and the purpose of this bill is to use the power 
which the Constitution gives to Congress to say that in the col- 
lection of debts these State lines shall disappear and the laws 
governing the matter shall be the same throughout the country, 
except that where the States in their humanity have provided an 
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exemption ror the wife and children of the debtor those humane 


laws shall be respected. Differing as those State laws do, they 
are still to be respected and the debtor is to be given the benefit 
of them. {Loud applause. | 

Mr. HENDERSON. How much time has the gentleman from 
Dlinois consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. An hour and eight minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Now, will the other side proceed? 

Mr. BAILEY. My friend from Kansas [Mr. ee is 
going to proceed, but I have asked him to let me occupy a few 
minutes now to clear up a little controversy which I had a moment 
ago with the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ConnoLLy] about the 
laws of his own State. 

T declared that in Minois they still allowed the imprisonment 
of men for debt, and my friend, contrary to his usual courtesy, 
accused me of being ignorant. If I am ignorant on that point, 
Mr. Chairman, it is because the revised statutes of Illinois have 
misled me. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The gentleman had better look at the con- 
stitution of 1870. 

Mr. BAILEY. I have the constitution here also. In examin- 
ing this question, Mv. Chairman, I had looked at the insolvent 
laws of the various States, and I did not think it possible that I 
had made a mistake as to the law of Illinois on this point. Tread 
now from the revised statutes of Illinois, chapter 72, section 2: 

When any person is arrested or imprisoned upon any process issued for 
the purpose of holding such person to bail upon any tudebteamees, or in any 
civil eetnon when malice is not the of the action, or when any debtor is 
surrendered or committed to custody by his bail in any such action, or is ar- 
rested or imprisoned upon execution in any such action, such person may be 
released from such arrest or iny t upon complying with the provi- 
sions of this act. 

Now, if they do not suffer a debtor to be imprisoned in the 
State of Illinois for debt, I am unable to perceive the necessity 
for that Sore: 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That may be, but still they do notimprison 
men for debt in Illinois. They never have done so since the con- 
stitution of 1870. 

Mr. BAILEY. The provision which I have just read explicitly 
provides for cases in which men are imprisoned for debt. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I would like to see the gentleman from 
Texas come up to Illinois and try to enforce that provision of the 
statute as he understands it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, if I found judges who did not know an 
more about the law of Ilinois than my friend seems to, 1 would 
succeed, [Laughter.] 

Mr. CONNOLLY. You had better come and try it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ought not to have made that remark, Mr. 
Chairman, and I beg the gentleman’s pardon, for I know that he 
is a very distinguished lawyer. ; 

Mr. CONNOLLY. You are reading from an old statute. 

Mr. BAILEY. This is Myers’s authorized edition of the Revised 
Statutes of Iilinois, published in 1895. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I understand that. It is Cothran’s edition, 
a private edition. 

ir. BAILEY. It is Myers’s edition, with Cothran’s notes. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Look at the bottom of that second section 
and you will find the letters ‘‘R. S., 1845,” meaning Revised Stat- 
utes of 1845. 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. We have revised statutes that go 
back as far as 1823. Now, will my friend say that this statute is 
not in force in Illinois? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That statute is not operative in Mlinois at 
all,so far as imprisonment for debt is concerned. There is one 
instance where a capias ad ndendum or a capias ad satisfa- 
ciendum may be issued for al personal tort, but that is the 


only case. 
Mr. BAILEY. Here I find this provision: 


Jail fees. In all cases where any person is committed to thé jail of any 
y upon any writ of capias respondend tisfacien- 


um or capias ad sa 
Mr. CONNOLLY. That is what I told you. 
Mr. BAILEY. Then they do permit aman to be committed to 


ias to satisfy a debt? 
7 NOLLY. N 


w a 
Mr CONN 0. 
Mr. BAILEY. Then why does it provide for jail fees in such 
cases? ' 

Mr. CONNOLLY. If the gentleman will come to me privatel 
— lessons, and not occupy the time of the House, I will 

th him. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman publicly said that I was 
and I wanted to prove in the presence of the House that 
so it was the fault of the revised statutes of Dlinois. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Either that or the fault of the man who 
reads them and does not understand them. 

Mr. BAILEY. That would be a very serious fault; but T have 
never yet been accused of being unable to understand the English 
language; and I am willing to submit to the candid judgment of 


orant, 
I was 
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every man who has heard this colloquy whether I was not ; 
fied in saying what I did upon that language; and the gent). 
himself admits it ——. that the statute is no longer oper: 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I will accept the gentleman’s apo 
{Laughter. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then, Mr. Chairman, I hope the Honse w: 
cept the apology of my friend from Illinois. (Laughter. | 

fr. CONNOLLY. All right. 

Mr. BAILEY. But, before we leave the question of the eo) <i. 
tution of Minois, I want to read from that instrument. Per), ,),5 
I had better take the precaution to examine the date of th; 
stitution—— 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I think it would be well. 

Mr. BAILEY. I me, however, that they do not publish 
an obsolete constitution in the statutes of 1895. : 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Pretty nearly all our volumes of st): jt. 
publish all our constitutions. 

Mr. BAILEY. This volume embraces only the one; so t),: | 
am certain to have the right one. 
so as to be sure that he does not get a ‘‘ back number.” ; 

Mr. BAILEY. I find that the constitution of Illinois. a: 
published, was “‘adopted in convention May 13, 1870; ratifi 


n 


3 


Ta 


} 
+H 
“t by 


the people July 2, 1870; in force August 8, 1870.” Is that tho last? 
Mr. CONNOLLY. That is good. 
Mr. BAILEY. Now, I want to read section 12, which | find on 
page 8 of this volume: 
N shall be isoned for debt uniess fusal to deliver np his 
ects rhe Uanattofkis creahorsts wochmandoras al p= 
Ww. 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes; he is imprisoned for his refusal to de- 


liver 2 his proper —not for the debt. 

Mr. BAILEY. t was ee statement—that when a 
debtor was ordered to deliver up property,and did not do it, 
he could be put in prison until he did so. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Does the gentleman want a certificate from 


me that he understands the constitution of Illinois? 
will give it to him. 

Mr. BAILEY. Unless the gentleman were understood to pos- 
sess a better knowledge of the law of Illinois than he now exhibits, 
his certificate would not admit me to the bar of Illinois. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I admit that it would not; you would have 
to pass an examination there; and I would not guarantee your 
admission. 

Mr. BAILEY. I beg of my friend from Kansas { Mr. 
Broperick} for having thus interru him. 

Mr. H ERSON. How much time has the gentleman from 

consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. Six minutes. 

Mr. BRODERICK. s , I will say in the outset that 
T believe this bill is superior toany law that has been enacted 0 this 
subjectin thiscountry. As'wasstated by the chairman of t!iecom- 
mittee in his opening discussion, the su ittee who had this 
bill in charge gave it much consideration, and when it completed its 
work the bill was by the subcommittee to the full com- 
mittee, andit held y sessions for three or four weeks for the cou- 
sideration of this measure. And Iam frank to say that the com- 


If h does I 


mittee endeavored to present to the House the best possib!c |)ill on 
_ a. As . Se caepente committee I regret to differ from 
t ema) ty; measure contains some ob- 
jectionable an us features, and there are many other gen- 
tlemen here who the same view, but it is net because 0! any 
ee Nope yerooms it is  fopan? as I oa of - inh < 
oe ility o aot an involuntary bankruptcy law which 

meet the that have been raised and urged against 
it, y when it undertakes as much as the one befvre 0s. 


This i embraces, nominally, nine grounds or acts of bankruptcy, 
more than one act which would 
subject debtors to the penalties of the involuntary provisi'. 


I want to state first my ob to this feature of eee. I 
am not going to attack system generally. | am 
not to all bankruptcy m; and this bill may be 


amended when reached for amendment (and I hope it wil! )«) 5° 
that all of us who believe in such legislation may vote for)’. | 
i know — there is ee at rod wet a has x “yo 
a few some system oe ation, buti 
not believe there is any general demand over the country !)r ‘his 
particular measure or any tor harsh measure. | repre 
sent what I think is at least an a district—one of the older 
settled districts of the State in which I live, where there ar) H 
than banks and where there isa prospercus whole.) 0" 
retail business; and since this bill has been under considers t) 1! 
the Judiciary Committee I have received only four letters ‘ra 
district it. a atlae 
ay Oore Ot ee ot 


favor ¢ 
Tuptey legislation. Another gentleman said he was ot oe 
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n underthelawin case of itsenactment. [{Laughter. ] 


some positio 
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sostrong throughout the country that both Honses acted, and 


I received the fourth letter the other day, asking for Information the repeal of that obnoxious measure was accomplished. 


: sopy of the bill. 
on - ee eres general demand throughout the country for 
on 8 of this bill as some gentlemen would have us imagine. 

While it is true, as has been stated here, that this country has 
been passing through a period of great financial depression and 

any business people are still feeling the effects of it, and while 
ae have been many failures within these years of honest men 
7 © either have returned or hope to reenter business, and some 
of whom would like to be relieved of their burdens, yet I believe 
if we could understand all the circumstances we would find this 
class is comparatively small. S z 

Under the insolvency act of Kansas, where an assignment is 
made for the benefit of creditors and they are satisfied that all the 

roperty of the debtor has been delivered to the assignee in good 

aith, there-are Tare instances where the creditors do not come 
together and-agree to a final distribution, and give full releases. 
I have known many such cases, and if that is the observation of 
the lawyers here generally who have had experience under their 
State insolvency laws, then it ‘would seem that there is no urgent 
necessity for the enactment of these harsh provisions. 

But, Mr. Chairman, as Iadmit, there is a small class who would 
like to have a voluntary law enacted; there is another small class 
who would like to have a statute on this subject, with involun- 
tary provisions to aid in the collection of debts. I do not believe 
this class is as large as'some'gentlemen here seem to think. The 
methods of doing ness are entirely different now from what 
they were in years past. The wholesale merchants throughout 
this country do not take the business risks Soe thirty or forty 
yearsago. The retail men in the Mississippi Valley no longer go 
to New York or elsewhereto the wholesale men to make purchases 
of their supplies. The we emg no longer makes his semi- 
annual visit to the wholesale houses. The wholesale mefchant 
sends his agent through the country to men who deal with him, 
and these agents understand their business as thoroughly as any 
class of businessmen. They know what they are doing and what 
they are expected to do; and when they see a dealer for the pur- 
pose of making a sale to him they know exactly what they are 
after. They go out to'sell goods, and they make sales where it is 
safe todo so. Itis a part of their business to inquire whether it 
is safe or not,and they doit. They understand the responsibility 
of the purchaser beforethesale is made. And, in addition to this. 
there is the system of commercial agencies which collect and 
give out information and place it within the reach of every whole- 
sale dealer. By reason of these innovations, businessis not trans- 
acted as it was few years ago, and there is no necessity for 


And so I have reached the conclusion | 


| 
| 
j 


| bill, but there ars 


| for a national bankruptcy law inhere in the 


The grounds for involuntary bankruptcy in the former law are 


not materially changed or modified by this bill. This is the vital 
part, and it contains as many ebjectionable grounds of bank- 
ruptcy as the law of 1867. We have hére nine acts for involun- 
tary bankruptcy, and some of them double-headers, embracing 


more than one ground. There are nominally nine 
, as a matter of fact, many more. 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does not the lemand 

fact that under the 
insolvency laws of most of our States inequitable prefer: 
permitted? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Thatis probably one reason for the demand, 
but preferences are not permitted under the laws of all the States. 
They are not permitted in the State in which I live; preferences 
are expressly prohibited by the law of my State. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I will state a case that hap- 
pened to a member on this floor, belonging to my delegation. A 
debtor in New York owed him $6,000. 
in the State of New York. 
made preferences. 

Mr. KIRKPATRICK. Before making his assignment? 

Mr. STEW ART of New Jersey. Before making an assignment, 
before taking advantage of the insolvency laws of New York, he 
gave preferences to his mother, sister, etc. Then he took advan 
tage of the insolvency laws and completely defrauded his New 


stated in the 


cTrvinye 


Preferences are permitted 
He took advantage of that fact and 


| Jersey creditor out of $6,000. 





| assert that no preferences are allowed in New York $ 


Mr. BRODERICK. YourState ought not to allow prefer: 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. I will ask the gentleman from New J 


‘TSey 
if his friend ever attempted to set aside that assignment? 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I do not know that he did. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Thenif he did not itis his own fault if he 


lost his debt. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does the gentleman mean to 
tate? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. No; I mean no fraudulent preference can 
be made prior to an assignment to a man’s mother, sisters, or 
members of his family. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I understand from the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Ray], a member of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, thai preferences are allowed in that State. 

Mr. RAY. To the extent of one-third of the assigned estate. 

Mr..BRODERICK. If preferences are allowed in the State of 
New York, then the legislature of the State ought to remedy that 


| condition of things. 


wholesale men taking such risks as they formerly had to take. | 


They understand who they are dealing with, and if they are not | 


satisfied with a customer nosale is made. Ido not believe that 
there is one failure out of twenty among retail men that is not 
now understood and anticipated for months before the failure oc- 
curs, so perfect is the system of obtaining information in reference 
to the financial and business standing of merchants throughout 
the country. So, when we consider these conditions, I think we 
will agree that there is-a smaller class of wholesale men who de- 
mand this legislation than we have been led to believe from news- 
paper publications and from the contention which has been made 
on the floor of this House. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I said this bill might be amended so that 
many gentlemen who are now opposed to it would be willing to 
support it. Ifsection2, which enumerates the acts of bankruptcy, 
could be modified so as to allow debtors to be adjudged bankrupts 
only in case of actual fraud, this would be a fair bill. 

Mr. RAY, What are the changes you would make? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I would make atransfer of property by an 
insolvent debtor with intent to defraud creditors and the con- 
cealing of the debtor for the purpose of avoiding the service of 
Summonsand defrauding itors the only grounds. If I could 
have these changes incorporated in the bill, instead of the nine as 
now written, I would be willing to support it. But Iam unwill- 
ing todoso with the nine specifice tions that now exist. These 
changes, if made, will improve the bill and remove much opposi- 
tion. The letters read from the Cler’s’s desk this morning from 
distinguished judges who had experience under former bankruptcy 

ws show the opinion of those best qualified to judge of the 
merits of this sort of legislation. 

ant judges stated what is the common knowledge of every 
official, lawyer, or merchant who has had any actual experience 
ft to the practical operation and effect of these laws. If you ask 
heme oa who was under the old law for his opinion, un- 
lw as wants the office he will say that ender that law 
cases of oppression. generally was this under- 

a that the President f the United States recommended its 
a and the House twice a repealing act before the Sen- 
Would coneur, and then the sentiment against the law became 





| 
| 


| 








Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. But it is our duty to enact an 
equitable bankruptcy law, and to do away with these iniquities. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The Constitution has simp!y granted the 
power to Congress to enact bankruptcy legislation. It is not di 
rectory, but simply a grant of power which Congress may or may 
not exercise. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 
it when the occasion arises. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Then Congress has been derelict in its 
duty nearly ever since the adoption of the Constitution, for the 
three bankruptcy laws that have been enacted in this country 
have only existed altogether about fourteen years. ; 

Mr. BAILEY. Under the proposition coming from the Judici- 
ary Committee, could any man obtain the benefit of a discharge 
after having given a preference to anybody? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 1 understand he could not. 
I was talking about thé insolvency laws of the State. 

Mr. RAY. That is, if he had given any fraudulent preferences. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; any preferences at all, as the proposition 
comes from the Judiciary Committee. 

Mr. BRODERICK. That there is some demand in the country 
for the enactment of this legislation 1 have already admitted. So 
there has been a demand at other periods in the history of the 
country, and there have been laws enacted, and yet itis true that in 
each case as soon as the people understood the practical operation 


of the law there was a cry all over the country for its repeal. 


But that implies a duty to do 


The last law existed longer than any other. That was on the 
statute book for about nine years, but within three years after 
that law went into operation there was a demand in nearly every 


State in the Union for its repeal, and this question of repeal in 
some localities was discussed from the rostrum by all political 
parties because of the demand from the business people for the 
repeal of that legislation. Im no instance has a bankruptcy law 
in this country met the expectations of those who have advocated 
it. It has almost wholly failed of its purpose. 

I have examined some of the reasons given for the repeal of 
former laws. There have been many objections raised, but the 
three principal objections to the last one were the excessive costs 
and expense attending the settlement of estates, the inaccessibility 
of the courts, and the abuses practiced under thelaw. It has been 
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contended here that the costs under this proposed law will be rea- 
sonable. But it must be remembered that the costs which go to 
the officers are but a small portion of the actual expense in set- 
tling a bankrupt estate. e expense and loss of time in being 
absent from business must be taken into account. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Is it not the purpose of this bill, by 
appointing a referee in each county in the district, to bring the 

inistration of the law to the door of the litigant? 

Mr. BRODERICK. The referees may settle some questions, 
but owe not settle all questions. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Is not that the purpose of the bill? 

Mr. BRODERICK. That is the purpose of the bill. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. They will settle all the questions of 
fact in the counties where the litigants reside and take the law 
questions to the court, which will be at a very slight expense. 

Mr. BRODERICK. They will not settle contested questions. 
These will be sent to the court. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Is it not a fact that you can not use a 
referee to decide a ee of fact unless he is willing to with- 
draw from his privilege of jury trial? 

Mr. BRODERICK. I understand that to be so. Where there 
is no jury demanded questions of fact may be settled by the referee; 
but questions of law and questionsof fact, where a jury is required, 
must go to the court for adjudication. 

Mr. Chairman, it was said by the distinguished chairman of the 
Judiciary Committee in his opening discussion that since the last 
bankruptcy oe the Federal courts have been brought to 
the doors of all the people. This is doubtless true of his State, 
but all the States have not been so fortunate. In my State the 
Federal courts are held at four places—three in the eastern por- 
tion and one in the southern; and many of the people of that 
State, probably one-half, have to travel from 50 to 300 miles to 
reach the Federal courts. Gentlemen here know that many of 
= new States are large, and courts are held as yet at but few 
places. . 

There is another objection which I think is entitled to much 
weight. It is provided in one section of this bill that liens and 
——- nst the debtor, obtained within four months prior 
to the commencement of proceedings, shall be dissolved or abro- 

ted upon filing the petition in bankruptcy. It is provided 

urther that any lien taken for a debt without present consid- 
eration, any lien taken for an antecedent debt, is destroyed by 
this act, so that in case of failure these liabilities must be taken 
into the bankruptcy court and stand upon the same footing as 
unsecured debts. ow, I believe that in all small towns and 
villages of the country poco have about the same business 
methods, where opportunities are substantially the same. The 
business people in these towns who have not sufficient money of 
their own borrow from the local banks to tide them over embar- 
rassments, and in States where they can do so, some mortgage 
their goods,and wares. In my State they may mortgage to secure 
reexisting debts, and in case of embarrassment they sometimes 
Ro so. This is nocrime. Suppose I want to borrow money and 
into business. I go to a home bank, secure a loan, and induce 

r. NoRTHWAY to me my security. I borrow a thousand 
dollars. That bank carries me along for one, two, or three years, 
but Mr. NortHway finally wants to change his business, or for 
some reason wants to be relieved from the responsibility, and I 
am willing to relieve him if I can get other security. I offer se- 
curity on my stock of goods in order to relieve Mr. NoRTHWAY. 
The bank cashier goes to the register of deeds, or whoever keeps 
the record of liens, and examines the record and finds nothing 
there against m 5 . The banker does not know my busi- 
ness in New York or cago, where I have been purchasing 

He takes a mortgage on my goods and releases Mr. NORTH- 
way from ay obligation. Now, here is a mortgage for a preexist- 
ing debt. This banker had been helping to carry me for years; he 
not only helped me, but helped my creditors by enabling me to 
go on with my business. But after I have given this m 
things turn against me, and I am forced into — . Now, 
then, the er, although he has used diligence in hi Sentians, 
and had no notice of any other liabilities against me, released the 
security he had and took other, a perfectly legitimate transaction. 
and without any intention to defraud, yet under the provisions of 
this bill he is to go into the bankruptcy court with his security 
destroyed and take his pro rata with the other creditors. 

Now, I say that this provision is wrong. It is to the 
country banks and merchants, and will embarrass the dealers 
in every State in the Union. This local oe they get is what 
the a upon to carry them through from year to year, and 
if this bill becomes a law the banks and people who have money 
to help along the business men in their ve localities will be 
unwil ing to extend this help because of this law. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Do you say that a ween, Sey as you 
nave Cones ee ens ,. 

r. . Yes; a mortgage given any time before an 
assignment is good, ; - " 
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Mr. NORTHWAY. Upon a stock of goods? 
Mr. BRODERICK. Yes; our courts have sustain 
gages when given in good faith. 

r. NORTHWAY. 1 do not know of a State where 4 ¢}, 
mortgage given with power to sell, retaining 
~~ , is under such circumstances. 

Mr. BROD. 


Missouri. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Well, now, I know two States. 
Mr. BRODERICK. Provided it is recorded. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Inat least twenty-seven of the S; 
a transaction is held to be prima facie fraudulent. 

Mr. BRODERICK. It has been held to be good 
and in some others. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have just called attention to sotiny 9° 
I think that should be materially changed, and I hope that ¢44 
gentleman will study it and see if it is not open to objectivy, 
There are other objections to this bill. I have not time to enue 
merate them all, but I will indicate one more. Corporations ara 
exempted from its operations. There has been of late a te) deyoy 
in this country to do everything through corporations. J). - 
inal purpose of the State in dividing its sovereignty with 9 «r. 
poration was good. That object was to bring together ayers. 
tions of capital to establish and on enterprises that individ. 
uals were not able or willing to undertake. But for the last fo 
years there has been a marked tendency throughout this eointry 
to do everything by tions, and this provision of the pend. 
ing bill, if enacted into law, will certainly greatly aggravate ang 
promote this growing evil. 

Mr. RAY. Dolunderstand the gentleman to object to the pro. 
vision in this bill which denies to corporations the right to yo into 
volun insolvency? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Ithink corporations, except municipal and 
national banks, which are now regulated by law, ought to be ip- 
cluded in the —- of the act or be entirely excluded. 

Mr. RAY. I want to know whether I understood the gentle. 
man correctly. I understood him to say that there was another 
objection to this bill and that that objection was that it denied to 
corporations the right to take the benefit of this act voluntarily, 

r. BRODERIC I think they should come in with others 
or not be in it at all. 

Mr.RAY. Does not the gentleman remember that in the Fifty- 
third Congress we put that exemption into the bill upon bis own 
suggestion and rather against the judgment of some of the other 
members of the committee? 

Mr. BRODERICK. No; I think the gentleman is mistaken 
about that. Ido not think I was present when that was con- 
sidered. 

Mr. RAY. Let me say to the gentleman that that was put in 
the bill not in accordance with my judgment, but out of defer. 
ence to a sentiment which prevailed among some members of the 
committee that legislation generally was tending too muc)i to the 
benefit of the corporations, and that, as they were created ly State 
laws, they ought to be held responsible under the State laws. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The gentleman is mistaken about this pro 
vision being put into the bill at my suggestion. [ was not amew- 
ber of the subcommittee that considered the bill, and I am sure 
that that was in the bill when it was reported to the full com 


mittee. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman disclaims it, and possibly I may l 
mistaken; but I do say that that provision was put in the !ll in 
deference to the sentiment of which I have spoken, ani | |) not 
think the committee to-day would vote to retain it except in eter 
ence to that sentiment. I know of no reason why corporations 
should not be permitted to take the benefit of the act or shoul 
not be put into bankruptcy involuntarily except this. that 2 
most of the States the laws creating corporations provile sr! 
gent laws for win them up and appropriating their prope! 
to the payment of creditors, and it was thought by the com 
mittee that the State laws could better deal with them. 

Mr. BRODERICK. However that may be, I do not care si 
cially whether tions are in or out, but they ought to 
one thing or the other. - 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. If the gentleman will perm" 
me, was not the exemption of ions from the operation “ 
the act based upon the idea that corporations being incoTo™™ 
bodies, existing only in contemplation of law, it would be illogic® 
to permit them to destroy themselves? . 

r. BRODERICK. That may have been one reason, and thes 
there is the ioe that ae = - States have satisiac 
tory provisions for closing up the rs of corporations. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri Does my colleague understand that 
we can not put a corporation into involuntary bankru) ty he 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes; they can be forced in, but can not 
disc 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. The law prohibits a corporation 


from voluntarily becoming a bankrupt upon the theory ‘hat the 


ed such mort- 


atte] 
Possession in the 


ICK. It is good in our State, and it is 


good in 


ates such 


in our State 
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total liability of @ corporation is its capital stock subscribed and 
paid in; but a corporation may be put into bankruptcy by its 
orn, BRODERICK. Yes; and then it never gets out. 

Nit, NOONAN. Ishould like to know whether the law in re- 

ard to receivers is not adequate to protect the creditors of a cor- 
. ‘ration, and to protect the company itself, without providing for 
: he voluntar l 
or, BRODERIC _I believe most of the States have adequate 
provisions on this subject. : 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Asthe gentleman is a member of the com- 
mittee that reported this bill, I will ask him whether the commit- 
tee intended that the individuals composing a corporation might 
not file a petition in bankruptcy, and be discharged from their 

»bts. 
de Mr. BRODERICK. Ido not remember any discussion of that 
question. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. 
Mr. BRODERICK. 








They can be, I presume. 
I judge so. Mr. Chairman, therg are two 


sides to this corporation question, and I have called attention to | 
it, so that members of the House may examine and think upon it. | 
I would like in some way to check this tendency toward doing all | 


things through corporations, if there is any practical way of 
loing it. : ; 

: N oe, I have briefly stated my objections to the second section 
and to the sixty-seventh section of this bill. 


unwilling to vote for a bill which declares so many acts net criin- 
inal within themselves grounds for forcing men into bankruptcy 
and wrecking their business. I am willing that there should be 
involuntary provisions to reach cases of actual fraud against cred- 
itors, but am not persuaded to go further. 

I am convinced that the necessity for the proposed legislation is 
very much overestimated. State insolvency acts may be imper- 
fect, but in my judgment there is less embarrassment and less 
litigation for business people under these State enactments than 
there would be under this bankruptcy bill should it become law, 
unless it should be materially amended.. The old arguments 
against the law would be renewed, and in a short time there 
would be a universal demand for its repeal. It would relieve a 
few individuals; it would distress many. Unless the bill is 
amended, at the close of the debate I shall offer a substitute con- 
taining more moderate provisions, and if this substitute should be 
defeated I will vote against the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] 
is absent, momentarily, from the Hall. If it agrees with his ar- 
rangements, I will move that the committee rise. 

tr. BURTON of Missouri. The chairman of the committee, 
General HENDERSON, stated that he was going to withdraw, and 
he asked me to watch the proceedings on behalf of the committee. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I shall be glad if the gentleman will move 
that the committee rise: 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Very well; I move that the com- 
mittee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Payne reported that the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union had had umder consideration the 
bankruptcy bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

PENSIONS, 

Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, reported 
back favorably the bill (H. R. 8494) to amend section 3 of the act 
ve June 27, 1890, entitled ‘‘ An act granting pensions to 
soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for the performance of 
manual labor and providing for pensions to widows, minor chil- 
dren, and d dent parents ”; which, with the accompanying re- 
port, was ordered to be printed and recommitted. 

REREPRINTING OF REPORTS, ETC. 


Mr. SHERMAN. [ask unanimous consent for a reprint of the 
House document embracing the report of the board appointed by 


= anton to sport upon the Nicaragua Canal. The previous 
The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, that order will be 
There was no objection. 


Mr. MAGUIRE. lask the present consideration of a resolution 

for ting Senate Executive Document No. 51, first session 
This document is the report of the Pacific 

Railway Commission. The Committee on the Pacific Railroads 

wi the Committee on Printing agree that the document should 

Teprinted, as the ous edition is exhausted. 
The SPEAKER. Clerk will read the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That there be reprinted the usual number of Senate Executive 
Document No, 51 of first session of Fiftieth Congress. 


y or involuntary bankruptcy of a corporation? | 


If these provisions | 
are amended and improved I expect to vote for the bill, but I am | 
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There being no objection, the resolution was considered, and 
adopted. 


_ On motion of Mr. MILLER of Kansas, by unanimous consent, 
it was 


Ord: 


ed, That House 
print having been exh 






bill No. 4176 be reprinte« d, the previous 


RESOLUTION REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXTV, the fi 


following resolution was taken 
from the Speaker's table and referred by the Speaker as follows: 


Concurrent resolution 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of } 





] fives « urring). That the 
thanks of Congress be given tothe pe ol for the statue of 
James Marquette, the renowned missi plorer, and discoverer of the 
Mississippi River. 

Resolved, That the statue be accepted to remai nin the National Statuary 
Hall, and that a copy of these resolutions, signed by the presiding officers of 
the Senate and House of Representatives, be forwarded to his excellency the 


governor of the State of Wiscon 
To the Committee on the Library. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 


| lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 


A bill (S. 67) for the relief of E. R. Shipley; 

A bill (S. 1176) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bridge across the Columbia River between the State 
of Oregon and the State of Washington, and to establish it as a 
post road”; 

A bill (H. R. 7905) to establish and provide for the government 
of Greer County, Okla., and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 4781) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- 
ize the Union Railroad Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Monongahela River,” approved February 18, 
1893; and , 

A bill (H. R.3112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote Fair- 
fax. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. MILEs, for two days, on account of important business. 

To Mr. WASHINGTON, for two weeks, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Brosivs, for four days, on account of sickness. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House adjourn. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that, I should like to offer a resolu- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. A resolution can not be offered pending a 
motion to adjourn. 

The motion of Mr. HENDERSON was agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named. as follows: 

Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8413) to confirm certain 
cash entries of public lands, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1526); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 264) entitled “An 
act providing for the location and purchase of public lands for 
reservoir sites,” reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 1527); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ELLIS, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4255) to provide for set- 
tlement of titles and disposition of public lands in the Arredondo 
grant, in Columbia County, Fla., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1532); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H™ R. 2691) to correct the military record and grant an 
honorable discharge to Michael F. Dearmitt. (Report No. 1523.) 






























































By Mr. COFFIN, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
(8. 2635) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Caroline Watkins.” 
Report No. 15383.) 
By Mr. BLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6634) granting a pension to Sarah M. Spyker. 


(Report No, 1534.) 





PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

Pa following titles were introduced, and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8550) imposing a license 
tax upon itinerant musicians and the proprietors of merry-go- 
rounds in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENDRICKE: A bill (H. R. 8551) to establish railroad 
bridges across the Cumberland and Tennessee rivers, in Ken- 
tucky—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LAYTON: A bill (H. R. 8552) granting a service pen- 
sion to all honorably discharged officers, soldiers, and sailors in 
the military or naval service of the United States during the late 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

an Mr. er tegen A bill (H. ~~ 8553) to ameetannnenes 

‘ act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses e 

Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896, and for other 

a el roved March 2, 1895—to the Committee on Public 
ings Grounds. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 8554) to provide for ion 
and improvement of the musical service of the Army and Navy 

Marine of the United States, and to regulate aw 
m- 


ment of enlisted men in competition with civilians—to 
mittee on ae Affairs. 
By Mr. CLARK of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 8555) 


granting a pension to soldiers, sailors, and marines—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. : 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8556) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
to deliver four condemned cannon to B. B. King Post, No. 70, at 
Canton, Mo.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H.R. 8557) to provide an American reg- 
ister for the steamer Menemsha—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H.R. 8558) to amend chapter 67, 
volume 23, of the Statutes at Large of the United States—to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DINGLEY (by request): A bill (H.R.8559) to incor- 

rate the Anti-Saloon League of the District of Colum to the 

muinittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H.R. 8560) to regulate the es- 
tablishment of submarine telegraphs, cable lines, or systems in 
= United States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign. 

ommerce. 

By Mr. WOOMER: A bill (H. R. 8561) donating two condemned 
cannon to Coleman Post, No. 467,Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Annville, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H.R. ant) gutatios to 
the Territory of Arizona a portion of the Camp Verde Military 
Reservation, in Arizona, and the buildi and improvements 

Cusndiaen on the 
Public Lands. 


thereon for normal-school purposes—to 
By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8563) donating one con- 
- demned cannon and one -— cannon balls to Grand Army of 
the Republic Post, No. 108, Fayette, Ohio—to the Committee on 


—_— Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A resolution (House Res. No. 288) asking for 

time to consider private pension bi to the Committee on Rules. 
By Mr. BULL: A memorial of the general assembly of Rhode 

Island, recommending the passage of the bill to increase the pay of 

letter carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A memorial of the general 
assembly of the State of Rhode Island, recommending the passage 
of a bi eee One eee carriers—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Roads. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. APSLEY: A bill (H. R. 8564) for the relief of Susan 
Elizabeth Langhren—to the on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8565) for the relief of John W. 
Ray, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BLUE: A bill (H. R. 8566) for the relief of §. R. Doolit- 

tle, late second lieutenant y H, Seventh Regiment Kan- 
gas Cavalry Volunteers—to the on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. BURR&LL: A bill (H. R. 8567) to increase pen- 
Michael 8. Brocketi, George Williams, and Isaac Willhit. 
Committee ora[nvali¢,-Pensions. 

Also, a bilfti. R. ink ) granting a pension to Florence ') 5. _ 


’ 
e 
tue 


to the Committee on In®,iid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK’=f Mis&pici: A bill (H.R. 8569) for the ps 
Mahala Jones and Mixabe —tothe Committee on |: . 
Also, a bill (H. R. $570) f e relief of Catherine |. 

the Committee on Invalid Pensi«.:.s. 

By Mz. CLARKE of Aabama: A bill (H. R. 8571) to « 
risdiction upon the Cou.+ of Claims to adjudicate the . 
Thomas W. McDonald, as administrator oigthe estates of Jay). 
M. and Timothy Meaher, and to remove the of the statute of 


limitations ti:evefrom—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. ELIJOTT of South Carolina: A bill R. 8572) forthe 
relief of the Grovabrier Distillery Company—to ti. Conmniticc .y 


Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FITZGBRALD: A bill (4. R.8578) for rolief of th. 
heirs of t! C. Rowe—to the on Cleims. 

By Mr. MILLER of West Virginia: b 
— of John H. Forbush—to the Conmnittee o 

airs. , 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8575) for the relief eye 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 8576) granting a pensi: 
L. Holden—tce he Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TRELOAR: A bill (H. R. 8577) to remove the ¢) 
desertion from the military record of J Ziegler—to the ¢ 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8578) for the relief of John Harper, Alex ay 
der Hammontree, and others, trustees of the Methodist Church at ¥ 
Warrenton, Mo.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8579) to correct 
the military record of Jefferson Hann—to the Comittee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8580) to correct the 
military record of Frank D. Myers—to the Committee on Military 









—_—-_ 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BULL: Paper to accompany House bill No. 820). grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mrs. C. Abbot—to the Comuuitiv: on 


3. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Memorial of Army and Navy Post, 

No. 187, of Cleveland, Ohio, on behalf of pension for Mrs. Weltha 
tt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. ee uest): Petition of citizens of 
Scotland County, Mo., praying -ae passage of House bill No. 
5729, relative to the protection of game, birds, and fis!i—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of American citizens in Aus 
tralia, for the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee on Interstate 
and F Commerce. sa 

By Mr. DERSON: Affidavits in relation to the bill in be 
half of David N. Thorfipson for a pension—to the Comuutice on 


Invalid Pensions. 
ont acy Se gene wee * Petition 2 many ene of Alameda 
unty, , protesting against continuance of thie statue of 
Pére Marqneitein Statuary Hall—to the Committee on tie Library, 
By Mr. LOUD: Resolutions of the San Francisco Chamber 
Commerce, in favor of Senate bill No. 2447, for a bureau of col 
merce and manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate aud 
Foreign Commerce. 
Also, resolution of the San Francisco Chamber of Commer’, 
favoring Senate bill No. 2410, for the encouragement of \inenn 
shipping in foreign trade—to the Committee on Inters it: and 
F Commerce. 


By Mr. ROYSE: Petition of numerous citizens of Sou!) Bend, 
Ind., recomme the restriction of immigration—to te Col 
mittee on Im tion and Naturalization. 


of 69 ex-soldiers and ex-sailors of the 
late war, citizens of Hanover, Pa., praying for the pa-s:<° o 4 
service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi >. 

By Mr. TAFT: Petition of Thomas French, jr., and 9)": . 
Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of the adoption of the metric sys'’'!" 
weights and measures—to the Committee on Coinage, \\“'s" 
and 


Measures, » Chelation 

By Mr. TRACEWELL: Petition of the Young Men's 1" = 

Association of New Albany, Ind., praying for faver«!) @ act - 
on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and , to provide I-cent }« 


iy Mr. STA : Petition 


half ounce, and to amend the laws relating 
and free matter—to the Committee on the Post-Oiliee 
and Post-Roads, 








1896. 
SENATE, 
THURSDAY, April 30, 1896, 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mitsury, D. D. 
The Secretary Pp 
the further reading was dispensed with. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


consent, 


,LINGER. I present a letter in the form of a me- 
ian the National Academy of Sciences in opposition to 


nel of legislation on the subject of vivisection. 
= el ‘a memorial of the Medical Society of the District 
of Columbia in opposition to legislation on the same subject. 

I present also a tion signed 
the District of ‘ , aa! 
Rev. Randolph H. McKim, on the same subject, the petitioners 
favoring legislation that will restrict and regulate vivisection in 
the District of Colambia. The petitioners say, first, that ani- 
mals used for painful scientific experiments should be rendered 
insensible by the use of anwsthetics; second, that such experi- 
ments shonld be performed only by licensed persons at registered 
places and subject to official inspection; and third, that no such 


experiments should be allowed before classes of children in the 


public schools, 


| desire to call attention to the names on this petition, which is 


one of the most remarkable in point of influence and strength 
ever presented to the Congress of the United States: 
Justices John M. Harlan, H. B. Brown, David J. Brewer, E. D. 


White, R. W. Peckham, and George Shiras, jr., of the Supreme 


Court of the United States; Justices Walter 5. Cox, A. B. Hagner, 
and ©. C. Cole, of the supreme court of the District of Columbia; 
Chief Justice W.A. Richardson and Justices C.C. Nott and Law- 
rence Weldon, of the United States Court of Claims; Bishop John 
J. Keane, rector of the Catholic University of America; Bishop 
Henry Y. Satterlee, Bishop John F. Hurst, Archdeacon Thomas S. 
Childs, Rev. Dr. Alexander Mackay-Smith, rector of St. Johns; 
Rev. Dr. Randolph H. McKim, rector of Epiphany; Rev. Dr. John 
H. Elliott, rector Church of the Ascension; Rev. Dr. J. A. Aspin- 
wall, rector of St. Thomas Church; Rev. Dr. Teunis S. Hamlin, 
sor Church of the Covenant; Rev. Byron Sunderland, pastor 
irst Presbyterian Church; Rev. Thomas C. Easton, pastor Eastern 
Presbyterian Church; Rev. Dr. Frederick D. Power, pastor Ver- 
mont Avenue Christian Church; Rev. Dr. Oliver A. Brown, pastor 
Foundry Methodist Episcopal Church; Rev. Dr. Frank Sewall, pas- 
ior New Chureh; Rev. Dr. J.G. Butler, pastor Lutheran Memorial 
(yurch; Rev. Dr, Alexander Kent, pastor People’s Church; Gen. 
m1 Mrs’ Nelson A. Miles, Mrs. U. S. Grant, Mrs. —_— = Hearst, 
Mx. John Davis, Mrs. A. W. Greely, Mrs. L. Z. Leiter, 8. Made- 
ig Vinten Dahigren, Mrs. W. M. Stewart, Mrs. S. Powhatan Car- 
.4%rs. Florence Murray, Mrs. Robert Anderson, Mrs. George 
jr, Mrs. H. B. Brown, Mrs. Emma Morton, Mrs. Henry M. 
Telle{}Mi‘s Olive Risley Seward, Mr. and Mrs. A. L. Barber, Mr. 
. Henry F. Blount, Mrs. Benaiah J. Whitman, Gen. and 

ts Saxton, Gen. John G. Parke, Gen. D. S. Stanley, Gen. 
J.S. Fajlerton. Gen. H. V. Boynton, Gen. James H. Watmough, 
ex-Senafor!Charies F. Manderson, ex-Senator John B. Henderson, 
Represefitative Cuartes L. Henry, ex-Commissioner John W. 
Douglass, Mr. Crosby S. Noyes, Mr. Theodore W. Noyes, Mr. S. H. 
Kauffmann, Mr. John R. Mclean, Mr. John Joy Edson, Mr. B. H. 
Warner, Mr. Charles J. Bell, Mr. Samuel M. Bryan, Mr. James E. 
Fitch, Mr. John B. Wight, Comptroller James H. Eckels, Mr. R. 
Ross , Mr. Enoch Totten, Mr. W. D. Davidge, Mr. Jere M. 
Wilson, Mr. Mahlon Ashford, Mr.J. Hubley Ashton, Mr. Nathan- 
iel Wilson, Mr. Anthony Pollok, Mr. Calderon Carlisle, Mr. Hal- 
bert E. Paine, Mr. Fendall, Mr. Benjamin Butterworth, 
Mr. Samuel Maddox, Mr. J. J. Darlington, Mr. A. G. Riddle, Mr. 
Henry E. Davis, Mr. in Brown, Mr. H. Randall Webb, Mr. 
John Sidney Webb, Mr. William A. Gordon, Mr. J. Holtisworth 
Gordon, Mr. William Henry Dennis, Mr. Leigh Robinson, Mr. R. 
E. Lee, jr., Mr. Sonn geongy ae Mr. Frank T. Browning, Mr. 
William Stone Abert, Mr. William Redin Woodward, Mr. Story 
B. Ladd, Judge Thomas F. Miller, Mr.Crammond Kennedy, Mr. 
John Cassels, Mr. and Mrs. Charles M. Ffoulke, Mr. and Mrs. 
Horace 3. Cummings, Mr. W.M. Poindexter, Mr. Maxwell Wood- 
8 and Mrs. Horace |S. Cummings, Elliott Coues, A. M., 
— ; professor of anatom ationa ic ollege; 
Dr. F. A. Gardner, Dr.S. 8. Stearns, Dr. James A. Freer, Dr, Regi- 
L. E. Rauterberg, Dr. S. L. Groot, Dr. Leigh 

. Dr. Waterman F. Corey, Dr. Charles B. Gilbert. 
8. Pratt, Mr. William B. Cabell, Maj. R. H. Montgomery, 
Da . Robert Craig, U. S. A.; James A. Bates, U. S. A.; 
vid U.8.A.; Theodore Mosher, U.S. A., and Frank G. 
—_. U.S.A. 


» CHANDLER. I should like to ask my colleague whether 
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to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
eedings, When, on motion of Mr. GALLINGEK, and by unanimous 
c Ss 





by several hundred citizens of 
umbia, at the head of which is the name of 





-_ 
4591 
ymmittee on the District of Columbia has rey 


ported or in- 
tion in the District of 


the C 
tends to report a bill prohibiting vivise: 
Columbia? 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, I will say to my colleague, will probably not report a bill ab- 
solutely prohibiting vivisection in the District of Columbia: and 
while I can not speak for the committee as to their action on this 
very important subject, I will venture to say that the committee 
have had under consideration a bill which proposes to limit and 
control vivisection in this District. which I think is he yr very 
favorably considered. In due time the committee will undoubt- 
edly make a report, which I trust will be made before the present 
session of Congress expires. . 

I move that the memorials and the petition be referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the First Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Sturgis, Mich., praying for the enactment of 
a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition, in the form of resolutions 
adopted by Union Lodge, No. 7, American Association of Iron and 
Steel Workers, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the Government 
ownership and control of telegraph lines; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of Senate 
bill No, 2410, providing for the encouragement of American ship- 
ping in the foreign trade; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the passage of Senate bill No. 
2447, establishing a department of commerce and manufactures, 
and remonstrating against the provision in the bill which pro- 
vides for the partial transfer of the United States consular serv- 
ice to this department; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce and Industry of Raleigh, N. C., praying that an increased 
appropriation be made for gauging the streams and determining 
the water supply of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. QUAY presented memorials of 35 citizens of Philadelphia, 
Pa., of 43 citizens of Pennsylvania, and of 62 citizens of Allegheny 
County, Pa., remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére 
Marquette in Statuary Hall; which were ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relat- 
ing to postage on second-class mail matter; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Philadelphia Union, No. 8, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Philadelphia, Pa., pray- 
ing for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I present a petition of the board 
of directors of the Merchants’ Association of Boston, Mass., pray- 
ing for the passage of the Torrey bankruptcy bill. I move that 
the petition lie on the table, the bankruptcy bill having already 
been reported, and thatit be printed as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH presented a resolution of the general assembly 
of Rhode Island, favoring an increase of compensation to letter 
carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 
{State of Rhode Island, etc., in General Assembly, January session, A.D. 


1896. | 
Resolution recommending to Congress the passage of the bill now pending 

in the National House of Representatives to increase the pay of letter 
carriers. 


Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill H. R. 260, which has been 
favorably reported by the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads of 
the House of Representatives, entitled “A bill to increase the pay of let 
carriers,” by the provisions of which the compensation would range from 
$600 for the first year of regular service, with $30 annually added, to a maxi- 
mum of $1,000a year in cities of a population of less than 75,000and a maximum 
of $1,200 in larger cities: and 

Whereas granting the proposed increase the free-delivery service of the 
Post-Office Department oneal still be not only self-supporting, but the source 


of a large revenue to the Government; and 
Whereas the duties of a letter carrier are of an arduous, responsible char- 
acter, requiring for their best discharge the services of faithful and capable 
men, permanently employed: Now, therefore, it is 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the genera! assembly of the State of 
Rhode Island the bil! aforesaid, to increase the pay of letter carriers, should 
be promptly passed by Congress; that the Senators and Representatives of 
this State at Washington be, and they are hereby, requested tourge the pas- 
sage of said bil] at the present session of Congress, and that the secretary of 
state of Rhode Island be, and he hereby is, instructed to send a copy of this 
resolution to each of our said Senators and Representatives in Congress, as 


well as to the Hea. Toomas B. Reep, Speaker of the National House of Rep- 
ok. 


bey 
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STATE oF Ruope IsLAND, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Providence, April 27, 1896. 
I certify the foregoing to be a true copy of a resolution by the gen- 
eral assembly of said State on the 24th day of April, A. D. 1896. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State aforesaid the date and year first above written. 
CHARLES P. BENNETT 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. BRICE gy a petition of the Trades and Labor Assem- 
bly of Massillon, Ohio, praying for the appointment of a non- 
partisan commission to collate information and to consider and 
recommend legislation to meet the problems presented by labor, 
agriculture, and capital; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the ex-Prisoners of War Asso- 
ciation of Hamilton County, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
House bill No. 306, granting pensions to soldiers and sailors con- 
fined in so-called Confederate prisons; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He e!so presented the petition of Charles O. Heggem, superin- 
tendenit of Russell & Co., manufacturers, of Massillon, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation reorganizing and increasing 
the Engineer Corps of the Navy; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Cheney Medicine Company, 
of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion taking the jurisdiction of the courts away from alcohol c - 
ants; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of John D. Park & Sons Com- 
yany, chemists, of Cincinnati, Ohio, and a memorial of Schaber, 

Reinthal & Co., of Cleveland, Ohio, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation tending to repudiate claims for a rebate 
on alcohol; which were ordered to lie on the table. 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY. 

Mr. ALLISON. I present a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a statement of all amounts allowed in the 
name of the Southern Pacific Company, its branches and leased 
lines, on account of nonbond-aided services, and which remain 
unpaid, amounting to $1,542,979.44. I move that the letter and 
accompanying statement be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, re- 

rted an amendment providing for the ae of expenses in- 
curred under the treaty between the United States and Great 
Britain, signed at Washington, February 8, 1896, and for the pro- 
curement and enforcement of testimony under Article III of that 
treaty, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and = which was agreed to. - 

ir. EST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom w: 
referred the bill (S. 2896) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Niagara River, in the town of Lewiston, in the county 
of Niagara, State of New York, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills and joint resolution, reported 
them severally without amendment: 

A bill (H. R. 7140) granting to A. L. Robeson Post, No. 42 
Grand Army of the ublic, of Bridgeton, N. J., 4 condemned 
cannon and 20 cannon balls; 

A bill (H. R. 8013) donating one condemned cannon and cannon 
balls to Grand Army of the Republic, L. W. Cooper Post, Depart- 
ment of Missouri, No. 81, of Lathrop, Mo.; 

A bill (H. R. 7671) authorizing and directing the Seoretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon and condemned cannon 
bails to U. 8S. Grant Post, No. 72, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Washington, Ind., Department of Indiana; 

A bill (H. R. 8077) granting to Budlong Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Westerly, R. L., two condemned mounted brass 
cannon; 

A bill (H. R. 7100) to donate 8 condemned cannon and 100 can- 
non shot to the Grand Army of the Republic Cemetery Associa- 
tion of Colorado; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 122) authorizing the Secretary of 
the Navy to deliver condemned cannon to berlain Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, to be posted by the soldiers’ monu- 
ment at St. Johnsbury, Vt. 

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8046) for the relief of Frederick Van 
+ remy reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 1743) for the relief of the widow of 
Thomas L. Young, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2906) for the establishment of a light- 


house at the pitch of Cape Fear River, near Wilmin y 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a soporte these? 


was referred the bill (S. 2488) to amend an act entitled « 
to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway Company 
struct and operate a railway through the [ndian Territory and 
ms other purposes,” it without amendment. a 








r. MCBRIDE, from the Committee on Commerce, ¢, Whom 


was referred the bill (S. 2628) to amend the act approved fF. r 

ary 9, 1881, to grant the right of way for railroad 4 
certain lands of the United States in Richmon 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report theres,’ 


urposes thro go 
County, ne 


r. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


referred the bill (8S, 2058) to execute the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the matter of William B. Isaacs & Co., reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. CHILTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


to whom 
‘An act 
to ex mn- 


r. BATE. I am instructed by the Committee on Military 


Affairs, to whom were referred the bill (S. 1950) for the relies of 
Enoch Davis, and the bill (8.1986) for the relief of Enoch Days 
the former introduced Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISoy] 
and the latter introduced by the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. (i, ,,) 
neither of them knowing, I suppose, that the other had introdneod 
such a bill, to rt them adversely, and to substitute therefor g 
similar House bill, which I shall report favorably. I move that 
the two Senate bills be indefinitely postponed. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 


was referred the bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Dayis, 


rted it without amendment. 
r. PLATT, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 


was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Perkins on the 
23d instant, providing for the payment of certain claims rejorted 
favorably by the Court of Cl and reported by the Secretary 
of the Treasury to Congress in House Executive Document No. {j/, 
aoe gress, first session, page 27, intended to be pro- 


to the general deficiency a riation bill, reported it fayor- 


ably, with an amendment, and moved that it be referred ty the 
Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agree to, 


Mr. HILL, from the ttee on the Judiciary, to whom thesub- 


ject wasreferred, submitted a report, accompanied bya bill (S.4) 


in relation tocontempts of court; which was read twice by itstitle. 

Mr. QUAY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1827) to increase and 
limit the appropriation for a public building at Portland, Ores, 
and to designate its uses, reported it with an amendment, ani sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs. to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1785) for the correction of muster 
of Adolph von Haake, late major Sixty-eighth Regiment Veteran 
Volunteer Infantry, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a thereon. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, reported an 
amendment intended to be tothe general deficiency appro- 
priation bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

JOHN FOX. 


Mr. WALTHALL. I am directed by the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 506) to correct the 
mili record of John Fox, of Albany, Oreg., to report it favor- 
ably, without amendment. 

. MITCHELL of ae I hope to have the consent of the 
Senate to place the bill on its passage. It isa private bill. 

The Secretary read the bill,and by unanimous consent the Sen 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, ed to its consideration. 
It p to remove the charge of on now standing on the 
records of the War ent John Fox, who was ¢0- 
rolled December 20, 1861, and mus into the service March }, 


e bill was to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 2985) to incorporate 
the Anti-Saloon League of the District of Columbia; which ws 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Soe 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2986) authorizing the Commissiom 
ers of the District of Columbia to the uest of the late 
Peter Von Essen for the use of the public white schools of = 
portion of said District formerly known as Georgetown; whic 
was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pape™ 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | - 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2987) to establish certain har = 

for the District of Columbia; which was real t™’ 


its title, and, with the accom paper, referred to the 
Lmao, 

















Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 2988) for the relief of 


_ J. Tapp & Co.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
bof “ Committee on Claims. — : 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 2989) to increase the pension 
of Caroline S. Baker; which was read twice ly its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BLANCHARD introduced a bill (S. 2990) for the relief of 
Charles M. Wells; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. — ; 

Mr. BRICE introduced a bill (S. 2991) granting a pension to 
George G. Eakins; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers. referred tothe Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2992) granting a pension to Ellen 
O’Hara; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2993) granting a pension to Rebecca 
Gilbert; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 2994) granting a pension to William 
G. Alspach; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also in need a bill (8. 2995) granting a pension to James 
M. Dennison; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CAI introduced a bill (S. 2996) granting a pension to 
Laura Moore, the widow of a soldier of the Florida Seminole In- 
dian war; which was read twice by its title,and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general ate eeewnnee bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 

inted. 

PM. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 


rinted. 
. Mr. HARRIS submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CARTER submitted two amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
were a to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be prin 

Mr PLATT submitted an amendment intended to be et 


by him to the — deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. BLANCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was ees to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
prin 

Mr. ALDRICH submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
=~ ee to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to 

rinted. 
r. BATE submitted two amendments intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


JOHN MELLIFONT AND ELLEN RIORDON, 


Mr. MILLS. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 


eration of the bill (S. 1336) for the relief of John Mellifont and 
Ellen Riordon. 


Mr. HALE. Th _ Senator from Texas will let me get up 
e i bi 

Mr. . Very well. : 

Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 


tion of the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the naval 


service for the year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MILLS. The Senator from Maine yields to me to call up 
the bill which I have indicated. 
Mr. HALE. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 
The VICE- 


IDENT. The bill indicated by the Senator 
from Texas will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was from the Committee on Claims with 
amendments, in line 4 to strike out ‘‘ determine” and insert ‘find 
the law and facts respecting,” and at the end of the bill to ada 

and that the testimony ant evidence now on file in the Senate 
used in said cause in the Court of Claims: Provided, That 
of limitation is hereby removed”; so as to 


Be it enacted, is hereby upon the Court of 
Se snd ft aya nc gern he nig of Son 
Mellifont Sir Gaines cnsladied be in consequence 
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of the illegal acts of the officers and soldiers of the United States‘in taking 
and killing and ordering off the stock of the above-named parties, destroying 
their fences and buildings, and for other injuries committed by the said offi- 
cers and soldiers on the farm of the above-named parties near Fort Clark, in 
the county of Kinney and State of Texas, between the years 1866 and 1870, 
both inclusive, and that the testimony and evidence now on file in the Senate 
may be used in said cause in the Court of Claims: Provided, That the bar of 
the statute of limitation is hereby removed. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the following bills, 
having been presented to the President on the 15th instant, and 
not having been returned by him to the House of Congress in 
which they originated within the ten days prescribed by the Con- 
stitution, have become laws without his approval: : 

on act (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow; 
anc 

An act (5. 1203) granting an increase of pension to Mary Double- 
day, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Abner Doubleday, . 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes, the pending question being on the amendment of 
Mr. Quay to the amendment of Mr. Gorman. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the pending question be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment and the amendment 
to the amendment will be read. 

The SEcRETARY. In line19, page 50, after the word “ contract,” 
Mr. GORMAN proposes to amend the bill by striking out the word 
‘**four” and inserting ‘‘ two”; so as to read: 

_That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by con- 
tract two seagoing coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest 
armor and most powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 11,000 tons, 
to have the highest practicable speed for vessels of their class, and to cost, 
exclusive of armament, not exceeding $3,750,000 each. 


Mr. QuAY moves to amend the amendment by striking out 
‘*two” and inserting ‘‘ six”; so as to read: 

Six seagoing coast-line battle ships. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Quay] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN}. 

Mr. HALE. [I do not desire at present to submit any remarks 
ee the pending amendment. The Senator from California 
[Mr. WHITE] has indicated a disposition to submit some remarks 
on the bill, and I yield to him. 

Mr.WHITE. Mr. President, I desire to make a few suggestions 
in reference to the further construction of a Navy and as to the 
desirability of coast defenses. 

I concede the necessity for an adequate Navy ample to protect 
us in case of exigency, but when we are considering the question 
of appropriating money for naval purposes we ought not to forget 
the situation of the country with regard to the matter of coast 
defenses. 

OUR DEFENSELESS CONDITION. 


While it is universally admitted that the United States is not in 
a position for successful defense against any leading nation, I do 
not believe that the public appreciate the utter ineffectiveness of 
the means heretofore taken to guard our coasts and property. The 
situation can hardly be exaggerated. In the event of armed con- 
test with such powers as England or France we could not make 
even a respectable showing. General Miles, in a statement given 
by him before the Committee on Coast Defenses during the present 
Congress, sums up the situation thus: 


In my judgment, legislation is 
country in a proper condition of 
protection. s p 
Senator Squire. Have you examined the condition of the fortifications 
that have been erected at any of the seaports? 
General Mrues. Yes, sir; I have made it a question of study for man 
years. My attention was first called to it when in command of the De - 
ment of the Columbia in the Northwest some fifteen years ago, and later 
when in command of the Division of the Pacific. In my reports eleven and 
six years ago I called attention to the subject and urged the importance of 
rotecting the principal harbors of the Pacific coast, especially at the en- 
rance of t Sound, thereby protecting Port Townsend, Seattle, Tacoma, 
Olympia, end other important places on Puget Sound; also the defense of the 
Colurabia River, giving protection to Astoria and Portland, Oreg., and the 
entrance to the harbor at San Francisco and that of San Diego, Cal. 

Senator Squire. Would the guns now at these places be of any use; are 
they serviceable? 

General Mies. While there are guns mounted at Fort Canby, at the mouth 
of the Columbia, and in the harbor of San Francisco, they are mostly obsolete 
guns mounted on old and rotten carriages, as far as the guns are con- 
cerned I believe that they could not be sold for enough to pay the purchaser 
for taking them down and using them for old ircn. 


uired to put the principal ports of the 
ety and in order to give them suitable 
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General Craighill, Chief of Engineers, in his statement to be 
found on page 1 of the hearings before the subcommittee of the 
Senate Committee on Coast Defenses, said: 

Iassume that nobody doubts the need of coast defenses. Our coasts are 
utterly unprotected and should be put in proper condition as soon as possible, 
and what we need now is money. 


No one denies that New York, Boston, Philadelphia, San Fran- 
cisco, and all our seacoast cities will, in the event of war, be 
destroyed unless some provision is made for their protection. 
Recently work has been done at San Francisco and at New York, 
but the defenses even of those places are yet inadequate. Admiral 
Walker, who takes a very broad view of the situation and does 
not consider that the Navy alone can do the work, made the fol- 
lowing statement concerning the defense of San Francisco: 


It is a very difficult place to fortify properly, because of its wide, easy 
entrance, deep water, and strong currents— 
And continuing— 
Very many places on our eastern shore where our channels are shoal are 
easy of defense. They could be defended. It is impracticable to fortify any 
but the most important places on our coasts, but we do not want an enemy 
to come and keep out of range of the defenses of Boston, New York, etc., 
-~ ravage all the coast, as they could do if we did not have a Navy to pro- 
ct it, 


The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] thereupon interro- 
gated Admiral Walker as follows: 


The British do not negiodt their defenses, do they? 
Admiral WALKER. No, sir. 
Senator HAWLuY. How about their fortifications here on this continent? 
Admiral WauKer. They hold Halifax, Esquimalt, and Bermuda as bases 
for operations against the United States; in the West Indies, Santa Lucia 


oo Sree In Kingston there is a fortification of some importance, 
ere No 
Admiral WALKER. Yes, sir. 


The committee took testimony with reference to the various 
means of defense now available. I quote from Admiral Walker: 


Senator Procror. Do you consider that on the whole the plan outlined in 
the report of the Endicott Board—you are somewhat iar with it—is a 
good plan for the defense of our coasts? 

Admiral WALKER. Yes; I consider it so. 

Senator Procror. The was composed of very able men, who made 
a thorough study of the subject? 
anare And two members of the Endicott Board were officers of 

avy 

Admiral WALKER. Yes. 1 have thought, however, for some years that 
the engineers of the Army gave too much importance to their mortars. I 
believe in direct-fire guns. 

Senator Procror. How much fire from a direct-fire gun could a vessel 





stand? 

Admiral WALKER. A modern battle ship would stand a good many shots 
at S penanenne range, but would of course be injured to a greater or less 
exten 
; Thereupon the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BuTLER] 

nquired: 


Would not a few torpedoes either cripple a ship or destroy her if placed at 
the entrance of the harbor? 

Admiral WAaLKrrR. Ships would not attempt to come in without first 
destroying the torpedoes. 
x * + . + * 


* 

Senator Squire. We want you to give us some idea of the importance of 
the land defenses, and the rre 

Admiral WALKER, I 
pie. What we want are harbor defenses. You can not 
but you can fortify the cities and ic 
eS oa Sree, Sees ie sana of © , 

ts, mines, and battle ships, ‘e ought to hold these points 'y, but it 

would not be important to fortify minor points. The im 
be held for ae seen, For instance, the capture of New York would 
cause enormous loss from a financial and moral point of view. Again, from 
anaval officer's point of view, our cities are necessary as points to which our 
ships. if injured or defeated in action can withdraw under cover of the fortifi- 
cations, and dock, repair, and receive supplies and coal. They must serve as 
bases for naval operations. 


The admiral thereupon continued, showing that while with am- 
[we cs ete and strong fortification and abundance of direct- 
guns it will be impossible for a hostile fleet to enter our har- 
bors, nevertheless unless much more generous provision is made 
than is now contemplated by Congress it is unreasonable to claim 
that our country is even tolerably 
I will again cite Admiral Walker: 
ee ee ees the English is to keep their navy equal (in 
Senator Procror. What would be our fate if they sent their whole naval 


us? 
yy yt ae If they were at this time to send over such a naval force 
as they could spare from Europe they would have their own way upon our 


coast. 
a ee HAWLEY. They could take Portland and Boston in twenty-four 


rs. 
Admiral WALKER. Yes, sir; there is that could them for 
ers ; es, sir; nothing stop any 
oe Gorpon. How many guns have they for the protection of New 
Boner oe WALKER. We now have at Sandy Hook, in position, 2 guns and 
Senator Gorpon. Under the conditions » what be the 
effect if the English nave howl engage — Bs — 
Admiral WALKER. They would probably capture or destroy our whole 


.. Procror. Would there not be chance if made @ proper 
ou n some ce if we & 
Getense at Sandy Hook to successfully defend New York? 
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Admiral WALKER. puttiog afl cay vessel behing Ge alia 
make them ee a fight for that place, but nothing ar. on 
them from raiding the whole coast. ao 


than that, newspapers and individuals are not lacking that brand as : 
ous any words of warning, from whomsoever they may come, or wi: ), |. 
ever much of earnestness they may be uttered. i 
cotting forth of un 


f the 
lar establishments, and the 
for censure from their country. ‘It is epains fer amilitary of). 
acknowledge this condition affairs and to ’ 
general who now commands after 
less coast. Yet he would do less than his duty to : 
deavor to bring the truth before the Government, in order that it s)..)),)) 
fully apprised of the true condition of affairs. , 


important ports for w 
tions for the e 


have done for the purpose of f 
seventy years to complete the scheme outlined by the Endicott 
Board, and since modified by the officers in charge. Manifestly, 
therefore, no appropriations whatever should be made or adequata 
appropriations should be made. It is absolute waste of money to 
enter upon a work which can not be utilized until the expiration 




















Lieut. James A, Frye, of Massachusetts, treats this subject in 


a most interesting manner. He says: 
It safely may be assumed that a rtion of our 1 6 fonn 
to hold the same sanguine views of ‘Sabneue of a ah » athe . 


y Yet if the simple. <, 

table facts is to be considered a mark of (is!5y-. 
of the seat, he Officers of bot): re. 

men in civil life must come in too: ).. 


these facts,” ei) +), 
attention to our defenes. 


our Army. : 
country did he pot, 
ibe 


The Secretary of War sums up the situation thus: 


If future appropriations for the manufacture of , Mortars, and car. 

be no larger than the average authorized for the purpose sinc. |<. i+ 

require eae wieoetien anita the nse the eighteen 

comp: pro; are approved. If the ap oroprig. 

r work are to continue at the rate of the pant Po 
seven 








Mr. President, the sum and substance of the situation in this 
regard is asfollows: If we continue to make appropriations as wa 


our harbors, it will take 


of seventy years. But what will be th t of our coast defenses 
when completed seventy years hence? © improvements which 
the future has in store can not be foretold. Obviously a plan for 
fortifications, or, indeed, for anything else, which can not be real- 
ized for generations should not be countenanced by intellivent 
men. 

Fortification work is not only in an unfinished state, but it has, 
as General Craighill says, barely been entered upon. We have 
but few guns of modern . Thave heard it remarked that tho 
pnts oe now genet S the eee be of —_ 

alker tells us (Hearings, at these might be 
used as auxiliaries for S defense of cmale harbors. General 
Miles, however, states that in his opinion they are entirely uscless, 
sa Nee cheba setae old iron. 

The information furnished by General Flagler is interesting. 
The following is an extract from his examination before the Com- 
mittee on Coast Defenses, page 31: 

wder within the last 
pronts tra yous has bape seltg Rad aa prtat ae at wie) ty 
from "s wars, or from 1815, tothe Imentioned, twenty-four or 
twenty-five years 0 go. 

Senator RE. Up to 1870. : 

GLER. Consequently the whole coast defense which we have 
was found n- 


so far in our coast defense twe 
ty-five years ago. It isall new; and it must be new to be of any use 
nst the modern armored or for any medern ordnance, every: 
ing being entirely new. ~ " 
The same statement pants geod. and in some respects the changes are even 
more radical, in our field and siege material. All of the field and siege guns, 
ammunition, and material are entirely new. The Ordnance |epartment 


pee be occupied on perfecting this material for many years. We 
joe factures little in the way 
been up to about six years ago; but investigations and exper 

aes in progress for many years, and I feel authorized to state 


that our and field material at ee is as good as or better 
than that of any other nation in the w 5 Se 
All I wish to say, then, is that these field and siege guns and «!! materis 
that goes with them are new, and we could not in any war against 4 foreisa 
nation use one of the guns or any of the material that was use! (uring 
or & is now on hand. New guns and new material must be pro 
We have but a limited number of aap eene carriages and ammani: 
tion for them on hand. In field and siege materia! wou! 
ee eee and might, Ibe much more important than the ss 
oT to your request as to what appropriations, in addition 
heleesterenmereriesman as te seats nis 
ould be added to th 
estimates I Sikve given to you Sosiber estimate for this field and sies® 
If trouble comes it will be ble to make even fair defensive 
The enemy have everything his own Wy 
¢ are prone to be o Many of our people think that 
they can for war within a few months. ‘That such 10° 
seer chnliteae to extent is remarkable. Nevert) aoae 
we must facts as we them. The 12-inch misour maid 
reliance as far as are concerned. Wehaveno!'!! 


Genera J here is some trovers, to their effectiveness. . 
oral Flagler says (Hearings, page 2) we havea contract with 














slowly. Wecan 


oe aiaeine at the gun factory. 


coast defenses. 


General Flagler made the following statement with reference 
to the length of time necessarily consumed in making a 12-inch 


and his opinion is, of course, most valuable: 
What length of time— 
He was asked— 


would be consumed in making one of the large guns, such as there are in the 


barbor at San if you had everything just as you want it? 

I will state that the gun named is a 12-inch gun. 

General FLAGLER. After the date of the contract we would not have the 
forgings in less than eight months. We could then finish the gun in about 


six, monte Its. It would take a little over a year to complete the gun? 


General FLAGLER. Yes; it would be about that lencth of time from the date 
of the appropriation before the gun would be completed. For an 8-inch gun 
it would take about seven months and for a 10-inch gun about ten mgnths. 


The statement made by General Craighill, and also contained in 
the report of the Committee on Coast Defenses, with reference to 
the difficulty of rapid work and the impossibility of immediate 
accomplishment, is alike instructive and interesting. 

General Flagler insists with much force that we should not be 
without some 16-inch guns. In that respect, as I have before re- 
marked, there has been some controversy among our military men, 
but he declares that he is willing to assert that we can manufac- 
ture a successful 16-inch gun. He argues that there is necessity 
for such a weapon, because a 12-inch gun would not necessarily be 
certainly effective when brought to bear upon one of the largest 
vessels that might be sent inst us, but that one shot well di- 
rected from a 16-inch gun will put any vessel in the world out of 
action; and he tells us that it would-take about three years to 
make the first or type 16-inch gun. I quote from his report as 
Chief of Ordnance: 

The Board on Fortifications or Other Defenses of 1886, appointed under the 


act of Con March 3, 1885, adopted forty-four 16-inch guns asa part of 
our coast the harbors for the defense of which these 


guns were to be used. For carrying out the provisionsof this report this De- 

ment has several times submitted to Congress an estimate for funds for 

construction of oe gun, but the necessary appropriation there- 
for has not yet been It is believed that this failure of Congress to make 
the necessary 2 priation is partly due to opinions expressed by persons 
who are to the adoption and use of the It-inch gun, and who profess 
to believe that the 12-mch gun has sufficient power for our needs. Ido not 
know what ments have been used to enforce this opinion, and can not, 
therefore, waheh =a The refusal of the wecesuary appropria- 
tion does not, however, relieve this ne from responsibility in the 
matter, and I deem it a plain duty to su t here some of the more impor- 
pa reasons for © preparation for producing guns of this 
caliber. 

The question of the comparative advantage of guns of the largest or of a 
emailer caliber for the coast defense has sometimes been confused with the 
same question applied to naval guns, and the opinion formed against them 
for naval use has been, without sufficient thought, improperly extended to 
coast-defense use. The cases are so totally different that arguments capenne 
to the one case are not applicable to the other. ‘The Navy is limited by the 
weight which can be cunveniently carried or economically provided for, by the 
length which isadmissible, by convenient provision for handling and pro- 
tecting,and by provision which can be conveniently or economically made 
for strains due to . Our coast defenses are not so limited in regard to 
The naval gun is on a movable support, and can 

to the enemy for fighting purposes as the cali- 
ber of the gun and the circumstances of the case demand and will give the 
best results. The army gun is ona fixed platform, and must fight the 


enemy at such long as the latter mayselect within the limits of water 
that will float his Many foreign governments carry the large caliber 
guns on their and cout sometimes select positions and long ranges 


vessels, 

at which their large guns would be effective but at which our 
The jouw: will, there potim ire the power of the | 
’ ‘ore, sometimes requ er oO arger gun, 
while there is not such necessity i , for the Navy. The objections to 
the gun which are nt to the Navy do not exist or are comparatively 

“The rw ep he ao, f 16-inch or larger caliber in thei 
Ts ve guns oO! inca or elr 

coast det Bavies, or in both. The fact that they have them in their de- 
fenses shows ou this subject. The fact that they have them in 
their navies shows it is important that we be prepared to compete with 

their fire for the reason stated above. 
This Department has never had any doubt of the necessity for the 16-inch 
Sih or ot the wisdom of its ad ion by the Board on Fortifications or 
Defenses in 1886. Since thedate of the report of that Board the history 
of Gun vs. Armor has steadily shown an increased necessity for a gun of as 
high power as that caliber. Granting what was perhaps true 
nine a ‘tat the 12-inch could, under favorable circumstances— 
that is, at Tange and with Se veanil’e side normal to the trajectory— 
Denetrate any armor then in existence, or, under less favorable circumstances 
and a destroy any vessel by continued hammering; later ex- 
is not the case with modern armor now. Moreover, 
© enemy will not place his vessel exactly in the position desired, as we place 
& plate for experimental firing, and the problem in most cases is to destroy a 
Vessel which is doing its best torun past our batteries. Only asmal! number of 
shots can be fired from any one gun at a passing vessel. and to accomplish the 
}arired amount of hammering a tmany 12-inch guns would be required. 
ot more than one moderately fair hit would be required from the yee 
ié-inch gan eae any vessel known at the present time. There 
oe sites for our a one so gun nee be toe ——, 
as question uces itse one 

“ieneal 16-imch gun is the more economic gun for the work in hand. 
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the experiments indicate that ever with continued hammer- 
ing with the iS inc ew ca ot expect to penetrate the best modern 
@rmor, and could destroy or stop certain vessels, except by a rare and 


ae a hat one 
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Company for guns under which they are delivered 
the Bethlehem mab in addition to that number no guns which 
mt is willing to put into fortifications except those 
You will see, then, that the 
n manufactory measures the rate at which we can go on with 
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exceptionally lucky hit in some weak spot. The report of the Chief of the 
Bureau of Ordnance of the Navy for this year will show that in some late 
experiments at Indian Head it was utterly impossible to penetrate modern 
heavy armor with a 12-inch projectile, fired under the most favorable circum- 
stances at a range of only 190 yards and with the plate held normal to the 
trajectory. In some cases a 13-inch project r} plate 
under the same favorable circumstances. In some ‘unents with a 
modern plate the lj-inch projectile passed through, while the 12-inch pro- 
duced little effect. 


» barely got thro h the 












This Department again submits in its estimates for this year an item for 
the manufacture of a type l6éinch gun. After an a ! : ude it 
will require about three years to procure the for ‘ nitude 
not heretofore made), to I to the 
tests required by law for : l i ed 
and manufactured for servi ] ‘ in 
is completed. This action does not commit the G ! ‘ nm 
and manufacture of 16-inch guns for the service at the expir ree 
years if they are not then wanted. It is deemed certain t t 


only be wanted, but that they will become an imperative nec 
be an act of plain wisdom and forethought to advance by 









condition of preparation for producing the guns, if wanted, “ 
as soon as possible the manufacture of the single type gu his 
purpose. 

It is not easy to regard with patience the conduct of Congress in mak ng 
appropriations so meager as those heretofore provided for ast defenses, 
No business.man would purste such a course, and no prudent nation can 


afford to rest under such a menace 
Admiral Walker thus speaks of the necessity of coast as well as 
naval defenses: 


If an enemy comes on our coast and we think we are strong enough to 


ccur 


engage him we fight. But crea j 

in action even if successful, an st havea place of r 
have supplies and dry docks, : must be protected by forti 
We could not protect all the ports with the Navy, because it is in 

to have a fleet for each seaport, or of sufficient size to cover our enormous 
seacoast, but it would be equally impracticable to protect our coast and 
large seaports without the assistance of the Navy. * * * In the present 
condition of our fortifications and Navy I would spend, say, $60,000,0000n coast 
defenses and $40,000,000 on the Navy, but as the total amount to be ex- 
panies for the two purposes is increased, the percentage which should go to 
yuilding up the Navy would be relatively less. If I could have my way I 
would spend for increase of the Navy during the next five or six years, say, 
$60,000,000, and for fortifying our cities and harbors all that may be fot nd 
pomeeny working upon the general line of the report of the Endicott 
oard. 






ries and many accidents « to ships 





Although we.are"thus helpless, we discuss the propriety of en- 
gaging in wars with almost all nations. We have not perhaps 
been as bellicose within the past two or three weeks as we were 
some months ago, but still we have been and are seemingly ready 
and anxious to fight. But we have made absolutely no prepara- 
tion; we are not making any preparation; we are not in a condi- 
tion for aggressiveness, and yet we talk as though we are confident 
of glorious results when called on to meet the world, I fear that 
our pleasant anticipations are fanciful. 

Mr. President, it is universally conceded that a gun well located 
upon the shore is of much more value than the same weapon upon 
shipboard. The reason for this is obvious. The expert gentle- 
men who testified before the committee differed somewhat in their 
estimates of this comparative efficiency. Some thought that a 
gan upon shore was worth three upon the ship; others said five. 

ut the apparent discrepancy was perhaps explained by the sug- 
gestion that the conditions of sea and weather affect the steadiness 
of the vessel. However, it is evident that it is possible for us to 
guard the principal harbors and cities of the United States so that 
those points at least will be free from serious danger. 

Lieutenant Frye makes a computation of the property which will 
be subject to destruction on the seacoast as matters are now sit- 
uated. He says that there are 75 cities on navigable waters of 
the Atlantic coast. I will read the exact language used by him: 

Tracing the broken coast line of the Atlantic, it will be found that 75 cities 
are situated on navigable waters, whose population reaches the aggregate of 
6,640,582 and whose wealth may be estimated at $6,509.512,748. In the region 


of the Gulf lie 8 cities, with 354,182 of population and & 195,098 in wealth. 
On the Pacific coast 11 cities show a population of 527,223, with a wealth 
of $547,784.697. Along the shoresof the Great Lakes are scattered 37 « 
witha population of 2,525,898 and $2,624,408,022 in property. It should be stated 
that these figures, enormous and almost beyond the powers of comprehen- 
sion as they are, yet fall short of the actual conditions of to-day, since the 
six years that have passed since the taking of the census have been years of 
expansion and not of contraction. This may be shown by a single illustra- 
tion. Thepopnuiation and wealth of Boston, New York. Brooklyn, Philadel- 
phia, Baltimore, Washington, New Orleans, San Francisco, Milwaukee, De- 
troit, Chicago, Cleveland, and Buffalo, as included in the above aggregates, 
were, ctively, 7,050,163 and $7.325,119.357. By the latest obtainable esti 
mates (January 1, 1896) the same cities should be credited with an aggregate 
population of 8,400,000 and with an aggregate wealth of $10,389,452,574 


He then proceeds to show, and, indeed, we all know the fact 

without any argument, that these cities and this extensive popu- 
lation and vast wealth are all endangered by the policy which we 
have pursued and are pursuing. 
But it is said by some that the Navy affords adequate protec- 
tion. Mr. President, if we construct a navy in accordance with 
the prevailing plat, it will be utterly impossible to meet any such 
exigency as will necessarily attend war. This very year Great 
Britain has appropriated sufficient money for the construction of 
war vessels superior in number and power to our entire Navy. 
Says the same authority from which | have already quoted, Mr. 
Frye: 

The most elementary maxims warn us that if it be worth while to maintain 
a Navy atall we must also have a reserve supply of ordnance and ordnance 
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stores, and certainly we need not call on military science to tell us that our re- 
serve of naval vesselsisof no value without guns. Congress should give care- 
ful attention to the ordnance requirements of vessels that are liable to be 
called into service as auxiliaries in time of war, in accordance with the acts of 
Congress approved March 3, 1891, and May 10, 1892, proven’, that steamers 
registered under the provisions of said acts can be used by the United States as 
transportsand cruisers. To mention noothers, the Parisand New Yorkofthe 
American Line are now receiving large sums of ney annually on condition 
that they hold themselves in readiness to serve the Government whenever 
demanded. When they hauled down the English to hoist the American flag 
they were receiving pay from the British Government to hold themselves in 
readiness to serve t nation, and the English had guns and gun-mounts 
ready to be put upon them at a moment's notice. We now have been paying 
subsidies to these ships for months, and have not a gun to put upon them. 

With a war upon us our naval authorities would indeed find 
the situation disagreeable. In order to avoid capture, in order to 
avoid our ships falling into the hands of the enemy—assuming our 
contention to be with one of the great powers—we would find it 
policy to beach our Navy. We possess no protected port to which 
they could resort. Flight would be impossible. -We have no 
properly defended coaling stations. As already shown, it is ad- 
mitted by those who are more partial perhaps to the Navy than 
to the coast-defense idea that in the event of a war with Great 
Britain our Navy would necessarily be utterly destroyed, whereas 
if our great ports—New York, Philadelphia, Boston, etc.—were 
properly fortified. it would be possible to afford protection. Noone 
denies, none of the officers who are connected with the Navy dis- 
putes that there is grave necessity for immediate and thorough 
work in the direction of fortifications. = 

Admiral Walker's statements are clear and to the point: 

If an enemy comes on our coast and we think we are strong enough to 
engage him we would fight, but great injuries and many accidents occur to 
ships in action, even if successful, and we must have a place to repair where 
we have supplies and dry docks, and they must be protected by fortifications. 
We could not protect all ports with the Navy, because it is impracticable to 
have a fleet for each seaport or of sufficient size to cover our enormous sea- 
coast; but it would be equally impracticable to protect our coast and large 
seaports without the assistance of the Navy. 

This testimony of Admiral Walker is exceedingly interesting 
as showing, first, the weakness of our Navy, and, secondly, the 
comparative inefficiency of our so-called commerce destroyers. 
These vessels are not as swift as the Cunarders, White Star, and 
other liners. The latter can- be armed with 5 and 6 inch rapid- 
fire guns and would then be altogether more useful as commerce 
destroyers than our cruisers. The cruisers can not engage a bat- 
tle ship or a fort, and can not catch the more rapid liners of the 
enemy, and are, therefore, of less value than is commonly sup- 
posed, — 

Admiral Walker further says (page 58): 

To put ourselves in a position to defend our seacoasts without fortifications 
we must expend two or three hundred millions of dollars. 

In other words, it is his testimony that if we are to have a navy 
adequate to obviate coast defenses we must invest that enormous 
sum. 

We have manufactured some fine guns and carriages and have 
partially fortified New York and San Francisco. 

Congress is to blame. Our officers having the matter in char 
have done everything that skill and patriotism could accomplish. 

It is said by competent authority that the utmost emphasis of 
experience teaches that ports properly defended by powerful bat- 
teries, reenforced by suitable auxiliaries in the form of submarine 
mines, torpedo boats, etc., can not be successfully attacked by even 
the most formidable fleet. With this view all authorities, military 
and naval, are in thorough accord. 

We have, I might say, indisputable proof that in case of a war 
with England, circumstanced as we are, it would be necessary for 
us, as I have before remarled, to destroy our own vessels. 

I fully recognize the necessity of a strong navy. Fortifications 
are only of value for defense. It is necessary to have a navy, not 
only to guard unfortified points but likewise to enable us to at- 
tack our opponents. But it is clear that we ought not to proceed 
one step further without providing for coast defense. We might 
spend ten or twelve million dollars more on our Navy and yet we 
will be devoid of protection. 

Lieutenant Frye, in the April number of The Bostonian, gives 
the following significant appropriations from 1889 to 1896; in other 
words, to date: 


EON wi tihinn it dinndnitie tin edienil Adiiec teh ie pinemarnbeeen 


I quote from Wilson on ironclads in action: 


Artillery has progressed so much that cannon can be mounted on land 
which can pierce armor thicker than any ship can hope to carry. Consider- 
ations of weight and displacement limit the protection which can be given to 
the ship, while they have no such determining influence on the fort. The 
ironclad's armor and ordnance are limited; the fort’s unlimited. How can 
the two fight on an equal footing? There are these further a 
too, to be taken into account. ‘he guns must be crowded into a limi 


_ $$ — 


* Of this sum onl $10,631,000, or four-tenths of 1 per cent of the grand aggre- 
gate, has been available tor expenditure upon ectern forts and guns. 
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space on board ship, where several may be silenced by a singl — 
In the fort a wide space can intervene between wennen and it oxy shot, 
mounted each gun must be octeay Syncs before it can be put out of y 
tion. Then, too, the fort's fire can be di upon the ship’s water jj. 
hits here will be every whit as efficacious as upon her battery, and sh. ... 
be driven off without a single one of her guns being struck. Thus. a.) 
attack by ships upon forts has become almost impossible, though it is, bey, . a 
doubt, perfectly feasible for war vessels to run through an unobstr,..~ d 
channel commanded by forts, however numerous. ae 
Mr. President, it has often been said that it is dangerous to pro. 
vide fortifications and also to equip our Army properly because 
we may be tempted to engage in war. To this I do not assent, 
Says Admiral Walker: 
In the interest of peace the best thing that could be done at this tiny. by 
Congress would be to a puagrinte liberally for the defense of the im), rtant 
seaports and to make | appropriations for the Navy. 
It is clear that self-respect, to say nothing of the demands of 
triotism, requires that we shall be in a position to guard oy 
nonor and our families, our lives and our property. We wish to 
engage, I assume, in no unjustifiable struggle, but we do not care 
to be trampled under foot. Our cities must not be destroyed or 
placed under contribution. But if we continue the do-nithing 
programme of the present we must avoid all attempts to vindicatg 
private or public right as against better equipped nations. 
When General Miles was examined by the committee he wag 
asked the following question: 


Senator MILLs. But what would prevent a fleet from setting fire to ang 
burning a city? 


General MILEs. They should be sunk before coming within reach of the city, 
We all concur, I presume, in the wisdom of that remark. 
Besides, I think it would be regarded as a violation of the rules of civilizeq 
warfare, if a fleet should get near enough to do so, to turn their batteries on 
a city when they were unable to silence the batteries defending it. 
ings, page 50.) 

The difficulty about this statementis twofold. In the first place, 
as General Miles correctly says: 

A hostile fleet can not come within 24 miles of New York without « ming 
under the guns at Sandy Hook, now Fort Hancock. When the fortifications 
are completed they could not enter Long Island Sound without encountering 
the land batteries. (Hearings, page 50.) 

Therefore, if a hostile fleet were within the range of New York 
it is pretty certain that its proximity could be accounted for only 
because it had silenced or at least successfully passed the fortifi- 
cations. It would, indeed, bea fearful exercise of power to destroy 
such a city as New York; but war is cruel, an irate enemy, deter- 
mined upon conquest or vengeance, and panting for blood, might, 
notwithstanding the rules of civilized warfare, which are only 
binding in a moral sense, submit tothe city of New York the alter- 
native of the payment of an enormousransom or obliteration and 
destruction. No nation can afford to rest in security upon the 
theory that the civilized rules of warfare inhibit the bombard- 
ment of a great metropolis. The d te conflicts which have 
sullied the pages of history evidence the futility of such theoret- 
ical defenses. A war between the United States and either of the 
great European powers would mean ruin unexampled, and in such 
exigency our cities will be safe only if they are well guarded by 
not only skillful and brave men, who may be found easily and 
daily, but also by powerful guns, which can be built solely in ex- 
pensive factories by complicated instrumentality slow of creation 
and easy of destruction. These great weapons can not be made 
by the best and most extensive mechanism save after months and 
even years of discipline and toil. To be safe our coast must be 
defended. To be defended we must provide weapons. To pro- 
vide weapons we need years and money. At the present rate, 
according to the testimony of the Secretary of War, it will be 
necessary to wait for seventy years. This Congress should pro- 
vide the means su by the War and Navy Departments 
involving a decade of workmanship, for it must be recollecte: 
that if we — the plan submitted to us by our military authori 
ties it will still take ten years to complete the armament. This is 
not Mo Brg work. It is slow enough, surely. If we declineto 
so legislate we should plainly announce that we do not intend to 
defend ourselves, and are seeking mercy, not demanding justice. 
Certainly, the present system is absurd. To appropriate small 
sum which can eventuate in nothing, to postpone effective defense 
until the expiration of three-quarters of a century—approx' mates 
dementia. ng before our will have been completed the 
weapons created in inaugurating it will have become old-fashioned 
and useless. Our t system is burlesque and its continuance 
is a misappropriation of public funds, 

18 THERE ANY DANGER OF WAR WITH A FORMIDABLE POW ER? 

While it is omigstte that we can not justify our failure to pro 
vide adequate defenses if it be true that there is danger of serious 
complications with great powers, it must, nevertheless, be aimit- 
ted that if such ct is forever and certainly seapossible then 
there is no necessity for any expenditure, and in that event we 
are not warranted in making any outlay whatever for our nery 
or for coast defenses. While I do not think it at all probable that 
this country will be subject to the horrors incident to armed con 
tests, nevertheless I see no impossibility of such an occurrence 
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1896. 


The experiences of the past necessitate these conclusions. Take 
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Mr. President, the amendment proposed by the Senator from 








the case of Great Britain. It is but little more than a century | Maryland [Mr. Gorman} with reference to the battle-ship ques- 


since we separated from the mother country, not peaceably, but 
after the disbursement of a large amount of money and the saeri- 
fice of many valuable lives. But a few years afterwards the war 
of 1812 challenged the utmost exertions of our people. Upon sev- 
eral occasions later on our relations were further strained. Dur- 
ing our civil contest we were upon the verge of war with En gland, 
and had it not been for the good sense of Mr. Lincoln it is proba- 
ble that she would have found occasiontoengage us. The theory 
advanced in this Chamber that the warm fellowship existing be- 
tween England and America assures peace is utterly negatived 
by familiar history. In the Venezuelan case the prees and people 
of both countries manifested warlike symptoms. In this Chamber 
a demonstration the like of which has not been seen for many 
years ted the somewhat belligerent phraseology of the Presi- 
Jontial message. The Cuban incident developed sentiments of an 
even moreacrid character toward Spain, and while a contest with 
that nation would not be so serious, nevertheless other parties 
would likely intervene. Not very long ago, during Mr. Harrison's 
Administration, it was currently believed that a conflict with 
Chile was inevitable. The Nicaragua Canal project now pending 
before Congress will, if carried out, be followed by hostile pro- 
testations from Great Britain and probably from other powers. 

In 1817 our Government and that of Great Britain entered into 
an agreement by which it was covenanted that on Lake Ontario 
neither Government should have any armed vessels except the fol- 
lowing: 

On aie Ontario one vessel not exceeding 100 tons burden, armed with one 
18-pound cannon. On the Upper Lakes two vessels not exceeding like burden, 
each armed with like force. On the watersof Lake Champlain one vessel not 
exceeding like burden and armed with like force. 
414, 415.) 

Of this agreement Secretary Herbert speaks in his late report. 
Thus both Great Britain and the United Statesconcede the neces- 
sity of excluding all considerable armed force from the Great 
Lakes. In other words, we have mutually agreed not to carry 
deadly weapons, because of the apprehension that the same might 
be used with fatal effect. Wecan not trust ourselves in each 
other's company. Wehave conceded this fact by the solemn obli- 
gations above referred to. Moreover, there is in this country a 
warlike spirit. The men who were engaged in the civil war and 
who personally witnessed its horrors are not anxious for hostili- 
ties of any kind. That they are brave and patriotic passes with- 
out saying. They have been tried in a fiery and terrible ordeal. 
Another generation appears upon the scene. The national spirit 
has been pr nly cultivated, and there is much desire to whip 
somebody. ‘Gen emen who were well and old enough to fight 
during the civil war, but who did not fight, doubtless because 
they knew their country could get along without them, and gen- 
tlemen who think they would have fought had they been old 
enough, vie with each other in criticising and often insulting for- 
eign nations. We are traveling around, figuratively speaking, 
with a chip on our shoulder. Some of us perhaps hope that no 
one will take us up. But we can not be certain as to this. 

If we possessed proper coast defenses and reasonable naval 
strength, it is unlikely that any power would care to attack us; 
but if Great Britain or France, or even Germany, were to declare 
war against the United States to-day and at the same time draw 
upon on and New York for a few hundred millions, there 
would be nothing for those cities to do but to put up the money. 
If this were set one immediately the appearance of a fleet in the 
neighborhood would compel compliance. Andif the enemy felt so 

sed, our Navy, so called, would be either captured or sunk. 
This is not pleasant to contemplate. This condition makes one 
unduly conservative. However patriotic we may be, it is ques- 
tionable whether under these conditions we are justified in trying 
to resent insults. Probably we should make an effort to resist. 
When a weak of spirit is grossly insulted by one who is 
he may be to act, and if he is defeated he at least 
has the satisfaction of knowing that he was brave, though indis- 
This makes him feel better while he is undergoing repairs. 
We all observed that the New York newspapers did not take 
kindly to Mr. Cleveland’s Venezuelan message. We can not won- 
der at this. Some of those newspa possess very fine buildings. 
anticipated war with England had taken place many of 
edifices might have been destroyed. The English admiral 
have trained his guns by way of experiment upon these mas- 
structures. The same journals have been, it is true, 

, 


(Treaties, etc., page 


to but that is because they feel safe as to 

Spain, having faith oy ability to better that nation on either 
or sea. The circumstance that powerful governments have 
treated our ban naturedly or at least have 

to invite us to the field is no evidence of what may be 
A nation as well as a man may have,as Cervantes says, 


ane like a benediction,” and yet there may be savage prepara- 


_ We can not give a good account of ourselves 
arms, vessels, and fortifications. 





ment which has to 
Mr. GO 


tion has suggested to me the prupriety of making these remarks, 
not because I am opposed to the navy idea, but because I wish to 
call the attention of the Senate and the country to the manifest 
necessity for the adoption of a different policy in the matter of 
national defense. 

I have referred to the circumstance that Great Britain, with 
her powerful naval force, does not ignore land defenses. She has 
taken pains at all times to provide adequate fortifications for the 
protection not only of her cities, but also for her navy and mer- 
chant marine. Her navy has been constantly increased and her 
land defenses augmented and multiplied. 

She has not ignored her cities, harbors, and coaling stations. 
Nor has she in any respect followed the unreasonable plan adopted 
here. We declare our willingness to rely upon our Navy, and 
also assert that we are a brave people prepared at any moment to 
meet any exigency that may be thrust upon us. But we do not 
possess supernal power. Perhaps if we were compelled to face a 
foe in hand-to-hand combat as in the olden time, or if we could 
successfully use weapons of easy manufacture, the case would be 
different. But when we reflect that it takes months and even 
years to manufacture a single gun, when we remember that while 
the process is going on widespread destruction will have overtaken 
us, we begin to appreciate that our conduct is essentially unbusi- 
nesslike. 

It appears to me that the committees having these matters in 
charge should either abandon all effort for coast defense or provide 
sufficient money to permit the adoption of a course suggested by 
common sense. 


[Mr. ALLEN addressed the Senate. See Appendix. ] 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] to the amendment offered by the Sena- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman]. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let the amendment be stated. 

TheSEcCRETARY. On page 50, line 19, after the word “ contract,” 
it is proposed to amend the amendment by striking out the word 
‘*two” and inserting ‘‘six”’; so as to read: 

That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by 
contract six seagoing coast-line battle ships, etc. 

Mr.GORMAN. I make the point of order that six battle ships 
are not estimated for, and therefore the amendment to the amend- 
ment is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maryland 
makes the point of order that there is no estimate for the propo- 
sition embraced in the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, of course I recognize the fact that 
if the Senator from Maryland and the Senate gag at four battle 
ships itis not likely they will swallow six. But believing, as I 
do, that the naval armament of the country will not be complete 
without these six battle ships, believing that the Republican party 
long before the fulfillment of the contract for their construction 
will be in possession of the Government and that there will be 
plenty of money toconstruct them and asurplus in the Treasury, 
I should like to have a vote directly upon the proposition. I trust 
the Senator from Maryland will withdraw the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the point of order insisted on? 

Mr. GORMAN. [shall have to insist upon the point of order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. The question recurs on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAn}. 

Mr. GORMAN. The amendment had better be stated. 

Mr. VEST. Let the amendment be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. In line 19, page 50, after the word “contract,” 
it is proposed to strike out the word “‘ four” and insert ‘“‘two”; so 
as to read: 


Two seagoing coast-line battle ships. 


Mr. GORMAN. Of course the Senate understands perfectly, 
after the debate we have had, although the real point under con- 
sideration may have been lost sight of in the long discussion, that 
if the amendment which I have offered to strike out ‘‘four” and 
insert ‘‘two” prevails it will decrease the appropriation about 
$16,000,000. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Wiil the Senator from Maryland please state 
about what the cost of each battle ship will be? 

Mr. GORMAN. The bill provides that the construction of each 
one of the vessels shall cost not to exceed $3,750,000. The arma- 
ment and armor will cost about an equal amount; so each vessel 
will cost not quite $8,000,000—seven million and a half; and if the 
amendment which I have offered—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thearmorisincluded, Itis only the arma- 

be provided in addition. 
The armor is included. 
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Mr. CHANDLER. The limit is $3,750,000 for each, and that 
includes armor. The armament is additional. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; the armament is additional. 

Mr. MILLS. The guns. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The armament might cost half a million 
dollars. 

Mr. GORMAN. If the amendment I have proposed is adopted 
it will give to the Navy two of these immense battle ships, which 
is the same number that we ordered two years ago. Those are 
only now being constructed at Newport News, and the armor for 
them has not yet been contracted for. Bids are in and are pend- 
ing before the Navy Department. The armament as a matter of 
course has not yet been provided for. It will give a natural and 
a very large increase to the Navy if we make provision fortwo. I 
trust the amendment will be adopted. On that question I shall 
ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think the Senator from Maryland in- 
tended to leave the impression, but he certainly has left the im- 
pression, that these ships will cost complete between seven and 
eight million dollars. 

Mr. GORMAN. Six or seven million dollars. 

Mr. LODGE. They will cost complete between four and five 
million dollars each. 

Mr. GORMAN. I have the exact amount. 

Mr. HALE. The figures, if the Senator from Maryland will 
allow me, were given in the debate in the other House. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HALE. The four ships complete, including their arma- 
ment and eens, will cost between twenty-five and twenty- 
six million dollars. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Including the armament? 

Mr. HALE. Including everything. They will cost either be- 
tween. twenty-four and twenty-five million dollars or between 
twenty-five and twenty-six million dollars. I have the figures 


Mr. CHANDLFR. The Senator will notice that the cost of 
each ship is limited to $3,750,000. 

Mr. PLATT. What does the armament cost? 

: Mr. CHANDLER. I do not know, but say half a million dol- 
ars, 

Mr. HALE. Oh, more than that; much more than that sum. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Add a million and a quarter, and it is only 
$5,000,000. 

Mr. LODGE. These a cost about $5,000,000 each. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I think the bill had better be recommhitted to 
the committee or to somebody who can tell us within a few mil- 
lion dollars what the ships will cost. 

Mr. HALE. We are not all possessed of the great information 
on every subject that the Senator from Colorado is. 

Mr. WO TT. I do not profess it; it is not my duty to be 
charged with it, and 1 go to the fountain head of information, 
where I went courteously and had aright to go. I asked the Sen- 
ator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] and he gave me one figure; 
the Senator from Massachusetts . LopGE] and the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], who is upon the Naval 
Affairs Committee, gave another figure. TheSenator from Maine 
[ Mr. Hae] gives another figure, and I am asking for information 
in the ntmost good faith. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Colorado can take his choice. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Not claiming myself to have unusual infor- 
mation, I suggest that the bill ought to be recommitted or re- 
ferred to somebody who can tell us within a few million dollars 
what the ships will cost. 

Mr. HALE. I can tell the Senator within very much less than 
a few million dollars. When the matter was up in the other 
House the figures were given, and I have the debate here before 
me. Ido not quite remember whether it is between twenty-four 
and twenty-five million or between twenty-five and twenty-six 
million dollars, but my recollection is that it is between twenty- 
four and twenty-five million dollars complete. I may be wrong 
about it. It may be a little less than that. 

Mr, GOR . The Senator from Maine is right about it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from New pshire [Mr. 
CHANDLER] —_ the armament will cost $500,000, I understand. 
aia rom Maryland [Mr. Gorman] says the cost is 

= a ao for 7 oe 

r. WOLCOTT. No, no. tor’s on, 

Mr. MILLS. For each one. oa _ om 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Both Senators stated the cost of the arma- 
ment for each vessel. The Senator from land stated that it 
is about $3,750,000 and the Senator from New pshire—I hope 
I do net misquote him—said itis about $500,000. He is fresh from 
Bethlehem, having just returned from an pwr are there. 

Mr, CHANDLER. I am under pretty iscipline in one 
committee of this body, the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, where there is absolute accuracy of knowledge as to post- 
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office and post-road subjects. I have been occupying so much of 
my time this session in trying to kee up with the ator from 
Colorado, that I have not kept myself fully informed as {. ;},.. 
figures in connection with the navalappropriations. The Se)... 
will understand that I can not remember down to a dollar. a», 
we do rely nevertheless upon the vote of the Senator from (),.. 
rado being in favor of an increase in the Navy, although we ca, 
not give him the figures precisely —— , 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 
Mr. CHANDLER. I presume the Senator from Maine now has 
a table which will enlighten the Senator from Colorado so th: |... 
will allow the consideration of the bill to proceed without movi). 
to recommit it. . 
Mr. HALE. I do not suppose the Senator from Colorad, ; 
very serious about recommitting the bill. We are entirly .., 
tent with his mild sally at the expense of the committes, 
committee is not so very far wrong after all. © sae questior 
was asked in. the House of Representatives, and the estinyato, 
the cost of the four ships, upon different figures, ranged bot we, 
twenty-three and twenty-four million dollars up to $26,(()) \ 
Mr. Dina.ey said: = 
Thatis the statement in the ; and that the cost of the armamoer 
exclusive of that sum, about §2, for each battle ship, which would }, 


$9,600,000 for the four hattle ships; and that added together carrics | 
amount up to $26,275,000. 5 


That is larger than I stated. It was afterwards stated that, 
reckoning the cheapness of material, the four ships could be 
builded for between twenty-four and twenty-five million dollars, 
or twenty-three and twenty-four million dollars. 

Mr. HELL of m. Twenty-four million nine hun- 
dred and eighty thousand is the amount, as I understand, 
according to the estimates which have been given. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt that the four ships, fully com. 
fenong and ready for service, with ev ing to make complete 

ttle ships, will cost anywhere in the neighborhood of—not far 
either way—$25,000,000. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I ask the Senator from Maine a question? 

Mr. SQUIRE. By referring toa table which I received from 
the Navy Department, I observe that the Jowa has a displace- 
mént of 11,410 tons, with an indicated wer of 11,000, and 
that the cost of the hull and machinery of the Jowc is exactly 
$3,010,000. The act authorizing the construction was passed July 
19, 1892. This, we all know, is the most recently launched of the 
battle ships; in fact, the only one except the Massachusetts, the 
Indiana, and the Oregon. 

As to the armament, I have been informed by those whio are con- 
nected with the Department of the Navy thatthe cost of the arma- 
ment and armor together will be about equal to the cost of the hull 
and machinery of one of these great battle ships. Of course, in 
that case the total cost of the hull and machinery and the armor 
and armament altogether would be a little over $6,000,000 for 
each battle ship. 

The point to which I was about to call attention is this: I 
should like to know what is the reason that the proposed appro- 
ae rs for battle ships is to be $3,750,000 for anak, one to have @ 

i ent of about 11,000 tons, when I see that the Jowa, 
which has just been launched, and having an equal displacement 
of 11,000 tons, cost for hull and machinery only $3,010,000. There 
seems to be a difference of $740,000; that is, $740,000 more to be 
= for each of these ships, or not toexceed that. I do not know 

ut that there may be a reason thatcan be alleged for this increase 
in the price of the limit. What is the reason for this increase? 
Is it necessary? Ifso, why? Isit owing to a proposed increase 


in ? 
. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly. ' 
Mr. WOLCOTT. There is a good deal of noise in the Chamber 
and I do not know that I understocA him. Do I understand the 
Senator from Washi to say that for a battle ship of the same 
size as the Jowa the ernment is to be committed now to the 
building of a ship which is to cost for the hull and maclinery 
$750,000 more? 
Mr. SQUIRE. Seven hundred and forty thousand dollars. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Well, $740,000. 
. ; that is the limit. I was about to ack the 
named for the Jowa. [here 
tand the same indicate 
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increase of the price beyond the 
is about the same amount of 

horsepower, so far as I am able to learn. , 

Mr. BACON. I take the of suggesting to the Senator 

i . Haz] the fact that the amendment which )* 

by me to the Senate from the Committee on Naval 

imiting the price of the armor for these battle s)'ps 

will very materially reduce the cost of the ships if it shal! be 

So that t must not be lost sight of in sugges''"'5 

to Senate what will be the probable cost of the battle slips 











The which has been reported from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs would contemplate the reduction of about 25 per 
cent in the of the armor for these four battle ships. Of course 
that has not yet been adopted by the Senate, and may not be; but 
it is proper that it should be considered in this connection. : 

Mr. WOLCOTT. _ May I ask the Senator, while he is on his 
feet, if he can explain the discrepancy to which the Senator from 
Washington 
oe those proposed to be built by this bill? ; 

Mr. BACON. I understand that the amount authorized to be 

id is not an arbitrary amount which the ships are to cost, but 
that it is the outside limit which is specified. oe 

Mr. HALE. Thereis no actual discrepancy, as indicated by the 
statement of the Senator from Washington. I have here the 
figures, so far as they can be got, of the two ships that are now be- 
ing completed, the Kearsarge and the Keniucky, and it is thought 
that they will be completed at an expense of $5,297,000 each, or, 
in round numbers, $5,300,000 for each. That includes armor and 
armament. That would make the amount for the four ships about 
$21,000,000. I think they willcost more. Part of the discrepancy 
arises from the fact that in making the estimates they did not 
include the three classes of cost making up the total of the hull, 
the machinery, and the armament. They are all expensive, and 
they make a battle ship cost ranging from five to six million 
doliars; and the Senate should consider that those figures varying 
from five tosix million dollars each, including everything, will be 


the cost. One ship will cost more than another. If they were 
built at a navy- they would cost 30 per cent more than that. 
It is true, if cost of the armor is cut down—but that is not 


reckoned in these estimates and the present prices are reckoned— 
it will reduce the cost somewhat. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I have had some hesitation in re- 
gard to the vote I shall give on the amendment. The considera- 
tions that seemed to me to be proper to influence the votes of Sena- 
tors upon this subject are not altogether those which are related 
to the financial view of the situation, nor entirely to the condi- 
tion of the public defense. If I had my way, I am inclined to 
think that, in the condition of the present depression of business, 
the vast number of ae people, according to the best 
statistics I have been enabled to obtain, the use of the public 
credit of the country in the most available form to give employ- 
ment in useful and necessary public works is an object of public 
policy not to be di If Iam right in my conviction, in 
no past period of the history of this country, nor indeed of Europe, 
has there been such vast numbers of unemployed people able and 
willing to work—men and women—but in vain ing for that 
aay which is absolutely necessary for the preservation of 
ife. 

It is not my p 
be the causes of 
country it is wi 


here to discuss what would seem to me to 
is condition, but unquestionably in our own 
read. There is no sale for property; there is 
but little employment for the people; great discouragement exists 
in all agri ursuits. In that condition of things it seems 
tome that the it of the Government, employed in the most 
harmless and least oppressive way, may be advantageously used 
for the purpose of starting the wheels of industry and 


iving 
employment and subsistence to the people in every path an 


pur- 


suit of life. Connected with that, the public defense is certainly 
not to be Nor do I see how it is that ships built in 
the proper degree of art, capable of defense and offense, would 
not be a ion against vessels of the same kind coming from 


4 great distance and appearing upon our coasts. I do not perceive 
that this question of coast defenses can supply the place of naval 
armament; nor do I perceive that the question of the public dig- 
nity and the consideration which this country should have amongst 
the nations of the earth ought to be disregarded. In my judg- 
ment, like a man who does not preserve his character and the 
respect due to him, a great nation am the peoples of the 
ne os t to the questions of mooie sthe qn 

great ic policy affecting not only themselves but 

ay fall in the scale of public appreciation. 

reasons it seems to me that an ae. even if 
Of the public credit, should be made. do not favor the 
selling of bonds of the United because, in my judgment, 


that is not necessary. I believe that contractors will be glad to 
take these contracts, payable in gold or silver coin, or in the 
notes of the United States, made redeemable at the op- 


tion of the Government. I have no fears upon that subject. 

But, paramount to all these questions, considering this to be a 
useful public work, comes the consideration of giving work and 
employment and using the public credit of the country in such 


age a form as create work, employment, prosperity, 
1 do not see that the imposition of taxes and the hoarding of 
money in the will start any enterprises which will give 


i must be combined; and therefore we 
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(Mr. Sguire] has called our attention, that the bat- | 
of a year ago cost for hull and machinery some $750,000 | 





—— 


| currency nor the $100,000,000 reserved for the red 


| coast defenses, to a very considerable 
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can not regard this from a purely financial point of view, nor can 
we consider it as a question entirely foreign to the public defense 
of our coast, viewed in that aspect alone. 

So it seems to me that, if this be not an excessive amount, con- 
sidering the character of this country, its financial resources, and 
its future prosperity, conceding, as I do, the great oppression that 
comes from the form of public and private debts in this country 
and the manner in which they are being enforced, I am inclined to 
the opinion that it would not be wise in us to substitute in place of 

extent, an l armament, 


Having that judgment and that opinion, whil 


Lb Was MV Inten- 
tion to have gone more elaborately into this view of the subject 
and have indicated by figures and the best statistics that could be 
obtained, the condition of paralysis of trade, of business, of the 


poverty and want which are to be found in almost every house- 
hold of the great majority of the people of this country, and of 
the necessity of such public policies as would give employment 
the most widespread and universal—if it were in my power I 
would to-day engage in every public enterprise which was of 
utility or of necessity, even though it might bea little in the future, 
in order that prosperity might come to the great masses of the 
people and we should again have enterprise and activity and energy 
in all branches of private and public employment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask for the yeas and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, before the vote is taken I desire 
simply to say a word, without entering into any elaborate discus- 
sion. 

Of course I am not indifferent to the appropriation of the large 
expenditures which would necessarily be involved in the construc- 
tion of these battle ships. If the condition of the Treasury were 
in fact such as has been suggested here, and it would be necessary 
for the Government to go into debt for the purpose of construct 
ing these ships, nothing but very urgent necessity for the ships 
would induce me to vote for these four; but the fact is that, how- 
ever it happens, it is true that there is a very large surplus to-day 
in the Treasury which will be subject to expenditure for this very 
purpose. As the money is there, as it is represented by a bonded 
indebtedness which is bearing interest, and as that money is nec- 
essarily idle, it seems to me if these ships are needed—and upon 
that question there does not seem to be any dissent or difference 
of opinion—it is much better that we should use that money and 
put it again into circulation. I should not, of course, advocate 
that it should be put into circulation for a needless purpose; but 
if these ships are needed a double purpose will be subserved in the 
construction of needed ships, and, at the same time, in again put- 
ting into circulation money which I think has been very improp- 
erly locked up in the Treasury. For that reason I shall vote for 
the four battle ships. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, it is true, as stated by the Sen- 
ator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], that there is a very large amount 
of money in the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to ask is not that money 
now being anticipated in other appropriations also? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. tried to show that the day | 
fore yesterday, when | discussed this particular question. Against 
the $150,000,C00 now in the Treasury, not including fractional 
mption of green- 
backs, there stands a charge of $116,000,000 which Congress has 
appropriated prior to this session which has not been disbursed. 
There was that much owing at the beginning of this fiscal year. 
Those appropriations are as follows: 

For the civil establishment 


» 
e- 


$26, 655, 142.1 


& 


For the military establishment-__-_.__..--- 39, 208, 700. 23 
On account of the Navy, which has been appropri- 

ated and not expended __--.-- eee . 9,128,145. 89 
On account of the Indians. ...................... 5, 311, 618. 29 
ec dada deummmu 35, 986, 519. 71 


I EE a .. 116, 285, 126. 23 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to 
interrupt him a moment? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I wish to ask if in this statement transmitted 
from the Treasury Department which I hold in my hand, which 
is the same the Senator has, the amounts stated by him do not in- 
clude the several amounts which are stated by the Treasurer in 
this report in these items: 

Outstanding checks and drafts. ..... 22.22. 02.200 ces ccceccece cocces $3, 332, 504. 56 
Disbursing officers’ balances... .... 2.2... ...cccecccoesccceccconsecs= fey 100,507. 21 
Post-Office Department account 3.678. 176.36 

Are not those amounts to be subtracted from the $116,285, 126.23 
to which the Senator has alluded? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido not recall the statement from which the 
Senator is reading. 
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Mr. BACON. I will hand it to the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. The figures which I have given are from the 
books of the Treasury Department on the ist day of July last, 
being the amount which has heretofore been appropriated and has 
not been paid out by the Department. 

The present Secretary of the Treasury and his predecessor, Sec- 
retary Foster, under the Administration of President Harrison, 
were compelled to pursue the policy which the Senator from Ohio 
has said on this Toor more than once any Secretary ought to 
pursue; that when Congress makes appropriations exceeding the 
revenues he should refuse to go on with the public work. The 

resent Secretary of the Treasury has been compelled to do this. 

Te has said, however, and I have read his statement in his annual 
report to Congress, that if you continue to make these appropria- 
tions he would continue to spend the money. He has absolutely 
suspended putting any amount to the sinking fund to pay for the 
debt which we have already created because he has not had the 
money to do it. 

The Secretary of the Treasury informs Congress now at this 
session that he does not desire additional taxation, and that, 
with the proceeds of the bonds which he has been compelled to 
sell, he can manage to pay all the current expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, provided Congress is economical. The answer which 
will go back to him after that declaration when this bill passes is 
what? That we have appropriated $51,000,000 for the Navy, when 
his estimate is $20,000,000. There is not a Senator or Member of 
either House of Congress who does not know, if he has examined 
these figures carefully, that it will take every dollar which is now 
in the Treasury to meet the current expenses and these extraor- 
dinary appropriations. Then will occur before December next, 
in my judgment, precisely what occurred this year. The moment 
that the Treasury has not enough money, has not a working bal- 
ance, the money sharks, men who want to invest in United States 
bonds, they being the best securities on the face of the earth, will 
make suether raid upon the Treasury gold, and it will be run down 
below the hundred-million limit. en will follow the sale of 
bonds again. 

It will not do for Senators to ignore the fact—for it is a fact— 
that whenever the Treasury has had a large balance in current 
funds it has been able to secure gold not by eontcgeo Sera but in 
exchange for the greenbacks and Treasury notes which are in the 
Treasury. A hundred million dollars and more of gold have been 
s0 obtained by Secretary Carlisle since he has nee the posi- 
tion of Secretary of the Treasury at a time when he had a surplus 
and a working balance on hand; and Senators will remember that 
the moment the current report showed the fact that he had this 
large balance there was no raiduponthe Treasury. But weare lay- 
ing here, in my judgment, the foundation for another movement 
for the issue of more bonds. 

Mr. President, who can doubt the unwisdom of the proposition 
to make coprm which are desirable but not necessary for 
the conduct of the Government, when your revenues are con- 
fessedly short $40,000,000 a year—$50,000,000 a year as it stands on 
the face of the report, and pee nearer $60,000,000. The 
Treasury statement which is presented to Congress every day and 
every month shows that the expenditures have exceeded the re- 
ceipts $25,000,000 a year, in ronnd numbers—I have not the exact 
figures before me, but it is about $26,000,000. The Senator from 
Texas [Mr. MILLS] says about $24,000,000. The Senator from 
Texas, however, will observe that it fluctuates regularly; that the 
last four days of every month the payments are reduced, and of 
course the receipts, whatever they happen to be for the same 
time, and the balance against the Treasury is not so great, because 
they are closing up their accounts and do not pay out so much 
souee See the last ad or four — efamonth. The first 
three days of every month the expenses begin to increase. 

Mr. MILLS. They run up. 

Mr. GORMAN, yrun up. Twenty-five million dollars is 
about the amount as it stands to-day; but that does not ees 
all the charges against the Treasury. On the Ist mj of July I 
have shown you that there was $116,000,000 that had not been 
paid out which had been appropriated for. From July up to this 

resent date the exact amount I do not know, but it is safe to say 
t is fifty or sixty million dollars more. 

I said a moment ago that my deliberate judgment is that we 
have appropriated enough; that there are charges against the 
Treasury to-day which would consume all of the $160,000,000 or 
$165,000,000 in the Treasury. That does not include $100,000,000 
for the ao of greenbacks. 

Mr. BACON. Will theSenator from Maryland permit me to 
imterrupt him? 

Mr. GORM 


not accounted for as being to the. , the Government, 
cause there are charges against it. Certainly that $29,000,000 
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should be deducted from the $116,000,000 of unpai 
which the Senator alludes. Paid accounts to 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I would say that a part of thi 
amount has been appropriated oF ——— in the last aperonria- 
tion on account of pensions. There been a great deal of 
anxiety, and very proper anxiety, on the part of the Secretary of 
the Treasury and all the heads o: ents to cut down ‘and 
to prevent the final expenditure of a part of the money which has 
been appropriated for by Congress. There is scarcely a public 
building going on in the country where they have not refused to 
expend the amount necessary to complete it. There is not an 
improvement which has been made anywhere as to which they 
have not labored in the same way to prevent the money going out 
of the Treasury. Why? Because they do not desire to issue 
more bonds. 

Mr. President, the Secre of the Treasury, in his annual 
report, calls the attention of Congress, very properly, | think. to 
the fact that he will expend the money if you continue to appro- 
priate it. I will read his exact , 80 that there may be no 
mistake as to what he means. He says: 

While the situation does not uire legisla’ j Aditio 
revenue by taxation at this time, it is om as ee pen beset - = 
omy in sypropriations and pabite expenditures. Ata time when the people 
upon whom the opens sustaining the Government is imposed, are com: 

lled to practice the closest economy in their business and domestic affairs 
Ye order meet their ob ms and reestablish their trade and ind 
it is more than ever the duty of the pane authorities to avoid waste 
travagance in the a and disbursement of the revenues. 
every appropriation terms, or necessary implication, a direction to 
the executive authorities to expend money, and, therefore the responsi- 
bility for an increase or uction of expenditures rests primarily and mainly 
= Congress. It is certain that if ap riations are not made the money 

ll not be expended, and, for the reason just stated, it is almost equally cer- 
tain that if appropriations are made the money must be expended F 

In connection with that statement the Secre of the Treas- 
ury furnishes an estimate of what the revenues will be during the 
year for which we are now appropriating, and here is his esti- 
mate—so far as he has gone he has overestimated the revenues; 
From customs, $190,000,000; from internal revenue, $170,000 ,000; 
from miscellaneous sources, $15,000,000, and from the postal serv- 
ice, $39,793, 120.75, making the total receipts, as he estimates for 
the year ending 1897, ,798,120.75. e estimates the appro- 

riations that are likely to be made, exclusive of the sinking 

und, at $457,884,193.92. For the Navy Department his estimate 
is about $29,000,000. By this bill it is proposed to appropriate 
$31,000,000 of direct appropriations, and there is a sufficient num- 
ber of contracts to run —— amount to $52,000,000. 

Mr. PLATT. Butall the money to be expended during the year 
is $31,000,000 and a little over. Is not that true? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; all the money to be expended during the 
year is $31,000,000; and that is a greater amount than the Secre- 
tary of the Navy has estimated for. 

Mr. PLATT. Some $2,000,000. 

Mr. ae A few — a eee Dat taking the 
aggregate of the appropriations now made, as the bill has 
come from the other House, as I showed e day or two since, with 
the additions in the Senate, it will swell the appropriations to the 
amount of forty or fifty million dollars. 

Now, the question arises, where is this money to come from? 
There is but one answer, Mr. President. It is to come by issuing 
additional obligations of the Government. Hence it is that I said 
when I had the honor of occupying the floor aa this pr yposition, 
if you make these appropriations you do it with the full knowledge 
that it means more ds of a long term or else the authority to 
issue ceftificates of indebtedness Cuiging a less rate of interest. 
But it means more for those of us on this side who happen to differ 
with our distinguished friends on the other side. It means fasten- 
ing upon the country largely increased taxation when the next 
Congress assembles, and we shall be held responsible for it, just 
as the Fifty-first Congress was held responsible for the great a 
propriation of a billion dollars during that Congress, which mace 
increased taxation absolutely necessary. The country held you 
responsible for those appropriations, and it was one of the main 
reasons why your went out of power. Pass these bills as 
ey came here and as they are proposed to be amended, an it 18 
$520.000,000 for this year of money directly appropriated—$600,- 
000,000, including the contracts which they contain. , 

awn . ill the Senator from yland pardon an in- 
quiry 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator Seek Beeyiand speaks of the neces 
sity for the issuance of bonds which appropriations will 
necessarily entail. Does the Senator hold that there is any law 
now under which any bonds can be issued for the eg indi- 
cated byhim? Is there any law upon the statute book now which 
would authorize the issuance of any bonds to meet any deficiency 
of that kind? If so, what is it? 1 
wale vo yee ll eres of ae Treasury 1 to aw 

y able man, who large long 
gress, and who I believe, from my personal knowledge and from 


ustries, 
and ex- 
Nearly 
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his public declarations, was as honestly opposed to the issuing of 
bonds as any man in public life, not only while he occupied a seat 
upon this floor but after he had control of the great Department 
over Which he now presides. He, I think at great risk as to his 
standing with those with whom he is associated, insisted, when 
therevenue bill was before the last Congress, that we should raise 
revenue enough to pay the current expenses of the Government. 
I do not know @ more courageous act than that which he did 
when he wrote the letter to the distinguished Senator from Ten- 
nessee, insisting upon revenue enough to run the Government 
at a time when there was a widespread and terrific cyclone in 
Democratic quarters to cut the revenue down too close. I know 
from my personal knowledge that he never desired to use a dollar 
of the proceeds of the sale of bonds to pay the expenses of the 
Government, but he has acted precisely as all his predecessors 
have acted. He adopted the rule established by the distinguished 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] when Secretary of the ect 
ury, that the moment a greenback or a Treasury note was re- 


deemed in gold the note was immediately turned in to the general 
cash in the Treasury; and then, under the act of 1878, he wns 
required to pay it out whenever the Government had a payment 
to make. e attention of Congress had been called to it; Con- 
gress had failed to act. Let me read what Secretary Carlisle says 
in his last annual report: 


tal excess of expenditures over receipts from July 1, 1893, to Decem- 
wt is. was 30,221.33: and of this sum $22,462,290.38 was paid out of the 
balance on hand at this date in excess of $100.000,000, and the remainder has 
peen supplied by the use of United States notes and Treasury notes pre- 
sented for redemption, and thus received into the Treasury in exchange for 
gold coin. The act of May 31, 18:3, provided that when any United States 
note “ may be redeemed or be received into the Treasury under any law, 
from any source whatever, and shall belong to the United States, they shall 
not be retired, canceled, or destroyed, but they shall be reissued and paid 
tin circulation,” and the act of July 14, 1890, provided that 
the ry B when redeemed, may be reissued. but that “ no greater 
or less amount of such notes shall be outstanding at any time than the cost 
of the silver bullion and the standard silver dollars coined therefrom then 
held in the Treasury purchased by such notes.” 

It is clear that when any of these notes have been redeemed they do not 
constitute a part of the reserve fund, but become a part of the general cash 
assets of the , to be used in the same manner as other money belong- 
ing to the Government, Whenever they could, by exchanges, be used to 
procure gold for the ent of the reserve, they have been so applied, 
but when this could not be done they have been treated as availabie funds in 
the Treasury and reissued in payment of public expenses. Noneof my pred- 
ecessors in office have ever made any distinction between the notes received 
in gayment of eens Tevenve and notes presented by the holders and 
redeemed in coin, but such notes have been used indiscriminately as the 
exigencies of the public service required. 

Secretary Sherman this question in his annual report for 1877, 
before the passage of the act of May 31, 1878, and,among other things, he 
snid: “A note redeemed with coin is in the Treasury and subject to the same 
law as if received for taxes, or as a bank note redeemed by the corporation 


issuing it. The authority to reissue it does not depend upon the mode in 
He was discussing the question 


which it is returned to the arnery 
edeemed after the Ist day of January, 


whether the notes which might be 

1579, under the resu: m act, could be lawfully reissued, and he held that 
they could; but he d that this construction of the law was controverted, 
and insisted that the question should be settled by a distinct provision of 
law. The result was t Congress passed the act of May 31, 1878, making it 
mandatory upon the Secretary of the Treasury to reissue the notes. Since 
the passage of that act the right and duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
to reissue the old } -tender notes, no matter how received into the Treas 
ury, provided they belong to the United States, has never been questioned 
in any quarter, and,as to the Treasury notes issued under the silver-pur 
chasing r they must be reissued when redeemed in gold, or if canceled 
standard silver must be issued in their place; for if this were not 
done there would be a smaller amount of such notes outstanding than the 
cost of the silver bullion and the standard silver dollars coined therefrom 
and held in the Treasury, and this condition is expressly prohibited by the 
statute under which the notes were issued. Whether these notes are reis- 
suel or destroyed and standard silver dollars substituted for them, the 
practical result is the same: for in both cases the Secretary would be using 
notes in gold for the payment of the ordinary expenses of the 
Government; in one case, by paying out the notes themselves, and in the 
other by drawing silver from a reserve fund on account of their cancellation 
and then paying out the silver. 


We had this question before the Senate over and over again. I 
think the authors of the acts of 1875 and 1878 never contemplated 
that the proceeds of the sale of the bonds should be used for any 
other pu savage Sor the redemption of the outstanding green- 
backs at that time, but subseyuent legislation required him to pay 
them out whenever they came in. It was held by the Department 
that they were requi to do it, and under the act of 1878 these 
—— have been made openly, with the full knowledge by 

gress that the = pe would be so made, that the proceeds 

of the sales of the bonds would be used for this identical purpose. 
And when we vote for four great battle ships we vote with the 
perfect knowledge that we are taking the proceeds of the sale of 
the bonds. Now, the Senator from Georgia | Mr. Bacon} and my 
good friend from Florida [Mr. Cat] seem to think that as this 
eee is in the Treasury, no matter how it reached there, it is 
= to have it taken out and ded and put it in circtlation. 
‘a tr. BACON. Not unless it is for a necessary and an important 


raf GORMAN. Yes; but there comes a matter of judgment. 

think necessary to appropria 000, or four 
great battle ships which will be of no earthly use in the next three 
four years and which can not be built for three years. 
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Mr. WHITE. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me to 
make a suggestion? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WHITE. Can the Senator state with probable accuracy 
the annual expense of maintaining one of these great ships? 

Mr. GORMAN. Ican not, because it depends on the amount 
of service they give. 

Mr. WHITE. In time of peace, I mean. 

Mr. GORMAN. The object is to keep the ship in commission 
for a year, fully manned. Hence we are asked, as I said a day or 
two ago, not only to make provision for constructing the ships, 
but to give them both sailors and marines, and all the rest of the 
paraphernalia that is required to put a ship in commission fully 
armored, fully equipped, and fully manned in time of peace that 
it may have practice. That becomes necessary, and as a matter 
of course the expense of it isenormous. The expense is increas- 
ing more rapidly, and it will increase in the next three or four years 
more rapidly than any Senator can imagine, in my judgment. 

Now, we are not only appropriating money for building ships, 
but the first of the ships that were constructed are now here with 
immense appropriations for new machinery. They are worn out. 
rhe ships that were constructed at the time when my friend from 
New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] was Secretary of the Navy were 
grand ships, at the time they were models, and they are splendid 
ships now for certain purposes, but no one would build sucha 
ship for the Navy now; they are obsolete. 

Mr. SQUIRE. May I be permitted to ask a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Inonemoment. Nobody would thinkof con- 
structing the same type of battle ships that we ordered four years 
ago. Take the ships that are now being constructed at Newport 
News. We have a most distinguished Naval Board to ascertain if 
those ships can not be improved over the ships ordered the year 
before, and vitally improve over them. So it will be with three 
battle ships. If you appropriate now for four battleships there can 
not be any question that two years hence the navy officers, ad- 
vancing as the science advances in the construction of ships all 
over the world, would improve upon these. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to ask the Senator from Maryland 
a a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Washington? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand that the Senator is a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations and that he has been engaged 
in considering the various questions comprised in this bill and 
the amounts of money to be appropriated. I should like to call 
his attention to the same point concerning which I made an in- 
quiry of the Senator from Maine, but which does not seem to have 
been answered as yet. Why is it that in the consideration of this 
question the amount specified to be appropriated for each of these 
great battle ships is so large? 

It seems to me we might look at this as a business question. 
There must be some reason for that. Here we have had several 
great battle ships built and others authorized to be constructed. 
We have the Indiana, now launched and in commission, the only 
one thus far of the United States battle ships that has ever been 
_ into commission. We have the Massachusetts, which was 
aunched a few months ago, and has just been going on her trial 
trip. We have the Jowa, that was launched only a few weeks 
ago. Many of us were present to see that magnificent ship 
launched. We know what the displacement of those vessels is. 
We know that the Jowa has a displacement according to the 
record of about 11,410 tons. We know what the displacement of 
the Massachusetts is by the record, and what is stated to be the 
displacement of the Indiana and of the others. 

ow, I ask, how can we consistently be asked to vote an appro- 
priation for any of these vessels to the extent appropriated in 
this bill, $3,750,000 each, exclusive of armament, when it appears 
from the record of the Navy Department that the vessels to which 
I have referred, having the tounage I mentioned, cost, for the In- 
diana, $3,020,000; for the Jowa, $3,010,000; for the Massachusetts, 
$3,020,000; and the Oregon, which has also recently been launched 
on the Pacific coast, where the cost of building a great battle ship 
is supposed to be much greater than on the Atlantic coast—the 
Oregon was built at a cost of $3,180,000? 

If we take a ship of the heaviest displacement—the Jowa, 11,410 
tons—and subtract its cost, $3,010,000, from $3,750,000, it leaves 
$740,000 in excess, and there is no indication of any reason for this 
increase. Multiply that by four and you have $2,770,000 more in 
this bill for the four ships than was paid for the ships already 
hnilt, which I have named, and which were built at a time when 
the cost of building the ships certainly was not any less than at 
this day. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think I understand the general idea of the 
Senator from Washington. I want to sayto him thatthe amount 
appropriated—that is to say, the limit of cost, that it shall not ex- 
ceed $3,750,000—Vuts no very great figure in this appropriation, 
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The last contracts we made were for about $2,500,000, but it was 
thought best to give the opportunity to the Secretary of the Navy 
to make the very improvements that I speak of if they became 
necessary. We have now a splendid board of naval officers to 
ascertain whether they can change —— the upper construction 
of the vessels. They have turrets on the decks of these great war 
vessels, and they have found by recent experience that they are so 
located, the one in the front of the ship and two more in the rear or 
on the sides, that the guns are atsuchan angie as almost to shatter 
the front turret. They are now trying to determine whether they 
can not have a double turret with a gun below and another 
turret above. 

Mr. FRYE. When the Senator is talking about a ship I wish 
he would not say in front and rear, but that he would say in bow 
and stern. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iam trying to use such terms as all my con- 
stituents and all the people of the country will understand. I 
was not thinking of the technical Senator from Maine, who is a 
thorough shipman. 

But, Mr. President, coming back, I want to reply to my friend 
from Georgia, who asked me a question about the reason and the 
right to use this money. The Secretary of the Treasury has said 
to Congress, as all Secretaries have said to Congress—— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Maryland misunderstood m 
question. I did not aska question as to the right to use the fun 
in the Treasury, but the Toncter was speaking of the necessit, 
which would be entailed of the issuance of more bonds if this ad- 
ditional expense should be incurred. The question which I pro- 

unded to the Senator was not as to the right to use money now 
f the Treasury, but as to the right of any Department of the 
Government, under existing law, to issue any bonds on account 
of such expenditures. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no; there is no such right of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to issue bonds to meet directly the expendi- 
tur 


es. 

Mr. BACON. That is the point. 

Mr. GORMAN. It is done by two steps. The point I make is 
that the history of the Department since the last year 
of President Harrison’s Administration has been that if your ap- 
propriations exceed your revenues and the balance is run down to 
a very low limit, then the drain on the gold will begin. During 
the present Administration gold has absolutely been paid out for 
the current expenses of the Government; it has been paid to Sen- 
ators and Members of ess for their salaries. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Maryland permit me 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Was that 

Mr. GORMAN. No 


gold bought with bonds? 


Mr. TILLMAN. How does the Treasury get any gold except 
by the sale of bonds? 

Mr.GORMAN, Oh, up tothetimeof the passage of theSherman 
Act and for six months after gold came in fromthe customs. Dur- 


ing the present Administration they exchanged for nbacks and 
Treasury notes $115,000,000 of gold before the fright began through- 
out the country, and the business interests of the country sup- 
posed that Congress was appropriating more extravagantly than 
the revenues warranted. hen they knew that the Treasury was 
safe and had a safe balance in it, $116,000,000 of gold aout into 
the Treasury. People were glad to get greenbacks and Treasury 
notes. Silver certificates have been taken for gold when this ex- 
citement did not exist and when the Treasury was full and had 
plenty; but the moment that it appeared at the short session of 
1892-03, the last session in which President Harrison was Pres- 
ident, that the revenues had fallen off and that the expenditures 
had increased, then a fright began throughout the country which 
has lasted until the present time. After selling $262,000,000 in 

old bonds, or in bonds for which gold was received, and with a 
Eieaon of over $100,000,090, in addition to the $100,000,000 of re- 
serve, in the Treasury, there is no raid on the gold. 

I say to the Senator from Georgia and to the Senator from 
Florida that the moment Congress adjourns with $600,000,000 ap- 
propriated and contracted for,and it becomes known that that 
charge on the Treasury will deplete the surplus, then you open the 
door to begin the endless chain referred to by my friend from South 
Carolina, You will find that the men who have steel and other 
supplies = ae 2 sell and who have other ag eo will 
unite in the gen raid that is being made upon the Treasury 
and they will take out your gold, ia tecees the gold is gone 
more bonds will be a. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What I am trying to get the Senator to an- 
swer me is as to the legality of paying out gold for which you sold 
bonds for current expenses. There is no law for it. But howcan 
the President or anybody else pay out for current expenses gold 
that was bought with bonds and was put there to maintain the 
reserve? That isthe point I wish to have someone answer as a 


~ proposition. 
r, GORMAN. The Senator from South Carolina will under- 


stand just what is done. The bonds were sold and gold w 
ceived. The next day or the next week the man who bon:},; ; 
bonds or somebody else goes to the Treasury with a green)... 
or a Treasury note-— = _— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understand the Senator to say ¢| 
actually been paid out for current ex i 2 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; I said it been done to a small ex tent 
even during this Administration. That, however, was eojq y),;.) 
was received from customs duties and it came in in the orqi,, ~ 
way. It was gold which was received before there was th. ..), 
of a single bond by this Administration. DoI make mys,); ,,,,. 
derstood by the Senator from South Carolina? , ” 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator does not make the Jaw yndor. 
oe He makes himself understood, but I can not geo 4), 

or it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Maryland permit yo: 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I remember very distinctly that at one tip, 
something like two years ago, all the employees here in ¢);, 
partments were paid in gold. It was a fact noted at the tin, ), 
everybody. I think it was after all the free money in the Tyea¢. 
ury had been exhausted, and it was said that the Secretary of tio 
Treasury had begun totrench upon the gold reserve. That js ») y 
recollection. 

Mr. GORMAN. No; the gold that has been paid ont of tho 
Treasury on any account, except for the redemption of Treasury 
notes and greenbacks, was received from customs duties. It eains 
in in the same way as — other money, and the Department un- 
questionably had the right to of it. But it was only paid 
out because the receipts in green and in paper from customs 
and internal revenue were not sufficient to pay the current ex- 


penses, 

Now, I want to avoid that condition again. There is only one 
way to avoid it, and that is by reducing the expenditures. If 
Congress, in its wisdom, should make the immense appropriations 
of $520,000,000 for the current year and authorize obligations for 
seventy or eighty million dollars for next year, Congress must 
take the responsibility for whatever comes to the Treasury. | 
have said on this floor,as I say now, that, while I shall never be 
satisfied with the action which made it necessary to sell bonds, if 
Congress refuses to give any other than that to sell bonds, 
as has heretofore taken place, or if makes it necessary by 
extrav: t appropriations, there is not a man in the country 
who will go further than I will to sustain the Executive in main- 
taining the honor and integrity of thecountry. But we take the 
responsibility—we can not escape it—when we vote for these ap- 
propriations as they stand. If it does not mean an additional 
sale of bonds or securities or an immediate increase of taxation, | 
am more mistaken than I ever have been in my life. 

Mr.ALLEN. Before theSenatorfrom Maryland takes hisseat,I 
should like to ask him a question. The Senator stated that the 
total A gaan in round numbers would amount to about 
$600,000,000 


Mr. GORMAN. The total appropriations and contracts involv- 
future appropriations. 
bs ALLEN, The total actual priations and the con- 
tracts. I find by referring to report No. $36, from the Committee 
on Coast Defenses, that oar vant something like $107 ,()00,000 for 
coast defenses, sixty-odd dollars of which they want the 
actual money for at this time, and the balance the ability to con- 
py eva I want a _ ee if in emating the $600, 
; appropriations for with authority to make 
ich together amount to that sum, he included the 
recommendation of the Committee on Coast Defenses. 
Mr. GORMAN. No, I did not; and for the benefit of the Sen- 
ator I will read him exactly what the status of the appropriation 
bills was as they reached the Senate. - 
onc ALLEN. I suggest that the Senator put the table in the 
ECORD, 
Mr. GORMAN. I shall be glad to have it go into the RrconD. 


The regular annual appropriation bills for the sup- 
port of the Government for the fiscal year 1597, 
including the river and harbor bill as passed by 
the House, appropriate in the aggrega 

The urgent ency act as approved February 
26, 1896, appropriates 

Permanent annual appropriations, which are fixed Baa ie 
by law, as submitted in estimates for 1897 119, 054, 100." 
i eous acts approved to date 315, 024. i 


Miscellan 
oa hae — for which | 
) the House, about- 5, 550, VOU. Ul 


That makes an aggregate of 


aS Te. 


1at gold hag 


$374, 613, 449. 19 


6, 305, 436. 52 


505, 788, 070. 13 


added all the amendments to * 1 the 

the result of which will be an addi- 
, which will make $520,000," 
or six millions is appropriated 0B 












ortifications, and there is much more included in con- 

scooant mode. Instead of a hundred million dollars for forti- 
fications, the bill comes here carrying $11,000,000. What the Sen- 
ate will do with it is a matter of conjecture. I know that the 
distinguished Committee on Coast Defenses want $100,000,000, or 
bout that sum. Both the distinguished Senator from Washing- 
re [Mr Squire] and the distinguished Senator from Vermont 
Mr Proctor] are anxious to have the amount increased, I do 
or know how many millions. It is true thatthey say with great 
force the appropriations on account of the Navy have far out- 
stripped those for coast defenses. I notice in the Recorp this 
sno that the speech made by my distinguished friend the 
Senator from Connecticut [Mr. mont (4 giving the view of the 
distinguished Senator from Vermont (Mr. Proctor], a former 
Secretary of War, holds the Committee on Appropriations respon- 
: the small ropriations made on that account. He 
talks of the ect of the fortifications of the country, and seeks 
to charge the ittee on A | an ee with great neglect, im- 
lying, as the statement is published this morning, that the reason 
or it is thatat another place the naval bill is considered by a com- 


j special with naval affairs and friendly to naval 
ony It is pointed out that in the last ten or twelve years 


900,000 more than was appropriated in the preceding corre- 
nding period has been ° into the Navy, and scarcely any- 
thing into fortifications. attributes it tothe fact that the naval 
bill, where it in the other House, is in the hands of its 
friends, while the fortifications bill, originating in the Committee 
on Appropriations elsewhere, and also considered by the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations on this side, has been kept down to a very 
small figure. That is true to a certain extent. 

The result is that $296,000,000 has gone to the Navy since 1867 
and a mere to fortifications. Senators come with great 
force and say that that is not right. The highest naval officers, 
as shown to-day by the distinguished Senator from California 


[Mr. Ware], say we have gone too far with the Na They 
are not unfriendly to the Navy. ‘The brightest man in the Navy, 


I think, Admiral Walker, says of these appropriations, looking to 
the proper defense of the country, looking to our own welfare, 
that the appropriations for the coast defenses now ought to be 60 

cent as against 40 = cent for the Navy, because the Navy 
| on outstripped the land fortifications. Yet it is proposed in this 
bill not only to do what we have done in the last four or five years, 
but to go way beyond it, to double the amount. I say there is no 
reason for it. 

When we reach the fortifications bill we shall be confronted by 
the very fact I have stated. It is not, however, accurate, as the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor] has stated to the Senate, 
that it is, because of the action of the Appropriations Committee. 
I have had the honor for the last twelve years to serve upon the 
Committee on jations, and nearly the whole time I have 
served on the subcommittees on the fortifications bill and the naval 
bill. I served that committee with a member of this body 
whose memory is dear to all of us and who in his day stood as 
high as any man in the Army, that great volunteer soldier, Gen- 
eral , whose whole heart was wrapped up in the proper de- 
fenses of this country, who believed that the real defense was by 
land. I labored with him, or under his direction, to help to create 
defenses for the country. 


We ——— money as rapidly as the condition of the Treas- 
would warrant, 0 consi 


— into consideration the knowledge of our 
and the wantsof thecountry. It wasa new field for them. 
use of steel in the manufacture of guns of this class 


was scarcely and the army officers were slow in getting 
up provision for the defenses. 


They had not been able to assemble 
the machinery to make the guns. The Navy was in advance. 


They copied from abroad and had better opportunities, and, 
I think, a little more ledge and skill. It is only now, while 
I am talking, that for the first time, although we have given the 


e at 
aera = recently has there been completed Goumechinery, tho 

lathes upon which you can place and turn a great 16-inch 
gun. But the time has arrived now when this branch of defense 


must be considered. iations must be made, and 
my judgment fo as Adenine W says, that in the interest of 
the country the ought to be 60 per cent for coast 
defenses and 40 per for the Navy. But in the present condi- 
al they nea reasary it ig utterly impossible to give both branches 

they want, and is for that reason that I am opposed to this 


sath thaw stood here from the day I entered this Chamber per 
I convinced that the great leader of the Democratic — 
mean Samuel J. Tilden—was een ae advised 
fhamuates and Congress not to be bed about the us in 
Fat eat when we had from a hundred and fifty to two hun- 
aa dollars, but to use it for defense and for on, 
not to reduce the taxation to a point where we would be com- 
Pelled to proper defenses by water and by land. 
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Now, when we are borrowing money, when there is no possibility, 
as it would appear, of puttmg more money into the Treasury by 
taxation, lam utterly opposed to running the country into debt 
and selling 4 per centor 4} per cent bonds for this purpose. 

I would not vote for four battle ships now even if we had a sur- 
plus in the Treasury, because I do not believe that more than two 
are needed. I think the country would be benefited by giving our 


officers an opportunity to build two now and two next year. They 
are already building two under last year’s appropriation. Let 


them go on and develop and improve them. 
enough for the needs of the country. s 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to ask the Senator from Maryland one 
question before he sits down, because [ regard it as somewhat 
important. If we add to the appropriations that have been men- 
tioned—five hundred and twenty-odd millions—the amounts in 
the river and harbor bill as it is recommended, and the coast- 
defenses bill, we have in round numbers $700,000,000 of appro- 
priations by this Congress. 

Mr. GORMAN. Oh, no; I included all the bills. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator did include all the bills? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Under the most favorable circumstances our 
revenues can not exceed $430,000,000. How are we going to meet 
the difference between $430,000,000 and $520,000,000? 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator knows it will be paid out of the 
money in the Treasury, and, as I stated a moment ago, I think it 
means the issuing of more bonds. I do not myself see any other 


That will be fast 


way. 

Mr. ALLEN. Our expenditures are that much greater than 
our income? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Can we meet it in any other way than by issuing 
bonds? 

Mr. GORMAN. I think not. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to delay the Senate, as a vote is to 
be taken to-night, but I now have the figures on which I made my 
estimate about the cost of these ships. It is based upon what is 
believed to be the actual cost of the two ships now being con- 
structed at Newport News, the Kearsarge and the Kentucky. 
They are being constructed under the provisions of the act of last 
year, which providesthat they shall be of about 10,000 tons displace- 
ment. Under that act the authorities have believed that a varia- 
tion of something like a thousand tons or less could be made so 
that each ship will be of about 10,800 tons. This year the limit 
as to size has been increased to 11,000 tons, and I suppose that the 
new ships, running in the direction of about 14,000 tons which 
the British build, will be near 12,000 tons. They might be under 
this provision. 

The cost of the 10,000-tons ship, which is about 10,800 tons, is 
$5,297,000, including hull, armor, and armament. If the Secre- 
tary, under this added thousand-ton size, builds a ship of nearly 
12, tons displacement, it will add about 10 per cent to the 
cost, and that will make each of the ships cost about $5,826,000, or 
the four together $23,295,000. Soif under this increase of limit 
or suggestion as to size the ships are made of about 12,000 tons, 
say 11,800, the cost, reckoning 10 per cent for additional size, will 
be brought up to between twenty-three and twenty-four million 
dollars. 

I regret that I did ‘not at the time when the question was first 
asked have the figures at my fingers’ ends so that I could give the 
reason for my statement. 

Mr. SQUIRE. If the Senator from Maine will permit me, are 
we to understand that the reason for the proposed increase is be- 
cause of the contemplated increase in tonnage, in displacement? 
Is it proposed to increase the number of tons displacement from 
11,000, as proposed in the bill, to about 12,000? 

Mr. HALE. Iam quoting the two acts. Last year it said of 
about 10,000 tons. That was the provision of the act under which 
the two ships are being built, the Kentucky and the Kearsarge. 
This year the provision is for ships of about 11,000 tons. Any 
Secretary—I do not know what he will do—would be authorized 
under the extension of size of a thousand tons to add 10 per cent 
to thecost and make a ship of nearly 12,000 tons instead of 11,000 
tons. Whether he will do that, of course,I do not know. But he 
clearly wonld be authorized to do it following the same rule that 
has been pursued before. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask the Senator from Maine, as he has been 
so kind as to give this information, which certainly is very im- 

t, to state for the information of Senators who are not so 
well informed whether the proposed decrease in the price of 
armor plate is going to affect the cost of building the ships? 

Mr. LE. That is a matter of conjecture for the future. It 
is not reckoned in this estimate. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Senator is not calculating on that? 

Mr. E. Iam not calculating on that, because nothing has 
yet been done on that subject. 

Mr. SQUIRE. It seems to me very strange that there should 


ry = a ma S ae =) he Paks ee - 
Sacre y See : 


oo 


Tee ar races ila I 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


be so much stress laid upon the fact that these officers should be 
prevented from remaining as officers in the Navy while acting in 
the employ of the Bethlehem Iron Company and the Carnegie 
Iron Company (the committee is trying to reduce the cost of the 
plates to the Government, and that is an incidental feature con- 
nected with their efforts to try to get a reduction in the price of 
the great armor plates),and yet at the same time when we come 
to look at this bill we find here an amount proposed to be appro- 
priated so much larger than that which was used in paying for 
the great battle ships already constructed that have been built 
with a displacement of 11,400 tons. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is wrong in thinking the figures 
which have been given as to the Jowa represent anything like her 
cost. Heis dealing with one class of work as compared with an- 
other. The expense of the Jowa altogether did not differ mate- 
rially from the expense estimated for the Kearsarge and the Ken- 
tucky. The contract which was made for the hull itself and a 

ortion of the armor would amount to the figures given by the 
Benater himself, but they do not represent in any way the entire 
cost of the ship. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Iam well aware that the armament is not in- 
cluded, but I understand precisely the same elements are included 
that are included in the present bill for the new ships; that is, the 
hull and machinery. 

Mr. HALE. No. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Am I wrong about that? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. In keeping books in the Navy Department 
a portion of the armor, that along the belt connected with the 
ship itself, is reckoned as being included in the general limit as 
fixed without armament. That is a matter of bookkeeping. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Does the Senator from Maine mean to be under- 
stood as saying that in the present bill the armor is included in 
the cost and that the armor is not included in the cost of the ships 
named in the table from which I quoted, relating to the cost; 
that there is a difference? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know exactly what the Senator has got, 
because I have not seen his figures. In the case of the Kentucky 
and the Kearsarge there is a part of the armor, the belt part of 
the armor, not relating to the turrets, the decks, or anything of 
that kind. The turrets and all those things are reckoned by the 
Department as being within the limit, which was last year $4,000,- 
000 and this year $3,700,000. So, if the Senator will get from the 
Department the entire figures on the cost of the Jowa—the hull, 
the machinery, the armor, and thearmament in theaggregate—he 
will ind it does not differ materially from the cost of the Ken- 
tucky and the Kearsarge. My impression is that the Jowa cést 


“more than the Kentucky and the Kearsarge, because the bidding 


was so keen for the Kentucky and the Kearsarge that the Depart- 
ment got an advantage of several hundred thousand dollars over 
and above the old contracts for the other ships. I think the Sen- 
ator will find that the Jowa, all ready for commission, cost more 
money than it will take to finish the Kentucky and the Kearsarge. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Then, too, I observe that the Kentucky and the 
Kearsarge each has a displacement of 11,525 tons. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ill the Senator from Washington allow 
me to ask a oe of the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. SQUIRE. et: 

Mr. HALE. I will yield directly to the Senator from Wash- 
ington _ Squire], and through him to the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], and through him to the Senator 
from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

The PRESIDING OFFIC The Chair supposed that the 
Senator from Maine had concluded, and therefore recognized 
the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. No; I was ed asking a question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would not venture to interrupt the Sena- 
tor from Maine, and when he took his seat I thought I might 
interrupt the Senator from Washington [Mr. SquirE], who is 
always courteous, and sup I might ask a question of the 
Senator from Maryland, and at the proper time, when convenient 
to the Senator, I 1 ask it. 
eek HALE. I want to get through first with the Senator from 

in: . 

Mr. CHANDLER. What are the prospects in that direction? 
oe 

Mr. HAL The Senator must ask the Senator from Washing- 
ton, and not me. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I do not quite understand the imputation of the 
Senator from New Remedies. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Washington will 
continue his explanation. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I am not making any explanation. I desire to 
ascertain why it is that, with all this effort to reduce the cost of 
four battle ships, they will cost so much more than those which 
have been already constructed during the time when labor and 
material cost more. If we are studying economy, why are we 
asked to appropriate so much money? y appropriate nearly 
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$3,000,000 more than the other four ships cost, having an o, al 
displacement? ia 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a pertinent question. 

Mr. HALE. That is a pertinent question; and the only ans 
to it is that they do not cost more. — 

Mr. SQUIRE. That is a conflicting statement with tho stat 
ment I have received from the Navy Department. — 

Mr. HALE. No; I beg the Senator’s pardon. He has no} all 
the figures. AsI said, if he will get the entire cost undo the 
bids for the armor and everything else of the Jowa or the J),,/; me 
and I think of the Massachusetts, he will find, instead of +; it 
costing less than the Kentucky and the Kearsarge, that they wil] 
cost considerably more. ae a 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand that. 

Mr. HALE. I thought the Senator supposed different] y. 

Mr. SQUIRE. The Kentucky and the Kearsarye are sti}! more 
to the point and illustrative of the fact, because they were eon. 
tracted for at still less cost and their displacements are to be gti] 
greater than that of the Iowa. “on 

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator understand, or have { not 
made myself clear to him, that in making my figures tho accre. 
gate _ will be between twenty-three and twenty-four million 

ollars 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask the Senator from Maine if he meant that 
the pro cost of the construction of the ships contemplated 
in this bill would include the armor, and if I am to understand 
him to answer definitely that it would? : 

Mr. HALE. Everything is included. 

Mr. SQUIRE. If that is a fact, itis all right. It may be that 
the armor was not included in the cost of the other ships in the 
figures I have quoted. 

Mr. HALE. I say I do not know what figures the Senator has, 
I have not seen them. When you come to the Jow and other 
- I have no doubt the Senator will find they cost nore. 

r. SQUIRE. That is sufficient. Now I understand the 
Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I do not think I shall ask anything of the 
Senator from Maine just now. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HALE. I think I shall yield the floor generally, for I 
should like to get a vote, but I wish to hear from the Senator 
from New Hampshire first. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thinkI ought to speak, because what I 
wish to say is right to the point of the amendment. The nestion 
is as to four battle ships or two battle ships. I am free to say 
that if we could get an wo into this bill for a consid- 
erable number of to o gunboats, torpedo-boat destroyers, and 
torpedo boats I should be willing tosee a delay in authorizing two 
of the battle ships. I should be glad, in other words, to see the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland adopted. I do not 
think it is absolutely n to our progress in the construc- 
tion of battle ships that we should authorize four at this time. 
There are already authorized the Kentucky and the Aeursarge, 
but the contracts for the armor are not yet made. The adver- 
tisements are out, the contracts will shortly be awarded, and the 
Bethlehem Company and Carnegie, Phipps & Co. will commence 
the construction of the armor for those two ships. = 

If each concern has a contract, it will have about a million and 
a half dollars’ worth of armortomake. If we authorize two more 
battle ships, the Secretary of the Navy will be able in th next 
six or nine months to award contracts of about a million anda 
half dollars more to each establishment, and that work, | think.1s 
about all that can be done within the next year or year and @ half. 
So it is quite possible that we shall not expedite the construc 
tion of the four battle ships by authorizing them now. Possi)ly, 
if we authorize two now and two next year we shall get al! four 
constructed quite as soon as if we authorize all four at this time. 

Therefore I should like to substitute, if the sentiment of the 
Senate is in favor of only two battle ships, for the other two Sate 
nies some torpedo boats. If we leave out the battle sips. “I 

lsave from ten to twelve million dollars; that is. w« ma 
omit that appropriation from this bill, and to that extent rele’ 
the ling mind of the Senator from Maryland. This reduc 
tion would give us an ity to build some torpedo boats, 
and in to oie nited States is oe I do not mean 
small ts; I mean large torpedo gun . 

Mr. . Swift boats. —_ 

Mr. CHANDLER. Very swift and very large. We have ont 
one, the Cushing, but in foreign navies it is deemed very es<°0™™ 
to hava o ean SRE ye torpedo boats for the purpose 0! ee 
ing battle ships. Now, we have gone on fairly well in bi = 
battle ships and in authorizing battle , but we have not mate 
sufficient progress in the construction of battle-ship destr)y°T: 
and Senators well understand that the principle of Nog et hat we 
not only want to ships to fight the enemy, eee 
destroying the great Z oF t the enemy. I should myself be very 














speaking mally—not for the committee, nor so far as 
for any other Senator—to substitute for the ten or twelve 
dollars, which we shall save, the construction of 30 tor- 
o boats. I shall send to the desk an amendment, which I shall 
ge to move—and I call the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland especially to it—if the rules of the Senate will allow me 
to do so, in case we are to now authorize but two battle ships in 
= of LDRICH. DoI understand the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire to say we can notdo both? Why not build the torpedo boats 
and also authorize the building of the battle ships? 
- Mr. CHAND . The Senate can do that if it pleases, but, 
assuming the Senate to be in an economical frame of mind and to 
have a proper desire to limit these appropriations, I should like 
in place of the $1 1,000,000 for two battle ships to substitute between 
three and four million dollars for torpedo-boat destroyers and 
torpedo gunboats. Iask that the amendment be read for informa- 


Oorhe PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read for 

i on. 

iT mane Itis proposed to strike out, on page 50, line 25, 

and on page 51, lines 1 to middle of line 4, and insert the words: 
o-boat destroyers with 2 minimum speed o; 

a, Lurpeto grmiecate Conte w me minimum speed of 26 note, 30 in ms Ar 

to cost in all, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $4,500,000. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator make the total number 30? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Thirty in all. [call the attention of the 
Senator and of all who are within hearing of my voice to the fact 
that the House provides that these anne boats shall have a 
maximum , that is, that they shall not go faster than 30 
knots an hour. I suppose that really we ought to be willing to 
have them go as fast as they can go, and the limitation ought to 
be a minimum limitation—that a gunboat shall not have less than 
a certain amount of speed, and that it may go as much faster as 
the makers can make it go. ! 

But thisamendment is subject toa pointof order. Theinquiry 
I wished to make of the Senator from Maine and the Senator from 
Maryland was whether by unanimous consent or in any other 
way we can have a consideration of the question of authorizing 
now instead of 3 or 4 or 6 torpedo boats at least 30 of this class of 
vessels. I have in my hand a letter written to the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. HawLey] by Mr. W. H. Jaques, which I shall 
read, on this subject. 


willing, 
I know 





Mr. HALE, ill the Senator allow me a moment on that mat- 
ter of limitation? 
Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly. 


Mr. HALE. The provision ts the House bill was for five tor- 
pedo boats to have a maximum speed of not less than 26 knots, 
and the Committee on Appropriations, believing that these tor- 
pedo boats, should be larger than that and should have a greater 
speed, raised the limit, il may use the expression—— 

Mr. CHANDLER, Raised the maximum. 

Mr. HALE. Raised the maximum to 30 knots. I should be in 
favor of making it even 32 knots, because the English are build- 
ing, or attempting to build—in fact, [ think they have already 
launched—some torpedo boats which make 32 knots. The Com- 
mittee on tions was endeavoring to get a better class of 
boats than is provided for in the bill as it came from the House. 

In answer to the point of the Senator as to a maximum b 
I should not quite want to go to the extent of saying that if these 
torpedo boats did not have as much as 30 or 32 knots the Govern- 
ment should not take them, because I do not know whether that 
would be feasible. 

Mr. CHANDLER. What does the term ‘‘maximum” mean as 
& matter of law in this bill? 

Mr.HALE. It means that the Secretary of the Navy, in spend- 
mgm is shall seek to get that speed if it is ible. 

.CHANDLER. The legal construction is that he is to see 
to it that the vessels shall not go any faster than the rate of speed 


- HALE. There is no danger of that. 
Mr. CHANDLER. That is the legal construction. 
- HALE. No; there is no danger but that the Secretary wil! 
all the speed he can. I have no doubt that the House of Re 
tatives felt that it was not safe to say that the boats should 
be built if they do not attain 26 or 30 knots, but it is an indica- 
to the that he should endeavor to get 30 or 32 knot 


0 boats. 
Of course it is open to the suggestion that 
mum,” and frequently in statutes the 
courts give construction to making it entirely the oppo- 


oot what the language says. But I have never been able to do 


The ittee on Appropriations have gone in the right direc- 
3g So far as they have pobe but they have not gone far enough. 

Koueht to more of these boats. 

ow, I will read the letter to which I referred: 
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WASHINGTON, D. C., April 8, 1896. 

Sir: ane to your inquiries in connection with the provision of an ade- 
quate torpedo flotilla, if it is to be the policy of our Government to employ 
torpedo boats as one of the units of defense they should be provided by the 
hundred and simple efficient requirements demanded, leaving the details to 

wivate builders. By this method most excellent results will be obtained, ag 
ar as time, price, and efficiency are concerned. A contract for fifty or a 
hundred would give the country something more than a few unsatisfactory 
experiments, which more than describes our present torpedo-boat force. 

The present combined torpedo flotilla of Great Britain, France, Russia, and 
Germany exceeds a thousand of the various types. Experiment and service 
in foreign countries’ have demonstrated the mistake of building these craft 
too small and of too low speed. England, particularly. has made a most radi- 
cal departure, and there is every evidence that she will build no more tor- 
pedo boats of less than three or four hundred tons. 

While these craft have received various names, such as torpedo gunboats, 
torpedo-boat destroyers, and torpedo boats of various classes, they are pro- 
vided for the purpose of destroying ships with torpedoes, anc\| the develop: 
ment in size and powers of offense and 4 

Great Britain has recently added to her navy 42 torpedo boats, distinguished 
by the name of torpedo-boat destroyers, of a tonnage of from 260 to 300, the 
majority of which have a speed of from 283 to 30 knots. These torpedo craft 
have a horsepower of from 3,000 to 4,000, and their average cost was about 
£38,000 (about $190,000), £15,000 of which is for hull, including mast and rig- 
ging, £22,000 for propelling auxiliary machinery, including air-compressing 
machinery, and £1,000 for their rapid-fire batteries. 

The latest first-class torpedo boats built by Great Britain have a displace- 
ment of 130 tons, horsepower 2,000, and speed of 26 knots, and were built at 
an average cost of £15,000 (about $75,000) 

For your further information I append an extract from the London Times, 
giving a Sescrigten of the fastest torpedo boat in the world, the torpedo- 
wat destroyer Sokol, built by Yarrow, of England, for the Russian Govern- 
ment. 

Yours, truly, 


Hon. Joseru R. HAWLEY, 
United States Senate. 


efense is a very natural one 


W. H. JAQUES. 


We have not any of this class of vessels. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I think we have consumed the max- 
imum time we ought to consume to-day, and if the Senator will 
allow me, I desire to submit a motion. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to make a suggestion to the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HILL. That will lead to further debate. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ishould like to say to the Senator from New 
Hampshire that for the information of the Senate and for my 
own I should be glad to have him explain what these torpedo 
boats are to take the place of. Are we to have only two battle 
ships if the torpedo boats are to be constructed, according to the 
amendment of the Senator, or are we to have three? I do not 
quite understand him. I think his amendment ought to be 
printed for the information of the Senate, and then lie over until 
to-morrow. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. Do I understand the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] has yielded the floor? 

Mr. HALE. at me say to the Senator from New York that I 
propose in a few minutes to give way for a motion for an execu- 
tive session. There are certain Senators who want an executive 
session, and I hope, therefore, the Senator will not move to adjourn. 
; Mr. HILL. It is a little late, and I move that the Senate ad- 

ourn. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator to withhold the motion for a 
moment. 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. . 

Mr. HALE. I do not propose to ask the Senate to remain longer 
in session this evening upon this bill. All the amendments, as I 
understand, that have been submitted to it are to be printed, so 
that we shall know to-morrow what is before the Senate. I shall 
endeavor to-morrow, if sustained by the Senate, to get a vote at 
as early an hour as possible on the passage of the bill. I give no- 
tice now that unless the bill shall be concluded by 6 o'clock 
to-morrow evening, or at some time before that, I shall ask that 
the Senate have an evening session to-morrow in order to finish 
the bill. Of course I am in the handsof the Senate. 

Let me say now to the Senator from New York—for that is a 
matter for him to decide—that the Senator from Wyoming | Mr. 
WARREN] desires an executive session instead of an adjournment. 
I leave that between the Senator from New York and the Senator 
from Wyoming. 

Mr. WARREN. I hope the Senator from New York will with- 
hold his motion to adjourn, so that we may have an executive 
session. .. 

Mr. LODGE. I also ask for an executive session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 
York withdraw his motion for that purpose? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CHANDLER. [I ask for an order to print my amendment, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be printed 
in the Recorp. 


Mr. CHANDLER. In addition to being printed in the Recorp, 


I also desire it to be printed in regular form as a proposed amend- 
m 


ent. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That order will be made. 
Mr. QUAY. Before the order is made, I desire to make a point 
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of order that the torpedo boats provided for in the amendment of 
the Senator from New Hampshire are not estimated for. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Theamendment has not yet been 
offered, but notice of the amendment has been given. The point 
of order, the Chair understands, is reserved by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock and 2 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
May i, 1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate April 30, 1896, 
ASSISTANT SURGEONS IN THE NAVY. 

William M. Wheeler, a citizen of New York, and Robert S. 
Blakeman, a citizen of Connecticut, to be assistant surgeons in 
the Navy, to fill vacancies existing in that grade. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

P, A. Engineer Albert B. Willits, to be a chief engineer in the 
Navy, from the 28th of March, 1896 (subject to the examinations 
required by law), vice Chief Engineer Albert W. Morley, retired. 

Surg. William G. Farwell, to bea medical inspector in the Navy, 


from the 28th of February, 1896, vice Medical Inspector Thomas 
N. Penrose, promoted. 


P. A. Surg. James D. Gatewood, to beasurgeon in the Navy, from 
the 28th of February, 1896, vice Surg. William G. Farwell, pro- 
moted. 

Surg. John C. Wise, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, from 
the 20th of March, 1896, vice Medical Inspector Edward 
dismissed, 

P. A. Surg. Oliver Diehl, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from the 
2th of March, 1896, vice Surg. John ©. Wise, promoted. 

PROMOTION IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Samuel A. W. Patterson, of Pennsylvania, to be a third lieu- 

tenant in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States, 
POSTMASTER. 

Patrick H. McGrath, to be postmaster at Ronceverte, in the 
county of Greenbrier and State of West Virginia, in the place of 
Robert C. Rodes, deceased. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate April 30, 1896, 
CONSUL. 
R. Hughs Long, of Alabama, to be consul of the United States 
at Nogales, Mexico. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Rev. Sewell N. Pilchard, of Delaware, to be post chaplain, 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
Caleb P. Organ, of Cheyenne, Wye., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Cheyenne, Wyo. 
INDIAN AGENT. 
Luke ©. Hays, of Oacoma, S. Dak., to be agent for the Indians 
of the Fort Belknap Agency, in Montana. 
POSTMASTERS, 
John J. Whetton, to be ter at Highlandville, in the 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 


Martin F. Burns, to be eer one at Wollaston, in the count 
of z a gree of era - " . 
. Fitz Hugh, to be postmaster at Kansas City, in the count 
of Wyandotte and State of Kansas. 7 . 
Herman Schulmerich, to be postmaster at Hillsboro, in the 
county of Washington and State of Oregon. 
Matthew F. Conroy, to be postmaster at Franklin, in thecounty 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, Apri 30, 1896. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen. 

The . ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
provea, 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—RATLIFF VS. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts, Mr. Speaker, I desire to sub- 
= ne tote time a privileged report from Committee on Elec- 

ms No. 3. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 


The mpers was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire immediate action? 

Mr. McCALL of a. I do, Mr. Speaker, a 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolutio : 

; er ns 
Committee on Elections. of the 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That W. P. Ratliff was not elected a member of the Fifty-fourt} 
Congress from the Fifth Congressional district of the State of Mics... 
and is not entitled to a seat therein. vy, 

Resolved, That J.8. Williams was duly elected a member of the Fifty-¢ 

) from the Fifth Congressional district of the State of Mi... 
and is entitled to a seat therein. 

The SPEAKER. The question ison the adoption of the reso) y. 
tions. oss 

The resolutions were agreed to. 
CONTESTED ELECTION—NEWMAN VS. SPENCER, 


Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. I desire to submit another 
report from the Committee on Elections No. 3. It is similar to 
the preceding report. 

Task that the resolution§ be read, as it is not necessary to | 
the report read in these cases. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That A. M. Newman was not elected a Representative in the Fifty. 
fourth Con from the Seventh Congressional district of the State of \s. 

ppi is not entitled to a seat therein. , 

Resolved, That J.G. anger wasduly elected a Representative in the Fifty. 
fourth Congress from the Seventh Congressional district of the State of \\is 
sissippi and is entitled to a seat therein. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the resoly. 
tions. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—BROWN VS. ALLEN. 


Mr. MoCALL of Massachusetts. There is another report, Mr, 
Speaker, from the Committee on Elections No. 3, on which [ 
desire action, and I ask that the resolutions be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

nee iy tag ay tee ey te wy Se the Fifty-fourth 
ae entitled toa seat he ar 

Resolved, That John M. Allen was duly elected a member of the Fifty fourth 
Con from the First Co district of the State of Mississippi, 
and is entitled to a seat therein. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the adoption of the resolu- 
tions. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

RECONSIDERATION. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move 
to reconsider the several votes just taken; and also move that the 
motion to reconsider be laid on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

WILLIAM GROSE, 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 515) granting 
@ pension to William Grose. 

a SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
0 on. 
bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Grose, of Newrast’, 
Bike Guin an athe ner per cade et seme 

° ) Oo be In Leug 
that which he now receives. ear re 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommend the adoption of 
the following amendment: In line 8, strike out the words ‘one 
hundred ” and insert ‘‘ seventy-five”; so that it will read “at tue 
rate of §75 per month.” : 

There being no aby the the bill was considered, the amen’ 


lave 


ment recommended the Committee on Invalid Pensions was 
agreed to, and the as amended ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


passed. ; 
On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 


DIRECTORS DEAF AND DUMB ASYLUM. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Paysr and 
Mr. Savers as House directors for the Columbian Institution tor 
the Deaf and Dumb. 

SENATE BILL REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the bill (S. 296) for the relief of 
William H. Atkins, formerly commissary sergeant, Unite! a 7 
Army, was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to ‘4° 
Committee on Claims. 

BANKRUPTCY. 


U ° 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. ae I move that the House © 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House to further col 
sider the special order. 
The motion was agreed to, 









mse accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
wee Payne in the chair. — 
Mr. BAILEY. Before proceeding, Mr. Chairman, I would like 
“nanire how much time has been used by the respective sides? 
a HENDERSON. As I have kept the account of time, we 
have used one hundred and seventy-six minutes and the oppo- 
ion bas used one hundred and fifty-seven minutes. I have not 
a ared notes with the Chair, but think that is about correct. 
Th CHAIRMAN. The Chair would suggest that on the theory 
th $ the debate should run five hours longer, the gentleman from 
I a a would be enti to two hours and twenty minutes, and the 
; ae aman from Kansas [Mr. Broprrick] to forty minutes, and 
ene gentleman from Texas to one hour and fifty-nine minutes. 
: Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield forty minutes to my 
friend from Missouri, Ju De ARMOND. X 
Mr. DE ARMOND. r. Chairman, the question before the 
House is one of importance, and I regret that pressure of other 
affairs has prevented my giving that attention to the study of it 
which one ought to bestow before occupying the time of the House 
npon it. I knowthere are other gentlemen desiring to speak who, 
Thave reason to believe, are better qualified than I to inform the 
House with regard to the merits and demerits of the pending 
measure. I shall, therefore, endeavor to hurry through what I 
have to say, and then give way to others. , anon, Sete 
I think, Mr. Chairman, that naturally the first inquiry is with 
reference to the real, legitimate purpose of a bankrupt law. 
Without going into that question in detail, I will content my- 
self with saying itis my conclusion, from such investigation as I 
have given the subject, that the only legitimate object of such 
legislation is the relief of insolvent debtors. About this central 
idea all just legislation upon this subject ought tocluster. There 
are enough laws for the collection of debts, every State in the 
Union having its own code. Common observation and common 
experience alike teach us that the creditor, so far as the laws go, 
is amply provided with remedies. The person who needs the 
benefit of a bankruptcy law, if there be occasion for itat all, is the 
son who is in the unfortunate condition of being so involved 
in debt that without the aid of such a law he can not get out and 
start again in the race of life upon something like equal footing 
with other persons engaged in the same pursuits in which he 
would engage. ren te 
Now, Mr. Chairman, without meaning at all to criticise the pur- 
of any gentleman who favors this bill or who has had a hand 
in drafting it, I believe that the bill did not spring into existence 
primarily on account of a desire to relieve insolvent debtors. 
What is the history of this pro legislation? The present 
bill is fashioned on the model of the Torrey bill, with some slight 


changes and modifications. How did the Torrey bill originate? 


Whence did it come? What brought it into being? What pro- 
jected it into former Congresses, and what has brought it into 
this Congress? 

The report itself states—for gentlemen are frank about these 
matters—that this bill was drawn in consequence of action taken 
j Kage commercial bodies and boards of trade throughout 

country. 

Tt might be stated further that the draftsman of the Torrey 
bill didnot,asa humanitarian, looking after the good of human kind 
solely and exclusively, prepare that bill, or aid, so far as he aided 
inthe make-up of the bill now under consideration. It is a fact, 
however, that the bill was prepared by that gentleman as an at- 
torney prepares bills, contracts, and other papers for a client; 
and his clients were and are the wholesale men who are spoken of 
as having taken action in commercial congresses and boards of 
trade. Without going further on this iine, it is enough to say 
that the bill was a by the agent of creditors, and natu- 

im ing the motives of anybody, and 

—naturally enough, it was 
prepared to promote and conserve an advance the rights and in- 
terests of that particular class. 

That this is true a very cursory examination of the bill itself 
will prove. It contains numerous poevistons hedging in and 

from the insolvent debtor the only boon that can possi- 

[ him—a from the debts which he can not pay. 
It is difficult, .for the debtor to obtain his discharge 
if any creditor to stand in his way. He goes in under 
Suspicion. His every act, his omission, his conduct clear 
through the and an ent to it, all are subject to the 
closest e the most searching scrutiny, the most minute 
Precautionary to make it certain that by no chance or 
accident can he get one thing, the only thing, which can be 
brought to him by this kind of 1 ion, unless he be clearly and 
undoubtedly en d to it, y, his discharge. 

There is nothing 


aos thrown about the creditor in the way of re- 

strictions yuan A creditor animated by bad motives, 

Seoul the destruction of the unfortunate 

move upon him without finding aught of terror in 

the dread of any loss or punishment, unless he 
to ordinary criminal statutes, 
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The debtor is required to attend creditors’ meetings and disclose 
everything within his information, for whose benefit? For the 
benefit of the creditor. If it be thought that he fraudulently con- 
ceals anything, fails in anything, is not vigilant about everything 
for the benefit of the creditor, he is denied a discharge: but if the 
creditor, animated by bad motives, seeking the ruin of the debtor, 
or needlessly or recklessly throws him into bankruptcy, pursues 
him relentlessly, causelessly, there is no penalty, no reparation 
provided. A man once started into bankruptcy upon a petition 
filed by his creditors, it is true, is given the form, the husks. of an 
inquiry into the question of whether or not he should be adjudged 
a bankrupt; but what is there left for him in that inquir A 
petition once filed against him, proceedings in bankruptcy begun 
against him, the bad news being spread abroad in his own neigh- 
borhood and as far as his name and his interests and acquaintance 
shall extend, there is nothing substantial left for him except the 
relief which may come from a discharge by a court of bankruptcy. 

What real interest can he have in battling against Fate, without 
the common charity of a jury trial even, unless heis swift to de- 
mand and insist upon it? If he should defeat the petitioning cred- 
itors, will that rehabilitate his shattered credit; will that put him 
on his feetagain? Will that give him his old position as a reputa- 
ble trader, presumed to be able to pay his debts? By no means, 
The very act of saying, in the creditors’ petition that he is insol- 
vent, makes him insolvent. The charge makes fact that which is 
charged. If, animated by pride, the debtor successfully resists 
the effort to declare him a bankrupt, what does he get for the in- 
evitable loss of credit, for a ruined business? Nothing. There is 
no responsibility resting upon any creditor who may have assailed 
him, no matter how wantonly or viciously. 

There is no provision made in the bill for paying the debtor for 
making what he can for the creditor; not even witness fees are 
provided for him. Moreover, he is subject to arrest. But it is 
provided that he shall not be imprisoned. If it is charged by the 
creditor that the debtor is going from his present place of resi- 
dence to some other, is going ont of the district, no matter what 
his intentions or necessities, and that the effect of such removal 
may be to interfere with the getting out of the wreck all that 
might otherwise be realized, then the unfortunate debtor ma‘ 
arrested, or “‘ detained,” as expressed in the bill. What is the 
meaning of all this? Probably that you shail not throw the vic- 
tim into jail with common criminals, but that he is to be more 
decently deprived of his liberty. The heavy hand of the law shall 
be upon him, however; he can not go and come as other men go 
and come. He must languish under the control of an officer, 
under guard by an officer, merely because some omnipotent cred- 
| itor concludes that by putting the screws on a little tighter and 
interfering with the helpless debtor’s personal liberty, in addition 
to interfering with all his other rights, the creditor may fare a 
little better. 

And then, after the discharge in bankruptcy, after a showing 
which the court thinks entitles the insolvent to an acquittance, 
after he has walked out of the bankruptcy court with his debts 
obliterated by judgment of the court and no longer a burden upon 
him, with some promise in life for him—even then for two years 
he is liable to be thrown back into the slough of despair by means 
of the vague affidavit of any creditor, his discharge set aside, and 
the whole thing reopened, so far as he is concerned. 

Another thing. The definitions in this bill, as gentlemen will 
see who look at them, are something extraordinary. Ordinarily 
in definitions the usual meanings are given to words. But here 
extraordinary meanings are given to some of the words used. 
When you read one of these particular words in the body of the 
bill it does not impart to you the wonderful meanings actually 
crowded into it in the dictionary part of the bill. Turning to the 
dictionary section, you will find words perverted into meaning 
what they never meant before and will never again mean. 

Take almost any one of these definitions, and you will find this 
to be the case. 

Here is the word ‘‘transfer,” for instance; an ordinary word, 
but an extraordinary meaning is given to it. 

Transfer shall iucinde the sale and every other and 
posing of or parting with property, or the possession 
or conditionally, as a payment, pledge, mortgage, 
creation of a lien on property by any means other 
ess prosecuted in good faith. 

“Transfer” meansallthat. Why giveit so extraordinary amean- 
ing? Ido not even suggest that the committee in giving their 
sanction to these definitions have any thought or purpose of con- 
cealing the very broad meaning that is given to the words. But 
I say it is fair to infer that the man who drafted the bill orig- 
inally, the man who acted for the wholesale dealers who desired 
the bill to be drawn up and now wish it to be passed, gave these 
words their sweeping scope and hidden power for a purpose. The 
purpose will be apparent to anyone who will analyze and con- 
sider them. 

Mr. Chairman, if the object is to relieve the insolvent debtor, 
then the collection of debt is merely an incident. That kind of 
bankrupt legislation | favor, That kind I believe is embodied in 





be 
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the substitute offered 7 the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaILry]. 
If the object be the collection of debt, however—if that is the o 

ject of bankruptcy legislation—then the bill submitted by the 
committee will admirably meet the expectations of those who de- 
signed it. Why should the object and the design of the law be to 
aid persons in the collection of debt or to punish persons for fraud- 
ulent practices? All these things are provided for in existing laws. 

The only just ground for any bankrupt bill is to be found in the 
s” 1 state of honest but insolvent debtors. Such legislation should 
be designed to relieve persons who can not relieve themselves; 
not necessarily or primarily to distribute their estates, not to 
divide the property of the insolvents, but to give them relief. If 
that be the object, why is it at all necessary or proper that the 
estate of a person who desires to be relieved as a bankrupt shall 
be administered in the bankrupt court? Why would it not be 
ample, more simple, surer, and better if the law should provide 
that when the estate of the insolvent which is subject to the pro- 
visions of the law, the property of the insolvent not exempted to 
him by the laws of the State in which he lives, has been distributed, 
when he has no property left which the law can reach, then he 
shall be permitted to go into the bankrupt court and ask for the 
only thing of value to him that such a court ever can give him, a 
discharge in bankruptcy, relief from the burden of unpaid debts? 
If that be the proper object, the substitute offered by the gentle- 
man from Texas will secure it. If that substitute, which pro- 
vides for voluntary bankruptcy proceedings in the Federal courts, 
after distribution of the insolvent estate through the State conrts, 
and is to be in existence two years only—if that substitute be 
accepted, then all this machinery about the bankrupt court can be 
laid aside as totally az. 

Take a man in any State—I do not care where—who is tired of 
struggling with the adversities of life and endeavoring to meet 
his obligations. When in the way provided in that State, what- 
ever it may be—and if the laws of a State are good enough for the 
men who live in it, the people who live elsewhere have no very 
yreat reason to find fault with them—when im the way provided 
by the laws of his State he disposes of his property, then open the 
doors of your bankrupt court to him for a short though sufficient 
time. Let him present his petition asking for a discharge in 
bankruptcy, the only thing he seeks, the only thing that can be of 
value to him. Then comes up the whole question of the honest 
of his transactions and of the facts of the case, special and eneeal. 
The creditors would be notified, asthe substitute provides. They 
would be heard, and before the insolvent could be discharged it 
would be incumbent upon him to show to the satisfaction of the 
court that he was in the condition of a man without property, yet 
having debts; an honest man burdened with debts and unable to 
pay them. 

Upon showing satisfactorily that his transactions had been 
open and honest, that he was an honest but unfortunate man 
whose misfortunes were tying him down and destroying his use- 
fulness in the community, he would be entitled to his discharge, 
and he would get it. If he did not show that, he would fail to 
get a discharge. Now, where does the creditor lose a solitary 
right under such a bankrupt law, under such a proceeding? The 
courts areopen to him as before. All the laws that now exist in 
relation to the collection of debt are in full force and effect. Not 
a single law now existing in any part of the Union would be 
stayed or interfered with. Nota solitary right which the cred- 
itor had, either by law or by the contract with his debtor, would 
be in the slighest degree interfered with. The debtor would sim- 
ply say: ‘I have nothing more with which to pay; I have acted 

onestly, and I now ask relief from the burden of these debts 
which still hang over me and shadow all ny eae in life.” 

On that proposition the creditor would be heard. Upon that 
proposition, upon every issue that could fairly and reasonably 
arise in order to determine the actual facts—the justice, the hon- 
esty, the equity of the entire proceeding—the creditor would be 
heard. What wrong would be done? If the debtor could not 
show that he had so conducted himself and that his property had 
been so administered, or so lost and dissipated, as to leave nothing 
with which to pay his debts, except what might be exempted by 
the law—if he could not show that he would not get a discharge 
from any obligation whatsoever. The creditor would have lost 
nothing. His debt would still remain unpaid; the debtor would 
still be under the ban of the law, would still be barredin large part 
from the enterprises that are open to men not weighed down b 
debt. On the other hand, if the debtor should show that he 
acted honestly and that he had nothing more with which to . 
who coulddeny to him the discharge to which he would be entinied? 

Another thing. This course of procedure would secure the dis- 
tribution of the estates of insolvent debtors at their own homes, 
under the direction and supervision of officers elected by the 
ple of the debtor's community. But it is said that under this bill 
the referee is carried to the home of the insolvent, that a referee 
is to be appointed for each county. But mark the qualifications 
of the referee. He is not bound to be a lawyer; he is not bound 
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toh ial qualifications wha ee 
ave any special q ons whatever. Itis e i 

accy table to the ju who . ints nies. The Joten ie 

absolute and the comple a tanybody referee wis 

out regard to quiliedina” <i MMony reteree, with- 

Now, I have been always opposed to this one-man power 
believe that every time we can take a step toward enal)iy. th : 
people in any particular locality, or generally, to select, })y ;) = 
own votes, those who are to administer the laws, we are tray.);.. 
in the right direction, and that whenever, in place of requir, 
officers, great or small, to be elected by the people, we provide 
that they shall be a: inted by some one man, or by any number 
of men, we are traveling in the wrong direction. F , 

There is a contention here that bill will relieve the insol 
vent debtor from the great danger and hardship of his procont 
situation. It is said that now the avaricious creditor, having t h : 
courts open to him, may seize the debtor's property, may wes 
him to ruin, and that there is no relief for the debtor, no dischary 
for him. ee 

Mr. Chairman, the creditor who merely brings suit against th, 
debtor does not hamper him in the conduct of his business beyong 
the legitimate, natural, ordinary effect of that suit. The creditor 
who resorts to the extraordinary process of attachment is com. 
pelled to give bond for the indemnity and protection of the debtor 
in case he should fail to make good attachment. 

It is said that under this bill the property may be retained by 
the debtor until he is actually adjudged a bankrupt. How speed. 
ily after the filing of the petition, with one referee in each county 
that adjudication might be reached we can guess. But in the 
meantime it is in the power of the creditor to have the property 
taken out of the ion of the debtor, not on the ground excl. 
sively that the debtor is doing anything dishonest or dishonora)e 
but on the ground that heis not giving to it that care and atten. 
tion which the creditor thinks ae ent it from sinking in 
value or deteriorating. In other words, it practically amounts to 
this—that the creditor can have the pecoerty of the debtor taken 
from his possession the very day he files the petition. 

But the creditor, it is said, gives bond to be approved by the 
court; gives this bond before the debtor’s property is seized. “Yes; 
but the conditions of that bond are blank. There is no provision 
for indemniying the debtor —- the loss he may suffer by 
having the ee oe taken out of his hands, as in the case of an 
attachment. e damages which he might recover would be 
purely nominal, speculative, upon pape. ** Creditor,” too, accord- 
ing to the dictionary embraced in bill, is made to mean not 
only the creditor himself, but also his agent, his attorney, anybody 
assuming to represent him. Therefore, when the bill speaks of 
affidavits to be made by the creditor, it necessarily includes afi- 
davits which may be made are information solely. A claim sent 
to an attorney (in a distant State probably) can afford the basis for 
this proceeding to throw a man into Salvestcy, by virtue of an 
affidavit by that attorney, based solely on information, which itself 
would not be evidence. Wherever in this bill you read “ cred- 
itor” you are to understand the word as meaning the attorney of 
the creditor, the agent of the creditor, the representative of the 


creditor. 
page of the bill will be found evidence that by this 
e thrifty creditor is endeavoring to secure satisfactory 
machinery for admi ing upon the estates of unfortunate 
debtors, not for the of relieving them and putting them 
upon their feet agua, t for the of getting out of an 
estate more, if possible, than he ae cok ows of it under the laws 
of the land, in view when the inde ess accrued. ‘ 
The-debtor is hampered in his freedom of movement. He ‘s 
compelled to attend hen and where he may be directed to attend. 
Although he may have absolutely nothing at stake, may be abs 
lutely faultless in everything, he must stand guard, without pay, 
for the benefit of the creditor. 
Another thing is contended here—that preferences, of and 13 
themselves, are essentially and inevitably wrong. I deny that. 
The common experience of every man, if he will simply consult 
his own experience, will convince him of the fact that there ar 
many times in the lives of both the fortunate and the unfortunate 
when it is not only not wrong but is absolutely right to make dis 
criminations and grant preferences. Take the case of a man who 
lends to the debtor in his hour of peril the money or supplies him 
with the which tides him over a crisis or possibly many 
crises; 8 in his business for weeks or months or eves 
years. The friend thus advances his money or parts with = 
roperty either from lack of seometee of the true situation ° 
e debtor's affairs or, knowing the situation, from his willing: 
and depend upon the honesty of the debtor, 
chance to live. cad as gull 


yielding to ever 
of honor. acting 
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was his friend in his extremity, to preserve from ruin so far as he 
can the man who undertook to stay the ruin that threatened him- 
self until staying it ceased to be possible? Yet the granting of a 
wreference—for months back, even—is made a reason or excuse 
Pr forcing @ ian into bankruptcy. 1 

Why should a man be thrown into bankruptcy unwillingly? 
What is the reason for it? It is a creditor's reason and no other. 

Then should the law be made to collect debts or to aid in the col- 
lection of debts? That is the question that arises upon every prop- 
osition for involuntary bankruptcy. Involuntary bankruptcy 
simply implies or means that the insolvent himself does not ask 
for relief; that the insolvent himself, with the burden of his debts 
upon him, animated by hope—knowing possibly better the prob- 
able outcome of his affairs than anyone who has given them less 
attention and has less knowledge of them—believes that he can 
get through, struggles against adverse circumstances, hoping that 
somehow relief may come. At all events, the man thrown into 
involuntary bankruptcy is the man who, of his own volition, does 
not ask, declines the aid or relief which may or may not come 
from such a proceeding; does not ask the boon of auy bankruptcy 
law under the sun; who shuns as a stigma the stamp of ‘“ bank- 

F uy 

Phat being true (and it must be true), it is further incontest- 
ably true that what a man will not ask for, will not take when it 
is offered to him, is that which he does not desire; and if he is 
forced to submit, he is an unwilling victim. So, then, the bank- 
rupt law is not made for that class of people. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Will the gentleman allow me 
to ask him this question: Does the gentleman think that the ob- 
ject of the bankrupt law is simply for the benefit of the debtor 
class? 

: Mr. DEARMOND. I will answer that question with pleasure. 
I think the whole discussion of this matter might, and ought per- 
haps, justly to turn on this point. I think the principal, the sole 
just object of a bankrupt law should be the relief of the insolvent 
debtor, and that all other things in connection with it should be 
incidental and subordinate to that one consideration. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Does not the gentleman recog- 
nize the fact that the creditor is oftentimes as unfortunate as the 
debtor? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I do recognize that exceptional fact. But 
the gentleman should remember that this is not a proposition to 
enable the debtor to force bankruptcy upon the creditor. The 
creditors are not asking to be relieved from the burden of debt 
resting heavily upon them. They are not asking to be set abroad 
again in the world with bright skies above them and bright pros- 
pects before them. They are not asking that species of relief. 

Recollect that the one good thing which a bankruptcy law alone 
can bring,.and upon which alone it can be defended, is the relief 
of the insolvent from the burdens of obligations which he can not 
meet. Of course no wrong should be done to the creditor, and it 

is not asked by me that the debtor should escape any just obliga- 
tions that he is able tomeet. I repeat what I said before, that by 
a voluntary bankruptcy law, such as the Bailey substitute, no 
rights are taken from the creditor. The creditor loses nothing by 
such alaw. But the involuntary feature of the law is solely for 
the benefit of the creditor, and the incident, not the purpose of it, 
is to ta release toa man who does not ask it and does not 
want it; a man who prefers struggling with the present condition 
of things—prefers to endure the ills he has rather than fly to 
those he knows not of. 


Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Missouri 


permit me to ask him a question in this connection? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. rtainly. 

ro Wo erga of Ohio. Are you in favor of a voluntary bank- 
ru 
_Mr. DE ARMOND. I am, sir; as I have been stating. I be- 
lieve, Mr, Chairman, that the condition of the country is such 


t 4 great many men whose misfortunes are not really of their 
own making, who are totally free from all taint of fraud in their 
transactions, are less useful to the community, to themselves, to 
their families, to the nation, than they would be if they could 
have a release from that from which they can not otherwise es- 
cape—the impeding, threatening, enduring blight of debt beyond 
their ability to meet, debts they can not pay. 

But relief to those who ask it and merit it need not be coupled 
with the power to put a man unwillingly through a court of 
to make a bankrupt of him who can not pay at once 
what he may owe. There is a marked distinction between re- 
lieving insolvents and making bankrupts. 
But, Mr. Chairman, another thing. I believe one effect of the 
gislation will be this: The debtor, a tradesman, a re- 
dealer, 
men do, will 


sienapdlie’ ord wether! erp ition to pal 
n order to escape that condition to pu 
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along and protect him and themselves. Being under their pro- 
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tectorate he must buy his goods from them. He dare not go 
elsewhere to buy. Carried by men having power at any moment 
to throw him into the bankrupt court, he dare not take his trade 
anywhere else for fearof provoking their wrath. The effect upon 
the community of such a condition can not be beneficial. The 
result is inevitable, but the extent of injury we can hardly con- 
template or fairly measure. The trader thus situated will not 
only be compelled to confine his purchases to one or two houses 
but he will be compelled to buy at their own prices; the world of 
competition will be absolutely closed to him. Forced to buy from 
his guardians at their own prices, he will be also ce mpelled to sell 
at corresponding prices, so that his misfortunes and their extortion 
will be visited upon the community at large. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the 
gentleman from Missouri, does he not think that if a voluntary 
and involuntary bankruptcy law were in force there would be 
very few cases of involuntary bankruptcy? 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
swer the question. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. 
from Ohio. 

Mr. SKINNER. I should like to ask a question in connection 
with the question asked by the gentleman from Ohio. I want to 
ask if you do not believe that it would be more oppressive for the 
debtor class when a vigilant creditor, by attacking and assailing 
the debtor, obtains a first lien, than it would be to have an invol- 
untary proceeding in bankruptcy, when the moving creditor would 
then only get an equitable proportion of the assets? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Ithink not. I havealready discussed that 
question. I will answer the question of my friend from Ohio 
[Mr. Watson]. I think, Mr. Chairman, that whether there 
would be many or few proceedings in involuntary bankruptcy, is 
not really the question before us; we can but guess whether the 
proceedings would be few or many. If they should happen to be 
few, still the law ought to be cleared of the harsh provisions for 
involuntary bankruptcy. For then they would be practically 
useless, and the best that could be said for such a law would be 
that it would do but little harm. Upon the other hand, if such 
proceedings should be many, the evil would be increased in pro- 
portion. aa 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I think that a mistake has been 
made in the computation of the time. Iam informed that I had 
at the beginning of the speech of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. De ARMOND] one hour and thirty-eight minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman had one hour and fifty-nine 
minutes. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understood that to be the announcement of 
the Chair, but the memorandum sent to me from the timekeeper 
shows that I had only one hour and thirty-eight minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. One hour and fifty-nine minutes according 
to the memorandum of the Chair. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Is not the gentleman from Texas ready to 
go ahead? 

Mr. BAILEY. Do you mean, am I personally ready? 

Mr. HENDERSON, Well, you and the gentleman from Kan- 
sas [Mr. BropErick], [ want you to go ahead. 

Mr. BAILEY. I had supposed my friend from Kansas desired 
to yield to somebody now. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want your side to get an hour ahead of 
us, because we are entitled to close the debate. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Doyouwant us to take all of our time now? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Some more of your time. 

Mr. BAILEY. DolI understand the gentleman from Iowa that 
he desires to occupy a full hour at the conclusion? , 

Mr. HENDERSON. We want the last hour in the debate; yes, 

Mr. BAILEY. I recognize that the gentleman from Iowa | Mr, 
HENDERSON] is entitled to conclude the debate, but I do not rec- 
ognize that he is entitled to reserve an entire hour, and to divide 
that hour among three or four gentlemen. 

_ Mr. HENDERSON. Oh, yes; I think we are entitled to the « 
trol of our time, and we have the close of the debate. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not any more than I am entitled to the control 
of my part of the time. I perfectly agree with the gentleman 
that—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. You can do just what you please with 
your share of the time, of course. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is what I am trying to do, unrestrained 
by being compelled to use it all and leave you an hour to be divided 
between three or four gentlemen at the close. I do not need to 
do more than to appeal to the gentleman’s sense of fairness. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The last hour will be used by one of our 
side. 

Mr. BAILEY. Very well. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Though I think we have a perfect right to 
divide it if we want to. 


I yield to the gentleman sufficient time to an- 


I will answer the question of my friend 


on- 
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Mr. BAILEY. Well, if you do not intend to do it, I will not 
stop to discuss that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. My intentionis to haveit used by one man. 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam perfectly content with that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We have been running ahead of you, and 
I have been perfectly frank both in the House and in the com- 
mittee. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BAILEY. [I yield fifteen minutes to the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. BEeLt}. 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, the pending question, 
bankruptcy, is, in my opinion, a very pertinent one at this time; 
but it does seem to me, however, as said by the gentleman from 
Nevada [Mr. NEwLanps], that it is a sad commentary upon this 
House that we have spent five months of time while the people of 
every portion of this country were complaining, when labor was 
unemployed, when machinery stood still, when the currency of 
this great country was daily and hourly shrinking in proportion to 
the number of people, and that now, in these closing days, the best 
that can be offered by the first session of the Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress to the people of the United States is to help them into bank- 
ruptcy. 

Ou friend from‘ Illinois [Mr, ConNOLLY], a very brilliant and 
eloquent gentleman, on yesterday spoke under the seeming im- 

ression that he lived ina great State, one that had flourished 
yeyond the power of man to compute, underand by reason of a 
high protective tariff. Thinking of that last night, Iran over the 
figures at my command to see whether or not the people of the 
State of Tllinois and in the other States were flourishing and 
whether or not this Congress, after going into paroxysms over 
every other question so far as they affected people of foreign coun- 
tries, should now content itself without trying to aid the people 
of the United States to reestablish their industries by stopping and 
helping them into bankruptcy. 

Now, what is the condition of the people, even in the great States 
of Illinois, Pennsylvania, New York, Massachusetts, and other pro- 
tected States? Is this a mere question of allowing the idle and 
profligate to go into bankruptcy? The masses of the people of this 
country are not asking you for a method of going into bankruptcy. 
The people from one end of this country to the other are asking 
for some way by which they may become solvent or to avoid bank- 
ruptcy. 

i cape that our friends = and say that the Democratic 
party or some other party is the cause of this deplorable condi- 
tion; but now and then a man gets up in the Republican ranks 
and exposes the fallacy of the Republican leaders. 

Only esracn in the other Chamber, Senator TELLER, a man 
equipped, probably, as no other man in this nation is, with facts 
and figures, rose and told the country what the cause of this de- 
pression is. He clearly showed it is not deficiency of revenue or 
a low tariff, but he said: 


I donot know what the deficiency is going to be this year, but Ido know 
that the deficiencies on the 28th day of April for the year were $24,247,517.83. 
On that day we had $273,522,388 in the Treasury. I  epeat, there is not a na- 
tion on the face of the earth that holds $273,000,000 in its Treasury for ordi- 
nary purposes. If there issuch a nation at all it is Russia, that is stated to 
have accumulated a large amount, nobody knows how much, for war pur- 

xses—not to be used except in an oer for war. There ismore money 
s the Treasury than the people of the United States are willing should be 
put there and tied up. Every dollar that is put into the Treasury comes out 
of the circulation that is necessary in this country to maintain even the pres- 
ent bad conditions of commere : and trade. Inside of twenty-seven months 
you have put into the Treasury $200,000,000 that had been in circulation. You 
drew out of the circulation of this country $200,000,000 and put it*'where it is 
of no more value to commerce and trade than it would be if it were in the 
depths of the sea. 

And yet, Mr. President, Senators rise here and wonder why itis that busi- 
hess does not revive, why it is that rity does not come tous. We have 
had contraction at the rate of $100,000,000 a year; contraction since the Ist of 
February, this year, of $100,000,000 apparently in ignorance of a well-known 
and well-settled principle of political economy, that when you decrease the 
circulation of the money you destroy prices and you discourage enterprise 
and retard all movements toward uction. 

Mr. President, if there ever was a nation in the world that seems to be 

verned by imbeciles and men without thought or men without reason it is 

air to say we are now in the hands of that c of people. The history of 
the world does not show such contraction as we have voluntarily and delib- 
erately and willingly taken it upon ourselves to create for the simple pur- 
pose of maintaining the gold standard, and nothing else. 

The Seaator from Ohio [| Mr. cpapeenny knows, and every man in this 
Chamber knows, that the 000,000 is adebt put upon this coun to main- 
tain the gold standard, And he knows, as I know, that the $262,000,000 is but 
the beginning of a debt that is to be put upon us if the gold standard is to be 
maintained. It will not do for the Senator to tell me or anybody else in this 
Chamber that revenue is what you want. you want, Mr. ont, is 
some system of finance that shall bring confidence to the people who create 
and produce, that shall encourage them in the belief that when they manu- 
facture an article they want to sell ——- sell it for as much at least as it 
cost. The absolute certainty exists t y in every productive circle in the 
United States, and pretty nearly in the world, that he who produces to-day 
must sell to-morrow at a loss. 

Mr. President, the financial question is at the bottom of this trouble, not a 
lack of revenues. I do not intend myself to allow either the Senator from 
Ohio or any body else to fool the people of this country with the idea that all 
you need is to pass the McKinley bill again, and that then prosperity will 
come. You will never see the McKinley bill reenacted, and if you 

been promised 


would not see prosperity come from it. We have these 
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years that if we would do this and if we would do the other tning prosy 
would be at our door. Every promise made has failed. 

I know that there is traversing the country and shouting a band 
who have labeled their candidate “the advance agent of prosperi 
President, the people who look to him as the savior will find that 
been deluded and deceived. The agent of prosperity is not in sight 
will not come into sight until this system of finance of ours is chany 
we return to the system which gave the people the agencies to d. 
with, so that we shall satisfy them that when they put their mo 
—— ae and produce articles they may reap reward and hdvanta 

This is a movement against the retail dealer. [tis a mo, 
that the wholesalers have been working at for half a go 
for the purpose of throwing every claim they have to ¢o!! 
the United States courts. It is a scheme that they have beoy , 
tending for for a quarter of a century almost, to get their ¢|.:;), 
a place that they can not be taken advantage of by local eres; 
This law is being written not for the purpose of the debtors—¢),j, 
is another law that is being written in the interest of the credity, 
and the creditor alone. , 

Mr.SORG. Will the gentleman allowme to ask him a, 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SORG. 4s not the wholesaler a debtor, too? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. The wholesaler 1s a debtor, of course 
r. 2 particular sense; and probably every man is moro or less 4 

ebtor. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? , 

Mr. BELL of Colorado, Yes, sir. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Have not the wholesalers all over the 
continent been making ae’ 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. wholesalers all over the continent, 
like everybody else, are making assignments, and have been de- 
manding a bankrupt law for a num of years. The retailer 
never has demanded it. 

Mr. LOW. Willtte ontlemanallow metoask him a question? 

Mr. BELL of Colorax Certainly. 

Mr. LOW. Isit not a fact that a — number of poor men, or 
comparativly poor men, are among the creditors? 

Mr. BELL of Colorado. Every man is more or less, under our 
system, a creditor. The provisions of this act and the act itself 
has a tendency to make men more and more creditors and more 
and more debtors. If this act into effect every retailer in 
this country will also have a wholesale master. Every man in 
this country, I care not how you construct this bill—every retail 
merchant will have over his head a wholesale master, and the 
wholesalers are a class of men that are so few in number that they 
will combine when they take it into their heads to put a man into 
bankruptcy. Under this bill, I care not whether one of the nine 
causes is true or all false, they will make it so expensive for the 
debtor, they will so oppress him with their power to prosecute, 
they will make it soexpensive for him through accumulating wit- 
nesses and in taking him to ty tn mony that it will result in 
bankruptcy whether the causes or in this bankruptcy bill 


are true or false. 
Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
Certainly 


him another question? 
Mr. BELL of Colorado, . 
Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Are you in favor of a voluntary bank- 
rupicy law? 

. BELL of Colorado. If we are to have any bankruptcy law, 

I would be in favor of a volun law. Iam, in fact, in favor of 
a bankruptcy law that will permit such men as have made com- 
mercial mistakes, or have con overtaken by misfortunes from 
which they can never rise, to be relieved, but do not think it very 
important. My experience in such matters is that under the usual 
conditions, even in our present condition, debts are har'!!y perms 
nent. There is not one case in a hundred in the United States 
where a failing merchant obtains a judgment against insolvent 
debtors that is not settled by the statute of limitations. hey 
could but do not keep their judgments alive and allow them to 
expire in five, six, or ten years, as the statutes of limitations \pe™ 
ate, and that puts the ju ents at anend. I believe if we have 
a bankruptcy law at all that it should be a voluntary bankruy'’y 
law, or that a bankruptcy law, as stated by our friend fro Kan- 
sas [Mr. BRODERICK], hens a@ man can not be forced into bank 
7 but for the commission of an actual fraud. 
t I meant when I took the floor simply to answer some sus 
gestions made by our friend from the State of Illinois | Mr. (0 
NOLLY] on yesterday as tothe ents of thatState, and to illus 
trate as best I could to this House t the difficulty with this 
country to-day is that we are giving all of our attention © the 
great erty holders of the country and letting the indiv idua 
without I wish to say to my friend from Illinois 
Mr. ConNOLLY] that perhaps, well fed and well kept as he ~ 
as well as all en, he does not feel the great di 
culties of the even of hisown State. Let ussee what is (he 
condition of people of the State of Ilinois—and I am speal' 
now in the interest of the individual, not for aggregated weal 


n 


to 


in 

























1896. 


Property bas written every law upon the statute book since this 
session of Congress began. . : c . ~ 224 
and it seems to me that it is high time that the individual was 
writing a few statutes in the interest of the individual. I have 
here an extract from the Chicago Record of December 1, 1895, which 
reads as follows: 

County Agent Oleson says that there are many more worthy poor to be 

nm mbered this Thanksgiving than for many years and that the appro 
a tion is altogether inadequate.  & vi 

nilies, or about 219,000 persons. Thus far this year 40,000 families have 
ie relieved, and by the end of the year the number is expected to reach 

on This month 375 cases have been sent to the poorhouse. Calls for 
= ‘janes have averaged 10 a,day. There are 30 visitors, 1 of whom is a 
FOman; there will be 40 nfter December. 

That, Mr. Chairman, was the condition in one county in the 
State of Ilineis in the month of November last. Now, some of 
our friends say that this condition is caused by the Democratic 
or some other political organization, but in another paper of the 
same city at the same time I find another item which tells the 
condition of the Chemical National Bank of the city of New York, 
and this illustrates the general condition of this class of property. 

see how S are ge z along side by side 
Let us see how these two classes ar tting along side by sid 
under this and under former Administrations: 


It is said that the capital stock of the Chemical National Bank of New 
York, issued at a value of $100.a share, is now worth more than $4,000— 
40 to l—and that dividends to stockholders are 150 per cent per year. 

This illustrates fairly the condition of the debtors and creditors 
throughout the country. : : 

Now, gentlemen, that illustrates the point I am trying to make, 


and I remind you that both these extracts are taken from the 


In 1894 the county agent relieved 06,00 | 
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Is this not marvelous? Failuresin four years for amounts equal 





to one-half of the gold coin in the world; and yet members on 
this floor speak of the abundance of our currency. 

, nr ] al is r } Au Statistics the fail- 
ures his r th rst S85 ar the first three 
month ing that t xz months 
of 180i i States was é I is, 4,081; 
liabilitie he first three 1 eriod 

| in 1886, $38,755,015, an increase in =, and ibilities, $4,504,063. 

Dun’s Review for September, 1895, says th 8.8 per cent 

th 


lower than a year ago, notwithstanding 
and a few other things. 

The Manufacturer, of Philadelphia, of date Decemb« 
has the following pertinent paragraph: 


rked rise in iron 
r 14, 1895, 


The amount of money in circulation decreased for the nx 


nth of November. 
It fell off net $4,663,837, a net decrease of over $13,000,000, as shown in the 
Treasury statement, of changes in money and bullion forthe month. The 
totalamount of money in circulation on December l amounted to $1,594,195 470, 
which represents a decrease of about $43,000,000 as compared with the corre- 


sponding date of last year. While the circulation has been decreasing, says 
Bradstreet’s, the population has been increasing, and the circulation per 
+ a has been falling even in a greater ratio than the decrease in circula- 
ion 

The amount of money in circulation per capita on December 1, as estimated 
by Treasury experts on the basis of a population of 70,504,000, is $2.61. which 
represents a decrease of 11 cents per capita for the month and of $1.11 since 
the corresponding date last year. 


These facts and indisputable figcres have been staring the lead- 
ers of the legislative and executive departments of the Govern- 
ment in the face for years, and yet at every mention of the sub- 


| ject one side replies it is a want of revenue, and the other that it 


newspapers of Chicago of December last. They show one class | 


of people going down day by day into poverty while the other is 
going up daily into wealth. This country has beheld in the last 
two decades its ageregate wealth multiply with unprecedented 
rapidity. It has ed at the same time the wealth of the indi- 
viduals of this country depreciating at a ratio without precedent. 
I noticed the other day that ex-Governor Fishback had made some 


figures from the last census which ought to be burned into the 
mind of every mtative in this House and at the other end 


of the Capitol. is a statement which ought to cause you to 
think, gentlemen, and tolook into the causes of the distress through- 
out this country; it ought to make you go out and think why it is 
that when a farmer from the other end of the Capitol goes through 
the country erowds follow him with the emblematical pitchfork 
and appeal tohim to turn over the ruinous condition of things and 
the causes or authors of this ruin about the Capitol. — 

Ex-Governor Fishback says, among many other things, the fol- 
lowing: 

Mr. Carroll D. Wright's Census Bulletin No. 98 shows that, notwithstanding 
the immense increase in the wealth in Massachusetts of 82 per cent, upward 
of four-fifths of all the families residing in Boston have no homes. * * * 
More than three-fourths of the families residing in Philadelphia have no 
homes, th its inerease in wealth is 77 per cent. In Providence, R. L., 
nearly four-fifths of the have no homes, with an increase of wealth of 


79 per cent. In the city of New York nine-tenths of the families have no 
homes, with a marv of wealth equal to % per cent. 


But in answer especially to the gentleman from Dlinois [Mr. 
ConnoLLy] I cite the following from the same letter: 

Take, for illustration, IMlinois. Before the war this was a farmers’ paradise. 
Almost every acre of it is as fertile as the Valley of the Nile, and is in a high 
state of cultivation, indisputable evidence of unremitting toil and 
energy. Every county in it has from 1 to 2) railroads. Its cities have grown 
in wealth during the last decade about $500,000,000, yet the aggregate wealth 
of Itinois during this deeade has decreased $59,000,000, and during the single 
yeardrom 1803 to 1894 it decreased upward of $24,000,000. 

Upon whom has this loss fallen? * * * Certainly not upon the cities, 
which have grown enormously. Not upon her manufacturing interests, for 
they have increased in the city of Chicago alone $297,000,000 during the last 
decade, while 71 per cent of the families who reside in Chicago have no homes. 


Ex-Governor Fishback further states, in illustration of the effects 
cial tariff legislation in the interests of New England and 
the Middle States, the following: 

a. one of the most barren States, during the first decade, from 
1880 to grew in wealth $13,000,000 more than Kansas, Nebraska, Iowa, [/1i- 
nois, Indian, Kentucky, South Carolina, North Carolina, Georgia, Florida, 

i, and iana all combined. 
Rhode Island, * * not as large as the two smallest counties in Arkan- 
than one-third of the people of that State, with its little patch 
stone and salt water, grew in wealth during the last decade 
than the four great States of Ilinois, Indiana, South Carolina, 
all combined, and these States are 136 times as large and have 


as R —just asearnest, just as honest, just 
industrious people, all toiling just as eagerly to make wealth. 


the reading of the report of the committee photograph 
for the people? Does it not invite some remedy more 
helpful to the people than a system to shuffle off some burdens of 
debt ving 
ing t. 


by up all their possessions without any feasible hope 
ot rpemishing as condition? 
At page 8 of the report the committee says: 


From the of Statistics we learn that the total number of failures in 
from 1879 to 1895, both inclusive, amounts to 171,389, most of 
sal of ee tad ws honest men who have met with misfortune in the 


3 


co 


and who, if relieved from the burden of debt, would renew 
fresh hope and vigor and become active and useful mem- 


Se i eee or Gama acaren we learn that the total liabilities from 
Sone of the number who failed, as just stated, aggregate 





1s occasioned by the defect in our paper money; and to relieve 
these defects the best they can offer is an involuntary bankruptcy 
law by which the creditors can further despoil the poor prospects 
of the debtors of the nation. 

lf every individual in this country earned his livelihood through 
the same means but few laws would be required, and what would 
benefit one would inure to the benefit of all others. However, 
many generations ago mankind learned that the human muscles 
were subject to the same environments as was the human brain, 
and adopted the economic principle of training the mind and mus- 
cles of men to the apt use of only one kind of tools, thereby divid- 
ing men into innumerable distinct avocations. This brought with 
it aclamor from every branch of industry for legislation favor- 
ably fixing its status among the phalanx of industries. 

Wealth, where held in inordinate quantities, has combined and 
obtained control of all departments of the Government and has 
written every material statute for the past quarter of a century. 
Every man in this House truly represents his favorite piece of 
Es erty; but who especially represents the individual? Property 

olds a mighty and dangerous despotism here that overawes any 
consideration of the individual. It does not answer the objects of 
this bill to point ont the fact that some leniency is meted out to 
the downtrodden debtor. In this bill such a course is logically 
necessary. There can not be a permanent law or institution that 
is utterly bad. Every bad law must have enough highly com- 
mendablé provisions to hide in a measure the grotesqueness of its 
bad features. This one, however, has not even the usual quan- 
tity of good features. Itis but a poor argument, also, to insist 
that this bill is preferable to any of the previous bankrupt laws. 
The former ones were mere machines of oppression, so glaring 
and abusive in their enforcement that public opinion forced them 
off the statute books, All experience teaches that where a com- 
bination is possible a fair competition is impossible. None of the 
large cities has any great number of wholesalers in any one line of 
trade. Combination is not only possible but is certain to take place 
in the enforcement of this law, as it has taken place in the efforts 
to obtain it. 

The retail merchants are scattered and are so numerous that 
combination for self-protection is impossible with them. No one 
can bemisled by this bill. Theobjects of the foreign wholesalers are 
palpable, and embodying their objects in a small compass, we may 
say they are to throw all collections into the United States courts 
and make it impossible for any local financier to aid an oppressed 


debtor by taking the ordinary mortgage or trust-deed security, and 
to give the wholesale dealer the club of insolvency to hold over 
his retail customer as long as he owes him a dollar, and to destroy 


his right to trade with any other than the one to whom he is in- 
debted, as long as he owes him a dollar. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri 
{Mr. Burton]. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of 
the committee, the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary 
has requested me to discuss certain provisions of this bill, namely, 
those that relate to the taxation and payment of fees and costs. 
I admit at the outstart that it is not a very inviting theme. It is 
not a theme in the treatment of which one can indulge in any 
rhetorical pyrotechnics, and I apprehend that while upon this 
stretch I shall be unable, even if I desired, to mount the bicycle 
of wit and humor. (Laughter. 


tees and costs isan important one, 


Nevertheless, the question of 
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and deserves the earnest consideration of every man who would 
intelligently vote either for or against this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, a proceeding in bankruptcy, like every other 
cause pending in a court or other tribunal of justice, must of ne- 
cessity involve the taxation and payment of fees and costs. ‘ He 
who works must eat.” ‘*‘The laborer is worthy of his hire.” 
These are not only true Scriptural injunctions, but they underlie 
every principle of political economy, and, I might add, every sys- 
tem of moral philosophy. He who goes into acourt and incurscosts, 
he who sets the machinery of the law in operation and invokes the 
services of the officers of the law, is primarily bound unto them 
for the services which they render unto him. He may be required 
to pay in the first instance, as a condition precedent to the render- 
ing of the service, or it may be collected of him upon a fee bill. 
If he ultimately succeed, then, subject to certain valan of equity, 
he can recover over and against the unsuccessful party a judgment 
for the costs by him expended. 

Mr. Chairman, the Committee on the Judiciary in drafting this 
bill has kept in mind the fundamental truths which I have just 
asserted. The crowning evils of the bankrupt act of 1867 were 
the delays incident to the prosecution of a proceeding in bank- 
ruptcy and the enormous costs which that proceeding permitted 
to be taxed, and in most cases ultimately to be paid out of the 
estate of the bankrupt. In this connection I may add that de- 
lays created additional costs, and therefore there was an induce- 
ment to those who were to receive such costs to create delays. 
This bill has well guarded against the evil of delay. It takes 
from every officer of the court, from every person who may be 
called upon to perform service in the prosecution of a proceeding 
in bankruptcy, any inducement to create delay, because by so 
doing he can not possibly add a farthing to the fee bill or to the 
bill of costs. 

Who are the persons that may be required under this bill to 
render services either on behalf of the petitioner or of the defend- 
ant? The clerk of the United States court, the United States 
marshal, the referee, and in some instances a stenographer who 
may be employed by him; the trustee, the witnesses who may be 
summoned to testify either upon the one side or the other, the 
jurors who sit in the box to try and determine under the law and 
the evidence the issues joined between the parties, and I may add 
an attorney who represents the petitioner iii a case of voluntary 
or involuntary bankruptcy. 

Before I start out ont specifically analyze the provisions of this 
bill as to the fees and costs to be paid to each one of these officers 
or persons, permit me to suggest that he or they who file a peti- 
tion in a court of bankruptcy must in the very first instance 
deposit the sum of $25. There is one exception to that: In case a 
voluntary bankrupt shall with his petition file an affidavit that 
he is unable to pay, then he is relieved from the payment of the 
filing fees. Except in cases of that kind, a petitioner or peti- 
tioners, whether the debtor or creditor or naiincirn, must in the 
first instance deposit with the clerk the sum of $25. What is that 
$25 for? <A clerk’s fee of $10; a referee’s fee of $10; a trustee’s fee 
of $5. : 

This bill further provides that in case a debtor is declared a 
bankrupt, then the creditors who have paid this $25 shall recover 
it out oF the estate of the bankrupt. Andif you will turn tothe 
section of this bill which treats of priorities, you will find that in 
the list of priorities (if I remember aright) the cost and expenses 
of preserving the estate after*the defendant shall have been de- 
clared a bankrupt comes first in the list of priorities, and these 
filing fees come second. 

Now, let us take up these respective officers and persons and see 
how much they are entitled to for the services which they may ren- 
der under the provisions of this bill. The first officer is the clerk; 
and section 52 of this bill provides that the $10 paid as a filing fee 
shall constitute his entire compensation for any and all services 
that he may be called upon to render in that proceeding. If you 
will turn to page 18 of the report you will find, commencing at 
the bottom of that page and running halfway down page 19, a 
statement of the fees which it was ible for the clerk to tax 
and collect under the law of 1867. I will not take time to read 
and comment upon those fees one by one; but I invite the atten- 
tion of members to them. 

This bill simply provides that the clerk shall receive the sum of 
$10 and no more. And I say to thisCommittee of the Whole that 
it is the consensus of opinion of the 17 gentlemen constituting the 
Judiciary Committee that $10 is amply sufficient, and there are 
some of us who would have been willing to place this fee at $5. 

In this connection I will say that my friend from Texas [Mr. 
CROWLEY] handed me yesterday a letter which I hold in my hand, 
written by the clerk of the United States district court for the 
eastern district of Texas. I do not care to read this letter at 
length, yet if there be no objection I may ask that it be incor- 
porated in full in the Recorp. At this time I content myself 
with saying that this clerk writes to Mr. CRowLEY condemning 
the bill and insisting that under it the various clerks of the vari- 


ous courts of the United States should be permitted to re fo 

practically in conformity to the law of 1867. eee T 
reiterate that when you take into consideration that afte, +} ’ 
debtor has been declared a bankrupt substantially all the \, oe 
from that timeon must be done and performed by the refere: 1,4 
the trustee, the sum of $10 is ample compensation for any ))\) all 
services which a clerk of a United States court may be calle ,,,.. 
to render or perform. _ 

Section 51 of the bill provides that these clerks shall respectively 
receive for copies of papers made for — other than offic, : 
of the law the same compensation that they are now allowed for 
making copies. It will observed that the compensation thus 
to - received can in no wise come out of the estate of the bank. 
rupt. 

The marshal of the United States under the provisions of this 
bill may be required to apprehend the person of the bankryy+ 
He will be required to serve all process, and in certain contingen. 
cies he will take possession of the property of the alleged bank. 
rupt and hold it in his custody free from harm during the pend. 
7 of the original proceeding—that is to say, until the court 
shall have determined whether or not the alleged bankrupt be, ag 
a matter of fact, an actual bankrupt. For his services in appre. 
hending the alleged bankrupt, for his services in executing aj] 
process under this law, he receives the same fees and emoluments 
that he would receive for executing like process in civil proceed. 
ings pending in the same court. 

ut gentlemen will remember that under the salary bill recently 
passed by this House, and which is now in the hands of a confer- 
ence committee, the fees and costs to be taxed in favor of the 
marshal are to be collected, accounted for, and by him paid oyer 
to the Treasury of the United States. For his services in taking 
possession and taking care of the property pending the adjudica- 
tion of the question whether the alleged bankrupt be a bankrupt, 
the law provides that the court may allow the marshal a reasona- 
ble semrenesien, which in force and effect is the same provision 
that will be found upon the statute books of all the States of this 
Union providing for the compensation of sheriffs or constables 
when under a writ of attachment they go out and seize the prop- 
erty of some defendant in the writ which they may have been called 
upon to execute. 

The referee receives this $10 filing fee; and that is all he does 
receive until the estate is administered. I will read the section: 

Referees shall ane receive as full compensation for their services, 

myable after they are rendered, a fee of $10 deposited with the clerk at the 
ime the petition is filed in each case, except when a fee is not required from 
a voluntary bankrupt, and from estates which have been administered before 
them 1 per cent commissions on sums to be paid as dividends and commis- 


sions, or one-half of 1 per cent on the amount to be paid to creditors upon the 
confirmation of a composition. 


Now, gentlemen, if ya desire to do so (and the comparison 
would be interesting), I invite you to compare the fees provided 

under this bill for referees with those allowed a register in bank- 

ruptcy under the law of 1867. I have said heretofore that the 

crowning evil of the law of 1867 was the enormous fee bill which 

the register in bankruptcy and the ee in bankruptcy were 

enabled to tax up it the estate of a bankrupt; but under this 

law the referee receives the ten-dollar filing fee and 1 per cent, and 

no more, on the amount paid out by way of commissions or divi- 

dends, not on the gross sum that comes into his hands, but only on 
the net sum that the estate shall have yielded for administration 

and after the actual expenses shall have been paid. 

The law further provides that under certain circumstances the 
referee may employ a stenographer. You gentlemen al! under- 
stand the necessity of that. e taking of testimony before a 
referee may be greatly es by the services of a stenographer, 
and this law confers on the referee under certain circumstances 
the power to employ a stenographer, but limits the compensation 
of the same to a sum not <uaplitin 15 cents a folio, Under most 
of the laws that now prevail in our States stenographers are al- 
lowed 25 cents per folio, but it was the judgment of the commit- 
tee—and I believe it will be the judgment of the House—that 15 
cents per folio, under the circumstances, will be ample compen- 
sation for a stenographer in this day of many stenographer and 
typewriters. ‘ 

e trustee for his services in care of the bankrupts 
property, making deeds to lands that may be conveyed, an for 

ansfers of personal property receives the filing fee of $) and 4 
commission, respectively, of 5, 2, and 1 cent subsequently, not 
on the gross amount that goes into his hands, but upon the net 
amount remaining after costs and e s shall have been paid. 
poe ones for the filing fee of $5, the law says he shall be 

0 — 


Such commissions on sums to be paid as dividends and commissions = ™4Y 

be allowed by the not to exceed 5 per cent on the first $5.000 or leas, © 
“o $00) or part thereof, and 1 per cent on such sums | 

Again I invite a com between the fees allowed to the trus- 

tee under this law and the fees that were allowed to the assigncé 
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in bankruptcy in the old law of 1867, and I refer gentlemen who 
desire to investigate the matter to page 18 of the printed report of 
the committee on this bill. ; 

The witnesses Who may be summoned, either before the court 
or the referee, are entitled to the same fees, mileage, and per diem 
as they would be allowed in other cases. Jurors are not allowed 


anything under the bill, and for this reason: That all jurors in the | 


United States courts are paid by the Government, and a jury fee 
is not taxed in a case or proceeding pending or disposed of therein. 
Hence there was no necessity for making provision in the bill for 
their payment. pam 

Section 64, clause 3, paragraph 3, provides— 

3) " »st of administration, including the fees and mileage yable to 
Bk on now or hereafter provided by the laws of the United States, and 
one reasonable attorney's fee for the professional services actually rendered, 
irrespective of the number of attorneys employed, to the petitioning cred 
itors in involuntary cases, to the bankrupt in involuntary cases while per 


forming the duties herein prescribed, and to the bankrupt in voluntary 
cases, as the court may allow. 


In other words, the voluntary bankrupt may be allowed an attor- 
ney fee. I apprehend that in many cases it may be absolutely nec- 
essary for the insolvent debtor, in order to obtain the advantages 
of the bill, to have the services of an attorney; and being insolvent 
and without other means of payment, it is right, it is just and hu- 
mane, that the court should be permitted to allow him the services 
of an attorney to be paid out of his ownestate. On the other hand, 
when the creditor goes into court seeking to adjudge the insolvent 
debtor a bankrupt, and to administer upon and divide his estate, 
the services of anattorney are necessary. But the attorney of one 
may do and perform practically all that is necessary to protect the 
rights of all. We have an illustration in the several State courts 
in proceedings to partition realestate. The partition of the real 
estate is for the benefit of all who are interested therein, and there- 
fore in nearly every State in the Union, perhaps in all of them, 
provision is made allowing the courts to grant to one attorney of 
the petitioners a fee to be paid out of the estate. And so here it 
matters not though there may be a dozen attorneys, yet upon the 
theory that one attorney is competent and qualified to represent, 
take care of, and protect the interests of all, one attorney's fees 
and one only, is allowed out of the estate; and that is just and 
right and proper. 

Another provision of the bill requires that all costs and ex- 
penses shall be reported to the court under oath, and that they 
shall not be allowed until they shall be so reported and sworn to. 

Another provision of the law is that the judgment may be ren- 
dered for all costs made out and expended, and in the judgment 
of the committee we embodied in the law the equitable rule, not 
the harsh rule, of the law, which says that in every instance the 
pew party shall have the judgment against the unsuccess- 

ul party, for there are some times when the prevailing party has 

necessarily incurred large and improper expenses; hence this bill 
gives to the United States judge the power to say when and under 
what circumstances even the prevailing creditor may be called 
upon to pay the costs which he has unwittingly or wrongfully 
occasioned to the estate. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, briefly, and yet I hope plainly, I have gone 
over the various provisions of this law applicable to the taxation, 
collection, and payment of the costs and fees in bankruptcy cases. 
A few words upon other features of this bill. I am, as every other 
man ought to be, in favor of a bankruptcy law. I am astonished 
to find upon the floor of this House anyone unwilling to give to 
the honest debtor, upon his application, a discharge from the 
burden of his debts. It seems to me that each and every one of 
us ought to be in favor of the bill introduced by my friend from 
Texas [Mr. Baruey], if forsooth we can not obtain éither the bill 
which the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Broperick] stands for 
or the bill which has been reported to this House by the majority 
of this committee. 

Misfortune has come and will continue to come unto those who 
ty the sweat of their brows are compelled to earn their bread. 

is no panacea, for there is nothing that can ward off mis- 
fortune, distress, misery, and woe. All over this broad land are 
men who are borne down by the heavy burden of an indebtedness 
which they afe not able to pay: This bill says unto such that 
al, may go into a court of justice, holding out that property, 

c and personal, which the laws of their respective States 
e unto ee either oe Repeaatante os a for Sole 

es, upon surrendering the surplus they shall be entitle 
to a discharge, to the end that they may go out into God's sun- 
light, and by their own efforts again win, if possible, a competency 
for themselves and those unto whom they are bounden. 

All over this broad land, Mr. Chairman, there are many men 
who aa devoting their vital energies to maintain them- 
e the limits of an exemption law or a homestead law, 
a owing that the moment they 1 become pousemsed of an inch 

land the 








We say to ail of that large class, ‘‘ Step forth; let us have the ben- 

efit of your brain and your brawn, your energy and your pluck, 

to the end that the waste places may be builded up and that the 
desert may again blossom as the rose,” 

There is a considerable difference of opinion, not only among 

| the members of this House, but among the members of this com- 


mittee, as to the details of a bankruptcy law. There are men who 
favor a voluntary bankruptcy law only. There are some who are 
in favor of an involuntary bankruptcy law, but they would ap- 
ly it only in’ those cases where moral turpitude is involved, 

here are others who take the broad position that the creditors of 
an insolvent have a right at least equal with himself to say what 
disposition shall be made of his property. They are in favor of 
the bill as it is written and stands reported to this House. 

Mr. Chairman, a few words concerning this bill. There are 
nine grounds of involuntary bankruptcy. In other words, there 
are nine causes set forth in this act for which, upon the petition 
of a creditor and upon proof that either one of those nine acts 
have been committed, a party may, without his own consent or 
volition, be declared a bankrupt, and his property, in excess of 
his homestead and exemption rights, be taken in charge by an 
officer of the court. I shall examine these clauses in a different 
order from that in which they are set forth in the bill. Four of 
them involve moral turpitude. In other words, four of them 
deal with those acts which constitute a fraud upon the part of 
the debtor against his creditors. Take the first one. If a debtor 
has— 

Concealed himself, departed or remained away from his plac« 
residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of civil process and to 
defeat his creditors, and shall not have returned at least forty-eight hours 
before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and before the rights of cred- 
itors shall have been impaired, altered, or interfered with 


of business, 


That involves the doing of a wrong. That involves the conceal- 
ment of a person or his removal for the purpose of defrauding 
his creditors, and I say to my friend from Missouri [Mr. Dr Ar- 
MOND| there is no more harshness in this bill as applied to that 
man than is found in every attachment law in every State in this 
Union. Neither he nor [has any right, either ina court of justice 
or upon the floor of Congress, to constitute himself or myself the 
defender of such a man from a moral standpoint. We may jus- 
tify such conduct when employed by those men as their attorneys 
in a proceeding in a court of justice, but stripped of the duty of 
counsel to client I say to the gentleman that neither honesty, 
fair dealing, nor good business demands that he or I or anybody 
else should set himself up as the champion of a debtor of that 
kind. and I say there is no reason, no argument, that can be pro- 
duced that will justify any man in voting against this bill because, 
forsooth, that clause is contained therein. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. What gentleman from Missouri did you 
refer to? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Not the gentleman who is now 
addressing me. 

The third cause, as set forth in the bill, is, if any person has— 

Made a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his creditors 
and has not regained the ownership and possession of such propert 
the rights of creditors have been altered, impaired, or changed by rea 


such transfer, and at least ten days before the commencement of a proceed 
ing in bankruptcy 


The very same reason prevails here. An intent upon the part 
of the debtor to deal dishonestly, to defraud and defeat his cred- 
itors in their rights under the law, is involved in that conduct. 

Mr. BRODERICK, Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Take the case of a man who has not dis- 
yosed of his property, but has given a mortgage on his goods, 
ion in our State, where they can give a mortgage on the goods 
and still retain possession, and go on and make the usual sales, 
would not the transfer. where a mortgage has been given, be con- 
sidered as an intent to defraud, and wouid they not undertake to 
drive that man into bankruptcy for simply putting a mortgage 
on his goods, for doing a thing which he can do in my State and 
in your State? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I presume, Mr. Chairman, that 
there are creditors who would do that; and there have been cred- 
itors wha have gone into his office and mine and insisted that a 
writ of attachment should issue against a man that has done the 
very thing he suggests when he may have done it innocently, 
But the provision in this bill is that he shall have done these things 
with an intent to defraud his creditors. That is a question of 
fact to be determined in a tribunal of justice which has jurisdic- 
tion in this matter. I simply say to my friend that if a debtor 
makes a mortgage, gives a bill of sale, or in any way transfers his 
property with the specific intent of defrauding any creditor, he is 
guilty of wrong, both in law and in morals, and ought to be 
adjudged a bankrupt. 


Mr. GRAFF. I would like to ask thegentleman if he is talking 
about subdivision 5? 
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Mr. BURTON of Missouri. 


vision 5. 
Mr. GRAFF. 


defraud anybody. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri.. I will answer my friend by saying 
that I can not talk about five subdivisions all at once. I am talk- 
ing about subdivision 3 now. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The question that I meant to ask was 
whether this law would be strained in that particular, and would 
not it be set as a precedent? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. I think, my friend, you are right. 
Human nature is the same, whether you find it under the coat of 
a wholesale or a retail man. Human nature is somewhat selfish 
and inclined to look after its own, and to misjudge the actions of 
others. I apprehend if you, en honest man, possessed of a limited 
amount of property, but indebted to a much greater amount, and 
even inspired be the very best motives, should give a mortgage 
on your property to secure the claims of one of your creditors, that 
the others would say in a court—in their own minds, at least— 
that you had been inspired with fraudulentintent. Butthat does 
not entitle the law to adjudge you a bankrupt. The question is 
whether you did it with that intent; and whether you did so or 
not is a question of fact to be determined by a jury in the box 
under instructions given to it by the court. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But that is in a bankruptcy proceeding—the 
hearing of that question of fact—to throw a man into bankruptcy. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Exactly; that is where the question 
comes up. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And it proceeds upon the allegation of a man 
who is throwing another man into bankruptcy. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Exactly; just as it proceeds now 
upon the affidavit of a man who seeks to obtain a writ of attach- 
ment. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. In the preliminary hearing? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. In the preliminary hearing. I will 
answer the question and will discuss it. 

Under the attachment laws in the various States a party can 
file his affidavit. Im some States they are required to make a 
positive charge, and in some other States merely “ belief” in the 
statement or that he “‘ has reason to believe” is required. I will 
say to my friend that I have known many a creditor who has in- 
sisted upon suing ont a writ of attachment and levying it upon 
the property of an honest debtor, knowing that he had no ground 
for attachment, saying unto his attorney, “I do this for the pur- 
pose of making this man understand, and all others who buy goods 
of me, that he must promptly pay his debt, or I will run him to 
the ground.” I have had aniiiens talk to me in that way in my 
office. 

Mr, BRODERICK. That is the danger that I find in this bill. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. But they say, “Ah, but you must 
give an attachment bond.” Ihave said this to creditors. They 
replied, “Why, certainly; we will give an attachment bond. 
There will be no trouble about that. We will tie this man up 
and take every dollar he has, and he will not be able to fight.” 
“But suppose he pursues the matter, und claims and obtains 
judgment?” ‘* We will offset his judgment with our debt against 
him.” I say to my friend that you can not create any machinery 
of law for the collection of debt that calls for an officer of the law 
to touch either the person or property of a so-called debtor but 
what may become machinery of wrong and injustice; and because 
it is true of necessity, because of human nature and its inherent 
selfishness, is no reason why we should refuse to enact a law 
either of attachment in the States or bankruptcy in the Federal 
courts. 

The sixth is: 

Procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against him with intent to 
defeat his creditors and suffered same to remain unpaid until ten days before 
the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, provided that a payment or satisfac- 
tion of such judgment bya sale of any of the debtor's prope or from the 


ang ae of such a sale shall not be deemed a payment of such Judgment un- 
r the provisions of this section. 


The same argument applies here, 
The seventh is: 
Secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under 


ess against himself and to defeat his creditors, and has not surrendered such 


property to such legal process at least ten days before the filing of a petition 
bankruptcy. 


The same argument applies. 
Now, I say that these four acts of bankruptcy involve moral tur- 
pitude on the _ of the defendant debtor, and there can be no 
i reason why any man should be unwilling to permit such a 
ebtor to be put into bankruptcy, and his property in excess of 
his homestead and exemption rights taken for the satisfaction of 
his debts and divided pro rata among his creditors. 


_Now we come to a class of causes upon which there may bea 
difference of opinion, 


The fourth cause is: 


Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a writ- 
ten statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. os 
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No, sir; I am talking about subdi- | I can see no harm in permitting such a person to be thrown int, 
bankruptcy, because, by his making an assignment for the }-,, ; 


I will say in reference to subdivision 5 that it is | of his creditors, he has turned over all his pro 
not necessary that he shall make such transfer with intent to | pro rata among his creditors, and the only 


} 
| 


APRIL 30, 


rty to be diy d a 
ifference b. 
carrying out that assignment under the laws of the State »))) ; 
enforcement of the ee daw against him would be : 
the first instance he would not obtain a discharge, while \:1,,),, 


| the operation of the bankruptcy law he would obtain a disc) 


j 
| 


The ninth, the eighth, the second, and the fifth do not in, 
any moral turpitude on the part of the debtor. Now, we arp 
carried into the discussion of a question upon which minds })oy- 
estly differ. There are certain States in this Union which poco. 
nize aright of preference. Thereare certain States, I understa;,j 
which do not. My own State recognizes that right. [If [ am 
possessed of but $5,000 and oweeach of four persons $5.10), I hava 
the right under the law of my State to take that $5,000 aud pay 
either one of the four, and no man can call me to account iy any 
court in the State. It has been asserted here that that is wrono 
that it is unjust. There are others upon the floor who ha. 
argued to the contrary—that it is right and just. Taking thosg 
clauses up in irregular order, the ninth says: 

Suspended and not resu for thirty da ptition is 
00 insolvent, * eyo of his ee peg a = ager . bm 

or over. 


The eighth provides that if he shall have— 


Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a number of exe. 
cutions regating such amount, against himself to be returned no prop. 
erty found, unless the amount shown to be due by such executions siual! be 
paid before a petition is filed. 


The second provides as follows: 


Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent to secure 
the release of any property levied u under of law for $50) or over, 
or if such property is to be sold such under such process, then 
until three days before the time fixed for such sale. 


The fifth is that he has— 

Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his 
to be taken or levied upon by law or otherwise for the purpose of 
giving a preference, and has not the ownership of such property or 
released same from such levy before the rights of tors shall hiv » been 
altered, changed, or impaired by reason such transfer, taking, or levy, 
~— least ten days before the ent of a proceeding i: 
ruptcy. 

These are the acts of bankruptcy which do not involve moral 
turpitude. Reasons have been given -by our friends on the other 
side why these acts should not, in their opinion, be made grounds 
of bankruptcy. On the other hand, reasons have been given on 
our side why they should be. But, Mr. Chairman, inasmuch as! 
intended when I rose to discuss only that portion of the bill which 
more particularly relates to costs and fees, and inasmuch as some 
of my colleagues have prepared themselves to meet the arguments 
upon these ticular provisions of the bill, I shall conclude my 

dress with thanking this committee for its kind attention, 
[Applause. ] 


8 


or suffered any of it 


1 Dank- 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. “ 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. HENDERSON having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, @ message in whiting 
from the President of the United States was communicated to 
the House of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one of |iis secre- 
taries, who also announced that bills of the following titles had 
become laws without the a al of the President. 

Nore.—The following were presented to the President on 
April 14, 1896, and not having been returned by him to the House 
of Congress in which they originated within the ten days pr 
seri by the Constitution, have become laws without ls ap 


al: 

An act (H. R. 5161) making ions for the Department 
of Agriculture for the fiscal year June 30, 1897; 

An act (H. R. 5672) to grant to railroad companies in Indian 
Territory additional powers to secure depot grounds; _ 

An act (H. R. 2234) granting a pension to Joseph A. Coope!: 

An act (H. R. 2800) granting a pension to Martha Brooks: 0” 
Pe <a (H. R. 4606) to grant an increase of pension to Mary 5. 

o 


BANKRUPTCY. . 
The committee again resumed its session, Mr. Paysr in the 
chair 


Mr. BRODERICK. I yield twenty minutes to the gentma2 
from Minnesota . TAWNEY]. : 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, itis with the utmost relu tance 
that I find myself obliged to ee nn by the major- 
ity of the Committee on the Judiciary. This is especial!) an 
view of my great for the chairman of that comm)!‘ «' 
his and for their inent abilities as lawy:'. 
opening this discussion the of the committee informe’ 
us that this is not a ee uestion nor is it a legal quest". 
If it were either I feel constrained to blin ly foll the 
leadership. It is a question common sense, one '" 
must be 
from what we ma 


of 
largel Spiane eupestonce of the past and 
yvenseuay in the future under the prac 
tical operation of the pending measure should it become a lawWe 
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Every member, therefore, is free to follow his own judgment and 
vote in accordance with his convictions. 

Mr. Chairman, ever since the panic of 1893 there has been a 
great demand throughout the country for a bankrupt law of some 
kind. I regret that the Committee on the Judiciary did not ~_ rt 
to this House a bill without the objectionable feature of involun- 
tary bankruptey. In the past this feature has always resulted in 
making our bankrupt laws obnoxious to the people, impracticable 
of execution, and has occasioned their speedy repeal. Were it 
not for the fact that this bill provides so many different grounds 
upon which the creditor may proceed to throw the honest debtor, 
the man who is struggling honestly and manfully to meet his 
obligations, into bankruptcy, and thereby destroy his business, 
and perhaps all his future business prospects, I should heartily 
support it. But containing as it does these objectionable features, 
it 1s impossible for me to do so. mae’ 

The gentleman who opened the debate on this bill, when his at- 
tention was ¢ to the experience of the = with regard to our 
bankrupt laws, attempted to show that their speedy repeal was 
due wholly to the fact that the Federal courts were inaccessible to 
the people, and that this objection no longer existed. Mr. Chair- 
man, | was somewhat surprised that my distinguished friend from 
Iowa [Mr. HenpEerson] could not have found a more plausible 
reason for the y repeal of all previous involuntary bankrupt 
laws. It does not speak well for the intelligence of the men who 
enacted those laws to say that it was found necessary to repeal 
them in two or three years simply because the courts in which 


they were administered*were discovered to be inaccessible to the 
people. The truth is, Mr. Chairman, that there was another and a 


far more vital cause for the prompt repeal of our bankrupt laws. 
Our experience in this — and the causes which operated to 
make hous laws unpopular and which demanded their repeal 
should appeal with great force to the members of this House in 
the consideration of any proposed involuntary bankrupt law. 

I have examined the debate on the repeal of the act of 1867, and 
find that its repeal was due to the obnoxious feature of involun- 
tary bankruptcy. This feature of that law was so outrageously 
abused by the avaricious and unscrupulous creditor that honest 
debtors all over the country were forced into bankruptcy and all 
their prospects for the immediate futureruined. Instead of being 
a law for the relief of the unfortunate debtor, it soon came to be 
used as an engine of oppression andextortion. It was that feature 
of the law that gave rise to the hostility, and which compelled the 
speedy repeal of the first bankrupt act of 1800 on August 19, 1803. 
After the repeal of the act of 1800 we were without a bankrupt 
law until 1841. That, too, was an involuntary bankrupt law. It 
followed the panic of 1837, and was passed to affordrelief to those 
who were so unfortunate as to lose their all in that great financial 
crisis. But, like the law of 1800, theinvoluntary feature made it 
so objectionable that it was repealed on the 3d of March, 1843, by 
the same Congress that enacted it. The next attémpt to enact a 
permanent involuntary bankrupt law was in 1867. Five years 
after this act was d the House of Representatives passed a 
bill repealing it. Im the succeeding Congress they again passed 
@ bill re ng that act. But both bills died in the Senate; and 
in 1878 the Senate passed a bill repealing the act of 1867, and that 
bill passed the House by the overwhelming vote of 205 to 40. 

Long before it was repealed its repeal was demanded by the 
legislature of almost every State in the Union. The Congress 
that repealed that act and previous Congresses were flooded with 
memorials from the State legislatures and with petitions from 
citizens praying for the repeal of that act. In the message of 
President Grant to Congress in 1873 we have the reasons why the 
— were so anxious for the repeal of that obnoxious measure. 

ident Grant in that message said: 


Careful and + men very often become involved in debt in the trans- 
action of tote and though they may possess ample property, if it 
could be made available for the purpose, to meet all their liabilities, yet on 
account of the extraordinary scarcity of money they may be unable to meet 
att Recuniary obligationsas they become due, in consequence of which they 
are to be frustrated in their business by proceedings in bankruptcy at 

unrelen creditors. 


the instance of 
now are so y alarmed as to monetary matters that the mere 
filing of a petition in bankruptcy by an unfriendly creditor will necessarily 
embarrass and oftentimes accomplish the financial ruin of aresponsible busi- 
hess nan. Those who otherwise < make lawful and just arrangements 
to relieve from difficulties produced by the present stringency 
money are prevented by their con t exposures to attack and disap- 

tment by proceedings against them in bankruptcy, and. besides, the law 
made use of in many cases by obdurate creditors to frighten or force 


debtors intoa compliance with their wishes and into acts of injustice to other 
creditors and to themselves. ’ 


He recommended the repeal of the act, and if that could not be 
its most objectionable features. That message 
Congress in 1873, six years after the act had be- 
reasons and the conditions which President 
message, showing the necessity for the repeal 
bankrupt law of 1867, are more powerful 
the enactment of a similar law at this time 
say. In view of our present financial and 
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industrial depression, in view of the scarcity of money, in view 
of the fact that thousands of he 


nest men are struggling along in 
business in the hi 


pe of better times, and in view of the greed and 
rapacity of some creditors, we should take as a warning against 
the enactment of an involuntary bankrupt law the words uttered 
by General Grant in favor of the repeal of such a law. 

In criticising the position taken by those who favor voluntary 
bankruptcy alone the chairman of the committ id: 

Why should the creditor be cut off and the d& titled to 
hoa } ‘ 4 
vankrupticy? 

That, Mr. Chairman, is an incorrect statement of the position 
of those who are in favor of voluntary bankruptcy o 


I who favor 
an involuntary bankruptcy law limited exclusively to the ground 
of fraud. We do not propose to cut off the creditor. It is not a 


question of depriving him of any right henow enjoys. The ques- 
tion is whether or not, if we give to the creditor an opportunity 
under voluntary bankruptcy to share equally in the distribution 
of the insolvent debtor’s property when that debtor goes honestly 
into a court of bankruptcy for that purpose, in addition to the 
benefit of the State laws passed for his protection, he should have 
the additional right to go into a court of bankruptcy, and upon 
the mere allegation of himself, his attorney, or agent that the 
debtor has committed any of the nine acts specified in this bill, 
throw his debtor into bankruptcy and perhaps ruin him forever, 
Voluntary bankruptcy does not take from the creditor any right 
he to-day enjoys, but insures to him a just and equal distribution 
of the property of the honest debtor. 

The purpose, and I take it the only purpose, of a bankrupt law 
is to secure the equal distribution of the debtor’s property among 
his creditors and to release him from obligations from which he 
could never hope to be released if he could not do so through some 
procedure of this kind. Is involuntary bankruptcy ‘essential to 
the accomplishment of either of these two purposes? I think not. 
By the provisions of a voluntary bankruptcy law the creditor, when 
the insolvent debtor avails himself of the benefit of that law. ob- 
tains his proportionate share of the assets or property of the debtor. 
He could do no more if he had the benefit of an involuntary bank- 
rupt act. The only difference is that in the one case the debtor 
himself must take the initiative, while in the other the creditor 
may take the initiative without regard to the interests of anyone 
but himself. If his grounds for doing so are valid, his motive can 
not be questioned, nor will the consequence to the debtor and his 
family be considered. It gives him the right to demand his pound 
of flesh. 

If the honest debtor is unable to meet his obligations as they 
mature, and is therefore insolvent, and his creditors are pressing 
for the payment of their claims, and if the debter knows that 
under the law he can make an equal distribution of his property 
and obtain a complete release, and then take a new start in life, 
he will not hesitate to avail himself of the such a law. 
It is only, therefore, where the creditor is dealing with a fraudu- 
lent debtor that involuntary bankruptcy is of any benefit to him, 
unless he seeks to put the debtor into bankruptcy upon the mere 
allegation of fraud for the purpose of extorting preferences to 
himself or for the purpose of ruining the debtor. 

I take it, Mr. Chairman, that this legislation is intended to pro- 
ceed upon the theory that honesty in man is the rule and dishon- 
esty the exception. We should, therefore, legislate with a view 
to protecting the honest creditor and the honest debtor; and if 
involuntary bankruptcy is not essential to the protection of either 
of these two classes, but is necessary to protect the honest creditor 
against the dishonest debtor, it should be limited in its operation 
and effect so as to accomplish that purpose and that alone. 

Is there any necessity for a bankrupt law at this time? In an- 
swering this question I want to call the attention of the commit- 
tee to a few facts which I have gathered from a record recently 
published by the Bradstreet Company, a commercial agency of 
national reputation. It shows the failures within the last four 
years and the causes of these failures. I take it, Mr. Chairman, 
that every man on this floor will agree with me when I say that 
the unfortunate debtor who has been overtaken by disaster 
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or who 
has failed because of competition or the failure of others, or whose 
failure is due to credit given unwisely to his neighbors or to lack 
of experience or to lack of capital to carry on his business, is espe- 
cially entitled to relief in bankruptcy. They are what are known 


in trade as honest failures. 

How many men have failed from these causes during the last 
three years? I find on examining this record, to which I have 
slvendie referred, that in 1892, 1898, 1894, and 1895 there were 
36.145 men who failed from one or the other of the causes I have 
recited, and that the aggregate amount of their liabilities was 
$624,404,143, and that their estates did not equal more than 33} 
per cent of their liabilities. It is fair, therefore, to assume that 
the great majority of these men are still laboring under the bur- 
dens of these enormous debts, and that they can only find relief 
in a court of bankruptcy. If this is not afforded them, the com- 
munity in which they live will be deprived of their energy and 
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industry or they will have to practice dishonesty by concealing 
their property in the name of their friends or relatives. 

In view of the great demand throughout the country for this 
legislation, and in view of the great number of citizens who are 
to-day weighed down with a load of debt, from which they can 
never hope to be released except by voluntary bankruptcy, the 
practical question for us to consider is, which of the three proposi- 
tions now before us shall we pass? Will it afford any relief for us 
to pass the cominittee bill, a bill that we know will never become a 
law at this or any other session of Congress with the sentiment 
against involuntary bankruptcy it will encounter in the Senate? 

I am in favor of the substitute which will be offered by the gen- 
tleman from Kansas — BRODERICK]. That substitute has been 
carefully considered by the Senate Judiciary Committee, and it 
has been reported by that committee to the Senate. That substi- 
tute provides merely for voluntary bankruptcy, except section 17, 
which authorizes involuntary bankruptcy in the case of actual 
fraud. I have not the time to discuss the details of the various 
sections of the substitute bill, but if the members of the House 
will send to the Senate document room and call for Senate bill 
No. 742 and examine it, they will ascertain how its various provi- 
sions compare with the bill now under consideration. I hope they 
will take the trouble to do so before we have a vote on the pending 
proposition. 

The involuntary feature of the substitute is carefully guarded 
so as to protect the honest debtor and still afford the creditor an 
opportunity to proceed against the fraudulent debtor. If the 
ann has made an assignment or other conveyance of his prop- 
erty. real or personal, or any part thereof, or has given or suffered 
any lien or any incumbrance on the same with the actual intent 
of defrauding his creditors, or any of them, the creditor can, in 
that case, force the debtor into bankruptcy, but under this pro- 
vision before the creditor can proceed against the debtor in bank- 
ruptcy there must be a judicial determination of the question of 
whether or not the transfer was made with the intent to defraud. 
But mark the distinction between section 17 of the substitute and 
the bill now under consideration. 

Section 17 provides that before you can put a man into bank- 
ruptcy you must adjudicate the question of fraud in court, before 
a jury if a jury is demanded, There must be a judicial ascertain- 
ment of the fact. You can not proceed by a petition alleging 
frand, and on that ground force the debtor into bankruptcy. The 
creditor proceeds against the debtor first as a fraudulent debtor, 
not as a bankrupt, and the debtor has an opportunity to contest 
the allegation of fraud upon which he is to be adjudged a bank- 
rupt. lf the court finds the fact to be that he has transferred his 
property for the purpose and with the intent alleged, the debtor 
can then be adjudged a bankrupt, and not otherwise. There is, 
therefore, ample protection to the honest man who is charged 
with fraudulently conveying his property. He has the opportu- 
nity of disproving the allegation of fraud, and if he succeeds he 
is saved and his business is saved from the embarrassment inci- 
dent to the filing of a petition in bankruptcy such as the commit- 
tee bill authorizes. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of our experience in the past with invol- 
untary bankruptcy, let us drop that feature of the law except as 
it is authorized in the substitute of the gentleman from Kansas 
and enact into law only those features of previous laws which 
proved effective and which can not be abused by dishonest men. 
By doing so we will afford relief to thousands of men in this coun- 
try who were ruined in the financial panic of 1893 and who are 
to-day weighed down with a load of debt they can never hope to 
pay. These men are bending, as it were, under a collar which for 
the balance of their lives will hold them in merciless bondage un- 
less we give them the ek pte dl of passing through the court of 
bankruptcy and wipe out, as with a sponge, their past obligations 
and then go forth again as free men to work out for themselves a 
new fortune or go struggling down to their graves. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Grarr]. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that, after careful 
reflection, I am unable to give my support to this bill. I hear 
no urgent demand from my own people for an involuntary or a 
voluntary bankrupt law. 

The demand from the ple, which is general, strong, and 
earnest even from the debtor class, is not that they be given an 
opportunity to repudiate their debts, but that they be given an 
opportunity to pay their debts. Yet I can see that cases arise 
where men are honestly involved in debt so hopelessly that some 
relief ought to be afforded to give them another chance in life. I 
should be willing to vote for a bill, reasonable in its provisions, 
which provided a way for a debtor to enter voluntarily into bank- 
ruptcy, provided that the period of the operation of that law was 
confined to a reasonable time, say one or two years. I am notone 
of those who believe that a liberal voluntary bankrupt law would 
either be calculated to increase commercial honesty or to make 


men prudent in business, or calculated to help either the debtor 
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or the creditor; but I believe in being national in my ideas, ana j¢ 
| the South or the East or the West or any other portion of t}js 
| country is so peculiarly situated from past reversals as to nou) 
| the benefit of a voluntary bankrupt law, I am willing to pass s.); 
a law with reasonable provisions, and give them a reasonable t);),, 
in which to obtain the benefits of it. s 
I carefully listened to the speech of my colleague [Mr. (oy. 
NOLLY], thinking that I should surely find some good reason fo» 
joining with him in the support of this bill, but I was very pjye) 
surprised to find as able a lawyer as he is entering upon a (defers, 
of the involuntary provisions of this bill on the ground that it wou|q 
help the debtor class. And how? He describes a man who in his 
imagination sees the star of hope, a man who is too prond, for. 
sooth, to take advantage of the voluntary provisions of : 
and he argues you should support the involuntary prdvi 
this bill, so that this proud-spirited man can have his erejjjoys 
force him into bankruptcy! I read from page 4582 of the Recorp: 
Gentlemen tell us the same benefits might be reached under an iny.)yy.- 
tary bankruptcy law. That is true; they may be. A proud-spirited man. 
struggling under adverse circumstances in his business, keeps the star 5 
hope in the sky above him as his guide; and no matter how dark theo tip; 
cial clouds around him may be, if he is honest he looks to that star ju 


escaping slave once looked to the North Star for relief, and believés that jn 
a proper struggle he may escape the disastrous results which seem ¢,, | 
threatening him in his business affairs. You say here, “You may release 

ourself by going to the bankrupt court and ask to be discharged [roi ¢}, 
ndebtedness.” “I don't want to do that; I don’t want to allow that.” thé 
proud-spirited man says. “I don’t want it. I don’t want to back out ang 
admit my defeat. I want to keep going, no matter what the strugyle may 
be, if I can possibly do so.” 


Now, I say, give himachance. Let him struggle on, not under the same 
adverse conditions. I am willing that he be given a chance, that he «hal! be 


relieved from his obligation. But the friends of the exclusively vo untary 


bankrupt laws say, ** Oh, no; that will not do. You must pay in ful! o: 
you must acknowledge your defeat, plead guilty, go into a voluntary court, 
and have judgment passed upon your estate.” 

I submit that his argument means nothing more or less than 
that the involuntary features of the bill provide a kindly way of a 
man getting into bankruptcy by the act of his creditors instead of 
himself, which would not humiliate the debtor as much as his 
taking the step himself. This is indeed a peculiar and, I make 
bold to say, an unreasonable view. 

When the star of hope can only be seen in a firmament of bank- 
ruptcy legislation, help the debtors of the country. 

en the gentleman, with further strange, and to me inexplica- 
ble, argument, proceeds to give another reason why we should 
have an involuntary bankrupt law, because, forsooth, of the harsh- 
ness of the State laws. When cited to the instance of attac|iment 
suits in his own State he speaks of the creditor making an atfti- 
davit upon information and belief as the foundation of the writ 
of attachment. The creditor does not do anything of the kind. 
He is compelled to make his affidavit, to verify it with certainty, 
from personal knowledge and absolutely. It is a condition pre- 
cedent that he file a bond before the attachment issues. «ii the 
conditions of that bond are not those which can be escayel, as 
my coll e (Mr. CONNOLLY] said yesterday, by his plea ling, 
when he is sued upon the bond, that he thought that what he 
alleged in the affidavit was true. Not at all. 

e conditions of that bond are that he prosecute his suit toa 
successful conclusion, and there is no escape from a recovery upon 
that bond when the fact of his failure to do so is proven, of wich 
the record itself would be plenty of evidence that he had {2 '\!ed to 
perform the conditions of the bond, and then the only jurstion 
would be the amount of the damages. It is well know: to all 
lawyers practicing in State courts in the United States that «{1ach- 
ment suits are not so readily resorted to. We all know that we 
have had claims in our offices when we knew that a poor merchant 
was probably insolvent, yet we believed him to be hones’, ni! we 
knew no way by which we could commence an attachment s1:it and 
maintain it,because the debtor was guilty of no fraud. Wo have 
sat there and waited with those claims and permitted that man to 
honestly administer his own business, and perchance forty: 
vored him, business grew better, and he finally paid his e|)'= and 
came out of his financial difficulties. I think it is much |'\:T ‘0 
let the remedy be where it is, in the State courts, under the >‘ate 
laws, framed with peculiar reference to the conditions of that 
particular locality. 

Furthermore, from the slight experience which I have }ai 
my practice, tho difficulty about the collection of debts is wire 
the debtor fraudulently conceals his property, where he is gui ty of 
fraud of some kind and conceals the property, or transfers 11 {rv 
ulently, where it is difficult to reach. Thereis not any pat’ out 
remedy which is furnished by this bankruptcy law which is ~" pb 
rior to the State courts for the purpose of ferreting out the {rauc. 
The courts of chancery in every State are the courts whic! have 
the peculiar power adapted to this purpose. There is quite a com 
trast between the attachment laws in the different States an‘ the 
provisions of this bill. The condition ent of the credit! - 
the commencement of an attachment suit is that he file his bond, 
and _ bond, to be approved by the clerk of the court. t n hi T 
this a creditor goes into a court of bankruptcy and files 418 
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setition without bond and he can speculate on the chances of his 
eing able to adjudicate the defendant a bankrupt, Every man 
mows that at this particular time thousands and thousands of 
merchants have no money and es except the unsold stock 
of merchandise upon their shelves and the uncollected accounts 
npon their books. ; : =e 

Of ten creditors of one of such merchants nine may be willing 
to wait for better times and give the merchant debtor an oppor- 
tunity to slowly work out of debt by gradually paying each a por- 
tion of their debt, but the one remaining creditor is master of the 
situation by simply announcing his intention of filing a petition 
in bankruptcy. Such a creditor assumes no risk, for he can in 
case of failure be compelled to pay only the costs of the proceed- 
ing. For the damages which the honest and solvent debtor in 
such a case would incur no recovery can be had. : 

Who can measure the vast amount of injustice which may be 
done to the large number of business men with small capital who 
would pull through if unmolested by the unjust filing of a peti- 
tion in bankruptcy by a creditor at this particular crisis? 

Remember that the question of solvency may turn alone upon 
the value placed upon the stock of goods of the debtor by the court, 
a subject upon which an erroneous judgment might be easily 

ached. 

" For the man who can pay his debt and will not I have no sym- 
pathy. Iam not concerning myself on the floor of this Honse to 
shape legislation for his protection. He deserves none. This 
includes all debtors who have committed fraud in incurring the 
debt or who afterwards fraudulently try to escape payment. If 
the involuntary provisions included in its list of acts constituting 
baukruptcy on the part of the debtor were those only involving 
actual fraud, I would be constrained to vote for this bill. It, 
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ow in my judgment, is far too comprehensive, and its pro- 
however, J I 


visions are 80 
oppression agaimst wortay nouest debtors who are struggling 
against adverse circumstances for which they are not respons:bie 
and who, if unmolested, will ‘‘ work out their own salvation.” 
This should be our highest aim: To encourage men to rise above 
these difficulties and pay their debts, and not to encourage scaling 
down honest obligations on the one hand or the oppression of the 
debtor on the other. Creditors are not usually inclined to ruin 
the debtor. It has been truly said that self-interest would prompt 
the opposite course. 

This is true, as a rule; but exceptions are not wanting to the 
contrary. Sufficiently numerous are the exceptions to warrant 
us in passing no law which shall not guarantee, so far as we may, 
exact justice toeach. There is nothing in present conditions to 
cause me to look to a bankrupt law as legislation calculated to 
relieve the present general business depression. Its passage is a 
confession of distress, not a cure for it. 

I shall vote for the Senate bankruptcy measure because I believe 
it gives all the relief which a creditor should ask: It confines 
acis of bankruptcy on the part of the debtor to actual fraud, and 
it provides for involuntary bankruptcy, and is less harsh in its 
pomans than the present House bill. I vote for it because, if a 

nkruptey bill is to pass, I prefer it to the House bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr, BRODERICK. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. StropE]. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I regard the measure 
which is now under consideration by the Committee of the Whole 
House as one of great importance to the people in all parts of the 
country—of as great importance, perhaps, as any measure that has 


been before this House during the present session of Congress. By 
reason of the t ic of 1893 and the financial and business de- 
pression that has existed from that time tothe present, thousands of 


men engaged in business have become insolvent, and have not only 
lostorsurrendered all their property, or will be compelled to do so in 
the near future, but are hopelessly overwhelmed with debts which 
they can not pay. Thousands of our brightest, most energetic 
and enterprising business men in every section of this country are 
loaded down with debt which, through no fault of their own. they 
can not pay. Nothing is to be gained by holding judgments over 
such men. To do so tends to discourage effort, to paralyze indus- 
try, and encourage deception. If these men could be freed from 
their obligations they would, with their former energy, enterprise, 
and ability, struggle to start themselves in business again and 
e the most useful members of the business world, and many 
of them would in time be able to pay and would pay off obliga- 
tions incurred prior to their failure. Without the aid of a bank- 
Tuptey law this will be impossible in many cases. 
. correspondent, writing to me on this subject, aptly says: 
aman credit on that foundat 
he becomes a salaried oe decks with tittic hone of Steer A his own aide 
or doing anything toward paying his creditors. 
T represent in ae eee the floor of this House one of the great, 
~ young of the West. It has made amazing prog- 


the last twenty-five years cr more in all that goes to 


astic as to permit it to be used as an engine of | 
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Her progress has resulted in a large degree 
from the energy, enterprise, and business ability of young men 
who had small means with which to begin business—men who 
left the Eastern and Middle States and sought the newer portions 
of the West. They established for themselves. by their energy, 
ability, and integrity, a business standing that enabled them to 
obtain extended credits in building up enterprises adapted to the 
development of the West. It is this class of men in that part of 
the West to which I belong who have suffered most from the 
unlooked-for depression in business and the enormous shrinkage 
of values that have occurred within the last three and a half vears. 
Most of these men are yet in the prime of life. With an ava- 
lanche of debts hanging over them they can not hope to establish 
themselves in business again. If a proper bankruptcy law is en- 
acted, so that they may make use of its provisions to free them- 
selves, many of them will amass fortunes in the future and become 
the most useful and valuable members of society. Most of them are 
honest and will recognize their moral duty to pay their just obli- 
gations when they can, although they may be released therefrom 
by their taking advantage of the provisions of a voluntary bank- 
rupt law. ; 
Gentlemen have said to this committee during the debate on this 
bill that there was no demand for the enactment of a bankruptcy 
law; that their constituents are not demanding the passage of 
such a law; that they have received no letters or petitions from 
their constituents asking them to give their support to such a 
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measure. I can not say that. During the short time I have been 
a member of this House I have received about fifty letters and sev- 
eral petitions from the people of my district urging upon me the 
necessity for the passage of a bankrupt law by this Congress. 


These letters and petitions came from men who do not intend to 
take advantage of such a law, as well as from those who will seek 
legal relinquishment from their obligations under such a law, if 
enacted, until they can establish themselves in business again. 
Some members of this House have said that they would oppose the 
enactment of a bankrupt law of any kind. I believe it to be my 
duty to vote for the passage of a proper bankruptcy bill. But TI 
do not want to vote for the passage of a bill that will enable the 
unjust and unscrupulons creditor to oppress or destroy the unfor- 
tunate debtor. Thecollection laws of the several States give cred- 
itors abundant means for the collection of their debts. They do 
not need the additional assistance of a bankruptcy law for that 
purpose. It was the abuse of the involuntary provisions of the 
law of 1867 by this class of creditors that made it so obnoxious 
that its repeal was demanded by the people and recommended by 
President Grant in a message to Congress, as the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] showed to the committee 
in his speech yesterday. 

I have the profoundest respect for and confidence in the gentle- 
men of the Judiciary Committee of this House who framed this 
bill and reported it, recommending its passage. I know the chair- 
man of this committee, Mr. HENDERSON, stated in his speech day 
before yesterday that this bill is much more humane in its provi- 
sions than the original Torrey bill, and more humane than any 
bankruptcy law heretofore enacted by Congress. I know he is 
sincere when he says that he believes this bill will prove a bless- 
ing to the country if enacted intolaw. I havesomuch confidence 
in his judgment that Iam disposed to follow where he leads in 
matters presented for consideration in this House, Yet I fear the 
involuntary features of this bill are too drastic. If it should be- 
come a law with all its involuntary features as reported by the 
committee, I fear it may prove dangerous and damaging to that 
large class of business men who are unable to meet all their obli- 
gations promptly as they fall due. Many men now in business 
would be found to be insolvent if required to pay all their debts 
at the present time. There are many men engaged in mercantile 
business, manufacturing, and other industries in the country who 
are insolvent, but who keep the interest on their debts paid and 
manage to get enough out of their business to support themselves. 
If the financial and industrial interests of the country should be 
restored to the condition they were in three and a half years ago, 
these men will not only be able to pay their debts, but will have 
their business left which they have struggled to establish. The 
good will of the business, the reputation a man has acquired, the 
confidence of the public acquired by long-continued honorable 
dealing, is sometimes worth more to a man than the value of allhis 
property. The enactment of a bankrupt law with drastic invol- 
untary provisions will place the power to destroy all this in the 
hands of hard-hearted and exacting creditors. 

Mr. RAY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. With pleasure. 

Mr. RAY. You say that a large number of your merchants are 
practically insolvent to-day. Now, what keeps them on their feet? 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. The simple fact that their creditors 
do not enforce collections, I presume. 

Mr. RAY. It is the leniency of their creditors, 


Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I presume so, 
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Mr. RAY. Then because their creditors have faith in them, 
and their creditors, having the right to press them, are lenient un- 
der the State laws, do you not suppose that they would be just as 
lenient under the United States ews? Will not they have the 
same interest in maintaining their credit? 

Mr. STRODE ot Nebraska. They may have, and they may not. 
Tf an Eastern creditor becomes alarmed, believing that he may not 
be able to collect from his Western debtor, if he gives him an ex- 
tension of timeand the opportunity to become further involved in 
debt, he may imagine that it would be an easier and more certain 
way of collecting his claim to force the debtor into bankruptcy be- 
fore he loses what property he now possesses, or becomes more 
deeply involved in debt. 

Mr. RAY. But the Eastern creditor to-day, if he becomes 
alarmed, can hasten to your State, institute proceedings for the 
collection of his debt, and put the debtor into the hands of the 
sheriff in twenty days or thirty days or whatever time may be re- 
quired to get a judgment. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. That may be done under the State 
law, but—— 

Mr. WALSH. The creditor does not violate the debtor's per- 
sonal liberty, though, even if he does do that. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. No, sir. 

Mr. RAY. This bill does not violate his personal liberty. 

Mr. WALSH. It permits it to be violated. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I was about to say when the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Watsu] interrupted me that the 
Eastern creditor often refrains from forcing the collection of claims 
rather than to commence proceedings in the local. courts, where 
the debtor can be served with legal process, when he would not 
so refrain if the Federal courts are given exclusive jurisdiction in 
bankruptcy proceedings and an involuntary bankrupt law is en- 
acted. It was because creditors did make frequent and oppres- 
sive use of the Federal courts for the collection of their debts that 
former bankrupt laws became so obnoxious to the people. 

Mr. Chairman, I can not in the short time allotted me enter into 
a discussion of the merits or demerits of this bill in detail. I do 
not like the involuntary provisions which it contains. I should 
be glad to give my support toa bill properly framed containing 
provisions for voluntary bankruptcy only. I do not believe a man 
ought to be forced into bankruptcy simply because he can not pay 
all his debts within a short time after they become due. I do not 
like the second, eighth, and ninth acts mentioned in this bill, for 
the commission of which bankruptcy proceedings may be main- 
tained. Iam willing to support a bill containing a provision for 
involuntary bankruptcy based upon fraud committed by the 
debtor, the commission of such fraud to be made an issue of fact, 
to be first determined by a jury before the debtor can be thrown 
into bankruptcy. I am informed one or two substitutes will be 
offered for the pending bill, one of which is intended to provide 
for a system of purely voluntary bankruptcy, the other contain- 
ing a provision for involuntary bankruptcy based upon the com- 
mission of frand by the debtor, all its other provisions being for 
voluntary bankruptcy. I shail votein favor of one of these substi- 
tutes, and if it is voted down, then in favor of the other, if I have 
an 7 to doso. If both of such substitutes are voted 
down I hope the bill under consideration may be amended so that 
I can see my way clear to vote for it. I listened with deep inter- 
est to the speech of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. W1L- 
LIAM A, STONE] yesterday in opposition to this bill. 

I said a while ago that I had received many letters and several 
petitions from the people of my district, asking me to support the 
passage of a bankruptcy law. Some of them say the ve ex- 
amined the Torrey bill and want it enacted into law. Others say, 
“ Give us a voluntary luw if you can, but if you can not do that, 
give us some kind of a bankrupt act that will enable the business 
men of the country who are overwhelmed With debts, and who 
still possess physical and mental vigor and are full of en rise 
and energy, a’ chance to get from under the weight of debt that 
binds them down and renders them helpless.” I have one letter 
hero from a lawyer of extensive experience, who practiced under 
the bankruptcy act of 1867, and in whose judgment I have great 
confidence. He speaks of the bill under consideration in much 
the same language used by the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WitLtam A. Stone] in his speech yesterday. This lawyer 
says he has examined the Torrey bill now pending in Congress. I 
presume he has examined the bill introduced in the House at this 
session by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers]. 

Mr. RAY. Well, let me say right here that the provisions of 
that bill providing fer involuntary bankruptcy have been very 
much modified by the committee. 

Mr. STRODE of Nebraska. I sent several copies of the bill to 
a living in my home city, in which city the writer of this 

ter resides, for examination. I will read his letter: 

Lrxconn, Nesr., March 25, 1896. 


DEAR Sin: I have been requested to write to you my opinion of the Torrey 
bankruptcy bill now pending in Congress. I can not too strongly condemn 
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this proposed measure, and can only suppose that it has received the in. 
ment of Nebraska people because they are not familiar with its proy; 
and did not experience, or have forgotten, the operation of the act 

which in many anpeae was less objectionable than this measure, by} y),,..\' 
was 80 oppressive in its operations as shortly after its enactment tv ae 


popular demand for its re 
voluntary bankruptcy only would,I should think, be a wise and }, 


measure. But a law containing the involuntary clauses incorpora: 
this bill would, in my opinion, seriously cripple and impair if it did 
stantially ruin the banking, jobbing, and manufacturing interest. 
State. That the act of 1867,so long as it remained in force, was «ff. 
this end is very vividly within my recollection,as it must be within 
ar lawyers who had a considerable practice in the bankruptcy . 

ebras 

There are other ——— which I have not time nor space to ment 
which this bill is equally open tocriticism. [tis in many ways, in my .)) 
the most vicious measure upon this subject which, so far as I know, }). }, 
offered in either House of 

Respectfully, 


Hon. J. B. StRopsE, 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Mr. Chairman, while the gentleman whose letter I have just 
read appears to favor no bankruptcy law unless it be purely yo)- 
untary, yet, in all the letters in this large package which | }\olq 
in my hand, all of which have been on file in the room of the Jy. 
diciary Committee, there is but one other letter suggesting tho 
passage of a purely voluntary bankruptlaw. I have here one pe. 
tition containing the names of about forty or fifty business mop 
living in my Congressional district, praying for the passage of the 
Torrey bill, the heading to the —_ stating that they had ex. 
amined the same. I will call the attention of the committer to 
the language used by the writers in some of these letters that cep. 
tlemen may know what the people of the West are demanding, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. r. Chairman, the bank- 
ruptcy bill now before the House has beenso thoroughly explained 
and defended by the other members of the committee that I wil] 
not occupy any time in considering its details. The discussion 
seems now to have narrowed down to the question of the compar- 
ative merits of a voluntary system and of a system which has both 
the voluntary and the involuntary features. That seems to have 
become the issue, and in the short time allowed me I will contine 
myself to that issue and to one argument which has not yet been 
suggested in favor of this bill. 

The purely voluntary system of bankruptcy has been advocated 
upon the ground that it “‘ gives the debtor a chance,” that it allows 
the poor man relief, and thereby appeals to our feelings of 
humanity and sympathy and as well, perhaps, to our desire for 
popularity. But itseemsto me that is not the true ground upon 
which even the volun system can rightfully be defended. We 
have no right to pass a law which shall simply benefit and relieve 
a certain aon except for the reason that that law is for the good 
of the whole. That is the only reason we can properly pass even 
a voluntary bankruptcy law; not simply because it relicves 
bankrupts themselves, but because, by relieving the bankrupts, 
it releases to the community their energy and activity which 
would otherwise be kept down under a load of debt. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the same principle must authorize the in- 
voluntary system, and the question for us is, Will an involuntary 
bankruptcy law be for the good of the whole community? | claim 
that it will : 

It is said on the other side that a law which allows involuntary 
bankruptcy is unfavorable for the debtor class. That is true as 
to individuals, but I deny that it is true for the class. Uniques 
tionably it is pleasanter for individuals who are insolvent to de 
cide for themselves whether they will become bankrupt or not, 
and to incur no risk of being forced into bankruptcy. But we 
rust remember that the individuals who fail are but 1 per cent 
of the whole trading class, and that the other 99 per cent, as well 
as the rest of the community depen upon them, are the people 
for whom we ought to legislate. And although this 1 per cent 
would doubtless prefer to make their own choice whether thy 
should go in or not, it may be better for the whole class that te 
involuntary system should be allowed and creditors have some 
voice in the decision. I claim that it is better for this reason: Au 
involuntary bankruptcy law would do more than any other '°W 
that we could to extend and secure credit in the United States. 

Of all the developments of this age of development one 0! 1° 
greatest is the credit system. There is no question that our whole 
industrial life has been stimulated and promoted by it an‘ to-“ay 
depends upon it. Anything which improves credit, whic! makes 
it stronger and safer, improves the business of the whol: o - 
munity and every class of the ener. and quite as much we 
debtor class as any other. Any law which strengthens and Pro 
ens credit benefits and advances the whole country. If we pos 
this law allowing involuntary bankruptcy, it is going to —— 
strengthen the credit not because creditors will use 't > 
any great extent, not that this bill will be or can be use‘! as an 

of oppression, but because under it creditors will hav" ar 
fidence that they are going to betreated upon an equality wi!) © 
creditors, That is what creditors want, What they fear ® 
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either that debtors will prefer their friends or that other creditors | 
by connivance or by superior shrewdness or harshness will obtain 
an undue advantage. If each creditor knows that his chance is 
just as good as that of every other, that he will come in on an 
equal footing with every other, that if there is insolvency, if there 
is fraud, if there is preference, he can come in and stand on the 
same level as all other creditors, he will feel content and he will 
extend his credit. That will give him a sense of security which 
nothing to-day does. 

The losses Which creditors rankle under are not losses from the 
honest insolvent; they are the losses from fraud, or from pref, er- 
ences, or from the superior unscrupulousness or adroitness of 
other creditors, where they feel that somebody else has obtained 
an undue advantage over them. When a creditor sees another 
creditor anticipate him and seize his share of the assets, then he 
feels animosity toward that creditor and toward the locality or 
State that allowed the inequality. — r 

It has been said _— the other side that this law would allow 
one creditor, more harsh and suspicious and energetic than the 
rest, to collect his debt by threats of putting the debtor into bank- 
ruptcy, and thus the tor would be oppressed and other cred- 
itors would becireumvented, but I maintain that the result of 
this law would be just the reverse. The trouble to-day is that 
inasmuch as there is no general insolvent law by which all cred- 
itors can come iu and share alike, each is suspicious and alert to 
resort to the collection laws, and thus gain an advantage over the 
other creditors. The neighboring creditors, who see the danger of 
the debtor, and who are at hand to avail themselves of attach- | 
ment laws, take advantage of distant creditors. The large cred- 
ito:s in the big eities, whose business is so extended that they have | 
agents constantly in every locality, are watchful and alert and | 








| 


able to protect themselves, and gai advantages at the expense of | 
the smaller and less informed creditors; and hence it is that this | 
bill is opposed by many of the largest houses in our largest cities, 
because it will take from them the advantage which their organ- 
jzed system of collection gives them, and take from them their 
monopoly, and put them on the same footing with smaller houses 
who can not nowafford to maintain such elaborate watchfulness. 

Under this bill one creditor can not, except in very small cases, | 
filea petition of bankruptcy. It requires the concurrence of three 
creditors; so that it absolutely prevents one trying to use the law | 
as an engine to extort payment of his debt—three must combine 
for the purpose. Moreover, this bill takes away the creditor's main 
motive for commencing proceedings against his debtor, namely, 
fear that unless he does so proceed he will lose his fair share of the 
assets and they will go to others. This to my mind is the great 
benefit of the bill. While it is in existence all creditors will feel | 
that in emergency they have it in their power to step in and pre- | 
vent others from unfairly absorbing all the assets. For.the cred- 
itor does not want his debtor to be a bankrupt; he is of all men 
most interested to keep him solvent. The attempt is constantly 
made to consider the creditors and debtors as if they were two 
distinct classes, necessarily and violently antagonistic. But as a | 
rule their relations are quite the reverse, and are mutually profita- 
ble and friendly. Of course, when it comes to a legal contest they 
are foes; but the creditor dreads that as much as the debtor. 

it is for the advantage of the creditor that the debtor should 
keep on with his business. Noone is so selfishly concerned as the 

itor in the debtor’s success. If he is able to collect his debts 
as they mature, he wants new debts tobe created. If he has loaned 
money and the contract is performed, he wants to loan it again. 
If he sells goods and they are paid for, he wants to sell more goods. 
He does not wamt the debtor to pay except to borrow or buy 
again. Heisthe last one who has an interest in having the debtor | 
fail. Hence the creditor, above all others, will be slow to take 
advantage of a law of this kind. He, above all others, wishes the 
debtor to prosper. As long as he feels there is no danger of being | 
taken advantage of, as long as he feels, if insolvency should finally 
come, his chance is just as good as that of any other creditor, so 
long he will be to allow his debtor to go on and work out his 
own salvation if hecan. And it is that security which this law 
gives; and hence it will do much to improve the relations between | 
creditors and debtors, to broaden laws, extend credit, reduce inter- 
est and profits, and benefit the whole community. 

Now, sir, experience tells us better than anything else whether 
such a measure as this would be harsh or not. In my State we 
have a law with far more stringent involuntary features than this 

,&law which has been on our statute books for more than 

Jair & cen . But I have never known of any petition for 
its repeal. I have never heard complaint that it worked hard- 
on the debtors. I believe that under our law to-day three- 
quarters, and I am not sure but nine-tenths, of the insolvencies 
occurring are voluntary. That law is not used for the injary of 
the debtor. _ Itis used equitably. Anyone can see by considering 
Proportion of involuntary cases that it is not the creditors who 
mainly appeal to it. And its satisfactory operation is shown, too, 
by the fact that there has never been, so far as my knowledge ex- 
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| and secure. 


| mercial dealings of different sections is this bill, w 


| tee is one of very grave importance, so grave, in fact 


| of the people. 


tends, any movement to suspend or repeal it. It has not worked 
mequitably. Such a fact, it seems to me, proves more than any 


theoretical reasoning could that a bankruptcy law with an invol- 
untary feature is not necessarily harsh in its operation upon the 
debtor. Itis useful to the « redit not | ‘ n use it 
as a threat or engine of oppression, or | i it fy 

quently, but because its mere existence is a p raud 


and gives them confidence and security that in 
can be protected. 
We have had what are called “‘ debt 


ise O tress they 


m4 r States » ¢ m that 
they have suffered at the hands of the ‘creditor States.” N om 
I believe that one thing which the ‘debtor States” want and 
which would really be for the good of such States is to let the 
‘creditor States,” as they call them, understand that in tl 
**debtor States” one creditoi should stand on the same footing 
every other creditor. What creditors fear, if they are at a d 
tance, is that perhaps local favoritism or friendliness or neighbor- 
hood feeling may operate to give them less than their fair share 


as compared with other creditors. 
over the whole country 
they can in any event 


A law of this kind operating 
will create among creditors a feeling that 
get their proporti any distribution 
which may be made of a debtor's estate, and will much improve 
the credit of the debtor States. 
There are some persons who will not consider this an advantage. 
One able member discussing this bill said that he believed all 
credit was injurious, and that it would be better for the country 
if there were no credit system. If he was speaking yhiloso 
pher, this might be true. It is possible that a country purely 
agricultural, where each man is able to supply all his own simple 
wants and aspires to nothing more, may be the 


, mM 
on in 


as a | 


most prosperous 
A return to the shepherd life of Arcadia might be the 
best for the happiness of the world, but we certainly are not sent 
here to legislate on any such principles. We are sent here to pro- 
mote as far as possible the great mdustrial life of the country, 
and as far as possible to make its results felt and enjoyed equally 
in every section of the country, and one great method of accom- 
plishing that, and of giving to remote regions the advantages of 
the large centers, and in improving the mutual relations and com- 
ith the 

uuplish by 


rreat 
strengthening of the credit system which it will a 
assurimg creditors fair and equal treatment. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I yield ten minutes to the gent! 
Missouri {Mr. Tracey}. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, the question before the commit 


man from 


, that l regret 
that more time has not been allotted to its discussion. 

I am not opposed toall bankruptcy legislation, but I am opposed 
to the bill pending before the committee. I 
cause I do not believe that it isin the interest 


am opposed to it be 
of the great majority 
If the argument of the gentleman who has just 
taken his seat is well founded, then assuredly no legislation in this 
direction can be regarded as necessary.. If creditors above all 
others will be slow to take advantage of a law of this character 
then there is no occasion for its passage, because nobody el 
asking for it. It is with unfeigned regret that I make this state 
ment, because I would not willingly or lightly antagonize the 1 
ommendation of a committee for whose chairman and membership 
1 have so high a regard as I have for the chairman and member- 
ship of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill is said to be in the interest of debtors. That has always 
been the pretense upon which bankrupt laws were founded. [If it 
were true, if the experience of the past had demonstrated the tru 
of that pretense, then we might have as evidence o it least 
petition, or, if not a petition, a letter from some one debtor through- 


| out the length and breadth of this great land of ours asking the 


enactment of a bankruptcy law. But there is no such petition. 
There is no such letter. There has never been any such letter or 
petition sent to any legislative body on earth, and never will be, 
in my opinion. 

It may be that it is better for the business interests of the coun 
try to occasionally take a sponge and to a degree wipe out exist 
ing indebtedness. To that extent perhaps a bankruptcy law vol 
untary in its character is desirable. If an mvoluntary feature is 
added, it should in my opinion be confined to the comm mn of 
actual fraud by the debtor, the proving of which should 
fully guarded. Such a law, if not a good thing, might at les 
not be an unmixed evil. 

We have been cited to the fact 


] nce the repeal of the last 


bankruptcy law enacted in this country, in 1867, the failures in 
business have amounted to more than 171,000. We have had our 


attention directed to the fact that the liabilities of those 171,000 
failures amounted to more than $2,600,000,000, and that therefore 
a law of this kind is a necessity. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it would be equally as fair and more logi- 
cal to say, in response to that statement, that inasmuch as the 
growth and progress of this country since the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law of 1867 has been unexampled in the history of nations, 
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therefore the absence of bankrupt laws from the statute books 
of the country has been among its greatest blessings. 

Why, sir, as an offset to the twenty-six hundred millions of lia- 
bilities involved in the failures in the United States since 1878, I 
call your attention to the fact that there has been a growth in 
wealth during the same period of twenty-seven thousand millions 
of dollars. 

Now, it is estimated that no more than an average of 25 per cent 
of the liabilities of the failures in the country is ever paid, leaving 
75 per cent as a total loss. The statement of the proposition an- 
swers itself. The loss is very largely apparent, rather than real. 
If it is true that there had actually been abstracted from the chan- 
nels of trade and commerce and from the industries of the coun- 
try, through its business failures of the past eighteen years, the 
enormous aggregate of more than eighteen hundred millions of 
dollars, the growth of the country and the expansion of its trade, 
about which there is no question, would have been impossible. 
But the people who are constantly extending credit in the manage- 
ment of their business have learned by experience the per cent of 
loss likely to occur,and that per cent 1s largely, if not wholly, dis- 
counted by adding it to the credit extended. 

To prove the soundness of these observations it needs only to be 
remembered that the withdrawal of twelve hundred millions from 
= sum paid the wage earners in 1892 produced the terrible panic 
of 1893, 

Now, 7" the question as to whethera bankrupt law is a ne- 
cessity. Ido not believe itis. ‘The experience of the past eighteen 
years, and of nearly a century preceding that, seems to me to be con- 
clusive upon that point. Still, I would not oppose the enactment 
of a voluntary system of bankruptcy; on the contrary, I would 
support it, and would even go further than that, and include an 
involuntary provision confined to the commission of fraud on the 
part of the debtor. I would support that sort of a bill, but the 
pending bill, with nine specific acts of bankruptcy, five of which 
may be committed without any act of dishonesty or fraud, ought 
not in my opinion to be enacted into law. The object of the law 
ought not to be lost sight of and swallowed up in a mad scramble 
for the collection of debts. Debts ought to be paid, but manifestly 
they can not all be paid in a day or a month, and laws intended 
toaid their collection ought to consider the welfare of the debtor as 
well as the creditor. Both are entitled to and should receive fair 
treatment. 

The history éf bankruptcy legislation is intensely interesting 
and deserves to be carefully studied. The administration of bank- 
rupt laws is an almost unbroken history of misfortune in which 
the unfortunate debtor has been compelled by the remorseless 
arm of the law to drink the bitterest dregs of the cup of sorrow 
due to business reverses. But it is not so much the history of past 
laws or of their execution that we have to do with in the present 
instance. It is the scope and purpose of the present bill, and the 
past is valuable only to the extent that it may enable us to reach 
a correct conclusion. 

I want to remark in passing that all of the bankruptcy legisla- 
tion of the past, whether of our own or of other countries, was 
enacted for the purpose of aiding the creditor to collect his debts, 
and always under the pretense that it was meant to help the 
debtor by placing him again upon his feet. As a matter of fact, 
the debtor was not taken into account except as a source of wi b 

The time has been when going in debt was regarded by both the 
makers and the executors of the law as close akin to the commis- 
sion of crime. That feeling has not yet entirely disappeared from 
the earth, although it has been much modified by the wide dis- 
semination of sound principles of both morals and business. 
Bankrupt laws had their origin in the sentiment that the man 
who owed and could not pay when the debt was due was of neces- 
sity a scoundrel and should be treated as such. In the estima- 
tion of the wise and virtuous founders of bankrupt courts an 
honest debtor was an absurd and incomprehensible being, to be 
found possibly in the pages of fiction, but never to be met with 
in practical life. That the most recent legislation upon that sub- 
ject was the outgrowth of a sentiment somewhat modified from 
the original by the injection into it of the more humane teach- 
ings of the modern school may be conceded. The extraordinary 
diffusion of intelligence among the _— in recent years has 
enabled man to know more of himself and, as a result, to be more 
lenient toward his fellows. There has, in consequence, been a 
general lifting up of humanity to a broader and better plane. 

Bankrupt laws have been, in the main, if not wholly, extraor- 
—— enactments for the collection of debts. They have been not 
inaptly termed thumbscrews, placed in the hands of the creditor 
to enable him to torture the unfortunate debtor into making his 
tale of bricks whether he had any straw or not. That the present 
bili is better than its predecessors is due to the influences I have 
mentioned and to the spirit of Christian kindness that pervades 
the excellent gentlemen who constitute the Judiciary Committee. 
But it is not yet im accord with the prevailing sentiment of the 
age, nor is there, so far as I know, any widespread demand among 
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the people for the enactment of a law of this kind; and jy, it 
present shape I sincerely hope it will be defeated. I have y.: a 
ceived a single letter from the district I have the honor to ren... 
sent urging me to support this bill or any bill proposing to 
back again the paraphernalia and theoppression of bankrupt ¢),;+. 
And yet there are in that district a number of towns ond Cities of 
5,000 to 30,000 people, and in no other districtin the United s;, 

is there a higher grade of commercial intelligence or a | 
thorough knowledge of the wants of the business world. [1 tho 
absence of any such request, I have a right to assume that there js 
not a burning desire existing there for the enactment of this )jj] 
or, for that matter, of any bill upon this subject. ; 

The people of Missouri are the equal in patriotism, int, 
and honor of any — on the earth, and it may be that they hayg 
an abiding faith in their ability to manage the matter of makine 
and collecting debts in the State without the aid of any laws ¢)e, 
than those provided by their own legislature. I am of opinion 
however, that they would approve a law enacted by Congress 
under the authority granted in the Constitution, which was eq 1,)]y 
fair to the debtor as to the creditor, and under the operation of 
which an honest man could not be forced into bankruptcy for the 
commission of a legitimate and honest act. A law of that sort 
would afford all the relief that ought to flow from a bank ruptey 
law without permitting the acts of oppression which would be 
easily possible under the drastic provisions of the bill under cop. 
sideration. 

I have heard it said here that the reason the bankruptcy law of 
1800 was repealed within less than four years after its passaye and 
that of 1841 within less than two oa was chiefly the undeyvel- 
oped condition of the country and the consequent great incon. 
venience to which debtors were put on account of the long dis. 
tances they were compelled to travel to the Federal courts and the 
very slow and imperfect means of transportation. 

That may have been the reason on the surface, but beneath the 
surface there was another reason of more potency. 

The cause for the enactment of 1800 was in the fact that the 
war of the Revolution had left the country impoverished and 
Owing to the undevel ype d con- 
dition of the country the process of recuperation was very slow 
and taxed the patience of creditors to the pointof breaking. The 
law was enacted to meet the demand of creditors, and the debtors 
were lulled to sleep by the promise that the law would prove a 
blessing to them by lifting the burden of debt from their shoulders 
and placing them + sews upon their feet. It took less than four 
years of its practical working to dispel the illusions that had been 
woven around it, and it was re ed in obedience to the aimost 
univeral demand of the people. It neither collected debts nor 
restored debtors. What it did do was to fasten the opprobrious 
name of bankrupt to anumber of the patriot fathers, who through 
no fault of their own had been unable to keep out of the machinery 
of the bankruptcourt. The practical working of the law produced 
a storm of indignation among the people, and it was repealed to 
allay the storm. 

hat was true of the law of 1800 was also true of the law of 
1841, which was enacted while the country was yet strugzling 
with the terrible effects of the panic of 1837. It was repealed in 
less than two years for reasons similar to those which secured the 
repeal of the law of 1800. 
he law of 1867 was enacted to meet conditions then new to the 
business world of the United States, and which conditions were 
either produced by or were the source of an almost univers: 
mania for speculation. Money, always conservative, felt its safety 
endangered amid the rapid changes a place in business cir- 
cles. And these changes were not confined to speculators. Mer- 
chants and bankers who had established reputations for co, ¢al- 
culating, and conservative judgment had grown wild unier the 
operation of the influences at war with successful business. Far- 
seeing and sagacious men doubtless saw the culmination «! the 
mad scramble for fortunes born on the cast of a card, aud hoped 
to stem the evil tide by the bankrupt enactment of 1867. |t sm 
— to say what the result would have been had the law fo 
owed the panic of 1873 instead of preceding it, but my 0)1"°2 8 
that if it had been enacted in 1877 instead of 1867 it woul’ not 
have remained a law any longer than did the enactment «{ !*'!. 
The panic of 1878 diverted the attention of the people fr the 
bankrupt law and the bankrupt courts, and undoubtedly aie’ 4 
number of years to its life. ail 

a7 ay yee ey was not in an embryotic or undev«'°! * 
condition in 1878, which has been alleged as a reason for th: 1} - 
of the law which had then been in operation eleven yer. - 
true that there are a greater number of Federal courts now ()"> 
then, and they are nearer to the people and the people are 1” . 
familiar with them. But it will not be contended that tha‘ !\:' 
itself furnishes a sufficient reason for repealin the law. , = 
additional reason must be found, and I do not think it is @nc" 
to find. My recollection of the experience I had as a pra: aoe 
lawyer while that law was in force, part of the time as a res!>'* 
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in bankruptcy, and the experience of the people among whom I 
lived were me in saying thatas the wounds made by the panic 

, ea 
began remained little or nothing to divert the attention of 
the people from the iniquitous operations of the bankrupt law, 
and they began to clamor for its repeal. The more they learned 
of its operations the more indignant they became, until the de- 
mand for its repeal was almost universal. I believe the only 
exceptions to that demand were the court officers and such prac 
ticing attorneys as had a large share of the business growing out 
of the operations of the law. ; 

It became apparent that it was but a collecting machine and 
was extremely imperfect and defective in that respect. 
was used without remorse by creditors to compel debtors to find 
and pay over money whether they had it or not, the expenses of 
administration of such estates as were found consumed so large a 
per cent of the assets that even the creditors finally joined the 
ranks of the enemies of the law and became as earnest as the rest 
of mankind in their demand for its repeal. During the eleven 
years of its existence Jongress had init a number of very able 
men, and effort after effort was made to amend it so that its 
operation might at least seem to be consistent with the theory of 
its construction. I have a right to assume that these efforts to 
amend were earnest and made with a sincere desire to find a com- 
mon ground in the law upon which debtor and creditor could 
meet as friends; a point where the rights of the debtor to his busi- 
ness and his property ceased and the rights of the creditor began 





as a matter of moral as well as legal right, and that this point | 
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and business began to resume its accustomed chan- | 


While it | ' 
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in some other 
an earnest desire 
t that it wil! be found in the maledictions 





the repeal of the law of 1867 must be sought 
direction. Whenever the cause 
to find it, I do not dou 


for 


is sought with 


of the people and their imperious demand for its removal. 

There was a time in the history of the world when the debtor 
who failed to pay his obligation promptly when due was regarded 
as a sort of moral monster, fit only to be caught by the ma nery 
of the law and ground to powder. For the rd the world, to 
enhance its progress and lift up its people, that period has passed 
iway forever, and the debtor ot day, if there is no other « rge 
against him, can hold up his head and stand side by side with his 

| creditor, demanding and receiving equal consideration and respect. 
This change of sentiment is of modern growth, and under its 
operation trade and commerce have expanded and grown to a 
magnitude undreamed of while the illiberal and cruel laws and 


| 


could be arrived at in the law without injury to the debtor or to | 


his business, and with full consideration for the rights of the 
creditor. The effort was in vain; it could not be done. At least 
it was not done. On the contrary, positive injury was inflicted 
upon both creditor and debtor by the dissipation of estates through 
the absorbing power of cost. Estates that I believe could have 
been made to pay from 40 to 75 per cent on their liabilities under 
the assignment laws of Missouri were absorbed by the fee-bill 


| due to the world’s debtors. 


policies of the past prevailed. 

The world has broadened in its views in proportion as it has ac- 
quired information. Curiously enough when the poor debtor was 
on the rack, men were burned at the stake and otherwise tortured 
for opinion’s sake. It was a crime in those days to believe that 
the earth revolved on its axis, and it is to be regretted that an 
occasional remnant of the old philosophy yet exists. Truth is 
mighty and will prevail, but it takes time. are often 
deficient in discipline and difficult to manage, while the cohorts 
of falsehood are always in martial array and ready to be hurled 
at a moment's notice in any direction and against any invading 
truth. 

As the years have marched along in stately procession it has 
been discovered that the progress of the world, whether in com- 
merce, in the mechanic acts, or in the industries, was very largely 
This mighty truth was not discovered 
in a day, but it was so forcibly presented year after year the 


Its forces 


| world’s transactions that recognition of it could not be avoided. 


sponge until they did not pay 10 per cent of the liabilities of the | 


bankrupt. 

Many an honest man went down beneath the heavy hand of the 
law of 1867 to rise, if at all, only after the best years of his life 
had been wasted in fruitless effort. With rare exceptions, to rise 


| gave to their country and to the world the imperishable 


in business again the bankrupt was compelled to seek a new field | 


and a new atmosphere, where the taint of the bankrupt court was 
not upon his trail and where the brand was not visible to the peo- 
ple with whom he associated. Struggle against it as you may, 
declaim against it as unworthy of the age if you will, the fact re- 
mains that the term bankrupt is not a title of respect, and it is not 
at all likely that itever will be. The argument in favor of a bank- 
rupt law, therefore, which attempts to strengthen itself by the 
promise of restoring the discharged bankrupt to the commercial 
and business circles of the country must first invent a means by 
which the sting of the opprobrious epithet may be at least soft- 
ened, if not eliminated. 

If the law of 1867 had any good points or produced any good 
fruits they were never placed on exhibition. Whether purposely 
or not, they were concealed, while the evil results were visible on 
every hand. 

A large number, perhaps a majority, of the business men of to- 
day have a personalrecollection of the operation of the bankruptlaw 
of 1867, Perhaps their memory supplies them with as complete a 
knowledge as they care to have of the bankruptcy legislation of the 
past, and that instead of history they would like to have as much 
information as possible of the bill under consideration, what it 
proposes to do and how it proposes to do it, so far as that may be 
a determined in advance of the practical administration 
of the law. 

The professed purpose of every bankrupt law ever enacted was 
to benefit the debtor. Now, while I have the highest respect and 
esteem for the wisdom and the sincerity of my friends who are 
supporting this bill, I may be allowed to say that, in my humble 
option, all the benefits that will ever come to the debtor under 

actical workings of a law with the provisions ‘of this bill 
could be stuck in the corner of his eye without extending it or in 
any way interfering with his vision. 
at I said a moment ago that the country was no longer in an 
undevel «i condition in 1878, and that such condition, therefore, 
can not fairly be offered as a reason for the repeal of the law, 
7 it did not exist. At that time the nation had a population 
i nearly 50,000,000 people and about forty-three thousand mil- 
— of wealth. There were over 8,000,000 dwellings; 4,000,000 
irms, with 284,000,000 acres improved; with farm values amount- 
ing to more than eleven thousand millions, and farm products 
equal in value to twenty-two hundred millions; with two thou- 
— seven hundred ons invested in manufactures, employing 
100,000 operatives and turning out over five thousand millions’ 
of products in a year. ith these elements of growth and 
of industrial and commercial activity, the occasion for 


| of it the great toiling army of the world’s debtors. 


Every movement the result of which has been to give the world 
an impetus forward had behind it an army of aspiring and ambi 
tious young men, who were not satisfied with things as they found 
them, whose intellectual energies grasped a scheme or schemes of 
improvement, whose nerve backed up their judgment as to results, 
and who to obtain results boldly enlisted in the army of debtors and 
benefits 
which all enjoy, and which ought to consign their names to a hal 
of glory instead of the pillory of a bankrupt court. 

lilustrations of this truth are so numerous and striking th 
would be an idle waste of time to stop and cite them. Noma 
can draw a truthful picture of the world’s progress and leave out 
Capital is a 
useful implement, absolutely essential in every field of human ef- 
fort, but, as a rule, in the hands of those who own it it ‘‘ toils not, 
neither does it spin.” To be of value to the world it needs trans- 
planting; but, like many another thing of value, in order to gain 
in possibilities it must take on an element to which in the old field 
it was a stranger—the element of hazard. In the old field, while 
accomplishing nothing, it was secure. In the new field, where 
the possibilities of achievement are immeasurable, it is constantly 
liable to assault, very often from forces against whose approach 
no care can guard and in the breath of whose presence fortunes 
take instant wing. Yet without this element of hazard, as the 
world is constituted, progress would be impossible. Bankrupt 
laws are enacted to reduce the degree of loss, and therefore the 
risk, not to the men who incur the liability and who have staked 
their all, but to the men who furnish the money and who seldom 
if ever stake all in a single enterprise. , 

But having said this much on the subject generally, I desire now 
to address myself to the pending bill, which I am assured by its 
friends is in the interest of the debtor—provided he is honest— 
but in the interest of the creditor if he is dishonest. 

In section 2 of the proposed law there are eight specific acts 
of bankruptcy, one having been struck out by the committee. In 
most of them insolvency is a condition precedent, apparently 
without regard to whether the condition does or does not ex 
It is contended that the debtor is protected against an improper or 
false charge of insolvency by the definition of the term he 
first section. Let us see: A owes B; the debt is not paid when 
due. B waits what he regards as a reasonable time ani files a 
petition alleging the second specific act of bankruptcy, t 
mit which ‘the debtor must be insolvent. Suppose it is discov- 
ered upon a trial of the issue that, notwithstanding his failure to 
secure the release of property levied upon, his assets exceed his 
liabilities and that he is therefore solvent. Your law has in the 
meantime dragged him into court, perhaps at a distance from his 
place of business, has compelled him to be at considerable ex- 
pense, and has injured his character and standing and partially 
or wholly prostrated his business. 

The question of insolvency becomes a case in court and carries 
with it the features of litigation usual in all cases and which are 
seldom pleasant to suitors or jurors, and, in addition, it would 
have inquisitorial features of the most virulent character. For the 
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purpose of determining the matter of insolvency every act of the 
unfortunate debtor, real or imaginary, would become the subject 
of inquiry and subsequent criticism. Whether relating to the 
matter in hand or not, it would be tortured into a bearing upon 
it, and acts concerning the acquisition or disposal of property, 
entirely innocent of any taint of fraud, would be made to do serv- 
ice in some way, to the serious injury of the debtor. After all 
this, after his private affairs have been made public, after he has 
passed through days of torture, after his character has been black- 
ened by innuendo, after his business has been impaire?, the evi- 
dence is found to be insufficient to establish insolvency, and he is 
discharged and permitted to gather up the débris of the wreck 
that has been strewn about the court and return to his home, from 
which he would never bave been taken but for a law like this. 
And this, we are assured, is for the benefit of the debtor, 

How considerate the law which provides a way by which a 
creditor may involve his debtor in months of trouble and large 
expense for no better reason than to show the falsity of-the allega- 
tion of insolvency, and how delightful must be the Christian 
charity of a law which assures an unfortunate debtor after he has 
been harried by the kind and considerate proceedings to which it has 
given rise, after his good name has been blackened, after his busi- 
ness has been seriously impaired, that it was enacted for his good! 
The inventor of the guillotine always contended that his machine 
was for the good of society, but the poor devil whose neck was 
bared to its descending knife was allowed the very poor consola- 
tion of differing, in the peace and quiet of the grave, with the 
opinion of the mventor. Possibly the r debtor, after he has 
paid the penalty of exciting the wrath of some merciless creditor, 
may be permitted to a in a respectful sort of way the 
beanties of the system of which he is the much-vaunted beneficiary. 

This spirit of kindness toward the debtor rans through the bill. 
Another strong evidence of it is in the provision which makes the 
transfer of property by a debtor while he is insolvent an act of 
bankruptcy. e may at the time, in his opinion, have property 
enough to pay all of his indebtedness, but, in the tenderness of 
this bill for his welfare, that would count for nothing. One cred- 
itor out of ten makes up his mind that he knows what the debtor’s 
liabilities are and what his assets are worth, and that the value of 
the latter is not equal to the amount of the former; and knowing 
of the sale and transfer by him of a horse, or a cow, or a hog, or 
a sheep, or some other piece of property, files his petition, alleging 
the transfer, and of course the condition precedent, insolvency, 
which makes it an act of bankruptcy. The trial might disclose 
that at the time of the transfer a fair valuation of the debtor's 

roperty would establish his solvency, but the provisions of this 

hilt are so kind to the debtor that four months are allowed to the 
creditor within which to file his petition alleging the transfer, and 
the proof must relate to the date of filing the petition. Some mis- 
fortune might have swept away a large portion of the debtor’s 

operty between the time of making the transfer and the date of 
Bling the petition, which would make the transfer—an entirely 
legitimate and innocent transaction at the time it was 
act of bankruptcy at the date of filing the petition. But it is al- 
leged that the transfer must be made for the purpose of giving a 
preference. If the man to whom the transfer was e was a 
creditor at the time, although the indebtedness was but the bal- 
ance dune on an open account, it would be practically impossible 
for the debtor to rebut the presumption that he intended to give 
a preference. 

vet us take an actual case for the een of illustrating this 
point. A man is engaged in the retail grocery business. On the 
ist day of May he owes $5,000 and has assets worth $6,000. Heis 
then solvent within the meaning of the bill. A of his indebt- 
edness is due to farmers and gardeners, with whom he k an 
open account, selling them goods and buying produce from them, 
settling whenever it suits the convenience of himself and his cus- 
tomers. On the ist dayof May he sells one of his farmer cred- 
itors, to whom he owes $100 for produce, $50 worth of goods. 
Three months and a half afterwards a wholesale grocer to whom 
he owes $500 learns of the sale to the farmer and immediately 
files his petition alleging insolvency, and that the sale was made 
for the purpose of giving a preference. The debtor might, be- 
tween the date of niaking the transfer and the date of the 
petition, have met with losses that impaired his solvency, or his 
sroperty might be unfairly appraised. In either case he would 
»e forced into bankruptcy, not Somes he had violated any law, 
either of God or man, but because he had been making an honest 
effort to do a legitimate and successful business. 

Under the second subdivision of section 2 an attachment is 
levied upon a debtor's om oat & If it is not released within thirty 
days it becomes malignant and grows into an act of bankruptcy. 
To avoid the perdition of a bankrupt court he transfers to the at- 
taching creditor to pay the debtand release the writ, or to some other 
person to whom he is indebted, but who has faith eno in his 
integrity to let him have the money, a piece of . The 
writ is released, but under the operation of the of this 


off 


; 
| 


bill the poor dupe of a debtor would but have pulled himse}; 
of one horn of the dilemma to be impaled upon anothey 

would have escaped from the second subdivision to be cay.) ;, 
the meshes of the fifth. He would have torn himself away, /,.,,,, 
Scylia to be dashed to pieces against Charybdis, Pet 

But the teeth of this bill have not yet all been expo 
debtor is sued. He has no defense agaimst the note or 
and suffers a judgment to be entered against him becans. 
not prevent it. Having allowed the judgment to be entere: 
him, he learns that he has committed an act of bankruptr,. f), 
casts about him for the means of satisfaction. He has prope), 
that he could dispose of without impairing his solvency, }),; |; 
same law that injected the poison of fraud into an innocent a+ 

rohibits him from satisfying the judgment by a sale of any ,¢ 
is property or from the proceeds of such sale. The “ inten; ¢, 
defeat his creditors,” intended as a protection to the debtor os 
against unjust and utterly unfounded petitions, would be found o¢ 
little practical value. It will be noticed that insolvency is not ay 
essential element in an assignment in bankruptcy under the six: 
subdivision of the section. A debtor — Sore property worth 
three or four times the amount of his liabilities without hayins 
the money to prevent a suit and the recoveryand entry of a judy. 
ment against him. The judgment having been entered, it jens 
only to be alleged that he suffered it for the purpose of defeating 
his creditors in order to lift it to the dignity or reduce it to the 
malignancy of a full-fledged act of bankruptcy? Perhaps he might 
be acquitted upon a trial, but from what source would he be eoip- 
pensated for the actual losses sustained? The language of the 
subdivision referred to is as follows: 
_ (6) Procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself 
days before th filing of a petition in bankruptey:Prowited. "Th: » 
ion of such a judgment by a sale of any of the debtor's property 
or from the proceeds of such @ sale, shall not be deemed a payment of such 
judgment under the provisions of such section. 

The language of the paragraph speaks for itself, and is fairly 
descriptive of an ancient engine of torture, in the toils of which 
every movement of the victim served but to increase his pain. 

But there is yet another subdivision to which I desire to call 
the attention of the committee. The eighth subdivision of tho 
section under consideration reads: 

(8) Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a number o! 
executions aggregating such amount, nst himself to be returned : . 
— found, unless the amount shown to be due by such execution shal! & 

before a petition is filed. 

In construing the first paragraph of section 2 the secon’ para- 
graph must be in mind, which permits the creditor to file his 
petition alleging any of the acts of bankruptcy specitie) s far » 
they relate to the transfer of or its seizure upon legal 
process, or the rendition of ju ent against the debtor at any 
time within four months after commission of the act alleged, 
or after having suffered it to be done. It should be remem!ered 
also that insolvency is always a condition to be proven to the sat- 
isfaction of a jury, and necessarily involves time, trouble, and 
expense, to say nothing of iness standing and chat 
ter, for which there is no compensation. The paragra)h, there- 
fore, should read: “If while s of insolvency the debtor 
suffers an execution against himself for $500 or over to be returned 
no found he shall be deemed to have comm'tt«! ana‘ 
of ba cy, unless the execution shall be paid before the pet 
tion is filed.” The should read that way, for the rea- 
son that the condition of insolv is, as has been stated, a! ways 
a to be inquired into determined after the petition 
is filed. Now, an execution. may be issued against a solvent *s 
well as an insolvent debtor. It has been done a great mony 
times under State laws and would, I think, be possil!e uncrr 4 
national law, the difference being that under State laws thy col 
seqnences would be a great deal less serious. Besides, 1 pero'y 
solvent debtor may haveless than $500 worth of persona! proper’: 
He may have a large amount of real estate, and it may | © 
sary to return the execution no property found in or!" ')" 
the real estate. Under the provision I am considering 1' “'''" 
be equally an act of bankruptcy. Suppose it issuggeste( th" | 
debtor might himself of a portion of his real « 
pa off the execution, and thus relieve himself of the °°! 

lap tecenl inte honor . Itisonly necessary toca!! atte’ 
a Science ia oe . eae — 
one wou t courting another. Ss 

I do not believe that this collection machine was cunt!» d : 
vised so that the would fit into each other in this cold)’ ae 
way. I can not believe that. It is impossible that men «n''" F 
with humane hearts and with the sentiments of the so" 
Samaritan—as I know them to be—rather than with the sen'1"0) 
of the mercenary who looked at the prostrate and bleetins 
form of the ow who fell among thieves and the ran 
by on the alist aaah deliberately plan a collection m° a : 
however desirable such a machine may be, that would co)" * 
large majority of the business men of the country to pass thiovs 


with 
oo 
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a bankruptcourt whether they wanted to or not; that would trans- 
form legitimate and honest acts, done in the line of business, into 
knocks on the door of bankruptcy and invitations to be shoved in. 
The bill has many good features, if a system of involuntary bank- 
ruptcy can be led as having go “i features, and the bad fea- 
tures to which I have called attention are no doubt the result of a 
constant and too close watchfulness to prevent a debtor who has 
started downhill from checking his speed and getting a breath- 
ing spell and possibly starting back toward the top of the hill 
, ain by using some of his own property for that purpose. It was 
pe ‘doubtless that if judgment was entered against a debtor 
oa he was permitted omy it off that in that way he might suc- 
ceed in giving some creditor a preference. The ghost of prefer- 
ence must have been @ constant attendant at the table of the com- 
mittee, and will have to bear the responsibility for the harsh and 
cruel features of section 2 and for some other portions of the bill 
which had to be written In harmony. 

It is believed, in the matter of expenses connected with the ad- 
ministration of bankrupt estates, that the bill under consideration 
is an improvement upon the law of 1867, and et a careful exaini- 
nation of —— reveals possibilities in that direction which, 


should the become & law, might in a short time rob it of much 
of its sup virtue in that regard. ae 
It should be noted, Mr. Chairman, that the liabilities of the fail- 


ures of 1895 are but little in excess of 1894 and less than half those 
of 1893. It must be apparent, therefore, that the country has 
started in the right direction without the aid of a bankrupt law, 
and out of sheer inability with its vital forces to remain at the 
bottom. It should be noted also that in a number of the States 
the liabilities of the failures of 1879, the year following the repeal 
of the last law, amounted toa larger sum than did the 
liabilities of the same States for the year 1895. In quite a number 
of other States the amount of the liabilities for 1895 is about the 
same proportion greater than in 1879 as the volume of business is 

ter. It would seem, therefore, to be a reasonable conclusion 
that 1879 was not benefited in its business channels by the bank- 
rupt law which had just been repealed, and that 1895 was not in- 
; by the absence for eighteen years of any such law. 

A great deal of eloquence has been given to the consideration 
of this theme during the progress and growth of the Republic. 
Much stress has been laid upon the responsibility and duty of 
Congress growing out of the constitutional provision, in spite of 
the fact that the provision may easily be accounted for without re- 

ing it as an effort to give vitality to the great Declaration of 
ependence ing the inalienability of life, liberty. and the 
pursuitof happiness. If the beatitudes of a bankrupt law will open 
up such a vista of happiness to the otherwise bedeviled debtor as 
it is ded they will, why is he so utterly blind to the fact? 
If he is “ stri all motives to human exertion, with the in- 
cubus of an immovable mass of debt upon him, surrounded by a 
family sharing, without being, able to alleviate, his sorrows and 
sufferings,” and ifan involuntary bankrupt law can lift that ‘‘ im- 
movable mass of debt” that is crushing him, why in thename of all 
those eloquent gentlemen does he not get up and say so? Why 
does he remain as dumb as an oyster in the presence of proffered 
blessings of such rare excellence and great magnitude? Is he 
wedded to his misery, or is he incapable of perceiving the happi- 
ness offered him oak which he has only to reach out his hand to 
take? May it not be possible that he is wiser than are his eloquent 
friends, and that, as the scheme may be, he feels a 
nataral and justifiable repugnance to placing himself and his 
business under the constant surveillance of a law that allows an 
honest business transaction to be transformed into an act of bank- 


of tho law is to benefit the debtor, and 
ion to a condition of financial soundness ben- 
a voluntary bankruptcy law would accomplish 
If, however, it is proposed to enact an extraor- 
nary for the collection of debts, in the operation of 
which the unfortunate debtor is to be assigned the role of help- 
less victim, it should be frankly so stated. The objections urged 
against a voluntary bankruptcy law can not be well founded, 
for they assume that the shrewdness of a scoundrel would enable 
him to use Its to obtain credit and then to escape from 
the liability; in other words, to play a succession of successful 

upon the innocent and unsuspecting creditor. 

That class of creditors disappeared from the earth some years 
ae if the meshes of the law can not be so arranged that the 
who voluntarily puts himself within them until 
can be determined, until it is known whether he 


certificate as an honest man or a ticket of leave as 
confession of weakness that is well calculated to 
meyer’ — the ban of sangiien. ia 

pending strike out its involuntary features 
aoad 


The instant a debtor begins practicing 
he renders the law powerless to aid him. 
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Should he prepare for bankruptcy, as it is alleged he would do, he 
could not avoid making an index that would lead to his d on 
and prevent his discharge. If this reasoning is not nd the bill 
in its entirety would prove a failure, for the r ume 
scoundrel could, with the same eas¢ d the sai : 8, prepare 
for and file his petition to be adjudged a volunt ru ind 


secure his discharge with equal fa inder t provisions 

this bill whether section 2 is left or struck out A sy m of vol 
untary bankruptcy will have all the benefits and all the evils of 
such system, whether operated alone or in cor 
untary bankruptcy, as in the pending bill. I 
pose of the proposed legislation is to lift from comme ul 
industries a burden of indebtedness that has become too | 


r- 


eavy to 
carry; if its purpose is to restore confidence through a restoration 
of credit, and in that way rebuild the foundation upon which alone 


prosperity can be secured and retained, it would seem that the 
welfare of debtors should receive the first consideration. 

But is the time opportune for the enactment of any system of 
bankruptcy, and more especially for the enactment of an involun- 
tary system? Under the provisions of this bill it is the duty of 
the trustees to reduce the assets of the bankrupt to money as 
speedily as possible. At present there is no sort of property that 
will sell at a forced sale except at a ruinous sacrifice. Assets 
fairly worth enough to pay 100 cents on the dollar of the liabil- 
ities would be contracted by the forced methods of reduction 
until they would not pay 50 cents on the dollar. Besides, legiti- 
mate business would be seriously retarded and crippled by loading 
the market with immense quantities of goods at a price impossi- 
ble to compete with. In the sale of goods a merchant has never 
been able to compete with the marshal, the sheriff, or the con- 
stable. The business of the former will not thrive unless the goods 
are sold at a profit, while the business of the latter thrives most 
when the loss is greatest. Evidently the desire for the return of 
business prosperity is incompatible with a desire for the passage 
of the pending bill. When men want water to flow, they do not 
build a dam across its pathway. Forced sales of property are 
always inopportune when money is scarce, and a law which would 
promote them, instead of aiding the country toward a return of 
prosperity, would but plunge it into deeper depths of commercial 
and industrial disaster. 

It is but natural to conclude, as we look out upon the people 
struggling under a load of indebtedness they are unable to pay, 
that the load ought to be lifted and the people relieved. That 
conclusion is irresistible and nearly unanimous. The differences 
arise when an effort is made to provide methods and measures of 
relief. No one would deliberately add to the distress, and yet it 
is impossible to see how that result could be avoided under the 
operation of an involuntary bankrupt law enacted and set in 
motion under monetary conditions such as prevail to-day. It is 
not unreasonable to say that one of the chief virtues of the com- 
mittee’s bill—the diminution of expenses—would be speedily 
transformed intoa grievous fault. The officers having no further 
use for an estate when once safely landed in court, their several 
fees having already been determined, would at once begin looking 
around for other victims, their income depending solely upon the 
number of estates. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, I stand here to appeal for 
the people. It is a mistake to suppose that prosperity can be re 
stored by firing the debtors of the country from the catapult of a 
bankrupt court. Individual indebtedness is less in amount now 
than it was two years ago or one year ago. Confidence is return- 
ing gradually. The croakers are retiring into the shadow as the 
dawn of a better day, already gilding the hilltops, descends into 
the valleys as the sun of prosperity rises toward the zenith. Do 
not impede the coming of the day by filling the land with bank- 
rupt officers, bankrupt courts, bankrupt sales, and bankrupts. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Chairman, from the discussion that has 
already taken place concerning the provisions of the pending bill 
it is entirely clear that the gentlemen who have addressed the 
House are all in favor of the voluntary feature of it. It 
therefore, necessary to enter into any considerable examinat 


yn of 
these features, which are provided for the purpose of enabling 
the debtor who is loaded with debts to apply to the com 
relief upon his own motion. So far the bill seems to be fi rom 
any substantial exception. It is only concerning the involuntary 
system that the objections have been brought to thec leration 


of the House. 

Now, let us see how the debtor stands who may be liable to be 
proceeded against under the bill, if it shall become a law, in view 
of the provisions of the State laws authorizing creditors to take 
proceedings for the collection of their debts. Whenever he fails 
to meet his obligations he may be sued by his creditor; and if one 
of his creditors sues him, the others are sure to follow as rapidly 
as they may be able to serve the processes; and in this manner, if 
the individual is insolvent, he is not only liable but sure to be 
broken up in his business, and sooner than by any possibility he 
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could be under the provisions of the enforcement of such an act 
as this. But we may go further. Suppose he is attempting to 
assign his property or place it beyond the reach of his creditors 
when they recover a judgment or judgments against him and 
the executions are returned unsatisfied, the process they then can 
pursue is a creditor's bill, or a proceeding supplementary to their 
executions, upon which search is made for the property of the 
debtor; and this, when found, is brought before the courts for 
distribution, and the proceeds divided among the creditors. 

When this is all done, and all the property is in this manner 
found that may be capable of being found belonging to the debtor, 
the balance of his debts still remain against him, to be held over 
him for all time, if such is the disposition of the creditor. He is 
placed in a position, therefore, where he can not engage in business 
pursuits or substantially help himself by any exertions for the 
purpose of securing relief. Now, suppose the debtor is guilty, or 
is chargeable with one or more of the acts of bankruptcy that are 
mentioned in this bill. Then what is the course that the creditor 
is entitled to take against him under the State laws in these cir- 
cumstances? It is not simply to bring a suit against him for the 
purpose of recovering a judgment before he can seize his property 
upon execution, but to issue an attachment, because the laws of 
nearly if not all the States of this Union provide for attachments 
under those circumstances, and when the creditor makes his affi- 
davit maintaining one or more of these grounds and files his bond 
as the law requires, he may obtain an attachment without the 
knowledge of the debtor and seize every item of property not ex- 
empt from execution that is within the reach of this process in 
the hands of the sheriff. 

The proceedings which are provided for by these statutes are 
substantially based on the acts contained in this bill relating to 
the disposition of his property, or to the absence of the debtor for 
the purpose of avoiding the service of process upon him, or the con- 
cealment of his property, or the confession or allowance of the 
recovery of judgment against him collusively, for the purpose of 
seizing and disposing of his po erty to a friendly purchaser. The 
State law allows all that to be done by proceedings harshly taken 
against him under the provisions of the State laws, and he has no 
remedy whatever. 

But even under these circumstances, where his property is seized 
and sold owing to the fact that he has rendered himself obnoxious 
to attachment proceedings, his debts are not satisfied unless the 
proceeds of his property are sufficient to satisfy them, but the bal- 
ance will still remain against him and hang over him through his 
life unless it be liquidated in some other manner or compromised 
through the voluntary action or generosity of his creditors. 

This is the position in which a man stands who is a debtor un- 
der the laws of the different States, and in the State of Massachu- 
setts the creditor may go still further without assigning any one 
of these causes; but upon the mere circumstance that a man is in 
debt and has failed to pay his indebtedness an attachment may 


issue in the first instance and his property be seized. Now, how 


does he stand in the bill as it is now before the House? 

It is objected to this bill, or to the involuntary part of the bill, 
that it is cruelly harsh so far as the debtor is concerned. But if 
you will look at the provisions of the bill you will see that there is 
no harshness that is in comparison in any degree or in its conse- 

uences with the a that may be taken against the 
debtor under the attachment laws of the different States, 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Will the gentleman from New York allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, if you will be brief. My time is short. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Is the failure to pay a promissory note for 
thirty days a ground for attachment under the laws of these 
States. 

Mr. DANIELS. No, sir. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. It is one of the grounds for involuntary 
emg 

Mr. DERSON. But there must be the element of insolvy- 
ency also. 

~ FAIRCHILD. Thatis one of the questions to be adjudi- 
cated. 

Mr. DANIELS. Under the laws of the State of Massachusetts 
it would be a sufficient ground; but suppose it is not. You may 
sue a@ man under such circumstances, and recover a judgment 
against him, and levy an execution and take every cent’s worth 
of property not exempt from execution that he has, and where 
one creditor sues the others are sure to follow, and the man is no 
better off in the end; certainly not as well off as he would be 
under the involuntary proceedings of this bill. 

Now, let us see what this bill has provided, because I must pro- 
ceed rapidly in the consideration of these proceedings. It does 
not provide for seizing the property of the debtor, as it may be 
seized under the attachment laws of the different States, ar for 
the arrest of his person, because he may have dis of his 
as “wa under a charge that it was designed to defraud his 

r. 


| which can be taken against the insolvent debtor. 
| said before, a harsh or cruel proceeding by any means. A 
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Mr. FAIRCHILD. I do not want to interrupt the gen: 
but is it not a fact that in order to secure an attachment 
the laws of a Statea creditor must give an adequate bon: 

Mr. DANTELS. I have already stated that. Now. if ; } 
is matured into law, let us see what the proceeding they : 
It is 


in, 
der 


is presented to the court or to the referee, if the court 1 

a referee, or the clerk, in the absence of the judge, does 
debtor then has ten days, under the provisions of this bill, 

to file an answer to that petition, and when he files that a 
the petition he may deny the existence of any or all of 1} 

or circumstances which are designated in the law as acts 
ruptcy. He can not do that when an attachment is pr 

be issued against him. He has no opportunity to appear 
and question the validity of the proceedings or the rig} 
creditor to this process; but if the creditor prima facie (,, 
with the laws of the State, he has his writ of attachmw); 4 
matter of course, and the debtor’s property is seized. 

But when the petition is filed, under the provisions of ; 
the debtor is in a position to dispute the commission «f »; 
or all of these acts of bankruptcy which may be allege 4 
ground of proceeding under the petition. He has ten day<. j, 
direct language of this law, to file his answer and deny +} - 
ence of the cause or causes upon which it is claimed that jyyo). 
= bankruptcy shall be instituted and maintained avin. 

im. 

So that here, instedd of being proceeded against ex parte, with. 
out notice to him, and his property actually seized, nothing can 
be done, no step can be taken which may appear adverse to him 
in any respect whatever without ample opportunity for resist 
ance. This petition must beserved, and he has after that ten days 
to answer whether there is any ground for the proceedings to je 
taken against him to put him into involuntary bankruptcy. 

Now, if heis guilty of the act or acts charged, then, of course. he 
has no ground of resistance to the proceeding. If he is guilty. if 
he has disposed of his property with intent to defraud his er 
ors; if he has concealed it; if he has absented himself { 
service of civil process, or done either of these things, why. ; 
of course, he is obnoxious to the proceeding which tl. 
vides may be taken against him. Butif he is not; if | 
situation in which he can deny the charge made against hin 
the petition, and does deny it, then what is the conse, 
Why, he not only arrests the proceedings there, but i 
to that he is entitled to a trial of the issue that is mae i 
manner with his creditors. You can not otherwise proc ed 
there anything like that in the proceedings of a State 
man is liable to arrest or his property to seizure unde1 \- 
ment? You will find it nowhere in any one of the statutes of the 
States. 

Then you go further, and by section 19 of this bill he is not 
entitled to a trial for the purpose of ascertaining whet) 
liable to these proceedings or not, but he is at liberty t ea 
trial by jury; and the gentleman from Nebraska | Mr. Stropr) in 
addressing the House to-day stated that in case there was an op- 
portunity to try these matters before a jury that then, as | unier- 
stood him, he saw no objection whatever to the enactiment oi this 
bill into law. 

The section is this: 

A person against whom an involuntary petition has been filed shal! ! 
titled to have a trial by jury, in respect to any act of bankrupt”) 
such petition to have been committed, upon filing a written ap)! 
for before the expiration of the time in which an answer my | 

So that he not only has by virtue of this bill, if it shoul’ be 
enacted, ten days to file an answer and to put the allegations of 
the petition in issue, but he may also file a written application & 
the court asking that the issue which is made up in this manut 
by the petition and answer shall be tried by a jury, au that's 
another advantage that is not secured to the debtor in attacliment 
proceedings under any of the statutes in the different Stats“ 
vin point of fact ible precauti to have been 

n point of fact, every possible ution seems to have bee 
taken in the bill to prevent these proceedings from being maub 
tained wherever there is not a substantial ground for them. 
Wherever they may operate harshly upon the debtor he las am)! 
means to go before the court and insist upon a trial, and (ier, © 
he chooses, have the matter investigated and determined !)y ° )'" 

Now, is it to be supposed that when the man goes before 4)" 
of his neighborhood or of the district that he will be |- likely 
to be protected in his rights than in the State courts? Is t a 7 
experience of the members of this House who are lawye's: a 
not true always that juries leniently regard, as far as \'\) - 
the rights of the debtor, and protect him against harsbu:* Ut 
legal proceedings where the evidence will permit that to be 43 
It is the experience of every man that has ever had experienc’ ll 
cases of this character that the debtor is not sacrificed, and Me 
not be sacrificed, either by the court or the jury, unless 8 «o") 
made out him which authorizes such proceedings “= 


‘ye 
rv 
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pill has provided may be instituted and maintained where the 
debtor is proved to have been guilty of either one of these acts of 


bankruptcy. 
KT TERRY. Does the gentlem: a ths 
they will have the ri ht of jury trial by their neighbors? 

‘i, DANIELS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TERRY. It isa jury in the bankruptcy court. _ 

Mr. DANIELS. _ It is in his neighborhood, in his district. 

Mr. TERRY. That bankruptcy court may be 400 miles away 
from his home. : eid a 

Mr. DANIELS. They are to have trial by jury in the district 
wherever the charge may be made, because in the United States 
courts the case must be tried in the district in which the cause of 
complaint arises; and where a jury is brought before a court, 
under circumstances of this character, for the purpose of trying 
such charges, we can see at once that the inclination, the gener- 
osity, of the jurors will be in favor of the debtor who is proceeded 

ist rather than in favor of the creditor. 

There is this distinction also: aoapees the right to put the man 
into involuntar, eeny is established; then when his prop- 
erty is taken a distribu among his creditors, no matter what 
the percentage may be, whether it is large or small, he is dis- 
charged entirely from eve debt that he owes, except those which 
have been con fraudulently or others of an extremely ex- 
ceptional character; while under the laws of the State, whenever 
the p i are taken and whenever they are consummated, 
if there is a balance left against him that his property does not 
pay, that balance must hang over the debtor from the time when 


Does the gentleman contend that under this bill 


the p are ended until his life is ended, unless he finds 
some other means of satisfying his creditors. These objections 
urged against this bill must therefore be seen to be wholly un- 
founded. The proceedings will be a source of relief and libera- 


tion to unfortunate men overtaken by financial disaster and ren- 
dered unable to pay their debts. 

Mr. HEND IN. Mr. Chairman, this brings our side to 
within seven minutes of the time that has been used on the other 


side. I will ask — from Texas to occupy some of his 
time now, as we have but one more speech on this side. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to the 


gentleman from Arkansas (Mr. TERRY]. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, the Constitution of the United 
States authorizes Congress to enact a uniform law of bankruptcy, 
but when you come to the eee matter of framing a law that 
will be ‘orm andequitable you encounter very grave obstacles, 
and it is very difficult indeed to enact a bankruptcy law that will 
not be used as an engine of oppression or as machinery whereby 


dishonest men may escape payment of their just debts. Such has 
been the experience of the people of the United States in the past. 
In 1800 we enacted a bankrupt law, but so unpopular did it be- 


come when its workings were understood that within three years 
after its enactment an overwhelming public opinion demanded its 
repeal. After that we had no bankrupt laws for nearly half 
heer The people of the United States had had enough of 
them. 1841 we again essayed the experiment of the enactment 
of a bankrupt law. That was at a time when there had been 
great distress throughout the land, and it was thought that such 
a law might be acceptable and useful, but as soon as it was put 
to work so were its inequalities, so great were the frauds and 
the ons practiced under it, that in less than two years it 
was y repealed under the same Administration under which 
it had been enacted. Then we rested for more than a quarter of 
a century before we sought to enact another bankrupt law. 

After the civil war it was again thought that a bankrupt law 
would be table to the people of the United States. So in 1867 
we a law; but so great were the oppressions and the 

that resulted from its operation that — after year 
i ame ao all a so — cae a clamor ae the 
a tlaw. Its re was resis om 
time to time by come of the mercantile classes, but finally so 
had become its iniquities that the great soldier-President of 
United States, Ulysses S. Grant, sent a message to Congress 

its repeal, and it was repealed. 

Why, then, sir, at a time like this, again attempt to enact a 
measure of this kind? It is no time, Mr. Chairman, to be ing 

laws. It is no time to be flying kites when there is 


. no © tor ing measures u 


fi 


virtually in the hands of receivers. This bill, 
at what there is back of it, is but 
greed of the creditor classes of 

. out to gather in and devour the 
of the debtors of the West and the South. For nearly 
years, sir, the wholesale dealers in the t centers of 
for a measure of this kind, and every 
behold the familiar features and form of 
who, if he has not given a “local habita- 
to the “‘ Torrey ” bankruptcy bill. 


Fee 











—— 


The boards of trade and the chambers of commerce, those same 
gentlemen who so recently assured us with so much complacency 
that if we would but repeal the purchasing clause of the Sherman 
Act prosperity would instantly resume its place in this stricken 
land—those same gentlemen have again been busy with their set 
resolutions telling us that what we need now is *‘ confidence,” and 
that the enactment of the Torrey bill, or of some similar measure, 
will restore us to that very elusive element called ‘‘ confidence,” 
That, they tell us, is what we need, and inasmuch as the repealof 
the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act did not restore it, this 
is now the great panacea for all the ills that afflict the people of 
the United States. And straightway, as soon as these boards of 
trade and chambers of commerce have sent out their resolutions, 
they were adopted by other similar boards and echoed and reechoed 
throughout the land, and hence it is that the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. StRoDE] has been receiving the requests which he 
speaks of from people in his State in favor of some sort of a bank- 
rupt bill. 

I venture to say, Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman who sent 
him that request, like the gentlemen who have written similar 
requests to me to favor a bankrupt bill, have, many of them, no 
idea of what this bill really is, and if I were to surrender my own 
judgment in the matter and vote for the bill many of them, 
when they saw its workings in the community, might probably 
be among the first to condemn me for having favored its passage. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I undertake to make certain statements 
in regard to this bill—— 

Mr. CULBERSON. DolI understand the gentleman to say that 
he is opposed to a voluntary bankruptcy bill? 7 

Mr. TERRY. No, sir; I would cheerfully vote for a proper 
voluntary bankrupt bill, enabling struggling debtors to wipe out 
and commence anew. 

Now, as to this bill. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, this bill 
will increase the financial distress and distrust that already pre- 
vail. Persons already struggling with a load of debt will be 
driven to the wall and crushed remorselessly. Seventy-five per 
cent of the people of the United States engaged in business vo-deny 
are heavily in debt. There is a market of falling prices—such a 
market that when they purchase they have no assuranee that they 
can begin to realize the cost, with freight and carriage, of what 
they buy. The same cause that diminishes their profits upon the 
goods purchased is also diminishing the value of whatever prop- 
erty they have out of which they expect to pay. Under such a 
condition and with the pitfalls of this bill before their feet, and 
the open doors of a bankruptcy court before their eyes, where 
will you find the prudent business man who will want to embark 
in business with such perils before him? Therefore, instead of 
relieving financial distress and restoring confidence, you strike 
down confidence and paralyze business enterprise. 

Again, sir, what is it that is to-day enabling this 75 per cent of 
the business men of the country to keep their feet standing upon 
the slippery slopes of a market of declining prices? Nothing 
enables them to keep their feet but the backing of their friends at 
home—men who know them and have sympathy with them-and 
are trying toextend them help. Pass this bill, and you write upon 
the sign of every one of these men, ‘‘ Your local friends dare not 
credit you”; they dare not give you extensions and take a mort- 
gage for any indebtedness already due them; if they dare to do 
that, they are liable tc lose every dollar so secured. You may be 
hurled into a bankruptcy court; 40 per cent of your property may 
be consumed in costs and charges, and your credit ruined with- 
out having even the poor recourse of a suit against the man who 
has ruined you. 

Why, sir, this bill, more drastic than any attachment law that 
was ever framed, will permit your creditor not only to exercise 
his right of attachment, as before, but to strip you of all your 
property except your homestead exemptions, to ruin your business, 
to write the brand of ‘‘ Bankrupt” across the escutcheon of your 
commercial honor. Andthen, although you may have committed 
no real act of bankruptcy, and the court may finally so hold, you are 
utterly without redress. Your creditor, who would have to give 
a bond if he attached your property in the United States court, 
can by this measure get a more drastic process than the attach- 
ment without giving any bond or incurring any liability what- 
ever, ° 
Is this a time for passing such bills as this? I say to you, gen- 
tlemen, in all seriousness, that while you have had men clamor- 
ing for the passage of this bill under the instigations of boards of 
trade and chambers of commerce, yet if you enact this kind of a 
measure and put it into practical operation, denying your citizens 
the right of trial by a.jury of their neighbors, dragging them off 
anywhere from 25 to 400 miles to appear before a bankruptcy 
court—if you enact a measure of this kind you will find that the 
indignation of an outraged people will be visited upon your heads. 
Do not make any mistake about this matter. 


Some men, for whose opinions I have the most profound respect 
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and regard, have written to me in favor of the passage of this 
bill; but when I contemplate what has been the history of bank- 
ruptcy bills heretofore I can not bring my judgment or my con- 
science to support such a bankruptcy bill at atime like this. It 
may be a time for the enactment of a voluntary bankrupt law. 
In the olden time, under the Jewish dispensation, there was, at 
the expiration of a certain number of years, a period of jubilee, 
when the debtor was forgiven his debt upon certain terms. So 
in the history of nations there may come times when you should 
open the doors of the courts in order that honest debtors may be 
relieved of the burdens that are pressing them down, in order 
that their energies may be restored to their country, instead of 
being crippled and fettered with debt. This is a time for a vol- 
untary ae law; but it is no time for placing the Ameri- 
can people in the hands of receivers. 

Mr. LINNEY. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. TERRY. Certainly. 

Mr. LINNEY. I observe that under the provisions of this bill 
the liens of judgment creditors, of mortgage creditors, and in fact 
all liens, will be ae in the bankruptcy court, and the assets 
of the debtor will be distributed pro rata according to the merit 
or dignity of the different classes of creditors. Now, I wish to 
ask the gentleman what objection he would have to this bill if 
the involuntary features should be stricken out? 

Mr. TERRY. I have already stated, as the gentleman might 
have heard if he had listened to my feeble remarks, that I favor 
a system of voluntary bankruptcy. 

Mr. LINNEY. I did not catch that remark. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, sir, this bill contains not only those fea- 
tures to which I have hastily referred, but others equally ob- 
noxious. Notonly can you take the debtor’s property away from 
him without any bond to compensate for any wrong you may do 
him, but you may actually take his body and hold it in charge of 
a marshal for an indefinite time. Turn to section 8, page 12, of the 
bill, and you will see that this is the fact. Though the bill says 
that the debtor shall not be put in jail, yet he can be kept in the 
custody of a marshal, going back and forth at the dictation of one 
of these petty jumped-up referees. They are to sit in j ent 
upon the solemn rights of the American citizen—these little ref- 
erees allover the land who are so anxious for a bill of thiskind— 
these persons who, to use the language of another, are the yelping 

ack that “‘ bark in the kennels of justice.” They want a bill of 
his kind . The men whose grasping greed, already over- 
wn with wealth, is reaching out for all the earth, would like 
have a bill by which they may force their debtors into bank- 
ruptcy and gather in the little remnant of their property. They 
favor a bill that would deprive their debtors of local assistance 
and the support of their neighbors, and leave them to the tender 
mercies of their Eastern creditors. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. Terry] has expired. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like afew moments more—two minutes, 
I think, will suffice. 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield the gentleman two minutes more. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I say these parties are anxious 
for a bankruptcy bill. Under the present law, when they run an 
attachment upon one of their debtors if they falsely sue outa 
writ they are liable upon a bond. Under a bankruptcy law like 
this they are liable for nothing. They can use this bill asacudgel 
over the heads of their debtors to force from them remorseless 
exactions. They can, as I have said, deprive them of the assist- 
ance of their local friends, 

As the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. TrRacry] has asked, “‘ Why 
all this clamor in behalf of those wholesale dealers in the crowded 
centers?” Have they been victimized by anybody? Have they 
sold their without figuring on a margin of loss? And not 
a t, Mr. Chairman, they have sent their agents around 

the little towns and villages and country places throughout the 
land and ted to the merchants in those places extravagant 
pictures of the profit to be realized from certain classes of goods, 
and have actually inveigled them into the purchase of goods that 
these men would never have thought of purchasing otherwise, giv- 
ing notice to them that they would extend their obligations; and 
yet, when the bill, if you enact it into law, goes into effect, if that 
note given in payment of these goods remains unpaid for thirty 
daysafter it is due, they can haveall of their property snatched from 
their custody and placed in the bankrupt court. ere are other 
— ually harsh for times like these, but, Mr. Chairman, 
epg nem ee time allotted to me. 

© bill is one that ought not to pass in its t shape; it is a 
bill that should be carefully scrutinized, = I hope every gentle- 
man will consider well before committing himself in favor of its 


ssage. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I had intended to speak at some 
pn in advocacy of a substitute which, at the proper time, I 
shal! offer for the pending bill; but I find myself under the treat- 
ment of a physician for a throat affection, which renders it im- 


; 


prudent, and perhaps impossible, for me to attempt any tj), 
an extended speech, and I shall be compelled Spon 
with a brief and simple statement of the reasons which 
induced me to believe that the substitute which I shall offer 
be a wiser law than the bill which the committee have ;. 
It is well understood that my substitute establishes a s) 
purely volun bankruptcy, while the committee bill es}. 
a system of voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy. 
fore, apart from some details, the choice between the tw. 
sitions depends upon the merits or the demerits of iny 


bankruptcy. 

If my time and my condition permitted, I think I could. 
convincing reasons for my contention that no involunta) 
ruptcy law can ever be satisfactory to the people of this . 

And yet, sir, it is probably true that if both my time and 

were unlimited, 1 could not by any argument make that 

than it has been made by the experience of this country. |; ,,, 
mind were a blank on this question; if in the dischary 

duty I had never been called upon to give it any thouc)): ., 
vestigation, the fact that three times in our history a si1)/! 

has been tried and each time has proven a failure wou! 

cient to deter me from the support of such a measure. 

In the early —_ of the oe Congress passed an 
tary bankruptcy law. That law, by its terms and in it 
ing section, limited its duration to five years. And yet, wi: 
limitation of five years in the body of the statute, the law }yoo.),. 
so odious to the people that it was repealed within thre yoy). 
The country then passed through many reverses, as a new | 
ay developing country always must, and again, in 154), ¢)) 

igs si ized their return to power by passing the bankruptcy 
act of 1841, 

The wise men of the country then admonished that jy -y 
against the — ot repeating an experiment that had proven 4 
failure before; but it was said then, just as our friends oy tho 
other side of the House say now, that the new law was fro fy.) 
- obnoxious features of ~_ old law. ——_ en the bet 
oO ee covering y years, ough the Honse ; 
Senate then embraced the greatest men of that or any other ave. 
they were unable to devise a wholesome measure, ani thio | 
grew so odious that the very Congress that enacted it rey 
it. From the repeal of that act the country was never ag 
tempted to experiment with such a law until after the ci 
had swept over the land, desolating its homes and wreckiny 315 
fortunes. After that dreadful time had come and gone, (\ 
responded to the popular demand for relief and passe! {! 

1867. Withinsix years—yes, indeed, within four years—« 1 
act had been written upon the statute book the people bean | 
demand its repeal. The House repealed it twice before th: Se- 
ate could be induced to act; but finally the slower-moving Seni‘o 
was ——s to answer the popular demand, and for « tir! 
time the House a law repealing the act of 1867. 

- Mr. DOLLI . Will the gentleman yield for an injuiry just 

ere? 

Mr. BAILEY. With pleasure. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Has my friend examined the debates i: 
nection with the matter to out whether the unpopularity of 
the bankrupt laws of which he arose from the machinery 
of their administration or from the principle of involuntary |uk- 
ruptey which was carried in them? ; 
ene Y. Seta coneeda them; and I will cay t ) my 

owa opinion was expressed by Sen- 
ator Conkling, who declared that in a country like this 1! 1's 1m- 
possible tosuccessfully administer an involuntary bankruptcy lov. 
Almost everybody agreed that its involuntary provisions had ben 
avused by unjust creditors. And howanxious they were to re) 
it is attested by the fact that the repealing act passed (0s 
— by a vote wanes 40. ‘ . ¥ 
ow, gentlemen majority, I appeal you. our party 
ee 1867 at a time when the country stood more sore’ 
need of it than ever before, and that law was admitt«:! ') '» 
perfect as the wise men of that day could make it, yet i wrous'' 
injustice and disaster; and are you , Within twenty years 
of i to put k upon the statute 
books a law more drastic in many of its features than it wis)? 
man can point out the particulars in which this bill is ani)" 
ment that bill. , " 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if my friend from Ths“! 
permit me, in response to the question asked by the gentieman 

om Iowa a say that within the last two r 
four hours I have i the debate on the repeal of t° * 
of 1867, and it appears conclusively that it was the abus: 
involuntary feature of that act by the unscrupulous creo 
made it so obnoxious that the public demanded its repea!. 

Mr. BAILEY. There can be no doubt about that. T)\ \ ‘1 
the ground upon which General Grant recommended th: ©)" 
of 


he T 
It is frequently insisted that as a bankruptcy law opers'’s $8? 
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ceasfully in Great Britain it can be made to do so in this country. 
The difference between the conditions of the two is essentially 
different. The bankrupt law of Great Britain is practically their 
attachment law. Besides, England is a small, compact commer- 
cial country, and there are many differences between that people 
and this people, which necessarily makes the operation of the sys- 
tem there and here different. We have in every State in this 
Union an excellent 8 ystem of collecting debts, and I believe there 
ig no State in this Union in which a fraudulent debtor may not 
be brought by a summary process into court under a writ of 
attachment. : . 

I feel now, a8 I have felt all the while, that while a purely volun- 
tary system would be the best, yet I would have been willing to 
agree that the Federal bankruptcy law should embrace the same 

rovisions which are comprehended within the State attachment 
| nt and if our friends are sincere in saying that they seek the 
benefit of thedebtor as‘well as of the creditor, tell me, in the name 
of common sense and justice, why it is that they ask the Ameri- 
can Congress to go further in a bankruptcy law than any of the 
States have gone or will go in an attachment law. 

There is no State in this Union—or if there be one it will be 
found to be that exception which proves the rule—where a man 
can be dragged into court by the extraordinary process of attach- 
ment unless he has committed a fraud or unless that attachment 
is necessary to give the court jurisdiction. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, though I do not believe that any involun- 
tary system of bankruptcy can be successfully administered in 
this er § and although I believe that as often as the system is 
tried it will become unpopular and be repealed, yet I would be 
willing to try a law that limited acts of bankruptcy purely and 
only to those acts that justify attachments. 

I have no fondness for fraudulent debtors. I am perfectly cer- 
tain that fraudulent debtors do not deserve the favor of the law; 
but the vice of this bill is that in uncovering the fraudulent debtor | 
it gives the merciless and vindictive creditor the opportunity to 
harass and destroy the honest debtor. 

Our friends have proceeded throughout this entire debate upon 
the theory that those of us who advocate a voluntary bankruptcy 





law have lest sight entirely of the interest of the creditor. It is 
a strange oversight that leads any man to this conclusion. I am 


free to say that a voluntary system, like the substitute which I 
have prepared, upon the theory that when an honest man | 
who is unable to pay all his debts has surrendered his property for | 
pro rata distribution among his.creditors, he ought to be permitted | 
to begin life over again with 4 clean sheet; and that is also the | 
theory of the committee bill. Every gentleman who has defended 
that bill affirms that itis right to permit an honest but unfortunate 
debtor to surrender his property and begin the race of life over 
again, unburdened by those debts which it is impossible for him | 
to pay. We insist that in giving an additional remedy to the | 
outa against a dishonest debtor, or even against an insolvent 

| 

| 





debtor, there is great danger that it will be abused, for the expe- 
rience of three laws and nearly a hundred years proves that it has 
beenabused. Werefusetobelievethat human nature haschanged, 
and we feel sure that what happened under the old law will hap- 
pen under this law with its equal opportunities for oppression. 

I believe that the consummation of wisdom in framing a bank- 
ruptcy law is to devise one under which an honest debtor can 
surrender his property and procure his discharge, but of which a 
dishonest debtor could not obtain the advantage, and I believe that 
very few men will dissent from that opinion. I also believe that 
any fair and impartial man who will examine this substitute with- 
out prejudice will agree with me that no dishonest debtor can 
procure his discharge under it. 

Mr. RAY. I would like to ask the gentleman what his substi- 
tute is? Is it the bill 742? 

Mr. BAILEY. No, sir; the substitute is numbered 8234. The 
bill to which the gentleman refers will be offered as a substitute. 

My substitute provides that any man who has assigned all he 
has above his ex ions for the equal benefit of all his creditors 

. It further provides that any man who 
, either directly or indirectly, or has done 
any act to defeat—I do not even make it a matter of in- 
tention—but who has done any act ‘tending to defeat” the fair 
distribution of his assets among his creditors, or who has suffered 
an attachment to be levied upon his property, shall not be entitled 
to the benefit of this law. 

The attachment clause was noi free from difficulty. If a man 


Whose " had been attached was permitted to get a dis- 
charge na the door for fraud, because his relatives and 
favorite tors would attach him immediately upon the passage 
of the and would take all the property to pay their 
debts, the creditors to be paid with a certificate of 
the court. To avoid that, the substitute denies him a 
—— an attachment has been levied upon his property 
a 


given time. But we could not safely stop there, for if 
any vindictive creditor could have prevented his debtor 


we did, 
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| and if it is found that I have given a preference 
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from obtaining the benefit of the law by institut 


ing attachment 
| proceedings; and so we provided that if upon the levy of an at- 
tachment the insolvent debtor would make an assignment as speci- 
fied in the bill, the effect of that assignment should be to vacate 
the attachment, and his estate should then be administered and 
divided among all his creditors. We thet it nd the 
debtor’s power to allow a favored creditor to attach him i thus 
obtain a preference, and we also put it bey l | r of « vin- 
dictive creditor to attach him and prevent him in obtaining the 
benefit of the law. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. If he complies with t] ditions 
there. 

Mr. BAILEY. If he comes into the court and ns 3 
assets, then he is entitled to the benefit of the law. and | 
no man will say that he ought not to have it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the gentleman will permi 
your bill do with the old-time failures? 

Mr. BAILEY. Every insolvent debtor can come in under it 
without reference to the date of his failure. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Suppose this case of preference or 1 ‘red 
attachment, originated at the time of the failure of a merchant. was 


ten or twenty years ago? 

Mr. BAILEY. The bill does not undertake to go so far back. 
It provides that the prohibited acts shall not have been done 
within three months of the passage of the bill. That limitation 
was incorporated in the bill to prevent the rush of ‘ 
debtors, who could give their property to thei 
before the passage of the bill. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am not one of tho 


» who im that an 

| legislation can make a rascal an honest man. I know perfect! 
well that no power short of that Divine power which gave sight 
to the blind and which healed the sick can make a rascal honest 
but I do believe that it is within the reach of practical statesman- 


ship to make a rascal act honestly by making it to his interest for 


| him todoso. We attempt to do that by offering to every insolvent 

| debtor his financial emancipation if he will place his property in 
the hands of an assignee for the benefit of his creditors. When he 
does that, it has passed out of his control and becomes the proy 


erty of his creditors. 


We make him surrender hi yperty before 
we permit him to ask for a discharge. He can come int rt 
only by alleging that he has surrendered his property for t) 
benefit of his creditors. Any creditor has a right to contest the 


debtor's application for discharge, and can defeat the dischat 

by proving that the debtor has done any of these prohibited act 
Now, put it to yourselves, gentlemen. Suppose a dishon 

debtor, in failing circumstances, desires to prefer some relatiy 


r 
favored creditor, he can do it, of course, in any State which | 
mits a preference (thongh many of the States do not permit it), 
but if he does he can get no benefit under this bill. » he stands 


there with a relative or creditor on the one si asking for a 
wreference, and on the other side is the bankrupt law, warning 
1im that if he does give a preference he shall not be discharged 
from his debts. What would a dishonest man do under the cir- 
cumstances? He is looking always to his own advantage, and in 
such a case he will say to himself, “If I prefer any creditor and 
then assign the balance of my property my property will be 
[ shall get no 
discharge.” The certain result will be that rather than take the 
chance of giving a preference and being denied the benefit of the 
bankruptcy law he will assign all his property so that he may get 
a discharge, because insolvents always, whether honest or dishon- 
est, believe that if they can only be relieved from their present 
obligations they can repair their fortunes. 

Mr.STEWART of New Jersey. I should like to call the 
man’s attention to one point. At the top of page 2 of his substi- 
tute I find this provision: 


The property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered 


gone, 


” 


»+7 
fFentvtie@e 


and dis- 


tributed a creditors according to the laws of the State where the prop- 
erty is situated. 

Mr. BAILEY. It also says ‘subject to the provisions of this 
act.” 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Now, the constitutional pro- 


vision is that we shall have power to make uniform laws on the 
subject of bankruptcy; but how can a law be uniform if every 
State executes it according to its own special legislation on the 
subject? 

Mr. BAILEY. The State does not execute this law. The law 
itself is uniform. The substitute says that when a certain state 
of facts exists the Federal courts may grant a discharge in bank- 
ruptey. The fact upon which a debtor obtains the discharge is 
not that the property has been administered in a certain way, but 
that it has been surrendered. Now, I submit to my friend, and 
he knows perfectly well, that the exemptions are in no wise uni- 
form throughout the several States of the Union; but the old 
law, which allowed these various and conflicting exemptions, was 
sustained by the courts. 
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Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. But this provision in the gen- 
tleman’s substitute strikes at the substantive part of the law, 
not at the exemptions. It provides that it shall be administered 
according to the laws of the State. 

Mr. BAILEY. That the estate shall beso administered; not the 
law. If my friend will read the substitute more closely he will 
find that the qualifying words, ‘*subject to the provisions of this 
act,” control practically all the preceding part of that provision. 

Mr. STEWART of New J se But my insistment is that this 
is a delegation of power to the States whose laws are discrepant 
and different, and therefore that its enactment would not execute 
our constitutional obligation to pass uniform laws on the subject 
of bankruptcy. 

Mr. BAILEY. If that is my friend’s only trouble, I will give 
him a bond to keep his conscience clear if he will support this bill. 
There is no difficulty on that point. 

Here the hammer fell. 

r. HENDERSON. r. Chairman, the fifty-eight minutes re- 
ounee on this side I yield to the gentleman from New York [ Mr. 
Ray]. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, how much time has the 
gentleman remaining? 

Mr. HENDERSON. We have fifty-eight minutes remaining. 
Does my friend from Texas desire to make some observations at 
this time? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I wish to say a few words. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON. I yield the gentleman five minutes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not, of course, expect 
in five minutes to make any argument upon this bill or to discuss 
its details in any way. 

I want to state, however, I am very anxious a bankruptcy bill 
should be passed at this session of Congress, for the reason that 
there are hundreds and thousands of good men all over the coun- 
try who are unable to extricate themselves from debt. These men 
for the most part, in my State, are the very best part of the popu- 
lation; they are the most enterprising, the most energetic men we 
have among us; and we need their enterprise; we need their en- 
ergy to help build up the interests of the country, which have 
been so greatly depressed. 

Heretofore I have stoutly resisted the —- of any law con- 
taining an involuntary provision of bankruptcy; I have hereto- 
fore believed that such a system could not be well executed in this 
country. But I have arrived at the conclusion that it is impossi- 
ble to pass a bankraptcy law containing only voluntary provi- 
sions; and I believe, Mr. Chairman, that the reason for this is that 
when you call upon the creditor class to allow voluntary bank- 
rupts to be discharged from their debts they will demand, as they 
have heretofore demanded, some consideration in respect to their 
own interests. It is well known that throughout this paver’ & 
within the last few years, the creditor class has been grea‘ 
imposed upon by the assignment laws of the States, by the privi- 
lege granted and exercised under State laws to make deeds of trust 
or assignments and by the paaae which have been given, 
by fraudulent attachments, by fraudulent judgments. Through- 
out the entire country the creditor class has been greatly and 
seriously imposed upon; and if we expect now to pass a form 
system of bankruptcy for this country it seems to me that we 
must give as well as take. 

The bill now before the House, called the Henderson bill, is, I be- 
lieve, the very best bill on this subject that has ever been offered in 
Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will my colleague permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly, but I have only five minutes. 

Mr. BAILEY. We willsecure you moretime. Do you believe 
that if the House should pass this bill it can the Senate? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iam just coming to that. I ought to sa; 
in advance that the measure offered by y my colleague [Mr. BAILEY 
has in some of its features been o heretofore both in the 
a — = the Senate. je Ba the — a ee J sneer 

u m very greatly improved and enlarged by 80 
that it isa far better measure than it was when it was offered in 
the Senate ago and in the House of Representatives durin, 
the Fifty-first Congress; and if it could become a law I shoul 
vote for it with the greatest alacrity. I have an idea that I will 
vote for it at any rate as a substitute for the nt bill, merely 
to maintain my record. ey hter.] But I hardly think it can 
become alaw. If it could,I e country would be greatly 
benefited by it. 

Now, as I was saying, the measure reported by the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. rng roy , the chairman of the Judiciary Com- 
mittee, is the very best bill 1 have ever read, combining both the 
involuntary and the voluntary provisions, With the highest re- 
spect for the judgment of some of my colleagues on the commit- 


tee who have o this bill, I think they have greatly e. 
gaveed the bardhipe thos will how fram the panmnen of GasUal, 
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because it is a very different measure from the law of 1867, 
widely apart from the bill known as the Torrey bill. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent, with the approval of 
the gentleman from Iowa—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope that my colleague on the commit. 
tee will be permitted to es ; 

Mr. CULBERSON. Iam unwilling to trespass—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. And I ask that the general time be ex. 
tended so as to accommodate him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CULBERSON. ThenI will take a few minutes more. 

I say that this bill is widely different and apart from the T rey 
bill. There are some things in this bill that ought to be stricken 
out. The fourth cause for involuntary bankruptcy ought, in my 
opinion, to be removed from the bill. But, Mr. Chairman, if yoy 
will consider this bill in all its details you will find that under it 
no man can be put into involuntary bankruptcy unless he is an 
insolvent. Now, under the old Torrey bill the word “ insolyent” 
had alegal a toit. Under that billif a debtor faijleg 
to pay a debt for thirty days or forty days the presumption wag 
that he was an insolvent. 

A Memper. That is in this bill, too. 

Mr. CULBERSON. A gentleman over here suggests that the 
same —— is in this bill, but I beg him to understand that 
this bill defines an insolvent as one whose property or assets shal] 
not be sufficient to pay his debts; and that question, if he demands 
it, is to be submitted to a jury. I donot think you will find such 
a humane provision in any bankruptcy law in this country or in 
any other. All these provisions in relation to this matter of 
involuntary bankruptcy proceed upon the idea that the debtor is 
insolvent. 

There is another matter which has been referred to here and 
which I ong ee noticefor buta moment. It has been objected that 
under this bill you can arrest a debtor for debt, that you cin take 
him into c y—not put him in jail, but hold him in custody by 
a marshal. Now, I would, if I could, strike that from this bill, 
I did vote to strike it out in committee. But gentlemen ought to 
understand that this provision itself is more humane than any of 
the laws of the different States of this couutry regulating the 
attachment of witnesses. Under the laws of the different States 
ae can attach a witness, and if he does not give security or bond 

or his appearance he may be placed in jail. Under this bill, 
when the creditors assert that the debtor has made some (isposi- 
tion of his property which defrauds them and about which they 
desire to have him examined, and they ask for a writ to arrest him 
and bring him before the court to testify, he may be broug)it there. 
The distinguished chairman of our committee thought that it 
would not do to put the debtor in jail, and therefore this bill 

rovides that he have the privilege of going around with 

e marshal until he gives his testimony in court. Is there any 
injustice in that, anything inhuman, anything cruel, when in 
every court of the country a harsher power is exercised? | do not 
think 80. 


It ig 


Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to say this much. I should like 
to see the bill of m eo [Mr. BatLey] pass the House. | 
believe I shall vote for it. I have a great fondness for it. Butl 
do not believe it can become a law, and will, if necessary, vote for 
the Henderson bill. I believe that the bill of the committee will 
become a law. I believe that the pressure upon Congress now 
from all parts of the country induce the Congress of the 
United States—the Senate as well as the House—to give usa 
ae law that will roll the load of debt off the shoulders of 
the insolvent. a egg 

Mr. RAY. r. Chairman, I not attempt at this late hour 
in the day to make the extended remarks in regard to this bill that 
Iintended. The gentlemen who are op to this bill ought to 
be convinced by the argument of the ished gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. CULBERSON], who has just addressed the committee, 
that this is a proper to be enacted into a law. 

I have had the honor to serve on the Judiciary Committee of 
this House with that gentleman for now six years, and I know him 
to be a lawyer and conscientious, high-minded gentleman. 

i our of those he was the sieaienee of that commit- 
tee. e have had the bankruptcy bill before our committee 12 
each of the last three Co , and it has commanded thie best 
attention the committee was able to give to it. : 

This bill which is now reported from the Judiciary Committe 
is not the Torrey bill. gentlemen who have served with me 
for four years upon that committee preceding this Congress. and 
the disti gentleman from Texas to whom I have already 
referred, who has just taken his seat, will not hesitate to assert 
that I have ae the power that in me lay the bills 

. I stood side by side with the gentle 

. CULBERSON], and his ment and my 

agreement to the now bear the same date. | am 
proud of my company, because there is no better lawyer ‘0 the 
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Congress of the United States than that gentleman. While I come 
North, he comes from the agricultural districts of the South, and 
understands the wants of the people he represents. We now agree 
on this bill as adequate and just. 

The other gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEy] is possessed of 
a very peculiar mind. It must be undergoing a stage of transi- 
tion, or transformation, for within the last few months he has 
presented either to the House or to the Judiciary Committee—or 
will have presented, if he fulfills his promises, before this subject 
is disposed of—four different measures which embody essential 
features radically different from each other. 

Mr. BAILEY. Since the gentleman from New York has seen 
proper to refer to me, I will simply tell him that that is not the 

h. 
oir RAY. Isay it is, and I have the proposed bills before me 
at this moment, and have been examining them. 

Mr. BAILEY. You have not got them, and you can not find 
any such bills as that. 

Mr. RAY. I will refer to them in the Recorp, and put in 
extracts from them. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me say to the gentleman—and I am sure he 
does not want to misrepresent me—— 

Mr. RAY. Certainly not. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was one of the members of a subcommittee 
instructed by the full Committee on the Judiciary of the House to 
draft a bankrupt law containing both the voluntary and the in- 
voluntary features. In accordance with that instruction I sub- 
mitted as my minority report from the subcommittee a report, 
which was printed. at report is exactly the bill which I shall 
offer to the House as a substitute for the pending biil, with the 
involuntary feature cut out. And the member from New York 
knows perfectly well that I stated to the committee that I had 
ingrafted the eeeeey feature on the bill in accordance with 
and in obedience to the directions of the committee. 

Mr. RAY. I have this only to say, that I desire to ask the gen- 
tleman from Texas a few questions, with his consent, and I ask for 
responses to them. Did you introduce a bankruptcy bill in the 
last Con and secure its passage through the House? 

Mr. B Y. I did, and you know it. 

Mr. RAY. Of course I knowit. Is that the same bill that you 
pro to offer as a substitute to-morrow for the pending bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. It is not. 

Mr. RAY. Very good—— 

Mr. BAILEY. And let me say here—— 

Mr. RAY. Now, do not take up my time. I refer to your bills 
H. R. 4609, Fifty-third Congress; H. R. 259, H. R. 8234, and H.R. 
no number, all in the Fifty-fourth Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. You have asked me a question; let me conclude 
my answer to it. The bill I propose to offer as a substitute for 
the pending bill to-morrow is that bill as I introduced it and 
as it the House and was amended by the Judiciary Com- 
mittee of the Senate; and I introduced it in that form for the pur- 
pose of trying to get the two Houses as near together as possible 
on the subject. 

Mr. RAY. Now, I trust the gentleman will not misunderstand 
me or the remarks I was about to make. The remarks I make are 
no reflection whatever upon his ability as a lawyer, or upon his 
intelligence, or his integrity asa man. They only show that the 

tleman himself is in a condition of mind where he differs with 
imself as the weeks and the months go by. And I submit to the 
House that when a tleman’s mind is in that condition he is 
not a safe guide to follow in so important a matter as the con- 
struction or framing of a law upon the subject of bankruptcy. 

Mr. BAILEY. the member from New York will permit me, 
I wish to say that in all I havedone since I have been here I have 
been striving to secure the of a bill through the House 
that could pass both Houses of Congress and become a law; and 
to-morrow, when the question comes, I expect to vote for a substi- 
— that was not introduced by myself as the best thing that can 

one, 

Mr. RAY. Very good, and I trust the gentleman wil! not take 
. I did not question the gentleman’s honesty of purpose or 
his desire to secure a good law. I simply referred to this as show- 

that the gentleman himself has gone from the support of one 
to another with incredible rapidity when we consider its 


importance. 
- WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me to 
eed in the opening of his remarks he puts himself in the 
Mr. BAILEY. That is the reason why I do not want to be put 
in the same myself. 
Mr. RAY. I desire to say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
(Mr. Winiiam A. Stone] that I do not put myself in any such 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. You admit a conversion. 
Mr.RAY. The bill that was known as the Torrey bill was before 


; 
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this House and before the Committee on the Judiciary when the 
from the great manufacturing counties and States of the East and 


gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. WiILLiam A. STonr] and my 
self sat side by side in that committee, and the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania and I came upon the floor of this House and opposed 


that bill as then reported—he upon certain grounds and I upon 
others. Now, the distinguished chairman of the mitteein the 
last two Congresses [Mr. CULBERSON] will bear me witness that 
when the new bill, known as the Powers bi.l, came before the 
Judiciary Committee in this Congress I opposed it in the form 
in which it then stood. I insisted that I would not support it 
unless the drastic, harsh features were eliminated from it, and 


the result of our labor has been to eliminate from the bill now 
before the House every harsh, every drastic feature, every provi- 
sion that an honest man can object to. This biil has passed and 
been subjected to the criticism of three sessions of Congress, and 
has grown better and better until no just criticism can be urged. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, before my time is entirely exhausted, 1] 
desire to call attention for a few minutes to the unwise provisions 
of the substitute that will be offered by the gentleman from Texas 
{Mr. BaILEy}. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from New York permit me? 
He stated a while ago that he had been opposing this bill all the 
time. I have here the record of the vote of the Fifty-third Con- 
gress, page 7598 of the CoNGRESSIONAL Record, and it shows that 
the gentleman from New York { Mr. Ray] voted against the mo- 
tion to strike out the enacting anes of this bill voted with all 
the friends of the bill. 

Mr. RAY. Why, certainly I voted against striking out the 
enacting clause. But can not the gentleman understand that I 
might refuse to vote to strike out the enacting clause and yet 
stand upon the floor of this House and advocate amendments to 
the bill so as to perfect it and make it a bill that I would support; 
and if I failed in making it a bill that I could support, then vote 
against the bill itself? 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray} was 
one of the tellers in the fight against the bill, and on the side of 
the bill. 

Mr. RAY. I was one of the tellers in the fight against the Bai- 
ley bill in the last Congress? 

Mr. BAILEY. No; this is the Torrey bill. 
also opposed my bill. 

Mr. RAY. I did oppose striking out the enacting clause; but I 
made a speech upon the bill that tired all the members of this 
House, in opposition to it. [Laughter.] And now I trust the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] will permit me to makea 
few remarks in regard to his substitute, giving a few reasons, 
which will be amplified, why it should not become a law, why it 
can not become an effective law. Before I do that, I desire to read 
from Story on the Constitution, just a short extract, showing what 
a bankruptcy bill is or ought to be. Judge Story, who wrote this 
book, has always been considered an authority upon constitutional 
questions. He says: 


Without stopping at present to consider what is the precise meaning of 
each of these terms as contradistinguished from the other, it may be stated 
that the general object of all bankruptcy and insolvency laws is, on the one 
hand, to secure to creditors an appropriation of the property of their debtors 
pro tanto to the discharge of their debts, whenever the latter are unable 


I know that you 


to 
discharge the whole amount, and on the other hand to relieve unfortunate 
and honest debtors from perpetual bondage to their creditors 

That is the purpose and object. Then, again, he says: 

Perhaps as satisfactory a description of a bankruptcy law as can be framed 
is that it is a law for the benefit and relief of creditors and their d: in 
cases in which the latter are unable or unwilling to pay their debts: and a 
law on the subject of bankruptcies, in the sense of the Constitution, is a law 
making provision for cases of persons failing to pay their debts 

Now, in the first place, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. BaiLey] 
goes upon the theory that the only object of our fathers in estab- 
lishing this provision of the Constitution was to provide a way 
and manner in which failing debtors might escape from their 
debts; that this was the beginning and the end, the whole scope 
of this power. Such a law as he has designed and presented to 
this House has never been enacted in this or any other country on 
the face of the globe, excepting that at one time Enyland, asa 
supplementary act to her bankruptcy law, did pass an act known 
as ‘‘An act for the benefit of poor English gentlemen,” designed 
simply to enable them to escape from their pecuniary obligations, 

Now, directing attention again to this bill, this proposed sub- 
stitute of the gentleman from Texas, I will call attention to the 
first provision of it. I want gentlemen to understand and appre- 
ciate how pernicious it would be if permitted to become a law, 
and the results it would inevitably lead to. 

Section 1 reads: 

That if an insolvent debtor, not a corporation, shall execute an assignment 
or cession of his property, valid by the laws of the State, Territory, or Dis- 
trict of Columbia in which he may reside, or if he have property in 7 other 
jurisdiction, then as to such property valid according to the laws thereof, 
and also in accordance with the provisions of this act, it shall have tae effect 
hereinafter provided for. 

Now, what is the meaning and effect of that? I ask lawyers 
and business men to give their attention to the practical effect of 
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such a law as that. I reside in the Stateof New York, in the city 
of New York; I have property in that city. I am close to the 
borders of New Jersey and Connecticut. 1 own property in New 
Jersey and I own —— in the State of Connecticut. In order 
that I may have the benefit of the law proposed by my colleague 
from Texas {Mr. BarLey] what must I do? I must have an 
assignment filed valid according to the law of the State of New 
York; then it must be valid according to the law of the State of 
Connecticut; and then it must be valid according to the law of 
the State of New Jersey. But that is not all. it does not stop 
there. It must be valid also according to the law of the United 
States of America. 

Now. if the law of New Jersey differs from the law of New 
York, [I must make my assignment cenfliet with itself. If it dif- 
fers from the law of the State of Connectieut, then it must differ 
and conflict in two particulars; and if the laws of the three 
States shall happen to conflict with the laws.of the United States, 
then you have an assignment in conflict with itself in four differ- 
ent respects. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman from New York permit me 
to say this? He has stated that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON | is one of the best lawyers im th- “Jnien. That see- 
tion is taken word for word, except the corporation provision, 
from the bill of the gentleman from Texas | Mr. CuLBERSON}. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Texas | Mr. CuLBERson] has 
seen the error of his ways. He has repented, and upon the floor 
of this House has told you he is in favor of the bill now reported 
by the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Now, let us go a little further, and see what the effect will be if 
you enact into law any such measure. I read from a Senate bill 
(four bills were introduced. by Mr. Barry of Texas), and the 
Senate bill that has been reported over there is known as 742, and 
contains the same provisions. All are alike in the particular men- 
tioned. 

Now, let us go a little further, and see what the gentleman’s 
proposition is. The property in each State must be administered 
and distributed according to the laws of the State in which it is 
situated; but the bankrupt himself, when he applies for a dis- 
charge, which he may do within three months, must apply in the 
United States courts. So let us examine the condition of the poor 
bankrupt who has made an assignment. He has got onethat con- 
flicts with itself in four different respects. He has a proceeding 
running in the State courts of the State of Connecticut; he has 
another running in the State courts of the State of New York; he 
has another running in the State courts of the State of New Jer- 
sey, and he has still another suit, proceedings relating to the same 

perty and the same man, running in the United States court. 

our suits, four proceedings relating to his property, four sets of 

lawyers, four different courts to construe this law and to construe 
the laws of the different States. 

Now, if the State courts differ in the construction of the State 
laws, which court is to be the final arbiter? Isit to be the United 
States court? If so, then if the State court does not decide as 
some gentlemen think the United States court would decide, it 
eo an appeal to the United States Supreme Court. From New 

ersey comes another appeal, from New York comes another ap- 
~= so that you will have i a pending and appeals pend- 

ng; three sets of lawyers in three different State courts; and then 
you would have lawyers in the United States courts, all pecking 
away at the same estate. And that is the possible effeet of this 
wise law of my amiable and learned colleague, Mr. Bainey, if he 
will pardon me for mentioning his name. 

Now, that is not all. Here you are providing a conflict of juris- 
diction and decisions, not for one court, the estate may be 
speedily administered, where it may be os and cheaply dis- 
tributed, but you are providing for trou and litigations that 
would not po in the lifetime of the debtor. a fruit- 
ful field for litigation is opened up. How a the shylocks, 
the greedy shylocks of the profession, would grin as they scan the 
measure proposed by the gentleman from Texas; and how 
would the shysters of the — hang upon the borders of the 
estate of every man anywhere near insolvency, saying “‘the mo- 
ment he gets in we will pluck his estate to the utter exclusion of 


“hoaraae that f this bill fu 
ow, ut amplifying upon vision of thi r- 
ther, I desire to attention very briefly to one or two other 
propositions in connection with it; but before I do, that let me 
call the attention of my friends upon this side of the House who 
have criticised the bill reperted by the Judiciary Cornmittee, and 
who have favored the enactment into law of Senate bill No. 742, 
to a provision that is found in both bills. Several gentlemen have 
*riticised House bill $110 because it permits the tantivapt to be 
arrested and held during the proceedings. 

Now, those same gent nm, after making that after 
having upon that ground condemned the bill to this 
House by the Judiciary Committee, have announced that they 
should vote for Senate bill 742. The gentlemen have not read 


ly 
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that bill, because it, too, provides for the arrest and detentin,, .¢ 
the debtor during the pendency of the proceedings. 7 

Mr. Chairman, time has been so consumed that I can not viva 
particular attention to the several features of this bill, but»)... 
content myself with commenting: upon some of them under | 
five-minute rule. 

I ask gentlemen to remember that one of the strongest 0});..... 
tions urged against the last bankruptey bill that we had uy), ;\\ 
statute book was that the estate of the insolvent was swallow: | D 
in fees and costs and attorneys’ fees. Iwantto impress up. 
minds the fact that under the Senate bill which is to be offer: | 
a substitute, and under the substitute to be offered by the o.);).. 
man from Texas [Mr. BaiLEey], it is very evident that the stato 
will have to be enormously or else it will be consumed iy 
payment of attorneys’ fees. hile the estate is being adminis. 
tered in the State court according to the laws of the State, » 
ceeding will be pending imthe United States court, and the «|, 
and the crediter alse, if they would prevent a discharye. 
have to be traveling back and forth, vibrating between 1! 
courts. Then sap the two courts should differ in their 
struction of those State laws, what will be the inevitable rosy); 
yee and still further costs and delays and troubles. 

he Senate bill, as well as the House bill, provides—jay 
feature has been criticised—that all preferences given wi‘) 
a certain time shall become void. Do you suppose that the pro- 
posed. substitute of the gentlemam from Texas can pass the Ss: 
ate when that body has already spoken upon this point, wh-), j: 
has already condemned the proposition with reference to jro{cr-. 
ences? 

One other objection, Mr. Chairman, and a serious one. is jo 
be considered—the constitutional objection. I hold in my hand 
and I shall insert in my remarks some portions of an argiiien 
presented to the House of Representatives in the form of 3 repor 
upon the propesition which is embodied in the bill of the voyt\- 
man from Texas. This ent will befound in Report No. 20), 
‘** Views of the minority,” submitted by Mr. Wolverton, 1 Demo- 
cratic member of this in the Fifty-third Congress. 

He isan able lawyer, who gave t thought to this subject and 
who condemns the substitute of the gentleman from Texas as 1 
constitutional; treats it without gloves, and shows it up in «i! 
enormity and in all its deformities. ask: the lawyers of this 
House, as a loge proposition purely, how can you hold for 4 
moment that a law enacted under the provisions of the Con-1it 
tion, which says that the Congress may enact or establish 
laws on the subject of bankruptey throughout the United 51: 
is constitutional which in the very send-off, instead of en: 
or establishing a uniform law of bankruptey, proposes to «.! 
lish, or rather to adopt, the nonuniform lawsof the different 
of the Union? Weall know that no two States have writt 
their statute books the same assignment or insolvent laws: 
all differ. Therefore when the Con of the United States at 
tempts te pass a law which either ts the State laws or en: 
them in any form as the law of the United States in relation 
ban y it is adopting or establishing nonuniform |: 
that subject, and no court in Christendom would say or | 
such a law is constitutional. 

Again, the Constitution contemplates and says that when wv 
exercise this power of establishing laws upon the sub jo! 
ruptcy throughout the United States those laws skal! })- 1 
so that all de and all creditors throughout the cou» 
ing within the provisions of the laws shall have equal » 
and benefit from them. Suppose, now, that you enaci | 
a eae su that the State 

ork at once repeals its assignment law. It will the 
sible for a man to make an assignment valid under t): 
the State of New York and under the laws of the Unit! > 
He can make no assignment at all, and no citizen of the s\: 
New York can have the benefit of the bankruptcy law it | 
posed substitute is oof 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Will the gentleman | 
question? 

Mr. RAY. Y¥es, sir. ; 
Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Is it the opinion of th: <"' 
man that the enactment of a law providing for voluntir uk 
ruptey only would be an exercise of the constitutiona! »» °° 

Congress te enact a law? 

Mr. RAY. My opinion is that such a law might be 0» 
tutional unless it teok hold of the estate of the debtor.) ° 
frow the very definition of a constitutional bankrupt law | 
have read to you as laid down by Judge Story and fr tr 
decisions of the courts it is evident that the passage 0! © | 

rtial law would not be an exercise of the power conferr: 1)" 

by the Constitution. [It would ae relate to bankrupt 
cies, but simply the discharge of insolvent debtors. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON. If my colleague will permit me to" 
rupt him for @ moment, I wish to make a suggestion. |'«' a 
somewhat after 5 o'clock, and I ask unanimous consent (hs) © 








1896. 








j 
ining portion of the gentleman's fifty-eight minutes be al- 
aa to him when we meet again in Committee of the Whole for 
further consideration of this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. IL object. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I wish to ask the gentleman from 
New York a question. If a bankrupt bill having a voluntary pro- 
vision only would be unconstitutional, would not a bankrupt bill 
having an inveluntary provision only be uncenstitutional for the 
same reason? ; e : 

Mr. RAY. I think there might be danger thatit would be held 
unconstitutional. Still it would be saved because it takes the 
property. I believe that the provision of the Constitution provid- 
ing for uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcy contemplate 


po 


provisions in the case of insolvent debtors which shall take hok 
not only of the person but of the estate, administer the estate, and 
discharge the bankrupt in case he has not been guilty of any of 
the offenses defined and prohibited by the law. It must deal 
with both the estate of the debtor and his person. 

I wish to say further that [ would oppose on the floor of this 
House or elsewhere any bill which should propose to enact a 
purely involuntary law, as I would oppose here and elsewhere 
any bill proposing to enact into law something that was purely 
voluntary. Ithink the two should go together; that discharges 
are incidental to the administration of bankrupt estates. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Now, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman this other question: Does he not know that the act of 
1800 was an involuntary measure only, and that the courts held 
it to be constitutional? 

Mr. RAY. The courts in those times did; but that gives nocer- | 
tainty that the courts to-day would so hold. Neither does it bind 
my conseience or judgment because incidentally the courts back 
in those times so held. But that law of 1800 dealt with the estate 
as well as the person. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me suggest that courts do not 
change their views upon bankruptcy laws as some gentlemen in 
this House are admitted to have done. 

Mr. RAY. Well, I do not know whether the courts would 
change their views upon bankrupicy laws or not. It would de- 
pend al ther on the make-up of the court. 

Mr. W A. STONE. And something on the precedents. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Pennsylvania knows that. 

Mr. TERRY. I understand the gentleman from New York | 
[Mr. Ray] to criticise the substitute of the gentleman from Texas 
|Mr. BAILEY] as being unconstitutional, upon the ground that it 
adopts as partof its provisions the laws of the various States on 
the subject of insolvency, assignments, etc. 

Mr. RAY. It attempts.to adopt them as part of the bankruptcy 
law, and provides as a prerequisite to a discharge that the estate | 
shall be administered according to the laws of the various States, | 


and also, mind you, in accordance with the provisions of this bill. | 

Mr. TERRY. I understand the gentleman. Now, if that isa 
just criticism the substitute of the gentleman from Texas, | 
Will it not apply to the bill of the committee which the gentleman | 
is advocating, because this bill adopts the exemption laws of the 
various States, which may be repealed from time to time in the 
same way as the insolvent laws of the several States? 

Mr. RAY. We do not adopt those exemption laws. 

Mr. TERRY. You say that the bankrupt shall be entitled to 
the exemptions allowed him under the law of his State. 

Mr. RAY. That is so; the exemptions would be different in dif- 
ferent cases; but we do not adopt those laws or undertake to enact 
them as a of this bill. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Would not such a provision be held to be 
unconstitutional? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly not. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. ere would be “‘ nonuniformity.” 

Mr. RAY. It is immaterial whether there is uniformity as to 
the exemptions or not. I do riot think such a provision would 
make the bill unconstitutional, although in my view it wou!d be 
far better in the establishment of ‘“‘ nniform laws on the subject 
of bankruptey throughout the United States” to have the exemp- 
tions orm throughout the various States of the Union. [ft 
might be a close question, if raised, whether such a provision is 
constitutional, I will say that under the last bankruptcy | 
law that question went to the Supreme Court of the United States | 
and the provision was expressly held constitutional. 

Mr. FAIRC . Then my colleague really has doubts as to 

constitutionality of his own bill? 

Mr. RAY. None 

Mr. FAIRCHILD 


at all. 


. Iso understood you just now. 


Mr. RAY. 
MF None at all. 


Mr. RAY. Ob, T You said it wees be “‘a close ——.. 
. . meant the possibility that there might be a | 


Mr. PATRCHILD. Yon said it was ‘‘a close question.” 


Mr. RAY. Esaid 
say that. ” 
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| me, Tam not spea 


might be a close question—or I intended to | that. it does not provide for the discharge of a co 
| indebtedness in case it is forced into bankruptcy. 


IG3k 


Mr. STEWART of New Je: ey. Was the s i 
th t of 1800 ever decided affirmativels . em 
of the United States? 

Mr. RAY. Oh, the question ca » th is Tunders t 
the decision it did not come up squat 

Mr. STEWART of New Jers Di ( j a 
United States ever decide directly tha L8a0 
Was constitutional? : 

Mr. RAY. As I stated before in answer vb 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A, Srop «O 
held. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Bu 
Siunp.V. 

Mr. RAY. Yes, sir: and of « rse wher l rh j 
in that way you do not know what the c 
tion should come up squarely, and especially whe t law was 
different law and was passed upon a kh ired : \ 
not know what the courts to-day wou ‘ ‘ it | 
not see how any good lawyer can : 
exercise of our power when we und 
laws of the various States, which are noi 1, a8 
hold of and the administration and dist: yt 
these insolvent debtors. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Will the gentleman allow1 ques- 
tion as a matter of information? ; 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. As I understand, the gentleman 
claims that the provisions of this bill are just. Now, | m 
whether it is just that any person should bh sced in bankruptcy 
and after his property is taken be prevented absolutely from ol 
taining a fincas where there has been no dishonesty on his 
part? 

Mr. RAY. Certainly not, and this bill most emphatically de 
clares that whenever the debtor has been honest in his conduct 
prior to and during the proceedings he shall discharged from 
all of his debts except those which grow out of actual judgments 
rendered for personal injury or intentional wror 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. A very larg portioi cr the business 

| of this country is done by corporations which may be t] n 
bankruptcy, and I desire to ask my friend with to that 
particularly. As I understand the provisions of the bill, the cor- 
poration may be thrown into involuntary bankruptcy. Am I 
right in that? , 

Mr. RAY. Certainly. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Now, there is a provision that the 
corporation may be thrown into involuntary bankruptcy under 

| the terms of this bill, but there is no provisi wmywhere in th 
bill, after that is accomplished, for their discharg If the gen 
tleman will turn to the section of the bill providing for lis- 
charge of bankrupts he will find that in no event can they be 
discharged from any debt. 

Mr. RAY. Now,the gentleman says “‘ turn to the tion of 
the bill,” as though I had not studied the bill from the beginning 
to the end, and had not studied and wrestled with the question as 
to corporations with my colleagnes for months. 

Why, my dear sir, I have had occasion to take that que m 
under consideration, and most prayerful consideration, too, for 
the last six years. I have considered it in all its bearings. 
That provision was placed in the bill in obedience to a sentiment, 
which I have already stated before during this debate, that we 
were much too liberal in dealing with corporation ud that 
we permitted a corporation to go into bankruptcy \ itarily, the 
United States laws superseding and taking the pl: 
laws, that it would relieve the corporation from many th Li 
gations and drastic features of the State law 1 with 
corporations and enacted for the purpose of making them honest 
and dealing honestly. We finally placed this provision in the 
bill for that and other reasons. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But I am speaking now of this] ; 
not that you do not permit them to go into voluntary ban 
but you puf them into involuntary bankruptcy—that is, 
makes provision for that—and yet you do not | 
out or be discharged from any of the obligations that t! 

Mr. RAY. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. It does not so appear in the bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If my friend from New York will allow 
me. If my friend from Kansas will read th nd C- 
tion 13 in connection with section 60, I think it he will d ver 


' 
; 


lat the element of intent to 


> at et 


give a wrong preference enters into it. 
Mr. MILLER of Kansas. If my friend from Iowa will permit 
king of that point. It was another question. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I beg pardon; I thought that was the point 
you had in view. 
Mr. RAY. No; he undertakes to criticise the bill on the ground 


— om its 
rporation [rom its 
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Now, if you read the ee clause of the bill, in connection 
with the bill, if the corporation has been forced into bankruptcy, 
it stands on the same footing as an individual. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, Now, let us examine that a little. 
I hope the gentleman will explain that more fully, for it is a very 
important feature, 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Your bill provides that— 

A poogen, met a corporation, may,after the expiration of two months,and 
within the next four months subsequently to being adjudged a bankrupt, file 
an application for a discharge, etc. 

That is to say, you exclude the corporation from filing sucha 
petition. And again, you will find in another part of the bill— 

A discharge in bankruptcy shall release the bankrupt, not a corporation, 
from all of his provable debts, etc. 

That excludes the corporation in every case. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The corporation that is insolvent and with- 
out any property is dead. 

Mr. WIL 4IAM A. STONE. Oh, no; not in all cases. 

Mr. CONNOLLY, It does not live if it is dead. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But this is not a dead corporation. 
It is a case in which you have simply taken its property and ad- 
ministered it. Now, you provide no method by which it may be 
released from the bankruptcy proceedings and get a discharge. 

Mr. RAY. But every member of that corporation, every indi- 
vidual, if it is insolvent, may take the benefit of the law and 
apply his parry to the pagent of his _ debts; and they are 
all discharged, just as all other individuals are. The corporation 
itself, if it made an assignment, ceases to exist, and becomes dead 
by operation of law. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Oh, not at all. 
colleague there. It may have a franchise which might become 
very valuable in the future. 

Mr. RAY. But do you not see that if the affairs of a corpora- 
tion are administered in the bankrupt court, and if they havea 
franchise that is worth anything, it will be sold and transferred 
for all that it will bring. It will be in the hands of somebody 


else. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. That would depend. While that may be 
done, it would not necessarily follow. 

, eo RAY. It would, if the corporation needed a discharge from 
ts debts. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Does the gentleman from New York 
claim, as a lawyer, that the franchise of a corporation created by 
a State or city is a pet of the assets of the corporation? 

Mr. RAY. Well, I do not say it exactly in that sense. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas (continuing). Andif not, it can not 
be administered on by the bankrupt court. 

Mr. RAY. Ithink my friend is mistaken in that. The fran- 
chise of a corporation is held to be a thing of value—property in 
New York, and [ think in nearly every State. occasion to 
examine the question. It was up in our court of appeals and was 

assed upon there. Of course, in the strict sense of that word, the 
ranchise is not a part of the assets of the company, but it isa 
thing of value, which youcan not take away from it without com- 
nsation when it is once granted, unless a power to do so is em- 
Podied in the constitution of the State, the organic law, as one of 
its enumerated powers, or reserved in the charter. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Nearly all franchises to corporations 
are such that they can not &s sold at all, and the corporation will 
still exist after you have disposed of all of its other assets. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman does not claim that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It is a part of the property of the company. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How are you going to get it out 
of bankruptcy? Suppose it isdead? Suppose you want to change 
its burying place? 

Mr. RAY. When a corporation is once dead and buried, I do 
not believe in changing its burial place. Usually among the com- 
mon people of this country corporations are offensive enough in 
life—give enough offense without disturbing their remains. I 
think you will find no trouble on that question when you come to 
examine the bill. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Will the gentleman from New 
York allow me one question? 

Mr. RAY. Yes, although you are spoiling my speech utterly 
by these questions—breaking it all ». 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. 1 wish to suggest, in response 
to what has been said by some gentleman here, that under the 
common law, as under most of our statutes, bankruptcy works 
ipso facto a dissolution of the corporation, and it becomes dead in 
fact and in law, 

Mr. RAY. I have asserted that three or four times, but the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. WILLiaM A. STONE] and other 
gentlemen seem disposed to di with me. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I could demonstrate that you are 
entirely mistaken, but I do not want to take up your time. 

Mr. Y. I suppose it would depend upon the law of the 


I do not agree with my 
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State creating the corporation. I know it would in the State of 
New York. As I understand the law, and always have unde+- 
stood it, a corporation is a creature of the statute. It lives },y 
virtue of the statute. It may be wiped out of existence in any of 
the modes prescribed by the statute creating it, and there yay 
be common-law rules also applying. F 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. And not otherwise. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Do you claim this bankrupt bill has 
any provision in it for wiping out a corporation? Certain pro- 
ceedings have to be had in every State in the Union to dissolve 4 
corporation and to wind it up, so that it no longer exists as a Jog) 
entity, and there is no such provision in this bill. 

Mr. RAY. I have stated two or three times, and there js »)5 
necessity for my repeating it, that as I understand this bill, \ hey 
the affairs of a corporation are administered, the property wil! ¢o 
to its creditors and the corporation will be dead and gone, an.| | 
know of no way by which it could be resurrected. If the gentle. 
man from Kansas [Mr. oor or my colleague from New York 
[ Mr. dow comme | can point out a way by which it could be re 
vived and brought to life again I should like toknowit. It would 
be a more miraculous raising from the dead than any that wo 
read of in the Scriptures. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I do not rise to discuss that question. | 
only want to ask my colleague from New York whether he would 
have any objection to striking out that exception as to corpora- 
tions securing discharges; and if so, rt, 

Mr. RAY. So far as I am concerned, I desire to say that | have 
no objection to striking that out, and would consent to that amend- 
ment. I do not know what my colleagues on the committee may 
think; but I want togive here again a reason, which I have stated 
several times upon the floor, why I think the provision of the }il] 
awiseone. A corporation being the creature of the State. having 
its life given to it by the State, being answerable to the laws of 
the State, and the State laws having provided the way and man- 
ner under which it can be wound up and its property distributed 
properly and equitably and honestly among its creditors, I think 
it would be better to leave that matter to the State courts creating 
the corporation. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. But we do not Shy oer to wind it up. We 
propose to let it be discharged, so that it may continue in busi- 


ness. 

Mr. DANIELS. All State laws provide for the division of the 
assets of a corporation among creditors, without a preference. 

Mr. RAY. es; and that is very much better. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. In some of the States the stock- 
holders of a corporation are under a double liability. That lia- 
bility is —— upon a debt due by the corporation. Now, if 

ou discharge the corporation, the debt is dead and the stock- 
olders are relieved from their ae: . ; 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. You can easily include that proviso. 

Mr. RAY. You might do so. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. If you admit that the corporation is 
dead, how are you goin to proceed to enforce the double liability? 

Mr. CONNOLL é use the State laws provide that you 
can do it. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. If your corporation is dead you can 
not do that. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The State law reserves that right against 
individual stockholders. 

Mr. RAY. I do not concede fra single minute that if a cor- 

ration dies or is extinguished in any legal manner the individual 
iability of a stockholder dies with it. t lability, when it is 
incurred and fixed, remains, even if the corporation does die. 
That is ay judgment as a lawyer. ; 

Mr. M ER of Kansas. the gentleman will permit me, is 
it not true that before you can enforce the double liability you 
have got to sue the corporation and get a judgment and issue an 
execution? ' 

Mr. RAY. Why, certainly, when the statute so prescribes. | 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. If your corporation is out of exist- 
ence how are you going to get judgment? 

Mr. RAY. My entire remarks are predicated upon the propo 
sition that your proceedings in bankruptcy are had before the cor 

oration is dead. You have proceeded against it, established the 

ebt, and distributed its p y, and then it becomes dead. In 
the meantime, having es that liability against the cor- 
poration, you have done ev necessary to be done, and then 
you can p: the olders individually upon their 
individual liability. : 

Now, of course, I do not know what some court in Kansas of 
away down in ‘'exas would hold. That is the law in the State é 
New York and all through the North in all the courts of which ! 
have any knowledge; but Ido not know that the laws of the sev:r4 
States are uniform. I in that connection that al! this 


argument but demonstrates the folly of enacting into law any such 


proposition as that contained in pro substitute of the 
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rm system of bankruptcy law all the diverse and conflicting 
laws of the forty-five States of the United States of America. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of this House to the 
various propositions upon which I have consented to reporting 
the bankruptcy bill, and the various grounds which I believe de- 
mand the enactment of this bankruptcy bill, and some reasons why 
the substitutes should not be enacted. j 

Uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the 

Tnited States should be established by the Congress of the United 
States for five good and substantial reasons: gh 

1. Such laws will promote and strengthen the financial, indus- 
trial. and agricultural interests of the whole country. _ 

2, They will strengthen the credit of individuals, give confi- 
dence to the creditors, and work no harm to the debtors. : 

3. They will greatly aid and encourage the debtors who are in- 
volved to such an extent that they own no property and can not 
do business in their own name, place them on their feet as men 
among men, and add to the wealth-producing power of our people. 

4, They will make harmless the distrust of State laws relating 
to the administration and distribution of the estates of insolvent 
debtors by establishing a uniform system, giving uniform and 
reciprocal — and remedies between debtors and creditors in 
all parts of the country. _ The merchant and manufacturer and 
investor will extend credit as willingly to customers in Kansas 
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—_— i 
—— from Texas, who proposes to make a part of the uni- | 
0 


and Nebraska as to those in New York and Massachusetts, for | 
they will have confidence in the law and will know that their | 


- 


rights and remedies in enforcing obligations are precisely the same 
in all the States. ; 4 
5. Such laws will uphold and strengthen our national credit at 


home and abroad, for when you strengthen the credit of the indi- | 


viduals of a nation you strengthen the credit of the nation itself. 

A nation of bankrupts can not have national credit, and a nation 

of honest, rich, or well-to-do men can not but have good credit as 

a nation, Confidence in the-individuals composing a nation gives 

confidence in the nation itself if it has a good system of enforced 
ws. 

ey can not regard the fact that we have had three bankrupt laws, 


and that all have been repealed, as any argument against the wis- | 


dom and propriety of establishing a wise and conservative law at 
the present time. 

We have had at least four protective tariff laws at different 
stages of our national existence and all have been repealed, but if 
I mistake not we are to have another at no distant day and one 
containing both voluntary and involuntary features; one that will 
protect the free trader and protectionist alike. 

It will protect a man whether he desires to be protected or not. 
It will aid the finances and business interests of this country. It 
will set in motion the wheels of the now silent mills and factories 
of this great nation. ; 

Will any man argue that we ought not to have a protective tariff 
in the future because the Congress of the United States has blun- 
dered in repealing those we did have? Will the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. Stonr], who represents one of 
the great manufacturing districts of the great State of Pennsyl- 
vania, urge to-day or at any future time that we ought not to 
enact . protective tariff law because those we have had were 
re ; 


t seems to me that gentlemen on the floor of this House must 


be hard pressed for ar ents in opposition to this bill when they 
can find none better the fact that prior bankrupt laws have 
been repealed 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WiLiiaM A. Stone] 
has referred to the bankruptcy laws of the Kingdom of Great 
Britain and has stated without giving authority for the assertion 
that the laws of that Kingdom have been unsatisfactory. Mr. 

m, I challenge the statement. Bankruptcy laws have 
been maintained upon the statute books of England for centuries, 
and she has one to-day, and England is the greatest and most 
prosperous commercial nation on the face of the globe. Her credit 

good wherever the name England is known. No citizen of the 
United States would refuse credit to a citizen of England because 
ot ony Gores of the adequacy of her laws upon the subject of 
the administration of bankruptestates. It is noargument against 
the propriety of a bankrupt law that England has amended hers. 

tions are constantly changing. Experience ripens the judg- 

mentofmen. Practice under a law points to its defects. hen 
defects + appear oF conditions change, as they are constantly chang- 
ing in all civilized nations, it shows good sense to amend the laws 
and adapt them to the changed conditions. Such amendments 
do not afford reason for the existence and mainte- 
nance of the law itself. 
seems to forget that the condition of things in 
States of America is far different from what it was 
former statutes on this subject were enacted. We have 
three to seventy millions of people. Railroad lines 
continent and reach out in every direction, affording 





Lo 


| Telephone and telegraph lines reach every hamlet 
the forty-five States, instead of being separate and independent 


4633 


speedy and easy communication with all parts of our country. 








in the land, and 


from a commercial and business point of view, are all on 


e, for 
there is, must, and ever will be a constant interchange of the 
products and manufactures of one section for those of another. 
Credit must be extended, if we would prosper, by the citizens of 


one State to the citizens of every other State; and it follows that 
if this credit is terest upon a sound and permanent and beneficial 
basis we must have a uniform system of laws relating to t 
ministration and distribution of the estates of insolven 
And these laws must not only protect the interests of c1 
but the interests of debtors. 

It isa mistake to talk about the debtor class and the creditor 
class and to make so much distinction between them. 

In this country of ours we have three classes: Those so very 
a that they can not receive and never think of asking credit. 

his class is made up mainly of the Weary Waggles who tramp the 
country, and the thieves, bummers, and leg-pullers who infest the 
great cities. Then we have the very rich, who do nothing except 
live upon the interest of their money. This class is cxeendingie 
limited, and includes most of the dude element and but very few 
of the active, brainy men of ourcountry. The great mass, ninety- 
nine one-hundredths of our people, is composed of a class of active, 
energetic, laboring people, who are engaged in business of some 
sort, all of whom are both debtors and creditors. They ask and 
receive credit. They are asked for and grant credit. They are 
equally interested in having their interests protected by law both 
as creditorsandas debtors. The Constitution of the United States 
wisely vests in the Congress the power to establish uniform laws 
on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

The power conferred is wisely guarded and limited. It is nota 
power to establish ‘a uniform system of bankruptcy” as pro- 


he ad- 
debtors. 


editors, 


—_— by the substitute bill of the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 


3AILEY]|, but a power to establish ‘ uniform laws on the subject 
of bankruptcies ” throughout the United States. In order to com- 
ply with the Constitution, not only must the ‘‘ system” be uni- 
form, but the laws enacted or adopted must beuniform; thesame 


as applied to every bankrupt in every State of the Union. Any- 
thing short of this does not comply with the Constitution. “A 
uniform system of bankruptcy ” is quite different from ‘‘ uniform 


laws on the subject of bankruptcies.” It may well be said that 
a ‘‘system” is uniform which provides that the estates of bank- 
rupts may be administered according to the laws of the several 
States, but it is self-evident that in such case uniform laws would 
not be established. The laws would be nonuniform, depending on 
the will of the legislature in each State, and we should have as 
many laws as States. 

The bill proposed by the gentleman from Texas violates the 
Constitution of the United States in the very ‘“‘send-off.” His 
substitute provides, sections 1 and 2: 

That if any insolvent debtor shall execute an assignment or cession of his 
property: valid by the laws of the State, Territory, or District of Columbia 
n which he may reside, or if he have property in any other jurisdiction, 
then as to such property valid according to the laws thereof, and also in ac- 


cordance with the provisions of this act, it shall have the effect hereinafter 
provided for. 

Sec. 2. That such assignment shall convey, subject to all valid liens, all of 
the estate of the debtor, except such as is exempt by the law of his domicile 
from execution or seizure for his debts, and shall be for the equal benefit of 
all his creditors, except with the preferences hereinafter allowed. The 
property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered and distributed 
among creditors according to the laws of the State where the property is 
situated, subject to the provisions of this act. 


From the reading of these sections we discover, first, that the 
bankrupt must make an assignment valid according to the laws 
of the State in which he resides and has property; and second, 
that if he has property in two or more States, then valid according 
to the laws of each of such States, so that a man residing in New 
York City and having property in New York, New Jersey, and 
Connecticut, as is frequently the case, in order to become a bank- 
rupt and obtain the benefit of the proposed act, must make one 
assignment valid according to and complying with the different 
laws of three different States, or else make three different assign- 
ments in the three States. In such case there would be three dif- 
ferent assignees residing in three differing jurisdictions. 

As I construe the proposed substitute, however, only one assign- 
ment is permitted, and as this must be valid according to the 
laws of three different States, if those laws are in conflict then the 
instrument of assignment must conflict with itself and be in part 
valid and in part invalid in each State. In any event the assigned 
property would pass in part to different assignees and would be 
administered tT distributed according to the laws of three dif- 
ferent States, and so there would be three different proceedings 
in three different jurisdictions and three different bills of costs 
running up at the same time. Creditors residing in New York 
would ane to prove up claims in three different jurisdictions in 
three different ways, and before the court in one State could 
make distribution it would have to await action in two other 
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States in order to ascertain.the balances on which to make divi- 
sion. Nosane man can successfully contend for an instant that 
such a proposition is one “establishing uniform laws on the sub- 
ject of bankruptcies throughout the United States.” 

But the proposed substitute goes much further than this in pro- 
viding the form of the assignment. Every assignment must be | 
valid, not only according to the laws of the State where the bank- 
rnpt resides and possibly those of several other States, but valid 
under and in ‘accordance with the provisions of this act,” that 
is, the act of Congress. 

Should ‘this act,” the law of Congress, differ from and be in 
conflict with the law of the State, then it would be impossible for 
the debtor to make a legal assignment, and so he would be deprived 
of the benefit of the law. 

Tt follows, inasmuch as Congress can not coerce a State into 
making laws, that any State could absolutely nullify the proposed 
substitute of the gentleman from Texas, if enacted into law, by 
passing State laws so inconsistent with the United States law that 
it would be absolutely impossible to make an assignment valid 
under both. So the citizens of a State having no assignment laws 
could not avail theniselves of the act. 

The pr ed substitute does not undertake to prescribe the 
form in which assignments shall be made, except in one or two 

articulars, and so provide a uniform mode of making assigmments, 

ut says in terms that same must be valid oeniiie to the laws 
of the State in which the assignment is made and also. according 
to the act of Congress. Therefore the act,so far as it provides for 
assignments, the first step to be taken in order to secure the bene- 
fits of the law, instead of establishing uniform. laws, establishes 
nenuniform laws, conflicting laws, contradictory laws. 

But the gentleman claims that the State law is uniform as to 
all the residents of the State and all persons having property 
therein subject to its jurisdiction. 

The Constitntion of the United States contemplates nothing of 
this kind. Congress is empowered “ To establish uniform laws 
on the subject. of bankruptcies throughout the United States.” 
The words “ uniform laws ” must apply to all the States and to the 
citizens of all the States within their purview, and the citizen of 
Oregon and his estate must be taken hold of and the property ad- 
ministered the same as in the State of Georgia or any other State 
of the Union. The Constitution is speaking of the Union and not 
of the States in severalty. 

Congress is to establish the laws, and these laws, when estab- 
lished, must apply and beuniform “‘ throughout the United States.” 
The proposed substitute is a mere meddlesome measure; that is. 
it seeks to interfere with the administration of State laws and 

ive an effect.to an instrument executed under a State lawentirely 
Sifferent, it may be, from that given to it by the law of the State 
authorizing the execution of the instrument. The proposed sub- 
stitute says: 

That if az ay insolvent debtor shall execute an assignment or cession of his 


roperty, valid by the laws of the State, Territory, or District of Columbia 
In hich’ he may reside, * * * it shall have effect hereinafter pro- 
vided for 


This is shooting in the air. Noone knows what. laws the differ- 
ent States, Territories, and the District of Columbia may enact on 
the subject.of assignments; neither does anyone know what effect 
the laws of the several States will give such assignments. This 

posed substitute undertakes to say that all assignments shall 
ve an effect prescribed by the Congress of the United States, 
even though the instrument itself and the law authorizing it in 
express terms state that it shall have a different effect. The pro- 
posed substitute says that the assignment shall convey,subject to 
valid liens, alhef the estate of the debtor, except such as is exempt, 
and that the assignment shall be for the equal benefit of all ered- 
itors of the assignor, except with the preferences A jeer med 
allowed. Then certain preferences are prescribed. e—— 
ences allowed by a State, Territory, or by the Districe of 
bia may be entirely different from those permitted by the act of 
Congress. And what shall prevail—the instrument itself and the 
laws of the State or the act of Congress? If the lawsof the United 
States are to prevail, then the i t would not be valid 
under the laws of the State, and if valid under the laws of the 
State and to be enforced in accordance therewith, then it might 
not be valid and probably would not be valid under the laws of 
the United States. This is not a bankruptcy bill at all, but a bill 
extending or limiting, as the case may be; the meaning and effect 
of assignments and deeds of trust in the various States and Terri- 
tories and the District of Columbia for the benefit of ereditors. 
The proposed substitute constitutes a plain interference by the 
Federal Government with the assignment laws of the various 
States and Territories of the United States and the District of 
Columbia. It is crude, inartificial, and plainly unconstitutional. 

Under this pro substitute if a debtor should undertake to 
avail himself of the benefits of the act he would be compelled 
te study, understand, and conform his assignment to-the laws of 
every State and Territory in which he had property and also to 
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the District of Columbia, in case he had property there. 

to the terms of the act itself, and not one lawyer in five }), 
would be able to draw an assignment im accordance wi 
Mr. Barey’s bill, H. R. 259; section 2, provides— 


That such assignment. shall convey, gables t to all valid liens, 
estate of the debtor, * * * and shall be for the equal benefit of 
itors. 

Section 7 provides (page 5 line 22)— 


Provided, however, Thatif within sixty daysafter the ley ry of a an at 
the debtor shall exeeute an assignment or cession of his propert 
petition for diseharge as herein provided for, the execution 0; 
ment and the filing of such petition shail vacate the levy of such » 
and such debtor shall be then entitled to the benefit of the provisi 
act. 


This attachment provision is not abandoned in Mr. | 
bill H. R. 8234. Let us suppose that im one State the . 
of an assignment does not operate to vacate the levy of 1 
inent made within sixty days prior to the assignment: won! 
State court surrender jurisdiction i in the matter and yield ; 
act of Congress attempting to provide that all such atta 
should be vacated by such an assignment? By what ri); 
thority cam the Congress of the United States vacate atiaclyyu». 
— by State courts prior te the execution of an assjenyyo: 

or the benefit of creditors made under and pursuant to ¢))0 |.:yy; 
of the State and declared by the act of Congress to be valid uy Je; 
the laws of the State? : 

It is respectfully submitted that there is now enough of 0614: 
between State and Federal jurisdiction without our de! y 
framing a law that must of necessity result in innumera))'e ey). 
flicts—confticts between the State and the United States ...):) 
flicts between the Statesthemselves. Howcana law vali . 
ing to the law of New York be valid ing to the wed 
Florida unless the laws of the two States are identical: Ww 
can an ment that might be valid according to the laws of 
both those States be valid under the laws of a third Si hould 
the laws of that State happen to differ from the iewe-c f the fi st 
two named? Would the several States enact laws to c mform to 
the act of Congress? Ff a State desired the United St. : 
be made effective and to be enforced it might pass such la LwWs, but 
if not in accord with the law of the United States the Styiow 
certainly throw as many obstructions inthe way of a valid a.iy 
ment as possible: In such casethe citizens of that State wou) )s 
deprived of all benefit of a bankrupt law. Is this estajlis 
uniform lawsonthe subject of bankruptcies throughout the | 
States? It seems to me that itis a deliberate attempt to induce 
the Congress of the United States.to enact into law a bill selony 
to establish nonuniform laws and as many conflicting |.\ 
subject of bankruptcies throughout the United States :s ; 

If the State # law authorizing an assignment for te 
benefit of creditors it must have the right to define the terms an 
conditions of the assignment and to prescribe the mode of adn) 
istering and distributing the estate. Has the Congress of 
United States any power to step in and give to such an act 
broader or more limited effect? Has the United States igh 
to preseribe the mode and manner in which that assign! est’ 
shall be administered? Has any power on earth the rig!it toen: 
a law that the State shail not the assignment in i m 
way and irrespective of the Federal Government? It is true that 
Congress may pass a general law on the subject of benkruyic’ 
and provide for administering the estates of insolvent and fru 
ulent debtors which will, at the election. of the debtor or of |us 
creditor. supersede the State assignment or insolvent laws. yt 
Co can not add to or subtract from a State law ai - 
tered by the State courts or prescribe its construction or elect 
or dictate to the courts of the State its execution. 

Tt will be noted that an assignment can not be mide un 
act of Congress alone, but must be valid according te ot the laws 
the State in an ——— or in which he he has prt 
erty, or possibly an mt must 
saan with the provisions of this act, and then ( 
tempts to say what that tshall have. 
not what effect the laws _ the State say it have. 
and its legislature are o consequence. Its laws are 
observed, but the -—trathentr the United States is the 
Enact this proposed substitute into a law, and do yous") al 
State in the Union would retain for a moment essignme nt laws 
— its cumaareeeht 

gentleman from Texas has always been a most s{°°"!' 

und domi aumaderer tne doctrine of State rig ghts. i 
always resented any interference by the General Govern! 

the management of persons or property in any of the Sta 

Union — when the authority is exp tees; oy er 
gress. we find him advocating a bill that pr Lr 

submit the. laws of the various States relating to assign "'> . 

for the benefit of creditors to the jurisdiction : and adju : 

cation of the Federal courts. I am quite sen fh ot aS 
gress shall passlaws when jurisdiction 1s conferred Ds 

tution that shall bind the citizens of the entire Union an’ vv» 


It matters 


n e State 
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their property and property rights, but I am not willing to delib- | 


erately legislate as though I had never read the Constitution of 
the Uni States or had suspicion that such an instrument exists. 
Under the provisions of section 8 of House bill No. 8234 (Mr. 


BalLEy’s proposed substitute), where, when, and in what manner | 


igit to be adjudicated whether ornot the person making an assisn- 
ment isan insolventdebtor? Is the State court to determine that 
fact? Is it to be determined by the courts of the United States? 
On this subject the proposed substitute is as silent as pigs im 
thunder. Is the debtor todetermine that question for himself, and 
shall the courts assume that a debtor is insolvent because he exe- 
cutes an assignment? Assuming that the State court is to exer- 
cise jurisdiction in that matter, and determines that the assignor 
was not insolvent at the time of making the assigument, may the 
(United States court, when the debtor files his petition under sec- 
tion 5 asking a discharge from lis debts, adjudicate and determine 


that he was msolvent at the timeof making the assignment? Sup- | 


pose, again, that a creditor of the assignor impeaches the assign- 
ment for fraud.and seeks to set it aside in a State court, may or 
may not the action be prosecuted, and if the judgment is against 
the assignment, then what effect shall that adjudication have in 
the courteof the United States? May the question be retried, and 
if the United States court should decide the other way, which 
adjudication shall prevail in the State? 

Section 5 of H.R. 8234, H.R. 250, and H. R.- 
bills, provides that any such debtor, to wit, one who has made an 
assignment, within the period of four months from the date of 
the execution of the assignment may file his petition in the <lis- 
trict court of the United States for the district or division thereof 
in which he resides alleging his insolvency and asking for a dis- 
charge from his debts. Thus far the debtor is to file his petition 
in the district in: which he then resides, and he can not file it else- 
where unless he reside in a Territory or the District of Columbia, 
in which case he is to file his petition in the supreme court of the 
District or in the district court of the Territory where he resides. 
The section then says: 

But the petition shall not be filed in any court unless the debtor has resided 
in said district or division [in which he resides at the time he files his petition | 
at least six calendar moathsimmediately preceding the making of the assign 
ment. 





, but all Bailey | 
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ment laws would be within ita provisions. 


However, should all 
the States enact assignment laws, then all would be within tl 
act, and the citizens of all the States would be entitled to such 
benefits as might be secured under 

is this establishing uniform laws on thx ibject of bankrupt 
cies throughout the United States? Or is } or 
rather adopting laws, that may or may not be unil t 
the Umited States? There can be but one answ \ 
and that is conclusive against the constitutionalit 
posed substitute. 
Section 2 of all of Mr. BarLey’s bills a 
that the as igned pr‘ perty shall be administer: : i 
| among creditors according to the laws ef the State wl )- 
erty is situated, subject to the provisions of this act Lis « rly 
contemplates an administering and distribution of the pu 
| under the laws of the State and in accordance the 
Section 4 provides that the original assignment, acco Lhy 
a list of creditors, giving names and residences and astatement of 
the debi due each, with a schedule of property, exem| d unex 
empt, and a statementof all hens and incumbrances ll, w n 
sixty days from the date of the execution of the : ‘ 
filed in the court in which the petition of the deb herein 
required to be filed. Section 5 then provides for filing of that 
petition in the circuit court of the Cistrict or divi L.of his resi 
dence. Now, as the debtor’s property is to be administ L by 
the State court, it must have a statement and inventory. with 
schedules, made and executed in accordance with the laws of 
State, filed with it, so that we have a provision for the filing \ 
| least two of these expensive schedules and lists in at leas 
different places and with twocourts. If not so, then a State cour 
must proceed without the information necessary for the proper 
settlement and distribution of the estate. This brings us to th 
consideration of another question, and that is the enormous cost 
anc expense that would be entailed in the execution { 
posed substitute. Two schedules, two inventories, two li of 


| goes into another court in another jurisdiction 


j 
| 


Therefore, if after making his assignment a debtor shall move | 


to another State or jurisdiction, he is absolutely precluded by sec- 
tion 5 from filing a petition for a discharge in any court. if he 
has gained a new residence, seeking to obtain an honest livelihood, 
he must file his petition, if he files it at all, in the district or divi- 
sion where he resides; but if he did not reside in that district at 


least six calendar months immediately preceding the making of | 


the assignment, then by the very terms of the bill he can not file 
his petition in any court. 
law that would seek to preclude the honest debtor from leaving 
the scene of his financial failures and attempting to start life anew 
in another State at the peril of losing his right to file a petition 
and ask a discharge from all his debts. The author of this pro- 
posed substitute, in attempting to avoid the rock upon which he 
was wrecked in the Fifty-third Congress, to wit, a provision that 
the debtor might file his petition in any district court in the dis- 
trict in which he resided at the time of filing it and obtain his 
discharge, and thus drag his creditors from Portland to San Fran- 
ciseo to oppose his discharge, has grounded upon a more danger- 
ous rock, whieh prohibits the removal of the debtor from one 
jurisdiction to another unless he surrenders all hope of ever seek- 
ing or obtaining a discharge from his debts. 

in my judgment it would be much more sensible to say that 
any debtor who has made an assignment for the benefit of all his 
creditors, and whose estate has been administered and distributed 
according te the laws-of the State in which the assignment was 
made, may file his petition in the district court of the United State; 
in the distriet where he then resides, and upon complying with 
the law be discharged from all his debts. It is quite true that 
this would be open to the objection just suggested, that the debtor 
by removing from one State to another would thus be enabled to 
drag the ereditors who would oppose discharge from their homes 
to States, it might be 3,000 miles distant, and thus preclude just 
objections being made to the discharge of dishonest debtors. This 
objection could be avoided by permitting the filing of the appli- 
cation in the State where the assignment was made and the estate 
administered ess of the then residence of the debtor. 

It is a self-evident fact that should this jroposed substitute 
pours a law - citizens of some of the States would have a law 
e subject of bankruptcy while others would not. All might 
have, all might not have, én nding entirely not on the decree of 
the Congress of the United , but on the decree of the States 
themselves, To illustrate, the assignment must be valid accord- 
ing to the laws of the State and of the United States or else it is 
hot an assignment at all. Therefore a State having no law pro- 
viding for gssignments would not be within the provisions of the 
act at all, nor would its citizens. Thus, States having assignu- 


I can not understand the policy of a | 


debts, aproceeding in theState courts of each State where t] , 
has property, and then when the debtor seeks his discha) he 


and must « 
mence a new proceeding in that court to obtain his discha 
| How much better would it be to have one proceeding in on 
in one jurisdiction to take hold of the estate and distribute the 
property and grant or refuse a discharge to the debtor. 

One of the most serious objections urged against our | 
on the subject of bankruptcies was the fact that as ar 
tates wereswallowed up or dissipated in the payme j 
fees. The proposed substitute is as much more ex want in i 
provision for fees and costs as can well be imagine: 

The practical effect of section 5 would be to prevent the filing 
of an assignment by a person who had not resided hs in 
@ given district or division of the United States. If a pe lo 
business in one district or division should move across the ling 
imto another, continuing his busmess at the same place, and should 
file and make an assigninent by reason of insolvency, he could 1 
have the benefit of this so-called ‘‘ uniform system of be 
that is, he could not have or even file a petition for a dischm 
from his debts. 

‘* The debtor must have resided in said district or « n 

| least six calendar months immediately preceding th 
the assignment.” Otherwise he can noé file a p T 
charge. 

This propdsed substitute makes no provision whatever 
control of the assignee. It does net prescrib« i i 
his bond nor direct when or how payments are to be m . lH] 
that is left to the State courts. If the laws of a Sta ix al 
insufficient and the estate is wasted by the assis thi , 
have no remedy whatever. The courts of the United States have 
no jurisdiction over those matters. 

By section 7,if upon the hearing of the petition for achat 
it. shall appear that the debtor made an assignment and that the 
same contained a full and compicte conveyam 
empt property, and that within three montlis before th 
of this act no creditor of such debtor had been jn pl 
as authorized, and that certain other acts had 
‘*the court shall order and adjudge that said d 
discharged from the payment of the debts mention 
in the list accompanying his petition. and such « i i 
cation shall be a full, complete, and final dischai vid itor 
from the payment of said debts.” 

It will be observed that so far as this proposed substitute is con- 
cerned it is entirely immaterial whether or not the estate of the 


assignor has been administered or not. 
within four months from the date of the 


The 


at any time 


xeeution of the assign- 
ment, may file his petition. On filing the petition the debtor is 
to be forthwith adjudged a bankrupt. It seems that at least four 


weeks’ notice is to be given, and them the court is to procet d to 
discharge the debtor from his debts. In the meantime the first 
steps are being taken in the State court for the administration of 


sa. thacenennd tae 


ye yet 


or eae aaeeie 
prepueretar covey ere erst 
Pas ant ate oe 
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the debtor’s property and the distribution thereof among credit- 
ors. No provision whatever is made to punish or prevent a fraud- 
ulent concealment of property by the debtor or the commission of 
other frauds upon the creditors, and the United States court may 
proceed to discharge the debtor from all the debts mentioned in 
the schedules filed by him before it has been possible to ascertain 
whether or not the conduct of the debtor has been just and honest 
or fraudulent and corrupt. 

Section 16 of the substitute bill (section 13 of H.R. 259) expressly 
provides— 


That this act shall not be construed to annul or suspend the laws of any 
State now in force or hereafter passed for the relief of insolvent debtors, or 
the distribution of their estates, except so far as the same may be in conflict 
with the provisions hereof. ° 

Is it to be inferred that the substitute bill, if enacted into law, 
will annul or suspend the laws of a State now in force or. here- 
after passed for the relief of insolvent debtors or the distribution 
of their estates when in conflict therewith? If so, and that is the 

lain construction of the proposed law, then the State courts will 

»6 called upon to determine whether there is a conflict between 
the law of the State and the law of the United States, and if the 
State court shall determine that there is a conflict, then it must de- 
termine whether it will adopt and follow the laws of its own State 
or the laws of the United States. If it determines that there is a 
conflict, appeals may be taken from that decision, and if the State 
court determines that there is no conflict and proceeds with the 
administration of the estate, then appeals may be taken from that 
determination, and so the State court may determine that the 
debtor has beeen guilty of the wrongful acts mentioned in section 
7, but such adjudication and determination may not be reached 
or the facts discovered until long after the United States court, 
proceeding under a petition for a discharge, shall have adjudicated 
that none of these acts have been committed, and shall have dis- 
charged the debtor. In the meantime the creditors of the debtor 
are struggling and contending in two different courts; in the one 
to discover the property of the debtor and compel its proper ap- 
slication, and in the other to prevent a discharge of the debtor 
rom the debts they are seeking to collect. These courts may be 
running at the same time, demanding the presence of both debtor 
and creditors in two different tribunals at points far distant from 
each other. The same questions might be up for determination 
in both courts, and upon precisely the same evidence the State 
court might arrive at one conclusion, while the United States 
court would arrive at one directly the contrary. There is no pro- 
vision giving to the United States court exclusive jurisdiction of 
any of these questions, except whether it shall grant a discharge. 
ith these proceedings running in two, and possibly ten, dif- 
ferent courts (depending upon the number of States in w ich the 
debtor had property) the debtor and his creditors would be harassed 
and harried until life would become a burden, and both would 
be taken from Dan to Beersheba and back again over and over 
again at enor:nous expense, while the estate would be the legiti- 
mate prey of the attorneys prosecuting or defending suits relating 
thereto in the State courts. 

The substitute bill of the gentleman from Texas is a crude ex- 
periment. It follows no a and contains no defined prin- 
ciple of administration. hile roped many children, to wit, 
the assignment laws of all the 45 States, it makes no provision 
for quarrels between them, but leaves all differences to be settled 
first by the State courts, and eventually by the Supreme Court of 
the United States, for all these proceedings must be valid accord- 
ing to the laws of the States and also in accordance herewith; 
that is, with the act of Congress, 

What a fruitful field of litigation is here opened up for litigious 
men and greedy attorneys! ith what glee will the shylocks of 
the profession whet their professional wits if this substitute should 
be enacted into law! The speculators of the profession would 
camp for the next six months on the borders of a 
insolvent and plunge his estate into the boiling cal of con- 
flicting decisions immediately the law went into effect. 

The pro substitute bill provides for the appointment of 
auditors, but inasmuch as the estates are to be administered and 
distributed in accordance with the assignment or insolvent laws 
of the several States, it is difficult to see what these newly created 
officers will have to audit unless it be the number of conflicting 
decisions made by the several courts. 

It is not the discharge of the debtor that is important to the 
creditors, but the speedy and honest administration and distribu- 
tion of his estate. e author of the pro substitute seems to 
think that uniform laws on the subject of kruptcies only relate 
to the discharge of insolvent debtors. In this he errs, as we shall 
see. The speedy and honest cession of property for the pa, t 
of creditors is, and should be, the prerequisite of every ‘ahthaten, 
Honest conduct should precede and accompany the ent 
at every step of its execution, and only when this is y com- 

ted should the debtor be permitted to institute a proceeding 
ora discharge. If there has been dishonesty at any stage, then 
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a discharge should be refused. Where can it be best }; 
whether or not the debtor has been honest? Certainly in th, 
where the property has been administered, for there the 
conduct of the debtor will be necessarily inquired into: t}), 
light of day will be let in upon all his transactions. 

But this substitute bill permits the debtor to apply for ay op. 
tain a discharge before the administration of his estate has f4;,) 
commenced. And this proceeding is to be taken and ¢oy))));, ted 
in another court. 

I can conceive no more complex and cumbersome mode of (eq). 
ing with this important subject. Themind of man never (j.,; sed] 
an easier way of escape for the dishonest debtor. Why reyyoya 
him from the court in which his property has been adininisteraq 
and his financial transactions and conduct inquired into ari yyage 
known to another jurisdiction at a distant point, where per- 
chance his fleeced and impoverished creditors might noi We 4))} 
to follow, when he comes to apply for adischarge? Why ot eon. 
fer jurisdiction upon the State courts to at least recomije)d tho 
granting or refusal of a discharge? If we are to adopt the State 
courts in one stage of the proceeding why not in all othe: 

How different the bill reported from the committee. We hays 
here a complete and perfected system, fair and just to both del,t...s 
and creditors, simple and plain, easily and cheaply administere,) 
calculated to aaeolle convert the estate into money and distrilyys 
the same fairly, and finally place the honest debtor on his fee 
again, a man among men. 

The conditions mentioned by President U.S. Grant when he 
recommended the repeal of our former law do not now exist. No 
man can be forced into bankruptcy unless guilty of fraud or ae- 
tually insolvent and in acondition when he has become unable ty 
pay and has ceased to pay his debts. 

e gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEY] concedes a vreat 
demand for a bankrupt law; others make the same admission, 
Then why not act? 

SHALL THE LAW CONTAIN VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY PROVISIONS, oR 
ONLY VOLUNTARY PROVISIONS? 

It must be conceded that great difference of opinion exists on 
this proposition. 

There seems to be objections to involuntary provisions, ¢rowing 
out of the fear that bankruptcy proceedings will be quite generally 
resorted to as a means of collectin debts, and that the law of 
Congress will supersede the laws of the various States within their 
respective jurisdictions as a collecting agency. 

I am opposed to the enactment of laws intended simply as col- 
lection laws, for the reason that I do not think the Constitution 
confers any such power. Should we pass laws providing simpli 
for the enforcement and collecting of debts, I think they would be 
unconstitutional. It would be convenient to have uniforn laws 
throughout the United States for the collection of de!is. But 
this is not the purpose of this bill, nor does it tend in that direction. 

This bill is aimed at actual insolvency, and while all insolvents 
may have its benefits, the involuntary features are most cirefully 
guarded, and great care has been taken to keep far within the 
powers conferred by the Constitution. 

Two things must concur in all except three cases to render a 
person subject to the involuntary provisions of the bill. 

First. In all cases there must a condition of actual insol- 
vency or fraud must have been committed. 

ond. In all cases except three the person proceeded ayainst 
must have been guilty of fraudulent acts affecting the riglits and 
remedies of his creditors. 

Third. In the other three cases a condition of things must have 
arisen rendering it highly proper and expedient for the law to take 
hold of and administer the property of the debtor for the bencit 
of all his creditors: (1) The debtor must have failed for tuirty 
days, and while actually insolvent, to secure the release of pr) 
erty levied u under process of law for $500 or over: (° The 
debtor must have made an assignment for the benefit of lus cree 
itors or filed a written statement admitting his inability t) Py 
his debts; and (3) suspended and not resumed for thirty ‘ays, 
and until a petition is filed and while actually insolvent, the pay 
ment of his commercial paper aggregating $500 or over. : 

‘It must be conceded by all just-minded men that in ea) 0! 
these cases the creditors should have the right to take hol! 0! by 
some process the p of the debtor and apply the same eq" 
tably to the payment of his debts; and secondly, if the debtor's 
honest, that when this is done he shall have a full discharge {rom 
his debts and an ty to commence life anew. | 1s nd 
answer to say that in such cases the most active creditor s)0"" 
have the full benefit of his zeal and diligence. We must remem’ 
ber that all creditors having equal equities—equal rights t) rcs" 
nition and payment of their catnt—do not have equal opporta 
nity to ascertain and know the debtor's financial conditio”. : 

, if those “‘ who first come are to be first served” from te 
debtor's estate, the debtor may communicate his actual con 002 
toa few of his creditors of long standing and enable the a 
judgments in advance of more recent creditors who per’ha® 
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have recently filled the counters or storehouses of the debtor with 


their goods on credit, and these goods are in this way taken to pay 
old debts, and recent creditors are used to pay the more ancient 
nes. Again, the debtor would be enabled by way of suggestion 
to prefer a certain few of his creditors to the absolute exclusion 
eg descends to the commission of actual fraud upon 
his creditors it is certainly time that they be permitted to take 
the property of the debtor and apply the same equitably to the 
discharge of his debts. : y : , 

Therefore, it seems to me, nothing can be said against the fair- 

ness and justness of this bill, if involuntary provisions are to be 
i at all. 
i aeies from these involuntary provisions wage earners 
whose income is less than $1,500 per annum and all persons en- 
ed chiefly in farming or the tillage of the soil. 
 'Phis leaves the involuntary features of the bill applicable only 
to merchants and manufacturers and bankers, giving some degree 
of protection to our great mercantile and manufacturing interests. 
OBJECTIONS TO A PURELY VOLUNTARY BILL. 

In the first place, any just and constitutional exercise of the 

wer coma on the Congress of the United States to estab- 
ish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the 
United States demands that the law contain both voluntary and 
involun rovisions. 
= ne ersten of this power would be one-sided, be incom- 
plete, and radically defective. There is nothing in the Constitu- 
tion to indicate that it was the pees of the framers of the 
Constitution to limit or restrict this power to the enactment of 
laws for the release of insolvent debtors from the burden of their 
debts. On the other hand, the language of the Constitution in- 
dicates that it was the purpose of our fathers to invest Congress 
with full power to enact complete and comprehensive laws on 
this subject. ; ; 

The power to pass laws on the subject of bankruptcies was not 
included in the original draft of the Constitution of the United 
States. The author of The Federalist treated the subject with 
great brevity, and we find the following the only commentary on 
that clause in the Constitution: 


The power of establishing uniform laws of bankruptcy is so intimately con- 
nected with the regulation of commerce and will prevent so many frauds 
where the jes or their Pieerty may lie or be removed into different 
States that the expediency of it seems not likely to be drawn in question.— 
The Federalist, No. 42. 

Here is a clear indication in express language that the exercise 
of the power was intended to prevent frauds by debtors. How 
can frauds be prevented by the enactment of a law containing 
purely volun features? The enactment of a voluntary bank- 
rupt law, ins of preventing, would aid and encourage frauds of 
the most gross character. The enactment of such a law would en- 
courage men to rush into debt, buy property on credit, and use the 
same extravagantly or perchance conceal the same from honest 
creditors, trusting to the law to relieve them from their obliga- 
tions at a future day. Any bill containing only voluntary fea- 
tures might justly be entitled ‘“‘An act to encourage frauds.” 

Honest men, of course, will decline to run largely in debt unless 
they can see a clear way to their debts. On the other hand, a 
dishonest man will incur all the indebtedness he can, provided he 
thinks he can make way with the property, secure the benefit of 
it, and eventually obtamn a discharge from his obligation to pay. 

The very definition of a constitutional law on the subject of 
rene throughout the United States requires both volun- 
tary and involuntary features. 

In Story on the Constitution, volume 2, fourth edition, page 50, 

note 2, it is said: 
_ Perhaps as satisfactory a description of a bankrupt law as can be framed 
is that it is a law for the benefit and relief of creditors and their debtors in 
cases in which the latter are unable or unwilling to pay their debts. Anda 
law on the subject of bankru , in the sense of the Gonstitution, is a law 
making provisions for cases of persons failing to pay their debts. 

It will be noted that the law is for the benefit and relief of 
creditors and also their debtors in cases in which the latter are 
either unable or unwilling to pay their debts. A law having for 
its object the discharge of debtors from their obligations is simply 
one for the benefit and relief of debtors, and does not take into 
account the creditor at all, except as he may be prevented from 
ever enforcing his just and legal claim against the debtor, it may 
be, without any compensation at all. Again, a law making pro- 
visions for cases of persons failing to pay their debts does not con- 
template one simply for the discharge of the person failing to pay 
his debts from to pay, but clearly contemplates 
laws providing, first, for a surrender by the debtor of all his 
ee to his creditors, which is a provision in their interest, 

nd then a provision that when this is done the debtor shall be 

harged. This last provision is in the interest of and for the 
benefit of the debtor. - 

To meet with favor, 


mast any law upon the subject of bankruptcies 


y and equitably in the interest of both 
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the debtor and creditor classes; it must protect all interests, and 
this can be done only by providing that when the debtor becomes 
insolvent and unable to pay his debts his property may be taken 
by his creditors and equitably distributed, and by providing that 
when the debtor becomes dishonest and insolvent and shows his 
dishonesty by overt acts, that then the creditors may take the 
property before it shall have been wasted and apply it equitably 
to the payment of creditors. Such a law can not be used as an 
instrument of oppression. No honest debtor will be or can be in- 
jured by it. Only rogues need be afraid of such a law. The 
creditor class is not only willing but anxious to encourage traders 
and manufacturers of every class and condition, so long as they 
remain honest and evince a disposition to meet their oblivations. 
It always has been and always will be to the interest of the cred- 
itor class to sustain and keep their debtors out of bankruptcy. So 
long as debtors are honest and proceed honestly in their business 
and pay their debts when they can, the creditors are helped in 
their business, for the debtor is their most efficient ally in obtain 

ing and commanding a market. It is not pay for the goods sold 
to-day that the dealer is aiming for, but a constant and well-sus- 
tained market for the product or products he deals in, and the 
creditor with this end in view, and aiming to have the profits of 
money transactions, always has and always will sustain the hon- 
est debtor so long as he, on his part, makes a determined and 
well-directed effort to succeed in business. 

To establish a law on the subject of bankruptcies providing 
simply for voluntary bankruptcy would ruin credit. Such a law 
would create distrust in the business world the moment written 
upon the statute books. The merchant would suspect that men 
were seeking credit for the purpose of incurring as large an 
indebtedness as possible with the view of ultimately hiding or con- 
cealing their property and taking the chances of obtaining a dis- 
charge from their debts ata futureday. Sucha law would destroy 
all confidence between the debtor and creditor class. Within the 
last four years commerce and business of all kinds have suffered 
a paralysis, and what we need is a law that will speedily restore 
confidence in the business world, especially between the debtor 
and creditor classes. 

It is written in history and is a common-sense proposition that 
men having money to employ in business will not employ it and 
give credit unless they have reasonable safeguards protecting them 
in so doing. When reasonably protected capital always greedily 
seeks investment, to encourage business, to encourage enterpris 
ing men of little or nocapitalin business. Capital is not lazy, but 
active, enterprising, ambitious. The men who are content to in- 
vest their money at simple interest are quite rare comparatively. 
Men of large capital are usually those who have amassed it in busi- 
ness, and they usually dislike to see it idle or engaged only in 
drawing moderate interest. Moneyed men delight to see their 
money engaged in a business that sets the wheels of great manu- 
facturing industries in motion. Such men delight to know that 
their capital is making things hum. 

When confidence is established and sustained between the capi- 
talist and the honest, industrious, enterprising, poor man, the poor 
man finds no difficulty whatever in obtaining the aid and asgsist- 
ance of the capital of the rich, but the moment that confidence is 
destroyed capital hides itself, and the poor man, however indus- 
trious, active, or enterprising, finds himself without the ability 
to command means to engage in business. Hence it is that the 
Congress of the United States should not put its seal of approval 
upon any law that has a tendency to destroy the little confidence 
now remaining in the business world. 

The great mass of active business men in the United States and 
in the civilized world are both debtors and creditors. 
to both classes. They buy upon credit, and owe numerous and 
large debts. They sell upon credit, and have large amounts due 
them and a large number of creditors scattered over every State, 
and it may be the world. 

These men do not want a bankrupt law that is purely voluntary 
or purely involuntary. In their own interest, to cover all the 
exigencies of life and of trade, they desire the law to be just first 
to themselves, and secondly, just to the persons with whom they 
deal. They can see no equity ina law that would permit their 
debtors to refuse to pay and then escape their obligations through 
a voluntary bankruptcy law. If their debtors are to escape the 
load of debtin certain exigencies and under certain circumstances, 
they want reserved to themselves the power to take the property 
of these debtors and apply it to the payment of their debts before 
it shall have been dishonestly or improvidently scattered and 
wasted. And the same rule and the same law they would apply 
to others they are willing to have applied to themselves. A just 
law is equity, and equity is a just law; and law and equity should 
xo hand in hand, and so the debtor and creditor classes must, if 
they would prosper, go hand in hand and have laws upon the 
statute book that are reciprocal in their nature, giving relief and 
protection to both. 

Both labor and capital are interested in the enlargement and 





They belong 





























































































































































































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. APRIL 30 


extension of the debtor class. Labor wants employment and capital | 
seeks investment. Whenever capital is invested in business it | 


gives employment to labor, and this combination of labor and 


; 


? 


interests, and have a care to foster and protect every(}); 
ducive to the general good of our country and its instiiu:; 
No State pride or jealousy should stand in the way 0; 


capital produces something, and this something when produced | actment of just, comprehensive, and complete laws on ; 
goes into the markets of the world, is found in the channels of | ject of bankruptcies throughout the United States. s;., 


trade, and is continually asking men, who are honest, to buy upon 
credit, use or sell again, and pay by and by, and so keep the ma- 
chinery of the business world well oiled and in constant motion. 
" ie in debt” is a remark often made, but a principle rarely 
followed. 

Young men of integrity, ability, and ambition, willing to work 
and determined to succeed, can do but little without credit, and 
capital would be largely useless unless credit should claim its as- 
sistance and cooperation. Intelligent labor is constantly seeking 
broader fields of usefulness. Inventive genius constantly seeks 
credit. Capital universally seeks to increase itself. He who 
won place impediments in the way of either is an enemy to 
mankind, 

Failures sometimes occur. It is taught in Holy Writ that the 
attempt to create mankind was to a degree a failure. Adam was 
taken on credit, and he failed to hew to the line. After a few 
thousand years God sent great floods to wipe mankind from the 
face of the earth, and only a few were reserved to start business 
afresh, but God took these on trust, gave them credit, and has 
allowed the world to go on ever since, I do not think this earth 
should be blotted from the universe because its inhabitants have 
not been a perfect success. Nor do I think the credit system 
should be abolished or condemned because now and then men fail 
to pay their debts. Nor would i abolish capital because it grows 
at times intolerant. Those who cry out against combinations of 
capital and seek to undermine it are their own worst enemies. 
They degrade and belittle the communities in which they live. 
Poverty is not a disgrace, nor is it a magnificent blessing. bor 
is the grand master, building up nations more surely than the 

roudest kings, and on the surest foundation. But labor must 
ems its reward, and this is first a good living and then an ac- 
cumulated capital upon which it may draw when old age has 
palsieditshand. That is the best nation which contains the most 
earnest, intelligent labor, the most active industries, the broadest 
education, the greatest active capital. Riches are the reward of 
labor and its best friend. 

All this being true, the two must work in harmony, be mutually 
helpful, and our lawmaking powers must be considerate of both. 
Both have rights entitled to our respect and protection. There- 
fore, when we deal with the credit system at all, let us deal with 
and care for all interests, those who extend as well as those who 
receive credit. To ignore the one while we foster the other is leg- 
islative dishonesty, repudiation of duty. When we undertake to 
enact laws in the interest and for the protection of the debtor 
class we should see to it that the creditor class have their rights 
proportionately guarded and protected. 

Judge Story, in his most excellent work on the Constitution, 
says, section 1106: 

prese © consix recise meanin: 

aan my eae a s ntredists - eee the mn it may be staked 
that the general objects of all ban “— and insolvent laws are, on the one 
‘hand, to secure to creditors an appropriation of the property of their debtors 

ro tanto to the discharge of their debts whenever the are unable to 
Siecharge the whole amount; and, on the other hand, to relieve unfortunate 
and honest debtors from perpetual bondage to their creditors, either in the 
shape of unlimited imprisonment to coerce payment of their debts, or of an 
absolute right to appropriate and monopolize all their future earnings. 

Again he says: 


One of the first duties of on, while it provides amply for the sacred 
obligation of contracts and the remedies to enforce them is 
passu to relieve the unfortunate and meritorious debtor 
mind and body which cuts him off from a fair enjo 
efits of society and robs his family of the fruits of hi 
of his pate’ superintendence. A national government which did not 
sess this power of legislation would be little worthy of the exalted s 
of guarding the happiness and supporting the rights of a free people. It 
might guard inst political oppressions only to render private oppressions 
more intolerable and more ginting. 

It is evident from these quotations that the views of this great 
jurist were that the duty of Congress in the exercise of this con- 
stitutional power is first to secure to creditors an appropriation of 
the property of their debtors, who are either ontiite ing or unable 
to pay; and secondly, to antee to honest debtors a discharge 
from their ~ i obligations. Anything short of this is not 
a bankrupt law. Anything short of this violates the just princi- 
ples that should guide us in dealing with the subject. To secure 
these results a law must contain both voluntary and involuntary 
provisions. 

It always has been and always will be impossible to enact or 
put into operation perfect laws on this or any other subject. Any 
system of laws born of the brain of mortal man be incom- 

ete, found to contain imperfections, but bringing to our aid the 
experience of mankind, taking into consideration the wants or 
needs of the human race, we can legislate with some degree of 
wisdom, and this we do when we regard all our citizens, all our 


are necessarily incomplete and inefficient. Each State 

laws affecting its own citizens and discharging them 
obligations of contracts entered into subsequently to th 
ment. But as no State can pass laws impairing the o}); 

a contract it is utterly unable to pass insolvent laws | 
affect debts ineurred before their enactment or between ¢\:\,, 
of different States. 

Says Story, section 1107: 

But there are peculiar reasons independent of these general con 
why the Government of the United States should be intrust | 
power. They result from the importance of preserving harmon, 
justice,anc securing rights and remedies among the citizens of a’) ; 

* * * There can be no other adequate remedy than giving a p 
General Government to introduce and perpetuate a uniform syst. 1) 

Again, the author says: 

In the next place, it is clear that no State can introduce any sys' 
shall extend beens its own territorial limits and the persons ! 
ject to its juri: tion. Creditors residing in other States can no! 

y its laws, and debts contracted in other States are beyond the 1. 
legislation. It can neither discha the obligation of such con: 
touch the remedies which relate to them in any other jurisdicti., 
the most meritorious insolvent debtor will be harassed by new snit 
litigations as often as he moves out of the State boundaries. His \ 
erty may be absorbed by his creditors residing in a single State, a.) 
be left to the severe retributions of judicial process in every oth: + 
the Union. Among a people whose general and commercial inte: 
be so great and so constantly increasing as in the United States. :\)j 
would be a most enormous evil and bear with peculiar severity uj). ; 
commercial States. Very few persons engaged in active business wi|! 
without debtors or creditors in many States in the Union. The evil is i; 
ble of being redressed by the States. It can be adequately redrosse) .) 
the power of the Union. One of the most pressing grievances }) 
commercial, manufacturing, and agricultural interests at the pres): 
is the total want of a general system of bankruptcy. It is well k: 
the power has lain dormant, except for a short a. ever sinc 
tution was adopted; and the excellent system then put into operat 
repealed before it had any fair trial upon grounds generally | 
wholly beside its merits, and from causes more easily understood 
erately vindicated. . 

These considerations so ably and cogently presented ought : 
impress every member of the Fifty-fourth Congress witli ti 
cessity of immediate and wise action. 

The present financial distress and depression impress» 
one and invites our attention to the wisdom and necessity of pr- 
viding relief to the victims of business failures not in their power 
to avert. Thousands of our best and most energetic |) 
men are now hopelessly involved and bowed down beneath « 
of debt which they are powerless to lift. Weowe it to these men, 
to society, to our country, toenact a law that shall bring aspri 
time of hope to these men and encourage them toa renews! o! thor 
old-time business vigor and activity. At the same time we mn 
be reasonably certain that we do not throw open avenus i): 
vite the dishonest to a career of fraud and peculation, the rc kiss 
to a life of extravagance and dissipation. Enough rn easily «i 
heedlessly into debt and then resort to questionable met! !s to 
secrete the remnants of bey without having an invita- 
tion extended and a promise deliberately made by the lawinasing 
— that however heedless, reckless, and extravagant their 0 u- 

et may be the door to escape is wide open and the way plain 
and easy. a 

In point of fact, these views would seem to have commen(«( 
themselves to the better judgment of the gentleman from [)x: 

Mr. pereeee” for, having introduced House bill 259, to which | 

ave made reference and from which I have made quotations an! 
which is a purely voluntary bill, that gentleman submitted ¢ 
subcommittee having this bill in charge another proposition, 
headed as follows: : 

H. R. (no number). In the House of Representatives. : 

Mr. BarLzy submits as his report from the subcommittee the 
following bill: 

A bill to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy. / 

Then follow eight sections substantially word for wor: |1k bill 
H. R.259. In section 9 of his report from the subcommittes (i! 
—— takesa new departure and inserts a provision proves 

or involuntary bankruptcy, as follows: ye 

debtor entitled to take the Sen 
. on in a court having ws 
alleging that said debtor isa merchant, bros’) 
ufacturer, or miner, and that he owes them de!)' +0"! 


) 


ey 


dicti , 
banker man 

ing in the to the sum of $300 or more, and that he he. 
months of of said petition, and since the passage of t 
mitted ei of following namel 


trader 
ther First, concealed ! 

or remained 

; a transfer of any of his proper! 
actual intent on his part to defraud his creditors; third, made, \\! 
ent, a transfer of any of his property, or suffered any of it to " 
levied w by process of law or otherwise, for the purpose of giv 

red or suffered a judgment to be entered a¢ 
defraud his creditors; secreted any of his }) 
levied upon under legal process against hims: « 








The court shall cause its due notice to be given to the debtor on such peti- 


and if, u hearing, the allegations thereof are found to be true, such 








aevt » shall be adjudged bankrupt, and proceedings shall be had as pro- 
vided in this act for the distribution of the estate of a debtor ameng his 
, viiters, exeept that the assignment provided herein to be made by the 





+e shall be made by a decree of the court to such assignee as the court 
| appoint upon the nomination of a majority in number and value of the | 
‘icors, or, in the absence of such nomination, in the discretion of the court, | 
on like proceedings shall be had as are provided in this act for 


* and theret nkruptcy. 


a case of voluntary 
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not our people exhit ited the ability 1 willin 3 to mi in 
our national credit. sustain armi ind navies, and maintain and 


defend the integrity of the won, Th Union ithe t 

Wise uniform laws on tl bie of bankruy thi ! t 
the United States will do muc ‘th at 
home and abroad. The m: 
own industries, manufa 
add individual 


t "hy . : 
tO OUT and cons ently 








It will be observed that this provision is much more radicaland | Couple this with honesty, and we the ind 
drastic in many respects than the bill reported by the full com- | national prosperity. To-day wea ’ z 
mittee and now under consideration. | zens of foreign nations, and we a1 at 4 

The provisions of this bill reported to the full committee by | mercial relations. Credit is asked an 
Mr. BatLey, who was a member of the subcommittee, shows | Maintained. Wemeasure foreicn nati 
that the work of the subcommittee was not without result, and laws, their abilitv and willineness to pr 
that the gentleman from Texas had been, in part at least, con- | erty and property rights. We are weigh 4 
verted to the idea that a just and true bankruptcy law should | and by the same rules. Let it be under 
contain both voluntary and involuntary features. Whether of the National Government is ready to 
this conversion was genuine and permanent or not, it demonstrates the honest administration and distributio 
that the gentleman from Texas is quite at sea regarding the true | estates among their creditors, and the ci 
basis upon which a bankrupt law should be constructed. In the | nations will have confide . ent leadins 
Fifty-thind Congress he wrote and secured the passage through | » citizens of the U 
the House, by @ very narrow majority, his bill providing for vol- | regardless of the State in which they live. 


untary bankruptcy. At the very beginning of this Congress, and 
on the 6th day of mber, 1895, he introduced H. R. 259, provid- 
ing simply for yoluntary bankruptcy, but he prepared and had 
inted as his report from the subcommittee the bill above re- 
erred to. This action on his part demonstrates one of three 
things; that the gentleman’s mind is vacillating, that he really 
believes that a bankrupt law should contain both voluntary and 
involuntary provisions, or that he would prevent, if possible, by 
confusing the mind of this House, the enactment of a just and 
complete law on the subject of bankruptcy containing both volun- 
tary and involuntary provisions. 

Both bills suggested by the gentleman from Texas, and to which | 
I have referred, provide that the act shall continue in force two | 
years and no longer, except as to proceedings commenced within 
that time. He now es H.R. 8234. 

If a law on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United 
States should be enacted at all, the measure should be a permanent 
one and not merely temporary, a mere makeshift. If parties who 
are in debt to-day and unable to discharge their pecuniary obliga- 
tions are enti to a discharge from their debts, then those who | 
are in the same predicament three and four and five years hence 
ought to have the same privileges extended to them. There is no 
good reason why a bankruptcy law should be temporary. It con- 
cerns the great debtor and creditor classes; it affects trade, com- 
merce, and credit, and should be permanent and afford security 
to the creditor class and immunity to the honest debtor. class 
when its provisions have been honestly complied with. Stability 
in law and in policy makes a country respectable and respected. 
Instabilit es any government weak. 

It may be that the unwise tariff legislation enacted by the Fifty- 
third Congress will give to wise and efficient legislation on 
that subject enacted by the Fifty-fifth Congress. It may be that 
the financial distress and ruin brought upon the people of the 
United States by the unwise and incompetent Democratic Admin- 
istration that has controlled affairs for the past three vears have 
made all the bankrupts they will, and that if we pass atemporary 
bill designed to clear the deck and cure, so far as possible, the evils 
of improper legislation, we shall have done a work and been of 
some use to the American people. But the Fifty-fourth Congress 
should not act simply as a physician. It is not here to cure dis- 
eases only. This d legislate not only to cure exist- 
ing ills, but to avert, sible, distress and wrongs in the future. 
This Congress should to enact permanent laws that will build 
up and strengthen business, trade, commerce, agriculture; that 
will strengthen the hands of persons engaged in these pursuits. 
Tr Cngneemnaaian to strengthen our financial condition and 
give to all classes of our citizens. 

NATIONAL AND STATE CONDITIONS DEMAND THE ESTABLISHMENT OF UNI- 
FORM LAWS ON THE SUBJECT OF BANKRUPTCIES. 

We should do all we can to extend and strengthen our national 
credit, and to do this we must maintain individual credit. A na- 
tion of can notmaintain national credit. The character 
and strength of a nation is measured largely by the integrity, 
intelligence, and ity of ee hae ing it. The day has 
gone by when physical power ines hounding of a nation 
among the governmentsof the earth. Fleets and standing armies 
will always command a certain degree of r by operating on 
the fears of mankind, but even these can not be maintained with- 
out a firm national credit behind them. The United States of 
numeric would have down in defeat and suffered dissolution 
ane its credit at and abroad commanded the respect, 
oe ft of her own people, and secondly, the respect and confidence 
Soren nations and their people. The independence of the 

thern would have been recognized by some for- 
¢ign nations and the attempt made by them tc establish it had 











Distrust of States and State laws will disay r or » be 
2 factor in commercial transactions not only | 
the different States, but between citizens of the United Stat ind 
of foreign nations. It is common knowledge that the 
many of the States are extremely lax or inefficient in pr 
means for the just and equitable applicatior 
an insolvent debtor to the payment of his just d 
it is many times difficult and sometimes impossib 
of some of the States to obtain credit ) trad 
even among citizens of the several States is limited 

In my judgment, no wiser action can be tak y this 
especially under existing conditions, than to provide uniform 
on this subject. f the States complain of 
their people. The great West and South want credit with 
East. The complaint has come from the W 
quite largely withdrawn investments, and she has felt 
and feels it to-day. This withdrawal of capital and 
resulted in a depreciation of values and general busin¢ 
tion. Whatever other causes have contributed to / 
one cause has been the distrust pervading moneyed men in 
Kast of the efficiency and adequacy of State insolvent laws in t 
South and West. 

So long as States permit debtors to prefer creditors 
restriction or substantial limitation, making it possib 
probable, that the debtor, when overtaken by insolvency, will: 
vote all hisproperty to the payment of his home cred 
and relatives near by, whether it be honestly or fra 
merchants, manufacturers, and business mer 
their boundaries will be exceedingly shy of extendir redit to 
citizens of those States. Usually they will not do this at all w 
out exacting security that the would-be debtor is either unable « 
unwilling to give—security that he can not give without inv ¢ 
attention to his weak financial condition, and thus impairing and 
usnally destroying his credit at home. 

A fair and impartial consideration of these conditions must } 
conclusive of the wisdom of the enactment of this bill into law. 
We must remember that our population, wealth, manufacturing 
industries, and interstate commerce are rapidly increasing 

The rapid growth and development of our means of intercom 
munication; the spread and extension of railzoad lin 
transportation easy, rapid, and cheap; the growth of tel: 
lines and the invention of the telephone, making it pos 
merchant in New York City to converse with the 
Cleveland, Cincinnati, Chicago, and other western ci 
growth and improvement of our mail service, together w 
rapid growth of industries and manufactures in certain sectis 
unknown to others, but the products of which are necessar 
the use of almost every citizen in every home in the Jand, 1 
an interchange of our manufactures and products a 
necessary to our prosperity. With this interchange trade and i1 
terstate commerce, credit must go handin hand. Cr rill be 
demanded when the agricultural States purchase the im nt 
andsupplies manufactured in others. They 
are marketed. Credit is asked when the gre 


and s¢ 


some ¢ 


XR 


Th Tes! it! 


will pay when ¢ 
+ , , | 


1 pr ts 
the South and West are put on the mark The manufactures 
purchases cotton on credit. If credit is not given, then these 
crops are sold to speculators for ready cash at less tha r real 
value, and so the rich are made richer and poor produ ust 
ally the planter and farmer, are made poorer, deprived of the jus 
fruits of their toil. So illustrations may be multiplied at will. 


It all tends to illustrate the necessity of maintaining and making 
reasonably safe the credit system, a system as old as man and 
absolutely necessary to the growth and prosperity of any people 

To this end, as stated, a wise and moderate yet ystem 
of uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcies is necessary. 


offic len 
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The fathers who framed our Constitution foresaw the wisdom 
and necessity of conferring upon Congress this power. Present 
conditions demand its exercise. The great army of 175,000 per- 
sons who have met with financial disaster and are virtually de- 
barred from actively engaging in business in a legitimate manner 
and other thousands who would profit by their release from their 
financial burdens, and more than 500,000 business men engaged 
in enna pursuits demand a wise and efficient law on this 
subject. 

The Fifty-fourth Congress will not have lived in vain if it does 
its duty in this regard and does what it can to dispel the financial 
glooom enshrouding so many of our most enterprising citizens. 

If we do this, and act wisely in the doing, we shall gladden 
many a home, carry good news to many a nae debtor, give 
etiae and vigor to thousands of our best and most enterprising, 
though unfortunate, business men, gratify the creditor classes, 
strengthen our credit at home and abroad, extend our trade and 
commerce, and do much to set in motion the wheels of workshops 
and factories long idle and useless. 

I trust this House w'!l speak with no uncertain or wavering 
voice, for the Republican party is not only the friend of progress 
and of liberty, but of the oppressed and unfortunate. Let us not 
hesitate tu exercise our constitutional powers when by so doing 
we add to the arenes , wealth, wealth-producing power, and se- 
curity of the Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, I add as a part of my remarks some of the com- 
ments of Mr. Wolverton, an able Democrat from Pennsylvania, 
made by him on the Bailey bill H. R. 4609, in the Fifty-third 
Congress. (See Report 206, part 3.) That bill was virtually the 
same as the Bailey bill H.R. 259, the Bailey bill H. R. 8234, and 
the Bailey bill (no number) all of the Fifty-fourth Congress. 


The minority of the Committee on the Judiciary respectfully dissent from 
the report of the committee, and submit herewith their principal reasons 
therefor, as follows: 


DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE TORREY BANKRUPTCY BILL AND THE BAILEY 
BILL. 


The Bailey bill (H. R. 4609) is an incomplete measure, which contains imper- 
fect provisions for voluntary bankruptcy; the Torrey bankruptcy bill (H. R. 
4617) is a complete measure, which contains comprehensive provisions for 
voluntary as well as involuntary bankruptcy. 

The incomplete bill (the Bailey bill) may not be, but the complete bill (the 
Torrey Sey bill) is, constitutional. 

The incomplete bill would be an . aapertment in beukventer lation in 
this country: the complete bill em es the wisdom and avoids the errors of 
past legislation in this and other countries. 

The incomplete bill _— not prove to be, but the complete bill is, unques- 
tionably, a henhrapiey I. 

The incomplete bill may not apply to the whole country; it might be, in 
effect, re ed and reenacted from time to time by State and Territorial 
legislative acts or decisions by their courts; the complete bill applies to the 
whole coun and can not be affected, except by an act of Congress. 

The incomplete bill does not grant any relief to debtors who owe less than 
$200; the complete bill grants relief to debtors without invidious distinctions 
as to amounts owed. 

The mommmnase bill leaves it discretionary with debtors to provide for the 

yment in full of the wages of servants and laborers in the States where 
hey are not provided for by the insolvent laws: the complete bill makes 
absolute provision for the payment of the wages of employees of every e 
for a reasonable time prior to bankruptcy, and for a liberal amount, an 
apply alike in all of the States, Territories, and the District of Columbia. 

e incomplete bill requires an assignment to be e by the debtor ac- 
=e to the laws of the State where he lives, and also according to its 
provisions, oe they may be in conflict; it also requires that the trust 
shall be accepted by the trustee before an application for a d can be 
made; the oo bill permits the bankrupt to make his application to the 
Federal court for a discharge, irrespective of conflicts between State laws 
and the Federal laws, and without reference to the acts of the trustee. 

The incomplete bill permits eee for disc tobe made without 
limit of time or number after the expiration of four months after the date 
of the assignment while it is in force; the complete bill permits the applica- 
tion to be made after the expiration of two, and within the next four months, 
or conditionally within the next six months, but not afterwards. 

The incomplete bill makes it possible for dischar; to be improperly 
granted or withheld without reasun; the complete embodies such safe- 
guards as are calculated to enable all honest insolvent debtors to receive dis- 
charges and to prevent all dishonest debtors receiving them. 

The incomplete bill permits corporations, including national banks, to be 
discharged; the complete bill does not seek to interfere with the rights of 
creditors to perems their remedies inst the stockholders of corporations, 
and hence withholds the right of discharge. 

he incomplete bill will permit the discharge of dishonest debtors, except 
those who make an my ory within three months before its 7 ; the 
complete bill provides for the of only such debtors as are honest 
and ought to receive great co eration under the law without refer- 
ence to the time they become bankrupt. 

The incomplete as well as the complete bill forbids the of a per- 
#on from any debt created by a defalcation while acting asa pu officer, 
an executor, guardian, or trustee, cr in any fiduciary oe ; but the in- 
complete bill permits the discharge of a corporation, al ough it may have 
plundered the estate of which it was executor or administrator, ro a 
child of which it was guardian, misappropriated the funds received as a 
trustee or in some other fiduciary ca) ty. 

The incomplete bill neither leaves administration of the estates of un- 
fortunates to be wholly dealt with by the State insolvent laws in their diverse 
wore nor toa national bankruptcy law in a comprehensive way; the complete 
bill is a national law and vests jurisdiction to r it for the benefit of 
debtors and creditors in the Federal courts. 

The incomplete bill requires proceedings to be had, first, under a State 
law, and, second, under a Federal law; the complete bill provides for pro- 

only under a Federal law. 

The incomplete bill provides that property shall be ed and adminis- 
tered bya State law, subject to the provisions of this ral law; it also 
provides that where property in different States is assigned it shall be ac- 

cording to the laws of the State where the debtor resides; the complete bill 





leaves no room for unfortunate conflicts between State and Fe, 
and the laws of different States, to be fo : 
zens who may honest'y endeayor to exerc 


the complete bill mrovides for economical proceedi 


States and ahha 
banks; the complete bill does not permit corporations to becom... S™ 
bankrupts, but extends to them, except national banks, the bene; 
untary kru 


English 
tive in t 


great majority of those who buy property or bo: 
small way, to give 
mort 
securing an equitable enforcement of the rig 
mae and will have a tendency to enable would-be debtors to } 
an 


given and the equ 
lete 
interests of 


interests of 


the complete bill would, protect the best interests alike of poor a 
creditors. 


promote the 


outside of Congress, so far as we know or have heard; its enactment 
advocated by any ne 


— 


ht out at_the expens: 

a constitutional rig}; 
The incomplete bill requires that the costs of two courts shall }, irred 
ngs in only one cou 
ill will expire in two years; the complete bill will p 


ral laws 
r Citi. 


The incomplete 


the rights of debtors and creditors without limit of time. ~ ee Oee 


The nou bill extends the benefits of voluntary bankrw, 
erritories where it applies, to corporations, includ), 


ptcy. 
The jeeemeee is an imperfect semroimotion of the law of t 
ntleman”; the compiete bill embodies all that is wise ay. 
e English bankruptcy act of to-day. 
The incomplete bill is all to be in the interest of debtors: tho», 


bill recognizes the fact that all debtors are not poor. nor all ¢re.jq.. 
and therefore protects the interests of both classes alike, withou: ».: 
to their pove: 





y or their wealth. = 
The incomplete bill is calculated to destroy credit and there\)y ; 5 
rrow money, especin!' . 
security in the form of collateral, indorsement. . 
for their indebtedness; the See bill will extend ere tb 
ts of both the debtors and crad. 
lV ropert 
rrow nee without security, since under it preferences w, l not be 
table rights of creditors will be secured. ie: 
bill is not, but the complete bill is, demanded jn ¢}. best 
\ onest debtors. 
The incomplete bill might, but the complete bill would not, ady), 
onest debto: 


The incom 


the 
rs. 

The incomplete bill is not, but the complete bill is, demanded jn t}. best 
interests of both debtors and creditors. 

The incomplete bill, ora purely involuntary bankruptcy bill, would not, but 
id rich 
The soseenetete bill would not, but the complete bill would, protect ang 
nterests of ers. iy 


consum: 
The incomplete bill is not demanded by any organization or by any mg 





n 
not 
a 





per, so far as we have been advised; the eomy) 
bill has been demand y organizations of all sorts, petitioners of . very 
class, and very generally by the press in all of the country 
The incomplete bill is not, but the complete bill is, advocated in the lest 
interests of all classes of pone. 
The incomplete bill is not, but the complete bill is, supported by the mem. 


bers of Con who are in favor of securing to all of the people every right 
guaranteed the Constitution. : 

The incomplete bill was voted down in the Fifty-first Congress in the House: 
the complete bill was passed at the same time by a large nonpolitical, nonsee- 
tional majority. 


The incomplete bill was adversely reported by this committee in the Pift 
second Congress; the complete bill, at the same time, was reported by t! 









committee as a comprehensive embodiment of the legislation anticipated by 
the Constitution. 

When the debate on the Torrey bankruptcy bill reported by the Committee 
on the Judiciary the reading of the bill by the Clerk to the n ns 
was postponed upon the ion of a member from Texas unti! 1 


be considered under the five-minute rule; before that time came « 
from Missouri, Mr. Bland, moved to strike out the enacting claus 
motion prevailed. In the debate upon that motion it was stated, and : 
tradicted, that two-thirds of the members had not read the bill. We there- 





fore respectfully submit that this subject has not been considered by the 
members of the nouee. 

The complete bill is the one, the enacting clause of which was stricken out, 
with a few amendments suggested in the course of the general debate as cal- 
culated to improve it. 


The fact that the incomplete bill was reintroduced by the leader of the oppo 
sition, Mr. BAILEY, and its prompt report to the House secured by t 
have heretofore been classed as opponents to bankruptcy legislati 
diately after Mr. Bland’s motion was made and carried, at an un 
time to its friends, is an admission that bankruptcy legislation is den 
by the people. Since this demand is to be answered, the only question 
ongress pass the incomplete or the complete bill? When the mem 
the House shall have considered the es fully we have no doubt \ut that 
their conclusion will be a wise one, and that the complete bill will be adopted 







as a substitute and then 
I8 THE BAILEY BILL CONSTITUTIONAL? 

Out of deference to the views of the members of the committee whio have 
re the Bailey bill to the House, we will not express an opinion as to 
whether it is or is not constitutional. We will, however, submit some ques 
tions which each member may answer for himself. If the answer to any 
these questions, or any one of others equally pertinent, shall be adver to 
the such answer will show it to be tutional. The fact that these 
questions are pertinent certainly shows that the bill is impractical an‘ ougat 
not to be in preference to one which is free from these objections 

An rst section of the Bailey bill it is provided: ‘ 

- if any Gower * * * shall execute an ment or cession of his 


rty, v: the laws of the State, Territory, or District of Columbia 
In "EEN cue tecioen to ane, 








or if he have property in any other 

as tosuch property, valid according to the laws there 
th requirements of this act, it shall have the 

effect hereinafter provided for.” 

Din eee ee eee : 
t such ent shall be made in accordance with the laws of the 
State wasre Se Sar resid es.” ea eee 
8 bill, above ie e say how assig —_ 

under State la Shall be iat ioe, it provides for a condition o thing 
ustrated thus: Mr. BAILEY resides in Texas. If he hes pro 
ates and should wish to make an assigniicts 
of his bill, one in Texas would have to conform to t , 
t and also “ with the uirements of this act”: the one i 
Seegiben i have to conform to the laws of that State and ale)" 
the requ ents of this act.” If he should wish to make an assignment ue 
to be of his the assignment in Mississip)) would ne 
des, accordance laws of the State where the de! taf 
mone aE to the laws of Texas. Would a national law whic 


a State, Terri 
uired_ an t to be made of rty in any given State, »\ 
tory, or District ot Golambin in euperéenee with State or Territorial laws 
other than its own, be constitutional? | 

If it should be claimed that the above provisions are not for the om eeney 
overriding 8 Territorial, or District of Columbia laws, bul \o" ne 
simply state conditions which must. be complied with by a deli" sporty i 
can get a then our question is: Gan a debtor having prove! 








896. 





more than 
Territory. 


or Territory, or the District of Columbia anda State or 
-¢ Sa ander this billy If not, is it not unconstitutional 
: ‘ormity? 
toy che ow odin it is also provided: ? : 
“The property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered and dis- 
tributed amo! creditors according to the laws of the State where the debtor 
eaides, subject to the provisions of this act.” nan 
Take again the example of Mr. BAILEY; let us waive the question, as it is 
7 peyote of its administration, both in that and hisown State. Does 
this srovision require the State of Texas to administer estates assigned un- 
oe ts laws “subject tothe provisionsof thisact"? We have always thought 
ore when a State legislature, while in the exercise of its constitutional au- 
tha ity, I a law, that the courts of that State might enforce it without 
ee to the “provisions of an act’ of any other legislative body on 
earth! Does the above provision require the assigned estate, in the example 
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| would not have jurisdiction and the case would be dismissed. If upon a hear- 


as to how he is to assign his property in Mississippi, and con- | 


ing tor the discharge of a voluntary bankrupt under a bankrupt law it should 
appear that he had never filed a petition in bankruptcy, it would follow that 
he had never become a bankrupt, and therefore the Court never had juris- 























diction of him, and hisapplication for a discharge would have to be dismissed. 
In other words, a bankruptcy court cay never have jurisdiction of anyone 
except a pets When such jurisdiction is acquired, it extends to the 
rights of the creditors, the ri t ft pt, tl minstration of the 
estate, and the protection of the cred » bankrupt, and the estate, by 
the punish nent of those who } ‘ 1m 
Under the Bailey bill the debtor is req l only to make an ent, 
secure its acceptance by the trustee th 1 han i apy i dis 
charge. It is not necessary that the assig rent shs been that 
his status shall have been fixed by the decree of any « It can re 
| fore, be said that he isa bankrupt. As the debtor does not be ts bank 
rupt, the bill can not be a bankrupt bill 
Mr. BAILeY,in his report, makes an admission as to the character of his 


given, to be administered by the courts of Mississippi ‘* according to the laws | 


. ” of Texas and “subject to the provisions of thisact"’? The lan- 

= — aah rs shall be administered,” etc. - If such are its requirements, is 
t enstitutional? It can not be said that it constitutes simply a condition 
: recedent to a discharge, because, upon a oe under a petition for a dis- 
charge, it is not required that any showing should 
istration of the estate. 

By the second — > is also 

- uch assignmen 
coonh tes < and shall be for the equal benefit of all his creditors, 
subject, etc. * * * Itshall contain a list, etc, * * * . 
4 


provided: 


¢ * a statement of liens, etc, * * * all of which shall be verified, 
" 2e*¢ * ® . 
ba bill does not purport to provide for any proceedings in a United States 


court in which the question of bankruptcy shall be determined, by which 
the rights of creditors shall be adjudged, or by which the assets shall be mar- 
shaled and distributed. Can these provisions, therefore, have any force 
which relates simply to the effect and provisions of the assignment under 
State laws? It would be competent for such a law to embrace a comprehen- 
sive bankruptcy system, i. e., to provide, first, for the determination of the 
jurisdictional fact as to whether a given debtor was or was not a bankrupt; 
second, for the administration of the estates of bankrupts (not simply of 
debtors); third, the discharge of the bankrupt (not for the discharge of a 
debtor who might or might not be a bankrupt); fourth, the adjudication of 
the rights of creditors; and, fifth, the punishment of those who have com- 


mitted frauds. In the event of such a law, embracing sucha system, it might 
properly provide for an injunction a roceedings in the State courts 
which were in conflict with it. But since it does not so provide, will any re- 


ictions which it may apply, first, as to what the State courts shall do, and, 

Le to how they shell Yo it, have any binding force upon such courts? 
Is it not, therefore, unconstitutional for this reason? 

Section 5 contains a provision with reference to what debtors the court 
may disc , as follows: 2 

“That the debtor did make an assignment * * r 
ment has been levied upon the property of such debtor within three months 
before the of this bill: Provided, however, That if, within four months 
after the levy of an attachment, the debtor shall execute an assignment or 
cession and file a petition for a discharge as herein provided for, the execu- 
tion of such assignment and the filing of such petition shall vacate the levy 
of such attachment, and such debtor shall be then entitled to the benefit of 
the provisions of this act.” j F 

The primary purpose of this bill is to provide for the granting of discharges; 
and yet itis here provided how a debtor may “ vacate the levy of"’ a State 
attackment o' than by paying the demand or giving bond. Woulda 
State court which had issued an attachment, and a State officer who had exe- 
cuted i pay any attention to such a provision in a United Stateslaw? Ought 
they to do so? 

e will consider for a moment, only for a moment, that this bill may prop- 
erly provide that an attempt of the defendant to assi n the title to the prop- 
erty which has been attached and the — of an application for a discharge 
in the United States court will vacate the levy of a State attachment. e 
take this view simply to enable us to consider an additional defect in this 
provision. Suppose that within the time srovites the debtor makes the 
assignment or cession. but the property shall have been already sold under 
an attachment prior to his matin such application, or prior to his making 
such assignment or cession, and the ees s of such a sale shall have been 
paid over to sat the demands of the attaching creditors. The effect, in 

not be to “ vacate the levy of such attachment."’ Could 
had not attached enforce this provision? Would the 
debtor be entitled to file his application for a discharge? Suppose that his 


* and that no attach- 


attempt to the ee herein provided should be ignored by the 
State court thea ent and its officer levying it, could the debtor 
then file his fora discharge? Is there anyone who will claim that 
such a pro is constitutional? 


In brief, is not this bill unconstitutional because of what it contains and 
what it does not contain? 

As between a bill concerning which, if enacted, there would be at least a 
reasonable doubt as to its constitutionality and one concerning which no 
such doubt exists we are in favor of the latter. 


IS THE BAILEY BILL A BANKRUPTCY BILL? 

Does the measure of Mr. BAILEY constitute more than an attempt to med- 
dle with the State courts in their endeavor, under imperfect insolvency 
laws, to exercise the jurisdiction which was reserved to Congress by the 
Constitution? Is it an more than an endeavor to pay, by the judg- 
ment of a ons, Se debts of debtors who never have been adjudged, and 
may not be, bankrupts? 


a law under which there can not be any bankrupts be said to bea 
bankrupt law? 
This bill does not by its terms, “to establish * * * uniform 
laws on the sui of ruptcies throughout the United States,” as 
i by the ation. Its lan is as follows: 
A bill to establish a uniform system of ruptey.” 
ore ir the title to the language of the Constitution, it would 


You can not make a signboard into a house 


y, posting a notice “ This is a house.” 

“Laws on the * bankru ” had well-defined characteristics 

ie that ro » inserted a the Constitution. It follows that any 
hich enact, under wer given ngress by the 

Constitution, have those Ghasactaxiatis. or -£ there is no power to 


tenis it. Those characteristics were that there should be an 


tet te ‘an. 
Frson, therefor; the punishment of 


; of 
jr i Arte the to btor a status which will vest the court with 
in under 


udication in 
udication of their 
rupt if he 


discharge, the 
the estate; and 
estate. Suppose that inan involuntary proceed- 
law, it should be found that an act of 


; the result would’ be that the court 


be made as to the admin- | 


shall convey all of the estate of the debtor, | 


a schedule, etc., | 


| bill, as follows: 








“ This bill not only differs from all previous enactments in being purely 


| voluntary, but another and material difference is that under it the property 


is administered according to State laws 
Can a law which 


“differs from all previous enactments” be established 
| under the Constitution? 

We hasten to explain, in view of the failure of the bill reported to have any 
of the characteristics of a bankruptcy law, that it was reported in the absence 
of three members of the committee on the day after it was introduced, and 
that there was a feeling that the House would decide the question. and that 


it was desirable to get the subject up again for consideration without delay 
In view of the characteristics of the bankruptcy law provided for in the 


Constitution, formulated and unanimously adopted by George Washington 
| and his associates, what is the bill by Mr BaILey and his associates? It is 
unknown to the Constitution; it has no parallel in past legislation: it is a 
| Stranger to us, and we can not, therefore, give it a name. We advocate a 
bill which, when read to or by the members, will be found to contain each 
one of those characteristics, expressed in plain and simple language. We 
therefore think that it ought to be adopted as a substitute and then passed 


WILL THE BAILEY BILL APPLY TO THE DEBTORS OF THE WHOLE COUNTRY? 

The language of the Constitution which confers upon Congress the power 
to pass such a bill as the one in question is as follows 

“Toestablish * * * uniform lawson the subject of bankruptcies through- 
out the United States.” 

We are in favor of carrying into effect this provision of the Constitution by 
the enactment of a perfectly fair and impartial law, as understood by our 
constitutional fathers 

The first section of the Bailey bill provides as follows: 

“Thatifany debtor * * * shall execute an assignment or cession of his 
sroperty, valid by the laws of theState, etc., * * * effect 
hereinafter provided for.” 

The legislature of Montana never has passed an assignment law. It has 
relied upon Congress to pass a bankruptcy law. Will the effect of the meas- 
ure proposed be, if enacted, to deny any relief to the debtors of that State? 
Why should we pass such a law when we may as well pass one which is com- 
rere of the rights of both debtors and creditors “throughout the 

Jnited States,”’ as provided by the Constitution? 

We have not had time to examine the statutes of all of the States: there may 
be others which have no laws upon the subject. If so, their citizens may, 
under this proposed law, be denied their constitutional rights 

This law will result where it applies, if enacted, in a diverse administra- 
tion of the estates of bankrupts in the States and Territories and the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Can it, therefore, be said to be “uniform throughout 
the United States"? 

The citizens of all of the States which now have such laws may be denied 
their constitutional rights, as citizens of the United States, by their supreme 
court deciding that such laws were for some reason void, or by the repeal- 
ing of such laws by their legislature. This proposed law may be, in effect, 
enacted or repealed again and again by legislative action thereon and with- 
out any action by Congress. 

This proposed law does not of and within itself confer any right upon a citi- 
zen; the right which it purports to confer is wholly dependent upon the 
action heretofore or hereafter of a State or Territorial legislature or by Con- 
gress with reference to the District of Columbia. 

Why should our constitutional rights as citizens of the United States be 
thus denied us, or be jeopardized by the possible action of our courts or leg 
islatures, since they act wholly as to our rights as citizens of the State? 

Would the passage of this bill indicate that we were a national body, com- 
posed of representatives from the whole country? We think not. 

The first section provides as follows: 

“That ifany debtor * * * shall execute an assignment or cession of his 
property, valid by the laws of the State, etc., * * * in which he may re- 
side or be domiciled, or if he have property in any other jurisdiction, then 
as to such property, valid according to the laws thereof, and also in accord- 
ance with the requirements of this act.” 

The above provision is contradicted by one from the second section, as fol- 
lows: 

“ That such assignment shall be made in accordance with the laws of the 
State where the debtor resides.”’ 

The second section also provides as follows: 

“ The property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered and dis- 
tribu among creditorsaccording to the laws of the State where the debtor 
resides, subject to the provisions of this act.” 

The debtor having property in two States can never make an assignment 
according to both o the above provisions and therefore can not, as it seems 
to us, have the benefits of the act. 

The debtor having property in two States can never secure the adminis- 
tration of that part of it which is situated in a State other than that of his 
domicile according to any laws other than those of the States in which the 
property is situated; the provisions of this act, therefore, can never be com- 
plied with in that respect. In view of these provisions, what must be said 
concerning the uniformity of this bill “throughout the United States’’? 
Possibly the explanation is to be found in the title to the bill, It is not by its 
terms to establish uniform laws “ throughout the United States,” as required 
by the Constitution, but only “to establisha uniform system of bankruptcy.’ 

Upon a consideration of the whole subject it seems to us that we must reach 
the conclusion that the enactment of such a law would not be a full exercise 
of the power conferred upon Congress by the Constitution to legislate upon 
this eubdert. 

Such are the provisions of the bill reported favorably, the next day after 
being introduced, by a committee of lawyers of which we are members! 

SMALL DEBTORS MUST, BUT LARGE ONES NEED NOT, PAY. 

Section 1 of the Bailey bill provides that it shall apply only to persons wh«c 

owe —— more. Why should this financial limitation be put upon volun- 

kruptcy? The man who owes less than this sum may be as effec- 
tually borne down by it as the man who owes a greatersum. The proba- 
bilities are that he will be less able to pay it than the man who has succeeded 


it shall have the 
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in owing a larger amount. Why should a rule be established that a debtor 
who owes amounts up to $200 must pay or continue to owe them, but the 
debtor who owes a larger sum may secure a discharge without a mg 
of any sum? We contend that all citizens should be equal before the law. 

Can it be possible that the members of the Committee on the Judiciary 
wish to recommend to the House that it shall draw this kind of a distinction 
wormeen citizens who have large financial obligations and those who have 
small ones? 

Would the passage of this bill indicate that we earnestly wish to legislate 
wisely for the equal benefit of all classes of the people? e think not. 

The complete bill extends the benefits of voluntary bankruptcy to all 
debtors, except corporations, without invidious distinctions as to amounts 
owed, It provides that creditors holding unsecured claims for $500 or over 
against &@ common debtor may commence proceedings for themselves and 
such other creditors as may wish to -_ them. This provision was made as 
to involuntary bankruptcy, because it was thought that a substantial benefit 
would not accrue to creditors by permiting them to proceed in cases where 
the indebtedness was less than that sum. 

We do not want in this country any distinction between citizens under the 
laws because of their occupation, or because they are rich or because they are 
poor. We want it possible for an honest man, irrespective of the amount he 
owes, to make a voluntary surrender of his property, except hisexemptions, 
and, ir honest, secure a discharge; but we do not want it to be possible for a 
rich man to hide away his property and then go into seen and secure 
a discharge from his debts which he could and ought to pay. e do not want 
it ble for poor men to become rich by such means. 

a debtor has become insolvent and can not meet his obligations and pro- 
tect his puegenty we think his creditors ought to be entitled to proceed, under 
very careful restrictions, to secure the payment of at least a percentage of 

claims, since it is the same to them in dollars and cents whether the 
loss they suffer pone out of dishonesty, incompetency, or the misfortune of 
their debtor. e want it to be possi for the « ors of a debtor who 
has swindled his creditors, or is preparing to swindle them, to be able to 
interfere by involuntary proceedings and secure their equitable rights. 

The bill we offer as a substitute for the Bailey bill will apply. approximately, 
to the affairs of only one in a hundred uf those who do Casinos or conduct 
ogheae mineral, or other industries in whole or in part on credit; it will 

ect the affairs of those to whom it does imply with impartiality, and there- 
fore ought to be passed. 


THE PROTECTION OF SERVANTS AND LABORERS INCOMPLETE. 


‘ The third section of the Bailey bill provides that there may be preferences 
or— 

‘Debts due the United States or any State in which any of the property of 
the debtor is situated, or to the servants or laborers of the debtor." 

This provision leaves it discretionary to the debtor as to whether he will 
or will not vide for his servants or laborers, unless there is such a provi- 
sion in the State law. We think that any bill on this subject should provide 
that servants and laborers should have a preferred claim for their wages. 
str ster their seignanect laws forthe prosoction of sarvantoand 

on under nt laws for ion of servan' 

Such States and Territories as Soeaeeinnes ’ 

Would the passage of this bill indicate what we know of y necessities 
of laborers and of the wise public policy which justifies the payment to them 
when their employer fails of their tora ted time before such fail- 
ure and in areasonable amount’? We think not. 

The bill which we submit as a substitute makes winten See eegrrenset 
of the wages of servants and laborers earned wi a reasonable , be- 
fore the date of the failure of the employer, and for a liberal amount, with- 
out reference to whether the States have or have not done so. It thereby 
not only secures the rights of those in the States where they would be neg- 
lected —— the —- of the aw bill, sad in all ~— —: se 
where they might 8o neglected —- presen: estab- 
aque wollen. rule under Wich the right <i curwentaand tavemenn af Ghe 
whole country will be protected. 

The wages of employees should be paid, because it will alike the 
best interests of debtors and other creditors. The great body of laborers 
live from day to day on their daily earnings. If they were ed, in the 
event of the failure of their employer, to take a percentage of in 
common with other creditors, as er might have to in eight of the States 
under the Bailey bill, it would result in untold hardships to them and their 
families. The possibilities of ha such calamities befall them would result 
in their having always to be on alert with reference to the financial 
standing and moral worth of their employers. Whenever it happened that 
they knew that their emplovers were about to fail, or thought there was 
danger, or heard a rumor, or became f tened, with or without cause, 
they, or many of them at would be com in financial 
to quit their employment. Such a result t possibly be secured by the 
circulation of a malicious rumor as to the a or Seal teal an 
employer. The abandonmen employees of their em atacritical 
time ht ruin financially a Mom honest employer. Such an abandon- 

h ‘nad : i oat t. ath by sede t = > = 
who e insolvent, an ereby res’ grea on prop- 

interests of the creditors. 

e bill we offer as a substitute is not liable to these objections, and hence 
ought to be in the best interest of employees, as well as other cred- 
itors, and of debtors. 


IMPERFECT AS TO DISCHARGES. 


The fourth section of the Bailey bill vides that— 
“Such debtor, after the expiration of four months from the date of the ex- 
guulien <f the gate 6° cami g0e She qemetnnes Solan ae ae 
Seene eke pees * * * asking for a discharge from said 
e ” 

ot accept the trust. In that event the debto: 


Suppose the trustee should n r 
ae neice een aan a See at any rate he t 
be what ought to be right, or hampered and delayed in secu 
it, by the whim or caprice of a trustee. There is no pertinent relationship 
between the right to file an ap on for a discharge and the acceptance 


Sg She Conan, ae Se not to make the one dependent upon the 
o } . 

This bill how shall be ed, surrendered, and admin- 
istered. ee y many hundreds of thousands of hon- 


est debtors who ought to be under any iaw which pee ga may be 
but who have no property to assign, surrender, or to have . Will 
ee yer, eee eae if it will, why should they be put tothe 
trouble of making an assignment under a State law only to go with a copy of 
it toa United States court and begin another ¢ 

This bill provides that a debtor can not apply fora in a United 
States court until after an assignment under a Statelaw. Great 
numbers of unfortunate men have been compelled to make ts 
under the imperfect State insolvency laws during years 
gress has refused to pass a wise bankruptcy law; their es have been ad- 
ministered ew: are now 


penniless. of the States have in- 
which achlitieas miner anuia tie canal ee iia 


——e 


to be liquidated. Many, meng men have seen their estates thus ( 
and are now waiting for relief under a national law. Will this | ; 
these different classes of unfortunate men? If so, why should i: , 
them to apply directly to a United States court? Why requi: 

making of a needless eutepment of nothing in a State court?’ 

_ The creditors of many dishonest debtors have sued them for +) 
litigated with each other for preferences, and — the costs ar 
Sometimes they have recovered some part of their claims, som 
have lost everything in addition to their costs and expenses, ani ; 
debtors have cma with the and money. 

It is proposed by this bill that such creditors shall lose the res; theie 
claims against their debtors unless they go to the further ex). ea. 
contending with the personal representative (the assignee) of + 
a State court; and, second, defending in a Federal court an ap) oa 
discharge, which niust be granted even to dishonest applicants. y)\...+)." 
pene nd their assignment was made within three months befor. :),, ' 
of the x 

Debtors and creditors have always found that diverse laws 4 ; 
cated proceedings aid rascals, cause needless and exorbitant costs. 4). |, 
per and disgust honest men. _—— 

Would the passage of this bill indicate that we were familar wit) jo. 
ngien u this subject? We think not. aan 

‘he complete bill will be found, when it shall have been read to op \yy +), 
members, to contain plain and simple provisions by which every «), : 
bankrupt may, in an inexpensive way, secure a discharge. It w'!! |. /,,.,) 
to contain also saf to prevent rascals extorting from ae urt of 
tice a certificate of . Which will constitute a frand against s) 
large creditors. We ‘ore recommend it as a substitute. 


NO LIMITATION OF TIME AS TO APPLICATIONS FOR DISCHAhGEs. 


Section 4 of the Bailey bill provides: 

“That any such debtor, after the expiration of four months froin the dato 
Ete ence te een. * ¢* * may file his petition iz 
the district court of the United 8 for the district in which he resides 
e228 for a discharge from said debts.” 


serving 


iall and 





Thus he or it may abide hi 
with perjured testimony to exact from a « f 
of the dead and indifferent creditors. a cor . 
which will constitute a fraud upon his or its creditors and ena!) bis oy): 
thereafter to enjoy the same benefits as those bankrupts who have become 
such through no fault of their own and who have been given u discharge 
u the merits of their cases. 
is not uired that the application shall be made in. the United States 
district court having the same territorial jurisdiction, or partly so. as t\ 
court in which the assignment was e; the provision simply is that it shal! 
be made “in the district court of the United tes in which he resi 
If, for example, the it was made in Mr. BAILEY’s distric 
conduct of the debtor has eee eae sogrevent the pr 
of his securing a discharge in the United States court of that distric 
move to California or toany other district within the country anit) 
a foradischarge. Ifthe discharge should not be granted. the j.titi l 
be and will, of course, not constitute any bar toa removal to Maine 
or some other district and the renewal of the tion, until in the end a cer- 
tificate of discharge shall have been exacted from a court of justice 
The bill we advocate that theapplication shall not be made within 
twomonths after the adjudication, that it may be made to the court inwhia 
Sade meee ae aMasamen meni te betes ede Within the vex 
m pe made wit! 
six months; but ‘ei not be made thereafter. The purpose 0! 
si nis to have the matter disposed of within a reasonable time. to the ei 
that all parties in interest shall have an opportunity to be heard aud ts 


justice may be done. 

The of honest insolvents who have failed, through no avodale 
fault of their own, is justified by a wise public policy. They can nt.» 
res: under the burden of their debts, either pay them. dis: harz: 
full ions to their dents, or fulfill the greatest possibilities a 
citizens in the communities emmgeeny beeet It was intended })y t! 

the ~ _—— wand he Siadharged. We ar 
to make such intention of a law pursuant t 1 
may be capeldh Yonaiations as will prevent bad men 
See at the same time; we therefore urge the passaye oi the com 
ete 



















A DISCHARGE MAY BE IMPROPERLY GRANTED OR WITHHELD. 


Section 5 of the bill . among a lot of other things. that—_ 
Upon hearing of the , if it shall appear that the debtor dic make 
an assignment as auth by thisact.” * * * 


f the anes number of assignments which he may have 
made. If, thereiore, the first assignment does not conform to the prov 
of the bill, it seems to us that he may subsequently, at his conven: 
Paro roceed a thought to be entirely compat!'« \ ; 
ako os © another assignment and then force tireugs a 


There are certain limitations as to acts which might prover t the granting 
of a discharge if consummated “within three months before the) 
this act,” but there is no limitation or inhibition against th: -01 ' 
fraudulent acts if they shall have been committed prior to such tire! 
“FC elsaliel te aes eer er lee wick 8D ecient 

provid sect among other 2s Which a pe _— 
show a hearing for his discharge, as follows: a 

a no attachment has been levied u the property o! 

within three months before the levy of an bill: Provided, ! 






an attachment, the de! é 
- a petition for discharge as herent 
vided for, the execution of secs suaigement and the filing of such ptt 
shall vacate the levy of such and such debtor shall be | 
entitled to the benefit of the provisions of this act.” es iki 

We do not why the simple fact of an attachment havins >>" 
levied against a debtor “ within three months before the passax) 0! (" 
eee eee pee tien Sotes horseues receiving s disc barge; thelangusg? 

that the been “ " Many innocent men hav’ 


is has 
ye levied and in theend the attachme:' | 4 - 
y should men who have thus unfortunately attache’ \ 


anassignment and app!y'2 

will receive a discharg Phe reese 
that it not do so.is that," the execution pe re ereeaaitg d the filing 
fore ne debtor shall be then entitled to the 


class of men who may happen to have been attached «1 bef = 
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This bill proposes to divide all time imto three periods: First, the three 
months before its passage; second, the ae of time be“ore such three 
months; and third, the two years during which it is to be in force, It pr: 
vides that the rights of those who may apply for a discharge shall be dete: 
mined, not with reference strictly and only to whether such actsas they have 
committed were right or wrong, but especially with reference to whether 
they were committed within a particular one of these three periods. We do 
not know any reason why any such distinction as this should be made. The 
pill we advocate does not make any such distinction. _ 

The method proposed of making proof under an application of a bankrupt 
for a discharge is an eard of departure from the ordinary proceedings in 
courts of justice in this, that it not only requires the applicant to prove that 
he has done certain things, but that he has not done others, i. e., he must prove 
himself innocent. A bankruptcy bill should provide, in our judgment, with 
reference to a discha so far as the applicant is concerned, that he has be 
come a bankrupt by a decree of court, that he has filed his application within 
the time limited by the act, and conclude with a prayer for his discharge. It 
should then be the right of those who are in interest to oppose the discharge 
to show, as an eere propeusin. that he has done any one or more of 
the acts the doing of which, according to the terms of the bill, would prevent 
his receiving that great privilege. Such are the provisions of the bill we advo- 
cate as a substitute for this one. 


CERTAIN DEBTORS OUGHT NOT TO BE, BUT WILL BE, DISCHARGED. 


The fifth section of the Bailey bill provides that a discharge shall be granted 
if, upon a bh of the petition, it shall appear as follows: 
“That the debtor did make an assignment as authorized by thisact * * * 


and that within three months before the passage of this act no creditor of 


such debtor had been preferred in any manner except as authorized by this 
act, and during said no other act was done or suffered to be done by 
such debtor respecting his business or estate to prevent an equal distribu- 
tion of his estate among his creditors, or to give one creditor an advantage 


levied. * * * Provided, That no person shall be discharged from any debt 
or obligation which shall have been created * * * in any other fiduciary 
ca t ” 

—— will not be disc as to debts which may have been incurred 
in a fiduciary capacity, but there is no limitation as to the discharge of cor- 
porations: the may deliberately prepare for and make an assignment in 
certain parts of the country, except within three months before the passage 
of this bill, and afterwards secure their discharge without let or hindrance. 
Do the members of this committee, not joining herein, wish to maintain that 
position in the House? 


ther, or to defraud his creditors, and that no attachment has been | 
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| tance to the debtor which will prevail, since the conflict will defeat the ob 


There are now in the country large numbers of trust companies which be- 
come executors and administrators of the estates of the dead, guardians of | 


the estates of children, and trustees of sacred funds of all sorts, and other 
wise act in fiduci capacities; there is no prohibition in this bill against 
Thete encustnare dieceanee from debts created by their embezzling such funds; 
it prohibits a person from securing a discharge under exactly the same con- 
ditions. Why this distinction between corporations and persons! 

There is now a na! law for the government of national banks, which 
is more rigid and under which they can be better managed than under any 
bankruptcy law. Do the members of this committee, who join in recom- 
mending the Bailey bill to the House. wish to be understood as desiring to 
have national banks secure are in bankruptcy and go on in business’ 

All debtors, except such as shall have made an assignment within three 
months before the passage of the bill, are to be discharged; not simply the 
honest debtors who have surrendered their property over and above their 
exemptions, but also the fraudulent debtors of every degree of vileness and 
degradation; the insolvent railroads, the bursted banks, the rotten insurance 
companies, and ounynety else —all are to be discharged: not only those who 
can toy but those who can but will not pay, are to have their debts, in 


effect, by the j mt of a court of equity! There is an exception to 
the above t. It is that persons who me indebted as the result of 


misap ria’ money or property in a fiduciary capacity can not be dis- 
eee bot the rohibition does not apply to corporations—they may plun- 
der estates in the . rob children of whose estates they are curators, 
and embezzle funds received as trustees, and still be discharged under the 
incomplete bill. 

The fact that honest men want a gut law established throughout the 
United States which shall grant relief to honest insolvent debtors and pro- 
tect honest creditors in their rights is made a pretext for considering a bill 
under which all debtors, except those making an assignment within a par- 
ticular three qoeaie, sere be disc harged and the rascals who profit by fraud 
may go benny justice. Why encourage fraud and dishonesty by the 
passage of this bill, when by the of a complete law we can diminish it? 

It may be all right, in the estimation of some persons, for parties residing 
in obseure places to secure Goiareee from their debts, due to people who 
are supposed to be rich; we do not believe that the honest people of any part 
of the country want such an opportunity. How will it be to have live stock 
and —e products sent to market, and have those who are intrusted 
with their sale secure the pr: and then make an assignment, and sub- 
sequently secure a discharge as provided by this bill? ill the gentlemen 
who advocate this bill undertake to maintain that it would be right to pass 
a measure w which such wrongs, or kindred ones, might be perpetrated? 

We are in favor of the discharge of voluntary and involuntary bankrupts 
under such careful restrictions as will prevent dishonest men taking advan- 


» of the law. 
Won the passage of the Bailey bill indicate an earnest endeavor on our 
part to the weak and the honest against the strong and the dishonest 
and enforce the rule of ** Do unto others as you would that others should do 
unto you"? We think not. 

The enactment of a voluntary law will subject the people to the greatest 
dangers incident to such legislation and secure for them only the minimum 
of good; the enactment of a voluntary and involuntary law would subject 
them to the minimum of rand secure for them the maximum of 


. Weare, : ; — 
somngiill rere, in favor of defeating the incomplete and passing 


JURISDICTION TO BE EXERCISED BY BOTH STATE AND FEDERAL COURTS. 


Constitution not only reserved to Congress the power to estab- 
laws on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United 
the States from impairing the obligations of con- 
t can, and the States can not, enact a com- 


ve the ht to Congress to require the State 
} teen. to enforce its laws, but it aid Srovids for Federal courts, and gave 
ad: the power to so ect them as to make ample provisions for the 
8 of the laws. We could not, if we would, compel the 
the 2, CoUrts to administer our laws; we ought not to do so if we could. It is 

right of the people to have a wise and complete law enacted upon the 
right to have it enforced in the courts 
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1 n which we can confer jurisdict and fy wl ch appeals will lie to the 
Supreme Court, to tl . i ‘ , tio and 

I e secured lt w it be rig ve we me 5 i a be 
f o1 re l Sita s t pay I irt to ¢ e 
national laws 

Why require an assignment in a Sta yurt as 1 l t to 
applying for a discharge ina United States rt whe Pp t ve bank 
rupt has no property to ass 

Why require parties in interest to pay th c w 
courts when by a complete law we can provi 
them? 

Congress has been legislatingever since it wa neve 
yet passed a law making it necessary for a Unit : ! t 
secure his constitutional rights under a United Stat Ur Sta 
co , to first begin proceedings under a State law \ I ( 


gress will make any such departure by passing 


> : 
Would the passage of this bill indicate that we know that the State gov 


t i ‘ 
erpments are different from the Federal Government, and why it 
That each has its own trial courts to administer its own laws and pays the ex 


ae of maintaining them, and why it isso’ That each has a sing ay l 
ate court to correct the errors of such trial courts, and why it iss WwW 
think not. : 

We advocate two things: First, the passage of a law contemplated by the 
Constitution and founded upon precedent rather than one which will consti 
tute an experiment—possibly a disastrous one; and, second, the postpone 
ment of the Bailey bill until its friends submit a constitutional amendm 
and secure its passage and ratification, if they can, giving a joint jurisd 
tion to State and Federal courts of laws passed by Congress, so that t 
will be no question as to our power to pass this kind of a State-National 

Can it be @id that this proposed law will tend to “ promote t) 
welfare and secure the blessings of liberty,” for which the Consti 
ordained and estabhshed? If not, let us pass one which will do so 


A CONFLICT BETWEEN STATE AND FEDERAL LAWS AND LAWS OF DIFFERENT 
STATES. 

The second section of the Bailey bill provides as follows: 

“Such assignment shall be made in accordance with the laws of the State 
where the debtor resides. * * * The property so assigned or surrendered 
shall be administered and distributed among creditors according to the laws 
of the State where the debtor resides, subject to the provisions of this act.” 

Suppose that the laws of the State where the debtor resides and the pro- 
posed law shall be in conflict; which will prevail’ 


i law 
general 
tution was 


it is really of no impor 

ts 
of the bill; i. e., such conflicts will, without his fault, prevent his securing a 
discharge. 

Suppose that a debtor has property in several States—which is true of a 
large percentage of all of the debtors in the country—how can the assien 
ments in the different States all be in accord with the laws of the States where 
he resides, in view of the fact that the laws of all of the States and Territo- 
ries are diverse! 

The report on the bill of Mr. BAILey, in referring tothe administration of 
estates under present State insolvency laws, say 

“The fraudulent practices so injurious and demoralizing in their effect 
upon all communities will, in a measure, cease, and many traders whose 
transactions are now a false pretense will resume their business in an open 
and honorable way.” 

There can not be any good reason, so far as we can see, for compelling 
debtors and creditors to continue to seek, as at present, their rights under 
such State laws as are here described 

We think it a mighty poor compliment to Congress to suggest that it can 
not pass a wise and comprehensive law, under whichthe rights of both debt 
ors and creditors will be secure 

Would the passage of this bill indicate that we had ever read the Federal 
Constitution? We think not 

If we were to join the author of this bill in formulating a new government 
we might consider the advisability of giving a joint jurisdiction over t! 
subject to State and Federal courts; we might also try to overcome the pos 
sibility of each one of such courts deciding a different way and ther 
bringing about a serious conflict between the States and the Federal Gov 
ment, to be fought out at the expense of the unfortunate bankrupts who 
might try to exercise their constitutional rights underit. But since the State 
and Federal Governments have been organized on the basis of each being 
separate, and each having courts to interpret and enforce its laws, we feel 
con.trained to accept the situation as we find it and advocate a law to be ad 
ministered in the Federal courts in a plain, simple, and economical way. 

There never has been such a law enacted as is here proposed in this or any 
other country. Why should we make such a departure now, when we can 
instead enact a plain law which will be administered in the courts which 
administer our other laws, and thus avoid a possibility of unfortunate con 
fliers between the State and Federal courts and between the courts of the 
several States? 

When the bill we submit shall have been read it will be found that it can 
be promptly enforced for the tmpartial benefit of all parties who attempt to 
conduct transactions on credit but meet with misfortune 


nis 


'y 


NEEDLESS AND ENORMOUS COSTS. 


Section 5 of the Bailey bill provides: 

“That the creditors of the debtor shall be made parties defendant, and 
shall have thirty days’ notice of the filing of the same, notice to be given as 
in suits in the courts of the United States, and shall have thirty days there 
after in which to answer said petition.” 

The cost of securing service on the creditors, which an ordinary debtor 
has, as above provided. would be enormous: it is very doubtful if t 
vent with many creditors could raise the money with which to 
In the case of a debtor not owing a very large amount in the agg 
owing small sums to a large number of creditors, the costs of 1 we 
ice on the creditors might amount to more than the indebtednes Clearly 


ne 1 i 













this bill will not be avaiiable for a vast army of painstaking, economical, and 
worthy men, who have become debtors in a small it can be of service 
only to those who have operated on a scale of magi ent proportions. U1 
der the bill we advocate the creditors would be notified at a trifling expense. 
If the petition should be dismissed the costs of course would fall — the 
petitioner: if the prayer of the petition is granted in the proceedings in 


which they shall have been “made parties defendant.” and of which they 
have been given “ thirty days’ notice,” and in which they shall have thirty 
days “in which to answer said petition,” would they not be mulcted in the 
costs? 

Why should we require the payment of the costs of twocourts by a poor 
debtorswhom we are professedly trying to assist in a financial way, when the 
costs of one would suffice? The costs of the assignment might be paid out of 
the estate, if there was one, but if not, the debtor would have to pay them 
As the debtor is required to first make an assignment of all of his unexempt 
property before he can apply for a discharge, it follows that, if he has done 
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80 in good faith, he will have only his exempt property with which to meet 
this outlay, which, if oe are numerous, will be enormous. 


There is a very large ¢ of honest men now in the country to whom the 
benefits of a bankruptcy law should be immediately available; they have no 
property either exempt or unexempt; they could not pay the enormous costs 
provided by this bill. and hence it would not be of any benefit to them. If a 
debtor shall file an affidavit with his petition, under the law we advocate, that 
he is without money and can not raise a sufficient sum to pay the costs in his 
— , he will be permitted to receive all of its benefits without the payment 
of any sum. 

The chief pur of all laws is to prevent the strong imposing on the weak; 
to keep the dishonest from robbing the honest; and to enforce the Golden 
Rule in the affairs of life. We do not want a bankruptcy law which we ma 
enact to be an exception to the rule. It, therefore, must be a measure whic 
can be cheaply administered so as to be available to all classes. 

The complete bill requires strict economy on the part of all officers and 
others who assist in its administration. It will not apply to the affairs of 
honest, solvent le, but to the affairs of approximately 1 im 100 each year 
of those who do business or conduct enterprises, in whole or in part, on credit, 
i. e., 1 in 100 is about the percertage of those who fail in the course of a year. 
It is not in any sense a law which will serve as a guide for commen or 
conducting business or enterprises, or as a cuide in the affairs of everyday 
life, but is only for the compromise or settlement of the affairs of the unfor- 
tunate, or the administration of the estates of dishonest persons, and of 
unfortunates where a compromise can not be effected. 

The bill we advocate will protect the debtor from the avarice of a “‘shy- 
lock”’ creditor; it will give him an opportunity to secure a fair compromise, 
notwithstanding it might be op by a minority of creditors who are 
moved by malice or greed, and who, under present laws, may pursue him to 
the final sale under the sheriff's red flag; it will secure him hi§ State exem 
tions, and will, if he is honest. give him adischarge. It will protect the aon 
itor from the fraud of the debtor; it will secure him a pro rata share with 
other creditors of the same class of the debtor's estate promptly and at small 


cost. 

In brief, in the event bankruptcy intervenes at any time from the incep- 
tion of the transaction by which one party voluntarily becomes a debtor and 
the other a volun creditor, and during the entire time until the debt is 
satisfied, the rights of both of the parties will be more perfectly preserved 
and be more readily and cheaply enforced than under the Bailey bill or pur- 
suant to the present State insolvency laws. 

Ought we not to s the bill which will in the best sense and at the 
smallest cost serve the interests of the whole people? 


IT OUGHT NOT BE LIMITED TO TWO YEARS. 


Section 6 of the Bailey bill provides that the— 

“Act shall continue in force two years and nolonger.” * * * 

Debtors have failed from day to day since the repeal of the last bank- 
ruptcy law, but have been unable to secure a discharge. This bill proposes 
to accommodate some of them, but as soon as two years shall have expired, 

roposes that thereafter none of those who fail shall be entitled to a like 
fonefit under the law. 

We do not see any reason why a distinction should be made between the 
rights of the debtor who has failed, or who shall fail prior to the expiration 
sf the proposed law, and the one who shall fai) after it has ceased to be in 
orce 


The provision of the Constitution is not that we shall enact for a short time 
a law for the benefit of those who may happen to be unfortunate during such 
pericd, but it is “ to establish " such a law “throughout the United States.” 

We maintain that it is the right of every citizen to have the benefit of such 
a law, and that it ought to be permanently upon the statute books and at all 
times available to both honest debtors and honest creditors. Such are the 
provisions of the bill we advocate. 

This bill should remain permanently upon the statute books, if it is the 
embodiment of what was contemplated by the Constitution; if it is not such 
a law, it ought not to be > 

Why not make a ey law as permanent as any other law? What 
would be thought of us as legislators if we penees only at intervals for the 
exercise of the other constitutional rights of the people? 

Would the of this bill indicate that we know that to “establish” 
the Federal Constitution meant that we were to enjoy the rights secured by 
it for all time and not for a short period from time to time; or that we know 
that the word “establish,” as used in the preamble, is the same word ‘es- 
tablish *’ which is used in conferring on Goneress the power which it is here 
sought to exercise only for two years? We not. 

onest men do not fail in classes or only at given periods, nor are they pro- 
ceeded against by their creditors only in certain years, but from day to Ee. 
year in and year out. Rascals do not commit frauds to order, but have done 
so every night for past ages, and will continue to do so during the ages to 


come. 

We ought, therefore, without further delay, first, to read and then pa- 
tiently, wisely, and without prejudice to consider the subject, pass the com- 
plete iil and trust to our successors to amend it from time to time, if occa- 


sion shal uire, so that honest debtors and honest creditors shall at all 
times find Telief and protection under it. 


VOLUNTARY AND INVOLUNTARY BANKRUPTCY. 


The terms voluntary and involuntary, as used in ponkrenter lagistotion, 
apply, or at least ought to a ply aa the pone prior to rendi- 
thon of the judgment by w the de is declared a bankrupt, i.e., a vol- 
unitary rupt is one who has filed his own petition, and an involuntary 
bankrupt is one against whom a petition has been filed by his creditors; after 
the judgment is rendered the ts and duties of the bankrupt or his cred- 
itors do not and should not differ in any respect. 

Debtors who may be pavedges bankrupts should be considered under four 
headings, as follows: First, insolvent honest voluntary bankrupts; second, 
fraudulent loamy ears ts; third, insolvent honest involuntary bank- 
rupts; and, fourth, fraudulen Say eames? pts. 

Phe first class embraces honest insolvents who have petitioned voluntarily 
for the benefits of the law. There is no disagreement, either in the commit- 
tee or the House, among the members who are to exercise the powers 
conferred u Congress by the Constitution, as to the wisdom of providing, 
without further delay, for the members of this class. 

Those who may be p in the class, i.e.,fraudulent voluntary 
bankrupts, are those who have obtained or retained property fraudulently, 

laced it beyond the reach of their creditors, and vee ee for 

e benefits of the law. The only object which a member of class would 
have in goinginto beehructer would be to get a and be thereby the 
better enabled to enjoy -gotten gains. We do not believe that there is 
a disposition on the of the members of this committee to favor this class 
of men, and yet we know that they, in numbers at least, could obtain 
undeserved discharges under the y bill. 

The third class, i. e., insolvent honest involuntary bankrupts, is composed 
oa who have become insolvent, are unable to pay their debts or 

their property from being inequitably distributed among their qrediters, 
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and have therefore, pursuant to proceedings by their creditors, had ; r 
roperty, over and above their State exemptions, turned over toatrys:,... . 
»¢ ratably distributed; they will be entitled toa discharge. There . 

agreement among the members of the committee as to this class. : 

Our eae say, in effect, that no relief under the provisions of ' 
untary bankruptcy should be eons to debtors so situated or to thei; 
itors; that a debtor should be left at the mercy of his individual ¢;..; 
without an opportunity to deal with them asa class; that it is right ani 
able that his estate should be taken by those who seize it first, or be ki): | 
those to whom the debtor may deliver it, and that creditors who have ex: 
credit to a common debtor on equal terms shall not necessarily shar: 
estate on equal terms or grant him favors on the same basis, but that ¢\).<, 
who first bring a suit against him shall be paid in full and those who are 

most considerate to him shall get not bs . 

We contend that a debtor who is insolvent and can not pay his d.),;< 

poss his estate from an unequal division should have the protec:;., 
he complete bill, which will permit him to retain his exemptions, pri, 
discharge, and enable each of his creditors of the same class to receiv. +)),. 
pro rata of his estate. Our opponents say that the bility of there bein 
such a class will give the cruel creditor an undue advantage over the fio))..3 
debtor. We show that such is not the case; that the cruel creditor may jw 
pursue, in the ordinary course, his debtor toa final sacrifice sale unidir tho 
scarlet emblem of the executioner; that sucha pursuit ar not only be to the 
financial disadvantage of the debtor but of the other creditors as well Wao 
also show that under the bill we advocate the bankrt pt will not be at the 
mercy of the individual creditor, as at present; that the favors which the 


isa 
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bankrupt may receive in the form of an extension of time or a reduction of 
his indebtedness, or both, will be from his creditors as a class and yy the 
decree of a court of equity; that these favors will not be extended or with. 
held according to the whim of the creditors, and as a charity, as at present, 


but will be available for the benefit of the debtor and his creditors alike and 
mag b enforced as provided by the Constitution. 

e fact that debtors may have the peeteesee Se ahove will make men mo 
willing than at present to conduct and extend business, conceive enterpr; 
and borrow money to promote them, thereby becoming debtors. The 
that creditors will thus be put upon an equal footing with other creditors , 
the same class will make them more g to sell property for which they 
eos =r not paid, and to loan money which they have accumulated 

rrowed. 

It follows, therefore, that the omission of this c i. @., insolvent honest 
involuntary bankrupts, would render the system of bankruptcy levisilation 
incomplete and injure debtors and creditors by omitting these provisions 
for their protection. 

There ought not to be, as it seems to us, but there are, differences of opin- 


re 






ion among the members about the fourth class, i. e., fraudulent involuntary 
bankrupts. Their Paps should be distributed to the extent of the pay- 
ment of their debts; they should be refused a discharge and punished for 
their wrongdoing. This should be done not only because deserved in the 
individual case, but as an example to deter those who are morally weak from 


essaying the same role. 

The y bill does not make any provision for the protection of the people 
from the machinations of fraudulent involuntary bankrupts: they wil! be 
protected under the bill we advocate. This omission from the Bailey bill 
should be a sufficient reason, even if there were not numerous others, why 
the complete bill should be substituted for it. 

Those who say that there is a demand for any law which is short of a com- 
plete and just one have never felt the of the sturdy men whose prede- 
cessors framed the Constitution, and w brains conceive, integrity plumbs, 
and industry carries on, from day to day, the industrial and commervial 
transactions of the country. 


THE LAW OF THE “POOR ENGLISH GENTLEMEN.”’ 


In England in very early times there was no such thing as a voluntary 
bankruptcy law, but all laws upon that subject were involuntary and applic d 
only to traders. Later there was a voluntary scheme for “ poar English gen- 
tlemen,”’ and under it they mightavoid imprisonment for debt; but if guilty 
of fraud they were subject to onerous ments. 

A purely voluntary system of beeerer sy. applicable to all classes, has 
never been in force in this or any other country. 

In the evolution of thought upon this subject it was discovered that volun- 
tary bankruptcy might be extended to debtors who were traders, since. if 
mer became insolvent and could not tect their yecperty from an equi- 
table division, or were guilty of fraud hts of their creditors could be 
P under the provisions of the law of voluntary bankruptcy. Asa 
result the vountery pasate was added to the involuntary law in (reat 
Britain by 6 Geo ,, chapter 16, and since then the twosystems have been 
one. Prior to 1861 the involuntary system applied only to traders. In that 
Pose rccmneiotenretes, i.e., voluntary andinvoluntary bankruptcy. wasex- 

nmded in England so as to apply, and still lies, alike to all classes. 


It does not seem possible the House of Representatives of the United 
States wants to go back to the abandoned law of the “ poor English gentle 
men’ as a p’ ent for legislative action. 

The part of a bankruptcy law most difficult to draft is its voluntary pro 
visions; they must not only provide relief for the honest bankrupt, but they 
must refuse f or encouragement tothe dishonest bankrupt. [t would 
be oie easy to write a bill ae oe the court should grant applications 
for discharges; the passage of a law would result in good, honest poor 
men getting discharges, and in so far it would be a w, but it would 
also enable a lot of rascals to escape the payment of just debts, and in that 

tit would bea badlaw. The factthatalldebtors might get a di-charge, 
without’the ibility of the interference of their creditors, would curtail 
credits and do untold to all of the members of that great class who con- 
duct various transactions on credit, and in that respect also would be 
a bad law. All of the scandals under the old law grew out of proceedings 


— its provisions for volun : 
onl Se es Seeoreven ‘0 keep muds under a voluntary law 
um are to make it possible for parties in interest to inter: 
been cons: before the fraudulent plans 

ee property secreted or wasted, to provide 
etequace pamentn for fraudulent acts, and to refuse a discharge to d+ 


honest ts. | 

The measure in question is an imperfect voluntary bill. It is not prvvilel 
with effective safeguards for the protection of the rights of honest :)\oTs 
Enoe rascals. but is calculated to encourage every wrong which 's 


to a 
We think that a bankru law ought to apply to all classes of our citizens, 
rteckeet Gece” e 
The “ English gentleman” law answered a 


in its time, but it 
is not adapted to a country where there is no im ent for debt: it does 
not meet needs of the majority of American citizens, who are «ll mch— 


not always in money, but alwa fn integrit .in energy. and in opportuni 
ties to preanote their own A oF 


complete the United States want a fair 
whi aww comprehensive of the subject and under 


hich 
which the rights of all classes will be secure. 











ALL DEBTORS ARE NOT POOR NOR ALL CREDITORS RICH. 


that the mest tenable theory upon which a purely voluntary 
ae seep advocated in opposition to a complete law is that all debtors are 
wor and hence ought to be favored, and all creditors are rich and for that 
» ason ought not to be protected by bankruptcy legislation. It goes without 
caving that this theory is not true. Most mene ng in either small or 
lan e transactions occupy the dual yoaen of both debtor and creditor. One 
of he classes of creditors m the country is the day The 
largest class of debtors in the country is the railroads. They owe more than 
<ix times the amount of the national debt. The next largest ¢lass is the 
banks. 
nsider some of the conditions to which it is proposed by our oppo- 
ame to appt a voluntary law, and to which we propose to apply both the 
voluntary ay involuntary or complete law. Suppose we take cotton and 
trace it from the raw material on the plantation until it returns as a cloth to 
be used by the planter, and, for the purpose of illustration, say that it is 
handled on_ the entire circuit on credit and at the same price. When the 
cotton is sold to the factor, the planter thereby becomes a creditor and the 
factor becomes a debtor. The manufacturer buys it and becomes a debtor 
and transforms the factor intoacreditor. The manufacturer makes it into 
cloth and then sells it to the wholesaler; he in turn changes from a debtor to 
a creditor, and the wholesaler becomes the debtor. The wholesaler becomes 
a creditor by selling it to the retailer, who thereby becomes a debtor. The 
janter when he buys the cloth becomes a debtor and the retailer a creditor. 
Each person has in turn been a voluntary debtor and a voluntary 
creditor. The debit and credit side of every transaction has been exactly 
equal and the totals are of course equal. 
Vhy should the planter, the factor, the manufacturer. the wholesaler, and 
the retailer, who have all in turn become voluntary debtors, have any ad- 
vantages as such debtors, pursuant to national legislation, without at the 
same time having reciprocal advantages as voluntary creditors with reference 
to the same t ons and property? Every article of raw material the 
yroduct of which is used by the producer may be traced in like manner. 
he example holds good and the reasoning is unanswerable, irrespective of 
whether the contracts of exchange from the producer through middlemen to 
the consumer relate to the same article in its different stages or to different 
articles which may be voluntarily exchanged for the convenience or profit of 
the people. 
ly speaking, the planter and farmer must pay for the products of the 
mills eed lovee with the products of the fields; the laborer must pay for the 
comforts of life with the products of labor; the business man must pay his 
expenses with the profits on his merchandise; and the man of wealth must 
pay for his luxuries with the income from his fortune. The same is true of 
everyone of every class, i. e., everyone must pay for everything bought with 
something produced or acquired. Why, therefore, should anyone who buys 
or sells on credit be favored by national legislation to the detriment of the 
other party to the same transaction’ ; 
It therefore follows that there is no reasonable theory upon which a bank- 
ruptcy law should be in the interest of any one class. Such a law, 
like all oth ‘laws, a to be in the best interests of the whole people. Any 
class law ought not to be passed. 


THE BAILEY BILL WOULD DESTROY CREDIT. 


Business and commerce haye suffered a paralytic stroke; agriculture and 
the industries have been seized with the palsy. Even if they shall now re- 
cover they will be liable to a recurrence under the present diverse State 
laws. The votaries of each need a restoration of confidence between them- 
selves, and between them and the possessors of accumulated wealth, to enable 
them to secure credit and money with which to pursue their oun for se- 
curing profit and enjoying happiness. Can this result be accomplished by 
the of a law such as the Bailey bill, under which the poor debtor and 
the rich debtor may alike secure a discharge, except that individuals can not 
secure a discharge from fiduciary debts, irrespective of whether they are 
honest or dishonest, if they make an assignment more than three months be- 
fore the passage of bill, or after its passage and before it expires by lim- 
itation? We say no.. We do say that such confidence can -be restored and 
such results achieved under the bill we advocate, since under it the rights of 
both debtors and creditors will be more secure than under the present State 


laws. 

The principle of the veleotery bill has been condemned by the people and 
the press; not only the principle of voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy, 
but the terms of the bill we advocate have n approved throughout the 
length and breadth of the country by all classes of honest people. 

e fact that wrongs may be perpetrated in the industrial and commer- 
cial world makes it necessary to erect and maintain expensive safeguards; 
just in proportion as the laws are complete and wise these expensive safe- 


guards are not n ; just in rtion as the laws are imperfect and 
permissive of wro these safeguards must be fortified. These ex- 
penses are not paid by the rascals who occasion them, but by the honest con- 


sumers who support toilers of the industrial and commercial world. 

There has occasionally been before the House a bill which, if enacted, would 
ruin, in a financial sense, a single class of men; but there never has been one 
before it, to our knowledge, so far-reaching in its destructive qualities as this 
one, or so well calculated to destroy the credit of all classes, by preventing 
honest men bu: goods and borrowing money, except pon prime security 
or mortgage. ever before have we had before us such a bill as this one, 
under which all debtors, except persons who have become suchin a fiduciary 
capacity, might be only to find that they could not buy goods or 
borrow money, because it would be possible under the law that they might, 

pon oe such or money, make away with them and again get a 
discharge, thereby rob their beneficiaries and bring distrust and bad 
a upon all honest debtors. 

ould the passage of this bill indicate that we know that the affairs of 
everyday life, incl business and enterprises, can not be extensively 
and su y on without credit; that credit is founded upon con- 
fidence, and that confidence can not exist, ina general sense, except under 
good and impartial laws? We think not. 

Why curtail credit by the passage of this bill when we can, by the enact- 
ment of a com; one, extend it? 

By reading the bill we recommend it will be seen that it is comprehensive 
of the best interests of all parties. It will therefore beget confidence in both 
7 dors end and result in = ae of credit ane the gy 

ustries commerce. For these reaso’ as well as others, i 
ought to be passed. a 


HONEST DEBTORS DO NOT WANT AND THE DISHONEST SHOULD NOT HAVE 
A PURELY VOLUNTARY LAW. 


many hundreds of thousands of present helpiess, honest, in- 
fiivent men in the country who, while pursuing their chosen avocations, 
ve had their property wept a in legal warfare between their credit- 
“ This vast number of men are either out of employment or are serving 
menial places at small compensation, unable to make headway against the 
ever-increasing interest upon their indebtedness or to accumulate property 
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pent their fam- 
ier 









upon which to pay taxes and with the income of which tosu 
ilies and educate their children. These men have not been a 
charges, because the States can not grant them, since, unc 
Constitution, States can not impair the obligations of 


to secure dis 
the 


Federal 


‘ tracts; the State 
may give them relief from that part of their debts due to creditors of their 
own State, but not from creditors living in another State. So manv of this 


class of men as become insolvents without fraud ought to be r 
a wise bankruptcy law 

Honest debtors not engaged in any enterprise or business do not want such 
a law, because it would destroy or greatly impair credit, and hence after ob 
taining a discharge under it they would not be able to buy pri perty on credit 
and borrow money with which to endeavor to repair their fortunes 


elieved under 


ea 
enactment of a complete law would enable them to secure a discharge. tee 
would so strengthen credit as to enable them to buy property and borrow 
money and enter upon and prosecute their chosen callings for their own ad 
vancement and in the best interests of the communities in which they live 
The leading characteristic of a bankruptcy law is that it enablesa debtor 
to secure a discharge from his debts—t: | 


have his debts paid in effect by the 
judgment of a court of equity, not a judgment that he Sos a defense to the 
claim of his creditor or has paid his debts, but that because of a wise public 
policy he is excused from paying them. Honest men would, if possible, pay 
their debts instead of asking for the protection of such a law . 
’o dishonest man would pay a debt if he could by fraud and perjury get 
a discharge, and herein lies the one great danger to honest men e@ poor 
and rich alike—of having a bankruptcy law passed. The only excuse for 
incurring this danger is the great benefit that such a law wil! be to honest 
debtors and honest creditors. This danger ought to be reduced to t 





he mini 
mum; it can not be done,under a purely voluntary law, not even a plain and 
simple one; it can only be done by adding to the voluntary law the provi 


sions of the involuntary law, i. e., by putting the debtor and his credito 
the same basis and giving them reciprocal rights 

It would be bad enough if a voluntary law simply gave to the rich rascal a 
right to swindle the poor and rich creditors who trusted him, bu 


up mm 


t that isnot 


the half of the wrong done; the success of one rich rascal would beget 


thers: 
the existence of a class of rich rascals. created and fostered bv a national law 
would so destroy confidence between men who buy and sel! property and 
borrow and loan money that their transactions would be curtail | the 
price of commodities would be mereased to consumers, and the interest on 


money would be advanced to borrowers. 
This class of untortunates, the members of which arrived at their present 
state through fraud or dishonesty, ought not to be relieved by a 


cischarge, 
but ought to continue to be liable financially to their outraged cr rs " A 
purely voluntary law might enable them to secure an unmerited discharge, 
and hence ought not to be enacted. 

It is an axiom in equity jurisprudence that those who invoke the rules of 
equity must do equity: we might with equal reason establish a rule in bank 
ruptey legislation that those who would be discharged from their honest 
obligations must be honest men. 

PERSONS WHO ARE BOTH DEBTORS AND CREDITORS DO NOT WANT A PURELY 
VOLUNTARY LAW 

There are very few men engaged in business, in tilling the fields, in working 
the mines, in manufacturing, or in any of the other industries or enterprises 
but who are debtors to a greater or less extent and at the same time are 


creditors. 
As a matter of fact very few of all the transactions had in conducting the 
entire business and promoting all of the resources of the country are { 
The greater part of all of them are conducted on credit 
It is of the utmost importance that every one of these men who voluntarily 
becomes a debtor should have the protection of a law under which it shall not 
be possible for a single creditor to break him up in business, as is possible under 
the present laws; that is to say, it is usual for a debtor to have many credit 
ors; they are frequently residents of different States and strangers to each 
other. Any one of these creditors may hear a rumor, either founded or un 
founded, as to the solvency of a common debtor; and if so, he must in finan 
cial self-defense, under present conditions, act promptly and ina way to pre 
vent other creditors from obtaining a priority. The result is that great 
numbers of honest, competent men, who, on a tair showing, are solvent and 
with a little time could pull through, are needlessly driven into liquidation 
Persons who are both debtors ont creditors, in so far as they are creditors. 
are interested in preventing the commission of fraud and the giving of pref 
erences by their debtors. They are themselves debtors,and as such must 
pay the amounts which they owe in that capacity, and in order todo so they 
must be able to collect the amounts which are due them in their capacity as 
creditors. They must avoid, if possible, suffering a total loss of any of the 
claims which they have against other debtors. Since only about one in a 
hundred of those who owe them becomes a bankrupt in the course of a year, 
they would be practically out of danger if the law we advocate were in force, 
so that they might be secured against total losses. 
The foregoing class of debtors do not want a purely voluntary law. because 
it would destroy or impair the credit which now enables them to buy prop 
erty and borrow money, and would hence prove of untold injury to them; a 
complete voluntary and involuntafy law would not harm them in any way, 
but would help them in every war The opportunities of this class to enjoy 
srosperity ought not to be sacrificed because a voluntary law might prove 
Sonciheial to dishonest debtors, who would use it to swindle alike their poor 
and their rich creditors. 
Those who are thus always members of both classes do not want, in their 
capacity as debtors, any rights, without having at the same time, in thei 


r cash 


capacity as creditors, reciprocal or corresponding rights. The bill we advo 
eate conforms to their wants, and hence should be passed in their best 
interests, 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the committee do now rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. DINGLEY having as- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Payne, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill H. R. 8110, and had come to no resolution thereon, 


MOTION TO RECONSIDER, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I wish to enter a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolution was passed last evening 
ordering that there be reprinted the usual number of Senate Ex- 
eeutive Document No. 51, first session, Fiftieth Congress. I wish 
now to enter the motion, and will call it up afterwards, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to reconsider will 
be entered. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLatr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

A bill (8. 1336) for the relief of John Mellifont and Ellen Rior- 
don; and 

A bill (8. 506) to correct the military record of John Fox, of 
Albany, Oreg. : 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment the bill (A. R. 5853) granting a pension to Ar- 
minda Stucker, of Gallatin, Mo. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were 
— from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 
ollows: 
A bill (S. 1836) for the relief of John Mellifont and Ellen Rior- 
don—to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill (8. 506) to correct the military record of John Fox, of 
Albany, Oreg.—ito the Committee on Military Affairs. 


PERE MARQUETTE STATUE. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the following 
communications; which were read, referred to the Committee on 
the Library, and ordered to be printed: 


Untrep STates SENATE, Washington, D. C., April 29, 1896. 
Srr: I have the honor to transmit a communication of the governor of Wis- 
consin, at his desire, and to advise you that a similar communication to the 
Presigent of the Semase was this day laid before the Senate. 
ery respectfully, 
WM. F. VILAS. 


The Hon. THomas B. REED, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 


EXECUTIVE CHAMBER, Madison, Wis., March 19, 1896. 


Srr: It gives me pleasure to inform you, and through you the honorable 

y over which you preside, that the State of Wisconsin, in response to the 
invitation extended to the States of the Union under section 1814 of the Re- 
vised Statutes of the United States, and in accordance with the resolution 
ane at the first session of Con in 1893, has placed in old Hall of the 

ouse of Representatives, at the Capitol of the United States, a marble 
statue of Pére Marquette. This statue was made in pursuance of an act of 
the legislature of this State passed at its biennial session in 1887, and is the 
work of the Italian sculptor, Mr. G. Trentanove, of Florence, Italy. 

Ihave the ‘onor, in behalf of the State of Wisconsin, of presenting this 
statue to the Congress of the United States. 

Iam, sir, very respectfully, yours, W. H. UPHAM, 
Governor of Wisconsin. 
Hon. THomas B. Reep, 


Speaker of the House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
MRS. FLORENCE E. MAYBRICE, 


The SPEAKER pro tempore laid before the House the follow- 
ing message of the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to be printed: 


To the House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith, in respense to the resolution of the House of Repre- 
sentatives of the 9th instant, addressed to the Secretary of State, a report of 
that officer, aovmnpenies by on of the correspondence in regard to the 
imprisonment of Mrs. Florence E. Maybrick. 

GROVER CLEVELAND. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, 

Tashington, April 30, 1896. 


CONTESTED ELECTION CASE—RINAKER VS. DOWNING. 


At the request of Mr. Moopy, for the Committee on Elections 
No. 1, a reprint was ordered of the views of the minority in the 
contested-election case of Rinaker vs. Downing. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 
42 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 





EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 


lows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of J. 
L. Cookradh: administrator of William Brooks, against The United 
States—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of W. 
P. Mason, administrator of Henry Gorman, against The United 
a the Committee on War Claims, and ordered ‘to ‘be 
prin 





APRIL 30) 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS yp 


RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were s.\,, 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and ref.-y..) ; 


the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 


ally 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the D 


Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Hous. |; » 
7469) for the removal of snow and ice from the sidewail-. ,. 
walks, and gutters in the District of Columbia, and for (¢),,.. 
poses, ——— the same without amendment, accompa), 

t (No. 1539); which said bill and report were referred to jij, 


repor 
Heuse endar. 
Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on Indian 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7138), 


hh 


Pp 1r- 
l bya 


Affairs. to 


to amend 


an act entitled ‘An act to authorize the Denison and No; \\o;), 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway thro); :),, 
Indian Territory, and for other purposes, rted the same with. 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1540); which sai 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Wh js 


House on the state of the Union. 


Mr. LATIMER, from the Committee on the Public 


Lands. tp 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7248) to grant jay 
to the State of Florida for the use of the normal college for w));; 
ena at De Funiak Springs, and for the use of the norma) ,0). 
ege at Tallahassee for colored pupils, reported the saine wir), 
amendment, eee by a rt (No. 1541); which said pj\) 
and report were referred to the ttee of the Whole House 


on the state of the Union. 


Mr. GARDNER, from the Committee on Labor, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6116) to protect free labor an) 
the industries in which it is employed from the injurious effec; .; 
convict competition by confining the sale of goods. wares, 2» 
merchandise manufactured by convict labor to the State or Ter- 
ritory in which they are produced, reported the same wit) amend. 
ment, accompanied by a — (No. 1542); which said bill and 


report were referred to the House Calendar. 


r. BAILEY, from the Committee on the Judiciar; 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. Res. | 7! 
ing permission to the circuit and county courts in k 
County, Va., to occupy the Federal court room in H:: 
Va., re the same with amendment, accompani: 


. to whic! 


ockIngham 


1) ny 


rt (No. 1543); which said bill and report were referred to the 


ouse Calendar. 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, from the Committee on Apyropris- 
tions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. kt. =|) to 
aid and encou the holding of the Tennessee centennial «x» - 


sition at Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1897, and makin a 
priation therefor, reported the same without amendin 


ap 
} 


nt, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 1544); which said bill and report wer 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union. 


Mr. JOY, from the Committee on Interstate and Forvign (on- 
merce, to which was referred the bill of the House (11. 8. si!) 
to authorize the purchase of a steam launch for use in thie custons 
collection district of New London, Conn., reported the sv 


out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1545): 


} j 
WiLCH Saiu 


bill and report were referred to the Committee of the WV hiv tious 


on the state of the Union. 
Mr. S 


HERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Furem 


Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the H: 


yuse (H. R. 


8167) to authorize the construction of a bridge across th: hi 
River of the North, the same without amendment, accou- 
panied by (No. 1547); which said bill and report were 


referred to the House Calendar. 


Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lanis. 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2032) entitled © 4" 
act to grant right of way over the public domain for pipe lines! 
the States of orado and Wyoming,” reported the same wi) 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1563); which sa) 
and report were referred to the Committee of the While Hous 


on the state of the Union. 


i 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolu! 


severally re from committees, delivered to tl 


referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as fo! 
By Mr. BAKER of Kansas, from the Committe: 


Pensions: 


The bill is 1874) to place the name of Robert >: 
( 


pension rolls, 0. 1546.) 


The bill (H. R. 6844) granting a pension to Paul Kem)". 


port No. 1551. 


By Mr. KPATRICK, from the Committee on |" 
sions: The bill (H. R. 4500) to increase the pensiol - 


Brock. (Report No. 1548.) 


s were 
' . } 
Clerk, ane 
ws: 


on Invalid 
Re- 


slid Pen 


Strother 











1896. 
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By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: By Mr. SHUFORD: A bill (H. R. 8611) to secure the debt of 
The bill (H. R. 3187) to pension Frances Jones. widow of Lieut. | the United States against the several Pacific railroads, and pro 
Col. Toland Jones, of One hundred and thirteenth Regiment Ohio | vide a fair and ful! test in Government owns rship of railroads, 
Volunteer Infantry. (Report No. 1549.) 


etc.—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads 


By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


; 7 By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: A nt resolution (H. Res 

The bill (H. R. 6973) granting a pension to Mrs. Sarah A. Lyon. | 178) authorizing the distribution of « ain documents by the De- 

(Report No. 1550.) ‘ ; partment of Agriculture under the Department frank—to the 
By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


inv Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road 

The bill (H. R. 6829) granting a pension to William Callaway. By Mr. BULL: A concurrent resolution (House Con. Res. No 
Report No. 1552.) : 5 | 44) to print 5,000 copies ¢ f the re port of the Chief of the Bure _ 
\ Be Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions: Statistics made to the Secretary of the Treasury August 

The bill (S. 2223) =" “An act granting a pension to Riley | entitled ““ The proposed American interocean 
W. Pierce.” (Report No. 1553.) j ; mercial aspects *—to the Committee on Pr 
The bill (S. 298) entitled *‘An act granting an increase of pen-| By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas 
sion to William W. Tumblin, of Bradford County, Fla.” (Report 
No. 1554.) ; 

The bill (S. 1602) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Mrs. Jane L. Fagg, widow of Col. John A. Fagg.” (Report 
No. 1555. / 

The bill (S. 2216) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of pen- el 
sion to Elizabeth M. Stevenson, of San Francisco, Cal.” (Report PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 

No. 1556. a de XX nrivate hile of the follnwine titles 

The bill (S. 2637) entitled “An act granting a pension to Jane wontaeaaaed eee ee oe ee 
Christian Marye.” (Report No. 1557.) P >» » | By Mr. BURRELL: A Dill (H. R. 8591) to increase the pension 

The bill (S. 511) entitied An act granting & pension to P. F. of E. J. Conger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Cele oee. (Report No. 1558.) a By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8592) to remove the charge of 

The wn OS eee wg le ay am increase of pem- | accretion from the military record of Georme Herrman—te the 
sion to John B. Meigs.” (Report No. 1564.) ‘ came Sesew A Males g rrmi 

The bill (S. 2068) entitled “An act to grant a pension to Emeline | . ee nH 8593) granting a pe to Lydi: 
C, Sewell, widow of Chief Engineer George Sewell, United States A jewell—to the Cosnmaitbes - avail Pe : sie aa Pe 
Navy.” ( rt No. 1565.) . : iia ea Also, a bill (H. R. 8594) to pension Matilda H. Galey—to the 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: Cinseniiates en Westen : 

The bill (H. R. 8103) to correct the military record of Edward P. By Mr. GARDNER: A bill (1H. R.8595) er: ite a j 
Jennings. (Report No. 1559.) oat * Ds id A Ma l peach he cs ee he = Ly ote i 

By Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (H.R. | By Mr. H AGER: “A bill . + 1 Saami ea ies <i "te Wil 

4114) for the relief of W. E. Judkins, executor of Lewis McKen- eee a a eee ee oe ve 


’ 
canal in its com- 
iting. 

A resolution tionse Re OX No 295) 
requesting the President to communicate to the House of Repre- 
sentatives what, if anything, has been done by the State Depart- 
ment to carry out certain provisions of the act aking appropria- 
tions for the Department of Agriculture for the year 1896, approved 
March 2, 1895—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


zie. (Report No. 1560.) —— a - a magetee on Ins _ Pensi - Fa ; 
By Mr. DOWNING, from the Committee on Claims: The bill | 4). ¢,; - 1B peda sane Pensi a or ae ee 
H. R. 3991) authorizing the payment of the amount due Stella J. | “al : ya bill LR aieamiatienaienbeenl tohn D. McGee: 
‘oolbroth. (Report No. 1561.) |, 4 is 1 ee -" “ ae nsion to John D. McGeehan— 
By Mr. DENNY, from the Committee on Claims: The bill (S. | a UETIN ie taney avaeties « vension to WW. Moston 
961) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of Arthur P. Selby.” (Report | aa: teas annie om Invalid Pensh oe ension to W.W. Morton— 
No. 1562.) By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 8600) for the relief of William D. 
| Campbell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. | _ By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. S601) for the relief of E. M. 
Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | ' — aetna iene a bil 7% R. 8602) for the re- 
y Dhoni gins titles were introduced and severally referred as | jief of William ( hristenberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R.8581) donating 1 cannon and 25 | ae 8603) for the relief of Randolph Wesso 
to Se Semen Havel Affairs. | By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H. R. 8604) for the relief of William 
By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8582) to allow the bottling of dis- | A. Buck ‘aban Atsinaer Buck—totheCom nittee on Military Affair 
tilled spirits in bond—to the Committee on Ways and Means. | By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8605) cranting an honorable 
By Mr. GAMBLE: A bill (H. R. 8583) making an appropriation | gicharee to James Brown, of Companv A. First Florida Volun- 
_ . : .,.... | discharge to James Brown, « ompany A, First Florida Volun 
to enlarge the military post of Fort Meade, near the city of Stur- | 4.05. +6 the Committee on Militarv Affaire 
gis, in the State of South Dakota, and establishing the same as a Sy Mr. SWANSON. A bill (H. Fe 8806) for the relief of Patrick 
permanent —s the Committee on Military Affairs. Comin tn tinh Gomnithen on Wer Claas 
Also, a bill (H.R. 8584) confirming the title of mixed-blood In- Also, a bill (H. R. 8607) for the relief of Abram Staples—to the 
dians to their lands and allowing the same to be alienated under | @j,,mittee on War Claims ae ° 
certain circumstances—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 3v Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 8608) to extend the term of 
By Mr. CROWTHER: A bill (H. R. 8585) for the relief of cer- | ate No 99724 dated Avril 27. 1880. granted to Daniel T 
tain State militia—to the Commiee on Invalid Pensions. Larsen the Committee on Patents. | 
By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8586) authorizing and direct- | “By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8609) to remove the 
ing the Secretary of War to furnish to the ‘I homas H. Marshall Post charge of desertion against Patrick W elsh—to the Committee on 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, at Belfast, Me., a cannon at | yyj)i¢ary Affairs ae er : 
Castine, Me.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. : Also “a bill (H.R 8610) to remove the charge of desertion from 
By Mr. HICKS: A bill (H. R. 8587) granting pensions to officers | 4, pecord of Elias Guisinger—to the Committee on Military 
and enlisted men who served ninety days during the war of the | 4 gai+. =e = - — 
rebellion, from March 4, 1861, to July 1, 1865—to the Committee a 
on Invalid Pensions. ae 
By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8588) directing the Secretary PETITIONS, ETC. 
of War to take the necessary steps for the removal of the remains Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
of the late Benjamin Franklin Hancock, Second United States | were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follow 
Infantry, from t © State of Washington to Arlington Cemetery,| By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petit 
Virginia, for interment—to the Committee on Military Affairs. | Camp, No. 434, Patriotic Order Sons of An 
By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 8589) to provide for the purchase | Pa., indorsing the Stone immigration bill 
of the birthplace of Abraham Lincoln, late President of the United Immigration and Naturalization. 
States, and the erection thereon of a national soldiers’ home asaj| By Mr. BROMWELL: Memorial of the Associated Banks of 
monument to his memory, to be known as the Lincoln National | Cincinnati, Obio, in favor of House bill No. 849, to increase bank 
Soldiers’ Home—to the mittee on Military Affairs. circulation to the par value of bonds deposited—to the Committee 
By Mr. : A bill (H. R. 8590). granting to the Den- | on Banking and Currency. 
ver, —— Creek and Southwestern Railroad Company a right| By Mr. CHICKERING: Petition of citizens of Hannibal, N.Y., 
of way for a railroad through the South Platte and Plum Creek | favoring . passage - re bills pone and a aes 
orest reserves, in the State of Colorado—to the Committee on the | the postal laws—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Public Lands, Roads. 
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By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Resolution of Goodspeed Post, No. 
295, Grand Army of the Republic, of Reading, Kans., in behalf of 
a service pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. DOVENER: Resolutions of Encampment No. 119, Union 
Veteran League, Department of West Virginia, in support of 
House bill No. 3727 and Senate bill No. 1305. relating to the per 
diem pension bill, and urging the passage thereof—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also (by request), petition of E. T. W. Hall and 30 others, of 
Freemansburg, W. Va., respecting the Marquette statue—to the 
Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FARIS: Petitions of H. P. Townley, H. Hulman, W.C. 
Duncan, and others, of Indiana, praying for favorable action on 
bills to amend postal laws and to reduce letter postage—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of James L. Wilson and others, regarding the Mar- 
quette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

Also, petition of C. L. Mees, president Rose Polytechnic Insti- 
tute, Indiana, and others, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
7251, in favor of the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, 
Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. HICKS: Petition of the Patton Publishing Company, of 
Patton, Pa., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 
4566, and 5560, to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce and 
to amend the postal laws relating to second-class and free mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Joseph Boley. W. A. Beaver, Simon Tomlinson, 
and 15 other citizens of Lorette, Pa., asking for the passage of 
House bill No. 2626, in favor of equitable protection—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Adam B. Heckman, of Bedford, Pa., in favor 
of the adoption of the metric system of weights and measures— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LEISENRING: Petition of the Board of Trade, post- 
master, judges, and officers of both city and county, officials of 
banks and corporations, and 1,000 citizens of Wilkesbarre City 
and county of Luzerne, Pa., praying for the passage of House 
bill No. 4798, for the purchase of ground and erection of a pub ic 
building at Wilkesbarre, Pa.—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

y Mr. LEONARD: Petitions of citizens of Mansfield, Pa., 
asking for favorable action on House bills Nos. 838, 4566, and 5560, 
to provide 1-cent letter postage per half ounce and to amend the 
postal laws relating to second-class and free matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LEWIS: Petition of Lincoln Post, No. 56, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Hodgensville, Ky.; also petition of council of 
administration of the Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the 
purchase of the Lincoln farm as a soldiers’ home—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of C. W. Shoemaker, of 
Bridgeton, N. J., for favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to 
amend the postal laws relating to second-class matter, and bill 
No. 838, to reduce letter ge to 1 cent per half ounce—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House 
bill No. 6037, granting a pension to Amanda Woodcock—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McEWAN: Petition of citizens of Jersey City, N. J., 

rotesting — the continuance of the statue of Pere Marquette 
n Statuar —to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. RAY: Petition of Chenango County Grange, of the State 
of New York, for laws t fraudulent food products—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CHARLES W. STONE: Petition of the faculty of the 
Teachers’ College of New York City, asking for adoption of the 
metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. TAFT: Petition of Ex-Prisoners of War Association of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, asking for the passage of House bill No. 306, 
granting a pension to sailors and soldiers who were confined in 
so-called Confederate prisons—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, memorial of the Associated Banks of Cincinnati, Ohio, in 
favor of House bill No. 849, to increase bank circulation to the 
par value of bonds deposited—to the Committee on Banking and 


Currency. 
Also, papers te accompany House bill No. 7566 gran a pen- 
sion to be a Burrows—to the Committee on Invalid Pomioes 


By Mr. TAYLER: Petition of citizens of Mahoning County, 
Ohio, praying for the establishment of a system of rural free 
delivery—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

_ By Mr. TRACEWELL (by request): Remonstrance and peti- 
tion of John C. Warner and 29 other citizens of Jeffersonville, 
Ind., asking for the removal of the Marquette statue from 
Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 
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SENATE. 
Fripay, May 1, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miceury, D. D. 

The Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore 
took the chair. 

On motion of Mr. HILL, and by unanimous consent, the r..4- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed \ 


The PRESIDENT ‘pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap. 
proved, without objection. 
NIAGARA RIVER BRIDGE, 

Mr. HILL. While we are waiting for Senators to eather, and 
before taking up the appropriation bill, I ask unanimors consent 
to call up Senate bill 2936, a bridge bill, reported yesterday from 
the Committee onCommerce. Itis desirable that it shall bo passeg 
immediately. It will take but a few moments. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read for in. 
formation. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2936) to authorize the construc. 
tion of a bridge across the Niagara River in the town of Lewiston, 
in the county of Niagara, State of New York; and by unanimous 
consent the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proc soded to 
its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 


The first amendment was, in section 1, line 8, after the word 
‘**thereto,” to strike out the words ‘‘on the east bank of” and ip- 
sert ‘‘across”; so as to read: 

That the Lewiston Connecting Bri Company, a corporation created | 
the laws of the State of New York, —_,. chapter 340 of the laws of the yi rd 


1896, is hereby authorized to construct, maintain, and_ operate a bridwe. and 
the nece. approaches thereto, across the Nia River at or from some 
— in the town of Lewiston, in the county of ra, State of New York, 
ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, line 17, after the word 
‘* War,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That any bridge constructed under the authority of this act 
shall be so kept and managed as to offer reasonable and proper means forthe 

of vessels and other crafts; and if said bridge be constri lasa 

raw bridge, the draw shall be opened promptly. upon reasonable signal, for 

the of boats; and whatever kind of bri is built, the owners thereof 

shall maintain thereon, at their own expense, from sunset to sunrise, such 
lights and other signals as the Light-House Board shall prescribe. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, line 5, after the words 
‘‘New York,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That not! in this act shall be so construed as to repeal or 
modify any of the pro ms of the law now existing in reference to the pro- 
tection of the navigation of rivers or to exempt this bridge from the opera 
tions of the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to insert at the beginning of section 
6 the following: 


That all railroad com: es desiring the use of said bridge shal! have and 
be entitled to equal ts and privil relative to the passage of railway 





trains or cars over the same and over roaches thereto upon payment 
of reasonable compensation for such use; and in case the owner or owners of 
said bridge and the several railroad com or any one of them, desiring 
such use shall fail to upon the sum or sums to be paid, and upon rules 
and conditions to which each shall conform in using said bridge. «!! matters 
at issue between them shall be decided by the Secretary of War, upon a hear- 
ing of the allegations and proofs of the parties: Provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
ERIE (PA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in compli- 
ance with the requirements of a a resolution approved April 
24, ae —. O tsoan aia i att States A rmy, 
together a report m . Thomas W. ons, Corps 0 
Engineers, relative to the improvement of the harbor of Erie. Pa.; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Cou 
mittee on Commerce. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The PRESIDENT tempore presented a petition of the Man- 
ufacturers’ ‘Associate ¢ of Kings and Queens counties, New York, 
praying for the adoption of a single gold standard; whic! was 
refe to the Committee on Finance. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Massachusetts Library (10), 
of ene Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation )' 
viding for the better publication of the public documents 0! the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Prin''ng: 

Mr. PEFFER presented the petition of W. J. McBane ani 1 
other citizens of ton, Ind., ying for the passage of Senate 
bill No. 239, to prohibit the collection of special liquor tax«s trom 
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persons other than those who are duly authorized by State laws | 


to traffic in intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. =: i 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the faculty of the Univer- 
sity of Nebraska, at Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the establishment 
of a permanent board of arbitration between Great Britain and 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. c 

Mr. HILL presented resolutions adopted by the assembly of the 
State of New York, relative to the claim of the Ogden Land Com- 
pany to the lands of the Seneca and Tuscarora Indians; which were 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed in the RecorD, as follows: 


Srate or New YORK, IN ASSEMBLY, Albany, April 23, 1396. 


On motion of Mr. Matteson: i ‘ 

Whereas by resolation of the mpemity, dated March 21, a committee was 
appointed and “charged with the duty of investigating and ascertaining the 
or J, moral, and industrial condition of the several tribes of Indians in the 
State. with ascertaining the amount of land, cultivated and uncultivated, on 
their respective reservations; with the investigation of their several tribal 
organizationsand the manner in which they assume toallot their lands among 
the several members of their tribes; with the investigation of the title to 
their lands on their several reservations; with the investigation of the claims 
of the Ogden Land Company to said lands and the claims of any other 
companies or OF izations or individuals; with the investigation of all 
treaties made with the State of New York and the Indians therein, and of all 
the treaties made with the United States and said Indians, and with the 
investigation of such other matters relating tosaid Indians as will afford val- 
nable aid to the legislature upon which to base future action;" and 

Whereas said committee made a very thorough and exhaustive examina- 
tion of the matters committed to its charge, and submitted its report thereon 
February 1, 1889, as will more fully appear by reference to assembly docu- 

No. 51; am 
meyhereas said committee for various and cogent reasons set forth in its 
report recommended: 

“|. That the compulsory-attendance school law be enacted. 

“2. That the le; ture request the General Government to take action to 
extinguish the claim of the Ogden Company to the lands of the Senecas and 
that portion of the Tuscaroras covered by it. 

“8 That the lands of the several reservations be allotted in severalty 
among the several members of the tribe, with suitable restrictions as to the 
alienation to whites and protection from judgments and other debts; but 
such division not to go into effect as to lands affected by the Ogden Com- 
pany's claim until the claim be removed. This allotment in severalty ought 
not to be limited to a division of the possession of the land, but should com- 
prise a radical uprooting of the whole tribal system, giving to each individ- 
ual absolute ownership of his share of the land in fee. 

“4. The repeal of all existing laws relating to the Indians of the State, ex- 
cepting those prohibiting the sale of liquors tothem and intrusion upon their 
lands, the extension of the laws of the State over them, and their absorption 
into citizenship; and , 

Whereas it is believed that the best interests of the Indians and their future 
Pp rity and welfare demand that the titie of the Ogden Land Company, 
so cailed,to the lands occupied by them be extinguished and the lands allot- 
ted in goveraly to said Indians, and that they be made citizens and absorbed 
in the body politic: Therefore 

Be it resolved by the assembly, That the Government of the United States 


y, 80 called, to the lands occupied by the Indians within this State, so 
far as such lands are affected by said title, and to then allot the said lands in 
severalty to the Indians, and confer upon them all the rights, privileges, im- 
munities, and responsibilities of citizenship. 

Be it further resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be furnished to each 
of the United States Senators and Representatives in Congress from this 
State, and they are hereby requested to use every effort and endeavor to 
bring about the extinguishment of the title of said company to the lands in 
——— allotment thereof in severalty to the Indians as hereinbe- 
ore set fo 

Be it further resolved, That a vm f of these resolutions be furnished to the 
President of the United States and the Secretary of the Interior. 

By order of the assembly. 

A. E. BAXTER, Clerk. 


Mr. HILL ted a petition of Gouverneur Grange, No. 808, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Gouverneur, N. Y., praying for the 
passage of House bill No. 8008, defining cheese and imposing a 


rrr | 





sent to me, of the Medical Association of the District of Columbia, 
addressed to the American Medical Association, on the same sub- 


| ject. I regret to observe that the officers of the Medical Associa- 


tion of the District of Columbia state that the enactment of that 


| bill into law will prohibit vivisection or animal experimentation 


in the District of Columbia and effectively close the biological 
laboratories connected with the Surgeon-General’s Department of 
the United States Army, the Bureau of Animal Industry of the 
Department of Agriculture, and the Marine-Hospital Service, and 
prohibit all illustrative experimentation on living animals in the 
medical colleges of this District. 

I will state that either the officers of the Medical Association of 
the District of Columbia are entirely ignorant of the provisions 
of the bill that is now before the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, which purposes simply to regulate and supervise vivi- 
section in the District, or else they have misstated the provisions 
of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The petitionand memorial will 
be referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon presented a petition of sundry citi- 
zens of the Lake View land district, of Oregon, praying that in- 
vestigation be made into the administration of the land office in 
that district; which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of the St. Louis Reed, 
Rattan, and Willow Workers’ Union, No. 6454, American Feder- 
ation of Labor, in which the petitioners state that ‘‘ We, the un- 
dersigned officers, by direction of the above-named organization 
and its members and as a constituent body of the American Fed- 
eration of Labor, do hereby most respectfully request that the 
United States Senate pass a law giving to the people of the United 


| States free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, 
| without waiting for the aid or consent of any other nation. We 


are of the opinion that to do so would relieve the present mone- 
tary stringency and contribute toward bringing to us a return of 
national prosperity.” 

I move that the petition be referred to the Committee on Finance, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Hoffman Crusade 
Union of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the enactment of a law raising the age of 
consent in the District of Columbia from 16 to 18 years; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of St. 
Joseph, Mo., praying for national recognition of the transmissis- 


| sippi exposition to be held at Omaha, Nebr., in 1898; which was 





| 
| 


tax upon and ting the manufacture, sale, importation, and | 
exportation of filled cheese; which was referred to the Committee | 
on Finance. 

He also ted a petition of sundry citizens of Monroe 


County, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend 
the postal laws relating to second-class mail matter, and also to 
reduce letter to 1 cent per half ounce; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PLATT BF cnncwrgpe the memorial of Rev. E. A. Kinmouth 
and 28 other citizens of Ledyard, Conn., remonstrating against 
the introduction of military training in the public schools of the 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. NELSON mted a memorial of sundry citizens of 
Winona, Minn., of Polish descent, remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called Johnson immigration bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 
rt MORRILL ted the memorial of S. J. Somerville, John 
N. Gale, and stall other citizens of St. Johnsbury, Vt., remon- 
strating against placing the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary 
Hall; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present the petition of Andrew Wylie, 
&x-justice of the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and 
various other citizens of the District, praying that Senate bill 


= » Telatirg to the subject of vivisection, may be enacted into 


Te 4t., 


v~ same connection I present a memorial, which has been 


ordered to lie on the table. 
be, and hereby is, requested to extinguish the title of the Ogden Land Com- | 


He also presented a petition of the Wholesale Liquor Dealers’ 
Association of St. Louis, Mo., and a petition of Meyer Bros. Drug 
Company of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion relative to a rebate on alcohol; which were ordered to lie on 
the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Education and Labor, to 
whom was referred the memorial of the committee for philan- 
thropic labor of the Ohio Yearly Meeting of Friends, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the bill for the introduction of mili- 
tary drill into the public schools, asked to be discharged from its 
further consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the res- 
olution of the annual convention of the Missouri Roads Improve- 
ment Association, favoring the passage of the bill (H.R. 6452) to 
establish engineering experiment stations in connection with the 
colleges established in the several States under act of July 2, 1862, 


| asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 





it be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was 
agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Harris on the 30th 
ultimo, providing for the payment of certain claims reported favor- 
ably by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the Bowman 
Act, intended to be proposed to the general deficiency appropria- 
tion bill, reported it with an amendment, and moved that it be 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. CocKRELL April 30, 1896, intended 
to be proposed to the general deficiency appropriation bill, the 
amendment proposing to pay to Charles B. Choteau, survivor of 
Choteau, Harrison & Valle, of St. Louis, Mo., the sum of $174,- 
045.75, reported it without amendment, and moved that it be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which 
was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, reported an amendment intended to be proposed to the 
District of Columbia appropriation bill, the amendment providin 
for the purchase of Analostan Island, in the Potomac River, an 
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moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (8. 1170) for the relief of Morgan 
Everts, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Military Affairs; 
which was agreed to. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the amendment submitted by himself 
April 27, 1896, intended to be proposed to the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill, the amendment providing for an extension of 
highways in the District of Columbia, reported it without amend- 
ment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations and printed; which was to. 

He also, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R, 3544) empowering and directing the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to furnish not more than four pieces of con- 
demned cannon to the village of New Rochelle, N. Y., reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. GEAR. I submit the report of the majority of the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Railroads on the bill (S. 2894) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to aid in the construction of a railroad and tele- 
graph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to 
secure to the Government the use of the samefor postal, military, 
and uther pu ,” approved July 1, 1862; and also to amend an 
act approved July 2, 1864; and also an act approved May 7, 1878, 
both in amendment of said first-mentioned act; and other acts 
amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto, and to provide for 
the settlement of claims growing out of the issue of bonds to aid 
in the construction of certain railroads, and to secure the payment 
of all indebtedness to the United States of certain companies 
therein mentioned heretofore reported to the Senate. I wish to 
notify the Senate that the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wo.corT] 
reserves the right, if he wishes to doso, to make a minority report 
as to the Union Pacific. 

BERING SEA FISHERIES ARBITRATION. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Iam directed by the Committee on Foreign 
Relations to report a bill to provide for the fulfillment of the 
stipulations of the treaty between the United States and Great 

tain signed at Washington on the 8th day of Fe , 1896. 
As this is a matter of urgent importance, 1 am requested on be- 
half of the Secretary of State and the executive authorities that 
immediate action be taken upon the bill, and I am instructed by 
the Committee on Foreign Relations to ask unanimous consent 
that the bill be put upon eave I make that request. 

The bill (8. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipula- 
tions of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, 
signed at Washington on the 8th day of February, 1896, was read 
the first time by its title and the second time at length, as follows: 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives, etc., That the sum 
of $75.000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby oerepees 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to expended 
under the direction of the Secre 7 of State, with the ae of the Pres- 
ident of the United States, in fulfilling the stipulations of the treaty between 
the United States and Great Britain, signed at Washington on the day of 


February, 189. And the commission constituted by treaty, when g 
at San Francisco 


. shali have power to compel the attendance and testimony 
of witnesses by 
ninth circuit, w 


lication to the circuit court of the United States for the 
and issue all processes necessary and a te to that end. 


ch said court is empowered and directed to make all orders 
The PRESIDENT — tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HALE. I shall not object if it does not give rise to debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (8S. 2998) for the relief of 
Joel A. King; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
compen ying. r, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. ALL K introduced a bill (S. 2999) oa. see to 
William L. Grigsby, of Belvidere, in the county of yer, Nebr.; 
which was twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 

, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
e also introduced a bill (5S. 3000) granting a pension to Thomas 
C. Kelsey, of Omaha, in the State of Nebraska; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on ions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3001) granting a pension to Alfred 
Bigelow, of Norfolk, in the State of Nebraska; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAULKNER introduced a bill (S. 3002) granting a pension 
to 8S. H. Pierce; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BAKER 7 request) introduced a bill (S. 3003) for the re- 
lief of John 8. Friend, of Eldorado, Kans.; which was read twice 


its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
ttee on Indian Affairs, 
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’ 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3004) granting a pension ;., 5... 
Saladin; which was read twice by its title, and, with t)\. .,... be 
panying pons referred to the Committee on Pensions. - 
Mr. CHANDLER introduced a bill (S. 3005) to protec: (jy. 
can producers, manufacturers, and shippers from unjus: rim. 


nation in transportation charges in favor of foreign )) 
manufacturers, and dealers, and to prohibit preferenc <+,,;,... .’ 
merchandise over American commerce; which was read j\,.. 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Interstate (\)))),,,...” 
Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 3006) to provid. :.» ,,; 
examination and classification of certain lands in the s;,., 
Oregon; which was read twice by its title, and referr.) ;, 4), 
Committee on Public Lands. _ 
Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3008) authorizing 
employment of day labor in the construction of certain 1), ) 
buildings and works in the District of Columbia; whic), 


a 

hl i] 
WAS Tread 
v 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dist; 
of Columbia. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 3009) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Annie Gibson Yates, widow of Capt. George W. Yates. su... 
enth United States Cavalry; which was read twice by its title, anq 


referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 3010) relating to t}), landing 
of any new submarine telegraph cable line or system in this oy). 
try; which was read twice by its title, and referred ty the (ox. 
mittee on Commerce. 

FOREIGN AND DOMESTIC COINS A LEGAL TENDrr. 

Mr. BUTLER. I introduce a bill, and ask that it be read in 
full for information. 

a arith e long a a it? 

r. . Apara ° 

Mr. HALE. Let it be wk 

The bill (S. 3007) making certain foreign and domestic coins fy) 
legal tender, and for other cee, was read the first time )y 
its title, and the second time at length, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Mexican silver dollar, containing not less 


3714 grains of pure silver; the Ja; 
grains of 
standard 


m, containing not less than “lk 
re silver, and the trade dollar shall be each equal in value to the 
of the United States, and shall each be a full leva! ten eT to 

any amount for all debts and demands, public or private. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, a word in explanation of the bill 
before asking its reference. 

Under the Constitution of the United States we have frequently 
passed laws making foreign coinsa legal tender. The act of Fe)- 
ruary 9, 1793, over one hundred years ago, made the Spanish miiled 
dollar and certain other foreign coins a legal tender. Since that 
eae as - aeons Staling the Moxie foreign coins a 

tender in this country, including the Mexican (o\lar. Fir 
over half a century the bulk of the silver coin in circulation amon 
our ag ay was foreign coins which had been made a full leval 
tender by acts of Congress. Our people were more prosperous 
then than they are now. Now we neither coin silver nor do we 
make foreign coins a legal tender. Our people are in distress on 
account of the scarcity of those dollars. 

This bill, it will be observed, vides for making three coinsa 
legal tender. The first is the Mexican dollar. The Mexican (l- 
lar contains 377.17 grains of pure silver, or 419.08 grains of stand: 
ard silver, and is therefore heavier than our standard silver dollar. 

The Japanese yen, the next coin proposed to be maids a leu 
tender, contains 374.40 a silver, or 416 grains of stand- 
ard silver, it also being heavier our standard silver dollar of 


412} grains _ 
to make a legal tender is the 








next coin that it is !' 
trade dollar of the Uni States. The trade dollar. as we all 
know, contains 420 grains of standard silver of the same fincas 
(900 parts fine) as our standard silver dollar. 

of these coins are heavier by from 4 to 7} grains thanow 
standard silver dollar, and therefore there can be no 0!)jectiou 
the _— of those who hold to the intrinsic-theory fa lacy ol te 
goldites to 


coining these dollars, which contain more pure svt 
than our aenteat full legal-tender silver dollar. 
Of the trade dollars there are now outstanding, ace rdinz to 4 


report of the Director of the Mint which I hold in my bin! 
27,330,131. There were coined in all 35,965,924 of them. 0! t's 
amount 7,689,036 were redeemed under act of March’. |. 


t the mints 
944.757, ) 
bullion 8,633,793. Therefore leaving outstanding over ~: 
of them, as I have stated above. sii 
I wish to call attention in this connection to an extract "4 
speech made on this floor by the Senator from Colora::) | Mr." 
LER] day before yesterday, in which he said, in rep|yin< \ = 
the tor from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] said the same day 40" 
**50-cent dollars”: 3 
The fact is you have a two-dollar dollar and that is wha‘ is the trout 
The dollar of this country to-day measures (We" 
the products. There ares 


ee coinage, nota ico al d Japan, and 
‘tae itd etee gnct, which =e one will 
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deny who is at all acquainted with the conditions (and if anyone doubts my | 


tatement he can take the consular reports from Mexico and Japan and find 
that I make a correct statement ), that the purchasing power of the Mexican 
dollar and the Japanese yen, which is equivalent to a dollar practically, is as 
great now as it was thirty years ago. 

It will be seen that this bill provides for making a legal tender 
the Mexican dollar and the Japanese yen, which have the same 
purchasing power now that they had thirty years ago, and both 
of which are heavier than our standard silver dollar. 


Continuing, 
the Senator from Colorado said: 


That is true of the Mexican dollar, which circulates all over Asia, in the | 


Straits Settlements, in Chiaa, and to some extent, though not much, in India; 
it will buy as muchas itever bought. The India rupee, equivalent at its face 
value to about 2 shillings of English money, will buy just as muchas it would 
ever buy. There has been no depreciation, or, in other words, there has been 


no rise of prices when measured by the three kinds of money that I have | 


mentioned in the countries in which they circulate. The Japanese money, 
which is the standard there, is about the same as the Mexican dollar, and it 
buys just as much as it used to buy. When the Japanese pays his workmen 
he pays them just what he used to pay them in silver. hen the Mexican 


says his workmen he pays them just what he used to pay them in silver. If 
Ce wants to buy enerial for his manufacture, he pays the same price if it is 
home raised and home produced. The same may be said of India. 


Mr. President, this bill provides for making a legal tender of 
three coins which are to-day 100-cent dollars. They are 100-cent 
dollars, and more than that, as measured in the products of the 
country, and as measured in the muscle, bone, sinew, and blood of 
humanity. These dollars can only be called 50-cent dollars when 
measured by the dishonest yardstick of Shylock and the goldites. 


congesting, and lyzing 200-cent gold dollar. They are only 
50-cent dollars when measured by the cruel measure which makes 
cotton 5 cents a pound and doubles every debt and al! taxes, both 
State and national. . 

About one month ago, in fact, on April 1, exactly one month ago, 
I introduced a bill to prohibit gold notes and mortgages in this 
country; that bill has not yet been reported. 
pass a bill making these coins a legal tender; if Congress will 
not pass the bill which [ introduced on April 1 to prohibit gold 


} 





If Congress will not | 


notes and gold mortgages, which discriminate against a part of | 


our own money and make gold dearer and debts harder to pay, 
then I call the attention of the country to the fact that the States 
have the right to do this under the Constitution. The States have 
as much right to prohibit gold mortgages as the States have to 
regulate interest that shall be paid on a note or a mortgage. It is 
also clear that the States can make gold and silver coins a legal 
tender. 

I quote from Article I, section 10, subsection 1, of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States: 

No State shall * * * makeanything but gold and silver coin a legal ten- 
der in payment of debts. - 

What does that mean? It means that the States can make gold 
and silver coin a legal tender in payment of debts. If it does not 
mean that it means nothing. It is clear that the States have the 
right to make these foreign coins a legal tender. 
tion did not mean that, why was this clause put in it? I do not 
think the framers of our Constitution meant when they framed 
this section that the States would ever make United States coin a 
legal tender, for who could have ever supposed that the United 
States would coin money and then demonetize it? But since the 
United States has done so, I believe the language of this clause of 


the Constitution applies legally, by every fair construction, with | 
trade dollar as it does to foreign coin; and no | 


as much force to 
man will question that that clause of the Constitution gives to the 


If the Constitu- | 


States the right to make these foreign coins a full legal tender | 


when they coutain more silver of the same standard fineness than 
our stan dollar. 

If Congress, which has the delegated power to coin money and 
regulate the value thereof, will not make its own coin which it 
has coined a legal tender, if it will not make these foreign coins 
according to this bill a legal tender which are heavier than our 
own dollar, then I say the States have that right, and I hope the 
States of this Union will proceed on this line if Congress will not 


give them this relief. In my opinion it is unconstitutional for | 


Congress to refuse to coin silver. The States delegated to Con- 


gold and silver. Con violates this trust when it refuses to 
coin silver. But the States did reserve the right to make gold and 
silver coins a legal tender, and certainly it seems that the hour 
has come when the States should proceed to exercise this reserved 
power in the interest of stagnated business and a suffering people. 


| by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill 
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Mr. HAWLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; whigh 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and order ap 
be printed. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intenddd 
to be proposed by him to the general deficiency ap pria i | 
which was referred to the Committee on App1 cut i) 

| ordered to be printed. . 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin submitted an an rent in 
tended to be proposed by him to the rive ind hat r ap } - 
tion bill; which was referred to the Comm e on Commerce, arg] 
ordered to be printed. 


Mr. WHITE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed, 


Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 


>; woien as 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying nanan, re fem | 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 
Mr. WHITE. Iask for the adoption of the following order: 
Ordered, That 300 extra copies of th: 


= Views ¢ 
7977 be printed for the use of the Senate 


f the minority on House bill 


I will state that the same number was ordered printed with 


Poo | reference to the majority report. 
They are only 50-cent dollars when measured by the blighting, | “auto 


The order was agreed to. 
EMPLOYEES ON THE MALTBY ROLL. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH submitted the following resolution: which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he here! 
and directed to pay any employees of the Senate now or herea i 
the Maltby roll at the salaries now assigned to the places on said roll until 
otherwise ordered. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R.7542) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other pur- 
poses. 


The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Senator from Maine will indulge me for a 
moment, I should be glad to have put upon its passage Senate 
bill 2522, which I called up Tuesday morning, to incorporate the 
Alaska Transportation and Trading Company. It was read at 
length; it need not be read again, and its passage will oc 
amoment. It was objected to then, but I believe that now 


mn 
examination there is no objection to the bill. 
Mr. HALE. I will not object if it does not give rise to debate 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsy] 
vania asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, 
which will be stated. 
The Secretary. A bill (S. 2522) creating a corporation known 
| as the Alaska Transportation and Trading Company, and granting 
right of way for the construction and operation by that corpora 
tion of a turnpike and post road from Taiya Inlet to Lake Ben- 


nett, in the Territory of Alaska. 

Mr. QUAY. The bill was read at length the other d 

Mr. HALE. If the bill does not give rise to debate I do not 
object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. WILSON. The bill, it seems, will provoke considerable 


Is there objection to the con- 


| debate. 


| 


| 


But the surest aa for the people to get relief and restore good | 


government is for 
next November, 


| move that the bill be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


to drive the gold gamblers from power 


| 
| 


| was to be any debate upon the bill. 
gress the great and important function and duty to coin both | , 


Mr. HALE. Then I must object, of course. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection i 
Mr. QUAY. I did not hear the remark of the Senator from 
Washington. 
Mr. HALE. 
Mr. QUAY. 


made, 


He says the bill will give rise to debate. 
I did not so understand it. I did not know there 
Of course, I withdraw the 
suggestion. 


A. T. HENSLEY. 


Mr.. BURROWS. I ask for the consideration of a bill of only 
seven lines, which will occasion no debate. It involves but four 
hundred and some odd dollars. 

Mr. HALE. If it gives rise to debate, the Senator will with- 
draw it? 

Mr. BURROWS. Iwill. Iask the Senate to proceed to the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to pay $432 to A. T. Hensley, late of Lavaca, Tex., in full 


Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment intended to be en for dressed flooring and rough boards furnished to 


proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; | 


which was referred to the Committee on Naval 


to be printed. airs, and ordered 








the United States in August, 1865. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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J. J. LINTS. 
Mr. TELLER. Iask the Senator from Maine who has the appro- 
priation bill in charge if he willgpermit me to call up the bill 
(H.R. 145) for the relief of J.J.Lints. Itis forthe relief of a very 


old man and it has been Many years. If it occasions any 
debate, I will, or it. 

Mr. HALE. I wifl tothe Senator from Colorado. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, ented to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to J.J. 
Lints, nee. N. Y., $1,289.33, in full for his wt! no as cus- 
todian of oer property at Erie, Pa., from the 8th day of 
April, 1857, to the 10th day of September, 1859, inclusive. 
he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LANDS IN VALVERDE COUNTY, TEX. 
Mr. CHILTON. I ask unanimousconsent to call up a little bill 
to which there will be no objection, I feel sure. If any debate 
I will withdraw it. 


should : 
ENT ‘tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
Fon Texas? 


to a matter not giving rise to any debate. 
sir. Iask the Senate to proceed to the 
(H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary 
United States to reconvey to the former 
in tract of land in Valverde County, Tex. The bill 
passed by the other House, and it was reported 
nitte a ee. b viii 
objection, mate, as in Committee of the 
eeeded to consider the bill. 
iE ¥. 1 desire to offer an amendment to the bill. It 
pecurred to me that if this property is to be reconveyed, as it 
now used for military and was conveyed for that pur- 
be made subject to the approval of 


the ae 
the Secretary — ill the Senator from Texas consent to 


N. Certainly, sir, I should $6 glad to-have the 
the amendment. ” 


Mr 
Mr. WILSON. After the word “authorized,” in line 4, Imove 
‘subject to the approval of the Secretary of War”; so 


That the Secretary of the Treasury of the 












Xe Restan af Sauerion ta 
yer dood, to meconvey tpt ioes ol BA a Rte 


company. . 
te 

The t was agreed to. Ce 
he G0) was reported Sethe Geuthe os eméiiied, nea the amend: 
ment was concurred in. — 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 

The bill wasstend th ities tend pense’. 

e 

The preamible’was agreed to. 

Will the Senator from Maine allow me to call 
1288) for the relief of John Stull? It will take but 


Mr. yield, and after that I shall ask that the ap- 
Ss bill be proceeded with. 
being 
Whole. 











Mr. 
up the 
a minute to 


no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secre of 
War to revoke and set Special Orders No. 144, paragraph 1, 


of the War April 11, 1864, dismissing from the 
captain of C 


service John ompany M, Third Regiment 
New Jersey Ca , and to grant him an honorable 
discharge as of date ‘Ti, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN M. GUYTON. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. HALE. I do. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(5. 1860) for the relief of John M. Guyton, late tmaster at 
Blacksburg, 8. C. If it excites any debate I will withdraw it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It ae to R y $484.79 
to John M. Guyton, former postmaster at Blacksburg, 8. C., being 
the amount deposited by him to cover a deficiency a in his 
office in the year 1890, which deposit was made to meet a loss by 
the embezzlement of a clerk on or about the 30th day of January, 
1890, without blame or fault on the part of Guyton. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

J. E. GILLINGWATERS. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (8. 65) for the relief of J. E. G ters. 
A similar bill has been favorably reported heretofore passed 
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Congress. ‘The bill was reported f yor- 
session from the Committee on Military Affaire 
no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


es 


Whole, to consider the bill. It vides that notwith. 
standing the records of the sentence of the court. 
martial in the case of Private James E. Gillingwaters, |.;.. o¢ 
Company H, Twelfth Missouri Cavalry Volunteers, the Seer ;,ry 
of War is directed to issue to Gillingwaters an honorable disc |), 


of the date of his release from military control. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or Jereq 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and ) assed, 


LANDS IN OKLAHOMA TERRITORY. 
Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent to call up the pj] 
(H. R. 1191) to provide for the disposal of public reservations jp 


vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the Territory of 
Oklahoma. I will state that I have the consent of the Senator 
who reported the bill to cail up the bill and it has the unaninnous 
report of the Committee on Territories. 


e Secretary read the bill, and by unanimous consent the Sep. 


ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration, 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendmen. 
Mr. CARTER. I desire to ask what committee reported that 


bill? 


Mr. TURPIE. The Committee on Territories. 
Mr. CARTER. I have no objection to the bill. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, 


HEIRS OF JACOB R. DAVIS, 
as. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. After the Senator from Nebraska has disposed of 
the bill he desires to call up, I give notice that I must insi-t upon 
going on with the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLEN? ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1367) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob 
RA HALE Not.to debate 

. : give rise to. any ? 

Mr. ALLEN. Not to give rise toany debate. 

Theresbeing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

to consider the bill. It a riates $1,500, to 
to the heirs of Jacob R. Davis, as compensation for 
services rendered by him as agent and judge of the Freedinan’s 
Burean at Augusta, in the State of Georgia, from June |, 140, to 
June 1, 1867, inclusive. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment. orierd 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

: MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of entatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrownineG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 


A bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to William Grose: and 

A bill (H. R. 7668) to establi a term of the district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States at Roanoke, Va., in the western 
district of Virginia. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. Now let the appropriation bill be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7542) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 187, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the pending amendment be state. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pending amendment, sub- 
— by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman), will be 
stated. 

The SecreTaRY. On page 50, line 19, before the word “sea 
going,” it is proposed to strike out ‘‘four” and insert ‘two; 5° 
as to read: 

furth ncreasing blishment of the 
United Beaten Gee Prastheatio netden oetietiond co have constr ted by con- 
tract two ing coast-line battle ships designed to carry tli ! t 


he ! 
armor and most powerful ordnance w a ment of about ||, 
to have the highest practicable for vessels of their class, and t 


») tons, 
‘ 
oO 


+ 
cost, 


exclusive of armament, not exceeding $3,750,000 each. 
The PRESIDENT tempore. The yeas and nays have been 
ordered on the amendment. e Secretary will call the roll. 


Mr. PERKINS. Is this the question upon the four or 5.x battle 


ships? 
The PRESIDENT tempore. It is upon the four or two. 
Mr. MITCHELL o: n. Itis tostrike out ‘four ” and iD- 
sert ‘‘ two,” so as to for two battle ships. 
The Secre to call the roll. - 
Mr. CHAND. (when his name was called). I am p* 


= this — with the junior Senator from New York |!" 
URPHY |. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). The Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. Harris] was called from the Chamber « ‘ew ™” 
ments ago, andasked me to announce a pair with him. i he wer 
here, he would vote ‘‘ yea” and I should vote “‘ nay. 
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MER (when his name was called). I inquire if the 
g ~s om North Dakota [Mr. HansBrovaGu] has voted? 
“The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota has not voted. : . A 

Mr. PALMER. I ampaired with that Senator and withhold my 

ote. I should vote **yea, ’ if he were present. : 
: Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I havea general pair 
with the senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but I 
will transfer my pair with him to the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 

sick] and vote ** yea.” 
ae \tLLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
air with the Senator from Nebraska (Mr. THuRsToN], but with 
the consent of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], who has 
the pairs on this side in charge, I transfer my pair to the Senator 
from Delaware [Mr. Gray] and vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I transfer the 
general pair I have with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania 
‘Mr. Cameron] to the junior Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linp- 
say] and vote “yea.” 

‘The roll call was concluded. ; ; 

Mr. TILLMAN (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
just informed by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] that the 
Senator from Delaware {Mr. Gray], to whom I transferred my 
pair a moment ago, is paired with the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. 
CuLLoM], but as the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD) 
is absent and not paired on this vote, I transfer my pair to him. 

Mr. BLANCHARD entered the Chamber. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I see the Senator from Louisiana has come 
into the Chamber, and therefore I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MARTIN. On this question I am paired with the senior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon]. If he were present, I 
should vote ** yea” and he would vote ** nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Iinquire if the Senator from North Caro- 
lina [Mr. PritcHARD] has voted? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. He has voted. ! 

Mr. BLANCHARD. Then I vote “yea.” 

Mr. CALL. Iam paired with the Senator from Vermont _ 
Proctor]. Ido not know whether it be correct or not, but [ am 
told by the Senator in charge of the bill that the Senator from 
Vermont would vote ‘‘ nay ” upon this question, if he were pres- 
ent. If that be so, I shall vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest to the Senator from Florida that he 
transfer his pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmitH]}, 
which will allow each of us to vote. 

Mr. CALL. I will make that transfer and vote ‘“‘ nay.” 

Mr, DUBOIS. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. GORMAN. I fear that is not exactly accurate. The Sen- 
ator from Vermont, I think, would vote for the amendment for 
two battle ships, at least his ch clearly indicated that, and I 
understood that to be his position from personal statements. 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt the Senator from Vermont, from 
what I have heard, would vote ‘ yea,” if present. 

Mr. GORMAN. _ He would vote ‘‘ yea,” and therefore, if this 
transfer be made, he would lose ‘his vote. 

Mr. BERRY. And so also would the Senator from New Jersey 
{Mr. Smrre}. 

Mr. CALL. Then I withdraw my vote,and announce that if 
the Senator from Vermont were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I withdraw my vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I 
have a general pair with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], 
who is necessarily out of the Senate Chamber for a few moments. 
If he were present, he would vote ‘‘ nay” and I should vote *‘ yea.” 
[ withdraw the vote I have already cast. 

_ Mr. BATE. I wish to state that my colleague [Mr. Harris] 
is temporarily absent, but was in the Chamber a short time ago. 
He is paired with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE]. 

Mr. BACON (after having voted in the negative). I have a 

e pair on tical questions with the junior Senator from 

thode Island . eet This not being a political ques- 
tion, under our arrangement I feel authorized to vote, and there- 
fore, ——— he has not voted, I will allow my vote to stand. 





Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the negative). Has the 
senior Senator from Louisiana (Mr. CAFFERY] voted? 

The PRESIDENT tempore. He has not. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then I am obliged to withdraw my vote and 
announce my pair with him. 

The result was announced—yeas 31, nays 27; as follows: 

YEAS—31. 
Allen, George, Pasco, Vest, 
Baker, Gorman - Vilas 
Bate, Hill, Peffer, is Waithall, 
Berry, J Ark. Pri Warren, 
pianchard, Pugh, White, 
Chilton Sherm Wolcott 
ton, Wis. Sherman, Ww 
; Turpie, 
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NAYS—27 
Bacon, Davis, Lodge Quay, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McBride Sewell, 
Brown, Frye, Me Millan, Shoup, 
7 annon, Gear, Mantle Squire, 
‘arter, Gibson, Mitchell, Oreg Stewart, 
Clark, Hawley Perkins, Teller. 
Daniel, Irby, Platt, 
NOT VOTING—31. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Harris, 
Allison, Cullom, Hoar, 
Brice, Dubois, Jones, Ney 
Burrows, Elkins, Lindsay, 
Caffery, Gordon, Martin, 
Call, Gray, Morgan, 
Cameron, Hale, Morrill, Wetmore 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Murphy, 


So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. If in order, I now move to strike out the entire 
paragraph authorizing the construction of battle ships. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
offers an amendment, which will be stated: 

The SEcRETARY. After line 16, on page 50, it is proposed to 
strike out the paragraph as amended, down to and including the 
word “and,” in line 24, as follows: 

That for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of the 
United States the President is hereby authorized to have constructed by 
contract two seagoing coast-line battle ships, designed to carry the heaviest 
armor and most powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 11,000 tons, 
to have the highest practicable speed for vessels of their class, and to cost, 
exclusive of armament. not exceeding $3,750,000 each; and. 

Mr. GORMAN. The Senator from Nebraska does not wish to 
strike out the first three lines. He wants simply to strike out 
all after the word ‘‘ contract,” in line 19, down to and including 
the word “‘and,” in line 24. The words ‘that for the purpose of 
increasing the naval establishment,” and so on, the Senator does 
not wish to strike out, for after that follows the provision for 
torpedo boats. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Maryland, I think, is correct. 
I have not the bill before me, and therefore can not indicate the 
precise words. The purpose of my amendment, however, is to 
strike out everything which pertains to an appropriation or a con- 
tract for the construction of battle ships, and permit the remain- 
der of the paragraph to stand. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair requests the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska to reduce his amendment to writing. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will do so, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose the Senator wishes to strike out all after 
the word “contract,” in line 19. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is it. 

: Mr. LODGE. Does the amendment propose to strike out all of 
that? 

Mr. HALE. The Senate has stricken out the provision for four 
battle ships and left the provision providing for two. Now the 
Senator from Nebraska proposes to strike those out. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment begin after the word “con- 
tract,” in line 19, striking out down to and including the word 
‘‘and,” in line 24. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nebraska will be stated. ' 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
**contract,” in line 19, down to and including the word “and,” in 
line 24, as follows: 

Two seagoing coast-line battle ships designed to carry the heaviest armor 
and most powerful ordnance upon a displacement of about 11,000 tons, to have 
the highest practicable speed for vessels of their class, and to cost, exclusive 
of armament, not exceeding $3,750,000 each; and 

Mr. HALE. That strikes out the battle ships. I suppose that 
is the object the Senator from Nebraska has in view. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HALE. I hope we may have a vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment. [Putting the question.] The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to have a yea-and-nay vote upon 
that amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire that the question may be stated. 

Mr. HALE. It is simply on the motion of the Senator from 
Nebraska to strike out the provision for the two battle ships. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor}. 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I announce my pair 
with the senior Senator from New Jersey [| Mr. Smiru}. 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). I transfer my pair 
with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] to the Senator 
from Vermont {[Mr. MorRILL] and vote “nay.” 

Mr. PALMER (when his name was called). I again announce 
my pair with the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HansBrovuau], 
and withhold my vote. 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). 


Iam paired with the 
If he were present, I 


I am paired with the 
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senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THursToN}. 

I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam paired with the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. Carrery]. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am informed that the senior Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. SmirH]|,with whom I am paired, if present, would vote 
‘“‘nay.” Therefore I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce that the junior Sen- 
ator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] is paired with the senior Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. CamMERON]| upon this question. I ask 
that this announcement may apply to all the yea-and-nay votes 
taken during the day. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will transfer my pair with’ the Senator 
from Louisiana {[Mr. Carrery] to the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. ELKINS] and vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL (after having voted in the affirmative). I am 
paired generally with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. I 
cagpeees he would probably be able to return to the Chamber 
before the result of this vote was announced, but, as I see he is 
not here, and knowing he would vote differently from the way I 
do, I withdraw my vote. The Senator from lowa, if present, 
would vote *‘nay” and I should vote *‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 13, nays 44; as follows: 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 


YEAS—13. 
Allen, Jones, Ark. peeiew. Walthall. 
Berry, Kyle, Roach, 
Chilton, Pasco, Vest, 
George, Peffer, ilas, 

NAYS—44 
Baker, Davis, $e \ Pritchard, 
Baco: bois, ge, y: 
Bate, Faulkner, McBride, Sewell, 
Blackburn, " McMillan, Sherman, 
Blanchard, inger, Martin, Squire, 
Burrows, ee r, a. nL, Oreg umes 
Cannon, tchell, q rpie, 

r. Hale, oe, Wis. oe 
Chandler, ns elson, . 
Clark . Hawley, Perkins, Wilson, 
Daniel, Hill, Platt, Wolcott. 
NOT VOTING—2, 

Aldric Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Pugh, 
— Cullom, Lindsay, Show 
Brice, Elkins, Mantle, Smi 
Brown, Gibson, Morgan, Stewart, 
Butler, Gordon, Morrill, Thurston, 
Caffery, Gray, Murphy, Tillman, 
Call, Harris, Palmer, Voor 
Cameron, Hoar, Proctor, Wetmore. 


So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. i 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FAULKNER in the chair). 
The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on Appropriations by striking out all 
after the word “each,” in line 24, page 50, down to and including 
the word *‘ dollars,” in line 4, on page 51, as follows: 


And 8 torpedo benta, $0 have a maximum speed of not less than 30 knots, 
to cost in all not exc ae nees, and not to exceed 10 torpedo boats, to cost 
in all not exceeding $500, 

And insert: 

Torpedo gunboats and to o-boat destroyers with a minimum speed of 
30 knots at torpedo boats ree a minimum apeek of 26 knots, 30 in number, 
to cost in all, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $4,500.000, 


Mr. HALE. It will be utterly impossible to build so many boats 
for the amount of money indicatc in the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire, and I suggest that we strike out 
* thirty” and substitute the word “twenty.” 

Mr. CHANDLER. I will not object to that modification, but 
I think that the Senator from Maine is mistaken. The highest 
boat costing $200,000 and the lowest $75,000,I think you could 
get the 30 for an average of $150,000 each. 

_s You can not get a 32-knot gunboat for less than 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to hear the amendment to the 
amendment again read. I want to reserve the point of order on 
it. Ido not think it is in order. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I hope the Senator from Missouri will not 
make the point of order. e have stricken $10,000,000 from the 


bill thi nein. 
Mr, COCKR L. How many millions does the amendment 
tie oe If it is only four or five millions I may not object. 
ughter. 
Mr. C DLER. If the number of boats is reduced from 
380 to 20—— 


Mr. HALE. I do not think you can get a 32-knot gunboat for 
less than $350,000. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Possibly not. The English estimate in- 


cludes armament, and this excludes armament. 
to the modification suggested by the Senator from M::j; 

the Senator from Missouri, when the European pow, 
thousand of these boats and we have only one, will no; 
objection to providing for 20 at least at this time. 


words about the torpedo boats. Now that two batt). 
sup 
amendment will be concurred in by the other House, | ;),))) 
onahh to have more torpedo boats and that we ought to vive; 
rig 


pedo boat No. 8 being constructed, 


the Cushing. Sheisa 
tons, a speed of 22.5 miles, with indicat 
She was authorized on the 3d day of August. 1886, at a cott of 
$82,750. The next to 


cated ho 


I do } 


Mr. COCKRELL. _ If the Senator from New Hamps); 


to explain his amendment I will withdraw the point o/ , 
that pur 


08e. — 
The PRESIDINGOFFICER. TheChair understands ;| Seno. 


tor from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to accept 11). y, 
cation suggested b 


the Senator from Maine _. wae) 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I will be pleased to sy 9 fo 


posed to be all that the Senate wants, and pro!) ‘hes 
ix We 


tkind. I have given some little attention to this watt; in 


the past six or eight months. It so happens that torpe, |), 
No. 8 is now being built in the town in which I resid. ™ 
the last contract made by the Government, and I believe jt y)) 
afford the best 


Tl ti 


torpedo boat yet constructed by the Goyeryyyon 
Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from Washington spoke of te. 
Mr. "eat Yes, sir. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from New Hampshire |r, 


sa magn says we have but one. 


Mr. SQ I am very glad the Senator from Colorady has 


raised pat ener. 


Mr. LODGE. The Senator from New Hampshire meant ope 


in commission. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Others are being built? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SQUIRE. There is now in commission only one such boat, 
torpedo boat having a displacement of \\5 
horsepower of 1,720, 


rpedo boat which was authorized is the 
Eriesson, of 120 tons displacement, 24 miles speed, and 1.0) indi- 
rsepower. She was authorized on the 30th of June, 1s, 

Since that time there have been authorized torpedo boats Nos. 
3, 4, and 5, at a cost of $97,500 each. They were authorized on 
the 26th of July, 1894, None of the last three has been built. 
They are being constructed at Baltimore by the Columbia !ru 
Works. The Hricsson, which I mentioned just prior to speaking 
of the last three boats, has never yet been put into commission, 
although it has been many years sinceshe was authorized. There 
have been some difficulties, I do not know of what 
whether of a mechanical nature or of a financial nature, and it 
happens to be a fact that up to the present time there is only one 
to’ o boat in commission, that is the Cushing, and she has \een 
built a great many years. 

The last Congress authorized the construction of torpedo lnats 
Nos. 6,7, and 8. Nos. 6 and 7 are being built by the Herrshof 
Company. The contractors have large liberty, I understand. 
They do not adopt the specifications of the Navy Departuent. 
They are allowed to have a free hand in their plans. 

The construction of ts is something of an experi- 
ment. It seems that there are but few firms in the world that 
are able to be successful constructors of this class of vessels 
There is the firm known as the Thornycroft firm, in En<lan/, 
which is very famous, and the firm alluded to in the letter quote! 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Cuanp.er} yesterday, 
that built the Sokal—Yarrow, of England. The Yarrow firm «ul 
the Thornycroft firm are the great sof England in this line 
of business. It seems to require as kind of ability to bull 
vessels of this class, and I am very glad that we have slip )wites 
in America who are willing to un e the construction of thes 
vessels, which are of superior power and speed. Of course the 
adaptation is peculiar forthe purpose. It requires time to deveo? 
the ability to well vessels of this class. ; ; 

It seems to me that if we are going to engage in the |usines 
building torpedo boats we ought to build the best. [ have bees 
little memorandum which I have p from notes given me 
by officers of the United States Navy, which I will be pleas © 
state to the Senate. 

The number of torpedo boats of and above 115 fcc! 
belonging to foreign governments, is as follows: 


character, 








in length, 


EES LL SELLA EEE ; 
et ie EE ae Ws 
a al cece ee--------°° 116 
ET ice aie ree ui a 16 
PEEL. cucadll batebineseEEDEbESet dncsecce.-----------°°" 9g 
EN NEE ASE A ae: 

Of the British boats, 62 are torpedo destroyers, wi'') ‘ speed ¢ 
from 27 to 80 knots; 1 of the French, a of 30 knots; 1% 
the Russian, 30 knots. The remainder are boats of from °! "~ 


knots. _ 
Five or six years ago almost all foreign governments built 





a 
4 
+: 








1896. 
prereset 


were termed first-class torpedo boats, varying in size from 125 to 


150 feet, and in speed from 22 to 26 knots, but during the past two | 
years they have been abandoning this practice and going to boats | 


of larger size. This is the result of experience gained with the 
smaller boats. The English contracts provide now for boats of 
about 300 tons, 200 feet long, and a speed of 30 knots. We read 
not long ago of a trial of one of these boats which developed a 
speed of over 81 knots. : ; 

It seems to me if we are going toenter upon the business of con- 
structing torpedo boats that we do not want to commence where 
the other nations have left off. We want to build first-class tor- 
pedo boats and build enough of them so as to regard them as an 
efficient adjunct toour Navy. I am very well satisfied from in- 
quiries ma by me at the Navy Department that it will be impos- 


sible to build anything like 30 torpedo boats of the proper character | 


for the amount indicated in the amendment of the Senator from 
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New Hampshire. Idonot believe it is possible to build those vessels | 


for the figuremamed. I donot believethe amendment in the form 

ve an instance suchas we had a few years ago, which I desire to 
mention to the Senate. The law provided that a torpedo cruiser or 
gunboat of 750 tons displacement, with 23 knots speed, should be 
built for $850,000. That was the act approved June 30, 1890. 


| 


The | 


bids received were inexcess of the appropriation, and the vessel has | 


not yet been let by contract because nobody will build it for the ap- 
propriation. Even for a boat with so low a speed as 23 knots, when 
$350,000 is authorized by law, we have not been able to find any- 
body, the Navy Department can not find anybody, to undertake 
the construction atthe price named in thelaw. Therefore I think 
it useless to undertake to construct 30 torpedo vessels of the best 
kinds for the sum of $4,500,000. duet us see what these other ves- 
sels will cost. 
Nos. 3, 4, and 5, I believe—cost $97,500 each. Torpedo boats Nos. 


of the contract in my pocket. 


cost $144,000. I havea copy All 


latitude is allowed to the 
This firm is a free lance, and there is no one undertaking to con- 
trol it. 
looking at the work. But the Chief Naval Constructor tells me he 
does not know anything about what those 
so does the Chief of Engineers of the Navy. ey know very lit- 
tle about it. Here isa copy of the contract [exhibiting]. 

Now, what is the price in that case? One hundred and forty- 
four thousand dollars foreach of these two boats. But in thecase 
of the Moran Brothers Company, of Seattle, the specifications 
were prepared by the Navy Department. Torpedo boat No. 8 is 
to have a displacement of 182 tons, a speed of 26 knots, and indi- 
cated horsepower of 3,200. What is the cost? One hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars. I personally know this firm very well. I 
took a great interest in their obtaining the contract. I know they 
have taken the work at a price that will leave them no profit. I 
am satisfied they will not be able to make much, if anything, on 
the contract. They took it more for the sake of prestige. The 
Morans are able, noble men, who are doing great work for the 
Government. lam proud of them and of their ability to take 
such work at such A, price. 
build a good 26-knot torpedo boat of such a kind as the Navy De- 


The torpedo boats I have referred to—torpedo boats | 


| If we can not get so many, let us havea less number, but let them 
: | be of the best. 
6 and 7, which the Herreshoff firm are to construct, are each to | 


ee are doing; and | 


erreshoff Manufacturing Company. | 


An officer of the Navy—I believe a lieutenant—stays there | 


I do not believe it is possible to | 


partment will present the plans and specifications for a less sum | 


than $160,000. Letussee. Suppose every one of the 30 boats that | the number to 20 and the amount to $4,000,000. 


the Senator from New Hampshire mentions in his amendment to 
the amendment was to cost $160,000. That would be $4,800,000. 
So you can see readily that it would be impossible to build any of 
the great torpedo-boat destroyers or torpedo gunboats for uny 
such money; that is, if 30 vessels are to be built for the money. 
Four million five hundred thousand dollars will scarcely build 30 
boats of the 26-knot class. Then how can any of the toryedo-boat 
destroyers be built unless the total number is decreased? I sug- 
gest that the total number be reduced to 20. 
_ Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Wash- 
ington how many torpedo boats are now being constructed? 
ir. SQUIRE. I have over the list. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I did not understand it. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Very well. 
_ Mr. WOLCOTT, ill the Senator state the number for my 
informa‘ ion? 
Mr. SQUIRE. The number of torpedo boats now being con- 
structed is eight al , including one submarine boat. 
oth LOTT. if nothing is appropriated at this time we 
e 


coming into use, now being built in our different yards 


in the country, eight new torpedo boats. Is that the fact? 
Mr. SQUIRE. tis a fact. One of them is a submarine boat, 
a I believe all naval authorities agree is an experimental 
Mr. GORMAN The Secretary of the Navy in his hows | 
° yin report shows 
— = have two boats already in commission and seven | 


T construction. addition to that there is under construc- 
& very remarkable 
that will make ten 


tion 


boat, 


boat, if it succeeds, known as the Holland | 
all told. | 


; | the Navy the Senator will find a stat 
pone will do any good. If it should pass I believe we would | 


| ber of torpedo boats constructed by all c 


| mechanism as a watch. 


- = 


de Ded 


AC 


Mr SQUIRE. ‘hat is the submarine boat to which I referred 
Mr. WOLCOTT. 





How many are estimated for in the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy, if the Senator from Maryland remem- 
bers? = 

Mr. GORMAN. I think tenortwelve. I can give the number 
to the Senator. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ten new boats in additi ven now 
being constructed? 

Mr. GORMAN. That is myrecollection. I car ve th uct 
number to the Senator in a moment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I think. if the Senator from Mar rd \ ir- 
don me, that there is an error in regard to there bei than 
one torpedo boat in commission. 

Mr. GORMAN. ‘There are two. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I understand the Ericsson never yet has been in 


commission. 
Mr. GORMAN. 


On page 26 of the Report of the 
ement 


Secretary of 
riving the total num 
\ untries, and the Secre 
tary puts down two as completed by the United States and seven 

under construction. 

Mr. SQUIRE. 1 think the Secretary must have looked forward 
with expectancy to the early coming into commission of the 
Ericsson. Ido not think she has vet been put into commission. 
As amatter of fact, 1 understand from personal conversation with 
officers of the Navy Department that the Cushing is the only one 
actually in commission. ; 

The point I wish to make is simply that if we are to enter upon 
the construction of torpedo boats and torpedo-boat destroyers we 
ought to have the best. Does anybody doubt that? Ef we are to 
have the best, let us appropriate enough money to get the best. 


Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator from Washington, who has 
given to the Senate his views—with which I agree—will allow me, 
I will put the number of boats at 20 and propose to appropriate 
$4,000,000 for that purpose. 

Mr. SQUIRE. l hope the Senator will keep the sum $4,500,000, 
as If 15s. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 
boat on the average. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I beg to say to the Senator that I have just come 
from the Bureau of Construction of the Navy Depar ment. I 
visited the chief of that Bureau and the Chief of the Bureau of 
Steam Engineering. and they tell me that it will be impossible for 
this class of torpedo-boat destroyers to be built for less than 
two hundred and fifty to three hundred thousand dollars apiece, 
and that the torpedo boats, so called in the amendment of the 
Senator, to have a speed of 26 knots, will probably each cost at 
least $160,000. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. How much does the Senator from Washing- 
ton figure it altogether? 

Mr. SQUIRE. If we build 10 torpedo-boat destroyers at an 
average of $275,000 each, and 10 26 or 27} knot torpedo boats nat 
$160,000 each, it comes to a little less than the amount named bv 
the Senator from New Hampshire, $4,500,000. In fact, 
to exactly $4,350,000. 

Mr. CHANDLER. 


Two hundred thousand dollars for each 


it com 
I will modify the amendment by reducing 


Mr. SQUIRE. That is much better; though I would prefer to 
keep the figure at $4,500,000 as an outside limit. 


You allow con- 
siderable leeway when you fix the outside limit of the cost of bat- 
tle ships. Why not allow a reasonable margin in the case of the 
torpedo boats and torpedo-boat destroyers, so that the Depart 


ment need not be crowded into impracticable or impossible condi- 
tions, such as I have referred to as already existing in reference 
to the torpedo cruiser or gunboat authorized in 1890, for which 
the Government could not geta bid at the price authorized by 
law? It is true that a few of the smaller and poorer torpedo boats 
can be built for less money. Do we want any more of that class? 
I doubt it. My wish is to have the very best modern vessels of 
the respective classes. 

The character of the English torpedo destroyers is of an exceed- 
ingly high class. If we are to have ship destroyers let us have 
those that are equal to the best English vessels of this cl 
are vety elaborate in their construction and as delicat 

I have before a copy of 
and Military Record, published in London, April 2, 1896, in which 
I observe. under the heading ol The Royal Dock- Yards,” the 
prominent headline ‘‘ Vagaries of the Destroyers,” as illustrating 
the delicate and complicated character of these vessels. 1 will 
quote one or two sentences, as follows: 


° | he y 
in their 
the Naval 


me 


One destroyer is cured of distemper and two more take her place, and so 
the orld wags. At present we have the Daring, Sturgeon, Handy, Surly, 
and Havockall in hand. each having kicked over the traces in some unaccount- 
able fashion. The Daring was run into at Dover; the Sturgeon carried away 
her stanchions and behaved in a more or less erratic fashion; the Handy was 
deceived by her water-gauge, and her boilers suffered in consequence; the 
Surly, after some ugly defects had been made good, has made several attempts 
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to achieve the prescribed 27 knots, but without avail: the Havock, having 
had a smashup through the bolt of the crank-head breaking, ship the star- 
board engine of the Hornet, but at her basin trial after the refit was not a 
success, owing to the overheating of the boilers. Officers who bave had consid- 
erable experience with these vessels tell me that to lay up for one week in 
seven is not enough, as, if these crafts are to be relied upon for hard steam- 
ing and sudden spurts, it is necessary that the machinery should be over- 
hauled and tightened up at least one week in four, otherwise these delicate 
vessels will be worn out long before their time. 

I have quoted this to illustrate the character of the vessel that 
it is proposed we shall construct if we would emulate the English 
navy. Such vessels can not be built forasong. I doubt if we 
can build vessels to compete with the English counterparts for 
less than $300,000 each, and we have yet to learn the trade of 
building this class of vessels. ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment as modified 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the word ‘‘ thirty” and insert 
‘* twenty,” and strike out the words “ five hundred ” ; so as to read: 

Torpedo gunboats and torpedo-boat destroyers with a minimum speed of 
30 knots, and to: o boats with a minimum speed of 26 knots, 20 in number, 
to cost in all, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $4,000,000. 

Mr. PERKINS. I desire to offer a substitute for the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHan- 


LER]. 

Thy PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment of the Senator 
from California [Mr. PERKINS] to the amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On e 50, line 19, after the word “ con- 
tract,” it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ two” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ three”; so as to read: 

Three seagoing coast-line battle ships. 

Mr. PERKINS. The amendment will leave the bill as it now 
stands, merely substituting three battle ships for the two which 
have been voted for by the Senate. I offer what I have sent to 
the desk as a substitute for the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from California will wait a 
moment. That is not a substitute. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state that the 
amendment of the Senator from California is not in order as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. HALE. That is true. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question as to battle ships 
has been upon by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PERKINS. Then I will speak to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

The bill, as proposed to be amended by the committee, provides 
for 13 to 0 boats, 3 of which are to have a maximum speed of 
not less than 30 knots per hour. Ten of them are not to cost ex- 
ceeding $500,000, without any limit as to their maximum or min- 
imum . Asubsequent clause provides for the building of 
the Holland submarine torpedo boats, one of which is now under 
construction in Baltimore. 

The question of torpedo boats is one of great importance to ahy 

overnment for its coast defenses. ed improvements have 
nm made in such boats within the past few years. The world 
was startled a year or two since by the achievement of a torpedo 
boat built for the Russian Government, called the Sokol, I think. 
She attained a speed of 30 knots an hour. Only last year Her 
Majesty’s torpedo boat, the Desperate, attained the marvelous 
speed of 81 knots per hour, or equal to 36 statute miles. They 
have been making this wonderful progress in and great 
power which is entirely at the sacrifice of space. e power nec- 
essary to propel at such speed a vessel of 300 tons, which I think 
is the displacement of the arora can not be less than 7,000 
horsepower. It seems to me that in this age of improvement the 
authorization we propose to give for the construction of 13 new 
to: o boats is amply sufficient. 
the experiment as to the Holland torpedo boat is a success, it 
matters not whether the boats go 6 or 8 miles an hour. ne 
can compete with them, for they are submerged and can attac 
the most formidable battle ship without any possible way for the 
latter to resist. 

Not only is the Holland boat now in process of construction, 
but I noticed by the press only yesterday that a company has 
been formed in San Francisco, the president of which is a retired 
engineer officer of the United States Army, for the p of 
constructing to osubmarine boats. More than that, scientists 
tell us that aerial navigation is not improbable, and perhaps when 

ou have built a boat that will go 35 or 36 miles an hour we will 

ave a balloon which will sail over and drop dynamite on board 
a battle ship, and the submarine boat will not be heard of further. 
It is the part of wisdom for our Government to profit by the ex- 
ae of other nations. Let us go on and build the we 

ave provided for in the bill, and then at the next session of Con- 
gress we can make additional improvements. 

Iam sorry that the Senate has stricken out four battle ships and 
substituted two therefor. I listened to the 

distinguished Senator from 
always do, with much interest, 
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to speech of | h ion 
wever 

Maryland [Mr. Gorman], as I the Gommi 

and gained instruction. 








That we have not sufficient revenue to-day, perhaps, to })i\, all 
these battle ships is as much due to a bill for which he is r.),,,,. 
ble as to any other cause. But the building of these «),;,,. cord 
not be done ina day. The building of a great line-of-}),;;).. shite 
means two and a half to three and a half years’ labor. /),,. bill 
provides that after it becomes a law the contract for the «...,.; ton 
tion of these ships can not be letfor fourmonths. It will |... ,.... 
and a half before they are in frame, and it will be three , rs and 
a half before they are completed and ready for service. 
It seems to me that the wisé policy is for us to authoyi,. the 
building of these shi We would not send our money to) Ey ron, 
to pay for luxuries, for silks, for wines. We would distri}),;.. «., 
money among our own people, giving them employment. £ 
dollar that goes into the construction of a great battle s))i; 


sents labor. The iron ore that comes from the mine, whi); is =“ 
into pig iron, and pig iron into ingot steel, and ingot stee) rj jj 
into plates, and there planed and fashioned into the fraqyes and 
siding of the ship and into her machinery, all represent ¢)}),. result 


of labor. The money is kept here among our own people and dis. 
tributed among them. We do not use the money this year or next 
year or the following year, but spread it over a period whereby 
we are all benefited. 

It is wise policy, too, for us to do this, because battle shins ars 
a bond for tly there assembled in this city a coyyen. 
tion of representative American citizens, leading divines. }o))jn, 
philanthropists, able citizens of the country, who have 10) o\)ject 
in view but their country’s good. They met in convention and 

titioned our Government and European governments ()) sii) )i¢ 

ifferences, when they arose, to international arbitration for adjy. 
dication. That is a wise policy, but the strongest auxiliary, tho 
most able assistant of arbitration, is for us, the Congress 6f the 
United States, to provide battle ships and armored cruisers to show 
that if they will not arbitrate Sar haive the power to protect our 
rights. I was deeply impressed a few weeks since when | received 
by mail an illustrated paper from London, and I presume other 
Senators received ae It was perhaps 36 inches sqnare, 
It was headed ‘‘England’s line of defense; her great royal 
navy.” There was on that sheet a lithograph of perhaps 250 of the 
most beautiful vessels that ever floated upon the water. It was 
an object lesson from which I think we may all derive profit. It 
was at the time we were ha our differences, and the paper 
was simply sent to us as a friendly message: ‘‘See what we have: 
we should we arbitrate?” 
ngland, with a formidable navy, has appropriated this year 
$110,000,000 to build new ships, and yet an tes already afloat $7 
first, second, and third class battle dim and armored cruisers, 
the average a of which is 9,950 tons, while we hesitate 
here about building three battle ships which it will require more 
than three gh for us to complete. 

I think, Mr. President, it is an unwise policy on our part; | 
think it is narrow-minded for us to be niggardly in this respect. 
If we must economize let us economize in some other directions. 
Each one of these battle a is a fortification in itself. Itisa 
floating fort that is almost im ble. It can be taken from 
Boston to New York, from New York to Philadelphia, and from 
Philadelphia to Baltimore, and so on to any port where defense is 


uired. 
The way to have peace, the bn on avoid war, is to be prepared 
to meet war if it comes. There is no respect like the respect of 
fear, orif not fear the knowl that your antagonist is your 
equal. I remember an incident that occurred in my own business 
a few months since which perhaps illustrates it more forci)ly than 
anything else I could say. The engineer of one of our ships. 4 
very capable, skilled mechanic, but of a pugilistic temperament, 
was continually at fault with one of the deck officers and on one 
or two occasions had assaulted him. Both officers were excrlient 
men. Wesentfor them tocome to the office, and after catechising 
this man and that man, ‘‘ Why did you do this?” the pugilistic one 
said, ‘‘I really could not resist it; it was an uncontrollable desire 
to strike the officer.” We did not care to dispense with their 
services, and we transferred the officer who had been assaulted to 
another, vessel, and in his place we placed one physically superior 
to the o who remained. No trouble followed, an‘ a month 
or two later we sent for him. ‘ How do things progres with 

ou in your department?” ‘Oh, very pleasantly; we have 00 
tad» & whatever.” ‘‘ But are you not now seized with that 
sistible desire to strike the deck officer?” ‘ Well,” he said, . 
have learned to ee It was well for him that he did. 
It was because there arrayed against him one physically hi 
superior. So it is with governments as well as individuals. ; 
you have not the power to defend yourself upon land and s°4,! 
you have not the courage to stand up and maintain your pos” 
if it is right, you will be assailed to your disadvantage. 

I believe, a8 I have said before, that the construction 0! these 
13 boats is all that it is wise for us to do at this (me. 
, most earnestly that when the bill is take ons 
ttee of the Whole into the Senate, the Senate wl . 
that which I am sure the conference committee will do if we © 














not, and we will sooner or later consent to it—order the construc- 
tion of three ships instead of the two that we have already de- 
cided upon. This, then, will give employment to hundreds of 
American mechanics. It will keep our machine shops teeming; 
it will find a market for the farmers’ products, and general pros- 

ority where the vessels are being constructed will ensue, for the 
aborer will find remunerative employment. ; 

I believe it the part of wisdom in Congress when times are hard, 
when business is de , and when people are discouraged, 
to foster great internal improvements, to build up our Navy, to 
construct public buildings. I think we have made a mistake at 
the present Congress in not making appropriations for the erec- 
tion of public buildings in the different States. The Committee 
on Commerce have reported a bill here, enormous in extent so far 
as dollars and cents are concerned, and I am not prepared to say 
at this time but that they are wise recommendations. Certainly 
they have distributed the appropriations generally throughout the 
different States of the Union. It is wise policy for us to do this, 
and if we have not the funds now, after the 4th of next March we 
propose to take some of the profits at present being made by the 
great sugar trust of this country that go into their treasury and 
place them in the Treasury of the United States. We propose to 
take some of the business that is now being done in foreign coun- 
tries, transporting to this country the products of their factories 
and looms upon vessels flying the foreign flag, and transport it to 
this country in vessels that fiy the Stars and Stripes at their 


ak. 

7 believe, Mr. President, this is wise policy. I believe it an 
American policy, and it should find a responsive echo in the heart 
of everyone who believes America to be, as it is, the first nation 
and the first people in the world. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in regard to the amendment con- 
cerning torpedo boats, I desire to say that I hope the Senate will 
agree to put it in the bill. There is no branch of the Navy in 
which we are so completely unprovided as in this important mat- 
ter of torpedo boats. France leads in the possession of torpedo 
boats, with 218 in service and 54 building. Great Britain has 189 
in service and 62 under construction. Spain is doubling her tor- 

o-boat force, and Japan, taking a lesson from her experience 
in the late war, and having already (with those captured from the 
Chinese) a total of 40 in service, is building 17 more. 

These figures will show that while the 15 other countries men- 
tioned have altogether 1,206 torpedo boats in service (Argentina, 
with the smallest number, showing 21), the United States has 
only 2. In the navy list which I have here before me we find the 
Cushing and the Stiletto, and those two only, as torpedo boats in 
commission, The Cushing is a fast boat according to the stand- 
ard of speed of some years ago. The Stiletto is little more than 
alaunch. We have really only one torpedo boat in commission, 
and that is the Cushing. 

Now, torpedo boats, as I have said, are an exceedingly impor- 
tant branch of naval defense. They are particularly useful for 
harbor defense. They do not require a great addition to the en- 
listed force of the Navy. England keeps but few torpedo boats 
in commission, I think not more than half a dozen, although I 
have not the figures here. They are laid up and kept at the dif- 
ferent yards. It is easy to keep them in condition. They are 
taken out and the machinery moved at different times in the year, 
but they do not involve the t running expense which battle 
ships and cruisers demand. In case of war, they can be all put in 
commission at once and are all useful. 

Of late , also, they have developed the torpedo boat into 
the to o destroyer; that is, the boat that carries a torpedo is 
fitted with an armament in order to be able to fight other boats of 
the same class. We have practically none of either kind. They 
are the most advantageous boats that can be built for harbor de- 
fense and for the fleet likewise, and yet it is with us an entirely 
neglected branch. 

1¢ Senator from California [Mr. Perkins] speaks about sub- 
marine boats. Inventors have been trying to solve the problem 
of a su boat ever since our war. It has never yet been 
solved; it still remains in the experimental stage. There is no 
reason to suppose that the last device is any better than the first. 
They may invent a successful submarine boat any day, but it has 
not yet been done. In the meantime we are without this impor- 
tant branch of naval defense. 

Is there a successful submarine boat anywhere? 

There is no successful submarine boat in exist- 
_ never has been, or a ey a 
marine torpedo. They may come. ere is no possibility o 
saying what the limit of invention is, but it is certain that they 


The amendment of eo Senator from New Hampshire for twenty 
Wrpedo of being excessive, is extremely moderate. 
cial eht, to have at least a hundred to o boats, and I am espe- 
hes eas that this amendment will be added, as the Senate 

seen fit to strike down two of those battle ships. 
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I do not understand, Mr. President, from my point of view, this 
system of economy in national defense. ; 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow mea 
moment? 

Mr. LODGE. 

Mr. HILL. 
partment? 

Mr. LODGE. The Department recommends twelve. I do not 
understand, as I wassaying, this theory of economizing in national 
detense. If there isa deficit in the revenue, it is not owing to 
extravagant appropriations. The last Congresses, Republican 
and Democratic, have met the growing needs of the country and 
no more. We havea deficit because we have insufficient revenue. 
and insufficient because we have a bad tariff. It isa matter of 
very little interest to the country how we distribute responsi- 
bility for this insufficiency here. We may get up and argue back 
and forth who is to blame; the fact is there; and the people of 
this country will lay the blame for it where it belongs next No- 
vember. But all that does not in the least concern our duty in 
making appropriations for national defense. The question of 
national defense stands apart and alone from all other issues. If 
we must economize, let it be on public buildings and rivers and 
harbors; let it be on something that can wait if it is necessary. 
I do not see any reason for making any proper appropriation wait, 
but to take the provisions for national defense and make those the 
subject of economy seems to me utterly wrong and unpatriotic. 
W hether we have sufficient current revenue or not, weought to pro- 
vide for coast defense and for the naval armament, which is part 
of it. If we have not the money in the Treasury, there is nothing 
more suitable to borrow money for. But now we are met with 
the cry of economy; and all the evils pictured by the Senator from 
Maryland | Mr. GORMAN] are to be met by striking down two of 
the battle ships. That is, we should begin to economize, and 
economize only at the very point where money should never be 
considered, because it concerns national safety and defense. 

Mr. President, if we can not get four battle ships, I hope the 
amendment of the Senator from California will be adopted and 
that we shall get at least three. It is of very little consequence 
whether we have a deficit or a surplus in the Treasury if we are 
going to leave our coasts undefended and our country in a posi- 
tion where we may be put to expense by foreign invasion and at- 
tack compared to which all that can be expended for an efficient 
Navy and for proper coast defenses would be but a drop in the 
bucket. 

I hope, Mr. President, that the Senate will at least make the 
battle ships three, and that they will also add the necessary num- 
eons of torpedo boats, as proposed by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, as a member of the Naval 
Committee I have attended all of its sessions when in the city and 
endeavored to inform myself so as to act intelligently. I have not 
had the opportunity to get the full knowledge of the condition of 
the Navy that I ought to have, and it may be that I have been led 
into error in some opinions which I have formed; but let those 
opinions be just or unjust, true or untrue, I feel that I shall at 
least be excused if I give the Senate and the country the benefit of 
some ‘‘ remarks,” to use the ordinary phrase in use here, on this 
important question. 

There are some very strange and anomalous things existing in 
regard to the Navy and the Navy Department, and all the other 
Departments here, for that matter, and I will try to point out some 
of them. As far as I have been able to judge the condition 
which exists, I will say that the Navy of the United States is suf- 
fering more from red-tape, from bureaucracy, so to speak, from 
official dry rot, than anything else. We find that in certain years 
there is great clamor for great navy-yards, for great preparations 
and equipments for the Government to be able to build its own 
ships, and we have the Bureau of Construction, the Bureau of 
Steam Engineering, the Bureau of Ordnance, and all that kind 
of thing—eight bureaus in all. From the little association I have 
had with some of those officers I think most of them arethoroughly 
competent and are creditable representatives of the United States 
Government. But I find that in the construction of vessels, after 
the different bureaus have taken charge and seesawed with one 
another and corresponded, and they have had the thing up and 
down, twisted and turned, they have nothing to do with them 
except to furnish the plans and superintend construction. 

Complaints are coming in from mechanics who have been in 
the Government navy-yards and those who have been employed 
there that the ships are being let out to private contract, that 
bread is being taken out of their mouths, and that they can not 
get work; that they must move out and move off from their homes 
to hunt work in the yards of the private contractors. 

The Chief Constructor, who isavery accomplished engineer and 
a very practical man, has advised and urged upon the Govern- 
ment the necessity of a change in the method of constructing our 
naval vessels. He pointed out very forcibly before the committee 





Certainly. 
Are these torpedo boats recommended by the De- 
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the division of responsibility which now exists, and, if ible, 
the creeping in through this division of responsibility of abuses, 
and urged that a vessel when contracted for should be contracted 
for like you do for a coat; that you let the whole garment be com- 
pleted by one man, all the buttons sewed on, all the lining in, the 
collar andeverything, and turned over to youcomplete. Butinstead 
of that we find that one bureau designs and supervises the con- 
struction of the hull, another bureau designs and superintends 
the building of the machinery, another regulates the quality of 
the armor, and each works at times independently of the other. 
I have arrived at the conclusion that the whole scheme, summed 
up in a few words, is to get as much money out of the taxpayers as 
possible, and thus make the vessels very costly. 

On the other hand, when you come to catechise them to find 
when they have built these navy-yards at such enormous expense 
and equipped them with all the costly machinery why they do 
not let the Government build its own ships, they say, ‘‘ Well, we 
tried to build one and it is a monumental failure. It has cost 
more than you could buy them for by a private contract.” Why 
has that been the case? Simply because business and politics 
have been brought together and the cries of certain men have been 
heeded, who think there ought to be reduced hours of labor. It 
is the eight-hour labor system and military routine prevailing in 
the Government industrial establishments, and one thing and 
another, with incompetence in the managers and overseers, that 
produce this undesirable condition. 

The cry on this floor is: Labor must be given employment. We 
must give our people work. We must become a stepmother and 
feed them by giving them work. 

Ah, Mr. President, there is a certain kind of labor that has a 
very strong pull, to use a colloquialism, but there are millions of 
other laborers who are considered as nothing more than hirelings, 
as hewers of wood and drawers of water, too ignorant or of too 
little concern, rather too debased, too far apart, to have any con- 
sideration in this Chamber. 

Now, I come back to the question under discussion, for I shall 
wander from it in imitation of the bad example of other Senators, 
and shall, before I get through, discuss the general conditions 
and the diseases at work in this country. It seems to me that 
we are in this Sete if we want to act as intelligent legislators 
and patriots: Our seaport cities, with their vast accumulations 
of wealth, are practically, so we are told by the army officers, 
defenseless; a hostile navy could come in and bombard them, 
burn them, or lay tribute, and there would be no means of de- 
fense. Well, Washington told us, “ In time of peace prepare for 
war”; but I think any country in Christendom will think once, 
twice. and thrice before it goes to war with this country, unless 
we, just out of pure cussedness, so to speak, and aggression, 
which is un-American, shall go forth to force other to fight 
for their rights. 

But suppose we are defenseless, with the record or catalogue just 
read to us by the Senator from California [Mr. PERKINs] as tothe 
strength of European navies, I ask you in all candor, is it the pur- 
pose of this country to try to emulate those old countries in getting 
up a navy that will cost us four or five hundred million dollars? 

ve we any need for such a navy? I think every statesman will 
agree with me that we need enough ships to have our 
wherever it may go and to have the nations of the 
us as being one of the that will let everybody else alone if 
eee t that will be when the time comes 
to defend its honor and to enforce its wi How many vessels 
would that take? It is mere work. 

I believe we ought to have a respectable Navy, but with the 
ie ad ease aan art - naval ae — b 

tning-like, going on from year to year, guns sys- 
tems of warfare becoming almost obsolete, it is a question which 
should be considered very carefully whether it is wise and e 
for us to spend untold millions in the equipment of vessels in 





consider 


a —4 rs —_ become oe ae par 
thout baving any figures, 1 am prepared say ce 
the time of the battle leoween the Merrimac and the Monitor in 


mo Roads, which revolutionized naval warfare, there have 
been billions of dollars spent by the governments of E and 
this country, most of which has been practically The 
history of development has been that the engineers and the 
experts and the scientists have gone on making armor that was 
impenetrable, and then turning around and making a steel can- 
non that would penetrate it. They have perhaps reached the 
verge of extreme ibilities in that direction. But the mechan- 
ism of handling the enormous steel cannon and the other ingen- 
ious and mechanical contrivances which are necessary even to 
load the guns, all that kind of thing is being improved on every 
day, and we find that, as I said a moment ago, what was up to 
date ten years ago is now absolutely out of use. 

Let us look at the record of the great battle ships that the world 
has spent so many millions on. According to my remembrance, 
the Japanese and Chinese and the Chileans and the Peruvians are 
the only nations that have ever made batéle with the great ships. 
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Even during the Franco-German war, when both navi 

have gone to sea and gone to fighting, what did they <. 

remained in their own harbors. The only exploit of the 

navy, which has cost, perhaps, nearly as much as all t)). 

— together, that I ean recollect is that they did bom 
efenseless city of Alexandria and burned it. 

A hostile fleet might bombard New York. I dare say t! 
in case of war. Therefore if we are to attempt to pro: 
York the question presents itself as a practical one w! 
best to undertake to defend it with battle ships, or def.) 
torpedo boats, or defend it with land batteries on the c. 
mouth of the harbor. With submarine torpedoes buri. 
the channel so as to be touched off by electricity I do no 
war were declared to-morrow between this country an 
eign nation, in a very brief while the engineers of { 


States Army would have every one of our seacoast citic-s th 
not be reached from outside in the open ocean, as a few 3), 
fended by such mines of torpedoes as would prevent any (), 


tion or injury to property. 
The aspect of the question which presents itself to 


me 
I 


thrown out these general observations for what they y,.: “i 


worth) is the one as to where the ships are to come fr.) 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman] tells us more 
more bonds. If more ships mean more bonds, then. ° 
dent, I am o' 
which at the close of the war was the equal or the su; 
navy of the world, was built with a 
proposition to build and equip a 

issuing more greenbacks 
defenses by issuing greenbacks, I will vote for it. 
impoverished condition of our people, with millions 


t 


nothing left with which to pay taxes and get a bare livi) 
the knowledge, which is brought home to me with more 
force than to an 
languishing an 


dying, I can not vote for any such 1: 
and I can not s! 


here 


and universal ruin, 


Therefore, while Iam discussing in some degree the «1 


have injected into their speeches a discussion of finance. 


remain silent while the proy 
is made to continue in this hellish progress toward bania 


v 


f~ Ds 
a 


posed to any ships. The Navy of the Uni: <: 


out of 


ployment, with the products of the farmers so low that t)) 


If you bring + 
avy to defend this coun 


May 1, 


3 Mea 


na 
=e he 
, or provide a proper system of coast 
But, sir, in the 
elm 


zr, with 


telling 


other man in this Chamber, that avriculmye j 


8 


Nitew 


«ft on 
of the Navy and its enlargement and the defense of the country 
and so on, I will follow, as I said, the bad example of others why 


W 


I shall say will be in answer to various speeches made |)y yur 


men at various times and places 
I shall not undertake to go into the matter of the lo. 


the President of the United States to issue bonds to carr) 


at 


, some Senators and some not 


tty of 


the issue of bonds. I have denied, and I still deny, the 1). 0: 


Government. Ido not believe any lawyer here will (is): ' the 


proposition. All agree that there is no law which gives ' 
dent the right to issue bonds for current expenses. 


law which gives the right to the President to accom))|isi 
direetion what he can not accomplish by direction? 


law which gives the President the ri 
legerdemain to get money out of 


Treasury whic! 
lawful for him to take 


a] Presi- 
Is there any 
ls the re any 
t by hocus-pocus and legal 
t is uw 


erwise? Some Senators say there is 


They talk about the endless chain by which greenback ar r- 


| 


deemed in gold, the greenbacks then going into the gener 
and subject to draft for general expenses, and in that 
way they have been used. 


e Senator from New York 


. HILL}, who I see is not in his 


seat, in a speech made on the 17th of April had this to say in" 


gard to the interests of the Democratic party: 
I wish to the best interests of that b 

ter cod odie a not prevailed then Tt 
—S extreme counsels did 

in the mouths of the friends 

have been issued for 
and because. 


. tally, those bonds have furnished su !!ic 
tosu the Governmen 
What 


the 
Act more appare! 
We had to have some revenue. The House and 


to meet the ry expenses ® 
the gold with which to rede: 
furnished 


Wilson A 
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The tyrant’s of 
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them by law and 
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: the of his own party, and accom) 
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We are told further 
demand for the inv: 


not address myself, is a measure, and he went on ( 


logue me as being one of a coterie of four farmers, sv ‘» “i 
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who denied the legality of this action, and as being the only ones 
who denied it, and with biting sarcasm he alluded to the Senator 
from Kansas [Mr. Perrer}, who claimed that the people desired 
this investigation, sneeringly alluding to us as “‘ we, the people.” 
‘«we, the tailors of Tooley street,” are alone angry at the issue of 
bonds in time of peace. I deny the right of the Senator from 
New York to pass upon or give a nomenclature to my politics. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GaLLineer in the chair). 
Does the Senator from South Carolina yield to the Senator from 
New York? , 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator understand that in the remarks I 
made the other day I classed him as a Populist? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I come along in the catalogue of Messrs. 
Perrer, STEWART, ALLEN, and Titman. I am one of the 
coterie of four. ; 

Mr. HILL. I was referring to those whoclaimed that the Pres- 
ident had no right and the Secretary of the Treasury had no right 
to issue bonds; and as the Senator had previously taken that 
position, and the Senator from Nebraska had taken that same posi- 
tion, and the Senator from Kansas had taken that position, it was 
that coterie to which I referred. I have not referred to the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina as a Populist in any remarks which I 
have had the honor of presenting to the Senate. The Senator has 
a right to define himself, and with that definition I shall be entirely 
content. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
York an » 

Mr. HILL. The Senator has before him my remarks. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have the Senator’s remarks before me, and 
T shall read them and leave it to those who hear them as to their 
proper interpretation. The Senator from New York said: 

The Senator from Kansas said further: 

“ Senators denounced the proceeding as unlawful." 

Who? The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], the Senator from 
Kansas (Mr. Perrer),and the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN}, to whom 
has been added the distinguished Senator from Nevada |Mr. STEWART). 
This coterie of Senators denounced itas unlawful. 

He does not make any exception, leaving me out; he simply 

right on, and after mentioning three others, with me at the 
fread, he says: 

This coterie of Senators— 


Well, I think I was in very good company. I certainly feel I 
was in better company than I am with some Democrats who go 
around on this side labeled ‘‘ Democrats,” and are nothing but 
Republicans in disguise. [Laughter.} I shall prove that they 
are Republicans before I get through. The Senator from New 
York further says: 

The people! These Senators always speak in the name of the ple. as if 
the Populist represented the people. Mr. President, I am tired of hear- 
ing these men in behalf of the people. They represent but a small frag- 
ment of the people. 

I do not know how much or how many we represent. IknowI! 
represent a State, and I represent it so thoroughly and so fully 
that I can stand here and claim to give its voice and say where its 
vote is going. Youcan not doit. [Laughter.] 

Does the Senator mean to say further that he can 


I do not wish to do the Senator from New 


Mr. 
take the Democratic State of South Carolina over into the hands 
of the Populists? Does he mean that? 

Mr, TI . I will tell you what I propose to do with the 
Democratic State of South Carolina, or rather what the Demo- 
cratic State of South Carolina proposes to do with itself. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to say that he was pro- 
one to state what he would do with the State of South Caro- 


a. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If I recollect what I said—I know what I 
meant—it was that I could speak as to what the State would do, 
and you can not state what your State will do. But whether I 
represent the people of So Carolina or not, I want to show 
whom the Senator from New York represents, and whom he 
claims to represent. In this same speech of his on the 17th of 
April the Senator from New York went on to say: 


I looked to. see how the bonds were subscribed for. The total subscriptions 
to the recent loan were $51,026,515, of which New York subscribed the modest 


sum of ——a of New York and its interests here as one of 
ine ressone why I interest in this question. I do not propose to 


the bonds which my constituents 


rehased discredited by any such 
up resolution as this 


I can prevent it. Massachusetts 


alone su : Pennsylvania, $11,600,200. Ohio, $9,308,950: Tli-. 
Rois, $5,154,100; land, grab: New Jersey, $3,305.20. Then Maine, 
Soo eampshire, Vermont, Rhode Island, and Connecticut in all subscribed 


Now, listen. Here I want you gentlemen who represent these 
ates, you Senators, to consider, because you are making of this 
thing a sectional issue, and you know what sectionalism produced 
in this country once— 
Then come Texas, Kentucky, Tennessee, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, 
cs South Carolina, Georgia, Florida, Delaware, District of Co 
bia, and West Virginia, all together, $5,200,635. Then comes 
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a r group of Stat N aska. 3 ‘ f > h 
b Ss h Dal x K Ww 
the bonds before they were ! } . 
} 
, . 
| A-stur at the silver represer t im party— 
Ari r+, Cal rnia, Indian Ter ry. fana ( 1 
Wexico, Oklahoma, Oregon, Utah, W \ ‘ t 
1 $ 330. 
| . a . . 
| Out of the $551,000,000 New York sul ibed for $450.000.000: 


New England and the States east of Ob 
and the rest of the pauper States of this 
the other fifty millions. 

You represent the *‘people.” Yes, you represent 1 ! 
holders, the bankers of New York City, and 1 
floor. There are no more men, or very few m 
hattan Island than there arein South Carolina. Of 
without a reason that the great metropolis of t] 


» 1 


this country, W i 
is its depot for the entry of imports and its principal port of export,.® 
that therethe money will be. I have no objection to that. What! 
do object to is that after having by unjust legislation legislated 
all the millions of this country into your pockets, legislated all th 
railroads into your pockets, legislated all the bonds into your 
pockets, you say to the rest of us, ‘* You have got to pay the inter- 
est on this in gold, and if you impoverish yourselves and have to 
go to the poorhouse to do it, you must do it.” That is what I 
object to, and that is the fight. 

Mr. HILL. Is the fight to pay the interest, or are you going to 


repudiate the interest? 

Mr. TILLMAN. If you goon with your policy and drive the 
people to desperation and bloodshed, it will be repudiation of 
bonds and interest both, | fear. 

Mr. HILL. If you can not do that, you will have bloodshed, I 
suppose? 

Mr. TILLMAN. If you force the people to bloodsh« d, let the 
blood be on your hands, not on mine. I stand here as one 
piece of the agricultural interests of this country 
we are desperate. 

Mr. HILL. ‘That is very evident. 
| Mr. TILLMAN. 





mouth- 
, and | tell you 


[ Laughter. | 
Yes, and before we starve we will make 


some- 


| body else desperate, my friend. I have been in the West. Do not 
| consider that this is a tire eater from South Carolina, who has lost 
his head. I know whereof I speak. There is to-day more hatred 


New York and Wall street and the bondholding, 
East than ever they had for the South. 

Mr. HILL. I supposed my friend a few moments ago was try- 
ing to avoid sectionalism. 


and anger in the hearts of the people west of the Mississippi for 


bloodsucking 


Mr. TILLMAN. I said that the people who were forcing this 
gold issue are producing sectionalism; and I take occasion now to 
reproduce, or rather to paraphrase, the words of Charles Sumner, 


that gold monometallism is sectional, and bimetallism, or free 
silver, is national. 
We heard the argument—and everyone will acknowledge that it 


was a very luminous and able argument—of the Senator from New 
York as to the legality of the bond issue. He dwelt with great 
unction and emphasis upon the old laws of 1875 and 1878, the on 


to issue bonds to redeem greenbacks, and the other prohibiting 
the retirement of the greenbacks when redeemed. He says they 
must be construed together. That is all right. Why do you not 
go to the Stanley Matthews resolution, which is also an old law, 
and Which should have some weight in your judgement as to how 
this paper shall be redeemed? That is rubbish, I suppose, and has 
been superseded by the parity clause of theact of 1890. You make 
laws to suit yourselves; you construe laws to suit yourselves, and 
you are oblivious of any act you choose to leave out of your mind. 
You plead as a special pleader for the interpretation of laws to 
suit yourselves, and when people come to you for relief you say it 
is unconstitutional. 

Mr. HILL. Dol understand the Senator to speak of the Stan- 
ley Matthews resolution as a law of Congress? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Itis an expression of the idea, of the inter- 
pretation by Congress, of what the lawis. It was passed bya 
two-thirds vote of both parties in both Houses, and it ought at 
least to have as much weight as the Sherman law, which was 
repealed by a combination of the gold bugs of both parties. 

Mr. HILL. 1 desire to call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that it was simply a concurrent resolution of Congress. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, forgive me if I am ignorant of the 
technical meaning and legal effect of a concurrent, a joint reso- 
lution, and all that sort of thing. [Laughter.] At all events, it 
got the necessary votes, which just as easily could have made it 
an act instead of a resolution, and it should have some weight in 
morals, if not inlaw. We could have had a similar resolution or 
act passed here by a heavy majority if it had not been that this 
bambeozling process has gone on on this floor by the representa- 
tives of monopolies and railroads and banks, and if you had per- 
mitted it; but you talked it to death and put it upon the Calendar. 
[ Laughter. | 
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I have been governor of a State, and I know something about 
the feeling of official responsibility and as to the weight which 
presses on the executive head of a a who has imposed 
upon him the execution of law. have been accused of even 
overriding some laws of South Carolina in connection with our 
dispensary or whisky law, but I can not go aside now to make any 
explanation of that. I have left that to be determined by my own 
people, who have passed on my record there twice as governor 
and once as Senator in sending me here. People may criticise the 
provisions of that law and my actions as governor as much as 
they please, but I leave it to 7 own people to answer that by their 
votes. I say this, however, that no Executive with a due regard 
for his oath of office would, in the face of Congress in session, do 
that by indirection which he could not do by direction, and had 
no setentey at all to do. 

We had in the past an illustration of a conflict between the Ex- 
ecutive and Congress in the time of Jackson. When he vetoed 
the recharter of the hanks, he gave his reasons, and to me they 
al ways seemed cogent; at least he appealed to the people and they 
reelected him by an overwhelming majority. e only vetoes 
which this President of ours has given are the vetoes of some piti- 
ful little pension bills for some poor devil of a Union soldier, maybe 
a tramp or a deserter—I do not know—but anyhow it was a pitiful 
and contemptible exertion of that great power of the veto to keep 
a pension out of the hands of some poor devil and then turn 
around and with the other hand give $10,000,000 to one syndicate 
of bankers. [Laughter.] 

The difference between the two men and the difference between 
the Democracy of the two men is, that Jackson stood as the cham- 
pion and defender of the masses of the people, while Cleveland 
stands as the exemplar and tool of the classes—one representing 
the blood, bone, brawn, and industry, and the other representing 
money—the almighty dollar. [Laughter. } 

The point, however, which I wish to emphasize here, though it 
has already been in effect brought out by the Senator from New 
York, is that Grover Cleveland is the tool and instrument of Re- 
publican policies. He has had no policy as President except that 
of the distinguished Senator from Ohio (Mr. SHERMAN] in dealing 
with our finances. 

The people turned the Republican party out of office in 1892 
because it had grown intolerable; they turned the Democratic 
party out in the House of Representatives and mighty near got it 
turned out here because the Democracy had grown more intoler- 
able. Now the Republicans come forward and say: ‘‘ Here, these 
Democrats have shown themselves incapable of governing this 
country; they have closed your mills; they have stopped all the 
factories; they have put laborers out in the road and made tramps 
of them; now put us back in power.” 

Well, it so happens that the apostle of Republican finance, the 
man who has persistently day by day and night by night fora 
quarter of a century schemed and worked and plotted and planned. 
and compromised, fooled the Senators from the West in that act 
of 1890, as stated by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] the 
day before yesterday, and as soon as he got things in shape joined 
the so-called Democrats to undo it, leaving them in the ditch. 
That Senator can be called as a witness. Here is the testimony of 
the Senator from Ohio as to Mr. Cleveland and his policy: 

The President and the Secre of 
pursuing the course the Save Gileweds Thon tou ee hare Seema 
wise. Suppose they refused payment of United States notes in gold. 
The result would have been that our money would have at once fallen below 

ar and a disturbance in foreign and domestic trade would have occurred. 
hey did right. Though I hold far different opinions from them on many 
uestions, yet I stand here and say net and openly that in our 
nancial affairs du the present condition of a I think the tary 
of the Treasury and the President have done their full duty, and I could say 
no more if there were a Republican President in office. 

‘Praise from Sir Hubert is praise indeed;” and when Grover 
Cleveland, if he ever dare go before the people again asking the 
indorsement of the Democracy, of the trne Democrats, he can 
bear on his brow the certificate of the Senator from Ohio that he 
has simply done his full duty, and that a so-called Democratic 
President has carried out that policy which a Republican would 
have done had he been in the Presidential chair. You are linked 
err ntlemen. Grover Cleveland and JoHN SHERMAN and 
John G. Carlisle are a trinity of public enemies, and you can not 
se te them. ughter. 

e Senator from Ohio the day before yesterday said to the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN], who helped to repeal 
the Sherman law, “‘ We intend to put you out.” Indeed they do. 
You Democrats get no credit and no thanks for ha carri 
out his policy. ey stand ready to come forward, and if they 
can fool the le again to trust in them they intend to take the 
entire control of the Senate and the House, as well as the Presi- 
dency. Itis simply sone with them as to whether the people 
will ever be so damnably foolish as to trust them — 

And what do they pee to do when they get in? They are 
already laying the wires here now, forcing these enormous appro- 
priations. ey are to have either a heavy increase of taxes or 


more bonds. Who are going to pay the taxes? Who are the ulti- 
mate payers of taxes? The laborers of the United States, becase 
those who sit in their offices and clip coupons, who manipulate 
Congress and State conventions, do not labor. ey produce 
nothing. It is the toiling farmer who plows with horses and tho 
sweating laborer in the machine - and the factories of this 
country who produce its wealth, and they will be the ones who 
must either pay your bonds, if you issue them, or pay the taxes 
which you propose to levy. 

In 1893, on the 30th of August, the Senator from Ohio [ Mr, 


SaERMAN), in urging the a of the purchasing clause of the 
Sherman !aw and the total destruction of silver as a money meta] 
used this language: , 


Let us not deceive our people as to the reasons for this repeal: for when 
the purchasing clause is repealed you will still have to deal with the real 
causes of the provemns ee moury sa distrust. Ido not vote for this repeg| 
with any expectation t it will in any considerable degree relieve us from 
the industrial poqnatice that has fallen upon all kinds of business and pro. 
duction, and that has thrown out of op hundreds of thousands of 
laboring men and women. They care little about the kind of money that js 
paid them, provided that it is equal in pu ng power to any other money. 
and is backed by the United States. They donot study the question of ratio’ 
or the difference between silver and , and, if left to choice, prefer the 
notes of the United States to either 

What they want is employment, fair w: for home industry, reasonable 
protection against undue competition with foreign laborers miserally paid 

ed, lodged, and treated. Give them these, and you may make your stand: 


ards of value as you choose. 

Why do you not give them the mbacks if they prefer them? 
They were good enough during the war, according to your own 
testimony, and made this country prosperous. hy are you 
unwilling to loosen your grasp from the throat of industry and 
give our people the opportunity, by having some circulating 
medium that will transact the business of this country, to renew 
their employment? How can the factories start up when their 
products can not be sold because of the poverty of the farmer? 
One-half of our population are farmers or dependent upon farm- 
ers. They are one-half of the consumers. How can they con- 
sume the products of your factories if you bankrupt them by your 
financial policy of restriction and contraction and the maintenance 
of the gold standard? 

In the same speech the Senator from Ohio further said: 

We ought to encou in every wa: ible the e of our prod- 
ucts. Tio not poemaly 4 see pede 8 mye mg erie: ee 
can be de to fi tate t , evenif possible by the use of 
American ve sels, in various ways, it ought to be done. We ought to pour 
the wealth of our country into the lap of all Europe and sell them our prod- 
ucts in order to avoid any a: I do not say precisely how we ontd aid 
the Treasury, but the people of the United States are an ingenious people; 
they will de ways means of meeting any demand that is made upon 
our resources by the people of Europe or any other country. 

He testified over here first as to the ignorance of the people and 
to their indifference and carelessness with r t to what kind of 
money they have so that the Government is behind it. Then he 
turns around and says we ought to pour the products of our coun- 
try into Europe. In other words, knowing that two-thirds or 
three-fourths of our exports are raised on the farm, he says we 
must compete with other nations by selling lower than they do, 
so as to send our products to England and fatten and feed the 
British and let them grow wealthy. At whose expense ani for 
whose benefit? Talk about the Tories whom we were supposed 
to have driven out of this country in 1776! They are here in full 

ion of the Government to-day, and our financial policy and 
the conduct of this Government are as much English as though 
we were a part of the Dominion of Canada, or more so. 

Pour our products abroad; send them away; give them away. 
Then, when the farmer wants some reciprocity, wants the right, 
if he must sellin the chea: market, to buy in the cheapest mar- 
ket, the Senator says, ‘“‘Oh, no; we must protect American indus- 
tries; we must protect American labor.” Mind you, now, when- 
ever I say Car I mean SHERMAN. They are interchangeable 
as political entities, that one has been honest and consistent 
and the other has treacherous. 

Here is the famous speech which the of the Treasury 
delivered in Chicago a couple of weeksago to a so-called laborers 
m . Ihave seen it stated, I have letters from there so stat- 
ing, and I have the best kind of information to the effect that he 
was not invited there by any of the actual laborers of Chicago at all, 
but that it was a bogus crowd that got in the hall, and that when 
some of the actual laborers went in and tried to catechise him and 

some questions, so as to elucidate some of his points. he 
had them hustled out by the police. ughter.] We have it out 
of the mouths of Jonn SHERMAN and John Carlisle, for they are 
both Here is what he said: 


ona ed xrcpetin is that the United States shall coin, at the public 
al it the aile of the individuals and corporations ow? 
ma. 


ted at the mints - ) dollars 

py pop yok wy - or ald grains of standard silver, w° 
t Sl or cents, deliver coins to the depositors of a 
all the other people in the country to receive these ‘ oins 

tof debts due them for pre 
widows aad for pensions to soldiers and a 
cies 

ws and children, for losses sustained under pon trust 


ors 
by life and other companies, for deposits in saving 
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. ies, building associations, and other institutions, for debts due to 
comes and orphans by guardians, executors, and administrators of dece 



















































f the great parties of the country, when parties were forming, or to his 


; . rvs creat rival, Thomas Jefferson, who represented the other, that Congress hac 
dents’ estates and other een for salaries of all civil, military, and naval | the authority or the power to make 5 cents’ worth of ainves con ee 4 dollar, 
officials, and the com: msation of private soldiers and seamen, and, in short Hamilton and Jefferson both understood that the bullion in a silver dollar 
for every kind of o tion recognized by the laws of the land, except only | and the bullion in a gold dollar should equal each other in value as tested by 
in cases where the prudent capitalist has taken the precaution in advance to | the markets of the world. When Jefferson was President he stopped the 
contract for payment of debts due to him in gold or its equivalent. an of the silver dollar because a difference of 3 or 4 cents between the 

. . 2 value of our silver dollar and the value of the cheaper foreign coin. the 
Now, here is SHERMAN: circulation, was driving our silver dollar out of ‘ real ation L ater, W ~ in 
Nowhere in the world does the laboring man get as man dollars of as high the days of Jackson it was seen that there had come to be Scents difference in 
urchasing power as are paid to him for all kinds of labor in the United | the bullion value of the two dollars, the ratio was readjusted to meet that 

Rates of America. Noone will suffer more severely than he by a lowering of | difference. In those days the idea that Congress could lewislate out of exiat- 

the standard of value. Every laboring man can buy more under this system | ence a difference of 50 cents ’n the value of the two dollars w i have been 

with his money than any other. It seems to me we ought not to disturb the | deemed chimerical: but now that we are accustomed to look to the ( jovern- 

parity of the two coins of silver and gold. ment for material help in so many directions in our daily business 

[ask the Senator from Ohio to tell me,if the wage earners to| Especially in building ships— 

whom he was addressing himself and to whom Carlisle was ad- ene yy make iase demands ane Gutning that Congress has already done 
2 . : . . things for special classes quite as beneficent and quite as marvelous as the 

dressing himself get their rations and bread and meat c heaper than keeping of gold and silver together at 16 to 1. . 

they ever got them before, from whom do they buy them? Will 


the Senator be kind enough to answer? If he knows anybody in 
this country who makes bread and meat except the man who 
plows with a mule or horse, Iam unacquainted with him. They 
take cognizance of every class of society—Carlisle cataloguing 
them, SHERMAN appealing to them; both ignoring that great agri- 
cultural interest which pays your foreign exchanges with its hard 
earnings. There is no farmer init. He is not worthy of consid- 
eration. He has been sold bodily, as much as slaves were sold in 
the South, to English syndicates, to the bondholders and bankers 
and corporations of this country. He is a slave. They depend 
upon his ignorance, to which they have certified. They hope to 
bamboozle the laborers in the cities into voting the Republican 
ticket while depending on the ignorance of the farmers in the 
country to vote the Republican ticket, and thus hope to restore 
themselves and their people to power. Perhaps the people will 
doit. The fools are not all dead yet. But they are getting awful 
restless. You have burned them mighty hot. Take care you do 
not burn them so hard and so hot that when you count your votes 
in November you will not find enough to put you back. Every 
interest, however, is catalogued by Carlisle, as I said, in maintain- 
ing this iniquitous was policy of giving 2 pounds of cotton 
or 2 bushels of wheat for what ought to be bought with 1. 

The Senator from New York [Mr. HILL] hasserved notice upon 
the country and the Senate that it is about time for the Democrats 
and the Republicans to join forces against this poor little coterie 
of three Populistsin here. [Laughter.] Having destroyed utterly 
all hope of the Democratic party as now organized regaining its 
prestige or having anything to do with the Government for the 
next quarter of a century, having done it to death—for it is dead 
unless it can purify itself of the corruption and rottenness that 
now hangs around its neck like Sinbad’s old man—he says, ‘‘ Join 
with us; itis time to join. We must not have any investigation 
of bond sales, or it might throw a cloud on the title of my New 
York constituents, who are ‘the people.’” 

But here comesanother “ offensive partisan.” Way back yonder, 
when we were blessed with a surplus rather than a deficit and the 
first Democratic President we had had for many years was laboring 
to convince the people that civil service reform was a dear thing 
to his heart, he the words that he would not permit offensive 
ely a in any office of the Government. hat a spectacle 

his Cabinet presented during the last year or more to all of 
us who di with them, who cling to the principles of Jeffer- 
son and Jac and who swear by hard money, who are called 
‘silver cranks,” “‘lunatics,” ‘* wild-eyed peopie from the West.” 
Do you blame us for being wild-eyed when they are any make 
us farmers especially contribute to support the whole business? 
Is it not time to get wild-eyed? 

Mr. Herbert has a speech in this morning’s paper which was 
delivered in Cleveland tosomecommercial gentlemen, some bond- 
holders and coupon clippers. He comes from an agricultural 
State, with a few iron mines and a little coal. Carlisle comes 
from an agricultural State. Here is what Mr. Herbert has to say 
about the horny-handed sons of toil: 


all such tendencies, against every contention between classes that 

might disturb the ved ip rea of our country, nst every scheme that 
should tend in the degree to affect the rights of property, against 
any interference by government with the principles of absolute justice be- 
pe ae man and man, it was once sup that the American farmer, in 
ense of hisown home, forever stand as an immovable bulwark; but 

“ has come over the spirit of many of our farmers. They have heard 
of much of industries built up and fortunes amassed by legislation, so much 
ny ees sald to have been increased by law, that they are naturally asking 
why something can not be done for their benefit by the Government at Wash- 
ington. There is no other way in which to account for the change of senti- 
ment among them. Many schemes have in recent years found favor in their 
Ja would not for a moment bave been entertained in the earlier days 


He says it never occurred to Hamilton or Jefferson that this Gov- 
ernment could by law make 50 cents’ worth of silver equal toa 
dollar. In other words, having by legislation, which debarred 
silver from the mints, hammered it from 103 down to 51 or 532, 
they take advantage of their own wrong and undertake to parade 
before the people of the United States the claim that silver is low 
because it is so in the markets of the world. It is so by law and 
nothing else. Thereisno man who dares todenyit. More: wehear 
talk of ‘‘ fiat” money. Oh, the gold-bug papers have howled, and 
howled, and howled for years on the matter of fiat money. What 
is fiat money? Every dollar of this Government is fiat money. 
No man here dares to dispute it. How dolI prove it? Fiat, of 
course, as every man knows, means be it enacted or so be it. 
There is no dollar in circulation that is not a dollar simply be- 
cause it is a dollar by act of Congress. J 

We are told that we have bimetallism now because there is more 
silver in circulation thanever before. It is not a question of how 
much silver circulates. It is a question of the standard of value. 
Every man here knows that the silver would not circulate asa 
dollar under the law discriminating against it at the mints if it 
were not redeemable in gold. They say, ‘* Law does not affect 
value. Law has nothing to do with it. You can not legislate on 
this matter. You can not do anything by law.” Let me illus- 
trate. Let us take three dollars—one in gold, one in silver, and 
one in greenbacks. They are interchangeable, and everybody 
prefers the paper dollar. It is a dollar, however, because it is re- 
deemable in coin. It is apromise,a note. The silver dollar used 
to be a dollar because it was worth a dollar. It is now a dollar 
because it is redeemable in gold. Otherwise it is nothing more 
than 50 or 52 cents. Let us burn these three dollars, if you please. 
The paper goes up in smoke; the other two melt. Being inde- 
structible, they become bullion. What a moment ago was a dol- 
lar in silver is now acommodity. It can be sold in the markets 
for what it will bring, like wheat or corn. Why is the gold still 
a dollar? Because the nations of the earth receive it as a dollar? 
No. Because it has the right of way to the mints by enactment 
and can come and get itself a new frock and be coined back into 
its old dress. If silver were allowed also to go and get a new 
frock it would be worth a hundred cents in a very few years, as 
soon as we get back into a condition of equilibrium between the 
two metals which has been destroyed by legislation. 

Yet these wise men try to bamboozle the people by saying, ‘‘ The 
law has nothing to do withit. It is a matter of interchange be- 
tween the nations of the earth. It is fixed by commerce.” lam 
bound to acknowledge that if we had free coinage of silver at 14 
to 1 possibly our gold would disappear. Suppose it does. Being 
a coward and a thief, it always leaves when there is anything to 
do for the people. I have been out West, and I took some hand 
primaries to see how many there were who had seen any gold in 
ayear. The result showed about 1 in16. Talk about $620,000,006 
in gold in circulation now which will disappear and createa vacuum 
and a panic! Whereis it going? Who is going to give it away? 
If silver coinage were instituted by Congress I dare say there would 
be a rush and an effort made by the shylocks to foreclose their 
mortgages and reap the fruits of their roguery before the country 
could get on its legs again. They are swallowing us by degrees 
now, and if we have to go it at one dash or go it in four or five 
years I prefer to take it right straight and have itover. I prefer 
to go inside the whale all at once, like Jonah did, than be slowly: 
swallowed with the accompaniment of crocodile tears. 

No man here who is honest will deny the proposition that with 
the recognition of silver as money, with the right to mintage like, 
gold, silver will bound away pay | Aer gyed somewhere approximately 
on a par with gold. I do not know whether the ratio would be' 
20 to 1 or 16 to 1 or 17 to 1, or what it would be, but silver would 
just as inevitably rise and get to a par with gold in a year or two 
as air rises when you uncork a bottle where you have had it con- 
fined. You can not keep it down, and you know it. You talk 
about law having nothing todo with it. ou take the fool farmers 
for such idiots that you think you can stuff it down them, and 
that you can continue to make them sell their products cheaply 
to Europe and to pay the bonds and the difference in exchange. 


Then he goes on and tells us what fools we are and why: 
‘ THE FREE-COINAGE CRAZE. 

First the demand was for the issue of unlimited greenbacks, then it was for 
Gomaeue of subtreasury notes upon a deposit of farm ‘products, making the 
in every man’s banker, and now comes the demand, pertingeeed 

& very large pumpber of farmers and others, for the unlimited coinage 
if silver at the 16 to 1, when the ratio of the values of gold and silver 
never occurred to Alexander Hamilton, who represented one 
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What is the matter with gold that it has been going away? It 
went to Europe simply because our exports were so low in price 
that they did not equal the imports and interest on our foreign 
debt. at sent gold to Europe to meet the foreign balance. 
There are those who undertake to say that you can rehabilitate 
this country and restore it to prosperity by increasing the taxes 
upon people, by levying more taxes, by building all these enor- 
mous vessels, by making a deficit, byissuing bonds. Ifthatis your 
Carlisle-Cleveland-Sherman policy, and if the people take it, I say 
let them fry; they deserve tofry. If they have not sense enough, 
if they do not realize their duty as citizens to investigate, if they 
follow false leaders who sell them out here, let them suffer; it is 
their lookout. But where is it going to end? 

Let us look down the vista and see where it is going toend. I 
shall not portray it. I once gave apicture here of what I consider 
is coming. Ivan seeit. I may be one of those Cassandras who 
can see things that nobody else can see and who grieves over them. 
But it has been the history of the world that those who were 
pressing the people—pressing, pressing, and ee. sae did 
seeanything. Belshazzarsawnothing. Noneofthem ever took any 
_ormieg, aoe reap pens 3 and ly forward to their doom. 
The only thing ve as a consolation is that I hope and believe 
there is a God in heaven who has some regard for this country, 
who has some care of it, who for wise purposes is bringing about 
this condition of unrest and panicky desperate feeling, so as to 
bring some relief other than the oe financial one. We need 
other things besides the rectification of finances. We need a purifi- 
cation in officiallife. Weneedan uplifting and upbuilding of Amer- 
ican patriotism. Weneedaconstitutional convention to adopt new 
guarantees for the liberties of the people, to tie the hands of the 
tyrants and the thieves who now govern them. You dam up water 
and you dam it up until you get a full head on, and then, in the 
words of old Jere Black when he was talking before the Electoral 
Commission and was lamenting the degradation to which his 
country had come: 

Wait until a full head on; go on with your t nd rob- 
one ane the people; ceerthrow the foundations of pepubiionn 


liberty here; wait until there is a full head on and the fleod gates open, and 
you will see some fine done. 


So Isay you people are going to see some fine grinding done in 
1896 or within the next four years. 

Here is my friend the Senator from New York [Mr. Hix}, 
whomI dearly love. [Laughter.] Youknowhis slogan, His brag 
when he gets before an audience is, “‘ 1am a Democrat!” ‘When- 
ever Iam labeled as a Populist, as newspapers have done and as 
the Co ional Directory even did, though fixed up by a Demo- 
cratic clerk, I say that Populism, which, of course, is derived from 
the Latin word signifying the people, —— to be good enough for 
anybody. In other words, the People’s —having reference 
to those grand Democratic principles of the greatest good for the 
greatest number, the rule of the majority, local self-government, 
and the other cardinal principles which Jefferson and Jackson 
taught us—ought to be a weallcould join. I say to the Sen- 
ator from New York, I am a ocratafter the manner of Jeffer- 
son and Jackson. He has departed from the faith. He prates 
sound money; I cry hard money. He stands here as an exponent 
of the proposition that the national banks shall take the paper 
money and issue it all; I stand here as an exponent of the propo- 
sition that the National Government should issue all the money 
and nobody else have anything to do withit. If we must have 
some paper to sup’ ent gold and silver, well and good, but let 
us have gold and silver first. 

As I said, there is a trinity of financiers who dominate and con- 
trol, and who propose to control, our financial licy, no matter 
which party wins, Republican or Democratic. No , however, 
has the slightest idea that the Democrats will win. is trini 
is composed of Cleveland, Carlisle, and SHERMAN on theone hand, 
and in o ition I place Jefferson, Jackson, and Lincoln on the 
other. ere they are. If the people can not see and will not 










































As to where I will goI do not know. I can not go to Popy)ig 
for Populism is simply an explosion of wrath and anger ., on 
part of disgusted Democrats and disgusted Republicans a; ,,; 
tenness and corruption and cowardice and treachery 0: |, . 
ties. They have had a bad chance. They threw out a )).:;.,- 
that did not appeal to the business interests of the coun: 4 
not appeal to American common sense, and did not catch ays)... 
much except to carry a few States. ~ 
ee see their errors now. They are recogni’) 
they tried too much and simply spattered themselves ©), ; 
The Southern Democrats, those of us who have not been (|. 
or who do not allow our greed to control our principles, wi) );,,. 
up somewhere, but we will not be at Chicago under a g))\| <;.,). 
ard. If there are any traitors in the South who go there .),) )>5 
fess to esent the Southern people and undertake ¢) 
Grover Cleveland I say they are liars before they start, for ¢)o 
States will not indorse them and they will not get any yore. |; 
we do not get a recognition of silver and return to genuin. pp. 
mocracy at Chicago, then the Democratic party is dead ay) «», 
forever. A new party will spring into existence. 1 ain jpop jo. 
sying now. The Senstor from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN} s)\.)| yo; 
monopolize the business of making the prophecies. A new }\:.7y \;)! 
spring into existence and it will in a short time be able ¢) |... 
you and vour machine. A great army disorganized, wit\)ou: o». 
erals, can not marshal itself like a compact and organize) 4); 
skilled — But so help me God, if we can not beat you this 
time we will serve noticeon you that under some banner t)),t w)) 
have on it America for Americans, and to hell with Britain apd 
her Tories—we will serve notice on you if we do not beat you iy 
1896 that we will interest you in 1900. F 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not know that the remorkabi 
performance which we have just witnessed calls for any spe. ial 
notice or reply upon my part. Had the Senator from South (yr. 
olina [Mr. a not gone out of his way to speak of sou 
suggestions which I had the honor of making the other day, | 
would not have deemed that anything he has said here to-day 
called oo reply. Possibly it would be wiser fir 
those who differ with him to have given the Senate and the con- 
try the spectacle which we witnessed the last time he ecified 1) 
Senate of no Senator of either party thereafter alluding io any- 
thing he had said. 

Possibly, sir, l err to-day in noticing some of the sugvestions 
which he has made. His remarks have not been wholly addressd 
to the naval appropriation bill. He has discussed the qu stinn of 
parties, the question of finances, the bond issue, the boud inves'i- 
gation, not yet before the Senate. He prophesied abou! t)y fv- 
ture, and wound up finally by forming a new party a!! by him-lf 
in South Carolina. With much that he has said [ have iy cn- 
cern. To much of his criticism of the present Administration | 
do not propose to reply. 

I have, sir, as the knows and the country knows, little in 
common with the present Administration, at least so far as being 
consulted in its policies or shaping its actions is concerned. | 
have not been the recipient of its patronage or its favors. | am 
under no rarer it. I have many times been unier its ('s- 
pleasure. I fore do not to notice except very brietly 
some of the gratuitous, unc -for, undignified remarks pertain- 
ing to that Administration of my friend from South Caro!ina, wuo 
says he “‘loves ” me. 

The other day when the bond resolution was proper!y befor 
the Senate Tadivanh thedenate upon the legal question which 
had a i power = ey the Treasury 
to issue bon or the purpose of procuring gold wit! wich & 
replenish what is called the gold reserve, lt wasan old question, 
it istrue. The power was undoubted. It has been scarcey ¢ 
nied in all the old debates we have had in this Chamber tor th 
last ten or fifteen years. Yet it has been denied in recent detates 
by a few Senators whom I facetiously term *‘farmers” |oo.® 


they saw fit to call themselves such. The Senator from hans 





















































































































































see it; if the farmers of this country, after the . open, pal- | [Mr. Perrer) said he was a farmer; the Senator from Neon 
= statements by these three gentlemen, can be longer fooled | [Mr. ALLEN] abdicated his position as a lawyer and sid hie wass 
r, and then came last but not least the distinguis!d Smt 








to voting that ticket, oF deserve it. 

The Senator from New York asked me a while ago what I was 
going to do with South Carolina. ee 
to go to Chi as a delegate to the national convention. I ex- 
pect to do my level best as a Democrat to call my party back out 
of the woods of Republicanism and get it to throw up and slough 
off all the corruption and rottenness it has had in the last four 
— if we have to bid good-bye to New York, the State that 

as stood by us so long, and tell Tammany’s chieftain adieu, I 
expect I will shed a few tears. But if they succeed in buying 


nb [Mr. TILLMAN], and he said he was a fanic, 
and all of them united in giving their combined wis io, es! 
cnuifaone ion. i and concluding that 5ecré 
— e had no authority to issue ds. It was againsi tha 
contention that I — . I did not call the Senator from So"! 
Carolina a Populi He has not accurately quoted from 1} 

ks or properly construed them. I wonder a littl: 10% 

at his virtuous indignation, because if what he sa‘ tod.) 
itn conny bine. staph en Shostenigh t road that leads to Popa 













































































some more delegations, as they did in Michigan day before yester- | it must be to some worse place. _ 
day, as I am told; if the money from the New York boodlers can The Senator seems to feel indignant that I should have )8% 
secure encugh delegates at Chicago to say We must have what | him in the honorable y of the few Populists wio a ™ 
they call ‘‘sound money” and indorse Grover Cleveland's Admin- | this Chamber; and hon men are, from whom | diter® 
istration and put that in the platform, then I will take my hat} opinion upon many questions of the day, but — 
and bid the Senator from New York and all the Democrats like men, serving their y as their jie 





him a long farewell. 





ment seems best. After the expressions of the Senat-T from 
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South Carolina, to-day I was not very far out of the way, even if 
I had gone to the extent that he says I did, in putting him in the 
Populist list, because he himself says that while he may not land 
with the Populists after the Chicago convention, he has no idea 
where he is going to land. 

Mr. President, it is not necessary that I should defend the Pop- 
ulists from the indirect, covert, insidious attack of the Senator 
from South Carolina, who does not want to be placed in that cat 
egory- They have views which even he can not stand. 
a figure of speech that they have ‘* bespattered” the walls with 
something; I do not know what; he did not tell; but he said that 
they *‘ bespattered” the walls with something, and he looked right 
straight at the Populists. I do not know what he meant exactly. 
But he says he cannot jointhem. Even he rebels against alliance 
with them. He did notsay he would join the cohorts of the abom- 
jnable Wall street. No; he does not say that; but in one part of 
his speech he served notice upon us distinctly that he was not 
going to the Populists. : 

Now, I will hold my good friend from South Carolina to that 

romise. Iam not going to prophesy in these troublesome polit- 
ical times what may occur in the next six months. Sir, no one 
can tell; things are changing rapidly day by day. The present 
political campaign is unprecedented in both parties. There are 
some Senators on the other side of the Chamber who recognize 
that fact as well as I do. 

Mr. President, there has been a cyclone sweeping through the 
country in the Republican circles that all their leading statesmen 
pretty nearly combined have been unable to check. A nomina- 
tion is likely to occur, strengthened by the events of ‘the last few 
days, which six months ago no one could foretell. Changes are 
likely to oceur rapidly. Events are likely to occur in the Demo- 
cratic party which may change the present situation. I therefore 
decline to make predictions. But, sir, I say to the Senator from 
South Carolina if he has that love for Jefferson and for Jackson 
that he oo, and if Ife really and in fact still represents his 
people, I think and I hope that he will have no occasion to leave 
the old party which he has served so well in the past. 

Mr. President, I do not propose at this time to discuss the bond 
question, because I hope at some time in the future—in the ‘sweet 
by and by *—weshall have the bond resolution up, and then I can 
express my Views fully upon the great question involved, the tre- 
mendous question, the momentous question, as to whether we 
shall have a Senatorial investigation of the issue of the bonds of 
the Government during the present Administration. There are 
Senators around this circle, including the Senator from South 
Carolina, who are looking to that great hour when it shall arrive. 
That is the thing they are hoping for, praying for. The present 
Administration is then to be condemned, to be damned. The Sen- 
ator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer] the other day, it is true, with- 
drew and amended his resolution, taking out of it the only rea- 
sons that had really been alleged for the investigation, namely, 
that there were some charges of irregularity and misconduct, and 
soon. But he withdrew all those, and thus deprived the resolu- 
tion of any vigor or any force. But nevertheless, Mr. Presi- 
dent, when we reach that resolution and Senators see fit to express 
themselves on the resolution rather than on the pending naval 
appropriation bill, I shall then continue my few brief remarks upon 

t subject and express myself again upon the points involved. 

The Senator from South Carolina has alluded to me as one who 

had represented New York, but he doubted whether I could speak 
for it to-day. There is considerable truth in that statement, | 
regret tosay. New York continued for eight or nine years in the 
Democratic column. I do not propose at this time to speak of 
what took it out. Sir, the regular Democracy of New York can 
not wholly be ¢ with the responsibility of that. 
_ I recollect that in 1892, and I will be pardoned for speaking of 
it now, State after State in the South instructed their delegates 
for free silver and Grover Cleveland. They have not gotten fr 
silver, but they got Mr. Cleveland. [Laughter.] They nomi- 
nated Mr. Cleveland over the heads of the regular Democracy of 
New York, who protested against it. After the nomination was 
made, loyal Democrats as they are, they went back and supported 
the ticket, and I joined them in giving New York again to the 
Democratic cause. 

Sir, no matter what may be in store for us in the next campaign, 
come victory or defeat, come sunshine or shadow, come wea: or 
woe, there is where I will be found again in behalf of whoever 
may be the Democratic candidate and whatever may be tlie 
national Democratic platform in the campaign. I do not expect 
to have my Democracy strained in so doing. I have confidence 
in the wisdom of the Democratic masses and the Democratic 


Mr. TILMAN. Wil the Senator allow me? 


Mr. TILLMAN. The reason (if the reason should exist at the 


time the convention meets) why there will be a split in the party 
Such as occurred in 1860 will Er heegune States which can not give 
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us an electoral vote, which are as hopelessly Republican, as Penn- 








sylvania, seek to come to us and give us poison under the name of 
Democracy. They havechanged the tei of the party, they have 
changed its principles, th: \ have deserte all tl se grand pi n 
ples which Jefferson and Jackson gave us. They give us Cleve- 
land and his rottenness, ané we will not have s Democracy. 

Mr. HiLL. Mr. President, I will come to Ji 1 and Jack- 
son pretty soon. I was speaking of what took place in 1892. ] 
was forecasting a little what might 1 y occur in 1896, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator jr re to his memory 


that South Carolina and New York wert 
to try to keep Mr. Cleveland from bein 
back home and gave him the largest vot ny 
South? 

Mr. HILL. I have not reflected upon the | 
Carolina. I owe that State much W ! 
sentation and other influences other States 4 lex nd { l 


Ww 


enu r? 


upon New York a candidate against which its regular Democracy 
protested. I acknowledged the fact, and shall always feel grateful 
that South Carolina joined with the regular | New 
York and maintained its rights and dignity and prerog 

But, Mr. President, having stood towget! before, th is no 
occasion for any departure or divisi now. Neither shall I be 


led into any attack upon the Democracy of 
perchance, can not give an electoral vote for 
didate. While Pennsylvania can not giv robab \ 
Democratic electoral vote, she may not in tha 
some of the other States in this coming ca a tl 
less there are in that State several hundred thousand loyal, true 
Democrats who have maintained the cause of tariff reform against 
great obstacles, against powerful influences, corporate and other- 
wise, and are still ready to tight for the old Democratic cause 
upon that and other issues. I say, sir, for one, that while I have 
not had and did not have anything in common with that State in 
1892 and have little in common now with its organiz 
I recognize their right to come to the national 





ed b mocrH Vy, 
convention and 


express their choice and declare their princip! What folly it 
would be for our Republican friends to read out of the party 
States like Virginia, Alabama, Texas, and other Southern States 


where probably, with but few exceptions, they can not get a 
single Republican electoral vote. 

Sir, our party, as I have already said, is, or ought to be, a na- 
tional party. It must have representatives from each and every 
State; and those States, wherein there live as true Democrats as 
live anywhere, States which are less fortunate in condition and 
situation than others where the Democratic vote is larger, are 
to be repelled; they are not to be cast aside; their views are 
consulted as well as the views of those States which can cast their 
electoral votes for the Democratic candidates. I protest against 
the effort to make the Democratic party a sectional party, com- 
posed only of States where victories are absolutely certain. 

As I said a few moments ago, I do not wish to discuss the bond 
question proper, nor the silver question at this time. I was rather 
amused, though, to hear the Senator from South Carolina seek 
to place certain leading Democrats of this country in a position 
of entire harmony with the views of the distinguished gentleman 
who in part represents Ohio upon this floor. Mr. President, I 
heard the words of praise from the lips of the Senator from Ohio 
the other day. Because a man who has been a Republican all his 
life, who has given honor and credit to the party that has honored 
him, who has been its chief financial adviser through perilous 
times in our history, and to his great and everlasting credit and 
renown, when he chooses to say that he thinks a Democratic Pres 
ident and a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury have pei 


oO De 


rformed 
their full duty with regard to this whole question of finance so 
far as bond issues are concerned, [I am not to b itened ; 
fromthe Administration or from the Democrati 


fric 


party on acconmnt 
of it. I welcome such terms of approval from distinguished Re 
publicans. If our policy has been right in that respect, 1 am wiil- 


ing they should commend it. 

I do not propose to repeat what I said the other day, and what | 
think I established, that under laws which the President and the 
Secretary of the Treasury inherited, laws for which they 
responsible, they have endeavored to administer the affai: 
Government during the present financial cri 
best interests of the country. There were 
encounter. 

The mere fact that upon certain features of the financial ques- 
tion there may be harmony of views between two of the great 
parties is nothing to the discredit of either of them, Both the 
political parties are in favor of the rights of this country as against 
foreign aggression. Are we torun because every Republican vote 
in this House and in the other House was given in favor of the 
measure recommended by President Cleveland for the maintenance 
of the honor of this country on the Venezuelan question? Shall 
we run simply because it is said that the two parties are agreed 
upon the great questions of foreign affairs? I differ from many of 


not 
of this 
is fairly and for the 
grave difficulties to 


were 
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the views expressed by the Senator from Ohio, as he well knows; 
but when he said that in the emergency which has existed during 
the past year or so the President and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had performed their duty honestly and faithfully, I say he 
was right. There was no middle ground; there was no other 
course to take. On .the other side there was repudiation, it is 
true; there was discrediting the currency of our country, it is 
true: there was what the Senator from South Carolina calls ** des- 
peration,” but the course which the President and the Secretary 
of the Treasury marked out was the true, the correct, and the 
right path so far as the simple question of the issue of the bonds 
was concerned. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. With Congress in session and the duty im- 
posed upon it under the Constitution to provide the ways and 
means for running the Government. do you think it the duty of 
the Executive to take the law into his own hands, to ignore the 
representatives of the people because they will not let him have 
his own way, and just go forward anyhow to provide ways and 
means of his own? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not live in a State which has 
ever approved of taking the law into its own hands. The Presi- 
dent of the United States sent a message to Congress in which 
he detailed the whole financial situation. He asked for legislation 
to relieve the condition of the country. Congress refused to act. 
Did the Senator from South Carolina expect that we were to provide 
additional revenue when the Senate was deadlocked and the two 
Houses could not agree? Senators may rise in their places and say 
majestically and loitily that when Congress is in session the Presi- 
dent ought not to take the law into his own hands; that it is the 
duty of Congress to provide some ways and means to support the 
Government; but if Congress refused to do it, and when under a 
law passed in 1878 it was provided that the greenbacks must be 
reissued, and there was in existence the law of 1875, which pro- 
vides that when they are presented they shall be redeemed, the 
President and the Secretary of the Treasury properly proceeded 
to discharge that du 

Mr. STEWART. 

Mr. HILL. 
eat. 

Mr. STEWART. You may draw the line on me, but I ask the 
question, if the failure of Congress to make provision for revenue 
authorizes the Executive to raise revenue? 

Mr. HILL. Iexpect to discuss this subject with my good friend 
from Nevada when we reach the bond question. Do not get im- 

itient. 

"on. STEWART. You dare not enter the discussion with me 
on the proposition that the failure of Congress to provide revenue 
transfers the power to the President, as you intimated in your 
argument. 

Mr. HILL. Nobody has said any such thing. 

Mr. STEWART. s the Senator withdraw that remark? 
Did the Senator not say that if the President called upon Con- 
zress to provide revenue and Congress had not done it, the Presi- 

ent did a in going ahead and selling bonds? 

Mr. HILL. Not for the purpose of supplying revenue. 

Mr. STEWART. Ah! 

Mr. HILL. I said the other day, and I repeat now, that for 
the pe of supplying gold with which to redeem the green- 
backs, the President had a perfect right to sell bonds, and then, 
when the greenbacks were thus redeemed and placed in the Treas- 
ury, he had aright to use the greenbacks, ere are not two 
sides to the question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Were not the funds for which the bonds were 
sold somewhat in the nature of a trust? Would you not think if 
a banker had your money put into his bank as a friend. or who 
held it in a fiduciary capacity and misused it, that he had stolen 
it? And when the dent takes a fund, which has been replen- 
ished by the issue of bonds, and when the law says no bonds shall 
be issued except to redeem the greenbacks, and when he takes 
that fund and spends it, and has spent $150,000,000 of it, or some- 
thing like that, does the Senator still say he was justified? Ah, 

ou lawyers can split hairs, but you can not get that into the 

ead of a farmer. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. I should despair, after the exhibition of my friend 
here, of fretting anything of that natureintohishead. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN, Another thing, if you will allow me. 

Mr. HILL. Yes 


Mr. TILLMAN. I want to read you what the President him- 


ty. 
lies I ask the Senator a question right there? 
I draw the line on the Senator from Nevada. 
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self said. 

4, 1893: 
I desire also to earnestly suggest the wisdom of amending the exis: 

statutes in regard to the issuance of Government bonds. The authority ; 


vested in the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds is not as clear a 
should be. 


There he acknowledges that there is grave doubt in his mind 
to whether or not he had a right to issue bonds; yet wien 
wanted to bolster up his friends and get a chance to issue poy 
bonds, of course he took it. 

Mr. HILL. The act of 1875 is clear enough. It micht be 
clearer. It is not exactly clear that my friend from South Caro. 
lina is going to land in the Populist party, but still it may je 
clear enough, not wholly clear. , 

Mr. TILLMAN. Before I land in the Populist party you wi!) 
land in the Republican party if you keep on. You are going that 
way as fast as youcan. ([(Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. I tell my friend that if he does not go to the Po». 
ulist ~~ I go to the Republican party he will never oot 
there. [ aghter.{ Mr. President, if the Senate is to take the 
protestation of both my friend from South Carolina and iyself. 
= could not kick either of us out of the Democratic party. [ut 

e seems to take delight in assailing the Senator from Ohio; and 
simply because some one may be disposed to agree with some of 
the views of that Senator he therefore says that there is a depar- 
ture from Democratic principles. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ill the Senator from New York allow the 
Senator from Ohio to defend himself and not give him a certiti- 
cate of Democracy? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Ohio is entirely competent to 
defend himself, but he need not defend himself, for I do not vive 
him a certificate of Democracy. 

My friend from South Carolina said a few moments ago that he 
wanted, in addition to gold and silver, a paper currency; that he 
was opposed to the retirement of the ggeenbacks. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam. I want abouta billion of them. 

Mr. HILL. About a billion? What is the use of making it so 
small asum as that? Why not make it several billions while you 
are about it? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Just wait a minute. 

Mr. HILL. Give me a little chance. [Laughter.] I want to 
demonstrate how you and JOHN SHERMAN stand exactly on the 
same platform on the nback question. Iread from the spee:h 
to which you refer, the speech of January 3, 1896, of the distin- 
guished Senator from Ohio, when he spoke about the revenues, 
finances, etc. He then referred to the greenback currency. [He 
is just as strong an admirer of that blood-stained greenback as 
you are. He may not want over $1,000,000 of them, but still he 
stands upon the greenback question just the same as you ‘o. 
What does he -— As one of the reasons why he protests against 
the retirement of the greenback currency, and a retirement which 
Mr. Cleveland urges, a retirement which Mr. Secretary Carlisle 
urges, what does he say? 

Another reason, founded upon belief— 

He is stating why the greenbacks should not be retired— 


is that the national banking system could not long endure if the United 
States notes were withdrawn. 


Mr. TILLMAN. That is just the difference between the Sena- 
tor from Ohio and myself. I want the national-bank system 
destroyed utterly. I wish to pull it up root and branch. 

Mr. HILL. Yet you join hands, and you said a few moments 
ago you prided yourself upon the fact that you are a hard-money 
Democrat, you prided yourself that you want the greenbacks kept 
in circulation, and the Senator from Ohio says the principal reason 
they should be kept in circulation is because, if you destroy them 
or retire them, you destroy the national-bank system. Now, my 
friend, you can fight it out with the Senator from Ohio as to which 
of you is the better Democrat or which is the better Republican. 

. TILLMAN. There is no fight in it at all. We are just.as 
far apart as the poles on the question of the greenbacks. The 
licy of the Senator from Ohio is to keep the greenbacks in the 
asury in case there is a raid, to keep from issuing bonds: 1" 
other words, he would contract the currency for the purpose of 
keeping the —— there; and Mr. Cleveland wants to pay 
them off and burn them and issue bonds instead. Therefore, the 
Senator from Ohio is a better Democrat than Mr. Cleveland, and, 
I believe, a better Democrat than you are. [Laughter. | ; 

Mr. HILL. My friend from South Carolina is now defending, 
as I understand him, the Democracy of the Senator from Ohio’ 
Mr. TILLMAN. Iam, as you. 

Mr. HILL. There is where I wanted to get you. [Laughter] 

Mr. President, I say the Democratic —_— never was & green- 
pant rn Go to the record when the greenbacks were 
issued, and you will find that they were issued against nearly the 
whole Democratic vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You go back to Jackson's veto message and 

ou will find that he said the Government should retain the func- 
tion of making money in its own hands, that nobody should make 


This is from Grover Cleveland's message of December 
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its notes; that if an body made them, let the Government make 


them; and that is what i want. 

Mr. HILL. Jackson never recommended in any public paper 
of his or in any document or speech the issuing of notes of this 
character—never. E : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New York 
wi | please suspend for one moment. It is an op} vortune time for 
the Chair to call the attention of Senators to Rule XIX: 


t> Senator shall interrupt another Senator in debate without his consent, 
ian to obtain such consent he shall first address the presiding officer. 


Good order and decorum in the Senate absolutely require a 
strict observance of that rule. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I apologize for having over- 
stepped the rule. I have seen it done here a thousand times since 
I have been in the kody; but, however, as you call it on me, I 
will try to obey it. 

The 
ing to call attention particularly to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, but to-day scores of times other Senators as well have with- 


out any authority interrupted the speaker when he was debating. | 
Mr. President, the President of the United States | 


r. HILL. 
an the Secretary of the Treasury in recommending the retire- 
ment of greenbacks were acting strictly in accordance with Dem- 
ocratic principles, and Democrats who antagonize that policy are 
antagonizing Democratic principles. A man can not be a paper- 
money man and a hard-money man at the same time. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How can he be a sound-money man and a 
national-bank man at the same time? [Laughter. | 

Mr. HILL. No Democrat has proposed the continuance of 
national banks. The Democratic party, sir, has never placed it- 
self upon any such distinct ground. Such banks have been tol- 
erated or accepted only until something better could be provided 
asacurrency. Besides, national-bank notes are not legal tender— 
arenotmoney. But the ground upon which greenbacks are keptin 
circulation is for the very purpose of keeping up the national-bank 
system, as Mr. SHERMAN claims, and my friend from South Caro- 
lina and those who act with him are playing into the hands of 
those who desire the continuance of the national banks. It is 
useless for my friend to attempt to escape the responsibility of the 
adinission which he has made. What is the admission? That he 
favorsa scheme for more greenbacks. This is the grand, momen- 
tous, gigantic scheme of finance that he is proposing—issuing a 
billion or perhaps several billions of greenbacks. 

Mr. TILL . lam satisfied with one. 

Mr. HILL. Very likely. I do not want any. The Senator 
ought to be able to see, and those who follow him in his extreme 
views upon this question ought to be able to see, that they are 
playing right into the hands of the national banks. The retire- 
ment of the backs, as recommended by Secretary Carlisle 
and the President, would create a necessity for more hard money. 
The Senator seems to have forgotten that the President in his last 
message made the su, tion that if the greenbacks could thus 
be retired there would arise, probably, the necessity to supply the 
vacuum thus created by the issuing of more silver money; and 
yet, Mr. President, the Senator from South Carolina, and those 
who with him, stand stubbornlike upon the position, not 
for money, but stand upon the position of more money, paper 
money. And these so-called, misnamed hard-money Democrats, 
who pride themselves on the principles of Jefferson and Jackson, 
stand here and ask for a billion more of paper currency. Out 
upon such Democracy! That is not true South Carolina Democ- 
racy; itis not New York Democracy. 

Iam not going to enter into any argument in favor of cheap 

oducts; I am not going to harrow up the feelings of those who 
isten to me because of the fact that our laboring men are enabled 
to get the food upon which they live cheaply at the expense of 
the agriculturists. Of course, Mr. President, the interests of the 
farmer and of the mechanic are somewhat diverse—more or less 
so—but the law of supply and demand must regulate this matter. 
We should not legislate upon the financial question either to put 
prices up or to put prices down. We should legislate according 
to certain fixed principles of finance, irrespective of the question 
ester it puts the prices of the products of the farmer up or 

wh. 

Mr. President, considerable has been said by the Senator from 
South Carolina upon the principles of Jefferson, Jackson, and 

neoln. Oneof the principles enunciated by Mr. Jefferson in his 
first inaugural address was that the will of the majority should 
be obser Jackson followed that same precept. In the ap- 
ae Democratic convention, which the Senator from South 

lina has announced in advancé that he is to attend—and he 
does not even say by the leave of the Democracy of South Caro- 
lina, but he is to attend it anyhow—when he goes there I 
Suppose he enter that convention with the true spirit of a 
South Carolina Democrat and agree to abide by the will of the 
aed of that convention both in its declaration of principles 

in of candidates. If he goes there, Presi- 


RESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was not undertak- | 
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dent, with any other idea he ought not to be admitted, and he 
will not expect to be admitted. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from South Carolina, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, 1 just want to call the Sena- 
tor’s attention to this fact, that parties are voluntary associations 
of men who think alike, or who think that they think alike, and 
who come together for the purpose of enacting into law, by get- 
ting control of the Government, the principles and policies which 
they advocate. The Democratic party has split once before on 
questions of policy and principle. and it seems inevitable to me 
that it is bound to split again, because the rule of the majority has 
not governed in the past. Take the House of Representatives 
here in 1893. A majority did not govern there because the mi- 
nority of gold bugs from the Northeastern States, oblivious of the 
platform upon which they had been elected, refused to go into 
caucus and be bound by the will of the majority. Take the Ken- 
tucky legislature. The men who were elected there as Demo- 
crats have refused to ratify the action of the caucus and to vote 
for the caucus nominee, thereby refusing to obey the majority 
rule. And now you ask us to take your gold-bug policy and call 
it Democracy because you say a majority will give it tous. I say 
we will not have it, and that the Southern Democrats and the 
Western Democrats are going there with one idea and with one 
policy: and if we can not get it, then we will bid you good-by, or 
tell you to get out yourselves if we are inthemajority. |Laughter. | 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, neither the Democracy of any North- 
ern State nor the Democracy of the South are going to the con- 
vention with simply one idea. I recall the words of the distin- 
guished Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. HARRIS] in aspeech delivered 
here in December last. When he was taunted about the fact that 
some flippant man had said he was untrue to silver, the old vet- 
eran Democrat from Tennessee said, ‘* Sir, I belong toa party that 
has more than one idea.” So, sir, the Democrats of the South 
and of the West will go to that convention with more than one 
idea; they will go to that convention to compare views; they will 
go to consult and to reason together; they will go there with a 
determination to avoid the foolishness which characterized our 
party in 1860, when I do not think the party split upon any very 
great principle. That was unwise action, and it would be unwise 
now for that party, which has done so much in the history of this 
country in the past. to quarrel, to split, to divide, over the details 
of financial legislation. 

There is more, sir, in the Democratic party than simply the sil- 
ver question. There is the great question which overshadows all 
others, the great question of paternalism; there is the great ques- 
tion of the centralization of power, against which we of the North 
and of the South have stood together and protested during ail the 
history of this Republic; there is the great question of the funda- 
mental principle upon which taxation shall be imposed, namely, 
for public rather than for private purposes; there is the great 
question of the personal liberty of the citizen, which the Demo- 
cratic party has always maintained. No, sir; I resent the insinu- 
ation vhat either the South or the North I observe that my 
friend from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] is whispering some Demo- 
cratic ideas, I suppose, to my good friend from South Carolina 
= TILLMAN], and I tell him not to get his Democratic principles 

rom the Republican-Populst of Nevada. 

Mr. STEWART. Will you allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Not now. 

Mr. STEWART. Will you not allow meto tell you what I was 
saving? 

Mr. HILL. Later. 
dent. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. I think the Senator from New York owes it 
to the Senator from Nevada to hear him. 

Mr. HILY. I do not owe him anything. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You owe it to me, then. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of Senators to the rule which requires them first to address the 
Chair. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator can explain afterwards, when we come 
to the bond question. [Laughter.} I want to hear him on that 
question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
declines to yield. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; for the present. 

Mr. STEWART. It is well for the Senator that he does. 
[Laughter. 

Mr. HILL. I will hear the Senator if he wishes. 

Mr. STEWART. The Senator will? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nevada? 





I object to the combination, Mr. Presi- 


The Senator from New York 
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. HILL. With great pleasure. 

r STEWART. I said, and I repeat it-—— 

*, HILL. Do not repeat it. 

. STEWART. I said that the argument of the Senator from 
New York, when he speaks of the Democracy being opposed to 
the concentration of power, seems a little out of place when we 
have the object lesson of the Executive of the nation concentrat- 
ing in himself the entire power of legislation, of controlling both 
Houses of Congress, of disposing of the entire patronage of the 


Government to rule Congress. Never since this Government | 
begun has there been so much danger of concentration of power | 


as is exercised this day and this hour by the Executive. Further- 
more, the reason why it comes with bad grace from the Senator 
from New York to make such a statement is that on every occa- 
sion, in season and out of season, he stands by every usurpation 
of power that emanates from the White House. Nothing can be 
done there but what he will indorse, even to the extent of rais- 
ing revenue without authority of law—raising revenue without 
consulting the two Honses of Congress. Raising revenue is the 
very act for which Charles I lost hishead. [Laughter.] There is 
concentration of power. He says, ‘‘ We raise this revenue for 
another purpose.” The Administration did it for another pur- 
pose. That is, they call it for some other purpose, but they raise 
revenue by selling bonds without authority of law when the Gov- 
ernment to-day has a surplus in the Treasury—— 

Mr. HILL. Allow me. 

Mr. STEWART. When the Government has a surplus in the 
Treasury of $273,000,000 by the exercise of arbitrary power—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Without any power. 

Mr. STEWART. Without any power. And then the Senator 
speaks of being opposed to the concentration of the Government 
in the hands of the Executive and to consolidation. Charles the 
First consolidated the English Government and lost his head. 
Grover Cleveland consolidated the American Government and 
receives the eulogy of the Democracy. 

Mr. HILL. Does the Senator from Nevada want us to under- 
stand that he whispered all that to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina? [Laughter. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwant the Senator to understand I whis- 
pered the substance when I said ‘‘speak of consolidated power.” 
when the Senator was defending every act of usurpation whereby 
the President is raising revenue without authority of law and in 
violation of the Constitution. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let me say just one word. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to answer the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwant to have the Senator answer both of us 
at the same time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to impress upon the Senator the very 
sorrowful acknowledgment, if he will make it truthfully, that 
so far as the concentration of power is concerned this President 
of ours is the Democratic party, and that the Senator himself has 
no more voice and never hadin New York in distributing patron- 
age or doing any other thing that a Senator usually does since this 
man has been in office than some bootblack on the street. 

Mr. HILL. Neither, sir, isour party a party of a single idea. 
Neither is all of Democracy the distribution of patronage. I did 
not intend to speak of that question. If the Senator thinks I 
have any grievance of which I publiclycomplain of the President 
of the United States or this Administration he is mistaken. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not say the Senator had. 

Mr. HILL. I do not say that the President or the Administra- 
tion in all respects have treated my distinguished colleague or 
myself as Democratic Senators possibly ought to have been treated, 
but I make no public complaint of it. Icarenothing about it. I 
think possibly that so far as we personally are concerned it is bet- 
ter that we have not had to do with the matter of patronage. I 
care nothing about it. If all there is of Democracy is the distri- 
bution of petty patronage that falls from the Administration, then, 
sir, I care nothing about being a Democrat. We kept up the 
Democratic party in New York during the whole four years of 
Mr. Harrison's Administration, and we had nothing whatever of 
ate In the previous Administration of Mr. Cleveland we 

ept up the Democratic party during our State administration 
with little or no aid. Patronage does not make a party; it is 
usually the curse of a party. 

Mr. President, having said that, I was about to proceed to speak 
of the feat that the Democratic party of every State in the Union 
would send their representatives toChicagoin the usual way when 
I was interrupted by my friend the Senator from South Carolina. 
We will not imitate the unwise example of our fathers, who 
quarreled over immaterial things and sphitthe party, brought on a 
war, and kept our party out of power for nearly thirty years. No, 
sir; those of you who are expecting such a feast will be disap- 
pointed. We appeal from you in such a view to the massesof the 
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party, who care little for leaders, but who think more of ¢} ran 
and its principles and its policies. There must be conej}j.:;,,,” 
there must be mutual agreements. Men can differ upoy ; 
tails of policies of the Democratic party, and such of you 

that the party will die this year are mistaken. F 

I do not pretend to be a prophet or the son of a prophet 
unable to say upon what exact lines our platform will }) 
as to the financial question. Itis not for metosay. Y, 
right in your State conventions to frame your platforms , 
help from the outside. In 1892, if you will permit me | 
to a personal matter, New York had its candidate. Its , 
tion met early, only a week or two or three weeks eari, 
usual, but it was said that we were attempting to influe 
Democracy of other States. A clamor was raised in rev 
It is true that primaries had been held in Pennsylvan), 
joining States at that time. but a great fyore and a gre: 
were raised, and much criticism of the Democracy of Nev \ 
was indulged in because it was said that the New York |). 
racy ‘was attempting improperly to influence the Dem 
the rest of the country. Although it is said that the Lb: 
of New York desire to impress their financial views » 
Democracy of the rest of the country, I call attention to th 
that the same loyal organization which controlled the jy). 
1892 controls it now. It will be one of the last States to hold jr 
State convention. 

We are not seeking to impress our views upon our brot)ez 
Democrats of other States improperly or prematurely. Pro)),) 
and | do not speak authoritatively, it will be one of the last ¢.»: 
ventions held. You are holding your conventions in the Son 
and West in your own good time. You are passing your | 
forms and declaring your principles, as you have a right to do. 
but you have no right to say, when you come with your platforn 
to the national convention, that the national convention s})a!! 0 
cross a ‘‘t” or dot an “i”; that it shall not be changed in any, 
sential particular. What kind of a party can you keep up with 
that discipline which forbids and prevents conciliation and mntn 
concessions? What kind of an organization can you have with 
that spirit being fomented throughout the country by good loyal 
Democrats, or those who have been such ‘in the past? Our part) 
and Lam speaking now altogether to this side of the circle —shoul 
arouse themselves. There is, and we might as well admit it, an 
honest difference of opinion upon the currency question. Syea! 
ing for myself, personally, I have never assailed a man who bias 
differed with me upon that question. Ihave used no improper 
words. I have indulged in no words of abuse. I have avoided 
every offensive epithet possible in speaking on the question. 

The financial question is a great one, about which honest men, 
Republicans and Democrats, may well differ. Sir, it is, however 
like all other great questions, one as to which there should bx a 
harmonization of views. It is not for anyone to fix the pr 
lines upon which it shall be done. Ihave confidence in that party 
in which I was born. I inherited my Democracy from my fat 
and my grandfather, and I am willing to live in that party still 
Iam willing to trust its great advisers when they shal! meet in 
council, and Iam willing to abide by the result. A1! other Dem- 
ocrats should do the same. We will express our views, which 
may differ with yours. You represent yours. We come to tli 
great council at Chicago, and there, if wise counsels shall preva 
we will adopta platform, and the moment the convention adjourns 
every loyal Democrat will swing intoline. I hope that my frien 
the Senator from South Carolina and I will not part « t 
the doors of the convention. I do not even know that | +! 
there as a delegate to represent in part the Democracy 0! ny 5: 

I can not speak as affirmatively upon that question as the Seua' 

from South Carolina speaks of his State. I may be so honored 
and I may not be; but I will go there with no threat; I wil! 0 
there with no menace; I will go there expecting to have my “\y. 
to speak my sentiments, and to abide by the result of the conven 
tion when it shall be ended. 2 os 

I am not going to say that the great State of South Carolina wi! 
pursue a different course. I do not believe that the party wc 
so loyally followed Jefferson and Jackson and Calhoun wii nv 
take itself out of the Democratic column. Of course the worl }s 
wide. Men have a right to change their political relations 1! ()"y 
desire to doso. But I think no true Democrat will go ‘0 | 
convention uttering the sentiments of my friend, the Senator 'r 
South Carolina, with a sort of threat that their particular v1 
to be sustained or else they will part company with their po 


The Senator has alluded to some party affairs. When we are 
washing the Democratic linen we may as well have iton'. ¢"' 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart] alluded to my de 

the Administration and its policies, as he said, I think, nyo“! 
and every question. The Senator drew upon his imaginate! 
have said but little upon the policies of the present Admits't 
tion. Upon the financial policy, so far as the Administrat)'" \ 4 
attacked for the issue of bende, I believed it my duty to cclen 
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that I have no special relations with the Administration and have 
had no consultation with any of its members. 
so far as L could to mark out a a which would strengthen and | 
not divide the party. Thatisall. I am not pledged either to the | 
head of the Administration or to any member of it who may be a | 
candidate for public position. — | 

The Secretary of the Treasury is concededly an able man; I be- | 
lieve he is a thoroughly honest and competent man. He is a man | 
of great ability, who has been in public life a great many years, | 
one of the men who have reflected honor upon the section of the 
country they have represented, and while in reference to his finan- | 
cial policy I have seen fit to sustain him, in part, I will say this | 
much, and J say it freely, that in reference to the contest before 
the Kentucky legislature, I think the Secretary of the Treasury 
made a mistake. -A Senator near me says it was a grievous iis- 
take. Isayso. I said so to my brother Senators around the Sen- 
ate. 1did not take occasion to proclaim it publicly. While [| 
differ with the Senator from Kentucky |Mr. BLACKBURN] upon | 
the financial question, yet he was the nominee of his party caucus, 
fairly, duly, and regularly nominated, and whatever his views | 
were upon the details of financial legislation, he had served the | 
party during a long career of nearly thirty years at home, in the 
other House, and in this body. He had been true to Democratic 
principles in the main. When he went back to his people, an 
old and faithful public servant, and asked that he should receive | 
again the nomination of his party, submitted to the majority of 
the Democrats of the legislature, and was fairly and duly nomi- | 
nated, I say he deserved the support of Secretary Carlisle and of 
every follower of the present Administration. 

I say this because that is the only way to keep up a party, to sup- 
port the regular nominee. While I differ with the distinguished 
Senator from Kentucky upon this financial question, there is more 
in Democracy than the mere question of finance. No true, faith- 
ful Democrat, no matter in what State of this Union he may be, 
is to be proscribed because of his financial views, especially upon 


Mr. ALLEN. They are being proscribed. 

Mr. HILL. My friend the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. AL- 
LEN] need not become the guardian of the Democratic party. 
We can take care of our own troubles and our own squabbles. | 
Sir, what did your Populists in the legislature of Kentucky do? | 
They took a position first upon one side in the Kentucky legislature 
and then on the other side, just as you do here, trying to stir up 
strife, ae your votes upon one side or the other for a little | 
mess 0 a... Tos have no right to take any hand in a sug- 
gestion that the ocracy did wrong to the Senator from Ken- 
tucky (Mr. paaeenene } in the contest in Kentucky. If your 
men had been so favorable to free silver as you pretend to be, at 
one juncture they could have elected Mr. BLACKBURN as Senator | 
from Kentueky. Ido not blame my friend the Senator from Ne- | 
braska, however. He isthe prospective candidate of the Populist 

rty for President, unless the Senator from South Carolina { Mr. 

ILLMAN] gets over pretty soon and crowds him off his platform. | 


| 
I have endeavored | 


Of course the Senator from Nebraska wants to stir up all the | 


trouble he can. He has more sympathy—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New | 
York yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HILL. With great pleasure. I knew the Senator would 
be in the fight before we got through. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. 1 desire to correct the Senator from New York, | 
and I hope that before he concludes his remarks he will modify | 
the statement, because I know he does not meanit. While the 
two Populists in the Kentucky legislature were under no greater 
obligation to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. BLackpurN] than | 
they were to the member of any party to which they did not be- | 
long, they, in consequence of being silver men, gave him their | 
votes at a time when, if he had received the full Democratic 
strength, he would have been elected. 

Let me correct the Senator also as to another matter, because I 
know he does not mean what he said. I call his attention to it and 

ve him an opportunity to correct himself. The Senator from 

ew York certainly does not mean that the Populists in this 





Chamber have i their votes to anybody. 
Mr. HILL. As my friend—— 
Mr. ALLEN, Does the Senator mean that? 


Mr. HILL. As my friend said once, when he stated that a Sen- 
ator on the other side lied, metaphorically speaking —— 

Mr, AL . Ob! 

Mr. HILL. So I say, metaphorically speaking. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me to say a word, I 
will subside. It has got to be a funny thing, a common thing, a 
smart thing forsome one who is ignorant of the facts, because he 
Wants to say something at the expense of a person ora party that 
he thinks is ble of caring for his or its rights, to lay all the 
isms and things of that kind to a particular party or person. It 
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| of this Congress, the Democratic 


| on that occasion, they had it in their power to defea 
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has become so in the galleries in reference to a Senator who has 
spoken. It certainly is a disgraceful thing. But it has be 
popular in this Chamber to speak of the Populist party peddling 
its votes and dickering between the two old parties. 


I wish to say to the Senator from New York, to th 


come 


» Senate, and 


to the country that there have never been any negotiations, di- 
rectly or indirectly, between the Populist party in this Chamber 
and the Republican or the Democratic party upon the subject of 
the reorganization of the Senate or upon the subj f patron 
age—not a particle more than there has been between the Popu 
lists and the Czar of Russia. I feel confident that when the 

| Senator from New York understands this he will not think is 
very witty or wise or a thing to be laughed at or a charge to be 
made with impunity that the Populist party has dickered and 
peddled its votes. 

Mr. HILL. That depends upon which way you look at it. I 
recollect—my recollection is fairly good in regard to politieal mat- 
ters—that all at once the Democracy was surprised that our Re- 
publican friends, although they had not, as they said, a majority 
in this body, were going to take possession of the committees and, 
in plain words, run the Senate. It came to us as a matter of some 


surprise. We supposed they would think it wiser to wait until 
they were exactly certain that they had the requisite number of 


ironclad Republicans. We called the roll, and our friends on the 
other side, the Populist Senators, remained silent in their seats 
and allowed the Republicans to take the responsibility of organiz- 
ing all the committeesof the Senate, thereby enabling them largely 


to shape and control legislation. 
pened so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New York permit me to 
interrupt him at this point? 

Mr. HILL. Let me get through. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I think he will be satisfied. 

Let it be understood, and let the Senator from New York under- 
stand, if he never has understood before, that the Populist party 


That may have merely hap- 


| in this Chamber is not under the slightest obligation to the Demo- 


cratic party or to the Republican party. There is no kinship 
We are 
here to accomplish what we desire to accomplish. I stated at the 
time and I repeat that it was the deliberate judgment of our cau 
cus—there are not many of us, but we have a caucus oceasior 

ally—that the Republican party being in power in the H 
should bein power here and be held responsible for the le 





oust 
gislation 
party having failed to do any- 


thing. I call upon the senior Senator from Maryland |Mr. Gior- 


| MAN| now to bear testimony to the fact that a week or more 


before the reorganization I voluntarily said to him, as the leader 
of his party, that we would not vote and would not help the 
Democratic party retain the organization. Is not that tru 

Mr. GORMAN. That is unquestionably true. I will make it 
broader than that and state that I have never known at any time 
since the Senator from Nebraska has been a member of this body 


| that he has sought to make any arrangement or has had any 


arrangement suggested to him in relation to this matter. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, Mr. President, one more thing, and I will 
yield te the Senator from New York and not interrupt him any 
more. That wastrue. We called attention to the fact, and I call 
the attention of the Senator from New York and the country to 
it, that if the Democratic party had pursued the same policy we 
pursued, namely, not to have voted, to have refrained from voting 

fanizia- 
tion, because the Republican party did not have a majority, and 
therefore did not have a quorum. But they saw fit t 
they lost the organization. 

Mr. HILL. I do not think, Mr. President, that the 
ment is borne out by the facts. I do not see how the 
could have defeated the Republicans from organizii 
I mean taking the committees, if our friends on the 
had remained quiet. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Democrats had remained quiet-—— 

Mr. HILL. That is because we were paired. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me. if th 
hadremajned in their seats and not voted, as the Populist 
in their seats and refused to voie, then the Republicans did no 
have a quorum in the Senate and th ld not ha turbed 
you in the committeeships. The responsibility is with your party, 
not with mine. 

Mr. HILL. 
with anybody. 

Mr. ALLEN. And we would not be. 

Mr. HILL. No Democrat who was not paired declined to vote, 


tth 


» vote, and 
last state 
Democrats 
r the y 
‘ 


ther 


4 


Democrats 


remained 


7 6 e di 


The difference is this simply: You were not paired 


and the mere fact that on that one vote there would not have been 
@ quorum, simply on account of pairs, amounts to nothing. 
Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, if the Senator will permit me; not that. 
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Mr. HILL. What is the point, then? 

Mr. ALLEN. Although every Republican had voted, it takes 
45 to constitute a quorum here. The Republicans have 44, It 
requires a majority to constitute a quorum in the Senate. If 
every Republican had voted, and if the Democrats had joined the 
Populists and remained silent, that fact alone would have defeated 
reorganization. 

Mr. HILL. There are various ways of defeating measures as 
well as a reorganization. You can leave the Chamber and not 
come in. That is a breach of the rules. You can come in and 
remain quiet and not say anything when your name is called. 
That is another breach of the rules. You are obliged to vote; and 
Democrats, in accordance with the rules, voted. Our Populist 
friends remained silent and allowed the Republicans to take con- 
trol. They knew the responsibility incurred. That is all I care 
to say in regard to that question. 

Mr. ALLEN. That part is true. 

Mr. HILL. That part of itis true. So is the other statement. 
I referred to the fact the other day, and I heard my friend from 
Nebraska say his party was founded upon eer It complains 
of the rottenness, the corruption, the misdeeds of the Democratic 

arty and of the Republican party. The other day I heard my 
riend from Nebraska get up and offer to vote for the Republican 
tariff bill which had been denounced in this Chamber, provided a 
provision in reference to silver should be placed thereon. He 
offered to vote to put a tariff upon wool that the Senator had voted 
before to take off. He offered to vote against every principle in- 
volved in the Wilson bill. 1 speak of the word ‘‘ peddle” because 
he stood right here in his place and said: ‘* Inow tender ”—tender— 
‘the votes of the Populists in this Chamber; we will vote for your 
tariff bill ”"—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator from New York does not in- 
tend to misrepresent me or misquote me, 

Mr. HILL. I do not intend to do so. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am perfectly willing to eee in as small a 
light as it is possible for the Senator from New York to put aman, 
and I know his great capacity in that direction. 

Mr. HILL. herein do I misrepresent you, pray? 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me state it. I did stand in this Chamber, 
and I stand here now for the third time and repeat it, and I will 
be very brief—I did stand in this Chamber and say to the Repub- 
lican party, and I repeat it right at this moment, that whenever 
they see fit to take up their tariff bill, which they call the Dingley 
bill (I do not know why it is called that, but it is called that and 
known to the country as the Dingley bill), and put it upon its 
passage here, with the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1 attached to it as a partof it, they will get 6 Popu- 
list votes here to assist in the passage of that bill. I never have 
said anything to them privately about it. All my statements have 
been made in the open; they are made in the open now. There is 
not a Senator on the other side who can say that I have ever 
talked with him privately upon the subject or communicated with 
him or with their caucus, 

Why did I say it, Mr. President? Not because there is any 
dicker, for we have no occasion to dicker with the Republican 
party or the Democratic party. We are the hinge upon which 
the Toor swings, and we are conscious of it. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly, if the Senator from New York will 

rield. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Idaho? 

Mr. HILL. With great pleasure. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
as far as I represent this side of the Chamber and as far as I am 
concerned I am entirely willing to accept the proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know there are some loyal men on that side of 
the Chamber, some good men on that side of the Chamber, as there 
are on this. I said that for two purposes. I said it not because I 
am committed to the policy of the Dingley bill, not because I 
am a believer in the principles that underlie it, if it has any prin- 
ciples, which I very much doubt, but because I believe that the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver in this country would over- 
shadow and wipe out every evil that could spring from the tariff 
feature of that bill, and that benefit would come to the country 
and come to the people whom I represent in part in this Chamber. 

I did it, Mr. President, for another reason, and I will be en- 
tirely frank with os Mr. President, because you can read my 
thoughts whether I express them to you or not on this subject. I 
did it for the purpose of proving to the country, as I think I have 
conclusively proven, or we have rowed that when the Repub- 
lican party claims to be a party in favor of bimetallism it is guilty 
of fraud and false pretenses; and you do not dare to-day to intro- 
duce that bill with silver upon it, for you know very well if it gets 
your own votes it will become a law. Your platform of 1892 was 
a fraud, a snare, and a delusion. You are not bimetallists; you 
are not in favor of free silver. Those are the reasons. 
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Mr. HILL. The Senator has stated the reasons very well, by: 
that does not change the facts. The facts, as I understand them, 
are substantially as I stated them. As [ understand it, he a 
with the Senator from South Carolina that there is but one | 
ciple mainly involved now in this campaign. In other woyjs 
there is but one idea which must predominate all other polit aj 
ideas at this time; and therefore he and his friends wil] yo:.. ;. 
a tariff bill or they will vote against a tariff bill; they wi)! , 
for free wool or they will vote against free wool; they wil! yo: 
up or down a tariff schedule anyway to effect the one single «yes. 
tion, although he himself knows from reading the platform of };js 
arty that they have a large number of other principles inyoly. 
herefore I think I was substantially right when I said that thoy 
peddled them all off for one single principle and tendered thoxa 
votes to the Republicans, and oe to their credit or to their dis. 
credit, as you may think, declined the proposition to dicker, 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I certainly did not intend to get into any con- 
troversy here with the Senator from New York. I suppose: that 
when I corrected him, or called his attention to the mistake, there 
would be nv backing and filling here. 

Mr. HILL. What was the mistake? 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator is attempting to put the party of 
which [ am a member in an incorrect light. . 

Mr. HILL. I did not intend to misrepresent you. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator says now that there was an offer 
here on the part of the Populists, or upon my part, to abandon 
in favor of free silver everything that was in the Populist plat- 
form. That is not true. ere is notruth in that statement, Mr, 
President: it is a mistake. . 

There are a great many gentlemen in this Chamber and outside 
of it who have been giving out in interviews and letters and 
speeches their views of Populists and Populism. A great many 
of these gentlemen have spoken of the socialistic features and 
the ne features of the Populist party andof Populism. | 
challenge any Senator in this Chamber, or any man outside of it, 
I care not who he may be, if he be a gentleman and a truthful 
man, to point out in any authentic document issued by the Popu- 
—_ party a solitary thing that is paternalistic or socialistic in its 

aith. 

I accompany that statement with my solemn conviction that nine 
men out of ten of that class, not excluding from my statement the 
members of this Chamber. have never read the Populist platform. 
If the truth were known, there are not seven Senators out of ten in 
this Chamber who have read it or know a word it contains outside 
of the silver plank. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not know whom the Senator is 
aiming to hit. I have expressed no views in regard to the Populist 
party outside of this Chamber; but I hold in my hand a Ictter 
written by a a gentleman upon the other side of the 
Chamber, in which he says: 

The Populist party— 

I quote— 
favors free coinage, but only as a means to secure more currency, and asa 
stepping stone to unlimited paper money; and it unites with its free coinage 
advocacy socialistic and paternalistic doctrines which are dangerous in tend: 
ency, and which would be, if adopted, destructive of free institutions 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from New York permit me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN, Is the author of that letter a Populist? 

Mr. HILL. No,sir. I said it was written bya distinguished 
Republican on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, but not a Populist? 

Mr. HILL. No, sir. 

. We do not accept his interpretation of the Pop 


reeg 


* 
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ulist platform. 

Mr. HILL. He is not only a distinguished Republican, |t 4 
distinguished free-silver man, an earnest, sincere, free-silver 100, 
who expresses those views. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is gratifying to learn that he is right on one 
point—that of free silver. 

Mr. HILL. I notice that his views as thus expressed seem to 
agree entirely with the views of my friend from South Caro!ina, 
who, however, favors unlimited paper money. 

r. . Mr. President—— 7 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. ee 4 

Mr. TILLMAN. Did I say unlimited? Did I not stop at 4 
billion? Just about half, mark you; just what we issued during 
the war, when there were less than one-half the number of poo 
ple in this country that there are now. I was willing to stop 
one billion in paper. You see we have about a billion dollars 
in silver arid gold, or would have if you let us coin the trash you 
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have in the Treasury, and we certainly could maintain $1 in paper 
with $1 in coin. : . 

Mr. HILL. The trash in the Treasury of which you speak—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of which you speak. I do not call it trash. 
It is good enough for me, as it is good enough for my people. 

Mr. HILL. I have never called it trash. I have no doubt that 
they take it in South Carolina. 
Mr. TILLMAN. We would be glad to get it. 

Mr. HILL, I never have spoken of silver as trash as the Sen- 
ator has. I “se his own expression. | 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator tell us just where he stands 

silver? 
— HILL. Yes; when I speak on the bond question I will. It 
would be alittle premature now. I want to wait until we come 
to that. The “ trash ” in the Treasury which you speak of could | 
be coined with entire safety if such Democrats as my friend who 
combine with such Populists as my friend in front of me did not 
want to have unlimited paper money, and yet claiming all the 
while to be hard-money Democrats. That is the difficulty. The 
President in his message marked out a line. I have it here and | | 
ask my friend to read it. He points out that if the greenbacks 
were retired, the trash, as you call it, the bullion as he calls it, 
which is in the Treasury could be safely coined. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; he says it would be replaced by national- 
bank currency. | 

Mr. HILL. Only a part, he says—in part to be supplied that | 
way, and the rest to be coined. | 


| 





Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, Iam not to be diverted into a dis- 
cussion of the gold and silver question at this hour of the day. I 
simply speak of this now for the purpose of showing that my 
friend, who says that he is a Democrat, is wrong upon one of the 
fundamental, elementary principles of Jefferson and Jackson. 
He quoted a few moments ago something from Jackson and Jef- 
ferson from which he was willing to claim that Jackson was a 
paper-money man. It would make old Jackson, who had a sort of 
affection for the people of South Carolina—you know on one occa- 
sion especially —— 

Mr. TLLMAN . Hewas born there. Having been born there, 
he had an affection for his birthplace. 

Mr. HILL. And of course he was a good Democrat. But my 
friend quotes him as though he was in favor of the unlimited 
issue of paper money. 

Mr. President, the Democratic party is not a paper-money party. 
Greenbacks were regarded when they were issued as a temporary 
matter. What there was of the Democratic party left in those 
days voted against them. But when the war was over and the 
Republicans saw that it was necessary to restrict and contract the 
currency and do away to some extent with the greenback cur- 
rency the Democrats flop over and became greenbackers. 
There has always been an element—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator—— 

Mr. HILL. I am talking about Democrats, not about the Popu- 
lists. You are not ea to defend the Democrats. 

Mr. ALLEN. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator has repeated here what I have heard 
fifty times in this Chamber during my incumbency of this seat, 
the stale statement that the Populist party is in favor of a limit- 
less volume of irredeemable paper money. I have taken occasion | 
frequently to deny that. I now take great pleasure in giving the | 
Senator the national platform of the Populist party of 1892, and 


Does the Senator yield to the 


I ask him to read it. 

Mr. HILL. I have read it. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator has read that platform—— 

Mr. HILL. Over and over again. 

Mr. ALLEN. Over and over again, as he says; then there is 
no earthly excuse for his making the statement he has made. 
_Mr. HILL. Are you in favor of greenbacks? What is your 
limit? Is it a little trifle like a billion, like the Senator from 
South Carolina, or several billion? 

Mr. ALLEN. I knew the Senator from New York had never 
read the Populist platform. 

Mr. [ have read it. 

Mr. ALLEN. He talks like a man who has never read it. 
What does it say, Mr. President? If the Senator would not re- 
gard it as an offense, I would read the entire platform. 

Mr. HILL. I would not want to speak of that as my friend did 
about the silver in the Treasury, as trash. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; but here is a magnificent opportunity to 
educate a lot of orant people upon this platform, and the oppor- 
reat, nah to be embraced. 1 hope the Senator will let me 


Mr. HILL. I think had better not read it. 
Mr. ALLEN. You donee want education on this sybject. 
Mr. HILL. Because, my friend, you may change your platform 
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at the next convention, like your votes here change, first to one 
side and then to the other, and we can not keep track of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; Mr. President 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 
_ Mr. ALLEN. Let me say to the Senator from New York that 
if it had not been for the Populist party in this Chamber and the 
Populist party in the other Chamber there are a great many meas- 
ures which have become laws that never would have been enacted. 
But let me return to this question 

Mr. HILL. I do not yield to the Senator. 





I am willing to 


| yield that he may ask a question; but I can not yield to the Sen- 


ator that he may read the Populist platform. 
Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from New York, like his party, 


| declines knowledge when the opportunity is open to him, then I 


will take occasion when he is done to put this platform in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD. ' 

Mr. HILL. The idea of expecting to get any light about public 
questions of the day from the Populist platform! Among all the 
things said here to-day that is the worst. 

Mr. President, my friend from South Carolina, who expressed 
his affection for me, was repeatedly speaking 

Mr. ALLEN. Who loves you. 

Mr. HILL. Yes; he said he did. He spoke of the people of the 
two old parties, to one of which he belongs now, but he is going 
to rebel pretty soon because of the corruption, and he wanted 
something new; he wanted some change to induce him to go with 
the Populist party. I do not know what they want. The free 
coinage of silver will not give to any man who has no money. and 
has not anything with which to procure money, more money than 
he has. Money must be earned, whether it is gold, whether it is 
silver, or whether it is paper. There have been hard times in 
this country in the past and there will be hardtimesagain. Hard 
times will produce all sorts of financial heresies, all sorts of finan- 
cialschemes. Iam not here to say that the free coinage of silver 
is a financial heresy; I do not say that. I say it is advocated by 
men of intelligence, some able students and able financiers, as I 
have said befose. I treat it with respect and always have, and it 
is a question about which men may well differ. But, sir, I protest 
against Democrats who profess to be Democrats offensively ar- 
raigning members of their own party because they do not pursue 
a public policy exactly in accordance with their views. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What about the platform, Mr. President? 

Mr. HILL. The platform of 1892 stands. Would my friend be 
content with the platform of 1892 if it should be readopted by the 
next national Democratic convention? 

Mr. ALLEN. As interpreted by Cleveland? 

Mr. HILL. I pause for a reply. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, I want *‘16 to1 or bust.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. HILL. My friend will “ bust,” then. [Laughter.] That 
reminds me of the fellow who started for Pikes Peak. On his way 
one of the horses ran away and the other got sick and died, and he 
himself was injured and much disfigured, while his wagon was 
all broken to pieces, and he had a sign up: ‘To Pikes Peak or 
Bust.” We have here reiterated again ‘‘16 to 1,” the same single 
idea all the time. You are going to found a great national party 
upon a single idea; that is all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What founded the Republican party, which 
has governed this country since 1860 with the exception of eight 


years? The one single dominant idea of freeing the slaves, and 
nothing else. Great parties are not founded on more than one 


idea. 

Mr. HILL. Very soon after the Republican party was organ- 
ized they adopted their policy in regard to free homesteads; they 
adopted their policy in regard to protection. Of course the war 
soon came on, which rendered the tariff question somewhat ob- 
scure, necessarily so, because there had to be a large tariff. 

Sir, I do not believe it is possible for a party to succeed very 
long upon asingleidea. The Prohibitionist party, asmall dwind- 
ling party, only containing a small number of votes, does not 
grow, because it is based upon one idea. Sir, I do not believe the 
Democrats of South Carolina will follow my friend. I do not be- 
lieve they will follow him from other States. Iam not going to 
reiterate what I said before upon the point of there being other 
questions involved. My friend wanted me to read the platform 
of the Populist party, and as I am addressing the Senator from 
South Carolina and the Senator from Nebraska, and about half 
the time they are so mixed up in their views, he will pardon me—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Not so badly as you and Mr. SHERMAN are 


ixed, 

Mr. HILL. Mr. SHERMAN and myself are not mixed at all. 
Mr. SHERMAN and my friend agree upon the one great vital ques- 
tion of the retention of the whole five hundred million of green- 
back currency, and you want to increase it a billion more. The 
matter of a billion does not amount to anything with men of one 
idea when discussing great financial questions. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ill the Senator allow me? 
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Mr. HILL. Not now. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I simply want to drop a little side remark. 
Laughter. 
Mr. MIL. I can not yield just yet. I will yield in a few 
minutes. My good friend from Kansas [Mr. Perrer] introduced | 
at the beginning of this session a joint resolution proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States. Here is | 
section 2. 
Mr. ALLEN. Read the entire joint resolution. 
Mr. HILL. The first section is a mere matter of form, but the 
second section is as follows: 


Sec. 2. No law to change or alter the established policy of the United States 
in any great matter of administration, and especially respecting our foreign 
relations, the public lands, taxation, and our monetary system, shall take 





effect until it has been approved “by the people at an election held for that 
purpose. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is right. 

Mr. HILL. The people, Mr. President! 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me there? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield? 

Mr. HiLL. Ina moment. I suppose the Senator will defend 
this last Populist plank, which must be orthodox, because it was 
presented by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam not dealing with the referendum now. 
Iam dealing with that billion dollarson paper. You peoplein New 
York, or your people in New York, sell and buy twenty, thirty 
billions of agricultural products based upon nothing. I do not 
know how many billions of Southern products, and wheat and 
corn, dealing in futures; you speculate in air 

Mr. ALLEN. They gamble. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, they gamble; thatis it. They gamble in 
the products of labor in this country, based on nothing, and when 
the laborers and farmers of the country come to Congress and ask 
to have this stopped by law the attorneys of corporations, the 
bondholders, the bankers, and the money sharks of New York 
have more influence here than 35,000,000 of us. 

You said in your speech the other day that you subscribed 
$450,000,000 to this loan. 

Mr. HILL. I did not subscribe. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is a mere bagatelle. Why should you 
grumbleif we and all of the rest of the people of the country want 
a billion of greenbacks to do our business, when you have gobbled 
up all the money of the country, when you have a tollgate on it, 
and when you have contracted it, so that you can handle and 
hoard it, and hammer our products down and prevent the blood 
from circulating through the body? And you sneer because we 
want a billion. Yes; we do want it, and we are going to have it, 
so help us God! 

Mr. HILL. Ishould like to have my friend explain, if to-morrow 
this Government should ali at once issue a mere trifle, like a bil- 
lion, of greenbacks, how it is going to help you people down South. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Will you let me tell you? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, 

Mr. TILLMAN. We will pay for these battle ships; we will 
fortify our entire coast from one end of it to the other; we will 
put every wheel in the United States into motion; we will putevery 
tramp at work, and we will give every farmer money, so as to be 
able to buy clothes and shoes for his wife and children. That is 
what we will do. 

Mr. HILL. And the millennium will then come! 

Mr. ALLEN. No. 

Mr. HILL. Hereisthis Jeffersonian-Jacksonian Democrat going 
into extravagant appropriations of money, into great systeins of 
public improvements, and all sorts of expensive navies and an 
army, and going to do everything at governmental expense, I sup- 


e. 
en. TILLMAN. Oh, no. 

ae HILL. Would the Democracy of South Carolina sanction 
that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Whatare we seeing here? The Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. Gorman] told us yesterday that this Congress 
has appropriated or promises to appropriate $600,000,000 in one 
year. Whatare you going to do with it? Spend it on every- 
thing? Very well; let us spend it so as a? the people at work. 
That is the Soutien which has been preached here to-day. I say 
let us have it, but do not let us have any more bonds to buy it 
with, which bear interest and which are mortgages upon the labor 
of the country; but let us have the greenbacks. 

Mr. HILL. The greenbacks would bea debt; the greenbacks 
would have to be paid at some time or other. 

; Mr. ALLEN and Mr, TILLMAN. But they no not bear in- 
erest. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, it is a question simply of interest, then, is it? 

Mr. ALLEN. A question of interest. 

Mr. HILL. You do not know what you are going todo. Are 
you going to issue bonds or are you going to issue greenbacks? I 


tell my friend that money is only the representative of w 
labor. This, then, is the programme: Issue the green) 
the Government issue them; issue them for public Improy 
They do not propose to issue them even under the McKin] 
tomanufacturers, dothey? I donotsuppose they intend + 
right directly from the Treasury, but suppose they are 
do it indirectly, as my friend from New emeahie [Mr. C 
LER} knows all about. I do not see how they are goine 
man a dollar unless he has earned it. I do not see how 
sional man would get another dollar if the Treasury we, 
gold or full of silver unless he earned it. ¥ 

Mr. President, it is this false doctrine that the people 
rich by public legislation against which I protest. | 
against this new-fangled doctrine—call it South Caro) 
mocracy, or Populist Democracy, or what you please | 
that the people are to get rich simply by the Governmen: 
more money. It is a false idea, I tell my friend, and whic } 
to the people upon that idea and tells that to the plain { 
the mechanic or the intelligent people of this country, 
me God” he will be deceived. . 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator will allow me? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from No 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President,no man expects, least of »)! 

I expect, that when this money is issued it is to be given to 
body; but if you putin circulation in this country mone) 

that can not be contracted and expanded at the will of { 
so as to raise or lower prices at the will of the speculators, wh. 
you get money that they can not dam up, when you decentralize 
the money by a new banking system, so that the people of the 
whole country can go to the banks and get money instead of 
ing toll to New York, your great millionaires in New York wi! 
become poor and the happy prosperous farmers of this country 
will be more numerous. . 

Mr. HILL. There is nothing to prevent the millionaires or 
the farmers or the mechanics or the laborers of South Carolina 
from establishing a bank to-day if they have the money with 
which todo it. They can not pledge old worn-out lands to ge 
money on. The people must labor and produce something t 
produces wealth. There is no more cealuohve monopoly in na- 
tional banks than in any other kind of banks. Any man who has 
got the capital may establish one. It may do for a while, like 
my friend here, to preach this sort of doctrine to the people; i 
may do in hard times, you will then find listeners, but you 
not fool the people, in my judgment, in this way. This 
stantly calling people ‘‘ gold bugs,” this constantly calling every- 
body who lives in New York “a millionaire” will not do. \\ 
have, Mr. President, our poor people in New York ani we ha 
our rich dy 7 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him’ 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not say all you New Yorkers were mil- 
lionaires, because you have more white slaves in sight of t! 
Statue of Liberty, or within 10 miles of it, than are to be found 
in any other area on the American continent. 

Mr. HILL. That is an old story with my friend, which he has 
repeatedly told on the stump. The State of New York is no «i'- 
ferent from any other State. We have got just and equal laws, 
made by the people of our State. Our — are fndustrious. 
What money they have they have acquired by hard labor upon 
their farms, in their manufactories, and they are, in the main, 4 
contented and happy people. There will be in times like these 
some distress; there will be times when labor will be scarce; there 
will be times when labor will be plentiful; there will be times o! 
high prices, and there will be times of low prices. What I say is 
that it is the height of demagogism to attempt to preach to the 
people that all of this condition of affairs which has occurred in 
all the periods of the world can be cured by legislation. It ¢ in 
not be done. Legislation may aid us in the great battle of life: | 
may do us some good, as good laws may help. and bad laws may 
injure some; but, in the main, the doctrine which [| teach 4’ 
the doctrine which I learned from my father, and which | think 
should be taught to future generations, is that, in the main. every 
man in this free country of ours is the architect of his own ‘or 
tune. Each man has the same right to become a million ure * 
the sons of men in New York who have accumulated their ms 
lions, and honestly. ; _ 

Sir, it is not nece that I should to any extent defend wa 
are called the millionaires of Wall street. They are like eveTy” 
one else, they are endeavoring to get rich. The farmers 
ing to better their condition, trying to educate their children; t 
laborers are trying to build their humble homes; all are {") 1" ve 
better their condition ir life. They can not be much ac’ ») 
legislation. —[ 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from New York alow ™ 
*o interrupt him? 


A 
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The PRESIDENT yrotempore. Does the Senator from New 
York yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. HILL. Ido. : ; 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why do you resist, then, the repeal of legis- 
lation which we have tried to get undone here? Why do you pre- 
vent us from restoring the money which we had from 1787 up to 
1873? Why do you legislate against the people by cutting the 
standard in half, and thereby reducing the value of everything in 
this country one-half except debts, and reducing the productions 
of labor one-half, and then say legislation has nothing to do 
with it? You can not deny the proposition that by bad laws this 
country has been brought to a condition of bankruptcy; and it 
will only be by having good laws and a change of the system 
inaugurated which will restore any decent degree of prosperity. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, physical facts have a great deal to 
do with the prosperity of a country. In nearly every twenty-five 
years of the history of this country, even when our fathers before 
us were governing the country, we had bad times; we had periods 
of excitement, we had periods of depression, when prices were low, 
when men were suffering for money and for the necessaries of life. 
It will be so during all the future history of this country. 

The solution of the silver question, sir, will not cure all the 
evils. It may help some, according to my friend from South 
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Carolina, if he solves it,and it may not. Iam not now going to dis- | 


cuss the silver question. Let us reserve that for some other day. 
Iam simply now going to call the attention of my friend to this 
fact. It is evident from his views that while he does not profess 
Populism he is making steady strides toward that party. He 
agrees with that party in the main on some of its essential features. 
lask him to remain with the true men from the South and the 
West in the endeavor to have party reforms within party lines. 

What will be the effect of the action which he unwisely sug- 

sts? The effect of the action which he suggests will be a split 
at Chicago, and our Republican friends will be intrenched in 
power for another quarter of a century, with all the evils which 
are likely to occur. 

If Democracy means the teaching of the people that they can 
get rich simply legislation, I will have none of it. Thatis not 
the Democracy of Jefferson and Jackson; it is not, as I think, true 
South Carolina Democracy. If Democracy means the issue of 
paper money as the future money of this country, I will have none 
of it. Lhave never believed, and do not believe, that the Demo- 
cratic party think that this Government has the real constitu- 
tional power to make paper currency a legal tender. Weopposed 
it when it was done and we criticised the decision of the Supreme 


Court on that subject. The Democratic party is to-day thoroughly | 


in favor of hard money and opposed toa papercurrency. The 
position of the Democratic party is that this country can not be 


discussed our respective positions. My friend does not wish to do 
me injustice. y 

Sir, [do not speak for Wall street, and he knows it. In nocam- 
paign of mine, the first I made in the Empire State, have I 
ever had the support of any considerable number of the men who 
do business upon Wall street. I have antagonized their views. 
I have endeavored, so far as I could, to keep the Democracy of New 


York with the Democracy of the rest of the country, upon the 


financial as well as upon other questions; yet the Senator from 
South Carolina, in the heat of argument, in the excitement of de- 
bate, when he says he is becoming desperate, or the people are 
— desperate, stigmatizes me as the representative of Wall 
street. 

Mr. President, the very men who are engaged in selling bonds 
are largely Republicans. The Democratic party in New York in 


the main is composed of the masses of the people, some bankers | 


and business men, the farmers, mechanics, and the men of aver- 
age means. Those are the men who stood by the Senator's State 
in the days when it needed friends; they are the men who stood 
up for Democratic principles, who have resisted the bills which 
were intended to harass and annoy your people. They are the 
men to whom the Democracy of every State have never appealed 
in vain to do what they could to aid the Democratic cause. We 
were the followers not of Wall street; we were the followers of 
Horatio Seymour; we were the followers of Samuel J. Tilden; we 
Were the followers of the men who in this body and in other bodies 
Were trying to do all they could for the Democratic party when 
extremecounsels prevailed elsewhere, so that we were handicapped 
in all our efforts. Our friends who have only the one idea of silver 
forget all this. They think they are strong enough to branch out 
or themselves. Be not deceived. The man from the South or 
the West who tries to take the Democratic party masses away 
from the old party upon the single idea of silver will find himseif 
mistaken. Disaster will come, and the whole country be lost to 
the Democratic party if any such effort succeeds. 

, et us diseuss this question of financial differences in a manly, 
in a fair, in an honest, and sincere way. I can discuss it without 
making any unkind remarks as to those who diifer with me. 
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What good does it do for Democrats to arraign the Administra- 





tion which they helped to put in power because upon a few 
things we differ with it? The President and the Secretarv of the 
Treasury have stood up against paternalism. The President has 
stood up against legislation which has been forced upon him. 1 
am not here to defend any pension vetoes. I know nothing in 
regard to the merits of them one way or th | ve 
been a few pension vetoes. Such is the ven 

such the indiscretion, such the judg of my ft t he 


thinks it is necessary to go out of his wav to r up ? ‘ 1 
dice against the Democratic President of the United $ b 
cause he may have vetoed some bill for some desert tram} 
or somebody or other of that kind. Oh,no; Mr. Presi 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doe 
Senator from Nebraska? 
Mr. HILL. Not now, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator declines to 
Mr. HILL. I want the Democratic party protected 
be, from such extreme utterances. The President is in } ( 
was placed there by Democratic votes. I differ from many thi 
in his Administration. It is not necessary that I should publi 
or proclaim them. He, in my humble judgment, is not a candi 
date for reelection. Why trouble ourselves in regard t 


ve Senator yield to th 


o him 


those who surround him? Let us prepare for the conflict against 
our common enemies and not quarrel here among ourselves. For 
one, I say to you, I protest against a few men, whether in the South 


or in the West, taking that position on asingle idea. I deny that 
my friend speaks for the South. I deny that those speak for tl 
West who assume to say that this party is to be wrecked, divided, 
and split upon this one question of the details of financial legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. President, it will be a sad day for the country when that 
occurs. The Democratic party has done much for the country in 
the past, and it is capable of doing much for it in the future. 
What I suggest is that we should pursue this policy: ‘ In essen- 
tials, unity; in nonessentials, liberty; in all things, charity.” 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I gave notice last night, not fully 
apprehending how dreary a day it would be, but feeling that 
there might be trouble, that unless the pending bill was finished 
I would ask for a night session. Now, in view of the fact that 
the entire week has been consumed with this one appropriation 
bill, nominally, four-fifths of the time having been taken up by 
discussions entirely outside of the bill, I appeal to Senators 
stand by in some endeavor or some plan for disposing of the bil 
Otherwise to-morrow morning we shall be in precisely the : 


| situation as we were this morning, and the day will go and noth 
| ing will be done. Iam entirely willing either to stay now il 
made rich simply by legislation. Now, my friend and I have thus | 


un 
7 or 8 o'clock, until we finish the bill, or to have a night session. 
Tasku nanimonsconsent that the Senate take a recess until o'clock. 

Mr. ALLEN. I object to the request. 

Mr. HALE. Then I ask unanimous consent that we stay here 
to-night until the bill is finished. 

Mr. ALLEN. I object to that, Mr. President. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I do not know what I can now do. 
instead of making the motion which I shall do later, unless I can 
get another agreement, and ask the sense of the Senate ona night 
session. I will, however, make another proposition, that the bill 
be taken up to-morrow morning—— 

Mr. HAWLEY. At 11 o'clock. 

Mr. HALE. At 11 o'clock, taking a recess until that hour; that 
the consideration of the bill proceed until 2 o'clock; that after 
that time it be considered under the five-minute rule until 4 
o'clock, when the final vote shall be taken upon the bill and 
amendments. 

Mr. President, it seems to me that in making that proposition 
we avoid the inconvenience of a night session, although we fre- 
quently have night sessions in the last month of each session of 
Congress, and may have to have them hereafter. I gave notice 
last night to that effect, so that there should be no surprise; but 
to avoid either staying here now or coming here to-night I restate 
the proposition, that we take a recess until 11 o’clock to-morrow 
morning, that the bill be then at once taken up and continu 
until 2 o’clock—that is three hours—that then it be considered 
under the five-minute rule until 4 o’clock, when the vote shall be 
taken upon the bill and the pending amendments. If that be 
agreed to, I shall not ask the Senate to vote upon a proposition 
for a night session. Otherwise, I must take the sen 
ate as to some method of disposing of the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. [ understand the anxiety of the Senator from 
Maine to dispose of the bill at an eat'y date, and there is no dis- 
position on my part to prolong its consideration unduly. I do not 
think the bill has been delayed unduly, except possibly to-day, 
when we entered into the discussion of matters which have no 
special relation to this particular measure. I suggest to the Sen 
ator that while, of course, in the last month of the session we usu 
ally hold night sessions, because we are pressed for time, that 


j 


» OL the Sen- 


—— 
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observation does not apply in thiscase. Notime has yet been fixed 
for Congress to adjourn, and it can not at present be said that this 
is the last month of the session. 

At the same time I suggest to the Senator that he agree that the 
Senate shall meet to-morrow at the usual time (to-morrow being 
Saturday, it will be almost impossible to get Senators here earlier 
than that hour) and proceed with the bill immediately after the 
ordinary morning business is concluded, which will consume 
some ten or fifteen minutes. Then let the general discussion go 
on until half past 2 o’clock, and after that under a ten-minute 
rule, with the distinct understanding that we shall remain here 
and finish the bill to-morrow night. The reason why I do not 
want to agree to fixing an exact time for a vote is because it 
might exclude some amendments, as we know has been the case 
heretofore under such agreements; but we can continue under 
the ten-minute rule after half past 2 o’clock, or I have no objec- 
tion to the five-minute rule, provided the amendment that is 
pending from the Committee on Naval Affairs in regard to the 

rice of armor is disposed of before half past 2. That amendment 
{ do not believe can be disposed of under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. HALE. I will accept—— 

Mr. GORMAN, We will agree to vote on the bill before we 
adjourn to-morrow evening. 

r. HALE. Laccept that proposition. 
reasonable in every respect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before I can consent to any agreement, 1 
wish to make a statement. I have been in my seat for three con- 
secutive days waiting to offer an amendment on which I desire to 
be heard briefly, a little er than five minutes, oe fifteen 
minutes, and I think it is due to my constituents that I should 
have that privilege. I have neglected other business and have 
been here at my personal inconvenience listening to speeches to 
which I did not care to listen, not knowing when they might be 
completed, and while I am very desirous to have the bill finished, 
I shall rather insist on my right to offer the amendment and to be 
heard upon it for about fifteen minutes. 

Mr. HALE. I will agree, so far as I can, as the manager of the 
bill, that after disposing of the present amendment the Senator's 
amendment shall come up next, so that he shall have the oppor- 
tunity he desires. 

Mr. GALLINGER. All right. 

Mr. HALE. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from Mary- 
land [Mr. GorMAN]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE] asks unanimous consent that the pending bill may be taken 
up for consideration immediately after the routine business to- 
morrow morning; that its consideration shall be continued until 
2 o’clock under the ordinary rule, but after 2 o’clock the debate 
shall proceed under the five-minute rule, and that the bill and all 
amendments shall be disposed of before adjournment to-morrow 
night. Is there objection? 

r. SQUIRE. wish to say that I have one or two amend- 
ments which I wish to present. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Washington shall have an op- 
oe tin his amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Maine? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Iam authorized to move the pending amend- 
ment by direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs; and in order 
that it may be within the rule, I ask that it may be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. HALE. 1 move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, May 2, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


I wish to be entirely 


Fripay, May 1, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. CoupDeEn. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 

roved. 

. RAMSAY CROOKS. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (8.115) for the relief of the estate of Ramsay Crooks. 


Whereas Ramsay Crooks, late of the State of New York, was, Goring to 
years 1842 to 1847, inclusive, a duly authorized and licensed trader, doing - 
ness with the Indians of Lake Superior, during which period he furnished 
said Indians a large amount of supplies necessary for their subsistence, and 
to enable them to carry on the chase; that in a 1848 he was ed 
by others as traders for said Indians, whereby of necessity he left an out- 
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standing indebtedness due to him from certain bands of said Indians. y},;. 
has never been paid to said Crooks, nor to his legal representatives: gy.) h 


Whereas the said Ramsay Crooks, in his lifetime, filed said claims 


office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, showing that there wa. q..° 

him from the Pillager and Lake Winnebagoshish band the sum ot ©; \),, 4 

and from a certain other band, known as the Chippewa Indians of th. \\.....’ 

sippi, the sum of $3,308.82, making a total amount of such indebted)...» 

$9,719.62: Therefore ‘ 
Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and there hereby is, appropriat., 

the Treasury of the United States, from any money not otherwise 

ated, the sum of $9,719.62, to enable the eo the Interior to. 

said claims against the Pil rand Lake Winnebagoshish band of |; 

the sum of $6,410.80 and the Chippewa Indians of the Minnesota |); 

sum of $3,308.82, and pay said amount, or so much thereof as he s) f 

be due, to the administrator of the estate of said Ramsay Crooks ;; 

respective bands, and charge the same to any annuities or other m 

or to become due, from the United States to the said Indians, in su 

tions as shall be found to be due therefrom. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I think the report should be read. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The report is somewhat lengthy, and jf jt 
will satisfy the gentleman I can make a short statement «/ +) 
facts and of the pur of the bill. This bill is for the payne 
of a claim against the Chippewa and Winnebagoshish |), 
Minnesota. The bill has already passed the Senate, and has been 
favorably reported by the House Committee on Indian \ {fairs 
The claim is for supplies furnished to these two bands or t: 
Indians by Mr. Crooks in his lifetime, and the only objec: 
bill is to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to inquire in), ay, 
ascertain the exact amount due to the heirs of Mr. Crooks for | 
supplies furnished, and to pay the same and charge it to 
account of these Indians, who have at this time large annni: 
their credit in the Treasury. The claim was considered i), and 
genes the Fifty-first Congress, and was reported favorably in the 

ifty-second Congress. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
these Indians have alarge sum to their credit now? , 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DOCKERY. The question arose in my mind, on hearing 
the bill read, whether or not it was specific and clear enouch, In 
other words, whether by implication it did not require the Govern. 
ment to make payment of this amount, and then, if any 
should be pl to the credit of these Indians hereafter, to 
itu ainst them. 

r. TAWNEY. Iam informed that these Indians have a large 
amount of pemes their credit at the present time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has this bill been referred to the Commis- 


id 
it 


ilans of 


{ 
Tt the 


es to 


funds 


harge 


sioner of Indian Affairs or the eener of the Interior? 


Mr. TAWNEY. It hasbeen beforethe Department. It will be 
observed that this bill simply authorizes the Secretary to ascertain 
the amount actually due, and provides that the amount so ascer- 
tained shall be paid and charged to the account of these [niians. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Does the report contain a letter from the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs or from the Secretary of the 
Interior approving this bill? 

Mr. TA EY. It does not contain anything from the present 
Secretary of the Interior, but the claim has been approved by the 
Department in t Administrations. One of the members of the 
Commuttee on Indian Affairs, the gentleman from New York 

ess ne informs me that the present Secretary has a) proved 
is bill. 

Mr. FISCHER. My recollection is that this bill has the ap- 
proval of the Secretary of the Interior. I will state that that rec- 
ollection is founded upon the fact that the committee has recom- 
mended no bills at this session that have not had the approval of 
the Department. Iam satisfied, therefore, that this has gone to 
the Department for approval. 

Mr. CKERY. But the committee have no communication 
in writing from the Secretary of the Interior approving the bill! 

Mr. FISCHER. All approvals from the Department are in 
writing, and possibly I can find this one in the committee room. 
The ent does not send us any merely oral approvals. 

Mr. ERY. Several gentlemen around me surest 8 
query which I will propound to the gentleman in charge vo! this 
a - their information: Why has not this claim been paid here 
tofore 

Mr. TAWNEY. In reply to that I can only say that after the 
supplies were furnished, Mr. Crooks went to the West [ndies, Te 
mained there for some time, and died there. After his deat! his 
estate was administered, and the heirs, who were at that time 
scattered all over the country, could not and did not take imme 
diate action to recover this claim, but as soon as they could they 
did take such action, and since that time they have been proce! 
ing diligently in sneer of their claim before Congress 2 
order to secure its adjustment by giving the Secretary of the lu 
terior authority to ascertain the amount and to pay the same out 
of the annuities due these Indians. ; 

Mr. DINGLEY. When were these supplies furnished’ _ 

Mr. TAWNEY. In 1845,I think. The date is set forth in the 
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Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Who was Mr. Crooks? Sec. 3. That the first election of such Delegate shall be held on the Ist day 

Mr TAWNEY. He was a licensed trader with the Indians, oe Cetonen ae the | ee tees, and thereafterwards such elections shall be held 

i these supplies were furnished to these tribes. In fact, the on the first Tuesday of September in each year when the members of the 
an¢ a i 


amount claimed by the estate is larger than the amount in the bill. 


| House of Representatives are chosen 
Sec. 4. That the governor, United States district j 
| 














udge, clerk of the dis- 
‘ i trict court, and United States marshal of the district, immediately after the 
Mr. CANNON. Let =e read this to the gentleman from this passage of this act, shall establish polling vlaces, located = ni e tly = 
claimant's own statement: : . ; may be, for the general accommodation of the voters, the w! imber of 
For the balance due and remaining unpaid for the merchandise furnished such polling places not to exceed 100 for the first el: and prescribe 
them in the course of the trade carriec on_ with them by the agents of the | regulations for ascertaining the qualifications of voters and for i the 
American Fur Company from the year 1817 to 1841, inclusive, when myself | elections, which shall be binding upon the officers nducting the same 
and associates assumed the business and carried it on with these Indians to | They shall also appoint an election board for each polling pla posed of 
the same extent as for the preceding twenty-five years, say $206.80 per an- a judge, two inspectors, and two clerks, not more than t whom shall 
pum for twenty-five years, amounting in all to $5,170, and from the year 1842 | belong to the same political party, so far as it shall be f i practicable to 
to 1848, when the trade passed from mine to the hands of Charles W. rt obtain suitable persons of different political parties 
and Charles H. Oakes, six years, at $206.80, $1,240.80, making together $6,410.80. _— goseenee —_ by peo lamation, give sixty days’ not f ime 
: . | when and of the polling places where the election shall be held, and shall also 
And so on, and so on. This man seems to have been the as- | issue the necessary instructions to the election boards in conformity to the 
signee of the American Fur Company, and this claim goes back | regulations aforesaid. 
into ancient history. I must object, Mr. Speaker. Exe 5. That all male citizens of the United States who shall have attainod 
: ; ; the age of 21 years, and who shall have been actual residents of id Distr 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. for four months last prior to the election, shall be entitled to vote by ba 
WILSON VS. M LAURIN, at one polling ore and no more, at each election, for a Delegate to represent 
Mr. CODDING. Mr. Speaker,I desire to present a report from | wa lw ye ly en pt peg eg DD 
2 . 2 ~ ° SEC i. i 6 electio oar shali make returt bv ™m I 
the Committee on Elections No. 3, in the case of Joshua E. Wilson | such other convenient method of transmission as they m on domed 
vs. John McLaurin. The resolutions in the report represent the worthy, of the results of the election at their several polling places, to the 
unanimous sense of the committee, and I ask for immediate action. | clerk of the United States district court of said District, who shall compile 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the resolutions. caeiiac ane ah i a oe aaa of vor ‘ ; ‘ 7 e t ' th - 
The Clerk read as follows: | electors qualified as herein provided, returns of which shall have been re 
Resolved, That Joshua E. Wilson was not elected a Representative in the | ceived on or before the second Tuesday of November next following the 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Sixth Congressional district of South Carolina, — ~ = declared elected by the governor, who shall issue his certifi 
js not entitled to e seat. , ca Le a Core ingly. A 2 , 
“Tesoleed, That John McLaurin was elected a Representative in the Fifth- | _ S&c.7. That the capennes Maetaeen in carrying the foregoing provisions 
fourth Congress from the Sixth district of South Carolina, and is entitled to | into effect, not exceeding $5 at any one polling place, including postii 
the seat. | ay = aaes on as se returns - election therein, nor 
‘ . . | $3,000 in the aggregate for the election in the entire District, shall be audited 
The question being taken on agreeing to the resolutions, they | and paid out of the Treasury of the United States 
were agreed to. Sec. 8. That this act shall take effect on its passage 
ELECTION CONTEST—MURRAY VS. ELLIOTT. The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
. I 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I desire to submit a privileged report. | of this bill? 
The Committee on Elections No. 3 have directed me to submit Mr. PERKINS. I do not propose to object to the consideration 
their report on the contested election case of Murray vs. Elliott, | of the bill; but if it be considered I shali ask a little time to pre- 
from the First Congressional district of South Carolina. I ask | sent my views with reference to it. 
| 


that the i be printed and that consent be given to the mi- | 
nority of | e committee to submit their views at any time before | time to be occupied (and it must be a brief time) it will be my 
this case is called up for consideration. . duty to object, because of the special order. 

The resolutions appended to the report of the committee are as Mr. SCRANTON. How much time does the gentleman suggest’ 


Mr. HENDERSON. Unless there is some agreement as to the 


follows: “ staae bicelles ; Mr. HENDERSON. If the bill can be disposed of in thirty or 
Resolved, That William Elliott was not elected and is not entitled to a seat | forty minutes—say thirty minutes—I shall be willing to let it go 
ata repo Congress from the First Congressional district of South forward; otherwise, in justice to the special order and to those 


Resolved, That George W. Murray was elected and is entitled to a seat in | interested in amendments, I shall feel it my duty to object. 
the Fifty-fourth Congress from the First Congressional district of South| Mr. SCRANTON. If we can have forty minutes, I think that 


Carolina. . ; a 
‘ : time will be sufficient. 

The SPEAKER. The report of the committee will be ordered The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
to be printed and referred to the House Calendar. If there be no | gcranron] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration 
objection, the minority of the committee will have leave to file | of the bill just read and that a vote be taken on it in forty min- 
their views at any time before the case is called up. utes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 


There was no objection. The House proceeded to the consideration of the bill. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on the Terri- 
On motion of Mr. HALL, by unanimous consent, the Commit- | tories, during a series of welhettentel meetings within the past 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads was discharged from the | three months, has given patient and thorough attention to the 
further consideration of the bill (H. R. 6307) to amend section 4 of | condition of Alaska. Of the many measures of remedial legisla- 
the act approved March 2, 1895, being an act amendatory of an | tion proposed for her people the committee has selected the bill 
act with reference to the postal service; and the same was referred | now presented for consideration of this House, and, with but a 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. single dissenting voice, has indorsed a request for favorable action. 
BRIDGE ACROSS TALLAHATCHIE RIVER, MISSISSIPPI. It has seemed to us that the time had come when something should 
Mr. KYLE. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- be done for Alaska, and that the best way to help her was to en- 
eration of the joint resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain | 2ble her citizens to help themselves by admitting their duly elected 
bridge across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, | TepTesentative to the privileges of a Delegate in Congress. Since 


State of Mississippi, a lawful structure. this was first attempted fourteen years ago, in the Forty-seventh 
The joint pomees with the substitute reported by the Com- Congress, when M. D. Ball appeared in Washington as the duly 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, was read. elected and accredited representative of Alaska, and unsuccess- 
There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- fully knocked at the door of this House during that entire Con- 
tion of the joint resolution. gress, the country has witnessed the marvelous development of 
The substitute was agreed to. Alaska’s mines and fisheries. Her white population, despite the 


The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed | Most adverse civil conditions, has also increased during that period 
for a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, | t© twice as many thousands as there were hundreds in 1880. The 


and passed. conditions now seem to justify the recognition desired, as is more 
On motion of Mr. KYLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote fully set forth in the committee's report, which Lask to have read. 

was laid on the table. The Clerk proceeded to read the report, as follows: 
DELEGATE FROM ALASKA, The Committee on the Territories, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


Mr. SCRANTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present | 5) entitled “A bill providing for the election of a Delegate from the Dis- 


consi : a . trict of Alaska to the House of Representatives of the United States," have 
deration of the bill (H. R. 3826) providing for the election of | had it under consideration, and respectfully report the sane with the recom- 


& Delegate from the District of Alaska to the House of Representa- | mendation that it do pass. 


tiv the ted A similar bill was unanimously reported by the Committee on the Terri- 

The bee Uni States. tories of the House of Representatives near the close of the Fifty-third Con- 

Be : was read, as follows: gress, but too late for further action, in support of which that committee 
i 


United qacted, ete., That a Delegate to the House of Representatives of the | said: sh , 
hited States from the District of Alaska shall be chosen by the people “ The isolated condition of the Territory of Alaska and the great distance 
dstivcand De be a citizen of the United States and shall discharge like | from the seat of Government renders it impracticable for Congress to know 


entitled to the same rights, privileges, and emoluments as are | the condition of the Territor’. It has received but small attention from Con- 
dncharged, exercised, and joyed b Belaeotes from the several Territories ess since the pa: 2 of the act organizing a district government in 1884. 
of the United States in the ouse of Representatives. The development of the country, the increase of population, and the invest- 


fae. 2. That the first Delegate shall be chosen for the remainder of the term | ment of capital demand a more perfect government and more legislation by 
the Fifty-fourth and for the full term of the Fifty-fifth Congress | Congress, which can only be formulated by those who are acquainted wit 
&t the same election, each succeeding Delegate shall be chosen for the | the environment and needs of the Territory.” pei 
full term of the Congress next succeeding his election. In submitting a like unanimous report in favor of the passage of this bill 
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our committee deem it proper to enlarge somewhat upon the views thus 
briefly and forcibly stated by the committee of the Fifty-third Congress. 

The District of Alaska has a surface area of 577,000 square miles, or one- 
sixth that of the whole United States and Territories, and by its location is of 
commanding importance to our future commercial and political relations. 
Independent of its internal resources, it is essentially an outlying dependency, 
the very last part of our domain which we can afford to neglect or leave to 
the contro! of its sparse Pa. This peculiar circumstance of itself ren- 
ders the presence of a well-informed Delegate a upon this floor. 

The resources of Alaska in goid, iron, and coal are already known to be very 
great, if not inexhaustible. She has now the largest stamp mill in existence, 
and well-informed authorities believe that she will soon produce $10,000,000 
in gold annually, and ultimately become one of the greatest gold-producing 
regions known. 

ore than 100 species of food fish swarm in her waters. Her salmon, cod, 
and halibut will feed the world. The annual product of salmon is now over 
$3,000,000. Her fur-bearing animals now constitute one of the chief sources of 
supply, and such is the nature of the country that they are not likely ever 
to become less important. 

Some idea of her maritime extent may be derived from the fact that her 
coast line, including islands, is 26,364 miles in length, while that of all the rest 
of our country is 7,543 miles. 

The population of Alaska was the census of 1890: White, 4,298; mixed, 
1,823; Indian, 23,531; Mongolian, 2,288; all others, 112; total, 32,052. 

Governor Sheakley, in his report for the year 1895, estimates the white popu- 
lation at 8,000, of whom 1,500arein the Yukon Valley. The whiteimmigration 
is believed now to be more than 10,000, four-fifths of which is located in south- 
eastern Alaska, the city of Juneau alone having upward of 2,000, and there 
is every indication of its great and continued increase, for the resources of 
this vast —— must continue to attract capital and labor for all time. 

The mixed population, generally the offspring of Russian inhabitants who 
did not elect to return to their natural allegiance after the treaty of ces- 
sion, and of Indian women, which was 1,823 by the census of 1890, is by the 
census officials reported to be rapidly diminishing in numbers, and the In- 
dians generally to be not increasing much, if at all. We have, then, a popu- 
lation of at least 10,000 white Americans, nae all of them citizens of the 
United States, and by reason of the absence of families an unusual propor- 
tion of them entitled to vote, with a prospective increase to which no limits 
can be placed, inhabiting and developing a region comprising one-sixth the 
area of the United States, stretching along and commanding the Pacific 
Ocean and its principal lines of commerce for all time, yet so situated that 
by reason of her vast extent and great difficulties of intercommunication, 
her lack of agricultural capabilities, which are the foundation of States, the 
diverse elements of her population largely such as are at present inadmis- 
sible to American citizenship, they can probably never become a State in the 
Union, or even be benefited by a Territorial form of government—certainly 
not for many years to come—a population of necessity now and hereafter to 
be almost whelly dependent upon Congress for legislation, without any voice 
or a ——— 3 rom the people themselves in framing the laws 
by which they are governed. 

They have not even the power to protest on the floor of Copqvem against 
grose neglect to enact important laws imperatively required by their pe- 
culiar situation. 

Some idea may be obtained of the grouting need that Alaska has of repre- 
sentation on this floor by comparing the business now before Congress from 
Alaska, much of it of a fundamental nature, relating to titles, taxation, and 
the preservation of property and good order and the very existence of civi- 
lized communities, with the old States and Territories. 

Take New York, for instance, with 2 Senators and 34 Re ntatives. The 
CONGRESSIONAL Reoorp of this session thus far indicates the pendency of 
16 bills, memorials, and resolutions of a local nature from that State. 

Oklahoma, with her complicated affairs, has 32 pending local matters, while 
Alaska has 35, including not less than 15 important bills and some that have 
been pending Con s after © because there was no responsible 
Delegate to give reliable information u which to base intelligent legisla- 
tion. Asan instance of the actual conditions in Alaska, Governor Sheakley 
mentions “the city of Juneau, a mining town of 2,000 inhabitants, without 
any organized or local government whatever.’’ (See report, page 20.) 

he unfortunate state of Alaska is owing less to the willful neglect of Con- 
gress than to the lack of reliable sources of information and active repre- 
sentation. 

In confirmation of this view we incorporate an extract from a letter of 
Judge Dulaney, a resident of the SaroeT for several years, and lately ap- 
pointed judge of the United States district court of Alaska, who declares in 
effect that, much as it is needed, there should be no further —— for 
the District until she is properly represented on the floor of the House: 

“On BoaRpD Crry or TopEexKa, December 7, 1895. 
tion for this Territory, I think the energies of all who 
be first directed to securing a Delegate. 
After that other things will come. 


“Truly, yours, A. K. DULANEY.” 

We insert a table showing the white and total population of twelve of the 
States and of the Territory of Arizona at the census nearest the date of their 
organization as Territories. It will be observed that in 7 < them the 
enumeration was made several years after representation by Delegate was 
accorded, and it is well known that the influx of population was very rapid 
immediately after their organization. It is not probable that the average 
white population in these cases at the time of their becoming Territories, 
with local governments and Delegates in Congress, was over 3,000, while 
Alaska already has over 10,000 whites. 


“ Concerning le 
feel like helping this country should 
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The people of the District of Columbia, a less important comm; 
country at large than Alaska, have two great committees of Con 
stantly at their service and are in close contact with all departu. 


"Tes to one hat this great and increasi 

Thus it ap that t+ an ng body of isolated 
citizens, holding a position and possessing and representing inte : st 
ferior to those of many of the States, local and to the nation at lar 
and prospective, and who now require representation more than 
is the only — of our countrymen who, like aliens and wild ji», 
absolutely disfranchised in every sense. 

One other feature of the condition of our fellow-citizens in Alask. 
pressed itself upon us with great force. Most of their relations «_ 
with the General Government and the people are in constant necod 

te of their own choice responsible to them for the attention \ 

nnumerable affairs require at the several Executive Department 

ington; and not less necessary is it for the Departments that they 
in communication with some one whose duty it is to be correct!) 
upon the various subjects which arise. 

Accordingly, we find the e of this bill earnestly suppo: 
Treasury Department, with which the larger part of the business 
is transacted. 

In fact, the honorable Assistant Secretary Hamlin appeared | 
committee and vary enranaey and conclusively demonstrated th. 
of representation being allowed to Alaska on account of her ext: 
ness with that Department, he —_ having often found great (1. 
in determining the proper line of action for want of some reliable in)», 
= whom to fix responsibility. 

t only remains to explain the working provisions of the bill—a 
tended with some difficulty on account of the vast extent of ter 
the widely scattered population. 

It may first be observed that the object. being to give the peop), 
tunity to secure a capable and honest te, who will, howeye 
voting power, it is not necessary to raise all the delicate question. 
might arise in State and national elections. 

tever is done at the election, all the returns will be in the hands 
House, with power to seat or reject the candidate, as shall be dee), 
best interest of the whole people of Alaska; nor will the provis 
bill necessarily be operative beyond the first election. Experien 
likely to suggest improvements. 

It has been thought best to limit the right to vote in the first «| 
male citizens of the United State 21 years of age and upward. | 
simple and safe. To authorize any but citizens to vote is to depr t 
of their power. This rule will not permit the raising of doubtful quest; 
as to the — of women and Indians (which may well be consider 
on) to perplex the officials at the several voting p! 8, who will | 
ing their duties for the first time. 

he census shows that practically the voters will be white Amer 
zens, native or naturalized. 

No question can arise unless in regard to those classed as “ mixed | 
not excesting 300 or 400 voters, that whole population being 1,823 in tho \ 
1890 and rapidly diminishing. (See Census , “Alaska,” page xi 

If they are living as civilized men or" American citizens u: 
terms of the treaty with Russia dated March 30, 1867, which provid 

“Arrt. IIL The inhabitants of the ceded territory, according to their «} 
reserving their natural oo. may return to Russia within three yea 
but if they should prefer remain the ceded territory, they, wit 
exception of the uncivilized native tribes, shall be admitted to the «1 
of all. the rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the Unit: 
and shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their 
property, and religion. The uncivilized tribes will be subject t 
and regulations as the United States may from time to time ado; 
to aboriginal tribes of that country.” 

Whether these three or four hundred men (at most) shall vote or not 
vided that they are not connected with the uncivilized tribes, can not materi 
ally affect the result, as there are probably five or six thousand white Amer- 
ican citizens entitled to vote. 

The governor, the judge of the district court, the clerk, and the mars 
the district, who are familiar with the treaty, the laws, the status 
habitants, and the whole situation are by the bill charged with t! 
ment of the polling piness, the appointment of election i 
of all naceaeney instructions for the conduct of the election. 

Mr. Miner W. Bruce, who took the census of southeastern Alaska in | 
and whois familiar with the whole coast to Point Barrow, in the Arctic ( 
estimates the whole number of voters at points north of Unalaska at » 
that not more than 4 — places for them would be necessary 

Unalaska, the most ares portof the Northern Pacific Ocean, and prob- 
ably to bea great naval station, is 1,250 miles westerly of Sitka, the capital, 
which is in southeastern Alaska. 

The Aleutian Islands stretch 1,000 miles beyond Unalaska toward Asia. | 

Mr. Bruce is of the opinion that, including Unalaska, 5 polling places on'y 
will be required between Unalaska and Sitka to accommodate, as ¢=ti1a 
an aggregate of 199 votes. Southeastern Alaska, including Sitka and Ju 
estimated to contain about 3,000 voters, can be accommodated at !'), w! 
Yukon Valley, practically including all the rest, will require but 3 ort )« 
places. Thus probably nine-tenths of the voters of the whole Distr 
need but 22 stations. ; 

It would be im , making every conceivable allowance for in 

pulation (since that increase must go mainly to points already occu)" 
Pat more than 40 places can be required at the proposed election next | 
ber. The bill, however, permits the establishment of not exceeding |’ 
limits the cost to $25 each, and the total cost, in any event, to $3.10). 1 
the establishment of stations, fees of election boards, collection 
etc., all to be audited by the we Department before payment 
probable that the entire expense to the Government can exceed $.'" 

Any further expense must be borne by the people themselves, #0) 
have no laws for the levy and collection of taxes, it is but righ 
United States should provide for the first election. The vast mass 
ing legislation conce Alaska, as well as the great internationa! ' 
qu (all making a Delegate on this floor so necessary), is mor!! 
go over to the short session next winter, when it may be hoped tl 
receive consideration. cs 

The bill therefore for an election of a Delegate tothe shor’ 
of this as well as to the Fifty-fifth Con; , and the time is fixed f0 
tion this year in October, although, but for the preliminary work \w"! 
be less hereafter), September would be the better month on accoun 
shortness of the season. a 

A mail steamer leaves Unalaska for Sitka October 15, and other con" 
is such from points still more remote that all the returnscan be ee ee tee 
hands of the rae early in November, which will give opportun™> 

te to reach Washington promptly at the opening of the nes 
which, from the postponement of legislation, his servic’ 
ly thesame value as for a full term. ¢ Alas! 
veral occasions (* has been by the people Of AP ublic 
@ floor of this House. 


‘ongress 
= them ee ae _ Delegate on on of her representative 1180, 
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and of many others who know the situation, have prayed for her this privi 
lege—if, inc eed, it be not an inherent right—a eiveege the exervise of 
which is as important to the country at large as to herself. - 

They are the only body of American citizens who have no voice whatever 
he making of the laws by which they are governed, and, in view of all the 


precedin considerations, your committee urge the immediate passage of 


this bill in order that the necessary preparations may be made for an elec 
tion next October. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the remainder o 
the report be printed in the Recorp without reading, as I fin 
that it will take up more time than I have to spare. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is at liberty to dispense with 
the reading of the report ; 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like, before proceeding 
with this any further, to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a 
question. I see that there is a provision in the bill for the election 
of a Delegate to represent that part of the Territory at the remain- 
der of this session of Congress as well as in the next Congress. 
Now, does the gentleman think it would be desirable to put in 
operation the machinery of an election to supply a Delegate from 
that Territory for the remainder of this Congress? And does he 
think it advisable, especially in view of the fact that it will be 
necessary to change the date of the election from that on which 
the election is usually held? Does he not think it better to provide 
a Delegate to be elected to take his seat at the beginning of the 
regular session of the next Congress, instead of going through the 
form and putting in operation the machinery of an election to 
provide one for the ninety days of this Congress? 

Mr. SCRANTON. I will reply by asking the gentleman an- 
other question. Do you not think that it would be a good. busi- 
ness operation to get a large share of work out of a Delegate, at 
proportionate cost, at this term of Congress—work that is neces- 
sary to be performed for the benefit of that Territory—rather than 
to wait for the regular session of the next Congress? 

Mr. McMILLIN. Well, Mr. Speaker, my observation has led 
me to conclude, and my experience has shown me in connection 
with such matters in this House, that men coming to Congress 
for the first time, and occupying their seats for the ninety days of 
the short session—the closing days of the Congress—when they 
are not familiar with the work of Congress are not very likely to 
accomplish anything of importance. I do not believe it can be 
done. I have never seen it done yet, and do not think it worth 
while to try the experiment now. 

Furthermore, I would suggest that the gentleman does not seem 
to take into consideration the remoteness of this Territory, the 
difficulty of getting here, the time that will necessarily transpire 
before an election can be held, the machinery put in operation, 
and the Delegate arrive. It seems to me if wepassthis bill at all 
that it should be prospective in character and apply not to this 
Congress, but to the coming Congress. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. What has become of the read- 
ing of the report, which was commenced? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has with- 
drawn the request for the further reading of the report. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I listened to this report as far 
as it was read, was quite interested in it, and would like to hear 
the rest of it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is, of 
course, entitled to present his views in such manner as he sees fit. 
If he has presented to the House all of the report that he saw 
proper to present, he has the right to withdraw the remainder 
of it. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. If I can have time to read the 
test of the report, before I am called upon to vote, I would not 
probably object to the bill. 
unless by unanimous consent it has been dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the reading of the re- 


l 





port does not ere that kind of proceeding. 
Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Then I will take the floor and | 


have it read in my own time. 

The SPEAKER. But the gentleman can not take the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania off the floor. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania yield me the floor for a short time? 

Mr. SCRANTON. I have but forty minutes altogether—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, it appears that the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has control of the forty minutes allowed by 
the House for the consideration of the bill. I hope the gentleman 
will bear in mind that I would like a few minutes myself. 
7. ar SCRANTON. Certainly. How much time—fifteen min- 

Mr. PERKINS. It would not be unreasonable, I think, to ask 
fifteen minutes, 

Mr. SCRANTON. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa fifteen 
minutes, and reserve the balance of the time. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I would like to be allowed, before that is done, 
With the consent of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, to suggest 
ai amendment to be added at the close of the bill. 
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And I insist upon the reading of it | 
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The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment, after 
which the Chair will ask consent. ; 
The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 4 f the bill insert, in line6, after the word lited,” the words 
by the proper accounting officers upon t A \ t V ? 
TheSPEAKER., Isthere objeciion to the: g of the amend- 

ment? 

‘There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the amendment? 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I obj 

Mr. DOCKERY. Oh, I hope the gentleman will n t to 
this amendment. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. What is the purport of tl 
amendment? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Simply to cirect the governor to approve the 


vouchers of the election expenses. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 
that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there further objection to the amendment: 

There being no objection, the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill of such general 
importance that it seems to me it would have been quite proper 
to have given more time for its consideration. As a member of 
the Committee on Territories,in the consideration of this bill I 
could not bring myself to believe that it was prudent or 
action for this House to make the provision recommended here 
for a Delegate from the Territory of Alaska. I think that the 
report, a portion of which has been read, itself establishes the 
incompetency of Alaska for Territorial relations. I read, Mr. 
Speaker, from the report: 

We have, then, a population of at least 10,000 white Americans 

So far as that is concerned, that is an estimate. T! 
census in Alaska in 1890 gaye 4,298. TI! 


Very well; I will not object to 


wise 


? 
1e alleged 


he governor, in his report 

in 1895, estimates the white population at 8,000. It is assumed 
that it has increased since that time by reason of some imimigra- 
tion to the Yukon Valley. But never mind 
nearly all of them citizens of the United States, and by reason of the abe 
sence of their families 

They are there temporarily, a migratory people— 
an unusual number 

The report continues— 
are entitled to vote, with a prospective increase to which no limit can be 
placed. 

Now mark you— 
inhabiting and developing a region comprising one-sixth the area of the 
United States, stretching along and commanding the Pacific Ocean and it 
principal lines of commerce for all time, yet so situated that by reason of her 
vast extent and great difficulties of intercommunication, her lack of agricu 
tural capabilities, which are the foundation of states, the diverse elements 
of her population, largely such as are at present inadmissib] » Ameri 
en anny never become a State in the Union, or even be 
benéfited by a Territorial form of government—certainly not for many year 


to come. 
Therefore we have an admission in this report, supported by 
all the evidence produced by the most ardent friends of this mea 
ure, that Alaska can never be granted a Territorial form of 
ernment. 
Now, whom will this Territorial Delegate represent? 


OV- 


on) 


There is 


now practically no civil government in Alaska. There are, as we 
understand it, no citizens in Alaska. There are no homes there. 
There are no titles to property. There is no system of taxation. 


But so anomalous is this condition of things, that it is 


provided 
that we shall place the elective system in tl 


ie e. 
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He be mmis- 
sion consisting of the governor, the judge of the supreme court. 
the clerk of the court, and the marshal, who shall make regula- 


tions for this election—an election in a Territory on 
area of the entire United States, with no comminication in the 
interior, and communication practically impossibl They shall 
establish polling places, and the returns shall be made to thes 
gentlemen; and it is provided that the election shall be in 


th of the 
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ber. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] inquired 
as to why it should not be held in November. It would be utten 
impossible. There is no communication there. You mig! 


as well provide in this bill that Alaska should be represented by a 
Delegate on this floor as the result of a town m 


eT Jilka Or 

Juneau as by an election in the manner provided here. 
Alaska now belongs to the United States. It is the property of 
the United States, and if we have arepresentative from Alaska he 


re 
ought to be a representative of the Uuited Government. 
Therefore I think this great Territory in its present condition 
should remain under the control of the Government of the United 
States. It should be represented here by the great departments of 
the Government, and not by a selected agent of the Alaskan compa- 
nies. There may be some advantage to the gentlemen who have 
gone there for speculative purposes, but no Delegate from Alaska 
can represent a fixed population as we understand it in the United 
States, can represent in this Congress the interests of the United 
States, because they will come in conflict with those companies 
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now seeking to enrich themselves in the mines and in the salmon 
fisheries. It is represented that these companies engaged in the 
fisheries there are denuding the streams and leaving the people of 
that Territory, the real settlers there, to starvation; and so we 
have representations here from the Treasury Department, asking 
this Congress to make provision for the protection of those salmon 
fisheries against the raids of these companies. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
ask the gentleman a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 
gentleman from Kentucky? 

Mr. PERKINS. I will yield. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Have there been any petitions 
sent here from Alaska asking for this legislation? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam glad that the gentleman asked that ques- 
tion. To my knowledge not a petition that could be said to ema- 
nate from Alaska has been presented here. The gentlemen who 
are interested in the industries of Alaska have been here. I hold 
in my hand three reports of the governor of Alaska, and not in 
one of those reports is there a suggestion of a Delegate from the 
Territory of Alaska, The reports which I have are for 1893, 1894, 
and 1895. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PERKINS. Ihave notthetime. I will tell you what they 
ask. They ask for the appointment of a commission to formulate 
some sort of civil government for the Territory of Alaska. Here 
is the recommendation of the governor: 

Therefore I would recommend that Congress, either by joint resolution or 
by bill, empower the qprernce of the Territory to appoint a commission of 
five members, who shall be residents of Alaska, and whose duty it shall be to 
formulate amendments to the organic act of May 17, 1884, and also to prepare 
a code of laws, both civic and criminal, for the ae of the Territory; 
which amendments and code of laws shall be submitted to Congress for their 


approval, and unless approved by act of Congress, said amendments and 
laws sha! be null and void. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Whose recommendation is that? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the recommendation of the governor 
of the Territory. 

Mr. HERMANN. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

Mr. PERKINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HERMANN. I will say to the gentleman that perhaps 
seven-eighths of the capital invested in the Territory of Alaska is 
from the people on the Pacific Coast, and perhaps seven-eighths—— 

Mr. PERKINS. Ido not know about that. I can not yield to 
the gentleman for a statement. 

Mr. HERMANN. And perhaps seven-eighths of the popula- 
tion of Alaska is from the Pacific Coast. I will ask the gentle- 
man whether any petitions or memorials are here before his com- 
mittee from any of these people who are interested in that Terri- 
tory? 

Mr. PERKINS. None whatever. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. I would suggest to the gentleman that 
possibly these corporations do not want representation. May it 
not be the miners who are there? Are there not 20,000 miners in 
Alaska who want representation? 

Mr. PERKINS. e gentleman is a member of the Committee 
on Territories and knows very well from what source the pressure 
has come for this representation. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Can not the gentleman tell us who it is? 

Mr. KNOX. Let the House understand where it is from? 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman is a member of the committee 
and I do not need to explain to him. 

Mr. KNOX. Why should you not? You have the whole time. 

Mr. PERKINS. I know this—that no representation from the 
Territory of Alaska, except as brought here by those living in the 
East and representing mining industries out there, has come before 
our committee. on like a petition of citizens. 

Mr. KNOX. I will ask the gentleman, Do you not know that 
this bill has the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury? 

Mr. PERKINS. I know nothing of the kind. 

Mr. KNOX (continuing). And the Assistant Secretary of the 
Treasury (Mr. Hamlin), who went to Alaska, and who asks for 
o appointment of this Delegate? Why do you not tell the House 
that? 

Mr. PERKINS. Iam willing to say that Assistant Secretary 
Hamlin was before the committee. 

Mr. KNOX. Very well; why do you not tell this House that 
this bill meets with the approval of those who have any experience 
in looking after the interests of the Government there? 

Mr. PERKINS. I say, Mr. Speaker, that it is practically im- 

ossible to hold anything like a popular election in that Territory. 
veryone who knows anything about that Territory will appre- 
ciate and realize that fact. If we are to have a Delegate here, let 
us have him in an honest way. Let the governor appoint him, 
or the Secretary of the Treasury appoint him, or the ple in 
Juneau or Sitka designate who he shall be, but such a thing as a 
Po ular election in the Territory of Alaska is out of the question. 
do not believe that it is to the advantage of this Congress or 
this country to appoint a Delegate or to permit the agents of these 
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companies to have access to this floor and to our comnnitt; 
the purpose of advancing their interest against the interest 
United States in that Territory. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. McCORMICK. I would like to ask the gentleman q , 
tion before he takes his seat. 

Mr. PERKINS. My time has expired. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Let me ask the gentleman from Ix, 
the first election in each of our Territories has not been att» 
with difficulties of many kinds? 

Mr. PERKINS. Not equal to those to be encountered ; 
Alaska. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, this detached territory 0; 
great proportions, with its immense coast line, purchased of 
Russia for $7,200,000 by Secretary Seward in 1867 and named jy 
Charles Sumner Alaska, is a valuable possession. It has reyj; 
us richly for the investment and is entitled to our protection an, 
fostering care. Congress has legislated for its native Indians. its 
Russian half-breeds, its salmon, seal, and reindeer, but bey. 
zranting an incomplete and inadequate form of civil govern) 
in 1884 nothing has been done for its white citizens. Since the 
rich gold development in southeastern Alaska thousands. have 
been attracted to its mining camps and towns and to-day itg 
white population is estimated at 10,000. . 

The residents of Alaska have repeatedly memorialized Convress 
for rights and privileges to which they are entitled as American 
citizens. These memorials have been expressions of the people of 
Alaska, without regard to party affiliation, in Territoria! ¢onyen- 
tion assembled. These conventions have each time chosen a Dele- 
gate to come to Washington as their representative. The first 
instance I have alluded to was in 1882; the last was at Juneau 
November 5, 1894. In every instance their first and paramou 
request has been for representation in Congress by a 5 
be elected by the people. 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to ask the gentlemen a question, 
with his permission. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 
to the gentleman from Missouri? 

Mr. TRACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
for information. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I have not much time to spare. 

Mr. TRACEY. Who are the people of Alaska, and about how 
many of them would likely participate in an election held to elect 
a Delegate to Congress? 

Mr. SCRANTON. I think I will answer that later in the course 
of my remarks. I hold in my hand a certified copy of the pro- 
ceedings of the convention at Juneau, at which they clected 
Colonel Nowell, a mining operator, to represent them in W ashing- 


nt 
elegate to 


n. 

They need a new code of laws, extending to Alaska the laws of 
Oregon, amending jurisdiction of United States commissioners’ 
courts, securing appeals in civil cases from United States com- 
missioners’ courts to United States district courts. They want a 
land office, mail facilities, high liquor license, and the right of 
acquiring a homestead to actual settlers on unoccupied lanis, and 
much else. But above all they ask for representation in Congress. 
In their opinion that is their proper starting point, and after yain- 
ing it other needed aid will follow. 

t is argued against them that it will not do to trust these 
10,000 American voters with the ballot, lest they should be 
corrupted by corporate influence and elect as Delegate some cap- 
italist whose wealth is employed in developing the gold mines of 
Alaska, and in thus contributing to support the people and to 
attract others thither. Suppose they should elect some such rep- 
resentative of the money power which has peopled Alaska with 
white American citizens, and suppose further that their chosen 
Delegate was a nonresident of Alaska during the severe winter 
months. Does it follow that such a person would not ably, credit- 
ably, and acceptably serve his constituency? Are not their inter- 
ests identical, although the one may be rich and the many ) rT’ 
Or would the blatant demagogue be preferable, whose seil- 
appointed guardianship over the people is always mischievous and 
disappointing. The hardy miners, fishermen, and traders of 
Al can be as safely trusted with the ballot as can the voters 
of any section of our country. The people can be depended upon 
to attend to the personnel of their representative in Couzress, 
and no ar, ent to the contrary can be made which wil! not 
apply to districts all over the United States. : ; 

is cheap statesmanship would not be tolerated in any coun'ry 
but ours. hen Russia owned Alaska her soldiers garriso. d its 
gateways, the Czar’s edict none dared — in her waters, the . 
was no piracy of seals from Russia. Ten years after we acquir 
Alaska our troops were withdrawn; it has had no military po! 
since; it has no telegraphic communication with the rest 0! the 
world and only one light-house on its whole coast. Had not P: a 
dent Polk receded from his pledge to establish our northern boun 7 
ary at ‘ Fifty-four forty or fight,” there would to-day have »-e? 
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no British Columbia and the United States would have had con- 


tinuous frontage on the Pacific Ocean from the southern line of 
California to Bering Strait. Had the map been constructed as 
any nation but_ours would have compelled it to have been, we 
would have had no piratical destruction of our rich seal fisheries 
and no Bering Sea question for arbitration. There would have 
been no Canadian Pacific Railway to divert American traffic and 
no Canadian Pacific steamship lines to share our coast and ocean 
trade. Asitis, Great Britain has 600 miles of coast between Wash- 
ington and Alaska, and since the gold development in southeastern 
Alaska, she has trumped up a dispute over the boundary line and 
would crowd us into the Pacific Ocean and rob us of most of our 
Alaskan gold. ais Racal 

Let us look after our own; this is natural, it is right; nay, rather, 
itis ourduty. Let us give this great Northwest Territory a voice 
to represent it on this floor. — We have lost too much already by 
a penny-wise and pound-foolish policy to suffer its continuance. 
The expense of the proposed election is well guarded in the bill, 
being limited to $3,000, and probably will not exceed $2,000. This 
cost is @ small item in comparison with accruing benefits. If 
Alaska is worth having, it certainly is worth caring for and fos- 
tering. What is Alaska’s value to the United States? 

First, let us consider the great importance of Alaska, by reason 
of its geographical location and characteristics, to the commercial 
prosperity and common defense of the whole country. San Fran- 
cisco is situated easterly of the center of our possessions and 
Alaska flanks the great line of Pacific travel between America 
and Asia. The Aleutian Islands extend within less than 1,000 
miles of the Asiatic ports, and the naval and coaling stations, 
really important to us in the control of the commerce and domin- 
ion of the Pacific Ocean, must be located upon Alaskan soil. Alaska 
is the Gibraltar of the Pacific Ocean; and if we properly appre- 
ciate and utilize her natural advantages it matters little to us who 
controls Hawaii or any other of the Pacific possessions. Pearl 
Harbor, in the Sandwich Islands, is 2,000 miles south of the great 
northern route of Pacific travel. The superb harbor of Unalaska 
is within 100 miles of the same route and is 1,000 miles nearer to 
Asia. Unalaska is one of the great harbors of the world, and 
there is likely to be the actual location of the ‘‘sea power” of the 
Pacific Ocean hereafter. Coal is found in various parts of Alaska, 
and it is most likely not only that she will supply her own coaling 
stations, but also aes of the Pacific Ocean generally. 

Again, despite the fact that in Alaska land can neither be bought 
nor preempted (thus virtually prohibiting immigration), that its 
lumber can not be exported, and that mining and fishing are the 
only industries permitted, yet Alaska stands alone among our 
“bloodless acquisitions ” in having yielded a revenue from the be- 
ginning. The lease of the tiny seal islands has yielded 4 per cent 
interest on the sum originally paid for the whole Territory, which, 
in the end, has returned an equal amount—seven millions—to the 
Treasury. Formore than ten years the gold mines have been pro- 
ducing an average of $1,000,000 a year; and for the past ten years 
the salmon and other fisheries have yielded an annual product 
valued at $2,000,000. 

Since the United States purchased Alaska, that almost unknown 
region, extending ‘‘ westward to the far East,” has contributed 
from ninety to one hundred million dollars to the wealth of the 
world. In the last census report the value of the products of 
Alaska from 1868 to 1890 is given as follows: 
Furs 


a niinn causes docccececees cocces eccesececees $48, 518, 929 
9, 008, 497 
608, 48 

1, 246, 650 
147, 047 
4,631, 840 
2, 853, 351 
8, 204, 067 








Since 1890 its mines and fisheries have yielded $5,000,000 an- 
nually, which brings its total output since we have owned it to a 
round billion dollars. 

Mr. Speaker, shall not Congress pay some heed to the petitions 
of the citizens of such a country as Alaska? Shall we longer slight 
our valuable Northwestern possessions, while England is steadily 

vishing money on British Columbia by constructing wagon roads, 
extending the telegraph and mailservice, and subsidizing Canadian 
Pacific steamships? Can we not learn much by observing the 
zealous care for every inch of its possessions exercised by the 
British Empire, upon which the sun never sets? 

I have briefly noticed the salient points in Alaska’s resources 
and natural advantages, and have endeavored to show by recorded 
facts her wonderful wealth. If her chrysalis civil condition and 
hitherto retarded development have produced such results as we 
have seen, what may we not expect of her future? The two 

t political parties have given Alaska the only recognition thus 
ar received by according her representatives seats in their national 
conventions at Minneapolis and Chicago in 1892. Alaska has a 
Voice upon our na‘ committees and will be again accorded a 
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place in our national conventions of this year. Does not this 
precedent commit both Republicans and Democrats to the policy 
of giving her a voice in this House and to the passage of this bill? 
In order that the Government may grasp and make available to 
capital and industry the resources that are within easy reach in 
that Territory it is of great importance that Congress should take 
immediate steps to accord her a Delegate who can give informa- 
tion as to what can be done and should be done in Alaska’s 
interest. 

Mr. Speaker, Alaska will produce more gold this year alone than 
the price paid for it. Last year her gold output was between four 
and five millions, and this year it will exceed $7,000,000. She has 
eight corporations mining gold, all of them representing American 
capital excepting the Treadwell, one-half of which is owned in 
Europe. They employ 2,000 men, have 540 stamps, and are pro- 
ducing now $3,000,000 of gold a year. The placer miners greatly 
outnumber the quartz miners, and represent 7,000 men at work on 
theirown account. These 7,000 placer miners average $1,000 profit 
each per year above their living and other expenses, thus giving 
to the world seven millions more annually of gold. Alaska’s con- 
tribution of gold during 1896 may reach $10,000,000. Her fish and 
furs will yield five million more. The prospects of Alaska’s future 
are wonderful; her recent development is marvelous; her people 
are of the best class of hardy pioneers, necessarily, because of the 
cost and difficulty of getting there. They are thorough Améri- 
cans, who will fight if need be for our rights as a nation. They 
look to Congress for the privileges guaranteed to American citi- 
zens. Let their appeal be no longer in vain. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a question. 

Mr. SCRANTON. I hope the gentleman will be brief. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. What necessity is there for 
the election of a Delegate in October? Why not amend the bill so 
as to provide for the election of a Delegate at the next Congres- 
sional election? 

Mr.SCRANTON. The election is to be held at the next election. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky (continuing). He would only 
be here three months, and then it would cost, as I understand, 
some $5,000 or $6,000 for him to come here. 

Mr. SCRANTON. That is not a material point. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Before you take your seat I 
hope you will accept an amendment of that kind. 

Mr. SCRANTON. If an amendment of that kind is offered I 
will accept it. 

The SPEAKER. It will be necessary, if the gentleman accepts 
the amendment, to have it presented at once. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I have an amendment I want 
to offer to the second section, providing for the election of a Del- 
egate at the next regular election, and to dispense with the elec- 
tion in October. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say, if the gentleman will allow me, 
that the climatic conditions are such in that Territory that they 
can not possibly hold an election in November. The bill provides 
for an election in September. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. The bill provides to elect at 
the October election, but it also reads that the election shall be 
held on the first Tuesday in September in each year. Therefore, 
I will make my amendment soas to read the first Tuesday in Sep- 
tember in each year. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Iaccept that amendment. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I have prepared an amendment to the same 
effect, but as the gentleman from Kentucky hasoffered one, I will 
not offer mine. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Isuggest to the gentleman in charge of the 
bill that unless there is anamendment made to that provision this 
Delegate, if he be elected for three months, will draw $10,000. 

Mr. SCRANTON. There is a provision in the bill already to 
prevent that. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I was about to propose an amendment, but 
if the gentleman from Kentucky desires to offer it, I will yield to 
him. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I will, at the 
proper time, move to strike out these words: 

That the first Delegate shall be chosen for the remainder of the term of the 
Fifty-fourth Congress and for the full term of the Fifty-fifth Congress at the 
same élection; and each succeeding Delegate shall be chosen for the fullterm 


of the Congress next succeeding his election. 

There will remain section 3, which provides— 

That the first election of such Delegate shall be held on the Ist day of Oc- 
tober, in the year 1896, and thereafterwards such elections shall be held on 
the first Tuesday of September in each year when the members of the House 
of Representatives are chosen. 

The SPEAKER. The amendment will be considered as pend- 
ing. [A pause.] The time for debate has expired, and the gen- 
tleman from Kentucky will present his amendment. 

Mr. SCRANTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, 
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Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. DockERy] has prepared an amendment which 
covers the same ground as the one I was about to offer. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 


The amendment was read, as follows: '‘ 


Strike out, in lines 1 and 2, section 2, after the word ‘“‘ chosen,” the following: 
“For the remainder of the term of the Fifty-fourth Congress and ”’; also, sec- 
tion 2, line 3, strike out the words “at the same election”’; also strike out all 
after the word “held” in line 2, section 3, down to and including the word 
“held,” in line 3, section 3; also strike out the words “in each year,” in line 
4 of section 3, and insert “in the year 1896.” 


Mr. DOCKERY. I will read this part of the bill as it will 
stand if the amendment is adopted: 


Src. 2. That the first Delegate shall be chosen for the full term of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress, and each succeeding Delegate shall be chosen for the full term 
of the Congress next succeeding his election. 

Sxc. 3. That the first election of such Delegate shall be held on the first 
Tuesday of September in the year 1896, when the members of the House of 
Representatives are chosen. 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer an amendment. 

Mr. Lf JUDENSLAGER. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The SPEAKER. It is too late to offer amendments unless by 
unanimous consent, the vote having been ordered. 

The question was taken on the engrossment and third reading 
of the bill; and the Speaker declared that he was in doubt. 

A division was called for. 


Mr. OWENS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to offer 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 

Mr. BARRETT. Amendments are not in order now, I believe. 

The SPEAKER. Only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. OWENS. Iask consent to offer this amendment: 


Provided, however, That the mileage allowed said Delegate shall in no case 
exceed $1,500. 

The SPEAKER. 
amendment? 

Mr. McCORMICK. I object. 


The question being taken on ordering the bill to a third reading, 
the Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 

On a division there were—ayes 44, noes 60. 

So the House declined to order the bill to a third reading. 

FOREIGN EXHIBITS AT TENNESSEE CENTENNIAL EXPOSITION. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I present a privileged report 
from the Committee on Ways and Means, and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 


The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Ways and Means, to whom was referred the joint reso- 
lution H. Res. 167, having fully considered the same, report it back with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 

The purpose of the resolution is toallow foreign exhibitors at the Tennessee 
Centennial Exposition to exhibit their goods without payment of import du- 
ties, and to allow custodians and artisans in charge of said exhibits come 
to and remain in this country, by employment, while making the exhibits. 

The resolution is similar to the one for a like purpose passed by Congress 
in connection with the World's Columbian Exposition held at Chicago, and 
others. It is thoroughly guarded by the usual provision for payment of 
duties in case of sale, etc., and should pass. 


The joint resolution is as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 147) authorizing foreign exhibitors at the Tennessee 
Centennial Exposition, to be held in Nashville, Tenn., in 1897, to bring to 
this country forei laborers from their respective countries for the pur- 
pose of preparing for and m g their exhibits, and allowing articles im- 
ported from foreign countries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said 
ex position to be imported free of duty, under regulations prescribed by the 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Whereas the Tennessee Centennial E ition Company of Nashville, Tenn., 
have extended invitations which have mn accep by the several nations, 
and space for installing foreign exhibits has been applied for and duly appor- 
tioned, and concessions and a by the exposition management 
to the citizens and subjects of f nations; and 

Whereas for the ee of securing the production ups the tion 
grounds of scenes lustrative of the architecture, dress, habits, modes 
of life, occupation, industries, means of locomotion and transportation, 
amusements, entertainments, etc., of the natives of foreign countries, it has 
been necessary for the Tennessee Centennial Exposition Company to grant 
concessions and privileges to certain firms and corporations conceding the 

ht to make such productions: Therefore 
eo by the Renae and rine Risine the ttenrtosie a act of 
ngress approved February Pp n - 
ers under contract to perform labor, and the acts of eahintting feo 
coming of C. persons into the United States, and acts amendatory 
of these acts, shall not be so construed, nor shall an therein operate to 
prevent, hinder, or in anywise restrict any foreign exhibitor, representative, 
or citizen of a foreign eabien, or the holder, whois a citizen of af nation, 
of any concession or ey from the Tennessee Centennial on Com- 
pany, of Nashville, ., rom into the United Sta under con- 
st, such mechanics, artisans, or other employees, na’ of their 
respective foreign countries, as , or any of may deem necessary 
for the purpose of making greperst ons for installing or condu their 
exhibits or of pre for ng or conducting any business aw 
or permitted under or by virtue of or 
Rege which Pay eve doce — 

Jompany, of Nas , Tenn. with such exposition: ; 
however, That no alien shall by virtue of this act enter the United States 
under contract to perform labor except by express on, naming such 
falien, of the Secretary of the Treasury; and any such alien who may remain 
in the United States for more than one year after the close of said exposition 


That is acceptable to me. 


Is there objection to the consideration of this 
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shall thereafter be subject to all the processes and penalties app! 
aliens coming in violation of the alien-contract-labor law aforesaid 

Sec. 2. That all articles which shall be imported from foreign cou: 
the sole purpose of exhibition at said exposition, wpon which there « 
tariff or customs duty, shall be admitted free of payment of duty. 
fees, or charges, under such regulations as the Secretary of the ‘ 
shall prescribe; ‘but it shall be lawful at any time during the ex! 
sell, for delivery at the close of the ex tion, any goods or pr 
ported for and actually on exhibition in the exposition buildiny. 
grounds, subject to such regulations for the security of the reveny 
the collection of ‘apt duties as the Secretary of the Treasury 
scribe: Provided, at all such articles, when sold or withdrawn 
sumption in the United States, shall be subject to the duty, if any 
upon such article by the revenue lawsin force at the date of in 
and all penalties prescribed by law shall be applied and enforc 
=< eae and against the persons who may be guilty of any ill. 
withdrawal. 


. Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the adoption of ¢) 
resolution, and will state that it varies in no material partic), 
from the bill introduced for a similar purpose for the Internati, 
Exposition at Chicago and the Exposition at Baltimore. It | 
ficiently guarded in all respects. It meets the approval 
Treasury officials, and it is the unanimous report of the Way. 
Means Committee. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is the ordinary bill in these cases. 

Mr. McMILLIN. As stated by the chairman of the commit. 
tee, it is the ordinary bill for the purpose of allowing forcign ex. 
hibitors to bring their exhibits here and place them on exhibition, 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and reai q 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MCMILLIN, a motion to reconsider the yote 
by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table, 


BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. HENDERSON. I move that the House resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union to resume the 
consideration of the special order. 

The motion was a to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committ. th 
Whole (Mr. Payne in the chair), and resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H.R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on the subject 
of bankruptcies throughout the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. General debate having been closed by order 
of the House, the bill will now be read by paragraphs for amend 
ment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


SECTION 1. MEANING OF WorRDSs AND PHRASES.—a The words and phrase 
used in this act and in ings pursuant hereto shall, unless the sar 
inconsistent with the context, be construed as follows: (1) ‘A per ga 
whom a petition has been filed ” shall include a who has filed a volur 
tary petition; (2) “ adjudication” shall mean the date of the entry of : 
cree that the defendant, in a bankruptcy ing, isa bankrupt 
decree is a led from, then the date w such decree is finally conti 
(3) “appellate courts ” shallinclude the circuit courts of appeals of the | { 
States, the supreme courts of the Territories, and the Supreme Court 0! ¢! 
United States; (4) “bankrupt” shall include a person against whom a: 
voluntary — or an application to set a composition aside or to rev: 
discharge has been filed, or who has filed a volun petition, « 
been adjudged a bankrupt; (56) “clerk” shall mean the clerk of « rt of 
bankruptcy; (6) “corporations” shall mean all bodies having any 0! ' 
powereumal pesvteneoat private corporations not esed by ind 
or partnerships; (7) “ court’ shall mean the court of bankruptcy in w! 
proceedings are pending and may include the referee; (8) “courts 
ruptcy ” 1 include the district courts of the United States and 
ritories, the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and the Un 
court of the Indian Territory; (9) “ creditor” shall include any on: 

a demand or claim Proredate 7 — his aay oe 
attorney, or proxy; ry 7. or “* e of bal 
or “commencement of ee Phankruptey " with ref 
time, shall mean the date when the petition was filed; (11) “debt ‘s 
clude any debt, demand, or claim provable in bankruptcy; (1) “defeat 
shall include defraud or delay, e . hinder,and impede with intent to ce 
fraud; (13) “ discharge*’ shall mean the release of a bankrupt from ai of his 
debts which are provable in bankruptcy except such as are excepted by (hls 
act; (14) “document” shall include deed, and instrument in writing: 
(15) “holiday shall include Christmas, the Fourth of July, the do! Feb- 
Meee eee ee ey ete eakedehnes (10) © insclvent.:asappiie 
ay or as a day of pu or : * insolvent,”’ as apple 
shall that his not su: 


mean ficient Spamonnt, * a _ 
his debts, and when insolvency is to be uired into wih 
reference to on act of bankruptcy it shall be determined as of the date < the 
filing of the petition; (17) “judge” shall mean a jud of a court of bank 
ruptey, not incl the referee; (18) “oath” include affirmation; (") 
“ officer " shall receiver, referee, and trustee, and tl 
imposing of a duty upon or the for’ of an act by any ofticor ae 
clude his successor and any person au by law DS ae 


ho are particeps 


include who are Snath- 
ts, cers and members of the board of direct 
bodies of corporations; (2!) “pet 

ina of are or with a clerk 


for the benefits of act, or by creditors 

an act of bankruptcy by a debtor parce seer i; 

the referee who has ju a S. (23) “secrete” 

shall de remove, and suppress; (2) “ secure® 

Se alec ete security for his debt upon the proP: 

of a nature to be ble under this act, or who o% 

some indorser, y, or other person secondar'y 

ble has such security upon the bankrupt's See trict 

“ States” shall include the Territories, the Indian Territory, and the)" 

of Columbia; (26) “transfer ” shall include the sale and ore ee 
ferent mode f aieposing of or parting with property, oF possess 





1896. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4679 


ne er errr enna es 


property, absolutely or conditionally, as a payment, pledge, mortgage, gift. 


or security and the creation of alien on property by any means other than by | 


compulsory process prosecuted in good faith; (27) “trustee shall include 
all of the trustees of an estate; (28) “ wage earner” shall mean an individual 


who works for wages, salary, or hire, at a rate of compensation not exceeding | 
ear; (29) words importing the masculine gender may be applied 
ude corporations, partnerships, and women; (30) words importing | 


$1,500 per 
to and ince P : sing 
the plural number may be applied to and mean only a single person or thing; 
(31) words importing the singular number may be applied to and mean 
several persons or things, and (J2) words which are given a meaning or made 
to include other words herein, when used in one tense, shall have a corre- 
sponding meaning when used in any other tense. 


Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I offer the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 54, on page 3, after the word “include,” 


orations.” : e a 
: ‘Also strike out lines 58 and 59, on page 4. 


Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amend- 
ment for two reasons. 


strike out the word “cor- 


States of the Union, with perhaps one or two exceptions, provide 
for the appointment of receivers of corporations in all cases where 
the corporation is insolvent. But the principal reason that I urge 
for the adoption of this amendment is that by the terms of this 
bill anyone can petition a corporation into bankruptcy; and yet, 
under the bill, it can receive no relief from —_ debt that it owes. 
By the terms of the bill, a corporation is precluded from filing a 
petition for discharge, and it is me er provided that a corpora- 
tion shall not be discharged from any debt that it mayowe. Now, 
I submit whether it is a Pe thing for a corporation to be 
forced into bankruptcy under 
relief whatever can be given it? 
in regard to discharge on page 15: 
i ion © o months and 
ee eee onthe eclacquent to selgakjedged a tenkrayt as 
an application for his discharge. 

That provision denies to every corporation the right to file a 
petition for discharge. Section 16, on page 17, provides that— 

A discharge in bankruptcy shall release a bankrupt not a corporation from 
all of his provable debts, except, etc. 

Now, I submit that the laws of all the States provide ample 
means for taking charge of the property of an insolvent corpora- 
tion, for placing it in the hands of a receiver, and distributing it 
equitably among the creditors. There is no reason why under 
this bill a corporation should be forced into bankruptcy when no 
relief can be givenitaccording to the terms of the very law under 
which it is placed in bankruptcy. All the private banks in this 
country are subject to the provisions of this law. National banks 
are excluded; but there are numerous banks in every State and 
Territory that may be forced into bankruptcy under the bill. 
Railr corporations, all sorts of business corporations, may be 
placed in Selon tey and stripped of their ae without any 
relief whatever—left with all their debts standing against them 
as they were before they were petitioned into bankruptcy. I say 
it is right and fair, inasmuch as these matters are covered by 
State law, that the provisions to which I have referred should not 
be retained in this bill. 

Tt has been suggested that corporations may be relieved from 
their indebtedness under such circumstances by amendments 
further on. But there is this difficulty in regard to that sugges- 
tion, most of the States provide for a double liability upon stock. 
Nearly all banking corporations are subject to such a provision. 
This is a security that goes to the creditor, and the assignee in 
ban tey could not collect that, because it is not an asset of the 
bank. erefore the difficulty in relieving a corporation from 
indebtedness will be insurmountable. The only fair and just way, 
it seems to me, is to strike out the word ‘‘ corporation” in this bill, 
and let such matters be taken care of under the Statelaw. I sub- 
mit it is nota proper thing to force corporations into bankruptcy, 
= then after stripping them of their property give them ne re- 

ef. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this first 
section is to provide a definition or dictionary of terms used 
throughout the bill,so as to save frequent tition. By this 
single section we save the use of many hun of words. The 
definition here in clause 20, page 3, which the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas aims at, provides that— 

Persons shall include corporations. 

The gentleman to strike ont that provision, and also to 
strike out in lines 58 and 59, on page 4 (the gentleman will correct 
me if I have misunderstood him), the words— 


And the officers, and members of the board of directors or trustees 
or other bodies of corporations. 


The of those two lines, as will be seen from reading 
the context, is to bring within the provisions of the definition the 
only parties that can represent corporations—the agente, officers, 
an — ofthe board of directors or trustees. ‘tais is clearly 


ow, wherever the word ‘‘ person” is used it should, as it seems 


call attention to the provision 


In the first place, there is no necessity for | 
including corporations in this bankruptcy act, because all the 


j 
| 
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er the provisions of this bill when no | 
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to me, apply clearly to corporations. Where an exception is in- 
tended as to corporations, the words of the bill expressly state 
the exception. I can see no harm to come from this proposition 
unless section 13 is to be amended; and even then it can do no 
harm, because the exceptions treat of the matt But 
the gentleman’s real aim is ti 1 13, on page 15, which 


er specifically. 
y affect sect 


I ask members of the committee to turn to. 


His objection is that the word “‘ corporation ” should be stricken 
out of the bill, because, while we give power to throw them into 
bankruptcy, yet we do not, under the operation « » law, pro- 
vide that they may be discharged. Now, the objection I have to 


his amendment is, as I understand it, that the corporation, while 
it may not voluntarily go into bankruptcy and invoke the powers 
of the bill in its own behalf, may be thrown in under certain cir- 
cumstances. Why? Because its assets can be thus placed within 
reach of the court for the benefit of the creditor. Then the ques- 
tion arises, when they are thrown intoa state of bankruptcy, why 
you can not discharge them after the property has been disposed of. 

Mr. Chairman, the answer to that question involvesa considera- 
tion of the State laws. These corporations are all organized 
under the laws of their several respective States. The bill aims 
to get at their assets, just as it reaches the assets of the individual, 
but leaves them in their defunct, dead capacity, to be wound up 
according to the laws of the respective States under which they 
have received their charters. And it was thought when this bill 
was framed that it was not a wise provision to go beyond the mere 
act of reaching for their property and providing for the distribu- 
tion of it among their creditors, as a protection to the public, 
and then leave the State to wind up the concern, if it so desired, 
according to its laws. 

But why should we grant them a discharge in bankruptcy? 
What is to be gained by it? The liability of the shareholders is 
fixed by the laws of the several States by which the corporations 
are organized. ‘There is a certain point with reference to that be- 
yond which you cannot go. All that we seek is to protect the 
rights of the creditor; to prevent fraud in the disposition of the 
property; and the rights of the companies themselves can be fixed 
afterwards by the laws of the States from which they have their 
being. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Let me ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Is it not true that the laws of all the States provide, in regard 
to the winding up of these companies, for the appointment of 
receivers in all cases where a corporation becomes insolvent, and 
the estate of the corporation is distributed in that way for the 
benefit of the creditors? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That may be true, and that would be the 
— of course, if we had not in operation such a law as this. 

ut having a bankrupt law, we want to reach, by a general 
provision, the assets of all debtors, and we did not think that a 
corporation, being a debtor, ought to be allowed to escape. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But do you not want to be fair to all 
debtors and give them equal relief under the operations of the bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Ah, but the corporation is peculiar in this: 
It is a person created by the law, a sort of fictitious person. No 
harm can come to them by the operation of this provision of the 
bill, for they still owe their being and existence to State laws. 
They invoke from the State this form of creating an artificial per- 
son for the purpose of transacting business within the States. 
They are put on the same footing by this bill as the citizen is, 
simply that it seeks to bring all of the estates of all bodies into a 
court having a uniform system for distribution amongst the cred- 
itors. 

Now, the corporation, as I have already said, owes its life to the 
laws of the State. Theycannotcomplain. They can change the 
name of the corporation if it becomes insolvent, and if they can 
acquire means to do so may go on with their business if they so 
desire. We only do, by the operation of this law, by this partic- 
ular provision, what we are doing for all others—that is, we get 
possession of the assets and distribute them amongst the creditors. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that the amendment is not a wise 
one and should not be adopted. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iwould like to ask my colleague this ques- 
tion: Does not this place the corporation at a great disadvantage, 
to put them in a state of bankruptcy, but give them none of the 
benefits of the act? 

Mr. MELLER of Kansas. That is exactly the point. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The general benefit to be derived—that is, a 
discharge by the bankruptcy proceedings—is withheld from the 
corporation. 

Mr. HENDERSON. We do not discharge them, and we can 
not afford to discharge them. The bill does not seek to do that. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No; that is just the point. 

Now, suppose that under the law of the State the corporation 
is in the hands of a receiver; it must have committed, therefore, 
some one of the bankrupt acts defined in this bill. Being in the 
hands of the receiver, in your judgment is it still liable to be pro- 
ceeded against under the operation of the bankrupt law? 
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similar case pending against an individual. If it be for the best 
interest of the estate, the court can direct the trustee to appear. 
and the proceedings of the trustee may be stayed until the case 
can be disposed of by the court, or the question is determined as 
to what is the best interest of the estate. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But it is impracticable at times to stay the 
proceedings of a receivership. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That would be entirely in the discretion 
of the court. It might direct the trustee to appear and represent 
the interest of the estate. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But is there not liability to a conflict of juris- 
diction in the court which obtained control of the estate and had 
the appointment of the receiver and the one which seeks jurisdic- 
tion by bankruptcy? 

Mr. HENDERSON. There can be none possible. Congress 
clearly has the power, under the Constitution, to establish this 
system, which takes precedence of all others. It is not like a 
conflict between State courts, where the rule applies that the first 
court that gets possession has control and custody. It is simply 
regulated by the general law, which the Constitution gives us the 
power to enact. 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I think there are 
two objections to this amendment. The first is that this section 
merely defines the meaning of certain terms. The evil of which 
my friend complains would be reached by amending the provi- 
sions of this bill further along; but it seems to me that in the dis- 
cussion of this matter our friends lose sight of the nature and 
character of a corporation. The corporations that could and 
would be put into bankruptcy are corporations that have been 
created for business purposes. When the shareholders of a cor- 

ration have paid up the total amount of the stock which they 

ave respectively subscribed, that is the end of any and all liabil- 
ity on their part. The assets of the corporation consist of its 
property and the unpaid stock which has been subscribed. 

When a corporation has been placed in ane and a trustee 
has been appointed, he can not only take into his possession the 
tangible property of the corporation, but he can sue and recover 
any unpaid portion of the stock which has been subscribed by the 
respective individual shareholders. When the assets of the cor- 
poration are all in the hands of the trustee, it is perfectly imma- 
terial whether that corporation have a discharge or not, because 
when you have deprived a business corporation of all of its prop- 
erty there is nothing remaining with which it can do business in 
the future. It can not levy an assessment upon its shareholders, 
because each and every one of them has paid up the full amount 
of stock that he has subscribed, and that ends any appeal to that 
source. Consequently, when a corporation becomes insolvent, 
and its property has been taken by a trustee and paid out to its 

reditors, the corporation is no longer in any condition to do busi- 
ness, It is, for all practical purposes, dead, and it is immaterial 
whether it has a discharge or not. If the same persons who com- 

ose the corporation desire to form another corporation, they can 
yo it and can again subscribe to the capital stock, but that will 
be a separate and distinct entity. There would be no way by 
which the persons composing the practically defunct corporation 
could obtain any property with which to further carry on their 
business except by common consent. 

It seems to me, then, first, because this section is merely a dic- 
tionary of terms, that the amendment ought not to prevail, and 
second, that the object and purpose contemplated by an amend- 
ment to that section which provides that a corporation may be 
placed in bankruptcy, and an amendment to that other section 
which says that a corporation shall not be discharged, granting a 
discharge would have no practical effect. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Let me ask my friend from Missouri one 
question. Is it not a fact that a creditor, wishing to have the 
assets of a corporation equitably distributed, can do so just as well 
through the State courts, in winding up that corporation, as 
through the bankruptcy law, and even better, to this extent: 
that in the State courts, in a proceeding against a corporation, 
with a receiver appointed, he could secure possibly the additional 
asset consisting of any value that might attach to the franchise, 
which could not be secured in this bankruptcy proceeding? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Ithink not; and further, in answer 
to the gentleman’s question, let me suggest that the assets of a 
corporation may have been transferred by the board of directors 
to some one who is not a resident of the territory over which the 
State court has jurisdiction; and your receiver has no power or 
authority outside of the jurisdiction of the court that appoints him. 
In that case your receiver under your State law is in no condition 
to follow the assets that have been improperly transferred to some 
one residing in some other State. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Would not that create a personal liability 
on the part of the directors who would do such an act as that? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. A liability which would bring them both 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly. It would be exactly as in a | within the laws of the State courts and also into the bankru 
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| proceedings personally? 


Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Exactly; it might create a personal 
| liability, but that isno argument. The liability might be ther, 
| and the directors individually might be absolutely insolvent, and 

that would do you no good. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Does the gentleman from Missouri 
claim here as a lawyer that the receiver of a State court has no 
power to enter other States to sue and recover the assets of g 
bankrupt corporation? 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Except by the comity of a State 
into which he may go. For instance, I say to my friend that a 
receiver appointed by the district court of Kansas in his district 
has no jurisdiction in the State of Missouri as a matter of right, 

Here the hammer fell. | 

fr. MILLER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the last 
proposition made, I will say that it has been my fortune within 
the last few months to be interested in a casein Kansas City, Mo.. 
where a receiver of a Kansas City (Kans.) company went into 
Missouri and sued there an officer of the bank for fraudulently 
concealing and disposing of the property of the bank; and it js 
well-settled law now—although in times past it may have been 
claimed that it could not be done—that a receiver appointed ly 
the court under the law of a State has the right to go into any 
State in the Union and sue and recover the assets of the bankrupt. 

Mr. KNOX. Does not the gentleman know that a corporation 
established under United States law, when it is being operated by 
a receiver in the jurisdiction of one State, has no standing in the 
courts of another State except by comity? 

Mr. MiLLER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have the 
floor. I will answer the argument that my friend from Missouri 
makes, that this is simply a dictionary term and cuts no figure in 
this case. I have always found that when you come to definitions 
of terms, it becomes very importantin a law of this kind, a provision 
that we seek to amend, as to whether a person would include a 
corporation. Now, then, we turn to a petition in bankruptcy, 
and we see that a petition may be filed against a person who com- 
mits an act of bankruptcy, and under the definition this gives the 
right to file a petition inst a corporation as a bankrupt, and 
without that definition it is very doubtful whether it could be 
done or not. . Therefore this amendment is proper and ought to 
be sustained. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. I move to strike out the last word 
of the amendment, for the purpose of asking a question. [| desire 
to ask the gentleman in charge of this bill what would be the 
effect of leaving in the definition which has just been assailed? 
I direct his special attention to railroad corporations which are 

; now in the hands of receivers. Would not the effect of this bill 
be ipso facto to take all the authority out of the hands of those 
receivers, the property from their hands, and vest the manage- 
ment of the railroad corporation now in the hands of the receiver 
appointed by the bankrupt court? It seems to me that it is open- 
ing up a very wide question, and one which can hardly be disposed 
of in this desultory way. 

Mr. BLUE. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I trust I may have 
an answer to my question. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, the Constitution of the 
United States in relation to Congress vests it in the fundamental 
law, with the power to adopt a general law to reach the estate of 
debtors. A corporation under this bill may be reached through 
an involuntary roceeding; and the same thought advanced by my 
friend from Nebraska was included in the question of my colleague 
from fowa. 

Mr. RAY. Will my —s allow me? 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. t him answer the question. 

Mr. RAY. Ah! You have had your attention called to it. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; I know the point that my colleagues 
aremaking. We have this in thelast clause of the bill, on page 63: 

This act shall passage ion of rules 
forms, and orders, ban Pong te whe of an Sea the. signe’ ion of 
the districts in which they respectively have jurisdiction; and the ex- 

iration of six months after its as to allits other provisions, except 

t no cognizance shall be taken pursuant to its provisions of the act of per- 
sons so far as they constitute acts of bankruptcy or offenses as herein defined 
prior to the date when the act shall go into force and effect. 

That answers one feature of the question. It will not operate 
on those which are in existence now or prior to the time limited 
before going into effect. This point I take it is trae—that in the 
event of a receiver being appointed for a railroad or any other 
corporation included in this definition, if they are in that condi- 
tion, a proceeding in bankruptcy being commenced against it, if 
an act of bankruptcy has been co tted, of course it is a fact 
which must be established first. Ido not see why it would not 
be reached the same as any other individual, or why it should not 
be. I do not see why an exception should be made. Now, that 
does not affect the question of the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Let me ask my friend anothes 
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question at this point. 


Is there any provision for the continua- 
tion of the business of a bankrupt? 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. That is the point exactly. 

Mr. HENDERSON. No. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. In your bill, as you have drafted | 
it, if it includes these railroad corporations which are now in the | 
hands of a receiver, if either the railroad company or its receiver 
ghould commit acts which are specified as acts of bankruptcy in | 
this bill, the receiver could not continue to operate the railroad at 
all after filing a petition in bankruptcy, and this could be filed by 
any one creditor. ; 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is to be filed by three creditors. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It could be three or a half a dozen. 
I suppose they could file a petition in bankruptcy, and establish 
that his acts were acts of bankruptcy. It would be a matter of | 
record in the courts. There are no adequate provisions for carry- | 
ing on the business of bankrupt corporations through the agents | 
of the ca court. It would necessarily follow that every 
railroad which is now in the hands of a receiver would have to 
suspend business entirely, and could not carry on the business of 
transportation at all. é : 

Mr. TAWNEY. How would it be with railroads that are not 
in the hands of receivers? Would it not be the same? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. It might be. Any railroad which | 
committed an act of bankruptcy would be prevented from trans- 
acting any of its business thereafter, and it seems to me that the | 
very statement of the proposition is a conclusive argument in | 
favor of the amendment of the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. RAY. It seems to me that the gentleman is entirely mis- 
taken in his conclusions. It should be remembered 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska | 
has expired. 


[Mr. BLUE addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to occupy any con- 
siderable time, but simply to say a word or twoin answer to some 
of theobjections that have been raised. Of course I am considera- 
bly surprised to see the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLUE] tak- 
ing up the cudgel here in favor of corporations. I know of no | 
good reason why corporations should not be subjected to the pro- 
visions of this bill so far as its involuntary features are concerned. | 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would you include railroad corporations as | 
well as others? 

Mr. RAY. I think no exception is made in the bill, and I do not 
see any reason for excepting railroad corporations. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then do you not encounter this difficulty, that | 
where you force a railroad corporation into bankruptcy in one 
jurisdiction the same may be done in another jurisdiction, or in 
five or six separate jurisdictions, through which the railroad may | 
pass, so that you may have five or six different receivers operating 
the same road? , 

Mr. KNOX. No; there is only one jurisdiction. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You may have the same railroad company in | 
different bankrupt courts, and you will have a conflict of jurisdic- 
tion between the several receivers, just as we have at the present 
time in the case of the Northern Pacific Railroad Company. 

Mr. RAY. No; there is no such difficulty as that which is sug- 
we by the gentleman from Minnesota. This bill provides that | 

nited States courts shall take jurisdiction in these cases, and in 
the county where the individual lives or in the district most con- 
venient. The United States court in one jurisdiction or one dis- | 
trict having taken jurisdiction, of course no other United States 
court will take hold of the case or attempt to. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Why not? 

Mr. RAY. Because the United States courts possess some sense, 
and the judges in one district, when an assignment has been made, 
or proceedings have been taken against the corporation and a | 
trustee appointed under the laws of the United States, with full 
power to operate the road, will say that is enough, and will not 
attempt to take jurisdiction or to entertain proceedings in another | 
district, even though the railroad does run through that district. 
= jurisdiction in the one district would be exclusive of all the 

ers. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You do not make it so in your bill. 

Mr. RAY. It has been universally so held in the State courts, 
and also in the United States courts. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, in reference to that 
Froposition, I call attention to the situation with regard to the 

orthern Pacific Railroad Company. A receiver was appointed 
by J ndge Jenkins at Milwaukee, another by the circuit court at 
St. Paul, another was appointed in Montana, and still another in 
Was - 8Sothat while the Federal courts do, as the gentle- 
man says, have some sense, nevertheless, when they are called 
upon to exercise their jurisdiction within their territorial limits, 
they must do it, and it is but natural that these courts should be 
somewhat jealous of their respective jurisdictions. 

Mr. RAY. Now, | have suggested the answer toall that, which 
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a 
is that the bill itself provides that if the individual or corporation 
is in a particular county, jurisdiction shall be taken and exercised 
by the court in that county; but otherwise it must be exercised in 
the locality most convenient for the administration of the affairs 
of the bankrupt. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Does this bill give the assignee or receiver who 
is first appointed exclusive jurisdiction over all the property of 
the debtor without respect to the county or State in which that 
property may be situated? 

Mr. RAY. Iso understand. I make that assertion. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have not found such a provision in the bill. 

Mr. RAY. There can be no question about that. It is provided 
that all the property of the bankrupt, regardless of its situation 
or location, shail pass to the hands of the trustee. Now let m 


make another suggestion in connection with that. When these 
bankruptcy proceedings have been taken and a trustee appointed, 
the property of the corporation (a part of the property being its 
men 


would define them) passes to and vests in the hands of the trustee 


| in bankruptcy; and that being the fact the court has jurisdiction, 


and there can be no conflict whatever. 
a railroad and preserve it. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iask unanimous consent that twenty min- 
utes, or so much thereof as may be needed, be allowed for the 
further discussion of this amendment. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. At the suggestion of several 
tlemen, I ask that the amendment be again read. 

The amendment of Mr. MILLER of Kansas was again read. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, it seems te me that 
a very slight consideration of the duties and obligations of corpo- 
rations engaged in the business of transportation should convince 


The trustee can operate 


gen- 


| members of this House that they certainly should not be included 
| Within the provisions of this bill. 
| interests that those corporations engaged in the work of transpor- 
; tation should be prohibited from carrying on their business, no 
| matter what the pecuniary reverses to which they may be sub- 


It is contrary to great public 


jected. 

Mr. RAY. Allow me to suggest that they would not be pro- 
hibited from carrying on their business, because the property, the 
rights, and the franchises of the railroad company would pass 
into the hands of an officer of the court in the same way as they 
do now, and, being within the power and jurisdiction of the court, 
the business of the corporation would go right on. It would be 
the duty of the trustee (I have spoken of him once or twice as an 
assignee) to carry on the business and preserve the estate until it 
was sold. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentle- 
man is hardly well advised in making that suggestion. Certainly 
no bankruptcy law can be framed whose provisions would even 


| contemplate the continuation of the business of the bankrupt. 


When a person is thrown into bankruptcy, it is the duty of the 
court to wind up that business, to sell the property. Until the 
sale of the property of a railroad corporation is had there is abso- 


| lutely no provision—and from the necessity of the case there can 
| not be any provision—for carrying on the business of that rail- 


road company. 
Mr. RAY. Let me ask the gentleman right there this question: 
Does he deny the power of the United States court to direct the 


| trustee to go on with the business of the railroad corporation, for 


the purpose of preserving it and maintaining its value, until it is 
actually sold by the trustee or under a decree of the court? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Certainly, I think that under the 
provisions of this bill there can be no room for the intelligent 
discussion of such a proposition. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Allow me to call the attention of gentle- 
men to section 17, clause 3, of this bill, on page 18, It is there 


| provided, under the title ‘‘ Jurisdiction of courts of bankruptcy,” 


that authority be given to the court, among other things, to ‘‘ ap- 


| point receivers or the marshals, upon theapplication of parties in 


interest, to take charge of the property of bankrupts after the 
filing of the petition, and until it is dismissed or the trustee ‘s 
qualified.” 

So the power to appoint receivers is especially conferred by the 
terms of this bill. 

Mr. MOODY. Icall attention also to the fifth clause of section 
17. It is there provided that the court of bankruptcy may 
‘* authorize the business of bankrupts to be conducted for limited 
— by receivers, the marshals, or trustees, if necessary in the 

st interests of the estates.” 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. Does not the language read by the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] mean simply that the court 
may appoint a receiver immediately upon the filing of the peti- 
tion and before there is an adjudication? As I understand, the 
point made by the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. rear a Ha 
that after there has been an adjudication and the corporation has 
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been declared bankrupt there is no machinery provided by this 
bill to continue the business of the corporation. 

Mr. MOODY. I refer the gentleman to clause 5 of section 17, 
which provides the as 

Mr. TAWNEY. I would like the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Ray] to answer a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Nebraska [Mr. Hainer] 
is entitled to the floor. Does he yield for the question? 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. es, sir. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I wish to ask the gentleman from New York 
what is the territorial jurisdiction of the bankrupt courts under 
the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. RAY. AsI understand it, without limitation, throughout 
the entire United States; in the District of Columbiaand through- 
out all the States and Territories. 

Mr. TAWNEY. ‘Take the circuit court of the United States in 
the eighth judicial circuit, and a petition in bankruptcy is filed 
in St. Paul, for instance, againsta railroad company, and the line 
of the road extends beyond the territorial jurisdiction of that cir- 
cuit, would the receiver appointed by the bankrupt court in Min- 
nesota exercise jurisdiction in the ninth judicial circuit or on the 
Pacific Coast? 

Mr. RAY. I do not see how there could be any question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Nebraska 
has expired. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, my time was taken 
up by other gentlemen, and I move to strike out the last word for 
the purpose of making a remark. 

My attention has been called to section 17 of the pending bill, 
the fifth provision of which authorizes— 

The business of bankrupts to be conducted for limited periods by receivers, 
the marshals, or trustees, if necessary in the best interests of the estates. 

I call your attention to the preceding part of the same section, 
which provides as follows: 

Courts of bankruptcy are hereby invested, within their respective territo- 
rial limits as now established, or as they may be hereafter changed, with 
such jurisdiction at law and in equity as will enable them to exercise origi- 
nal jurisdiction in bankruptcy proceedings, etc. 

Now, then, conceding that the court may authorize the busi- 
ness of the bankrupt to be carried on for a limited period as pro- 
vided by paragraph 5 of this section, it may be done only for a 
limited period within their territorial jurisdiction under the first 
paragraph of the section which Lhavejust read. It would appear, 
therefore, giving the bill the widest latitude of construction and 
scope, there would be receivers appointed in the territorial juris- 
diction. of each court under the operation of this bill through 
which the railroad happens to run. 

Here, too, is necessarily involved a serious conflict of authority. 
The railroads. are now in the hands of receivers, and they are 
doing and performing acts which are considered as acts of bank- 
ruptcy. Every court through whose territorial jurisdiction such 
road passes would have the right to appoint a receiver, and these 
in turn are to take possession of egronans of the road and oper- 
ate its business. ow, I submit t it is entirely against the 
best interests of the country that the great companies now operated 
by receivers should be put into numerous, c ing, and too 
un rival hands by the operation of this bill, and thus apportion 
out between the several courts through whose territorial juris- 
diction they happen to pass control of these great properties. 
The transportation business of this country should not be made 
the football of bankrupt courts. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. That is done every day. 

Mr. HAINER of Nebraska. Well, it ought not to be done, if 
itis. It makes confusion worse confounded. We have enough 
of that trouble now without increasing it, and it seems to me that 
we ought not to place the great railroads. of the country in the 
hands of more receivers than at present. 

It seems to me, therefore, that as we can not, within the time 
limits afforded by this. bill, pass upon all the questions crowding 
upon us, the safest method possible, in order to avoid confusion 
in this regard, is:to strike the word “ corporation” entirely from 
the bill, in accordance with the amendment of the gentleman from 
Kansas, and leave aoegeneane to be treated by the laws now in 
force in the various States. This would give them no benefits 
under this bill nor im upon them any burdens. What con- 
cerns me most, however, is that the interests of the country be 


caref: guarded, 

a ATSON of Ohio. That is a.sound proposition, and that 
is. what ought to be done, 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, with reference to the argument 
of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Harmer] who has just 
taken his seat and his criticism of the pending bill, it me to 
Say it would have force if there was.anything in the bill for it to 
apply to. The bill we have been idering, and the provision 
immediately under discussion, is-not amenable to the criticism at 
all. It leaves these matters, with reference to the great corpora- 
tions of the country, just in the same condition that they are in 


AY ] . 
now. It leaves them in statu quo, and all judicial proc 
and all laws, and all steps relating to the appointment of r, 
that have already been made will be just as effective if ¢}; 
shall be enacted into a law as they are now. 
It occurs to me that the proposition is so plain and so si; 
to be grasped at once by any legal mind, or in fact by th 
of any man trained asalawyer. The bill does not interfe; 
the appointment of receivers to take charge of the insoly, . 
porations. Such a construction of the bill is a false constri.+;,, 
Does the gentleman mean to say that a court could uni 
to appoint a receiver for a corporation when a receiver }; 
already appointed es court of competent jurisdiction 
the State and has charge of that corporation? I think; 


‘such an idea were good, we would have nothing in this 


except confusion and conflicts of jurisdiction. , 

The Constitution of the United States—the supreme law of the 
land—has a provision that regulates that beyond question. [); 
provision to which I refer it declares that due faith and ¢ 
shall be given by allof the States to the judicial acts and proeo- 
ings of the courts of the other States: Ido not undertake to yore 
the words of the Constitution literally, but that is substantially 
the language of the provision in question, and carries out t})o {4 
in view. Ifa court of any State, or a Federal court, for that ; 
ter, of competent jurisdiction, places such property in the hands 
of receivers, it is a valid transaction anywhere, before any court 
in any State, and must be respected. So that there is nothing in 
the hypercritical argument raised by the gentleman from Ne}rasi: 
in favor of the amendment now pending to this section of the })il], 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, as I understand th, 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MILurr|, it is : 
strike out the word ‘‘ corporations,” in the next to the last line, o 
page 3? 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. That is my amendment. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I hope, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen 
of the House, that this amendment will prevail. There are thou- 
sands of corporations allover the United States that are struggling 
for their financial lives. This billlater on provides that any three 
creditors of any corporation can force it into involuntary bank- 
ruptey. And yet when you have forced a corporation into bank- 
ruptcy there is no way of getting it out. That is a wrong anda 
distinction against corporations. It is a very important matter, 
and if gentlemen have not given it full consideration I hope that 
they will, if they have the time, and will vote to sustain the 
motion. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. MILLER]. 

Mr. HENDERSON. r. Chairman, it will be remembered by 
those who were present during the general debate, when the 1+ 
tion of corporations was referred to, that I said in substance that 
I thought it was influenced more by the ideaof avoiding the treat- 
ment of corporations as we did other people. In other words, I 
think it was more, perhaps, a bending of the knee as a demayogue 
would bend than otherwise. Iam not referring to the pending 
amendment when I say that, but that is the way the Dill hasbeen 
urged and brought in here for agood many years. I want to say, 
too, with perfect frankness to the committee, that so far as | am 
individually concerned I have no pride or feeling about this par- 
ticular feature of the bill. I can see some reason why it might be 
better to leave re like railroad companies and telegraph 
lines to be under operation of the State laws. 

My colleague, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ConnoLty), 
has drafted a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman 
from Kansas [Mr. MILLER] which I shall be glad to have him 
submit, if he has it ready. It may meet with some objections 00 
the other side; and I want to say now to the committee that this 
was probably one of the most troublesome questions that we had 
to deal with; that is, the treatment of corporations. Take, {or 
instance, the Pacific railroads. Ican see reasons why tlic treat- 
ment of those roads should be left to the United States statutes, 
in which special provision is made with reference to them, and! 
invite that perfect freedom in this committee in regard to all these 
matters which should obtain in a family of men interested 10 jet 
cme. ekee-7 for — ofthecountry. Thatis the way in which 
we all ought to feel, and I stand here representing no pride of 

nal opinion in this matter. I want the best that is obtaima 

le out of this fountain of patriotic desire to benefit the peop! 

Now, I would like to: hear the amendment of my colleague (Ml. 
CONNOLLY] read. 

Mr: CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, I send my amendment © 
the Clerk’s desk and ask that it be read. 

The amendment of Mr. Connouiy was read, as follows: 

Amend in section 1, line 2, after the word “bodies,” by inserting © \h*T 
than transportation and telegraph companies.” ‘ 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Chairman, if gentlemen who 0" the 
bill before them will turn to 2, line 21, they will find (8! - 
is the dictionary section. The bill defines what the word = 
porations.” means in this law, As it reads now it includes -very 


































CONGRES 





»ssible corporation that we can have in this country, railroads 
and telegraph companies, banks, and all that. I propose by this 
amendment to eliminate from this bill all objection that has been 
made by gentlemen with reference to the effect this bill would 


have upon railroad corporations and upon the business of the 


country in putting them within the terms of a bankrupt law. If | os 


this amendment is adopted the bill will then read: 

Corporations shall mean all bodies other than transportation and telegraph 
companies having any of the powers and privileges of private corporati: 
not possessed by individuals or partnerships, 

If you strike out the word ‘‘ corporations” it is well known to 
every gentleman here that dry goods, boots and shoes, gr: ceries, 
drugs, hardware, queen’s ware, every character of merchandise 
sold in this country is sold by mercantile corporations. 

Mr. MOODY. Many of us have copies of this bill in which the 
lines are not numbered. I should like to ask the gentleman 
where this amendment comes in? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. This is in the dictionary clause, the first 

"tion. 
wr. WATSON of Ohio. Do you think it just to a corporation 
dealing in merchandise that it may be forced into bankruptcy by 
three creditors, and then, having put it into bankruptcy, refuse 
any meansof letting it get out? There isthe iniquity of this thing. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. that the gentleman's question? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Why, certainly. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Well, I certainly do think that if it is just 
























tothe human being, to the natural being, to the man or the woman 
who has risked all in a mercantile business, if it is just for him 


to be placed in the position of a bankrupt, it is certainly just to 
place an artificial being, that has no feeling, in the same position. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. That is begging the question. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Not by any means. I answer that I think 
it is equally as just to place the artificial being in that attitude 
as it is to place a human —— in that attitude. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Now, one question. You define an 
artificial being for the purposes of this act just as a real being, 
and yet you provide that the real being shall be discharged in 
bankruptey and that the artificial being shall not, That is the 
language of this bill, and it is wrong. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. You are referring to that. Wehave not 
reached that section yet. Weare on the first section. Weare on 
the question here, shall a corporation be included at all? Now. 
the gentleman is going from that section, away beyond there. If 
this amendment be made, others will be made necessary to con- 
form the other sections of the bill to this amendment that is pro- 

osed now. If youstrike out the word “corporation” entirely 

m this seetion, then it must be stricken out in all succeeding 
sections where it occurs. If you limit that word ‘‘ corporation,” 
then it must be in like manner limited in all succeeding cases. 
Now, the question is. presented to the House whether a corpora- 
tion shall be included at all. If so, this amendment offered to 
strike out the word. ‘‘corporations” must necessarily fail. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Will the gentleman permit me one 
question? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Excuse me; I have only five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The time allowed for debate on this amendment has also expired, 
and the question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Ilinois. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The C MAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 32, noes 39, 

So the amendment was rejected. 























bn Clerk read as follows: 

.2. Aors or BANKRUPTOCY.—a Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall 

consist of his having (1) concealed himself, d or remained away from 
business, residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service 
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his placeot 
vil proeess. and to defeat his creditors, and shall not have returned at 
orty hours before the of a petition in bankruptcy, and 
before ts of creditors shall have been impaired, altered, or interfered 
; ‘for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent to 
of rty levied upon ander process of law for $500 
is to be sold within such time under such process 
the time fixed for such sale; (3) made a transfer 
with intent to defeat his creditors and has not 
and on of such property before the rights of 
or by reason of such transfer 
commencement of a proceeding in bank- 
a for the benefit of his creditors or filed in 
admitting his inability to pay his debts; (5) made, 
t, a transfer of any of his property or suffered any of it to be 
process. of law or otherwise for the purpose of giv- 
not ed the ownership of such Foss or 
be: the rights of creditors shall have been 
pai by reason of such transfer, taking. or levy, and 
the commencement of a proceeding in Rageregeey: 
suffered a Jadgment to be entered against himself with in 


neta ee same to remain unpaid until ten 
ofa in bankruptcy: Provided, That a payment 
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ti t 2 judgmer fa r’s p ty 
| Sad m the of su as ‘ +t payment such 
ju nent rovi ns ‘ ny of | prop 
erty to avoid its being levied u gainst himself and 
| to at his creditors, and has i e h lowal 
| pr Sat ast I Lys I ia t tcy 8 ul 
| whi ns V an ex Sn ‘ t ‘ 3 cu 
t iggregati s amoun l mse I | ty 
, Uniess the amount shown to 10 by x i i 
e a petition is filed; « /) suspended and 1 V 
i til a petition is filed, while insolvent, the payment 1 al 
paper for or aggregating $500 or ove 
_ UA petition may be filed against a person who has « ! in act of 
bankruptey within four monthsafter the commission of such act. Such time 
shall not expire until four months after the dat he recordi rt 
istering of the transfer or assiznment when the act consists in ha ide 
a transfer of any of his property with intent to defeat his creditors or 
the purpose of giving a preference as hereinbefore provided, or an assi 
ment for the benefit of his creditors, if by law such recording or register 
is required or permitted, or, if it is not, from the date when the benef! 
takes notorious, exclusive, or continuous possession of the property 
the petitioning creditors have received actual notice of such tran 
ignment; or (2) the date of the return of legal p1 when the act consists 


in having secreted any of his property to ave 
legal process against himself and to defeat his 
provided. 


Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE, 
ing amendment. 

Mr.: HENDERSON. Before any amendments are offered, I 
would like to submit a request to the committee. This is the sec- 
tion of the bill in which so much interest is felt and has been ex- 
pressed throughout the general debate; and upon consultati 
with the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaiLry] and the gentle 
from Kansas | Mr. Bropericx], I request that two hours’ debat 
be given to this section, subject, of course, to the five-minute rule. 
I mean the whole section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentleman from 
Iowa asks that debate on this section be limited to two hours. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I simply want to make an inquiry. There 
are a number of amendments that will be offered. Suppose the 
first amendment, which will probably be to strike out the section, 
should take half or nearly all of this time. If it fail, there will be 
other amendments to strike out portions of the section. Will 
time be given for votes on all the amendments that gentlemen 
desire to offer? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Of course my friend understands that 
amendments to perfeet the section will be in order before any 
amendment to strike out the section. , 

Mr. McMILLIN. Will my friend from Iowa permit a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Itis only two hours and twenty-seven minutes 
until the time for taking a recess, and if the debate be continued 
for two hours the House will probably be slim by that time, when 
the vote should be taken. Does not the gentleman think it would 
be well to allow the amendments to be printed in the Rr 
notice, and let the vote commence in the morning? I would sue- 
gest that. It would seem to be a loss of thirty minutes, but prob 
ably will be no loss at all, because at that time the House is very 
slim. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want to do exactly what the committee 
would like to do in this matter. In the first place, [ want a fair 
opportunity to discuss this section, and then to have a vote on it. 

Mr. McMILLIN. That will give but twenty-five minutes for 
votes on the amendments, if it be agreed as the gentleman sng- 
gested, and the probability is we may be hung upon the first 
amendment if we are to take a vote on it thisevening. I have no 
feeling whatever in the matter. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I know. 
tleman’s suggestion. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to suggest to the gentleman from Iowa 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the amendment tostrike 
out this whole first paragraph of section 2, which the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania has submitted, goes to the essence of the mat- 
ter. If that amendment can not be adopted, then no amendment 
can be adopted, and no other substitute. It is absolutely certain 
that when the question comes on this amendment it would be the 
same with this as with all; they all either go out or they all stay 
in. Bothin the committee and in the House, every time the ques- 
tion has been up I believe that has been the history of the matter, 
and the attempt to adopt the amendment to strike out will serve 
just as good a purpose as any other. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think I will want an opportunity to offer 
amendments to perfect the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me suggest, instead of making 
two hours for that section, that a request be made for a reasona- 
ble time for discussing this amendment, and then there will be 
other amendments, if my amendment does not prevail, to that 
section. 

Mr. BAILEY. Why not have two hours to offer amendments 
before the vote? 

Mr: WILLIAM A. STONE. How much of that two hours are 
you going to give to the consideration of this amendment? 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Until it is disposed of. I am not consid- 
ering any particular amendment in making the request. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. If an amendment is offered to strike out the entire sec- 
tion and is voted down, will it then be in order to move to strike 
out a portion of the section in order to perfect it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks so, 

Mr. BAILEY. I think not. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The first thing in order is to perfect the 
section. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is some question about that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It seems tome eminently proper that gen- 
tlemen should have an opportunity to perfect the section to their 
satisfaction before they are brought face to face with the question 
of striking it out entirely. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. The gentleman can meet that dif- 
ficulty by moving to close debate on this or any other amendment 
at any time, 

Mr. BAILEY. We might have an understanding, by unani- 
mous consent, that the defeat of the pending amendment shall not 
preclude the right to offer amendments to particular subdivisions 
of the section. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I want the section perfected first, and I 
think that is the general feeling of the committee. I think that 
the suggestion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. McMILLIN] 
will obviate the difficulty. 

Mr, WILLIAM A. STONE. What is that? 

Mr. HENDERSON. That we introduce amendments now and 
discuss them this afternoon—we have to take a recess under the 
rule at 5 o’clock—-and that we vote upon them in committee the 
first thing to-morrow. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Then you ask unanimous consent 
that the balance of the day be given to the consideration of this 
section? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Yes; and that the pagans amendments 
be printed in the RecorpD and be considered as pending. 

r. WILLIAM A. STONE. With that understanding there 
would be no vote upon any amendment to-day. 

Mr. HENDERSON. No; not until to-morrow. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I hope the suggestion 
will not prevail. There are 63 pages of this bill. There are other 
amendments just as important as, and, in the judgment of good 
lawyers on this floor, a great deal more important, than the amend- 
ments to be presented to this section, and, now it is proposed to 
give to this one section two and a half hours out of the four hours 
remaining. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman object to the proposi- 
tion? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I do. 

The CHAIRMAN. TheClerk willrepor. the amendment of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


Strike out all of paragraph 8, section 2, beginning with “section 2,” on page 
5, and ending with line 47, page 7. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to propose an amend- 
ment to subdivision 8. ; ; 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, I yield to the gentleman from 
Kansas for that purpose, but I do not yield the floor. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I offer an amendment to the amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The amendment of Mr. BRODERICK was read, as follows: 

Strike out, beginning with and including the first line of section 2, down to 
and including the word “ over,” in line 47, and insert in lieu thereof as follows: 

“Spo. 2. Acts of pemmrapter’ Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall consist 
(1) of his having fraudulently contracted a debt or debts of creditors who 
seek to avail themselves of the provisions of this act; (2) sold or transferred 
his property, or some part thereof, with intent to defeat his creditors, or (3) 
concealed himself, departed or remained away from his place of business, 
residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of civil process and to 


defeat his creditors, and shall not have returned before the of a peti- 
tion in bankruptcy.” 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I have offered my 
amendment believing that it is absolutely impossible to pass an 
efficient, practical bankrupt law containing an mip | gee: 
vision. Congress after Congress has wrestled with this problem. 
It is not anew one. We have never been able since the repeal of 
the last law to pass any new bankrupt law at all. I am quite 
familiar with the fact that all over this country there is a general 
demand for a voluntary bankrupt law, a law that will permit 
people who have been unfortunate in trade, who have encumbered 
their property, who have gotten into debt, to surrender what 
property they have remaining and be discharged from their debts 
and start anew in the race of life. There is, I know, a demand 
for that kind of a bankrupt law; but I undertake to say, with all 
due respect to the committee which has brought in this bill, that 
there is no demand of a general character, no demand for an in- 
voluntary —— law outside of a few wholesale localities which 
sell goods to people who sell at retail, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


An involuntary bankrupt law is nothing more nor less th», 
piece of machinery for the collection of debts. It benefits nobody. 
it can bring no good to anybody. I can scarcely imagine a 
where an involuntary bankruptcy law would benefit either ;) 
debtor or the creditor; because, in the first place, a man who is to+. 
tering on the brink of bankruptcy has his property in all pro ij 
bility pretty well put up as collateral; there are mortgages anq 
judgments against him, and the owners of such claims are yy.. 
tected. But the unsecured creditor, the general creditor, wi)} 
benefit very little from the estate vf any involuntary bankrupt 
The expenses of distributing the assets and winding up the busi. 
ness consume money which would otherwise go to the general 
creditor. 

The bill is like all the rest; there is no use in saying that it ig 
different or better. There is no use in saying that it is anything 
more or less than the old Torrey bill, which has haunted these 
halls for years. It is folly to undertake to say you can put a man 
in bankruptcy without doing him any harm. it is idle to attempt 
to sugar coat this bill. You can not do so if you leave in ji the 
provision defining the acts which shall put a man into bankruptcy 
against his will. I admit that among the nine different classes of 
acts which are specified as making a man a bankrupt there are 
some which involve fraud, but I deny that you can pass an ip. 
voluntary bankruptcy bill which will leave to the sreditor and to 
the debtor the status that before existed, and which would benefit 
the creditor or anybody else. 

Therefore this fight might as well come first as last. We micht 
just as well vote on the vital question here as to fight the matter 
piecemeal. We may as well have it settled now whether we want 
an involuntary provision in this bill at all. If the Committee of 
the Whole should decide that they do, we can then consider 
— the bill can be so amended as to suit the majority of the 

ouse, 

Mr. PICKLER. The gentleman’s amendment simply strikes 
out the involuntary portion of the bill? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Thatisall. It strikes from the 
bill the nine specified acts for which a man may be put into bhank- 
ruptcy. With this provision struck out the voluntary part of 
the bill will remain. Under the bill as thus amended a man may 
petition to be declared a bankrupt, and on the surrender of his 
estate may have it adjudicated in bankruptcy. 

Mr. RAY. I should like to interrogate the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Very well. 

Mr. RAY. You are from the State of Pennsylvania? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iam. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY. You havethere a system of what are called “ judg- 
ment notes”? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. And aman can not get any credit there unless he 
gives judgment notes? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, I do not admit that. 

Mr. RAY. Are not those notes the prevailing style of notes in 
your State? 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. No, sir. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

r. RAY. I move to amend by striking out the last word. 
Now, I say those are the prevailing notes given in the State of 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will not admit that. 
they are given. We have judgment notes. 

Mr. RAY. I know from personal professional experience that 


Of course 


form of notes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will admit that up along the 
line of the State of New York they deal in that sort of obligations, 
but not down our way. 

Mr. RAY. They deal in them all through the Statapf Penn- 
sylvania to my personal knowledge. Those judgment notes pre- 
vail everywhere. When credit is given, the creditor wants that 
kind of a note. When such a note is given, the creditor goes 1- 
mediately to the clerk’s office and enters up judgment against the 
debtor. When that note is due and unpaid, thecreditor can ¢0 to 
the sheriff, obtain execution, and gobble up all the property that 
the debtor has. Now,I ask the | apm men are not the laws of 
the State of Pennsylvania under that system not only tenfol! but 
a hundredfold more severe than any provision that you can spell 
out of this bill? ' 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. In reply to the gentleman I will 
say that the laws of the State of Pennsylvania are entirely sas 
factory to the people of Pennsylvania. They are not asking & 
bankru 7 law. s 

Mr.RAY. Have I not stated the reason why you, coming from 
the State of Pennsylvania, are opposed to this bill and its prov 


sions—— 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. No. 

Mr. RAY. Because you do not want an 
more liberal and more in the interest of the 
now have, 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me answer the gentleman. I 
will state my reasons for opposing this bill. Under the old bank- 
ruptcy law I had my share of the practice; I was brought face to 
face every day with its hardships as well as its benefits. The 
knowledge Lobtained from my practice and experience under that 
law leads me, as & representative of the people who sent me here 
and in the discharge of my duty as I understand it, to oppose these 
provisions, and Iam going todoso. If I were speaking for the 

onefit—— 
™ Mr. RAY. Ihave the floor. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Oh, no; you have not. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York has the 


Or WILLIAM A.STONE. Well, I wanted to answer the ques- 
tion which the gentleman asked me. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York has the 
or. 
“ RAY. Nearly all the other Representatives of the State of 
Pennsylvania are in favor of a bankruptcy bill; they are in favor 


of this bill, as I understand it, and have been heretofore; but it | 


does seem to me (and that is the reason [I propounded my inter- 


rogatory to the gentleman) that he has got this judgment-note | 


business into his head; it is a bee in his bonnet; and he does not 
want to surrender the advantage that creditors obtain under that 


rstem. 
’ Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I have answered—— 
Mr. RAY. 1 do not believe for asingle moment that the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania is really opposed in his heart to these in- 
yoluntary features on the ground that they are harsh. 


into bankruptcy when he is absolutely insolvent—in a condition 
where he has stopped paying and is unable to pay—and also where 
he has committed a fraud. In addition to those two cases there is 
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They can | 


not be regarded as harsh. Under this bill a man can be forced | ruptey, 


only one that can be made the ground of objection, and that is | 
where for thirty days a man has ceased to honor his commercial | 


paper. It iscommercial paper and commercial paper only, mind 


you. 
Now, if he can not 


pay his debts, if he is insolvent, if for thirty 
days he has been una 


le to renew the note, he may be forced into 


bankruptcy, and why? In order to prevent his going out toa | 


few of his intimate associates and friends and saying, “ Here, I 
have got to give up; I can not continue business any longer. You 
sue me, put your claims in the shape of a judgment, and then 
come at levy on my property.” We try to prevent that, which 
would be a detriment and an injury to the rights of all the other 
creditors. Such action if permitted would result in unjust pref- 
erences under forms of law and work great hardship and injustice. 
Here the hammer fell. } 

. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to be 
permitted to proceed for ten minutes, if that much time is neces- 
sary to conclude what I desire to say. ' 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope that will be done. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. r. Chairman, I perfectly understand that a 
member of this House is engaged in a very small business when 
heis calling attention to the inadvertent misstatements of a fellow- 
member. But it sometimes happens that it is due to truth that 
we shall point out an error; and we always owe it to ourselves to 
correct such a misrepresentation as the gentleman from New York 
{Mr. Ray} made of me in the speech which he delivered yesterday. 
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will constitute only three, while he said I had presented five, and 
printed that I had presented four. Those who know the gentle- 
man from New York will regard it as a remarkable approach to 
accuracy that he should come within 25 per cent of the fact. 

But, Mr. Chairman, he has given his own testimony against his 
statement. After having declared in the very beginning of his 
speech that these measures were radically different from each 
other, he concludes the speech with this statement: 


Mr. Chairman, I add as a part of my remarks some of the comm 


y ents of Mr. 
Wolverton, an able Democrat from Pennsylvania, made by him on the Bailey 
bill H. R. 4609, in the Fifty-third Congress See Report 206, part 3 That 
bill was virtually the same as the Bailey bill H.R. 259, the Bailey bill H.R. 


S231, and the Bailey bill (no number), all of the Fifty-fourth Congr 
In one part of his speech he says that these measures are radi- 
cally different from each other, and in another part of the same 


| speech he affirms that they are “virtually the same” as the bill 


which was passed in the Fifty-third Congress. 

Therefore I refute the gentleman’s first assertion by invoking 

the old mathematical axiom, that things which are equal to the 
same things must be equal to each other. If these three meas- 
ures are virtually the same as the bill introduced by meand passed 
in the last House, then necessarily they must be virtually the same 
as each other. 
But I have a better refutation of the gentleman's assertion than 
that. I have here the three propositions to which reference is 
made. The first is the bill introduced early in this session and 
referred to the Judiciary Committee. That bill with other bills 
on the same general subject were referred to a subcommittee 
with special and positive instructions that it should report back 
a measure providing for both voluntary and involuntary bank- 
As a member of the subcommittee, I could not agree to 
the pending bill when it was to be reported, and therefore framed 
and submitted to the full committee a minority report 

The minority report is practically the bill whic’ I had origi- 
nally introduced, with an involuntary provision, and that invol- 
untary provision was ingrafted upon it in conformity with the 
instructions of the committee. The gentleman from New York 
|Mr. Ray] knows, or if he does not know every other member of 
the Judiciary Committee does know, that when I submitted that 
report I distinctly stated to the committee that I had incorpo- 
rated the provision for involuntary bankruptcy purely and only 
because I was instructed to do so, and that it did not meet with 
my approval. But when that minority report was voted down, I 
was perfectly free to prepare such substitute as my judgment 
might approve, and I have here the substitute, numbered 8254, 
which is identical, line for line, word for word, and letter for let- 
ter, with the report that 1 made as a member of the subcommittee 
to the full committee, save and except that I have eliminated the 
involuntary feature, which was incorporated under an instruc- 
tion. 

Thus, Mr. Chairman, I refute the charge of personal inconsist- 
ency. Why it was made I leave the House to judge, but as it 
had no pertinency to the argument, I concluded that it was in- 
tended as a criticism personally against me, and I felt that 1 was 
justified in answering it. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] seems to bear me personal ill will. I have nothing 
against him. I forgive him. I can remember what a fight we 
had in the last Congress over his bill, which I referred to in the 
Recorp of this morning and my remarks yesterday. I do not 
think he was very angry yesterday; but when he sees in the 


In the very beginning of that speech he congratulated himself | Recorp of this morning the unmerciful criticism and castigation 


and my distinguished friend from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] that 
they had changed their minds on this question, and then straight- 


of his bill introduced in the Fifty-third Congress, made and ad- 
ministered by Judge Wolverton, of the State of Pennsylvania, 


reas to complain at me because he seemed to think that | jis wrath is stirred from the very foundation; and as that excel- 


been undergoing the same mental operation. 


In order that | 


there may be no mistake as to what was said I read the exact lan- | 


guage of the gentleman from New York. He said: 


The other gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] is possessed of a very pe- 
culiar mind. It must be undergoing a stage of transition or transformation, 
for within the last three months he has presented either to the House or to 
the Judiciary Committee, or will present before this subject is dropped, five 


different measures embodying essential features radically differing from 
each other. 


I interposed with the statement: 


Since the gentleman from New York has seen proper to refer to me, I will 
simply tell him that that is not the truth. 


He rejoined: 
I say it is, and I have the bills before me at this moment, and have been ex- 
amining them. 


The gentleman from New York has admitted that he misrepre- 
sented me, because I find in this morning’s Recorp his printed 


aoe charging the words “five different measures” to ‘‘four 


erent n@asures,” and changing the words ‘‘ three months” to 
“a few months.” 
Mr. Chairman, even with these changes, and admitting that the 
bill, the report, and the substitute are all as different as he says 
they are, he is still 25 per cent short of the truth, because they 





lent and able Democrat is not now here where the gentleman from 
Texas can pour upon him his vials of wrath, he turns mightily 
and esunitinansatly upon the young and inexperienced and inno- 
cent gentleman from New York. [Laughter.] I trust gentle- 
men of this House will examine the Recorp; that they will read 
the criticisms of the Bailey bill contained in the report of ex- 
Judge Wolverton, one of the ablest lawyers in the United 
States. He denounced the Bailey bill as unconstitutional, incom- 
plete, and imperfect; an ee productive of litigation and 
needless costs; one that will destroy credit, etc. My argument 
adopted the facts and ran in the same line. 

Gentlemen of this House will remember that on yesterday, 
when Iadverted to Mr. BAILEY’s numerous bills simply for the 
purpose of making the argument that the gentleman from Texas 

Mr. BAILEY] is not a safe guide in an important matter like this, 
for the reason he had introduced so many different, conflict- 
ing bills, showing a changing, unsettled mind, I asked him if 
the bill introduced by him into this Congress, or the substitute, 
was the same as his bill introduced into and put through the last 
House, and he answered ‘‘ No.” Therefore, between the last Con- 
gress and this he has changed his mind. So much is admitted. 
Now I call the attention of gentlemen in this House to his bill 
No, 259, 
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Mr. BAtLey introduced the following bill— 

Read it. 

I ask your attention to the bill (H. R. 8234) introduced by Mr. 
BAIL®y, or proposed by him as a substitute. Read that. 


I call the attention of members of tae House to the report, 
unnumbered: 


wn BAILZY submits as his report from the subcommittee the following 
i 


Read that, 

Read the three, and then read the Bailey bill of the Fifty-third 
Congress and compare the batch; then judge whether the gentle- 
man has changed his mind on the subject of bankruptcy laws; then 
determine whether or not he has sihanel to a settled policy and 
line of legislation; then determine whether or not I did him in- 
justice yesterday. He has claimed that he acted under instruc- 
tions. 

He never was instructed by the subcommittee of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary to submit anyreport. It never gave him any 
directions. We permitted him to act his own sweet will. We 
permitted him to submit such views as he had, or desired to sub- 
mit, or might obtain. He was placed upon the subcommittee of 
the Judiciary Committee in order that he might be heard. He 
stated in the very beginning that he did not desire to participate 
in our deliberations or be a party to our transactions, and he did 
not; but at a later date he stated that he submitted his views on 
the subject. Wedidnot instruct him. The full committee never 
instructed him. Neither did the full subcommittee ever instruct 
him. And when he came in with that proposition, which is in 
print and to which I have referred, he said: 

Mr. BAIL%y submits as his report— 

What does he mean by “‘ his report”? I ask the gentleman from 
Texas, if it was not your report why did you entitle it— 

Mr. BAILey submits as his report from the subcommittee— 

So and so, printing it in full? Why not say— 

Mr. BAILEY submitsas the views of the minority of the subcommittee the 
following? 

But the gentleman from Texas entitled it ‘‘ his views,” a propo- 
sition emanating from himself, because of the title, and I acted in 
perfect good faith in referring to it yesterday as ‘“‘ his views.” Of 
course, Thad before me yesterday afternoon, when I made my re- 
marks, five different bills. One of them was from the Senate. I 
had supposed, and been informed, that Mr. BartLry was the author 
of that, and only when he disaffirmed it did I understand the con- 
trary. Of course, when I found myself in error in that regard, I 
was very willing to be corrected and to reduce my statement from 
fivetofour. Iso corrected my remarks, as I had a perfect right to 
do. It matters little whether the gentleman has changed his mind 
four times or five times in “‘ three months,” or a ‘“‘ few months.” 
He does not deny, and can not successfully deny, that he has pre- 
sented these four differing bills within a year—three since the 
convening of this Congress. I do not know but there are “ more 
to follow ” of “‘ his views.” 

Having called your attention to these various propositions of the 
gentleman from Texas, I repeat my assertion that no two of them 
are alike in all their soeuutial features. Icallattention to the fur- 
ther fact that all of them are alike in one essential feature, the 
main feature, the leading feature, which feature I took occasion 
yesterday to criticise, and which Judge Wolverton, in the last 
Congress, took occasion to criticise. I repeat again that notwith- 
standing all the remarks made by the gentleman in his charge of 
inaccuracy—and perhaps he woul have it understood that 1 was 
willfully misrepresenting him, although I expressly stated that I 
had no such desire—I harbor no harsh feeling. I the gentle- 
man’s pardon most abjectly and humbly if I have offended him; 
but I take occasion to reassert, and to repeat, that to be a safe 
guide in matters of legislation as ——— as this a gentleman 
of this House should have a plan and a policy of legislation and 
should adhere to it. Ihave not varied from the line, plan, and 
policy that I had in my mind when, in the Fifty-second Congress, 
we considered the bills then presented. I followed in the same 
line in the Fifty-third Congress; I stand there now. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, there is one question between 
the — from New York and myself, and I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Iowa if it is not true that when the subcommittee 
was appointed the full committee instructed them to prepare a 
measure for voluntary bankruptcy and one for involuntary bank- 
ruptcy? 

fr. HENDERSON. The instruction of the full committee to 
the subcommittee was to prepare a bill with provisions for both 
voluntary and involuntary ptcy, and not one for volun- 
tary bankruptcy. I can answer that question very promptly. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a few words 
in reference to the amendment I have submitted. I think it is 
clear from the discussion that has been had upon this bill that a 
majority of the members want some bankruptcy legislation. I 
think it is also clear that there are many of them who are in favor 
only of a voluntary bankruptcy law, but who would be willing, 
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rather than have a law fail, to vote for a bill containiy 
involuntary provisions. Now, it was said during the a) 
here that this bill that was presented to the House is str, 
the severity of the old law and that it is much mor 
That is true in reference to some of its provisions. I conc 
it is true in reference to many of the provisions of this hi! 
is not true, as I understand—and I have made an exami! 
the matter—with reference to the so-called acts of bankry 

The great objection to the old law was that it was abus 
under its provisions men were forced into bankruptcy, \ 
they had been permitted to go on with their business and s| 
along, they would have succeeded and recovered from thei 
rassments. That was one of the chief objections; and 
paring the old law with this bill I find that the acts of ban\o 
are very nearly the same. There are slight changes in the phys.” 
ology, but they cover substantially the same ground. Now \) 
we desire, if this bill is to be made the law of the land 4nJ jo 
accepted by the people as a settlement of this question, is ¢) <>), 
it of the severity of the old law. There are in this bill : 
of bankruptcy, and some of them contain more than on 
they areso phrased that they can be construed to embra: 
more grounds. I apprehend that it will be found that s 
chants who are embarrassed would hardly know how to kx. 
of bankruptcy if this bill should become law. 

Now, I am willing that bill should embrace acts of franq_ 
purely fraudulent transactions. Iam willing that actual fray 
should be cause for involuntary bankruptcy, and the amendmen: 
[ have submitted provides a remedy for this class of cas: rst 
fraudulent purchase of the property by an insolvent, and that wil 
embrace all the purchases under misrepresentation as t 
to pay. Second, fraudulent transfer of the property; and | 
would, by the dictionary in this bill, embrace every sort of | 
mortgngs and every sort of fraudulent action had to de! red- 
itors. The third is the debtor concealing himself to defeat the 
service of a summons upon him and thus defrauding his creditors, 

Mr. MOODY. If the gentleman will pardon me, [ wou!d lik 
little further explanation of the second reason—the fraudulent 
transfer of property. 

Mr. BRODE ICK. If the gentleman will refer to the diction- 
ary in this bill—I do not know whether it is in the copy you have, 
but it is in the large bill—— 

Mr. MOODY. I have it here before me. 

Mr. BRODERICK. You will see that transfer means s 
mortgage, and every sort of lien given to defeat or defraud cr 


itors. 

Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, the question is, What is a fraud- 
ulent transfer? Now, I assume the preference of one creditor over 
another is not fraudulent, except it be so stated in a bankruptcy 
law. A debtor has the right under the common law to include 
a preferred creditor. Does this include the preferred creditor, «7 
does the gentleman exclude him? 

Mr. BRODERICK. ILintend to include every fraudulent ac 
which it is necessary to prohibit in a bankruptcy act, and | believe 
that the three grounds set out in my amendment embrace every 
sort of fraudulent purchase or fraudulent conveyance of property 
that should be specified. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. 
wise? 

Mr. BRODERICK. Yes. 

Mr. MOODY. Let me suggest to the gentleman that his amend- 
ment does not do that, whatever his purpose may be. 

Mr. BRODERICK. That is a difference of opinion. [ think it 
does. poe as far as I think the law should. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expire. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman, I think I can see in the pr 
sions of this bill as they now stand, should it become a law 


Either by way of preference or other- 


‘almost if not an absolutely endless continuance of vexatio 


ceedings against men who are unfortunate but not dishonest. 
number of the acts of bankruptcy that are specified in - 
involve as a matter of course insolvency as a condition pre 

to an assignmentin bankruptcy. That condition is in its«!! 4 fact 
to be inquired into and determined by a jury. 

Now, suppose that under the second paragraph of the ! 
allegation should be made against a debtor living in a Wester 
town involving the question of bankruptcy, citing him, ‘or t' 
purpose of determining whether or not he wasinsolvent. to «)}"" 
at the next term of the district court of the United States ‘ '° 
held in the district of which the debtor wasa resident. The)" 
notoriety of the proceeding against him would in itse!! > 
vexatious, and then when the question came to be tried be! 
court the inquisitorial character of the proceedings, Invo'v' 
it necessarily would, an inquiry into every act he had dom 
every sale he had made, into every purchase he had mace, [oF 
months preceding the filing of the petition, in order to dit — 
whether or not he was insolvent, in order to determine whet’! '” 
not he had assets sufficient to meet his liabilities, becaus: ')" ba 
what settles the question of insolvency—all this would subject» 


bill 
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een eernt 


to as : 
into and I undertake to say that, without the commission of any 


dishonest act on his part, a condition of affairs would be brought 
about under the operation of this bill which would bring down 
upon it the righteous indignation of four-fifths of the people of this 
country and would compel Congress to wipe it from the pages of 
the statute book. I do not think there is any question about that. 
Hence I believe that if we have any bankrupicy legislation at all 
peyond @ voluntary bankrupt law, if anything is to be added to its 
voluntary features, the provisions that are added should apply 
only to cases of actual frand on the part of the debtor. That of 
course would stamp him as a dishonest man and put him outside 
the pale of consideration in the enactment of law. I hope the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas will be adopted. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I offer a substitute for the amend- 
ment and for the amendment to the amendment, 

The substitute was read, as follows: 

Add to the end of section 2 the following: _ 

“ Provided, If said involuntary petition be dismissed by the court, or with- 
drawn by the petitioner or petitioners with leave of the court, the respond- 
ent or respondents to said petition shall be allowed by the court all reasonable 
expenses and counsel fees incurred by respondent or ee in defend- 
ing against said petition, and the petitioner or petitioners shall pay all expenses 
and counsel fees as allowed by the court as well as the cost of said proceedings. 
And provided further, That within five days from the time an involuntary 
petition is filed in court the petitioner or petitioners shall file a bond in the 
same court where the petition has been presented, with at least two good and 
sufficient sureties, to beapproved by the said court, in such sum as the court 
may direct, conditioned for the payment to the yeapanmens or respondents, 
their heirs, administrators, executors, or assigns, of all expenses, costs, and 
counsel fees allowed by thé court. No action shall be taken on the petition 
until after a bond has been filed and approved by the court. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman that 
the paragraph to which this proposed substitute applies has not 
yet been read. 

Mr. MAHON. 

roper time. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. 
amendment inserting the word ‘‘ damages’ 
costs and expenses? 

Mr. MAHON. I think that if they pay him all reasonable ex- 

nses and costs that is sufficient. Now, Mr. Chairman, the only 
fara feature about the involuntary provision of the bill will be 
obviated if that amendment is adopted, because creditors will be 
very careful before they undertake to put a man in bankruptcy. 
This ought to be like any other proceeding in court; if the party 
who institutes the proceeding fails he ought to make the defend- 
ant whole, I think that with that proviso in the bill no man can 
make a reasonable objection to it. 

Now, as to my State and my district; the great State of Penn- 
sylvania does a very large amount of business, and in answer to 
my colleague [Mr. WILLIAM A. Stone} I want to say that the 
business men of Pennsylvania arein favor of this bill. Ihave not 
received a solitary protest against it, and I do not believe a pro- 
test hascome here from the great Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
against the passage of this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMA.STONE. Has my colleaguereceived any let- 


Well, leave it pending and I will offer it at the 


Would not the gentleman accept an 
* in connection with 


ters or petitions in favor of the bill, or asking for its passage? 
Mr. ON. Yes; I have received letter after letter from 


merchants, the very men who would be affected by this bill, ask- 


ing me to support it. I understand, too, that the gentleman who 
represents the t city of Pittsburg is in favor of this bill, and, 


Mr. Chairman, I want to make the prediction that when the yea- 
and-nay vote is taken upon this bill my colleague [Mr. WILLIAM 
A. Stone] will find seven-eighths of the Pennsylvania delegation 
lined up in favor of it. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me say at this point, Mr. 
Chairman, that I have never received a petition, a postal card, or 
any other communication from anybody in my district asking me 
to support this bill. I did receive a letter from one man, who 
wanted to be appointed a referee under the bill. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I will not vote for this bill with 
the involuntary provision struck out, for this reason: It is a 
very nice thing to pass a law here to allow a man to go into volun- 
tary bankruptey. After a man has gone into the market and 
purchased goods running up into thousands of dollars and has 

er nt those goods, has got all his matters arranged, 
and has in some manner made away with the goods to his kindred 
or to some other person, it is a very nice thing to let him then 
come in and take the benefit of a voluntary bankrupt law and get 
a discharge, and so swindle his creditors. There are scoundrels 
in the United States who go into the market and a upon 
their own credit, and they would be the men to take advantage of 
such alaw. They show that they have so many farms, or so 
much real estate, or so much personal property, and on that basis 
they credit for goods to oe extent Fe Gani of dollars, 
which they carry out of the State; and it is my experience as a 
lawyer that this class of ms, after they have purchased goods 
in that way—many of them with the intention to defraud their 
judgment to a wife, or a brother, or a 
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creat annoyance and injury. All these things would be inquired | daughter, or some personal friend; exe: 
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| hearing and examination by the court, 


| they have everything arranged, to 
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ution is issued upon that 

judgment, the property of the debtor is swept away by execution, 

and when the merchants in the large cities from whom the goods 

were bought seek payment, they find that the man’s property has 
all been swept away and that they have no red 

Mr. Chairman, these are the men wt sav that 

when a man is in fact a bankrupt it does not matter whether he 


goes into bankruptcy vol intarily \ 
ruptcy court is the place for him. I am in fay Inv 
provisions in a bankrupt law, because under ther 
prohibited from giving preferences; or they « they can be 
forced into bankruptcy and the preferences set asid« 

[ venture the assertion—and my colleague from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. WiLLIAM A. STONE] knows it to be true—that merchant 
Philadelphia. New York, and other large cities are robbed in 
State to the extent of millions of dollars by men who go to th 
great commercial centers, purchase goods with which they st: 
their stores, and then confess judgment or give preferences, hi: 
executions issued by creditors with whom they are in collusion, 
and thus defraud the great mass of their creditors. I 
read the records of the mercantile busi: 
will find that this country is full of 
to say it is teeming with them. 

If the provision for involuntary bankruptcy be accompanied 
with provisions for giving a bond such asmy amendment propos 
a bond under which a creditor engages to indemnify the debtor, if 
he does not sustain the proceeding which he institut an 
be no objection to a measure this kind. Under my amend 
ment, if a man against whom bankruptcy proceedings are begun 
is in fact not a bankrupt, if he has committed no act of bank- 
ery if he has not undertaken to defraud his creditors, then he 
will be indemnified and made whole. If, i 


} \ } ; 
) v¢ ! 


you will 
sreat cities you 


such scoundrels; I am willing 


1ess of our 


there « 


ol 


on the other h after 
it is found that he has 
undertaken to defraud his creditors, or has been guilty of ot] 
acts of bankruptcy, then the bankruptcy court is 
ought to be. 

Sir, I would not give a baubee for a bankrupt law containing 
only provisions for voluntary bankruptcy, becanse such a law 
simply allows all the scoundrels who are robbing the merchants of 
our great cities to go free; it simply opens the way for them, after 
step into the Un 
court with a voluntary petition for bankruptcy, to obtain a dis- 
charge, and thereby swindle their creditors. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time he gentleman has ¢ 

Mr. MAHON. I would like three minutes more. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, I hope my colleague's time will be 
extended. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, under the bankrupt law of 1867 
I was a register for seven years, and my practice as such covered 
a large part of the State of Pennsylvania. From mye 


just where he 


ted State 


ot 1 


xpi ed. 
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under that law I am willing to say that no injustice was done to 
the people of our State—nobody who was honest suffered und 

that law. Under its administration by the judge of the district 
court at Pittsburg and by Judge Cadwalader in Philadelphia the 
estates of bankrupts were settled promptly. Let my colleague 


[Mr. WILLrAM A. STONE] point out, if he can, any instances in which 
estates of bankrupts in Pennsylvania were squandered under the 
act of 1867. Sir, there was no demand from our State ft re- 
peal of that law. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Why, my dear sir, one-half of the 
estates which were thrown into bankruptcy have never yet been 
closed up. 

Mr. MAHON. 


- the 


dL 


Then that is the fault of registers, 


the 


Mr. FAIRCHILD. If no injustice was done under that law, 
why was there such a pressure to wipe it from the statute book? 
Mr. MAHON. I do not think there was any such pressure. 


The law had served its purpose. 
Mr. TRACEY. I wish to ask the gentleman this question: If 
section 2 of this bill, providing for involuntary bankruptcy, should 


be stricken out and the bill be enacted into law without tho 
provisions, how would a dishonest debtor under its provisions 
his discharge? 

Mr. MAHON. If you pass such a law, I could in my State go 
into debt for $25,000, and, if I were a business man, I could in the 
course of a year fix up my affairs so that I could go into bank- 


ruptcy and get my discharge in spite of anyone. 
Mr. TRACEY. I do not see how you could do it. 
Mr.MAHON. Iwouldshow youhowI could doit. 
Mr. POWERS. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that section 2 
of this bill, which I understand is now under consideration, is 
the very section of all others that ought to commend itself to th 
best judgment of this House. A bill framed solely for the benefit 
of the voluntary bankrupt threatens more fraud, threatens more 
danger tenfold over, so far as my experience under the old law 
goes, than a bill that embodies both features,as this bill does. 
Under the law of 1867, which was repealed because it bore heavily 


[ Laughter. ] 
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upon bankrupt estates, the only instances of fraud that came un- 
der my observation—and I had quite an extended experience under 
the law—were frauds which were practiced, not by creditors, but 
by the bankrupt himself. Knowing the relief that was afforded 
him under the bill, by taking this step, as suggested by my friend 
from Pennsylvania {Mr. Manon], he was enabled to smuggle 
away his property and defeat the creditor and yet get his dis- 
charge. 

Now, as a practical fact in business, Mr. Chairman, I think this 
proposition is a sound one: That the creditors of the poor debtor 
are interested, and will follow that interest to protect the cred- 
itor. Just so long as the debtor can struggle along and hold out 
to his creditors any hope of future payment they are interested in 
having his property and his business well conducted and taken 
care of; and they are interested to protect him and let him alone 
and let him preserve the property and make it as valuable as possi- 
ble, giving him abundant opportunity to work out his own salva- 
tion, and in the working out of his salvation to save them from 
certain loss. There is no danger as a practical fact of any oppres- 
sion on the part of the creditor toward the poor debtor as a gen- 
eral rule. 

Men, Mr. Chairman, act as a general thing from motives of self- 
interest. The creditors could have no possible interest in oppress- 
ing the debtor and destroying his property. Their interest is 
directly the reverse. They are interested in protecting his prop- 
erty to keep him along until he can work out and pay off even a 
small fraction of the claims to which they are entitled. 

Before I come to this section of the bill, however, I wish to an- 
sewer a question that is propounded by the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FarRcHILD], who asked if the act of 1867 was not op- 

ressive upon the poor debtor, why it was repealed? Ican answer 

he question. It was repealed because of the excessive fees that 
were taken by the clerk, the marshal, and other officials called 
upon to execute the law. This act is guarded in that the fees are 
limited. The clerk of the court can only get $10, no matter how 
long the litigation mpeoeee, The other officials charged with 
the administration of the law get small fees. The bulk of the 
estate is therefore available for the benefit of the creditors, and of 
course to the same extent available for the debtor, for he wants to 
be able to pay as much on his accounts as he can. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I would like toask the gen- 
tleman a question, with his consent. 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The gentleman says he understands that 
the law of 1867 was repealed because the officials charged with its 
execution had been in the habit of extorting exorbitant fees. I 
ask if he has examined the debate in the two Houses upon that 
question for the purpose of discovering what were the real objec- 
tions to the law? 

Mr. POWERS. 
answer to my friend from Kansas. I came into this discussion 
but a few moments ago, and have not had an opportunity to deter- 
* mine what the debates show. I only speak from the standpoint 
of my own experience and the complaints that have originated in 
my own locality. I know that clerks of the United States court 
made very comfortable fortunes out of the business, and that the 
other officials got well off out of the administration of the law. I 
assume that these officials in every State, having the same oppor- 
tunities, probably availed themselves of it and made good pay out 
of the law while it was in existence. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Ifthe gentleman will permit me, I will 
suggest that if he examines the debates he will ascertain that there 
were other objections. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. And more pertinent ones. 

Mr. BRODERICK. For instance, Senator Conkling, of New 
York, who was himself in favor of a bankrupt law, said that there 
were serious objections to the law because of the oppression some- 
times practiced upon the debtor under its operation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Vermont be permitted to have five minutes’ extension. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POWERS. As I was saying, Mr. Chairman, this section 2 
is the section, of all others, that commends the bill to my mind. 
It has been said. by gentlemen who favor a voluntary bankrupt 
law that they are willing to incorporate in it cases of fraud. I 
wish to call attention to this fact, that you in substance provide 
for thatin this section 2, and if gentlemen will give me their atten- 
tion for a little while they will see that such is the case. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Willthe gentleman yield tome? Have 
you examined the list of grounds in the second section upon which 
a state of bankruptcy may be declared? 

Mr. POWERS. I wil! call attention to them in order. I have 
examined them, and gentlemen will please excuse me, as I have 
but a very limited time. 

The first act of bankruptcy.committed by a person is the con- 
cealing of himself, departing, or remaining away from his place 


I have not examined the debate, I will say in 


of business, and so on, with intent to avoid the service of . ivil 
process and to defeat his creditors. Now, that is a frand. All 
willagreetothat. Being a fraud, it becomes an act of bankriyt... 
The second is a failure for thirty days, and until a petition js filed 
while insolvent, to secure the release of any property levied upoy 
for $500 or over. Now, then, that does not necessarily esta}|is); or 
imply a fraud, unless it be argued that his failure to releas: th, 
pare done on purpose to put it through the mill and «i; d 
it up. e third cause is the making of a transfer of any 0! hic 
property with intent to defeat his creditors. Is that not a frayao 
Fourth, the making of an assignment for the benefit of his ¢reqj+. 
ors, or having filed in court a written statement admitting jj, 
inability to pay his debts. Now, that is sometimes, and dow!) Jose 
would be ordinarily, an honest procedure. Fifth, having jade 
while insolvent, a transfer of his property, or suffered any of it to 
be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise, for tha 
purpose of giving a preference. Is that nota fraud? The policy 
of the law is to provide for an equal distribution of the property 
among all of the creditors; and if a man gives a preference to one 
creditor, does he not commita fraud against all the rest of them: 
_ (6) Procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himse; with 
intent to defeat his creditors and suffered same to remain unpaid until ten 
days before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, provided that a paymoe: 
or satisfaction of such a judgment by a sale of any of the debtor's property 
or from the proceeds of such a sale shall not be deemed a payment of sy: 
judgment under the provisions of this section— 


Another rank fraud, on purpose to defraud the creditor 


(7) Secreted any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under legal 
process against himself and to defeat his creditors, and has not surrendered 
such peopersy to such legal processat least ten days before the filing of a pe- 
tition in bankruptcy— 


Another instance of rank fraud. 

That might be an honest transaction— 

(8) Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a number of 
executions aggregating such amount, against himself to be returned no prop- 
erty found, unless the amount shown to be due by such executions shai be 
paid before a petition is filed. 

Now, that might or might not be fraudulent; but every one of 
these propositions, with possibly one or two exceptions, goes upon 
the ground, it will be noticed, of a legal or moral fraud, and, 
whether it be legal or moral, it is just as disastrous to the creditor, 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Yes. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Turn to clause 4— 

(4) Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors. 

I want to ask the gentleman if this should become a law does 
not the existence of a general bankrupt law suspend the opera- 
tions of the assignment laws of the States? 

Mr. POWERS. Of course. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Then how can a man make an assign- 
ment if the State assignment laws are suspended? 

Mr. KNOX. There might be a common-law assignment. 

Mr. POWERS. A man might make acommon-law assignment 
to his creditors. An assignment to his creditors may or may not 
be afraud. It may be an honest transaction. The debtor may 
say, ‘‘I will assign my property to a trustee for the benetit of my 
creditors,” and that may be honestly done, or, as I have already 
said, it may be done for a fraudulent purpose; and judging by my 
own observation of the old law of 1867—— 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. How can you make an assignment if 
this law suspends the assignment statute? 

Mr. POWERS. It suspends our State assignment statutes, but 
the actcan be done. A man has the right to make an assignment 
at common law without any statute,and he might make an as 
signment in that way. But without stopping to cover these 
points, because my time is so limited, I will say that we have in 
a large proportion of our States an insolvency law which has been 
upon the statute books for a good many years. I think every one 
of the New ah em States has such alaw. They have it in New 
Hampshire, in Vermont,andsoforth. Undertheoperationsof that 
law the property of debtors is distributed more fairly, more eal 
tably, and more satisfactorily to the whole community, th t 
debtors and creditors, than it was administered before we had 
any of those laws. Of course the ee of a national bank- 
ruptcy law will supersede the operation of these State inso'vency 
a but here is the trouble with a State law: It is limited to State 

ines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vermont 


Mr. POWERS. I will ask for three minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont | \r. Pow- 
— asks for three minutes more. Is there objection’ 
r. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman. I object. no 
Mr. POWERS. We wili have that delegation go against you. 


[Laughter. cai 
Mr WILSON of Ohio, While I feel very friendly toward V: 

mont just at this time, I do not want her to take all the time. 

object simply because I think gentlemen who desire to discuss the 
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have had heretofore. 

The gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Powers] has undertaken to 
say that this bill is substantially the bill panes by the gentle- 
man from Kansas. If the friends of the bill will strike out of it 
those provisions of the bill which will leave it as the amendment 
of the gentleman from Kansas proposes to make it, I shall very 
heartily support this bill. But if it is intended that every man 
who is in debt, and against whom a judgment for $500 has been 
rendered, and who is unable to pay it for thirty days, shall become 
a bankrupt I am not in favor of that proposition. 

I am not in favor of the proposition that the man who owes $500 
and can not pay it for thirty days shall be thrown into bankruptcy 
by his creditors. But every man who commits a fraud, every dis- 
honest man, such as the gentleman from Pennsylvania speaks of, 
should be subjected to the very closest scrutiny through a bank- 
ruptey court, and every dollar of his estate subjected to the pay- 
ment of his debts ought to be handed over entirely to his creditors. 

Farther than this there ought to be noinvoluntary bankruptcy. 
Hold the line to fraud and fraudulent conveyances. Protect the 
oppressed debtor against these unjust prosecutions and save the 

ple who are suffering on account of the hard times; save 
the people from being thrown into bankruptcy and let all honest 


men try to their debts in the usual way. I hope the amend- 
ment offe by the gentleman from Kansas will be adopted and 
that then this bill will become a law. 


Mr. MOODY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to say a few words with 
reference to the amendment which the gentleman from Kansas has 
been kind enough to hand to me for the purpose of examination. 

But before I do that I want to say that I indorse every word of 
the statement made by the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. 
Manon} who last spoke upon this subject. It seems to me that 
however much this country wants a bankruptcy bill, it is not 
simply a voluntary bankruptcy bill which is sought. However 
much I desire to vote for a bankruptcy bill at this session of Con- 

ess, I believe I can do no greater harm to the great commercial 
interests of this country than by voting for a bankruptcy bill 
which contains the voluntary feature alone. It is nothing but an 
encouragement to fraud. I would no quicker vote for such a bill 
than I would vote for a bill which provided for involuntary bank- 
ruptcy alone. Justice requires that the interests of both debtor 
and creditor should be cared for. 

Under the present existing system of State insolvency laws, 
which will be suspended by the passage of a voluntary bankruptcy 
act, there is something which stands in the way of a man enter- 
ing upon the course of conduct which has been described by the 

ntleman from Pennsylvania. Pass this law, which will strike 
Soom the provisions of the State law and eliminate its involun- 
tary features, and you encourage every dishonest man to incur 
debt fraudulently, to prefer one creditor above all others, and to 
delay his settlement with his creditors until the time shall have 
passed when his transactions can be inquired into. Then he will 
go into bankruptcy and take the benefit of the law. 

Tam op to that, Mr. Chairman. I believe the people of 
my State who want a bankruptcy law, and want it badly, are op- 
posed to the enactment of a bankruptcy law that shall include 
ees bankruptcy. They desire a national law which 

ill operate for the benefit of both debtors and creditors. They 
do not want to strike down their own law, which has worked so 
satisfactorily now for about half a century, until something better 
is provided in its stead. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Kansas has offered 
usan amendment, and I desire to ask the careful attention of the 
committee to his amendment. He proposes to provide that an act 
of bankruptcy shall be, in the first place, the act of one who has 
fraudulently contracted a debt. Now, that ought not to be an act 
of bankruptcy—that alone. Where a man has fraudulently con- 
tracted a debt and is amply able to pay it, it ought not to be in 
the power of any one man to put him into bankruptcy to the det- 
mment of the rest of his creditors. Andif that shall be madean 
act of bankruptcy, I most respectfully suggest to the gentleman 
from Kansas that it should read in this way: ‘‘ Being insolvent, 
has fraudulently contracted a debt,” which is the subject of proof 
in a bankruptcy ass. It would be worse than any provi- 
sion now in this bill if asingle creditor holding a claim that he 
wlages has been contracted fraudulently could put a debtor into 
ba ptcy, destroy his property, and injure the interests of every 
other creditor. 
_ The second provision of the amendment is that it shall be con- 

. an act of bankruptcy if a person has sold or transferred 
his property or some thereof with intent to defeat his cred- 
itors. y, I differ entirely with the construction of the 
learned gentleman from Kansas. This language can not possibly 
include a preference. It is not fraudulent for a debtor to prefer 
one creditor over another. He has a right to do it, unless forbid- 
den by statute. He can not be said to transfer his property “ with 
intent to defeat his credits” if he simply prefers one to another. 
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merits of this bill should have availed themselves of the time we | The words of this amendment refer only to a common-law fraud, 
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the transfer from the debtor of his property to some third persons, 
to hold it upon some secret trust for him. That is an old fraud- 
ulent transfer which has been known ever since the statute of 
Elizabeth. Under this amendment a preference would not be an 
act of bankruptcy. 


A transfer of property by a man who is in debt to one of his 
creditors in preference to all others is not such a transfer as is de 
scribed by the language of the amendment of the cer man from 
Kansas. His amendment would leave all the evils described by 


the gentleman from Pennsylvania in full force and effect It 
would allow a man to contract debts to any amount whatever, 
then to suffer judgment upon the debt, and allow his property to 


be swept away and his honest creditors left without anything to 
pay theirclaims. I want toask the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
if after a judgment of that kind had been had and execution pri 
ceedings had been taken and the property taken away from the 
debtor whether there is any provision in the law of Pennsylvar 
by which honest creditors can find out whether the judgement is 
upon a genuine debt or not? 

Mr. MAHON, Not unless it has become a matter of record. 
Then they have a right to inquire into it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to any proce that 
kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetimeof the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts has expired. 

On motion of Mr. KNOX, by unanimous consent, the time of 
Mr. Moopy was extended for three minutes. 

Mr. MOODY. There is only one other thought that I wanted 
to present to the committee, and it is this: I have been in and out 


here for several days and have heard a good deal about the poor 
debtor class, but I have not heard much about the poor creditor 
class. I for one have something to say for the creditor class. ] 
was surprised when the gentleman from Pennsylvania | Mr. WI- 
LIAM A. STONE] got up here and condemned this bill because, 

he said, it was simply ‘‘for the pur ig the collec 
tion of debts.” In the name of od. gentlemen, why should you 
not facilitate the collection of debts? Is there anything wrong 
about that? Is it any objection to this bill that it will facilitate 
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ose of facilitatir 


the collection of debts? Who are the people who own the debts? 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there is not any creditor class. Every 
man who is a creditor, who is in business and whose business 
affairs this bill will touch, is a debtor as well. Who arethe cred 
itor class that are asking for this legislation? They are the great 


commercial bodies throughout this country, who are composed of 
men who are creditors and debtors at the same time. The 
tleman from Pennsylvania says there is no demand for the enact- 
ment of this bill. Where has he been during this session of Con- 
gress that he has not heard the demand that is coming up from 
all parts of the country, from those who are engaged in commer- 
cial transactions, for the passage of a bankruptcy bill like this, 
and in opposition to the passage of a bill containing the voluntary 
provision alone? I have heard nothing on this subject except pe- 
titions for the passage of this bill. 

In whose interest are those petitions? In whose interest is the 
passage of this bill asked? It is asked in the interest of the manu- 
facturers, not the great capitalists, but the men who make the 
goods that are distributed throughout this country, the shoes, the 
cotton and woolen goods, the manufactured products of all kinds 
that our people buy and use. They ask for this bill, and all they 
ask is that when a man arrives at a position where he can not 
pay his debts in full, they, as creditors, shall be allowed to share 
equally with every other creditor. They ask nothing more than 


reli - 


that. Is not that just? Who else is asking for this bill? The 
banks of the country. I am speaking to practical men. What 
interest have the banks of the country in this measure? There is 


no man who has been a directorof a bank who has not had the 
experience of going into the directors’ room upon every directors’ 
day and negotiating the discount of pieces of commercial paper 
coming from all parts of this country. 

At the very last meeting I attended I remember discounting two 


or three large pieces of paper from concerns in the State of the 
gentleman from Minnesota who sits before me. Any bank, at 
least any bank in the Eastern sections of the country, has in its 
drawer at any given time pieces of commercial paper that have 
been issuéd in almost every State in the Union. The banks are 
getting upon those loans less than 6 per cent on the average. 
They are lending that money to our friends in the West. Why? 


Because they can lend it cheaper than local capitalists there can 
lendit. Are gentleman not willing to pay them? Are they not 
willing, when they are lending them money at less than 6 per cent, 
to pay them? Are they not willing to give these banks, which have 
taken the capital from where it is plentiful and distributed it in 
those portions of the country where it is needed, the right to 
share equally in the assets of the debtor when misfortune over- 
takes him—willing (to use the expression of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania) to help the banks to collect their debts? 
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Mr, TAWNEY. Speaking for Minnesota, I say that we are. 

Mr. MOODY. Iam glad to say that we have never had experi- 
ence of any other kind with Minnesota. Now, Mr. Chairman, all 
'T want to add is that this bill ought to be defeated or else it ought 
to be passed with the involuntary provision init. If it is to be 
made a mere voluntary bankrupt ner it is worse than nothing, 
and [ hope, if it comes to that, that the bill will be rejected. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, it gives me the utmost 
gratification to see at last that the advocates of this bill have 
‘come out of the brush and have announced its true purpose. The 
gentleman from Massachusetts |[Mr. Moopy], whose people own, 
perhaps, more claims against poor debtors than the people of any 
State in this Union—— 

Mr. MOODY. Ihave not been in ‘“‘ the brush,” so the gentleman 
will please not talk about my coming out of it. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. The gentleman comes from a State 
where more of these claims perhaps are owned than in any other 
State in this Union, and he has now, for the first time, announced 
that this isa bill for the purpose of collecting debts, and that is 
the reason and the sole reason he advocates it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, on the day when this discussion first 
nen the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON], with trem- 
bling voice and with tears in his eyes, said that this bill was for 
the purpose of letting those poor men who had been unfortuna‘e 
escape from the burden of their debts. And that was followed 
up by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ConNoLLy], whose only 

ound for advocating the bill was that by the laws of various 

tates there is placed in the hands of a single creditor the means 
of issuing an attachment against a debtor and taking all his prop- 
erty. Those were the two grounds on which this bill was advo- 
cated. Yet we find now that the true secret of the bill is that it 
is a bill for the collection of debts. 

In this bill there are provisions under which every merchant in 
Kansas City (in which I reside) can be placed in bankruptcy. 
There are provisions in this bill by which a man having any 
amount of property may be placed in bankruptcy because subse- 
quently to the time of the commission of the acts named or within 
six months accident may happen to him so that at the time of 
the filing of the petition he may not have sufficient property to 
pay his debts. 

Mr. MOODY. Let me askthe gentleman what provision of the 
bill does that? What provision puts a man into bankruptcy under 
such circumstances? 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Section 2—the very provision we are 
now discussing. 

Mr. MOODY. Let me point out to the gentleman that he is 
mistaken. That section provides that a man shall be put into 
bankruptcy only when he is insolvent; and then if the gentleman 
will turn to the definition of an insolvent in this bill—the most 
liberal definition that has ever been embraced in any bill—he will 
find that if upon a fair valuation of his property the debtor can 
pay all he owes he is not to be regarded as insolvent. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Yes; but that matter is determined 
at the time when the petition is filed; and if at any time within 
six months previous he has permitted an attachment to remain on 
his property, however unjustly it may have been issued, however 
iniquitous the claim may be on which it is founded—if that attach- 
ment is allowed to remain upon his property for thirty days with- 
out his obtaining a release he is regarded as having committed 
an act of bankruptcy and may be thrown into the bankruptcy 
court. I say that under that kind of a provision the most iniqui- 
tous claim on earth may be used to throw a maninto bankruptcy, 
becaase there is not one case in a million where an attachment 
could be released within the thirty days. In this way, then, a 
man may under such a provision be thrown into bankruptcy and 
unjustly oppressed. 

But what is the situation in regard to a man’s property so far 
as the determination of the question of his insolvency is concerned? 
When the petition is filed, an assessment is made of the value of 
the debtor’s property, based upon its value upon a forced sale 
under bankruptcy proceedings, and though the man’s property 
fairly valued might be three times what would be required to pay 
his debts, yet when you estimate it upon the basis of a forced sale, 
that property might be adjudged insufficient to meet the indebted- 
ness, although under ordinary circumstances and with ordinar 
business management it might be more than three times enou 
to pay the man’s indebtedness, I aay then, that under the pro- 
visions of this bill any man, however honest, may be thrown into 
bankruptcy by an accident, because forsooth his paper is not paid 
within thirty days after it matures, If a man’s note, by accident 
or otherwise, happens to remain unpaid for thirty days he may be 
thrown into bankruptcy, and that, too, not by the man whose 
paper is unpaid, but by any creditor, even though that creditor’s 
claim may be but $10. Such a creditor, because of the debtor's 
default upon another man’s. paper, may throw him into bank- 
ruptcy. ‘The great majority of the man’s creditor's may not wish 
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him to go into bankruptcy. But here comes along a Jew clothiy> 
merchant from the city of New York or Boston—— 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
fir. BRODERICK. I ask that my colleague be allowed 
minutes more. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MOODY. Will the gentleman from Kansas allow ; 
single suggestion? 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOODY. The gentleman has just stated that an acci:| 
failure to pay a promissory note may be a cause of bankry) 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MOODY, Now, let me call the gentleman’s atten: 
this language of section 2, which defines acts of bankrupt: 

Suspended and not resumed for thirty days and until a petitior 
while insolvent, the payment of his commercial paper. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. But I say that, in the administra; 
of this bill, if a man’s property, when the petition in ban: 
is filed, is not three times enough to pay his debts he wil] 
garded as insolvent, because the value of his property is esti: 
at what it would bring at a forced sale by order of a bank 
court. 

Now, I say, there may come along a man whose claim aimvoyyts 
to but $10; other creditors, whose claims may amount to » 
dred thousand dollars, may beanxiousthat a debtor shall ¢onti) 
in business; but that man whose claim amounts to but $1\) 
under this bill, put the debtor into bankruptcy. 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Oh, no; it requires thr 
creditors, and the indebtedness must amount to $500. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Whereis there any such provision i: 
the bill? I ask the gentleman to look it up. 

Mr. GILLETT of asenchuaetts, Tcan turn to it in a moment, 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. One man can do it. Let gentlemen 
turn to section 12. 

Mr. RAY. Iask the attention of the gentleman from Kansas 
to this provision of the bill: 

Sec. 59. WHo MAY FILe AND Dismiss PeTirions.—a Any qualifies 
may file a petition to be adju a voluntary bankrupt, 

b Three or more creditors who have provable claims against «1 
which amount in the aggregate, in excess of the value of securit 
them, if any, to $500. or over— 

Now, let the gentleman withdraw his statement about a credit 
with a claim of only $10. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. I will admit that in stating the sum 
of $10 I was not quite accurate. 

Mr. RAY (continuing to read)— 
or if allof the creditorsof such personare less than twelve in number, t 
of such creditors whose claim equals such amount may file a petiti 
him adjudged a bankrupt. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. So far as my statement is concerned 
that a creditor to the amount of $10 might put a man in bank- 
ruptcy it is wrong; but so far as it relates to the five-hunidred- 
dollar man it is correct in every particular. No one can dispute 
that fact. 

Mr, GILLETT of Massachusetts. If there are less than twelve 
creditors. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. Now, if the desire of the people fram- 
ing this bill is, as stated, just to relieve the embarrasse:|, honest 
debtor, and second, to protect the creditors from having the prop- 
erty of the debtor taken away by attachment, why are they not 
willing to strike out from the bill the drastic provisions to which 
I have referred and leave only those provisions in it which are 
supposed to be capable of accomplishing the object they have 11 
view—the provisions under whiick an attachment can be issued in 
aState court; thatis,incasesof fraud? If what you clain istrue, 
that the groundwork of the bill is to provide that one creditor 
shall not step in and by attachment absorb all of the estate to the 
exclusion of all others, why not leave the voluntary provision 11 
the bill and restrict the involuntary provision to acts of fraud. on 
which the attachment might issue, justasit would issue in 1 5!ato. 
court? That would, in , meet every provision that the gente- 
man from [Iowa in charge of the bill, the gentleman from |1\1n01s, 
and others claim the bill was intended to accomplish. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Oh, we recognize that it might he!) some 
manufacturer in Massachusetts with that out. You would not be 
willing to consent to anything of that kind. ; 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. , Chairman, I wish to say to the 
gentleman from lowa that I was born in Maine; my peo)! Vv" 
in Maine; they are New England people, and I have no prejuices 
against Massachusetts, such as he seems to think in his assert"! 
I have no prejudice against Massachusetts as a State. or avuins! 
any other State or any other part of New England; but | ‘0 sa) 
that no bill should be ied hone by this House which is «0 
instrument of oppression and an engine in the hands of th red- 
itors of this country in addition to those already given 'y ‘"° 
States to oppress the people of the Western country, who, forsvoll, 
happen to be in debt. 
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The people of the West are as honorable, as upright, and as cor- 
rect in their business transactions as any other people in the United 
States or in the world. But unfortunately they have become in- 
volved in debt to some extent, and it is not right that under those 
conditions which exist among them an additional burden of oppres- 
sion or an engine of oppression shail be given into the hands of the 
creditor class of the country to harass and oppress our people in 

e future. 

o a that this bill, in all of its features, is a bill for the pur- 
pore, and that alone, that was announced here by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts a few moments ago; and if the House passes 
it it will never become a law; but even if it should pass and it 
ever becomes a law, it will be one of the most unpopular acts that 
ever emanated from a Republican House, and for that I shall be 
exceedingly sorry. 

Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of a bankruptcy bill, both volun- 
tary and involuntary, but I want the bill to be just in its terms. 
I want the involuntary sections declaring acts of bankrupicy to 
be limited to acts of fraud, such as might be grounds for attach- 
ment. By the terms of this bill as it now stands innocent men, 
who in the ordinary course of business might pay every dollar of 
their debts, may be thrown into bankruptcy and irretrievably 
ruined; and worse than all, under its provisions, although a man 
may have acted honestly, notably in the matter of preferences, 
after he has beemruined and his property taken he can not be dis- 
charged from his debts under the provisions, of this bill unless the 
bill is materially amended. Ican not in justice to my people sup- 
yort it, and 1 sincerely hope it will not pass in its present form. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Chairman, I am quite sure that it was not 
the purpose of my colleague from Massachusetts, who addressed 
the committee a few moments ago, to convey the impression that 
the only purpose of this bill was the collection of debts. It was, 
I am quite sure, his. purpose to say that it should not operate 
against this bill, in effect, that under it the honest creditor might 
be able to collect his debts which otherwise would be lost to him. 
The honest man who owns the debt has the same right before the 
courts, and should have before all courts, as the honest debtor that 
owes the debt. 

This law has but a single interest in view, and that is that the 
honest debtor who. shall honestly surrender his property to be 
divided among his creditors shall be discharged from the obliga- 
tions of indebtedness, and that the honest creditor who has the 
debt shall receive his due and fair proportion of the estate, and 
take, with all others, exactly his proportion on a fair division of 
the estate. 

There is in this bill, contrary to the assertion of the gentleman 
from Kansas, no question affecting the North, East, South, or 
West, but it is a bill of equal beneficence throughout the whole 
borders ofthe country. It deals equally with all men. And let 
me say to the gentleman from Kansas, or anyone else from that 
locality who attacks the bill on the ground that it may be oppress- 
ive to them, that when this bill is passed the capital of the great 
East will again flow to the West, to be loaned there, to be invested 
there, to build up industries there, and start men in business, to 
build houses, found banks, and organize new industries just as it 
did in the past. Therecan be no greater benefit, no bill passed 
that would add so materially to the best interests of the country, 
or that will aid so thoroughly the debtor people of the West as 
this very bill, which will assure those who have money to invest 
that if they make their investment they shall share equally with 
all others in the property of a debtor who fails to comply with his 
obligations, and that there is a law to protect them from the oper- 
ation of fraud. 

Now, I beg of the committee and the House to consider what 
would be the effect of passing a purely voluntary bill. All the 
laws in Massachusetts, the laws in nearly all the great Common- 
wealths of this country, which provide against fraudulent prefer- 
ences on the part of debtors, which provide against the transfer 
of property for the purpose of hindering, delaying, or defrauding 
creditors, are contained in the insolvent laws of the various States. 
And the moment you pass a bill here, even if it provides that noth- 
ing but voluntary bankruptcy shall be the rule, when it goes into 

tation it supersedes the insolvent laws of the States, and we 
should in these great commercial States be deprived of any law 
which operates against commercial frauds. AndI agree fully 
with my col that it is far better no law should be passed, 
that the laws should remain as they are, rather than that a purely 
voluntary bill should pass. 

Now, as to the oppression which may prevail under this bill. 

© law of 1867 went into operation at about the time I came to 
the bar. I was familiar with the practice under it. I neverknew 
of a case where a creditor employed the provisions of the law of 
Poe oppress an ee debtor, and I never heard of one in my 

uity or anywhere else. 

Mr. TAWNES Will you permit a question? 

Mr. KNOX. Certainly. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Areyou aware of the fact that President Grant, 
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in his message recommending the repeal of the act of 1867, put it 
upon the ground tbat it was used for the purpose of oppression: 
Mr. KNOX. I willanswer that I heard read from the desk what 
I supposed to be a portion of the annual message of President 
Grant. President Grant was a great general, the greatest that the 
country eversaw. We all worship him; but he was nota lawyer, 
and presumably had no experience under the bankruptcy act of 








1867. I am simply stating what my experience and my knowl- 
edge were, and I was about to say that I never heard of a dozen 
cases tried by a jury where the issue of insolvency set up by the 
creditors was denied. There were no such trial: They we 

rarest, which showed conclusively, Mr. Chairmar it creditors 
were not using the provisions of that law for the purpose of op 
pressing their debtors. If a mancan pay his debts, he should pay 
them. If he can not pay them, his property should be divided 
among his creditors equally. If he surrenders his property to be 
divided, he should be discharged. The right of t creditors to 
have the property equally divided is no less sacred and important 
than that of the debtor to be discharged; and to deny that must 


amount to a denial of justice, and nothing el 
| Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt that 
man who has just taken his seat [Mr. Knox] is well « 
speak for his own State. I havesome doubts as to whether he is 
as well qualified to speak for the West as are some gentlemen who 
reside there. Perhaps none of us are so well qualified a 
who will be affected by this bill. I have just receiv 
from some gentlemen representing very heavy b 
in the State of Indiana. I send it to the Clerk 
it be read at the conclusion of my remarks. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


the gentle- 
u ilified to 


those 


’ 


1 r) 
tLSiiit 


SS interests 


3desk and ask that 


TERRE 
Hon. BENSON Woop, House of Revresentatives 
We believe the Torrey bankrupt law a good thing for fifts 
failures and up, but it means confiscation of a large 


Haute, IND., May 1, 1898. 


uusand-dollar 









$5,000, Out of a total number of failures in the United Canada 
1895) of 14,874, 12,986 employed a capital of less than $5,000« t- 
fully urge you to vote and work against its passage in t! ntere of all the 
West. 
HAVENS & GEDDES COMPANY 
TERRE HAUTE SHOE COMPANY, 
E. H. BINDLEY & CO 
BEMENT. REA & CO, 
HULMAN & CO. 
Mr. MARSH. Mr. Chairman, on the 4th day of March, 1893, 


the Democratic party came into power in this country. Si 
that time the failures and the shrinkages of value in wages and 
property in this country have been greater in number and larger 
in amount than in any other like period in the history of this 
country or any other country. In view of the thousands and tens 
of thousands of men who have been broken up and reduced to 
poverty during that time, I should be glad to-day to vote for a 
voluntary bankruptcy bill, with proper restrictions, limited in its 
operation to one or two years. The existing business interests of 
the country that have not been utterly destroyed by the accession 
to power of this old Democratic party are standing now tottering 
upon their weakened legs, and now you are here proposing an 
involuntary bankruptcy bill to complete the work that the united 
Democratic party sofar have been unable toaccomplish. [Laugh- 
ter and applause. } 

I should favor a voluntary bankruptcy bill, in order that the 
thousands and tens of thousands of good, straight, honest men in 
this country who have gone down under this political cyclonethat 
has struck the country—I would favor a voluntary bankruptcy bill 
that would enable them to wipe out past scores and start anew in 
the battle of life, but I would not put it in the power of the great, 
the powerful, and the strong to wreck the remaining business in 
terests of the country that are struggling with all their might and 
main to keep their heads above water until the glorious day, which 
is not far hence, when the friends of the American working men 
and women and the friends of American industries will resume 
possession of the country again. [Applause on the Republican 
side. | 
Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my time to whoever may 
desire it. nee. } 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 

the last word. 
Upon the whole, Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of this bill; but 
that the involuntary features of it are subject to very great ob- 
jection can not, in my mind, be doubted. Let me call the atten- 
tion of the House again to section 59 and give you two or three 
illustrations under that section. It provides that 

Three or more creditors who have provable claim 
amount in the aggregate, in excess of the value of 
any, to $500 or over— 
may force a debtor into bankruptcy. Now, I ask the calm and 
deliberate judgment of this House with regard to this provision. 
What are we about to do? It makes no difference how much 
money @ man owes, it makes no difference how many people a 
man owes, it makes no difference what the great majority of his 


hice 


Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 


igainst any person which 
securities held by them, if 
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creditors desire, if three of his creditors only, representing $500, 
wish it, they can force him into bankruptcy, against the desire 
and consent of every othercreditor. I appeal to the common, fair 
sense of this House if thatis plain, straightforward, average Ameri- 
can justice, 

To go on: The real tyranny and iniquity of this section comes 
now, if I may use such language in reference to it. The section 
continues: 

If all the creditors of such person are less than twelve in number, then one 
of such creditors whose claim equals $500 may force him into bankruptcy. 

To illustrate: I owe 11 men. I owe 10 of them $1,000 each 
They are satisfied that I can pay them in time. They have no 
desire to oppress me. They are notasking for their money. They 
tell me to go on and work out this indebtedness. They have con- 
fidence in my ability to do so, and confidence in my integrity, but 
one man, to whom i owe the pitiful sum of $500, forces me into 
bankruptcy, against my will, and against the will of the 10 credi- 
tors to whom I owe $1,000 each. 

Mr. RAY. May I make a suggestion there? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY. Suppose you do not permit him? Suppose he is not 
permitted to force a man into bankruptcy? What will be the 
result? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I do not know what you mean. 

Mr. RAY. He can bring a suit and obtain his judgment in 
twenty days in my State, and I suppose that is about the time in 
nearly all the States. He would obtain his judgment, issue his 
execution, levy upon and sell the property of this man, and ruin 
him in his business. Well, stop all of this business. Now, there 
can be ne question about the fact that he has the right under the 
State laws to enforce the obligation of the contract. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Yes; if it is due. 

Mr. RAY. Why not permit one in this case that you mention 
and three in the other cases mentioned here to put him into bank- 
ruptcy when he gets where he can not pay, does not pay, and is 
unable to pay? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 
out of my time. 

Mr. RAY. I will ask that you have further time, because this 
is not a matter that isto be rushed. A fair discussion should be 
given, and I am delighted, so far as I am concerned, to hear an 
expression of opinion. Now, I want right there to say that in 
a case of that kind, where there is only one, and they want to give 
this man further time, if they desire him to go on and pursue his 
business, let them raise the money. ane) Let them buy 
up this claim, and that will prevent forcing the man into bank- 


ruptcy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 

expired. 
fir. RAY. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman have 
five minutes further time. 

There was no objection. 

Mr FarIrRcHILD and Mr. Ray rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. To whom does the gentleman from Ohio 

ield? 
oat. WATSON of Ohio. I yield to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FarrcHILp] to ask a question. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I want toask my colleague from New York 
what would be done in the case if the defendant had a defense to 
the piece of paper? Would it not compel sucha defendant to fight 
out that defense in bankruptcy proceedings, when otherwise he 
could fight it out under the ordinary statutes? 

Mr. RAY. What is the difference, whether you fight out your 
defense in the State court—— 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Ido not want a controversy between 
the gentlemen in my time. 

Mr. RAY (continuing). Or whether you fight out your defense 
in the United States courts under this provision? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I think the difference is very clear. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I must decline to yield further. Iwill 
undertake to answer the gentleman’s question, as I now recollect 
it. He asks what evil effect would result when a party is thrown 
into bankruptcy. I want to call his attention to the fact that in 
the commercial world the moment a charge of bankruptcy is made 
against a debtor he is gone. If his paper is worth 75 cents on the 
dollar to-day, and you charge him by petition as being a bank- 
rupt, to-morrow it is not worth 40 cents on the dollar, notwith- 
standing the fact that he may prove in court that your charge 
against him is not true, and that he be restored as far as ible 
to his position before the charge was made. The shadow that will 
follow him and ultimately drive him to poverty is the result of 
the first step you took. And this great and cruel power you pro- 
pose to place in one creditor to whom the debtor owes the pitiful 
sum of $500, when the rest of his creditors are not seeking to ac- 
complish such a purpose. 

Mr. RAY. Is it not true in practice that when a man is in fail- 
ing circumstances and unable to pay his debts, if one creditor 


Well, Ido not want all of this tocome 


sues the news goes out and everybody sues, and the man has to 


go down? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. That may beso in any given case, }yyt 
it is not necessarily so, or generally 80. 

Mr. RAY. Now, then, is there any greater injury or hard: hip 
by reason of having a petition filed against a man in bankruptcy 
than there is, under like circumstances, in having a suit brought 
against him in the State court and judgment cunllered? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. There is. If a suit is brought ang 
judgment rendered, hemay pay the judgment; but if you file your 
petition throwing him into bankruptcy, you cast acloud upon him 
which hangs over him forever. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, | want 
to say that under the old act of 18671 had considerable practics 
in bankruptcy, and I believe that many beneficent results follow 
such a law, and I believe that this country demands, for its eom- 
mercial interests, a universal bankrupt law. I am not especially 
opposed to an involuntary bankrupt law, but I am opposed to an 
involuntary bankrupt law, that gives such power, such crue] 
power, to one creditor as this bill does. 

Again, turn to page 6 of the bill. The fourth ground for throw. 
ing a man into bankruptcy is that he has made an assignment, 
Think about thata moment. HereisMr.A. Hesays: ‘'] cannot 
pay my debts; my assets are $15,000; I can not pay all that [ owe: 

will make an assignment for the benefit of my creditors.” 
makes an assignment. There is no preference about it; there is no 
fraud about it. He says: ‘‘ I want every creditor I have to get 15 
cents or 20 cents or 60 cents on the dollar.” Now, the very mo 
ment that man makes an assignment under the State law, you 
come in by this law and adjudge him a bankrupt. Is that just? 
He is doing the very best he can for his creditors; he has put all 
his property into the hands of an assignee for their benefit. for the 
purpose of paying his debts. Yet the moment he does that, along 
comes your act of Congress and says that he has committed an 
act of bankruptcy. 

Mr. NOKRTHWAY. The case the gentleman supposes would 
be after the passage of this law, so that there mould be two laws 
between which to choose, this law and the State law. Now, to 
which would the gentleman give the preference? Under the as- 
signment the man’s vo pd would be taken and distributed 
among his creditors, and under this bankruptcy law also his 
a a would be taken and distributed among his creditors; 

ut the difference is that when the distribution wes made under 
the bankrupt law he would get a discharge, while wnder the State 
law he would not. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Butsuppose he prefers tlie other course, 
Suppose he prefers to make an assignment under the State law and 
pay 50 cents on the dollar, or whatever his estate can pay, toevery 
creditor, and have the estate administered upon by some man that 
he chooses to administer it. The very moment that he says: “I 
will be honest; I will make an assignment of all my estate for the 
benefit of my creditors; Ichoose my neighbor, whom I have known 
all my life and in whom I have perfect confidence, to adiminister 
the estate so that it may pay 50 cents on the dollar, or the highest 
amount it will pay ;” the moment he says that, this act of Congress 
comes along and tells him: ‘‘ You have committed an act of bank- 
ru piey in trying to be honest.” 

he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, after listening to the criti- 
cisms that have been made upon my amendment by the gentleman 
from Massachusetts and others, and on further reflection, | will 
ask consent to modify the amendment by inserting in the fifth 
line, after the word ‘‘ having,” the words ‘ while insolvent”; and 
also by changing the word ‘‘ of” to ‘‘ in.” 

There was no objection, and the amendment was so modified. 

A Memper. Let the Clerk read the amendment as it will stand 
in its modified form. 

The amendment of Mr. BRODERICK, as printed above, was read 
with these modifications. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. W1LLIAM 
A. Stone]. The effect of that amendment is easily understood. 
It is to strike out the involuntary features of this bill. That is 
the sole and only purpose of the amendment. : 

Now, I want to say to my friend from Kansas that I live in the 
West, and I lived there, I guess, along time before his feet touched 
Western soil. I went there when a child, and I expect to be buried 
in the West—and not buried by my efforts in behalf of a bank- 
ruptcy bill either. The people in the West are honest, and they 
want an honest, complete law. I think that, although a West- 
ern man, I am big enough to see this whole country and not to be 
influenced by 7 petty demagogism (and I am not referring ‘0 
the gentleman) that may be thrust into this debate. I do not in- 
tend that any arguments for this bill shall be good in Massaciu- 
setts which are not good in Iowa and in Kansas and Louisiana. 

The gentlemen entering into this debate to-day in support of the 
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entof thegentleman from Pennsylvania forget all the while 

em be done and is done under State law. The only gentle- 
man who has struck the keynote of thought on this question is the 
gentleman in front of me, my friend trom Massachusetts [\r. 
Knox], who has said truthfully, as I believe, that the passage of 
this bill with theinvoluntary provisions will let Eastern money flow 
into the West and give us credit there. Sir, I favor this bill be- 
cause it wi peace and confidence throughout the entire 
country to business and industrial circles. When the men se ling 
goods and lending money know that there is a method for reaching 
what belongs to them, based on high equitable grounds—that the 
grabber not get ahead—that the man ‘on the spot” shall not 
get ahead, but that all shall share equitably, whether the creditor 
lives at the Golden Gate or in the Pine State of Maine, then the 
debtor will have peace and there will be norushing and grabbing 
among creditors. oi 

Ah, gentlemen, there are men like thuse signing the telegram 
read to-day, presented by my friend fro:n Illinois [Mr. Woop}, 
who have got, as I said in my opening remarks, their line of ar- 
rangements made through attorneys at every town; they have got 
a trap set by which, if possible, they shall first the victim catch; 
there are large tage 2 houses in the cities who are opposed to 
this bill because they think they can get under present State laws 
an advantage over their fellow-men; and there are in some little 
towns and county seats lawyers who think they can do better 
without a bankrupt law because they may slip in ahead with 
some State writ and take care of their creditor clients. But, my 
fellow-countrymen, that is not a consideration on which to rest a 
question of this kind. : 

Pertinent to what came from Indiana, I hold in my hand a letter 
from a distinguished citizen of that State, received by me this 
morning. I will read the closing paragraph: 


{think the impression of some of our Western boards of trade upon the 
bankruptey question was that by reason of the nearness of our merchants 
to their customers they had an advantage with a failing debtor over the 
distant creditor, and that this would be surrendered under a bankrupt bill. 
It seems to me to be a short-sighted view of the question. 


That letter is written by a no less distinguished man than Ben- 
jamin Harrison [applause], who in a Presidential message recom- 
mended a comprehensive bankruptcy bill, and who, whether 
President or private citizen, stands for every part of this country 
and all its great interests. 

Some of our friends here favor bankruptcy proceedings which 
shall ize only the debtur class. It is my judgment that such 
a bill would do irreparable damage to all debtors who wish to ob- 
tain credit. Iam in favor of fully protecting the rights of that 
class. Its interests are perfectly cared for in this bill. Not with 
a “tear in my eye,” as sneeringly remarked by the gentleman from 
Kansas—as far from a tear when I opened this debate as I am 


now— 
Mr. BRODERICK. To what ‘‘gentleman from Kansas” does 


my friend refer? 
. HENDERSON. Not you; no sneer ever came from your 
lip to me.° 
Mr of Kansas. There is no gentleman in this House 


whom I desire to treat with more consideration than the gentle- 
man from Iowa. 
Mr. HENDERSON. That is all right. 
when you are striking at this bill. 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 


. HENDERSON. I should like to occupy five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the gentleman 
will proceed. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HEND) IN. I want to impress upon the minds of gen- 
tlemen here what I said in the opening of the debate, and what 
several of you were not here to listen to—that I do not think it is 
proper to pass.such a law as will say that when a man is in failing 
circumstances, and there is a citizen from whom he has borrowed 
money or received goods on credit, the debtor should be allowed 
to have the whole say-so in respect to hisestate. If any man lends 
me $10,000 worth of assets, which go into my business and which 
down to $5,000, am I, the debtor, the only one who 
ud say what should be done with what remains? Shall the 
creditor who trusted me with that property upon which I have 
been ty bi upon which I have been feeding myself, my 
wife and , be debarred from coming in and having some- 
thing to say as to when and how the assets should be distributed? 

’ is an old Scotch proverb, ‘‘ Fair play at the 
teetotum”; and this idea of fair play runsentirely through t en- 
eral bill. Ido not want partioan speeches here; I do 
I want broad Americanism, upon 
tey bill which 

est and the 
South, and I shall be ooo if the final vote 
does not occupy the same position. 


Just drop the ‘‘ tear” 


| 3 K]} is infinitely better than th 





The amendment offered by my friend from Kansas [Mr. Brop- 
» one-sided, jug-handled propo- 
sition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, which | thank God 
does not come from the * wild and woolly West.” I am, for good 
reasons, opposed to them both. The amendment of my colleague 
on the committee from Kansas [Mr. BRopERICK] has the merit 
of giving both sides sometiting to say about these things. He 
limits it to three reasons or grounds. 


This bill, as you well know, has nine grounds. Now, his first 


ground is new and is not in the bill under consideration. The 
second proposition of the gentleman from Kansas is substan- 
tially the same as clause 3 of section 2 of our bill. That ground 


is in most respects the same as ours. The third is in hee verba 
the first section of our bill. The first ground that was in the bill 
has been adopted verbatim et literatim by my friend from Kan- 
sas; so we have two of our grounds, one of them absolutely and 
the other nearly so, embodied in his amendment, and one new 
one. But he leaves out six. 

Now, let us pause for a moment and examine these six and see 
what they are. No. 1 of the bill is in the Broderick amendment, 
if he will allow me to so designate it. No. 2, which we would 
include as an act of bankruptcy—let us examine it and see what 
it 18: 

If he (the debtor) fails for thirty days, and until a petition is filed, while 
insolvent, to secure the release of any property levied upon unde 
law for $500 or over, or if such property is to be cold within su: 
such process, then until three bys before the time fixed for su 

If a man has reached that condition where his property is levied 
on by process of law, which property is held in the court for the 
benefit of some of his creditors under the said law who are going 
to ride roughshod over the rights of the other creditors and secure 
a preference for particular claims, I ask if it is not time that the 
law should step in and say, ‘* Unloose your hands; let us all divide 
ratably”? I say that it is an essential element of a sound bill. 

The third ground has been adopted, as I have already said, by 
my friend from Kansas in his amendment. The fourth ground 
he leaves out. What is it? 

Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors, or filed in court a 
written statement admitting his inability to pay his debts 

Gentlemen, when a debtor voluntarily lays aside the robes of 
business, when he locks the store door and says, ‘* I quit: I throw 
up the sponge; I can not fight the battle any longer.” and goes 
voluntarily and makes an assignment for the benetit of his credit- 
ors, are we not justified in stepping into the court of bankruptcy 
and saying: ‘‘We take you at your word, but your own picked 
assignee, let us inform you, shall not have the whole say-so in 
regard to the matter.” Wesay, ‘* We will tear up your assign- 
ment giving preference to anyone or putting the property into 
the hands of some member of your family to be distributed ac- 
cording to your own judgment and discretion, so that all of your 
creditors shall have the benefit of their proportionate share of 
your property.” 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Right there, if the gentleman from Iowa 
will permit me, in response to the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. 
W aTson ] let me say that in the State of Ohio, as soon as an assign- 
ment is made, the creditors can get together and take the property 
out of the hands of the assignee and jut it in the hand of one of 
their own number or a person of their own selection, for distri- 
bution. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And a wise provision of law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
expired. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Iowa may be permitted to conclude his 
remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Iowa will permit 
me, I would like to say that under the law of Ohio, which the 
gentleman from Iowa compliments. the first proposition that fol- 
lows the assignment is the selection usually of some friend of 
the debtor, perhaps his wife or some near relative, to administer 
the estate: but the creditors come together, and by a vote of the 
majority take the property out of the hands of the assignee and 
place it in possession of a trustee for distribution. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Then that must be the case 
your district. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; that is the law of the State. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I have never known it done. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Thatmakesnodifference. Thatisthelaw 
of Ohio. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 
generally in the State. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Well, Mr. Chairman, I shall resume the 
floor, with the consent of these gentlemen, for a few moments. 
I would like very much to hear these distinguished doctors fight 
out the argument on their own ground, because it is a very inter- 
esting question, if I had the time; but it is very limited, 
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Now, the fifth ground of bankruptcy in the bill is that the 
debtor has— 

Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of iis property or suffered any of it 
to be taken or levied upon by process of li.w or otherwise for the purpose of 
giving a preference, and has not regaine the ownership of such property or 
released same from such levy before sue rights of creditors shall have been 
altered, changed, or impaired by reason of such transfer, taking, or levy, and 
at least ten days before the comm x«ncement of a proceeding in bankruptcy 


Now, 2 man, when he is insolvent, who permits or makes a 
transfer of his property, and gives a preference to A, B, or C as 
against the rights and claims of D, E, or F, do you think it an un- 
just law that steps in and says, ‘‘No; we will have fair play. 

here must be a ratable distribution; a fair divide.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. If my colleague will permit me a moment, I 
would like to ask him a question. 

In this section of the bill, section 2, the act of bankruptcy in the 
second provision is in the following words: 

Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent, tosecure 
the release of any property levied een under process of law for $500 or over, 


or if such property is to be sold within such time, under such process, then 
until three days before the time fixed for such jale. 


And the fifth is: 

Having made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property, or suffered 
any of it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise for the 
purpose of giving a preference, etc. 

Now, suppose an attachment runs against the property of an 
individual, and he releases it by a transfer of a portion of his 

roperty. He avoids the second ground of bankruptcy, but does 

e not come within the provisions of the fifth by that very act of 
attempting to save the estate? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think he would be ripped.up in both, 
andought tobe. That would be my interpretation of t. Now 
I come to the sixth ground of bankruptcy: 

Procured or suffered a judgment to be entered against himself— 

How? 
with intent to defraud his creditors. 


And under section 1 of the dictionary which we have passed 
that includes the element of fraud; sothat this must be interpreted 
to mean ‘“‘who fraudulently intending to defeat his creditors” 
bas done this. 

Oh, gentlemen, are you defending that sort of a proceeding? 
Are you attacking a law that will bring a man up into court for 
fair treatment who fraudulently is seeking to defeat his creditors 
by these operations? 

I pass to the seventh ground: 

Secreted— 

The sneak, the thief, from honest creditors— 

of his property to avoid its being levied upon 
recess nas himself, and to defeat his coedioam, to camels yn a = 
em. 

I implore my technical brethren of the law who are influenced 
by memories of old laws to see how we have guarded this, so that 
only those who should be proceeded against are brought within 
the i of the guns of this bill. Now let me pass to the eighth 
ground: 

Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a number of exe- 
cutions aggregating such amount, against himself to be returned no propert 
found, unless the amount shown to be due by such executions shall be paid 
before a petition is filed. 

Creditors are not very apt to move hastily, even in bankruptcy, 
where an execution is returned “‘no property found.” If the 
sheriff under the wide and fine-tooth-comb proceedings of the 
State law, and with all the whips and spurs that creditors put into 
the hands of the sheriff, is compelled to return a writ ‘no prop- 
erty found,” I think it will be well to see if a trustee can not find 
some property. NowIcome tothe ninth and last ground of bank- 
ruptcy: 

Suspended and not resumed for thirty days and until a petition is filed, 
while insolvent, the payment of his commercial paper for or aggregating $300 
or over. 

Mr. GRAFF. I should like to ask the gentleman from Iowa 
whether he thinks that the simple fact that an execution is re- 
turned ‘‘no property found” indicates that a man has no reul 

te! 


estate? 
Mr. HENDERSON. I will ask the gentleman from Dlinois if 
that is not prima facie evidence of it? 


Mr. GRAFF. Not at all. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I do not agree with the gentleman. 

Mr. GRAFF. Under the State law of Illinois one of the ways 
of preserving a judgment lien upon real estate is to have an execu- 
tion taken out and returned ‘‘ no property*found.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. If thatisso, theonly way to set aside those 
liens is under a general bankruptcy law. 

Mr. GRAFF: I do not agree with the gentleman. A man may 
have thousands of acres of real estate, and an execution may be 
returned ‘no property found ” for the very purpose of preserving 
@ lien of a judgment which the judgment creditor may not wish 
to immediately enforce. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Then it only increases the weight of the 


May 1 . 


argument; because here is the only remedy that will set asi, 
such a lien. 

Now let me come to the ninth and last ground of bankry))... 
the one which disturbs some of our friends, I think, more ; 
anything else and which disturbs me the least. One gentle), 
said yesterday that he re: this as “‘ perfidious,” and tha: j; 
the ninth ground should be left in, he could not vote for the |,\)). 
but I notice that he has been obstructing the bill at every sta. ,,; 
the proceeding, so I think he has other objections to the bil! on+. 
side of this one ground. Now let me ask these gentlemen j; »)| 
candor, if a merchant or a man giving commercial paper |» (. ;; 
go unpaid for thirty days and does not renew it—which will <.\¢ 

im—I want to know if his condition is much worse than it \;jj 
be after proceedings are commenced in a bankruptcy court: 

Why, my fellow-citizens and countrymen and legislators, thers 
is nothing so dear to the heart of the manin the commer: ia! 
world as the meeting of his commercial — Let his comm 
cial paper go to protest for an hour, and the fine edge of ji, 
ambition is gone. Every lawyer and ee Citizen of 
this country knows that. Do you tell me it is worse to briny 
him into a court where equity can be done to all than to haye 
some creditor go to work and bring suit on the unpaid paper, 
which he can readily do? And he can do so at once. No: thirty 
days of _— is given him under State law. m 

Now, I want to call the attention of the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Watson] to the fact that in the case of a man whose note 
goes unpaid from one to thirty days the man to whom the note js 
due can go ahead and sue on it “without consulting any\oily,” 
to use his own words. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. HENDERSON. I can not yield now. en calling the 

gentleman’s attention to the fact that “‘ one” fellow whose note 
rT) oon due from one to thirty days and unpaid, and when th» 
debtor is not able to pay it—the creditor can go ahead under State 
laws and bring suit on that si note. Now, what is there in a 
bankruptcy proceeding that es it worse? Bankruptcy is si:- 
ply insolvency or wicked rascality. Thatisall. It is simply a 
suit for the benefit of all instead of a suit for the benefit of one. 
Then you gentlemen who are fighting foravoluntary bankruptcy 
bill—my elo yuent and oe epee — 9 from Illinois {| Mr. Marsu/, 
whose voice always thrills me with pleasure and joy, pleaded 
for a voluntary bill; — my friend from a [Mr. Warsoy] 
complains because involuntary bankruptcy will write disgrace on 
a man, and yet he pleads for voluntary bankruptcy. 
Is it any more for the creditors to put it on him than 
for himself to do so? In fact, it seems to me a little worse where 
a fellow goes into the courts of his country and says, ‘I am a 
bankrupt.” Thatis what he says. Ah, gentlemen, these are dif- 
ferences with which it is unworthy to disturb our minds if » man 
is insolvent—and that is what he must be—if he has comimerci:! 
paper going for thirty days that he can not meet—and remember. 
too, that he must be i vent. Gentlemen fo , I fear, what | 
pointed out in the opening discussion, that under the act of 1867 
the fraudulent suspension for a single moment gives right of ac- 
tion. Suspension of commercial paper for fourteen days, wheter 
aman was solvent or insolvent, under the act of 1867, gave the right 
of action. This we have We have extended the four- 
teen days to thirty days, and in addition to that there must i: 
fact be insolvency, and the amount of the default must be at least 
$500. No such limitation as to amount was in the act of 1817. 

Now is that terribly harsh? Anyone who can shufile aroun! 
among his friends, if he has any recuperative powers in himself or 
standing in the business world, will have that paper paid or re- 
newed. But if in thirty days he is not able to renew or pay that 
paper. the very best possible course, not only in his interest but in 
that of his creditors, is to bring him where there can be a fair (lis- 
tribution or amicable settlement, and let him start de novo. _ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
and under that leave I want to prmt in the Recor section ‘> 
of the revised statutes of Ohio, providing the means for t)« 1° 
moval of any trustee previously i in the case of an inso!- 
vent and the appointment of by a board of commis=ion- 
ers, who hold an election for that purpose. That statute has bevn 
in force in one form or another in the State of Ohio for more than 
twen 5 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Does anybody deny it? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And the So ge determine who are 
creditors and the amount of their , but that has no effect 
Se their claims except for the purpose o' (' 
election. 
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such order, if creditors representing 50 per cent or more 
are present in person or by attorney, they may 


the election of a trustee or trustees, a majority in value of all the 
pw sana ted at such m»eeting being necessary to choice, and the pro- 
ceedings showing what creditors were present as aforesaid, 


bts held b 


and the amount of the them respectively, and who cast their 
out an 


otes, shall be signed by the president and secretary 
pep pc and filed with the court; and if the court approve the choice 
and the trustee or trustees so elected appear with ten days thereafter and 
give bond, the court shall appoint him or them as such trustee or trustees, 
and remove the . 
determination of the court as te who are creditors and the amount of their 
claims in this section provided shall have no effect as to the validity of such 
claims except for the purpose of such election. 


Mr. HENDERSON. The only other amendment is that of my 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon]. In expressing my oppo- 
sition to it I desire to call his attention to the fact that this bill 
bas what has never been in any bankruptcy bill. He will find on 


page 19, clause 17, the powers conferred upon the bankrupt | 


court to— 

Tax costs and render judgments therefor against the unsuccessful party, or 
the successful —_ cause, or in part against each of the parties, and 
against the estates, In proceedings in bankruptcy. 

Mr. MAHON. Then, if he will read my amendment, it says 
that they shall pay, if they are defeated, reasonable counsel fees, 
and the officers’ fees; and they ought to pay if they fail. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I say we have provided for taxing the 
costs against the losing party; but we also provide that the title 
shall not pass to the trustee until after the adjudication. And it 
is just the same in respect to ordinary suits under State law. 
The party keeps possession of the property until the final adjudi- 
cation. So that if any damages or attorney fees are to be tuxed, 
as su , against the plaintiff in the bankruptcy proceeding, 
then it should also be done in suits in the State courts. It would 
be equally just to do that under the State law. There is no 
practical distinction. I do not think it should be done in either 


case. 

I wanted to touch upon these three pending amendments. I 
have covered the ground as well as I could in this hasty taik, and 
as I talked for two hours at the opening I feel like apologizing 
for having 
sincere @ iation to the committee for having given time to 
me so generously at this time. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to ask my friend—— 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a on? 

Mr. N. Certainly. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Clause 9, section 2, of the acts of 
bankru: Di raacty days the the event a ee to meet — 
cial paper t is an act o ruptcy. Will that 

Iy to the indorser also? 

r. HENDERSON. Certainly; if the maker fails to meet it, 
then the sureties are liable, provided that they too are insolvent 
and the amount is $500 or over. : 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. The maker's liability is fixed. 
Now, will the time run as to the indorser just the same as it does 
to the debtor? He is not always prepared to meet an obligation 
on which he is a. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If the maker defaults, the surety can.pay 
and save all trouble. If this bill becomes a law, persons becom- 
ing sureties must understand all 


ee that they assume. 
a also, that under State law the surety must respond 
at once. 

Mr. WALKER of Virginia. But the indorser is not always | 
prepared on an emergency to make a payment of that kind under | 
those circumstances. 

Mr. HENDERSON. surety must consider that when he 


signs assuch. But remember that under bankruptcy and State 
laws creditors are not interested in rushing in, and prefer to se- 
eure their money without litigation. Now I yield to the gentle- 
man from Maine. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Instead of detaining the committee, I will 


Seer 
Mr. IN. I thank the committee. 


Mr. WILIAAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

Mr. HENDERSON. It is almost the time to take a recess under 
the rale, and I was about to move that the committee rise. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I yield for that purpose. 
HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Payne, from the Committee of the Whole, 
we that they had had under consideration the bankruptcy 

(H.R. 8110) and had come to no resolution thereon. 
PASSENGER RATES IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, by unanimous consent, the bill 


H. R. 4585) toregulate passenger rates on railroads in the Indian 
hon to the Comunittee on Indian Affairs. 


tee rise 
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assignee or trustee: Provided, That the summary | 


taken this much time now, and I want to express my | 
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RECESS. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
| the recess be taken until half past 7 o'clock, and that the time for 
| the evening session be contizued until 11 p. m. 

Mr. ERDMAN and Mr. TALBERT objected. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
| Mr. Brum, by unanimous consent, obtained k 
on account of important business. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 

Mr. PICKLER, by unanimous conser 
the reprint of the bill (H. R. 8271) relating t 
passed the House. 

The hour of 5 o'clock having arrived, the Speaker declared the 
House in recess until 8 p. m., and announced that at the evening 
session Mr. PAYNE would preside as Speaker pro tempore. 


ive of absence 


ybtained an order for 


mS as the same 








EVENING SESSION, 

The recess having expired, the House reassembled at 8 p. m., 
Mr. Payne in the chair as Speaker ~ tempore, who directed the 
reading of the special order, which was read by the Clerk, as 
follows: 


The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p.m. take a recess until 8 o'clock, 
at which evening session private pension biils, bills for the removal of polit 
ical disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be consid- 


ered; said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 minutes 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5582) to increase the 
pension of Josephine Glover. 

Mr. CROWTHER. 1 object. 

Mr. WOOD. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his objection, 
This is a highly meritorious bill, and ought to be considered. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I withdraw the objection, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 

| consideration of this bill? 
Objection was made. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
| the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar under the spe- 
| cial order. 
The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Picker, the 
Speaker pro tempore declared that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TATE. [I ask for a division. 

The House divided; and the ayes were 57, noes none. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the House accordingly re 

solved itself into Committee of the Whole, Mr. Hersurn in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
for the consideration of bills on the Private Calendar under the 
| special order. The Clerk will read the first bill. 

MRS. ANNIS H. ENOCHS. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. Enochs, widow of 
Gen. William H. Enochs, from $20 to $50 per month. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Annis H. Enochs, widow of Gen. 

| William H. Enochs, late lieutenant-colonel of the Fifth Regiment of West 

Virginia Volunteer Infantry and brevet brigadier-general, United States 
Volunteers, be, and the saine is hereby, increased from $) per month to $W 
| per month, and the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized 
and directed to place her name on the pension roll at the rate of $0 per 
month, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I believe that we had this bill 
under discussion when the House adjourned on last Friday even- 
i It is a proposition to increase the pension of the widow of a 





ing. 
general, and I desire to move an amendment, which I hope will be 
sustained by this committee. I move to strike out “ fifty” and 
| insert in lieu thereof “forty”; so as to make this pension $40 a 
month. I do this, Mc. Chairman, for the purpose of attempting 
to arrive at some common grade or standard for the pensions to 
be paid to officers and their widows. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

In line 7, strike ont “fifty * and insert in lieu thereof “forty.” 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, as bearing on this sub- 
ject I will send to the Clerk’s desk and have read a letter which I 
received some days agofrom an old soldier—the second letter that 
I have received from the same gentleman, Captain Cochennour— 
to whom I reported the effect of publishing his previous letter, 
which resulted in giving him a pension of $50 a month. I ask 
to have the letter read in my time. 

The letter was read, as follows: 


Otuney, ILL., April 19, 1396 
DEAR Str: In answer to yours of recent date. allow me to thank yon for 
our effort in my behalf. Iam frank to admit that I did not expect favor 
able results so soon, but it seems that your plan was successfu 
much rather have seen a general bill passed that would reach all one legged 
soldiers than a private bill. I have received quite a number of letters 
thanking me for stirring this Congress up on the subject of giving officers’ 


I would 
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wives big pensions. I notice that the committee in making up their report 
make no account of my three months’ service in Company I of the Eighth 
Illinois Infantry. It isa great wonder some one did not criticise my letter 
on account of this seeming discrepancy of statement, but I suppose it is on 
account of the kindly feeling that the Congressmen have for the old soldier. 
I notice also that some gentleman spoke something about a lunatic asylum. 
I have noticed recently that Eastern men talk quite often about “lunatics” 
in speaking of people out here in the West who differ with them on the finan- 
cial question. 

Now, I have one thing to say emphatically to these gentlemen. I? they 
think they can put a Cleveland gold collar on the Republicans of Illinois they 
are making a mistake— 

[Laughter.] 

Neither can they build up a pensioned ealshommoay of generals’ widows. We 
are perfectly willing that a general's widow shall have all she can get when 
it goes as charity, but when it comes to a question of pensions, that is differ- 
ent. Pensions are just as much a legal obligation against this Government 
as the payment of bonds and interest on the debt that was contracted to put 
down the late rebellion. The Government paid us our poor stipend of $13 
per month in depreciated currency, but the bondholders must have gold. We 
are going to pay them their bonds in coin as the contract says, if we can get 
you fellows to throw away your free-trade foolishness— 


[Applause on the Republican side. ] 

qe following after Cleveland and Carlisle and help us elect CAMERON and 
EST on a protective tariff and free-silver platform— 
(Laughter. | 

pat ae that will furnish funds enough will have to be protective, so you 


ust as well give up old Grover's free-trade and gold-standard ideas and 
help us get clear of Eastern domination. Thanking youagain for your kind- 


ness, I am 
Truly, yours, JOHN 8. COCHENNOUR. 


Hon. Jasper W. TALBERT, Washington, D. C. 


Mr. TALBERT. I have nocomment to make upon that letter. 
It speaks for itself. I will merely remark that the writer is one 
of Mr. Gipson’s “lunatics.” [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to the bill of fare 
that you have before you on this Private Calendar. I have hur- 
riedly gone over it, and I wish to call attention to at least 19 or 20 
bills to pension generals and their widows at amounts ranging 
from $50 up to $100 a month. None of the 19 cases that I have 
examined is below $50 per month. 

We begin with the one that has just been read, a bill to increase 
the pension of Mrs. Annis H. Enochs. I notice that the majority 
of these officers whose widows are seeking pensions were only 
brevet generals, showing that they never really served as generals. 
Most of them were only majors and colonels, and would only be 
entitled to the rank of general if opportunity should be offered. 
The first of these bills, as I have said, is a bill to increase the pen- 
sion of Mrs. Annis H. Enochs to $50 a month. The second is a 
bill to pension Harriet C. Gregg, widow of a major-general. The 
third is to give an increased pension to Gen. James C. Parrott. 
The fourth is a bill granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, 
daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United States 
Army. 

Now, it seems to me that that is.an entirely new departure, 
giving a pension to the daughter of an officer, however distin- 

ished. That is a new element in the bill of fare to which you are 
invited on this Private Calendar. The fifth is an act granting a 

yxension to Matilda Gresham, widow, I believe, of the late Walter Q. 
Sonans. at the rate of $100 per month. Thesixth is a bill grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Mary Gould Carr, widow of the late Bvt. 
Brig. Gen. Joseph B. Carr. He was not a general; he never acted 
in that capacity; he was a general only by brevet. The next isa 
bill granting a pension to Ellen Ewing, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. 
Thomas Ewing, at the rate of $75 a month. The next isa bill 
granting a pension to Carrie L. Greig, widow of a brevet major 
of volunteers. The next is a bill eae a pension to Minnie 
Parker, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Ely 8. Parker, late of the United 
States Army, at the rate of $75 a month, I think. 

at A bill granting a pension to the widow of Gen. John 

ewton. 

Eleventh. An act granting an increase of pension to Celeste A. 
Boughton, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Horace Boughton. 

Twelfth. An act granting a pension to Joseph R. West, briga- 
dier and brevet major-general, United States Army Volunteers. 

—— of these bills propose to grant pensions of $75 to $100 a 
month. 

Thirteenth. A bill to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van Cleve, 
widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve. 

Fourteenth. An act granting 4. increase of pension to Marion 
McKibben. 

Fifteenth. A bill to increase the pension of Maj.Gen. Julius H. 


Stahel. 
Sixteenth. An act ting a pension to Mrs. Julia Jones Dun- 
can, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. Samuel A. Duncan. 

This is another brevet general, ‘ 

Seventeenth. A bill granting a —— to Eliza Craig Heckman, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Charles A. Heckman. 

Eighteenth. A bill to pension Mary Elizabeth Hieskell, widow 
of the late Pay Director H. M. Hieskell, on the pension rolls. 

Nineteenth. An act entitled “An act granting a pension to Mrs. 
Clifford Neff Fyffe.” 


I could go on with this recital; there are numbers of other 
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bills of the same kind, but those I have named are the most prom. 
nent. My object to-night in calling attention to this matter j. ; 
see whether we can not agree upon some common grade npon \ 

to place the i of these distinguished officers and their 
ows so as to do away with this everlasting harangue here on Fri 
nights about the discrimination between the wives of ¢0))) 
soldiers and the wives of officers. I offer this amendment jy, 
faith. I hope it will be adopted, and may be a precedent. so ; 
when we come to these other bills we may in every case ti ' 
pension at $40 a month, and do away with the wrangling ove, ; |); 
matter. 

lam sorry I do not see on the front benches here to-nicht s») 
of the new converts to the doctrine of reducing the pens). 
officers and their widows. Asa general thing, when a ian is.) 
verted he comes forward and sits upon the front bench. I se. +); 
some of these gentlemen have to-night taken back seats. [ hone 
they have not backshdden, but will come to my assistance to-1 
and will help me to establish a common grade for these p:n. 
by the adoption of this amendment. I trust the amendment 
be adopted unanimously, and that in doing so we may estabiis, 
precedent which shall govern us hereafter. 

Mr. GROSVENOR,. Mr. i , I trust that before | pro- 
ceed we may have order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee will be in order. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is not very often I have to ask for order, 
There are reasons why this Committee of the Whole endeay «js at 
times not to hear what is going on; and I sympathize with tig 
committee in that respect. 

General Enochs was brevetted; that is true; but the gentleiman 
from South Carolina [Mr. TaLBERT] I think has not quite gotten 
at the facts in regard to the service of this officer when he says 
that the fact of his having been a brevet brigadier-general s\\, 
that he never served as a brigadier-general. Now, it is within 
my knowledge that General Enochs commanded troops beyoud 
“en caee nearly the whole of the latter half of the war. 

r. TALBERT. hat I said was that the word “brevet” 
seemed to signify that, while these officers may have deserved to 
serve in a higher rank when opportunity should offer, they possi- 
bly never had done so. 

r.GROSVENOR. ‘Possibly never had done so!” I presume 
that 99 out of 100 who were brevetted as brigadier-generals scrved 
beyond their actual rank. They were given their brevet for that 

But [ do not want to speak further upon tiat 
ject. I have some modesty in regard to that question. 
{Laughter. 

Mr. TALBERT. I ‘er the gentleman was brevetted himself, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihad two brevets before I was colonel, 
and I commanded a brigade for a long time while my actual rank 
was that of lieutenant-colonel. 

Now. General Enochs was a distinguished, a specially distin- 

guished soldier. He suffered for years from a wound or injury 
that he received during the war. For thirty-odd years while he 
was struggling to make a ane carried with him the seeds of 
death, received in the Army. He told me many a time that from 
this cause his death would some time come suddenly—instanta- 
neously. And so the fact turned out. He went to bed one nigit 
in apparently good health and in the morning was found deal, 
having died doubtless by reason of the very injury which he had 
received in the line of duty while in actual service in the Anuy. 
Since his death his wife has been struggling to make a liviug. 
She has taken up the study of the law, and has been admitted to 
practice—— 
Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman will allow me to say that my 
remarks were not intended to have any personal application to 
this officer. Ido not wish to be understood as having intended 
any attack on General Enochs. My remarks were made generally 
in regard to this class of officers. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope that this amendment will be ‘e- 
feated, and that this House will not be afraid to testify its appre 
ciation of a man who was a splendid soldier and a good citizen, 
and of the worthy family that he has left behind him. 

Sir, I have no sympathy for these hy itical croakings. 1 do 
not believe they are in good faith. And when I examine the vo'vs 
that are being taken here in this House of Representatives | have 
no fear that that sort of talk will make any impression on t!° 
intelligent soldiers of the country. The people of this country 
are Willing that the widow of this distinguished officer should be 
pensioned a little above the rate that is allowed to the grade o! 4 
privatesoldier. There is nothing in it but the same stock in trale 
of the arrant d gue. That and nothing more. [Applau <e.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amel’ 
ment of the gentleman from Carolina to strike out © flty 
and insert ‘‘ forty.” : ri 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 14, noes 75. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. has 

The CHAIRMAN. The point is raised that no quorum 
voted. The Chair will count the committee. 
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One hundred and eleven members are present in their seats. A 

yorum is present, and the amendment is rejected. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House witha favor- 
able recommendation. 





























Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the bill by 

striking out “thirty,” and inserting “fifty.” 
Mr. TALBERT. Thank God for onesinnersaved. [Laughter.} 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, one moment, if you please. If 
this applicant is entitled to anything, he is entitled to $72 a month. 
Thirty dollars is a wobble and a straddle. Fifty dollars is the 
same; and $72 is what he is entitled to, if anything is due to him. 

Mr. MILNES. Does the gentleman desire to move an amend- 
ment to the amendment by inserting ‘‘ seventy-two”? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I have not examined the bill. I only wished 
to say that if he was entitled to anything he was entitled to $72, 
and that the proposition here is a mere straddle. 

Mr. BAKER of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor to 
report the bill in question, and we endeavored to get at all the 
facts, as far as it was possible to reach them. 

That this man’s eyes were affected while he was in the Army I 
think there can be no question. That he has gradually grown 
worse until he has lost his sight entirely is undoubtedly true. 
Under the old law he would be entitled to $30 a month for total dis- 
ability. There is no positive evidence, however. on file that I could 
get possession of to show that the disability was absolutely the 
direct result of army service. But there is a strong presump- 
tion that it was due to his army service. Had it been traced 
clearly to army service he would receive $72 a month; but it was 
not. To-day he isin a condition of total disability. There is no 
question about that, and there is no question about this other 
fact, that his total disability had its conimencement in the army 
service. 

I want the committee to distinctly understand that while I have 
not been voting for the pensions of $50 and $75 and $100 a month, 
{ stand ready not only to vote, but by voice and influence to 
favor a pension for every man who faithfully served his country 
in the hour of its peril and is to-day totally disabled, to give him 
not less than $30 a month. In view of that sentiment in my own 
breast. and in view of the evidence before the committee, I have 
no hesitation in recommending $30 a month in this case. 

Mr. PICKLER. If my colleague will allow me, this man is 
only entitled to $12 a month under the general law, and this raises 
it from $12 to $30. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions if he does not think that this 
soldier is as much entitled to $50 a month as the widow of a gen- 
eral, whose pension has just been allowed? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, the gentleman remembers that the Presi- 
dent of the United States vetoed a bill the other day because he 
said the soldier did not acquire his disability in the service. 

Now, General Enochs, whose widow we pensioned, was wounded, 
as has already been said, in the service and died from that wound. 
In this case there is nothing to show that this disease was con- 
tracted in the service. Now, we have increased the pension of 
this soldier from $12 per month, the amount to which he is enti- 
tled under the general law, to two and one-half times that amount. 
We have put it at $30,and that is more advance than ever was 
given to a general’s widow since I have been here in Congress. 
[Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!”’] 

Mr. BAKE of Kansas. I beg your pardon—— 

Mr. KEM. The answer of the gentleman from South Dakota 
is no answer atall. It is plain that if this man is entitled to any 
pension at all under the law he is entitled to $72 a month. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; that is not true, and whoever says that is 
ignorant of the law. 

Mr. KEM. If he is not entitled to a pension at all he ought not 
to have a pension. The plea of the gentleman that his pension 
has been increased at a greater ratio than that of the widow of 
any Officer falls to the ground upon that proposition. [Cries of 
**Vote!” ‘* Vote!”] 

Mr. ERDMAN. Does the gentleman from South Dakota say 
that if he is totally disabled from a wound received, or from dis- 
ability incurred in the service, if he is now blind, that he is not 
entitled to $72 a month? 

Mr. PICKLER. Not unless it was incurred in the service. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Does the gentleman say it was not incurredin 


BYRON COTTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1022) to increase the pension of Byron Cotton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That, the Secretary of the Interior is directed and em- 

wered to place upon the pension roil the name of Byron Cotton, late of 

ompany A, Twenty-fourth Iowa Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of $72 a 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The report (by Mr. Baker of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1022) to increase the pension of Byron Cotton, late of Company A, Twenty- 
fourth lowa rey Volunteers, to 372 per month, having carefully consic- 
ered all the facts and circumstances in evidence, recommend that the bill be 
amended by striking out the words “seventy-two,” in the sixth line, and 
inserting the wort “thirty” in lieu thereof,and as amended recommend the 

of the 


The bill was favorably re by the committee in the Fifty-third Con- 
. but the bill died on the Calendar. 

Your committee adopt the report made by Mr. Lacey on February 19, 1895, 
as follows: 

“ Cotton, of Company A, Twenty-fourth Iowa Infantry, enlisted on 
the beh Gay of A’ Ise, and served until the 27th day of May, 1865. He 
applied for a ion under the general laws and was placed upon the rolls at 

which was afterwards increased to $12, for gunshot wound of left leg and 

ajury to face and right eye, and resulting disease of eyes and impaired hear- 
both 


ears. 
© He is now drawing a pension of $12 a month under the general law for 
disabilities. 
too The soldier is totally blind, and has been for several years. 

“The evidence on file in the claims (certificate No. 82771) in the Pension 
Bureau shows that the soldier's eyes were injured in the service, and the 
evidence also tends strongly to show that his present blindness is the result 
of his army se evidence upon this question is not sufficient to sat- 
isfy the Pension Bureau that the blindness is the result of his army service. 
Mr. Hayes, of lowa, appeared before the committee, explaining the helpless 
condition of the soldier and the esteem in which he was held while living in 
Clinton, and Mr. Long, of Iowa, making like statements as to the said soldier 
while li at Ottumwa. 

“Thee ce as to the of the blindness is very voluminous, and we 
therefore do not set it out fully herein, but the evidence is quite strong, 
tending to show that the blindness was due to his army service and was a 
resuit of his pensionable disease of the eyes. The Pension Bureau, on 
grounds satisfactory to the medical officers, do not accept the blindness as 
the result of army service, but there is no evidence tending to show that the 
blindness is due toany vice or fault of the soldier. 

“The soldier is and is supported by his wife, who keeps a boarding 
house. He is ly and _omnmenty blind, and if the evidence of meee 
a of his blindness had m accepted he would be entitled to $72 a mont 
under the rai laws. But inasmuch as he has not made his title clear to 
the full rate of pension due to total blindness, and in view of the fact that 
the evidence does strongly show that his blindness is due to army service, 
we think that it would be a proper case for Congress to grant some assistance 
to this blind and helpless veteran.” 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, now I want to say a word or 
two just here on this question. 

As far as the insinuation of the distinguished gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GRosVENOR] in regard to hypocrites with reference to 

ion cases is concerned, I do not care anything. He may have 
alluded to me and he may not have done so. I have too much 
respect for the distinguished-looking gentleman from Ohio to 
retort anything unkind against him. I admire him too much for 
that, and I him especially in view of the fact that the 
children have a great deal of respect for him because he looks so 
much like old Santa Claus, and so I will let it go along. 

But if you want a sample of hypocrisy, if you want a sample of 
inconsistency, if you want a sample of discrimination against the 
good soldier, the old soldier, you need not go any further than the 
consideration of the present bill. You will find it right here. 
Here is a soldier against whom nothing can be brought, true and 
brave and loyal. He received a disability in the Army from 
which he is still suffering, and from the result of which he lost 
his eyesight. He is totally blind and helpless, and with a help- 
less wife on his hands to support, and yet gentlemen stand up 
here to advocate $50 a month for the widow of a general officer, 
and have not a word to say when this poor soldier's claim is reduced 
from $72 dollars a month that the law would give him and is cut 
down to $30 a month. 

I call the attention of the House to this unadulterated specimen 
on the part of ee who prate of their love 


ok 
5 
i 
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on every Friday night here, the old soldiers | the service? 

who stood by the flag. This same spirit of h isy which has| Mr. PICKLER. This report does not say that it was. 
been manifested on so many occasions heretofo will right Mr. ERDMAN. Does not the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
straight along; and this bill, like others, will be reduced to the | BAKER] who reported the bill, and who has just spoken on the 
minimum amount, while the widows of the general officers and the | bill, say that it was thus incurred? 
officers of high grade in the Army will receive the bounty of | Mr. PICKLER. He says that that is his impression. It is not 
Congress, : clearly proven. Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania — 

Mr. Chairman, why are there none to raise their voices here to | ERDMAN] knows just as much about this case as any man here 
carry this old soldier up to $72 or even $50 a month, where he | does 


Why are they willing to leave it at the sum of The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


ql 
: 


discrimination in favor of men who happened The amendment of the committee as amended was agreed to. 
to hold a little higher rank? I leave the matter to the distin- The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
guished line of hypocrites on the other side. to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
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SOPHRONIA 8. STOWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5996) fer the relief of Sophronia 8. Stowell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Sophronia 8. Stowell on the 


sion roll as the onsviving widow of Maj. David P. Stowell, late of First 
ime Cavalry. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill 7 R. 

6096) for the relief of Sophronia 8. Stowell, submit the following report 
David P. Stowell was mustered in as major of First Maine Gavalry October 
31, 1861. He was granted leave of absence October 13, 1862, for t days on 
surgeon’ scertificate of disability, on account of inflammation of liver and kid- 
neys. On November 25, 1862, his ieave was extended for thirty ——— another 
medical certificate, which showed that he was still suffering from in ma- 
tion of liver and —“—"}'> He was discharged to date Decem 4, 1862, before 
his leave expired, but the records, which are ish no further 
evidence of disability. He fiied aclaim onJune 30, 1880, for discase of kidn’ ys 
-_ a injury of head which caused deafness in right ear. Hie was pensioned at 
fer ab i month for disease of kidne 7s from date of discharge until Gisnbiitty drone. 

, when it was made to end on the ground that the disabilit 


aeeiajor a teeeeh ‘died Jar > 1884, and his widow, the beneficiary of this bill, 
filed aclatm February 25, 188%, which has been rejected by the Pension Office 
and the rejection affirmed on y the Secretary of the interior on the 
ae that soldier's death ted on chronic gastritis, not due to canse 
which has been legally accepted. Origin and continuance of disease of kid- 
neys have been teoniiy admitted. As has been stated, the records show that 
the soldier had disease of kidneys in the service and also disease of the liver, 
which is closely connected with the stomach. The testimony of Capt. Isaac 
G. Vir shows that soldier had disease of emach bncarelon, as well as dis- 
ease of liver and kidneys. There is other evidence of disease of stomach in 
service. Dr. Charles A. , in an affidavit filed March 7, 1887, testified 


“ poem ithin ey think, I called to treat Maj 
we a was or 
stomach 


“soon after discharge, 
= and found him suffering from trouble, with much inflam- 


of stomach, jon, ete, SS year, 
ao ie iat wckinenn trouble did not = 


His stomach 
qvew ante anf ayy Se anita canes of his death. In m ih 
nach and contrivated 


es the trouble with the stomach and 
ure in with 


real cause of the difficulties that 
finally comand his death.” 


Dr, Cool we eens filed March 13, See anaes 


kidney trou ———_ great severity for the past yea 
and he is now in a critical situation.” A. L. Stanmweod testifies that he 
disease, accompanied by 


knows soldier's death was caused ‘aa, 
is. Dr. C. B. Bridgham testifies r first ae under his treat- 
iam rea ti his his death; tor owe years = aeath w Sloe | Saee 
ever un lor two was his a! 
"ewe. years pric to creased, resulting in 


that disease of 
me ky ene 


wthe he only really @ — testimamy in th the aan is that of Dr. 
— ~ 


once rejected on 
yond the shadow “ : 
—— he lived, that the —— 


Your committee aie 
after the word “ Caval 
month," and that the 


soldier who was pensioned at the nificent sum 

by a Republican administration. Im 1881, under a 
Administration, even that wascut off. It was not only 

cut off, and I am surprinnd @utt $a his deport Shave Sh 0 a0@ieo- 
tion against the Administration of that day on account of that 
fact. The sum of $6.25 per month is what the soldier The 
gentleman making this report says that the soldier ered con- 
tinuously with a disease of 
death, from disease contracted in the line of duty in the service; 
but the Republican Administrators of the Pension Bureau in 1881 
said no, that the disabilities disa and, having refused to 


pension this man for more than $6.25 per month, they then took | 


that away entirely. Now these gentlemen come in and 
the widow at $25 per month on that sort of testimony. ibsies of 
“Vote!” “ Vote!” 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid — to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation 


JULIA H. H. CROSBY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
446) to place the name of Julia H. H. Crosby, widow of Freeman 
E. Crosby, late lieutenant, United States Navy, on the sion roll 


at the rate of $50 per month, and her two children at the rate 
of $5 per month. 


the stomach and kidneys until his 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the 
chee and directed to = on t 
sions and limitations of the 
widow of Freeman E. Crosley re late a lieutenant in the Unit. 
Navy, commanding the U. 8. 8. McArthur, at the rate of $50 per m 


$ per month for each of her two children, m lieu of the pension w)j 
now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were rc]; 
follows: 

Change the title so as to read: “A bill to ene the pension of Julia HF 
Crosby "; strike out the initial “ E.” oc the deceased officer name 
and substitute therefor the imitial “ H.”; oe meg fifty i 
9, and insert in lien thereofthe word “thirty-five "; strike out all ui 
word ‘‘month,” in line 9, to and including the word “ children,” in | 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 

ments recommended by the committee 

Mr. T Mr. Chairman, I would like to hear the 


read. 
The report (by Mr. Srrope of Nebraska) was read, as fo!) ows. 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (HB 44) jp. 
creasing the pension of Julia H. H. Crosby, widow of Freeman EL ( pox), 
inte Hemienens, _ United ten arr have the same, and ‘port 


considered 
6 H. —oeeee. Sate lientenant Unite 
= wlan ep eeeenen Se the active service in the line of jis ( 


of the Interior be, and he is | 
eo, roll, ot to th 
the name of Julia H. H 


ale! 


pman in the Navy July 27, 1” 
ao 
mous and d 
—— services, Prices, and eared officers who volunteered to go to t} 
regions with Capt. W.S. Schiey,in 1884,aboard the U. 8. S. Bear. 
commends in the highest terms the conduct of the decease fice nu 
states that the loss to his country and to the naval servic 
Cresby met.so a fate in the breake rs 


pension of $25 per month. granted und 
month —_ for her tw: Hi ttle - 


eee of his - ow 
the whole af his 
eee een if Bin g 
net no etn eye 
as opinion that little or willever be saved from the wreck 
eae es the claimant to be a most est tim. 
and deserving woman , and that she has absolutely nothing now «side {iom 
het pens which to maintain herself and support and iu: ate her 
There are several precedents for the allowance of an increased persi 
cases of this character, and in the . 
| een eet 
the title so as to read: “A bill 
*; strike out the initial “E.” 
and therefor the initial ““H."*; 
9, and insert in lieu thereof the word “thirty. 


Bo ne is promoted t: hrough th different 
which he 230, 1881. 


k ' 
Commander 


m in 
our 


five”: strike out all after the 
word “ month,” in line 9, toand including the word “ children,” in line |) 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agrend to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ARMSTEAD M. RAWLINGS. 
amen next business on the ee was wh ag 
) to = ree gece to Armstead Rawlings, of Arkansas. 
Be it See neneielaiiinia etn and he is 
authorized to place on the pension roll, at the rate of & pr 
month, the name of Armstead en tat a aga Buen asa private from 
September 80, 1836, to March 30, 1837, in Captain Bateman’s compary of 
Arkansas Volunteers, in the ‘war. 
. ERDMAN. Let the report be read. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I hope the report will be read. 
I would like to understand about that Sabine war. 
The report (by Mr. Statianes) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. bh. | 
granting a pension to Armstead M. Rawlings, have considere:! the same, and 


nye Piret ae second Re 
ion, Sex 1 Re 
1 
n in th 


in fent circumstances 
_—_—— by the 
residents of Independen« nty 


seathen ant his inanaiel condition ionertified to | ty, 
who introduced the in the Soheving known the appli 


wars named eng man ea omitted from the 
wh in the war pension act of July 27, 16.00 


in the Sabine war are obliged to depen: | 
apociol acte of Com 


seems to fully justify favorable action, and the passage of the 
is respectfully recommended. 


r. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, is this bill within the juris¢~ 
"of the committee? 
CHAIRMAN. It is reported by the Committee on !™ 


e bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom 
endation. 


hereby, 
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MISS JULIETTE BETTS. 


xt business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
am ue the relief of Miss Juliette Betts. 


The bill was read, as follows: ah 
: That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
* — Girceted Sauee upon the pension roll of the United States, 
suthor 0 the provisions of the pension laws, the name of Juliette Betts. the 
ealueter of Betts, a Revolutionary soldier, said woman being now 
#1 years old aad dependent. . 
Mr. TALBERT. I would like to have the report read. I have 


f the report on my desk. 
ee (by Mr. HaLTERMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 4395) 
auting @ pension to Juliette Betts, have considered the same and report: 
Tl » claimant is the daughter of Hezekiah Betts, a Revolutionary soldier, 
whose service is shown in the following statement from the Pension Bureau: 
“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF PENSIONS, 
“Washington, D. C., February 1, 1896. 


- In response to your request of the 29th ultimo, herewith returned, 
one of the service of Hezekiah Betts, Capt.Stephen Betts's company, 
Connecticut Volunteers, war of the Revolution, I have to report that the 
papers in the claim of his widow, Grace Betts, No. 17277, show that he en- 


July 12,1779, and served three years, and that he served under Colonels | 


Butler and Webb. 
“Very ’ - 
. C. LOUDENSLAG 
eg et Committee on Pensions, House of Representatives.” 
sworn statement of Miss Betts it appears that she is 91 years old, 
net and the only —pens, child of the soldier. who died in 1837, 
Jeaving a wife, who died in 1840. It further appears from her statement 
that both the soldier and his widow were pensioners and that she is in feeble 
health and entirely dependent upon the charity of friends for support. 


WM. LOCHREN, Commissioner. 


smmunication signed by all of the officers of the Norwalk (Conn.) Chap- | 
ona the Daughters of 4 American Revolution fully corroborates the | 


laimant’s statements as to her relationship to the soldier, her age, and her 
neon and her tions are also corroborated by the certificate of 
the pastor and deacons the First Congregational Church of Norwalk. 

There are several precedents for the proposed legislation, and in view of 
the long service of the soldier and the great age and destitution of the claim- 
ant the passage of the bill is recommended, amended, however, by strikin 
ont the words “ subject to the provisions of the pension laws,” in line 5, an 
substituting therefor the w “at the rate of $12 per month.” 

Cries of “ Vote!” “* Vote!”’] 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

follows: 


Strike out the words “subject to the provisions of the pension laws,” in 
line 5, and substitute therefor the words “at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MARY CRAY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4598) granting a pension to Mary Cray. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized directed to place or oe roll, subject to the provisions 
and pension laws, the name of Mary oray the wife of 
Michael Cray, late private in emgany G. One hundred and fifth New York 
Volunteer Ink , and Company G, Ninety-fourth New York Volunteer 
ey ee pay her a pension of $12 per month from and after the 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. Poo.e) was read, as follows: 


an Committee on paves a to a Ba mae the bill (H. R. 
pone pne. y. submit t ollowing report: 

Mary Cray widow of Michact Cray, pe of Company G, One hun- 
dred and fifth New York, and Pe , Ninety-fourth New York In- 
fantry, who enlisted November 9, 1861, and was discharged July 18, 1865, and 
who died December 6. 1874, of cancer of the neck. The evidence shows that 
the soldier received a gunshot wound in the neck at the battle of Antietam, 


Md., on the 17th of September, 1862. The ball entered the right shoulder | 
near the top and passed through, making its exit through the shoulder | 


Dr. James M. , assistant surgeon One hundred and fifth New York 
Infantry, testifies he dressed the wound at the time of the battle, and 
describes the wound as above. Comrades of Cray who were with him when 
a eae a 4 » the < condition of the wound. and both tes- 

y's complaining of pain shoulder from the wound until! the 
time ofhisdeath. Dr.Charies Buckley, a well-known physician, of Rochester, 
N. Y., testifies that he was well acquainted with the soldier, and in 1873 pre 
scribed for him for a swelling on right side of neck below the ear, and 

the carotid artery. After a careful examination by Dr. Buckley and 
two other it was decided to attempt to remove it. After proceed- 
ing with the it was found to bea growth of a malignant character, 
vertebral column and impossible to remove. 
its character, and produced death in 1874. Dr. 
a it may be considered probable that the cancer 
tha’ 
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death, in 1874, and that they often heard him compiain of 
red from until his death. Cray never 
for a pension under the general 
on the ground thet gunaiet wound 
of cancer of the neck, from which soldier died. 
—4 was affirmed January 4, 19%. 
ooo refuses to poses — gt 9 
recei a pension under of June, . 
October 31, 1891, at $8 per month. The question involved is whether the 
on of Dr. who treated soldier from discharge to his death, and 
of Dr Pee paren who ennasined and attempted 
1873 for malignant and the testimony 
to cause of death as the result received in battle 


if 
i 


from the time of his return from the Army, in 1863, up’ 


should be set aside by the medical referee, who never saw the soldier, but 
who formed his opinion only on a theory, while the doctors who examined 
him formed their opinions on acondition which they found upon examination 


The committee are of the opinion that the evidence is very conclusive and 
satisfactory on this point. and therefore recommend the passage of this bill 
with an amendment, striking ont all after the word “month,” in last line, 
and adding “in lieu of all other pension.” 


i ‘ries of ** Vote!” “ Vote! oe 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


| 
| Strike out all after the word “month,” in last line, and add “in lieu of all 
| other pension.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment pro- 
posed by the committee. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 
the House to this remarkable change or perversion in the human 
anatomy in order that it might appear that this soldier died from 
the effects of a wound received in battle. The evidence shows 
that the ball entered the right shoulder and passed through the 
shoulder blade. The gentleman drawing the report says the sol- 
dier received a gunshot wound in the neck. Now, it was, of 
| course, within 3 or 4, or perhaps 4 or 5, inches of the neck; but 

that the wound was in the neck nowhere appears. And then that 
cancer followed from the wound in the shoulder. This aggrega 
tion of statesmen is to set itself up as a medical congress and 
declare and determine that cancer behind the ear follows from a 
wound down in the arm or shoulder. 

Mr. PICKLER. Where do you want him to have the cancer 
located in order to get a pension? 

Mr. ERDMAN. If the gentleman desires to address me, T wish 
he would rise in his place and address me in a tone of voice that 
I can hear. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Where would you have it located for the 
convenience of your argument? [Laughter. | 

Mr. ERDMAN. Well, the convenience of gentlemen is not con- 
sidered in locating wounds. I am not disposed to treat this mat- 
ter as lightly as some gentlemen are. [ do not want to stand here 
and have it said that I, without objection, consent to have it said 
of a body of which I am a member that we declared and deter- 
mined such a foolish thing as that. If you want to determine it 
and assume the responsibility for blazing to the world in all these 
cases the ridiculous things upon which you pass bills granting 
pensions, say it out so that the world may see it, and then I am 
content. Put it in the report, spread it on the record, and I will 
say nothing more about it. [Cries of “‘ Vote!” “ Vote!”| 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





DAVID MOSTEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1936) to remove the charge of desertion standing against David 
Mosten. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against the 
name of David Mosten, who enlisted under the name of David Mostenas a 
private in Company A, Nineteenth Regiment United States Iniantry: was 
discharged, aud reenlisted in the same company and regiment: was absent 
without leave from said Company A, Nineteenth United States Infantry, 
after December 27, 1538], and while so absent again enlisted under the name 
of Frank Blaw.in Battery H, Third United States Artillery. onAugust 1, 1&2, 
and served until March 20, 188; was then arrested and tried for desertion 
from his original Company A, Nineteenth United States Infantry, and sen 
| tenced; before the expiration of his term of imprisonment was pardoned by 
| the President of the United States, with permission granted to reenlist, and 


| is now of Battery I, Second United States Artillery, having served eleven 
years of faithful service since his absence without leave under his original 
enlistment. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask the gentleman in charge 
of this bill to allow it to be passed over for the present and let us 
go on with the consideration of other measures. Here isa bil) for 
| the relief of a deserter, and I do not think we ought to take it up 
in view of the fact that there are cases of merit on the Calendar 
which ought to be considered ahead of such a bill as this. I ask 
the gentleman to let it be laid aside, in order that we may save 
time and proceed with the consideration of more meritorious bills. 

Mr. R. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the gentleman’s re 
quest, I beg to say to him that ifhe would let this bill come im- 
mediately before this committee for consideration he would save 
more time than by seeking to delay it. I shall press for the pas- 
sage of the bill. The simple reading of the report shows that this 
is a meritorious case. It isnot a pension case. Itisabill for the 
purpose of removing a disgraceful ban which rests upon a soldier 
who is now serving in the Army of the United States. As the re- 
port shows, this soldier has already been in service of the United 
States for nearly twenty-two years. Some twelve years ago he 
committed the fauit for which he asks the pardon of the Congress 
of the United States. He is now in the service. He is a member 
of Battery I, and is stationed at Fortress Monroe. Heis a man of 
excellent character. He has already reached the grade of cor- 
poral since he was permitted by the Secretary of War to reenlist. 
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After his punishment for desertion, or rather for changing from 
one company to another, he was allowed to enlist again in the 
Army of the United States, and it would be a disgrace to that 
Army to allow a soldier to remain in its ranks with this ban upon 
him. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” *‘ Vote!”] 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I hope this bill will not receive 
a favorable report from this committee. iI am astonished to hear 
gentlemen crying ‘* Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!” on a bill like this—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the pointof order that 
the gentleman from South Carolina is not entitled to the floor, 
having spoken once on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN, The point of order is well taken. 

Mr. TALBERT. What is the point of order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of is that the gentleman has once 
addressed the House on this bill and therefore is not entitled to 
be heard a second time. 

Mr. TALBERT. I have not addressed the House upon this bill. 
I have only made a few remarks. [Laughter.] And I submit to 
the Chairman that the point of order is not well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has ruled that the point of order 
is well taken. 

Mr. TALBERT. Then do I understand the Chair to say thata 
gentleman has no right to address the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair simply holds that the rule pro- 
vides that a member shall not speak more than once upon the 
same question if objection is made. 

Mr. TALBERT. That is, if somebody else wants to speak. If 
anybody else wants to speak on this bill I will yield to him and 
wait until he gets through. 

he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is not 
in order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I think the rule is different 
from what the Chairman holds. The rule, as [ understand it, is 
that if no other member desires to speak, a gentleman may address 
the committee more than once on the same subject. However, I 
yield to the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire—— 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania has no time to yield. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would be gladif the gentleman [Mr. Pick- 
LER] would take a quart if a pint will notdo him. I want to say 
to the gentleman that I will talk, and he can not prevent me. 
{Laughter.] You may try to apply the gag rule, but you can 
not stop my mouth. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina is not 
in order, and he will take his seat. 

Mr. TALBERT. The Chair can rule to suit himself. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can not violate the rules of 
the House in that way. 

Mr. TALBERT. Allright. I will come again. [Laughter.] 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


NANCY GENTRY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5175) granting a pension to Nancy Gentry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy Gentry, widow 
of John A. Gentry, at the rate of $8 per month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us hear the report, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5175) 
granting a pension to Nancy Gentry, have considered the same, and report: 
Nancy Gentry is the widow of John A. Gentry, who served as a private in 
Captain Jetton’s company of Tennessee Mounted Volunteers from May 19, 
1836, to June 16, 1836, Cherokee Indian war. This service, which covered a 
pores of twenty-nine days, isa matter of record at the War and Treasury 
epartments. 

It is also alleged that he served from June 26, 1856, to December 28, 1836, in 
fr Fletcher's company of cavalry, but no record of this service can be 

ound, 

In her application to the Pension Bureau under the Indian war service- 
pension act of July 27, 1892, the claimant has shown that she married the sol- 
dier in 1845 and remained his wife up to his disappearance from home in 1857; 
es he has not since been seen or heard from, and that she has never remar- 
ried. 

The claim was rejected on the ground that the service of the soldier, so far 
as it is shown by the records, was one day short of the time required to give 
title under the law. 

The claimant is about 71 years old, a t sufferer from rheumatism, and 
with no means of support except a small mountain farm worth not more than 
$200 She is now anable to doany work andis obliged to rely upon the assist- 
ance of others. These facts are shown by the sworn statements of L. C. 
Farmer and W. J. Kerley, residents of Bl County, Tenn. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


Mr. TALBERT. ‘Mr. Chairman, as a good deal has been said 
upon this floor about my position in to deserters, coffee 
coolers, camp followers, and bummers, I want to say that the 
word *‘ coffee cooler,” as I understand, is a word that was coined by 
one of the most distinguished Union generals in the Federal Army, 
General Bragg, of Wisconsin, who commanded what was known 
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May l, 
as the Iron Brigade, and who performed distinguished 
throughout the war, and I want to have read,in my own { 
extract from a speech made by that distinguished Union 
in the Forty-ninth Congress on the subject of pensions. 
made, I believe, when the pauper pension bill was un 
sion after it had been vetoed by the President. 

I ask that this portion of the speech of General Bragg | 
as it will throw some light upon this question of bumm, 
deserters, coffee coolers and camp followers. I hope gen; 
wiil listen to the reading of a part of the speech of as distiy).-) shed 
a man as belonged to the Federal Army. Especially do | si jo, 
it the attention of the distinguished chairman of this coi nittee 
who is so anxious for ‘‘order.” I ask him to listen to this. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. BracG, No, sir; not now. There were 140 regiments and a yyy ber 
of battaitions, in all, of colored troops raised during the war. A Lory. pop. 
tion of these troops were engaged in guarding railway stations in {)o rap. 
and a few regiments, three or four, were regiments of heavy artillery 
This pension clause opens the door for a pension to every one of the soldiers 
ot the seven regiments that were organized into battalions for the purpose of 
caring for them, men picked out as being physically unable to do s:)\djor's 
duty. It opens the ey to place upon the roll, out of the whole jy 
regiments, every single man and regiment that was not engaged in active 
service in the presence of theenemy. It permits a pension for every hundred. 
day man who came out to have a pleasant and jaunty excursion wien jo 
thought that if the “rebs" only heard that he was coming they would rup 
ee Bull Run. tiinttes tie omiiad » 

laces or gives an op unity to upon the pension roll the hun. 
dred-dey men who ceoul the war with a blaze of glory in April _ 
June, 1865. lt permits an permease. »s upon the roll 202.000 men 
of whom afterwards were deserters—202,000 men that were organiz« 
the call of the President in December, 1864. Only three months bef: 
war was terminated in factacall came, and under that call during th» months 
of January and February there were organized, in response to it, troops con. 
sisting of 202,000. Some 13,000 of these were discharged, even at the original 
camp of rendezvous, because there was no occasion to demand the assign. 
ment of them to any regiment. Now, who were these men? 

l say to gentlemen who talk about soldiers, who were these men’? Do not 
stand here in your place and talk about the devotion of the country to its 
defenders, to the men who heard the shriek of the bullet and shot and shel] 
and battle, and covered with blood and carnage carried the flag to 
Who were the majority of those men that found themselves in the se: 0 
the United States from December, 1864, to February, 1865, that Congress 
shouildsit Sp rypputeneeecenas eae forthem? They were the scum 
of the earth. They were men who would not enlist and were not drafted 
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They were men who stayed until those who did not want to go to the front 
raised money by vote and taxation upon the property in the municipalities 
r han 

I 


and counties had funds placed in the ds to hire and buy things 
that could fill the quota and enable them to escape the draft. They were, 
said, the scum; yes;and thedregs. They stood in their holes until they wer 
bought—bought by substitute brokers, bought by men who were speculating 
in biood, paid from $100 to $800 apiece. ay ven, meen that they were physic- 
ally so defective that all they had todo was go to a hospital and there was 
no danger to their precious so that they could pocket their $1W and 
go without fear of any injury bef: them. 

There are gentlemen on the other side of the House who I trust are with 
me on this question, and who know just as well as [ do that the prisons were 
emptied, that the rhouses were emptied, that the slums were al! emptied 
by the proffer of at the door to bring out the inmates that they might 
be put as a paper credit on the army roll of the United States. and the men 
who brought this about pocketed the difference made in the trade. | have 
seen them coming down with ambulances in the rear by scores trying to get 

“people of that class, called soldiers, to march from the shores of the fotomac 
© the banks of the Rappahannock, and the attempt to get them to the front 
was a failure. 

There is another class. And I ht say in that connection when you talk 
about poorhouses the men you find there as arule are the men whio came 
from the poorhouses to go tothe Army, and when they came back they lapsed 
into their naturalcondition. No genuine soldier in any patriotic community 
that I have ever seen ever needed to go to the poorhouse to be provided with 
all that was necessary to care for him. We know, Mr. Speaker, that it is not 
in that way that the patriotic people of the North treat their soldiers 
These men that go to the poorhouse go because they are native there; they 
are drones; they have lived from hand to mouth. ey have got no enter- 
_— they have got no self-respect; they have got nocharacter. They lie 

ownand open their mouths for a teat to suck, and it does not make much 
matter what animal has the teat so long as they can suck anything from It. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey (before the reading was con- 
cluded). I ask unanimous consent that the further reading of this 
be dispensed with. eo 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask that theclerkread on. I have the floor, 
and this is being read in my time. I hope gentlemen will not 
get uneasy. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading. i 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, that speaks for itself. 
I only. want to put on record what that distinguished soldier 
thought of these ‘camp followers,” *‘ coffee coolers,” and **bum- 


ers, 
Mr. PICKLER. Let it be understood that it was a member 00 
that side of the House who made that speech. le 
The question being put, the bill was ordered to be laid aside t 
be favorably reported to the House. 


ELIZABETH T. BEALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! (H. R. 
o0es) to increase the pension of Elizabeth T. Beall, widow of Ben 
j L. Beall, late colonel First United States Cavalry. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: . Se os ete 

@ is herevy, 
ait it enacted, ete., rast sane ts of ston of Elizabeth 7 Beall widow 

thorized * directed spereese Eliza . 
now on the rolls, to $100 per month. 
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The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Strike out the words “ one hundred” and insert “fifty; so as to make the 
pension $50 a month. 


LBERT. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The cae (by Mr. Strope of Nebraska) was read, as follows: 


. ittee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3033) 

granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth T. Beall, have considered the 
. rt as follows: _ 

mame, aoe en bY a report of the adjutant-general, United States Army, that 
deceased soldier, Benjamin L. Beall, entered the service of the United 

oe. »g June 8, 1836, as captain of the Second Dragoons; was subsequently pro- 

— to be colonel, and retired from active service February 15, 1862, for 

incapacity resulting from long and faithful service. He died in the city of 

re J t 16, 1868. 
we Oo Teow pensioned at $30 per month under the general law, and 
her petition for an increase of the same is as follows: 


“BALTIMORE, February 
“To the Senate and United States House of Representatives. 


“@enTLEMEN: I beg leave most respectfully to petition to you for an in- 

crease of my pension. I have arrived at that age (now in my ninety-third | 
-ear) where I uire such care and attention that my present pension of $30 
per month is wholly inadequate to supply. 

“Tam the widow of the late Col. 
States Cavalry, who, during a 
his country. . ” 

“Through the influence of Hon. Lewis Cass and Daniel Webster he was 
appointed captain in the Second Regiment of Dragoons, United States Army, 
by President Andrew Jackson, in 1836, and _ was ordered to Florida, where he | 
rendered such valuable service that Gen. W. J. Worth recommended him for 

romotion for his successful contests with the Indians. 

m In said recommendation General Worth says: ‘Capt. B. L. Beall has met 
the enemy in this contest oftener, perhaps, than any other officer; is brave | 
and generous. Would therefore recommend him for promotion.’ 

“ Was promoted to the brevet rank of major for gallantry and successful 
services in the war against the Florida Indians March 15, 1837. 

“ Ordered to the Indian Territory after the Florida war to select a site for 
afort. Established Fort Washita; and stationed there until the war with | 
Mexico, where he served with distinction. After said war he was ordered | 
to New Mexico; there served as civil and military governor. From there | 
ordered to California and commanded Fort Tejon until the death of General 
Clark. Then commanded the Department of the Pacific from_1860 to 1861. 
For a time was conspicuously associated with the history of the Pacific Coast. 
From there was ordered East, placed on the retired list of the Army, and | 
died at the city of Baltimore in the month of August, 1863. 

“ Hoping this will meet with your earliest consideration and approbation, 

“| have the honor to be, most respectfully, your obedient servant, 
“ELIZABETH T. BEALL.” | 
e claimant's allegations as to her age and dependence are borne out by | 
a: baleen of Dr. Y. 8. Marriott, Dr. H. M. Wilson, and other reputable 
residents of the city of Baltimore; and it is further shown that by reason of 
failing eyesight and other ailments incident to her great age she has for a | 
long time past needed the services of an attendant. 

It appears further that she has had dependent upon her an invalid 
daughter, and this, ther with the requirements of her own condition, 
have long since exha’ all her means except the pension referred to above. | 
She was married to the soldier in 1824. 

There are several precedents for the allowance of $50 per month to the 
widows of soldiers who attained the rank held by the claimant's husband, and 
in view of her extreme and the necessities of her condition your commit- 
tee believe that she should be allowed such a sum as will provide her neces- 
sary attendance and care during the remaining days of her life, which must 
of necessity be very few. 

The bill is therefore returned with the recommendation that it be amended 
by striking out the words “ one hundred,” in line 6, and substituting therefor 
the word “fifty ’; so as to allow a pension of $50 per month, and that as so 
amended the bill do pass. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I rise to aquestion of privilege. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state his question of | 


—?. 
Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, when the bill before that last 
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Benjamin L. Beall, of the First United | 
long life, rendered distinguished services to 


rand- 





= of was under discussion I made a few remarks upon it, 
and after I sat down another gentleman made some remarks 
upon thesame bill. When he took his seat I got up to make other 
remarks. The gentleman from South Dakota made the point that 
Thad spoken once, and had no right to speak again. I desired to 
_ provided no one else wished to speak. And I submit, sir, 

t the rule would have permitted me to speak, as no one else 
wanted the floor. But I was denied the privilege of expressing 
my views, and I think, sir, that I have been wrongly treated by 
theChair. I believe the Chair has misconstrued the rule. Upon 
the top of that the gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. < geen | 
took @ floor and yielded to me, but notwithstanding all this 
was denied the privilege of expressing myself before tle Commit- 
tee of the Whole. I think, sir, that I have been unjustly treated 
by the Chair. I call attention to the rule. 
a CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
_Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I dislike to occupy any of the 
time of the Committee of the Whole; but the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], in asking for the reading of a 
speech made by eral Bragg in the Forty-ninth Congress, has | 
recalled to my mind a scene which will never be effaced from it. 
The question then before the House was whether a pension bill 
which had been vetoed by a gentleman who was then and is now | 
the President of the United States should pass notwithstanding 
his objections. It was about the close of that Congress, when sev- | 
eral eminent gentlemen were about to retire. Among them was 
General , of Wisconsin, who had stood here during all that 
Crngrea an ; 

that 


special sponsor for the soldier. 
Speech which has just been read to the committee at the instance 





veto came in there was a change of front; and the 
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| of the Republic of this country. 


| American on English soil, he not daring to come on American soil 


| Continentals in the days of the Revolution thought 
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of the gentleman from South Carolina was made by General 
Bragg. There followed him, upon this side of the Chamber, a 
gentleman who is this evening the chairman of this Committee of 
the Whole. It will take but a moment to read, as part of the his- 
tory of that occasion, the remarks then made by the gentleman 
from Iowa, which the Clerk now has before him. lLask that they 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Hersurn 





Of all the gentlemen that have spoken in opposition to the 
passage of this bill every one save one voted for it. There is some reason for 
change of front, Mr. Speaker. A number of those gentlemen like myself 
terminate their official life on the 4th of next March ia large number 


of them, unlike myself, are now mendicants about the White House 
“Crooking the pregnant hinges of the knee 
That thrift may follow fawning.”’ {Applause.] 
Mr. Speaker, I deny the right of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. WARNER] 
or the gentleman from Wisconsin i — BRAGG] to speak forthe Grand Army 
tell you, sir, that 


while those gent] 


lemen 
did occupy honored places in the great army, and were everywhere esteemed, 
yet they are looked upon by the Grand Army to-day, when they ri n their 
| places here to denounce their old comrades as vagabonds and scamps and 


| perjurers and the scum of humanity, as Benedict Arnold was after his trea- 


son by his old comrades in arms. [Applause. } 
Mr. Speaker, there was atime when Benedict Arnold rode along the 1] 
with flashing eye and gleaming saber, and when he met with the a 
a brave soldiery, who welcomed him with long huzzas as 
blemish or reproach. 
Yet there was another period in his life when he held an interview with an 
He 


orn 


nes 
laims of 
a leader without 


Pa asked 
unif f the 
of him—what would 
they do with him should they meet him? The reply was: “ They would cut off 


your leg that was wounded at Saratoga and bury it with the honors of war, 
and the rest of your carcass they would hang upon a gibbet.” 


[ Applause. ] 

It would be with such an answer as this that the old soldiers, the member- 
ship of the Grand Army of the Republic, would repudiate the claim of the 
gentleman to speak for them in support of the President's cruel veto 

Mr. Speaker, your table is now weighed down with petitions from the old 
soldiers calling for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I desire only to add that very 
shortly after that speech was made the name of the distinguished 
gentleman from Wisconsin, General Bragg, was sent to the Senate 
by the President for confirmation as minister to Mexico. {Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side.] And the name of an- 
other distinguished soldier, whom I will not mention here to-night, 
who also changed front in view of the Presidential veto, was 
speedily sent to the Senate for confirmation to an office at a salary 
of $7,500 a year. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

Mr. KEM. Mr. Chairman, I see that the bill now under con- 
sideration has been reported by the committee with an amend- 
ment reducing the proposed pension from $100 a month to $50 a 
month. Lamgladtoseethat. It seems that the opposition which 
has been made in this House to this unjust discrimination in favor 
of officers and the widows of officers as against private soldiers 
and their widows is having some effect. And in hope that there 
may be additional good along this line, and that gentlemen on the 
other side of the House may be brought to see more fully the 
error of their way, I desire to send to the desk and ask to have 
read in my time a letter—— 

Mr. HARDY. You say “ gentlemen on the other side.” 
side? 

Mr. KEM. That side [referring to the Republican side}. 

I ask to have read a letter which I have just received from the 
adjutant of U. 8. Grant Post, No. 12, Department of the Potomac, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Washington, D. C. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


that old comrade what he thought those who had worn the 


What 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 29, 1896. 
Str: I have the pleasure of inclosing herewith copy of resolution unani- 
mously adopted by this post, heartily indorsing the sentiment expressed and 
action taken by you upon the nonpensioning of officers or their widows ata 
rate greater than that of the private soldier, whose valor or patriotism was 
equal, if not greater, than those who wore the shoulder straps. 
Very respectfully, 


Hon. Omer M. Kem, 
House of Representatives. 


Mr. KEM. In addition to that, I ask to have read the resolu- 
tions passed by that post in connection with this matter. 

The resolutions were read by the Clerk, as follows: 

At a regular meeting of U.S. Grant Post, No. 12, Grand Army of the Re- 
sublic, Department of the Potomac, held on the l4th day of April, 1806, the 
following resolutions were unanimously adopted: 

‘* Whereas the members of this post have with sorrow observed that the 
present Congress has, with a lavish hand, increased the pensions of the wid- 
ows of certain officers of high rank far beyond the rates allowed by the general 
law; and 

** Whereas, this Congress has not, down to this time, enacted any general 
law to benefit the widow of the officer or enlisted man, who receives but $8 
per month, or to remedy the ruling of the Pension Bureau which denies to 
thousands of them even this small pittance if they have an income of $ or 
more per month; and 

“Whereas, the granting of large increases of pension by special acts to the 
widows of officers of high rank, while the widows of men of humbler rank, 
who were none the less brave, and whose lives were none the less precious, are 
ignored, is a great injustice, against which every patriot should protest; and 

““ Whereas recently certain honorable members of the House of Representa- 
tives have earnest] 
clared their deter 


HORACE H. BROWER, Adjutant. 


protested against this =e discrimination and de 
ed opposition to such legislation: Therefore 
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** Be it resolved, That the members of this post hereby express their grati- 
tude to the Hon. Henry M. Baker, the Hon. James A. Ieeunway, the Hon, 
Omen M. Kem, and the Hon. Jonn E. McCAuy for the words spoken and the 
attitude assumed by them on that occasion, and for which the veterans of 
U. S. Grant Post, No. 12, will ever hold them in tender remembrance; and 

“ Be it further resolved, That these resolutions be made a part of the records 
of this post. and that a copy thereof be forwarded to each of the said mem- 
bers of the House of Representatives.” 

A true copy. 


CHAS. 8. HERRON, 
Commander U. 8. Grant Post, No. 12. 
Attest: 

Horace EL Brower, Adjutant. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend- 
ment of the committee by striking out “fifty” and making it 
** forty.” 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I move to amend the amendment by add- 
ing to that communication which has just been read the name of 
the gentleman from South Carolina, as he seems to have been 
omitted by the writers of it for some reason. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. TALBERT. I hope they will not a mein, but simply put 
in the name of Santa Claus. That will do as well. 

Mr. PICKLER. I would like toask who signs that letter which 
has just been read? 

Mr. KEM. Itis from the U.S, Grant Post, No. 12, of the De- 
partment of the Potomac. 

Mr. PICKLER. It seems to me that the Grand Army posts of 
Washington are not likely to know more of our constituents and 
their needs than we ourselves do; and that they are hardly in a 
position to be able to instruct the representatives of the people as 
to their duty. 

Mr. KEM. I presume that the Grand Army post in Washing- 
ton is as capable of judging whether the action of Congress is just 
or unjust as snattelee else in the country. 

Mr. PICKLER. And I think they show very bad taste in mak- 
ing such comments. 

Mr. KEM. They are men who as fully understand this ques- 
tion as anybody else. 

The CHAIRMAN. The questionis on agreeing to the amend- 
ment to the amendment proposed by the gentleman from South 
Carolina. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 5, noes 78. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. Who makes the point of no quorum against 
this old widow of the Mexican war, 93 or 94 years old? 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is made by the gentle- 
man from South Carolina, 

Mr. TALBERT. I want to state to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that I made it and am entirely responsible for it, and I 
did not do it in a whisper, either. It was not made against this 
widow, but some of the deserters and bummers who are to come 
after her on this Calendar. I have to make a fight all along 
the line. 

The CHAIRMAN (having counted the committee). One hun- 
dred and nine members are in the Hall—a quorum. 

So the amendment to the amendment was rejected, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to; 
and the bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to. the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

THERESA PEEBLES. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4355) to increase the pension of Theresa Peebles, of Jefferson 
County, Ga. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Theresa Peebles, of Jeffer- 


son County, Ga., a widow of a soldier of the war of 1812, from $12 to $20 per 
month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. Back of Georgia) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4355) 
granting an increase of pension to Theresa Peebles, have considered the same 
and report: 

The claimant is the widow of Henry Peebles, who served as a private in 
Cape. John P. Harvey's Company of Georgia Volunteers from August 24, 1813, 
to March 12, 1814, in the war of 1812. 

The soldier died September 21, 1880, and his widow (the claimant) has since 
been granted the pension of $12 per month allowed by the general pension 
laws to the widows of soldiers of the war of 1812. 

rs. Peebles the soldier in 1864, and she is now about 66 years old. 

The above facts are shown by the papers on file at the Pension Bureau, and 
it appé from an affidavit signed by Joshua F. Denton, J. T. Glover, James 
Stapleton, and E. N. Stapleton that the claimant is very feeble and afflicted, 
and that she has but little means from her pension. She has been liv- 
ing alone until recently, her condition becoming such that she has been 
obliged to hire a woman to live with her. 

There are several precedents for the proposed legislation, and in view of 
the facts above set forth your committee yectfully recommend the pas- 
ange ot the bill with an amendment fixing the rate of pension at $18 per 
mon ° 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, if I under- 
stood the reading of that report correctly, this lady is to be pen- 
sioned because she is the widow of a soldier of the war of 1812, 
and the report shows that she was married to him in 1864. If 
that is a correct statement of the facts, I would like the gentleman 
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_ 
Ma Y l, 
who introduced the bill to explain to the House exactly w),.; | 
this lady ever incurred because of his service in the war 

and consequently what pensionable disability is in the cas 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. LI introduced the bill, I wil] 
the gentleman from New Hampshire, and the facts are 
the report of the committee. The report and the bill a) 
line of precedents heretofore established by the House. 'T) 
ficiary of this bill is old and feeble. Her physical cond 
quires the attendance of a nurse. She has practically ., 
except the pension she is now receiving, $12 a month, . 
bill increases it to $18. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Does the gentleman 
that every person who does not have property enough to 
her, no matter what time she was married to an old sold 
be een by the Government of the United States? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. No; the gentleman does not, 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then, under what ru) 
he support this bill? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I support it because of her help}oss 
dependent condition, because she is the widow of an old so)jjo. 
and because it is in the line of a precedent already establis).). | 
will state to the gentleman very frankly that if this was an orig 
question, I think there might be more merit in his objectioy: | 
inasmuch. as-it seems to be the policy of the Government to vray) 
pensions to this class of persons, I seenoreason why others shou!d 
be pensioned and this applicant denied. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But I presume the gentle. 
man does not intend to say that a bad precedent makes a rix})t \)\//- 
and if there is any reason for this. pension, it is because t\, 
is now old, and, as the gentlemam says, penniless; but she is not 
old because of the service of her husband some forty years prior 
to the time of her i to him, and she is not penniless }e. 
cause of that service. ow, if the gentleman can te!) why <) 
should be pensioned, except on the ground of a bad precedent, | 
should like to know the particular reason. 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. This old lady is already pensioncd, 
and this is an application to increase her pension from $12 to s/s 
per month on account of her helpless physical condition. It isa 
small sum, smaller than has been reported in other bills which 
have passed the committee and the House. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Then receiving a pension 
under a law which does not debar her on account of her late mar- 
riage to the soldier is in the gentleman’s mind a justification for 
our pensioning her at a greater rate over eighty years after tho 
soldier rendered his.service, she having married him about {ity 
years after the war? 

Mr. BLACK of Georgia. I am willing to let the committee 
pass upon that question. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

ADA J. SCHWATKA. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 710) 
goats apension to Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Licut. 

erick Schwatka. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
direeted to place on the pension roll the name of Ada J. Schwatka, 
the late Frederick Schwatka, late first lieutenant, Third Cavairy, | 
States Army, at the rate of $30 per month. 

The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment stnk- 
ing out ‘‘ thirty” and inserting ‘‘ seventeen.” 

r. ERDMAN. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5.710) grant- 


ing a pension to Ada J. Sch widow of Frederick Schwatka, late first 
pee ee Car 
an 


e lady 


; watka 
walry, United States Army, have considered the sam 


report: é 
panied by Senate Report No. 55, this session, an‘ th 
fully setting forth the-facts, is adopted by your committee as their r) 
and the bill is returned with the recommendation that it be amended! sos 
to fix the rate of pension at $17 month, in ce with the rank held 
by the deceased officer, and that as so amended the bil) do pass. 


(Senate Report No. 56, Pifty-fourth Congress, first session 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (5. ‘/ 
= nsion to Ada J. Schwatka, have examined the same,and report: 
ilar bill was introduced in the Fifty-third Congress, referred to ( 
Committee on 5 favorably, and the Senate aie 
The military record of utenant Schwatka is fully set forth in the foloW 
ing communication from the War Department: 
“War DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
** Washington, June 
“ Statement of the military service of Frederick Schwatka, late of ‘' 
States Army, compiled from the records of this office. 
“He was graduated from the United States Military Academy 
inted second lieutenant, Third Cavalry, June 12, 1871; promoted 
t, Third Cavalry, ; resi January 31,158. |. 
**He joined his regiment November 28, 1871, and served with it in Amol 
and Nebraska to August a on duty with the Big Horn and Yellowstone 
expedition to October 2, 1874; with ent in Nebraska and Wy : 
May 18, 1876; in the field on Big Horn and Yellowstone expedition to rr" 
27, 1876; on duty at Camp Shean Wyo., to November 25, 1877, and at >| 


Tail Dak., to 1878. a 
* He left his post in Dakota on the latter date, on leave of absence granted 
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rpose of taking command of the expedition to Lady Franklin 
him for ene St the papers of Sir John Franklin's expedition, etc., and was 
Bay to Sea nis expedition until September 29, 1880. He was on special duty 
absen! ‘York City from that date until January, 1581; was absent on account 
in New ves and subsequently on leave of absence until October 21, 1841; 
of sk eae nid-de-camnp to General Miles until May 8, 1844, and in the mean- 
served hile on General Miles’s staff, was in command of an expiouing expe- 
ey “ Alaska from May 20 to October 12, 1883. He rejoined his regiment 
—— -ona in May, 1884, and was on leave from September 6, 1884, until his 
in nation took effect, January 31, 1885. 
eS puring hisservice he was on leave of absence for the following periods 
in addition to these. above specified: = : : 
iD Serom September 2, 1875, to March 24, 1876, and from February 23 to Sep- 


2 e “> 
tember 26, 1555 “J. C, GILMORE, 
“ Assistant Adjutant-General.” 


i] embered that in addition to his military services Lieutenant 
ok will be osaeoatt the Government valuable service as chief of the expedi 
Schwatearch of the relics of the Sir John Franklin party. In Appleton’s 
Crelopedia of American Biography, Volume V, page 433, the following ap- 


Pel rederick, explorer, born in Galena, Ill., September 29, 1849. 
ene at the United States Military Academy in 1871 he was ap 
inted second lieutenant in the Third Cavalry, and served on garrison and 
ontior duty until 1877. He also studied law and medicine, and wasadmitted 
to the bar of Nebraska in 1875, and received his medical degree at Bellevue 
Hospital Medical College, New York, in 1876. 
“On hearing the story of Capt. Thomas I’. Barry, who while on a whaling 
expedition in spulse Bay, in 1871-1873, was visited by Eskimos who described 
strangers that had trave ed through that region several years before and 
who bad buried:papers.in a cavern, where silver spoons and other relics had 
been found, Lieutenant Schwatka determined to seareh for traces of Sir 
John Franklin’s party, and, obtaining leave of absence, fitted out an expedi- 


tionon the 19th of June, 1878, and, accompanied by William H. Gilder as sec- | 


ond lieutenant incommand, he sailed in the Hothen for King Williams Land. 

“The party returned on the 22d of September, 1880, having discovered and 
buried many of the skeletons of Sir John Franklin's party, and removed 
much of the mystery of his fate. Lieutenant Schwatka found the grave of 
Lieut. John Irving, third officer of the Terror, and, in addition to many in- 


sting relics, a r, which was a copy of the Crozier record that was | 
found im 1850 by Lieut. William R. Hobson, of Sir Leopold MeClintock’s ex- | 


pedition, and which contained two records, the latter, under date of 25th of 
April, 1848, stating the death of Sir John Franklin on the 7th of June, 1847. 
“The expedition wasalsomarked by the longest sledge journey on record— 
$251 statute miles—during which a branch of Backs River was discovered, 
which Lieutenant Schwatka named for President Hayes. Afterwards he ex- 
jlored the course of the Yukon River in Alaska, and rejoined his regiment in 
Daly, 1884. In Augustof that year he resigned the commission of first lieu- 
tenant, Third. Cavalry, to which he had been appointed in March, 1879. 


“He commanded the New York Times Alaskan exploring expedition in 1886. | 


“Lieutenant Schwatka has received the Roquette Arctic medal from the 
Geographical Society. of Paris, and a medal from the Imperial Geographical 
Society of Russia, and is an honorary member of the geograhical societies of 


Bremen, Geneva. and Rome. He is the author of Along Alaska’s Great | 
River (New York, 1885); Nimrod in the North (1885), and The Children of the 
Cold (1886). See Schwatka’s Search, by Col. William H. Gilder (New York, | 


1881); The Franklin Search under Lieutenant Schwatka (Edinburgh and Lon 
don, 1881) and Als Eskimo unter den Eskimo, by Henry Klutschak (Leipsic, 
1881).”” 

Lieutenant Schwatkadied about three yearsago at Portland, Oreg., leaving 
the c'‘aimant (his widow) and one child wholly dependent on Mrs. Schwatka’s 


father for support. Since then her father has deceased, and she is left with- | 


out any means whatever for the support of herself and child. This fully ap- 
pears by affidavits on file with your committee. _ 

In view of all the circumstances, your committee report back the bill, 
recommending its passage. F 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

JOSEPH S, BUNKER. 

Mr. TERRY. I ask unanimous consent to call up a bill which 
was left in rather an indefinite condition in the House the other 
day. Itis the case of an old man 80 years of age. The bill is 
No. 649, granting a pension toJoseph 8. Bunker. It is awaydown 
=a Calendar, and I ask for the present consideration of the 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill out of its 
order. Is there objection? 

Mr. MAHON and Mr..BROMWELL objected. 

JACOB TAYLOR, 

The next business.on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
713) for the relief of Jacob Taylor. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
= it enacted, etc., That the Sec of War be, and he is hereby, directed 


| Tee Jacob Taylor as a member of Company K, First Regiment of 
7 soe Cavalry, and grant him an honorable discharge as of date February 


Mr. MAHON, Mr. Chairman, that bill does not come under 
the rule. It is not a desertion case; it is to correct a record. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report. 

Mr. PICKLER. This bill is not in order to-night. 

Mr. WOOD. I think it is in order. 
ae PICKLER. It is a bill to restore the applicant to some 

.The CHAIRMAN, The Chair thinks this is not a case of deser- 
tion, and that the bill is not in order under the rule under which 
the House is now proceeding. 
JAMES M’GOWAN. 


gui, next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
tion. for the relief of James McGowan from the charge of deser- 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of War or other vroper official 


and is hereby, authorized and direeted 
standing against James Meck 











. Wan, iat ‘ ‘ ’ _ Lo 
Infantry Volunteers, and that the 1 rd ' ul LOW said 
| dames McGowan to have been honorably discharged from tl nilitary se 
| ice of the United States 
| Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report. 
| ‘The report (by Mr. TrRacry) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was refert » bill 
3524) for the relief of James McGowan, b a 
It isshown by the records that Jay McGow 
February 21 and mustered into ser ‘ebruar 
He was forwarded March 2, 1865, to the § 
his name was not taken uy 
He was transferred uj late, 1 
| Eighty-second Ohio Infantry. It apps that he 
company until July 6, 1865. On this latter date |! 
| Inapplieation to the War Department for t 
| sertion he stated that the command wae 
‘ 





| time, and was ordered to Cincinnat 
to Cincinnati they would pas: | ! ‘ 

sick at the time from a severe attack of diarrhea, went hor t ra 

with the intention of rejoining the regiment to be 

at home he was compelled to go to bed and w 






‘ su uu »10 
long after the regiment had been mustered out. In coing 
in view the obtaining relief which he could not obtaiz 
the command. 

Your committee also makes noto of the historic fact th ime 
soldieris charged with desertion the war had ended and hostilities | cea 
| which is an additional and very strong testimony corroborating t) 

statement. 
| He is further corroborated by the statement of his sis 
who testified, on the 28th day of November, 18%, that upo 
her brother James was suffering from bowel troubles, an 
|} cians (both of them since dead) were called to attend him; 
| fined to his bed, and was at no time able to rejoin his regiment until after 

July 24, 1865. 

His brother, Thomas McGowan, testified tothe same effect N 

J. B. Baldwin, a sergeant in the soldier's company, testiti 
| that he was sick in May or June, 1°65 

Maggie Dixon, a neighbor, testified, March 13, 1893, t! s] kr 
soldier for thirty years and knew that he was si when he ar ed 
/ and was prevented from rejoining his regiment by re: 

A. J. Grayson, who was first | 












vom ber 29, 189? 
Ll that Lec kne Ww 








utenant of Compar 


any D, Sixth li una infan 
| try, testified, February 4, 1895, that he had known McGowan since WAS a 
| child, and that he had never been in good health since he came hot from 
|} the Army. That he and his sister live near him and have done for tw 
five years, and that he knows from personal knowledge that he has 1 


a well man during that time. That he had been and was at that time a mere 
shadow, looking so weak and bad that he had been repeatedly refused work 
because it was apparent that he could not do it. 

His enfeebled condition is further testified to by other witnesses, and yo 
committee believe, from the evidence presented, that the soldier did not ix 
tend to desert his company and regiment at the time he | 
| home; that he went home to obtain relief, and was prevents 
| from rejoining his command to be mustered out 









| Because of these facts, which appear to your committee to be suff 

} proven, and the additional fact that hostilities had ceased fore the 6 i 

| of July, the day upon which the soldier is charged with desertion com 
mittee tn that the accompanying bill do pa 


| Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear from the 
| gentleman in charge of this bill more particularly some informa 
tion in regard to the result of the application by this petitioner 
to the War Department to have the charge of desertion removed, 
why it was not, and the particulars in the case. 

Mr. TRACEY. The application to the War Department was 
refused on the ground that the testimony was noi sufficiently 
| Clear as to the inability of the soldier to return to his command 
in time to be mustered out. 

Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!” 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman-—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I make the point of order that the gentleman 
| from Sonth Carolina has spoken once on this bill. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks he only rose for the pur- 
pose of asking a question. 

Mr. PICKLER. He said he wanted to ask the gentleman a 
question, and on that he got the floor and spoke on this bill, I 
make the point of order that he has spoken on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
The Chair thinks the gentleman proposed to do no more than sim- 
ply ask a question. 

Mr. TRACEY. If the gentleman wants to make any further 
inquiry I shall be pleased to answer him. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I just wanted to state that it 
seems to me that this is going alittle too far for this committee 
to take in charge the business of the War Department, where they 
have, or ought to have, all the official records of the soldier, and 
where the record of every soldier, if he has any record at all, can 
be looked up. 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that it is going too far if this appli- 
cant can not go to the War Department and find sufficient evi- 
dence to remove the suspicion or charge of desertion as a soldier. 
[Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”} Heis claiming here that he deserted 
after the war had closed. it seems to me that the whole report of 
the committee is contradictory, and it also seems to me that the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions are very careful here not to bring 
in one scintillaof testimony that would seem in the least to mili- 
tate against the — of pension to a petitioner. [Cries of 


** Vote!” “ Vote!” 
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Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman had 
better strike that out of the record. This bill does not come from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, but comes from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. TALBERT. My remarks are in a general way. 

Mr. PICKLER. I should say they are. 


Mr. TALBERT. And if they —— to hit such a bird as the 
entlemen from South Dakota and he flutters I can not help it. 
he gentleman seems to anticipate that something was going to be 

said about his attempting to smother evidence and not bring it 

before this House as chairman of the committee. [Cries of 

** Vote!” * ae 

It does not make any difference, Mr. Chairman, where this re- 
port comes from; there is nothing in this report that will lead me 
to vote for the removal of the charge of desertion from this sol- 

dier, if soldier he was, coming as he does under the head of a 

number of those mentioned by the distinguished gentleman from 

Wisconsin (Mr. Bragg) thirty-one years after the war ended—to 

come up and hunt for a pension, and I am astonished at the 

rapidity with which gentlemen want to hurry up here voting 
pensions to such a class of citizens as this. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” 

**Vote!”] I want to say again that I propose to enter my pro- 

test against the passage of any such measure as this, and if they 

will pass them, why, the responsibility must rest where it properly 
belongs. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ** Vote! ”’] 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill with 

a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 102, noes 8. 

So the bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


EDWARD H. MUNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4199) to correct the military record of Edward H. Munson, late a 
wrivate in Company H, Thirty-second New York Regiment In- 
antry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to remove the charge of desertion now standing against the military 
record of Edward H. Munson, late a private in Company H, Thirty-second 
New York Regiment of Infantry, and grant him an honorable discharge. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the report. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” 


** Vote!” 
AIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 


The C 
Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania. No one has demanded theread- 


ing of the report. 
Mtr. HENRY of Connecticut. I can explain this bill. 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 
report. 
he CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. TRACEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4199) for the relief of Edward H. Munson, beg leave to report: 

There appear to be some discrepancies between the records of the War De- 

rtment and the testimony submitted, as follows: The records of the War 

Jepartment show that Edward H. Munson was aged 20 years at the date he 
was enrolled as a private of Company H, Thirty-second New York Infantry, 
while the soldier claims he was but 16 years of age, and this is corroborated 
by the testimony of Thomas Ash, who knew him at the time of his enlist- 
ment, and who says he was a mere schoolboy about 16 years of age; that he 
enlisted without the knowledge and consent of his parents, and came home 
one any in the uniform of his sequmant and told his people that he had en- 
listed for nine months; by Jane Ryder, who lived a neighbor and knew the 
family intimately, and who says that at the time of his enlistment he was 
about 16 years of age and a mere schoolboy, and by a photograph taken about 
the time of his enlistment and which gives him a very youthful appearance. 

It is shown by the record that Munson rendered faithful service as a soldier 
from the time of his enlistment until the 28th of May, 1863, when the term 
of service of the ete enerae New York Infantry expired and the regiment 
was mustered out, and the remnant, apparently consisting of the recruits, 
was consolidated with the One hund 
and Munson was assigned to Company D of said regiment. A it this 
assignment Munson vigorously protested at the time, claiming that he had 
been enlisted only for the unexpired term of service of the Thirty-second New 
York Infantry, a period of nine months. 

The report of his deserticn is shown by the records on June 5, 28, and 29, 
1863, but it is held by the War Department that the true date is May 28, the 
date of his transfer to the One hundred and twenty-first New York Infantry. 

Munson testifies that he accompanied his command on the march to Gettys- 
burg, but became separated therefrom and fell in with a Vermont regiment 
and participated in the battle, but of this there is no other proof. 

~~ which appear to be fairly well established by the testimony pre- 
sented are: 

1. That Patrick GeaaleT. Sts lieutenant of Company K, Thirty-second New 
York Infantry, and Will Evans, second sergeant of “ompany H, Thirty- 
second New York Infantry, were detailed by Colonel Matterson and given a 
furlough to go home as recruiting officers to enlist men to fill up the regi- 
ment. This is testified to by Alfred Lawrence, who was first lieutenant of 
Company H, Thirty-second New York Infantry, the company to which Mun- 
son belonged. 


2. That these recruiting officers represented that they were enlisting men 
regim organiza- 


and twenty-first New York Infant: 


for the unexpired term of the ent, which was a two years’ 
tion, and at the time of Munson’s enlistment had about nine months to serve. 
8. That the boy Munson ed all the papers presented to him and as 
directed A the recruiting officers without reading them. 
4. That Munson imm ay after his enlistment declared to his parents 
and to a number of others that he had enlisted for nine months. 


5. That he was a good and faithful soldier from the time of his o:);-.. 
until the expiration of term of service of the Thirty-second New y al 


nent 
fantry. « In. 

The father of the boy makes a statement which, although not sy»; tn 4 
strongly corroborated, that his boy enlisted for the unexpired term...) 
regiment, and that he was so told by the recruiting officer, Patrick <+,.)° 
on the day of the enlistment. ey, 

Aletha A. Munson testifies to the same facts. 

Edward 0. Jones testified to his acquaintance with the boy, to his oy) 
ment, and says he verily believes that Edward H. Munson was dec...) st 
the enlisting officer as to his term of enlistment. The affiant was ¢a);.., 
Compan , Thirty-second New York Infantry, to which company \\,,,... 
belonged, and Alfred Lawrence, first lieutenant of same company. (o<:;,.. 
to his personal knowledge of the truth of the captain's statemeni. pb. 
testif, the faithful and reliable service of the soldier during }, 
with the Thirty-second, and that he earnestly protested against }«j;,. +... 
ferred to the One hundred and twenty-first New York Infantry on t},, ‘groun 
that his term of enlistment had expired. ial 

Lieutenant Lawrence further testifies that in conversation wit}, Gay, al 
Sedgwick the general said that Munson and others should be dischargn; . th 
the regiment, as they had been deceived and would not make good so|qinrs. 
that the said Edward H. Munson was a and faithful soldier during +), 
time he was a member of Company H, ty-second New York [nfantrs. 
that he served until about the Ist of June, 1863, when he was transfor. ;, 
the One hundred and twenty-first New York Infantry, and that on +), 3th 
day of June Company H and the whole Thirty-second Regiment was py... 
tered out of service in the city of New York. — 

It is cntepntly sehen that the boy gave his age to the recruiting fficar 
as 20in order tLat he might be accepted, as a large number of boys of , x 
treme youth are known to have done. 

A careful consideration of all the testimony leads to the conclusion that thy, 
beg was deceived as to his term of enlistment, and fully believed that hye jaq 
enlisted for the unexpired term of nine months of the Thirty-second Roo. 
ment New York Infantry. ~ 

In view of all the facts, his faithful service during the term for which hs 
believed he had enlisted, and his extreme youth at the time, your committag 
report favorably and recommend that the bill do paas. 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bil) with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry. Was there any 
negative vote? If there was no negative vote, a vote can not now 


be taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks it can. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 92, noes 2. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of no quorum is made. [After 
acount.}] One hundred and thirteen members are in the House. 
On this question the ayes are 92, the noes 2; and the bill is ordered 
to be laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 


MRS. ELIZABETH M, WILLIAMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R, 
5225) for the relief of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, of Monroe 
County, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed So pinoe ee the pension roll at the rate of $8 per month 
the name of Mrs. Elizabeth M. Williams, widow of William Williams, latea 
a in Captain Weir's Company, Tennessee Volunteers, Florida war of 

836. 


Mr. TALBERT. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. CoLsoNn) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 525) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth M. Williams, have considered the same and 
respectfully report as follows: 

e claimant is the widow of William Williams, who served asa private in 
Captain Wear's Company of Tennessee Volunteers in the Florida Indian w: 
of 1886. The records show that he was paid for twenty-five and one hal! di 
service, and it also appears that he was a pensioner during his lifetime at 

r month under certificate No. 7477, on account of a gunshot wound of left 

eg received in said service. After the soldier's death, which occurred \ 
vember 10, 1876, his widow, the claimant, made an application for pension 
under the general law, alleging that his death was due to causes originating 
in the service, but owing to the long time which had elapsed since the war 
she was unable to furnish the necessary proof in seppers of her claim 

On September 3, 1892, she filed a c under the Indian war service pen- 
sion act of July 27, 1892, but the same was rejected by the Pension Bureau on 
the ground that the service, as shown by the records, lacked four and one 
half days of the period required by the said act to give title. 

It ap from the papers on file at the Pension Bureau that the claimant 
married the soldier in 1845, and it is shown by the affidavits of 8. Y Minnis 
and J. H. Kelso, sr., residents of Monroe County, Tenn., that she Is ehout « 
years old, in very feeble health, and dependent upon her children for suppor: 

It may be added that the records of the Treasury Department show tha 
the soldier’s enrollment June 30, 1836, and his discharge July °\, 
1836, a period of nT days; but as other records show payment 10! 
twenty-five and one- da: or it was held that the claim did not come 
within the scope of the se: , , nadab 

The of the bill is respectfully recommended, with an amencamen 
changing the spelling of the captain's name, in line 7, to ‘* Ware. 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of thet 
port was adopted. ” 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the Hou 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

HANNAH YAZELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.. 
1171) to pension Hannah Yazell. 

The bill was read, as follows: si 

we be of the Interior be, and is her 
Be it enac etc ius the Secretary 


by, at 
Prov is ong 
thorized and place on the pension rolls, subject to the prov's! 
and pension 


limitations of the general laws, the name of Hannah Yazell, 





1896. 


SE 


r.din County, Ohio, as the widow of James Yazell, deceased, late of Com 
Ban G, Eighty second Ohio Volunteer Infantry 


Mr. ERDMAN._ Let the report be read. 


Th report (by Mr. LAYTON) was read, as follows: 


‘ommittee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
pension Hannah Yazell, having carefully examined all the evidence 
ise, report as follows: : 
ames Yazell, who was the husband of this claimant, served from October 
31 186] to July 24, 1865. He died ¢ etober 26,1893, from disease of heart, for which 
ho was pensioned. Mrs. Yazell filed claims in the Pension Office under both 
= Ap i new laws, but she is informed that hor claim can not be admitted 
old ane ‘thout proof of the divorce of the soldier from his first wife, and on 
no int she is unable to furnish evidence which is satisfactory to the officials 
. he Pension Office. 


of t . 


was married to the soldier April 8, 1873, with the understanding that 


a 





he . . . . 
I had heen divorced from his former wife, and lived with him as his wife 
- i hore him six children. She is unable to find any record of the divorce, 
out tha evidence shows that after the divorce both the soldier and his former 


rife remarried, the soldier having procured a license, which he could not 
hs ve done where all the parties were known without satisfactory evidence 
f the dissolution of the prior marriage bonds. d 
. The soldier and this claimant, as well as his former wife and her husband, 
ear to have lived in the same community, respected by all. 
ar ur committee are satisfied from the evidence that the soldier was di 
vorced from his former wife, and that his marriage to the claimant was legal 
The former wife of soldier died five or six years ago, so there is no possibil 
ity of her filing a claim as widow. oe 
"rhe bill, in the opinion of the committee, is a meritorious one and should 

«s, and the committee so recommend. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the gen- 
tleman in charge of this bill give us some further explanation of 
it. The report is so brief that it is impossible to gather from it 
anything satisfactory as to the merits of the bill. If these parties, 
as the report says, “‘lived in the same community and were re- 
spected by all” theirneighbors, the fact of their divorce ought not 
to be an obscure fact, but ought to be easily ascertained. If we 
do not have that fact established, or do not have some explanation 
or thecase, Weare simply voting another pension without knowing 
why we are doing it. ’ : 

{The question was taken on laying the bill aside with a favora- 
ble recommendation, and the Chairman declared that the ayes 
seemed to have it. =a! 

Mr. ERDMAN. I ask for a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 101, noes none. 


So the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the | 


recommendation that it do pass. 
WILLIAM W. FRENCH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 137) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. French. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William W. French, late 
Company B, Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 137) 
granting an increase of pension to William W. French, quote from the report 
of the Senate Committee on Pensions the following, which they adopt as 
their own: 

“Claimant enlisted in the Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volanteer In- 
fantry on the 15th day of October, 1861, to serve three years. He was engaged 
in the battle at Camden, N. C., April 19, 1862; Chantilly, Md., September 1, 
1882; South Mountain, Maryland, September 13, 1862; Antietam, Md., Sep- 
tember 17, 1862, and was wounded in the thigh at the battle of Fredericks- 
burg, Va., December 13, 1862. He was discharged on tbe 2d day of Septem- 
ber, 1863, for total disability, the surgeon certifying (almost a year after the 
wound was received) that soldier had not the slightest use of his limb, from 
which the ball has never been extracted. From the day he received the 
wound until the present soldier has been a great sufferer, and is now a com- 
plete physical and mental wreck. He was first pensioned at $6 per month, 
which was increased to $8, $15, $18, $24, $30, and $36, the pension being granted 
for paaet wound of left thigh, causing nervous prostration. 

“Soldier has been confined to his bed for over five years, requiring the con- 
stant attendance of another person. He has been examined by many physi- 
cians and medical boards, and has almost ans ; 
month. At three different times the medical boar< 
tion, Vt., found him suffering from gunshot wour and resulting nervous 

rostration and insanity. The only medical testin.uny that throws the least 





oubt upon the case is that of a single member of this same board, who | 


examined the soldier at his home, and ventured the suggestion that ‘he nerv- 
ous prostration was possibly not due tothe wound. As the soldier was pen- 
forneryous prostration, and this same physician had signed certificates 
with his associates on the rd recognizing nervous prostration as a result 
of the wound, the value of his adverse testimony can easily be estimated 
Dr. James A. Davis, of Lebanon, N. H.,a skillful and experienced physician, 
certifies that the nervous prostration was constantly increasing, and that it 
undoubtedly e gunshot wound. 


a from 
“ Dr. James A‘Leeb, of Canaan, N. H., gave an affidavit in the case,in which | 


we 


ve practiced medicine for more than eleven years, and have been at- 
tending physician to the applicant since August, 1888. He was at that time 


suffering from nervous prostration, which was so severe as to produce mania 


ina form, and has a constant sufferer ever since I first saw him. 
At times the 


has been confined to his bed more than four years, and has not been dressed 
May 16, 1891, and therefore requires the constant aid and attendance of 
han five years. 


another person, and has for more 
unees wre to be wholly due to the nervous prostration caused by gun 


in 1 in left thigh, received at the battle of Fredericksburg, as stated 

afar affidavits, and for which applicant is now pensioned. This 
is written by me from my own personal i 

prepared or any other person.’ 


examination, and was not 
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| “In April, 1895, soldier applied f 


been rated at $/2 per | 
at White River Junc- | 


is intense. In consequence of this nervous prostration he | 


This condition of help- | 


ATO5 








I t rease, askit xal “ 
} made at bis home, but twithstar t y we and i 
elusive oy ms of physi us ir ‘ li exat is 
man, & medical examiner of the Pens 6 1u dis] l the ca 3e 
words 
| . . 
- - i ul n 
‘ i \ ‘ \ 
t i l i 
ican 1 t ‘ l 
nervou rostz i to 
‘ yu i r 
‘ ‘ ! n 
Mn < x Ww ‘ 8 
that mania frequent I 1 I t1 i 
there is not in the entire cas \ ora t N 
ment that “any nervous prostration ar the i 
disappeared On the contrary, it is 
condition has steadily progress: id is 
* Your committee are of the opit that a l 
under the general laws, are entitled to $72 per mont! r ‘ ; 
pension be increased from $35 to $50, and efore ré Kk 
favorably, with a recommendation that pa 
The CHAIRMAN, The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 


to be reported to the House with a favorable recomm 





end 

| Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I want to say just a w I 

| want this bill to pass. It is very strange to me nsidering the 
condition of this old soldier, a private, perfectly helpl La 
helpless family around him, that these gentlemen come in t 
him down $22 below what the law would allow him. 1 \ 
understand these things, but this simply shows again tl poc- 
risy of gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. PICKLER. Weare not doing that. The gentleman states 


what is not true. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote! 
Che bill was laid aside to be reported to the House 
ommendation that it do pass, 








THOMAS M, SCOTT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6152) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M. Scott. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
| Be it enacted . That the Secretary of th rt und |} ‘ 
authorized and directed to place upon t ! 
sa i limitation f tne nsi aw 1 { 
Company H, Seventy-eighth Lin olunteer Infa d " 
pension of $20 per month in lieu of the pensi hich 1 \ 
| The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follow 
| The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was 1 red t) H 
6122) granting an increase of pension to Thomas M ite ¢ | 
Seventy-eighth Illinois V« lunteer Infantry, having careful ul 
evidence relating thereto, respectfully submit th ! 
Said soldier served from September 1, |! to J lj o iw r 
\ ably discharged. He was virtually in command of his company a Lin 
| trom September 20, 1863, to February 15, 1865, but could not mu it 
of men. — 
The prisoner-of-war records show that he was captured February | SO5, 
| at Seneca, S. C.; that he was paroled March 1, 1865, and reported at ¢ ° 
Green Barracks, Md., March 7, 1865; that he was 


Mo., March 8, 1865, and reported there March 14, 18¢ Bars a 






Under the provisions of the act of Congress approved June 3, 1884 the 
acts amendatory thereof, he is considered by the War Department m- 
missioned to the grade of captain to take effect from March 2%), 1&é H v 
pay as captain from that date to June 17, 1805 

Both feet and ankles were seriously injured while he wasa paroled pris- 

| oner, but a few days before he was mustered as captain, as per dat ! 

| cated above. He is now pensioned for those injuries at $8 per month, but 

| would have received $20 per month if he had been mustered as captai 

j Your committee believe that his service, the nature of his injuri lhis 
present physical and financial condition justly entitle him toanincrea rom 

| $3 to $20 per month, and therefore recommend the passage of the } 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 


recommendation that it do pass. 
| Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rise, 
| The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. PAYNe having re- 
| sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. Hersurn, from the 
Committee of the Whole, reported that they had had under con- 
| sideration sundry bills upon the Private Calendar and had directed 
him to report the same with various recommendations. 
The hour of 10.30 p. m. having arrived, the Speaker pro tempore 
declared the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of the 

Treasury, transmitting, with recommendations in regard thereto, 
the draft of an act to amend the act excluding Chinese from th 

| country, was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the 

Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, and ordered to 


printed. ? . 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 
| Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- 
| ally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred 
| to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 
Mr. BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8532) to 
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establish certain harbor regulations for the District of Columbia, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 1578); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on the Public 
which was referred House bill No. 4074, reported in lieu thereof a 


bill (H. R. 8616) for the relief of settlers on certain lands in | 


Oklahoma, accompanied by a report (No. 1581); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the samecommittee, to which was referred the bill 


of the Senate (S. 2816) granting land to the Nashville Presbyterian | 
Church, of Nashville, 8. Dak., reported the same with amendment, | 
accompanied by a report (No. 1586); which said bill and report | 


were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which | 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R.6891) to amend section 1 
of un act entitled ‘An act granting pensions to army nurses,” 
approved August 5, 1892, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1585); which said bill and report 


were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state | 


of the Union. 

Mr. MAHANY, from the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8474) for the necessary and better protection of American labor 
and the enforcement of the law of domicile and the restriction of 


immigration to such a degree as will serve that end, reported the | 


same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1589); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BROWN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2708) to constitute a 
new division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, and to pro- 
vide for the holding of terms of court at Beaumont, Tex., and for 
the appointment of a clerk for said court, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1590); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Wholé House, as follows: 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 935) for the relief of J. E. Gillingwaters. (Re- 

rt No. 1568.) 

The bill (H. R. 3325) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the service record of Alexander Warren. (Report No. 1560.) 

The bill (H. R. 710) to remove charge of desertion against 
James A. Crouch. (Report No. 1570.) 

The bill (H. R. 4742) removing the charge of desertion from 
the military record of James Murphy. (Report No. 1571.) 

The bill (H. R. 936) for the relief of Henry Korzendorfer. 
port No. 1572. 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 6009) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of John D. Anderson. (Report No. 1573.) 

By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
The bill (H. R. 8717) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
record of Peter Guia. (Report No, 1574.) 

By Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 6385) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Carl F. W. Stolle, of Lron Ridge, Wis. (Report No. 1575.) 

The bill (H. R. 4943) to remove the charge of desertion stand- 
ing against the name of Patrick Dougherty, Company A, Thir- 
teenth New York Volunteer Infantry. (Report No. 1576.) 

The bill (H. R. 1628) for the relief of Dewitt Eastman. 
port No, 1577.) 

By Mr. WILSON of New York, from the Committee on Naval 


(Re- 


(Re- 


Affairs: The bill (H. R. 589) to remove the charge of desertion | 


from the military record of Joseph G. March, of U. 8. 8S. Galena. 
(Report No. 1579.) 

By Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
bill( H. R. 4379) for the relief of John H. Willis. 

By Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (8S, 2045) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Harriet 
R. Matlack.” (Report No. 1583.) 

By Mr. SULLOW AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


The bill (S. 836) entitled ‘An act for the relief of William J. Mur- | 


ray.” (Report No. 1584.) 

By Mr. HOWK, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 
S R. 8898) granting a pension to Herbert W. Leach. (Report 

0. 1587.) . 

By Mr. BLACK of Georgia, from the Committee on Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 8248) to increase the pension of Mrs, Emily E. 
Cash. (Report No. 1588.) 
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Lands, to | 


(Report No. 1582.) | 


May 1, 


| By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on p, 
| The bill (H. R. 1793) for the relief of Michael Bassett. 
No. 1591.) 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, Mr. MADDOX, from the « 
on Indian Affairs, reported adversely (Report No. 15x, 
(H. R, 5) to pay to holders of Kaw or Kansas Indian 
| balance due upon said scrip; which said bill and report 
| on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and », 

| of the following titles were introduced, and severally ; 

| follows: 

By Mr. WELLINGTON: A bill (H. R. 8612) to aut! 

| President of the United States to appoint and confer t 

| lieutenant, junior class, upon the instructor in swordsn 

| the United States Naval Academy—to the Committee 

| Affairs. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8613) to amend chayter 
| volume 23 of the Statutes at Large of the United States 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R. 8614) donating condemneg 
cannon and balls to the Department of the Grand Army o} 
Republic of South Dakota—to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

By Mr. CATRON: A bill (H. R. 8615) to amend an act entit}aj 
‘‘An act to restrict the ownership of real estate in the Territoy 
to American citizens,” etc., approved March 3, 18s; 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 8617) to authorize the cop. 
| struction of a bridge across the Warrior River by the Mobile and 

Ohio Railroad Company—to the Committee on Interstate 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas (by request): A bill (H.R. S618) for 
raising additional revenue; for reestablishing, in the distribution 
of the burdens and benefits of government among the people, a 
condition of equity in its complex relation to the citizens and ¢] 
prosperity; for creating a fund for the payment of pensions, and 
for setting our army of idle laborers at work on extensive public 
| improvements; for removing the strongest incentive to crime 
among the poor and to vice among the rich; for protecting 
American from the influx of undue alien competition, and 
| other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 8619) for the establishment of a 
; soldiers’ home at Southern Pines, N.C.—to the Committee on Mili- 
| tary Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8620) for the reestablishment of the United 
| States Arsenal at Fayetteville, N. C.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8622) to authorize the con- 
| struction of a bridge across the Alabama River by the Mobile and 
Ohio Railroad Company—to the Committee on Interstate and 
| Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: A concurrent resolution 
| (House Con. Res. No. 45) providing for an investigation of the 
| late purchase of seeds by the Department of Agriculture a 
certain alleged statements of the Secretary and Assistant Secre- 
tary of that Department in regard to the conduct of Senators and 
Representatives in Congress—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


5 


+} 
» the 


} 
mad 
@ugd 





t} 
the 


‘ 
fr 





| PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


| Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

| By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 8623) granting 

| an increase of pension to Martin Funk, late of Company . | 

| hundred and forty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Com- 

| mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


(ne 


Also, a bill (H. R. 8624) toremove the charge of desertion »<a 
the name of James Eagan, late of Company A, Iifty-n 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry—to the Committe 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BEACH: A bill (H. R. 8625) to relieve Samuc! 
from the charge of desertion—to the Committee on 
| Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8626) to increase the pension of ‘ 
| Whitbeck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ” 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8627) for increase of pension to Mrs. Fsta 
Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H.R. 8628) to relieve William H. Taylor ' 
| charge of desertion—to the Committee on Military Affurs. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 8629) to remove the coarse 
of desertion against of John De Witt, late of Company )).!'\\- 
second Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and grant him an houctavle 
discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


1. H. N. 
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By Mr. CLARDY: A bill (H. R. 8630) to correct the military 
of Nathaniel L. Lightfoot—to the Committee on Military 
ffairs. . . 

Ry Mr. COLSON: A bill (H.R.8631) for the benefit of George 
W. Jolly—to the Committee on Claims. 

Alen. a Dill (H. R. 8632) granting restoration of pension to George 
Tt Polston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ee Also, a bill (H. R. 8633) granting a pension to Nancy Roberts, 
of Manchester, Clay County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Jon sions. ‘ 7 2 
a Mr. HAGER: A bill (H. R. 8634) granting a pension to Mary 


Jane Crane—to the Committee on Pensions. 


rec rd 


By Mr. HALTERMAN: A bill (H. R. 8635) granting a pension 
of $20 per month to Eleanor M. Laise—to the Committee on Pen- 
a By Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 8636) for the relief of Al- 


phonso M. Potvin, late of Colon, Republic of Colombia—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. MOODY: A bill (H. R. 8637) granting a pension to 
Elizabeth B. Manning—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 8638) for the relief of Pat- 
rick G. Meath—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A bill (H. R.8639) granting a pension to 
Matilda A. Higgins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. QUIGG: A bill (H. R. 8640) to increase the pension of 
Mrs. Rebecca 8S. Foster—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8641) to pension Michael McAndrew—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAW: A bill (H. R. 8642) for the relief of H. R. 
Bryan, of Craven County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 
‘laims. 

De Mr. STAHLE: A bill (H. R. 8643) to increase the pension of 
Capt. Hiram 8S. McNair, Third Maryland Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8644) for the relief 
of Waller R. Staples, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bili (H.R. 8645) to refer the claim of | 
Kennon H. Steger to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8646) for the relief of the heirs of Dr. Andrew | 
Moore—to the Committee on War Claims. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizens of Lock | 
Haven, Pa., to accompany House bill No. 7935, for the relief of 
Capt. C. Wilson Walker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of H. P. Proctor and 20 others, of | 

| 


Viroqua, Wis., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. . 

By Mr. BAKER of Kansas: Petition of Percy Daniels, of Craw- | 
fordsville, Ind., to accompany House bill for raising additional 
revenue, for reestablishing the distribution of the burdens and 
benefits of government, and other purposes—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of citizens of Providence, R. L., in favor 
of the adoption of the metric system—to the Committee on Coin- 
age, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, paper to accompany House concurrent resolution No. 44, 
to print 5,000 copies of the report on ‘‘The proposed American | 
interoceanic canal in its commercial aspects "—to the Committee | 
on Printing. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition and remonstrance of | 
citizens of Kenosha County, Wis., against the statue of Pére | 
aeons remaining in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on th 

ibrary. 

By Me. GROSVENOR: Petition of Rev. John W. Young and 
others, of the State of Ohio, for the passage of House bill No. 6851, 
appropriating unclaimed pension and bounty money due theestates 
of deceased colored soldiers to military and educational purposes 
for the colored le—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULICK: Petition of G. W. McMurch, J. & H. Glas- 
cens, and other citizens of New Richmond, Ohio, asking for the 

ssage of the pending bankruptcy bill—to the Committee on the | 

udiciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Lebanon, Ohio, in favor of the pas- | 
sage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail inatter 
and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage—to the Committee on | 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota: Petition of 3,049 citizens 
of the State of North Dakota, in favor of the Denny bill or some | 
similar measure forbidding the issuance of Federal licenses in pro 
hibition States—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of citizens of Cartersville, Ga., for | 
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favorable action on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws 
relating to nd-class matter, and bill No. $ to reduce letter 
| age—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-R 3 
iy Mr. OTJEN: Remonstra sand petitions of Charles ! 
nd LD other ci Fens Of Mil \ LK e, Wi ‘ re ain the Var 
ie—to the Committee on the Libra 
By Mr. QUIG«( Pe mn of A ham | ( No. 6 
Union Veteran Pi »A tion N \ tition 
‘ hn E. Land an her New York ¢ the 
re of a law giving $8 per m V rved 
iinety days in the W a t I eilion on 
Invalid Pensions. 
Also, petition of Michael McAndrew, lat t United § 
Navy on board of the Wamsutta, Me) ( nd 
, for pension by special act, to accompany Hi: bill—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, papers to accompany House bill to increase the pens f 
Mrs. Rebecca S. Foster—to the Committee on Inv iid Pensi 
By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of L. France & Co. and several 
other business firms of Toledo, Ohio, asking { the p wre « ' 
joint resolution of Hon. J. H. BROMWELL, relative to shortening 
the bonded period on distilled spirits—to the Committee on Ways 


and Means. 

By Mr. TURNER of Georgia: Preamble and 
town meeting at Dublin, Ga., of which W.S 
man and F. C. Black secretary, relating to the case 
of Habana—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
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SENATE. 
SATURDAY, May 2, 1896. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Minsukrn, D. D. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT resumed the chair 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings. 

Mr. HALE. 
dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, 


I ask that the further reading of the Journal be 


Is there objection to the request of 


| the Senator from Maine? 


Mr. HALE. I will take this occasion to state that in view of 
the agreement which was made yesterday that to-day should be 
devoted to finishing the naval appropriation bill, and as thero 
are several Senators who desire to submit amendments and make 


| remarks upon them, I shall be obliged to resist any request for 
| unanimous consent to take up other measures, and immediately 


after the routine morning business is disposed of I shall ask the 


| Senate to proceed with the naval appropriation bill. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. PEFFER. Whatis the request of the Senator from Maine? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To dispense with the further reading 
of the Journal. The Chair hears no objection, and the further 
reading is dispensed with. 

EMPLOYEES OF THE GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Public Printer, transmitting, in response to a reso- 
lution of April 20, 1896, a statement of the amount of leave money 
claimed to be due to employees of the Government Printing Office 
for the fiscal year 1892 and 1893; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Civil Service and Retrenchment, and ordered to be 
printed. 


Is there objection to the request of 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to William Grose was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Per 
The bill (H. R. 7668) to establish a term of the district and cir- 
cuit courts of the United States at Roanoke, Va., in the western 
district of Virginia, was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
PETITIONS AND 


s10ons 


MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McMILLAN presented the petition of John A. Wineberger 
and 12 other citizens of the District of Columbia, pra 
appropriation be made for grading and regulating Illin ivenue, 
in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committe¢ 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of J Dat Post, 
No. 104, Department of Indiana, Grand Army of the Republic, of 

| Lagrange, Ind., signed by J. J. Cookingham mmander, E. M. 
Hutchinson, adjutant, and H. M. Kromer, senior v commander, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension la vhich was 01 
dered to lie on the table 

Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of Local Union, No. 2,United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Cincinnati, Ohio, pray- 


ing for the free coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 
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Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of California, praying for the establishment of 
a department of commerce and manufactures; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commer¢e. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of the members of 
the Turtle Mountain band of Chippewa Indians of North Dakota, 
praying for a speedy ratification of the agreement entered into 
October 22, 1892, between them and the commissioners appointed 
under the Indian appropriation act of July 13, 1892; which was 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed as a document. 

Mr. CALL. I present a paper addressed to me in the nature of 
a petition by the Fort Brook Cooperative Associatid® of Tampa, 
Fla., relative to their claims as settlers upon the abandoned Fort 
Brook Military Reservation. I ask that the substance of the peti- 
tion and the names attached to it may be inserted in the RECORD, 
and that the paper may be referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
Is there objection to the request of the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. HAWLEY. 1 object temporarily. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made by the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Will the Senator from Florida state how long 
the paper is? 

Mr. CALL. It is very short. It refers to a question of the 
right of certain settlers upon what were public lands immediately 
adjacent to the town of Tampa. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not see why on earth that should pad the 
RECORD, which is already so big that it takes a pair of oxen to 
carry away the bound volumes at the end of a Congress. 

Mr. CALL. I will not occupy time further than to state that a 
large number of very poor people are greatly concerned in this 
matter, and they would be very much gratified if the facts in the 
case could be made known to Senators by having them appear in 
the Recorp. That is all there is about it. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It willbe cheaper to print 500 copies of the 
paper as a document than to print it in the Recorp. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands objection 
is made to the request of the Senator from Florida by the Senator 
from Connecticut, 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not object to printing the paper as a 
document for distribution. 

Mr. CALL. Then I ask that it be printed as a miscellaneous 
document. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, in the ab- 
sence of objection. The petition will be referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipulations 
of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, signed 
at Washington on the 8th day of February, 1896. 

The 7~essage also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain bridge across 
the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State of Missis- 
sippi, a lawful structure; and 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing foreign exhibitors at 
the Tennessee Centennial Exposition, to be held in Nashville, 
Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country foreign laborers from their 
respective countries for the purpose of preparing for and making 
their exhibits, and allowing articles imported from foreign coun- 
tries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said exposition to be 
imported free of duty, under regulations prescribed by the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (8. 2870) to permit Rene C. Baugh- 
man to lay pi in a certain street in the city of Washington, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2778) to grant permits for the laying of pipe lines for com- 
mercial purposes in the District of Columbia, reported adversely 
thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
referred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (S. 3011) for 
the relief of Nicolai Bros.; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, reported an amendment, authorizing the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia to permit the erection of telephone poles 
in the public streets, etc., in the District of Columbia, outside of 
the city of Washington, intended to be proposed to the District of 
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Columbia appropriation bill, and moved that it be referred to +) 
Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agree: +, 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom wa 
referred the bill (S. 2626) to amend the laws relating to Amer 
seamen, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re] 
thereon. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
referred the bill (S. 2898) to authorize the construction of a bri, 
over the Monongahela River from the city of McKeesport to ; 
township of Mifflin, Allegheny County, Pa., reported it \ 
amendments. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referre:] ; 
bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing the construction of a bridge ove, 
Mississippi River to the city of St. Louis, in the State of Miss: 
from some suitable point between the north line of St. Clair Co: 
lil., and the southwest line of said county, reported it with an 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3012) conferring jurisdic 
tion upon the supreme court of the District of Columbia, or sny 
court in said District having general equity jurisdiction, to «: 

a sale of real estate in said District, belonging to insane pe1 

for purpose of reinvestment, and for other purposes; whic) \ 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Dis. 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 3013) to change ¢ 
pay and rating of machinists in the United States Navy; whi 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Nay; 
Affairs. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 3014) for the estab! 
ment of a soldiers’ home at Southern Pines, N. C.; whi 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mili: 
Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 3015) for the relief of Henry 
I’, Miller; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 3016) for the 
relief of Col. George H. Mendell, Corps of Engineers, United Stat 
Army, retired; which was read twice by its title, and referr 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CALL introduced a bill (8.3017) granting a pension to Re- 
becca Waldron; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3018) for the relief of Benjamin F. 
Smoot; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa- 
nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8019) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of George W. Adams; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3020) granting a pension to 
W. L. Faxon; which was read twice by its title, and, with tho 
accompanying ers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCO introduced a bill (8S. 3021) granting a pension 
to Henry Walters; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3022) granting a pension to Philan- 
der Samples; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3023) granting an increase of p:n- 
sion to Isaac E. Boothe; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.3024) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John Wood; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3025) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to John C. Mitchel; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3026) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Marshall H. Blodgett; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3027) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Dudley Ashton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3028) granting an increase of }?- 
sion to Henry J. Huston; which was read twice by its title, «nd 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (58.3029) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Erastus C. Evans; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. : 

He also introduced a bill (5.3030) granting an increase ot pon- 
sion to Erastus F. Phelps; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. ? 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3031) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Gerhard Shoemaker; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


es 
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AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. | 


Mr. BLANCHARD submitted an amendment intended to be | 
ro} osed by him tothe river and harbor appropriation bill; which | 
Y -< referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be | 
rint “dl. 
— WAR IN 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the joint resolution (S. R. 109) di- | 
r ting the President of the United States to request the Govern- 
oneal of Spain to grant to the people of Cuba the power of local 


CUBA. 


lf-government, and in case the Government of Spain shall re- 
fuse, to take possession of the Island of Cuba and hold it until its 


inhabitants can institute such government as they may wish, and 
organize and arm such forces as may be necessary to support it, | 
introduced by me March 23, 1896, be taken from the Calendar and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRICES OF ARMOR FOR NAVAL VESSELS. 


Mr. CHANDLER submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs 100 copies of the testimony taken by that committee in relation to 
. for armor for vessels of the Navy. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The joint resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain bridge 
across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, State of 
Mississippi, a lawful structure, was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. _ 

The joint resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing foreign exhibitors 
at the Tennessee Centennial Exposition to be held in Nashville, | 
Tenn., in 1897, to bring to this country foreign laborers from | 
their respective countries for the purpose of preparing for and | 
making their exhibits, and allowing articles imported from for- | 
eign countries for the sole purpose of exhibition at said exposi- | 
tion to be imported free of duty, under regulations prescribed by 
the Secretary of the Treasury, was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Select Committee on International Expositions. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GORDON. Mr. President, I have no morning business to | 
present, but if the morning business is over I ask the Senate —— 
Mr. HALE. Let me say to the Senator from Georgia and to 
other Senators that yesterday by unanimous consert it was 
agreed that Setealiaeiaty after the routine business was concluded 

this morning the naval appropriation bill should be taken up. 

Mr. GORDON, I beg pardon, I was not aware of it. 

Mr. HALE. I have not any right to yield. I ask that the 
naval appropriation bill be laid before the Senate. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H.R.7542) making appropriations for the 
naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for 
other purposes. ' 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask the Senator from Maine, as I may be | 
called away from the Senate, if there is any objection to allowing 
the amendment to be voted on which I offered the other day about 
the examination of a system of propulsion? 

Mr. HALE. Not in the least. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I have one other amendment that perhaps 
may be best disposed of at this time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed toadd at the end of the bill, as 
an additional section: - 

Sre.—. That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to examine, | 
through a board composed of line and staff officers, into the merits of any 
system presented for the propulsion of vessels by direct action against the 
water without the use of screws, in comparison with the steam engine and 
the propeller, and into the relative efficiency of the two methods as todis 
placement, waste of fuel, liability to accidents, and speed endurance, and also 
into the applicability and special advantages of the direct system in connec- | 
tion with torpedo boats and coast-defense vessels. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HAWLEY. That is not a new idea. Actual experiments 
have been made and deliberate conclusions published. I should 
like to know from the Senator from New Hampshire whether 
there is any new light, any invention that promises any improve- | 
ment in that ess. | 

Mr. CHANDLER. Such has been called to my attention, other- 
Wise 1 would not have offered the amendment. The dream, I sup- | 
pose, of marine architects is to have some method of propulsion | 
without engines and propellers. Thisis a plan for exploding | 
combustible material in cylinders located lengthwise on the ship | 

| 
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directly against the water. Very remarkable results have been 
produced by various methods of applying that principle. One | 
that was called to my attention certainly gives great promise of | 
success. I can hardly conceive that there can be any objection to | 
calling the attention of the Secretary specially to the matter. 
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Mr. HAWLEY. Itis not. then 


, the old scheme of projecting 
steam directly against the water? aii 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not with steam. but t! ! ss more 
lik » the use of a cas engine, 

Mr. HAWLEY. Throwing the gas agai 

Mr. CHANDLER. By the explosion of ; nd of cylin- 
ders against the water in the stern of tl | ling the 
ship ahead in that way. 

Mr. HAWLEY. It is not worth while to say nowada hat 
anything can not be done. It can do no hurt. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is « o the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshir 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. In behalf of the Senator from Mi Mr 
McMILLAN] and the Committee on Naval Affairs, L offer t 
I send to the desk as a substitute for the present prov the 
bill as to the Naval Militia. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

Mr. GORMAN, What has become of the amendment already 
pending? , 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Maine is allowing me to 
offer these amendments while we are waiting. 

Mr. HALE, The Senator from New Hampshire stated that he 
wanted action on the amendment which has just been ad pted, 
I did not know he had more than one amendment 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let the amendment [ now prop ad, 
if the Senator has no objection. 

Mr. GORMAN. Under the general agreement debate closes at 
2 or half past 2; I see it is 2 by the Recorp, and there are at 
least two important amendments to be acted upon, on which there 

| will be debate. 

Mr. HALE. Ithink there is great force in what the Senator 
from Maryland says. There will be an opportunity for in 
amendments under the five-minute rule, and [ do not think that 
Senators ought to consume the time before 2 0’ <upon matters 
of that sort. The Senator from New Hampshire will be ba in 
time, I understand. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I would not have asked it if I had supposed 
that any one was ready to speak. I withdraw the amendment for 
the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is withdra 

Mr. HALE. I think we can now dispose of t! rpedo amend- 
ment, and then the Senator from New Hampshi1 Mr. GAL- 
LINGER] will have an opportunity to address the Sen 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. CHANDLER |, 
which was pending at the time of adjournment y rday. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 50, after line 24, strike out f the 
bill down to and including the word ‘* dollars,” in line 4 L pag 
51, and insert: 

Torpedo gunboats and torpedo-boat destroyers with a minin i ef 
30 knots, and torpedo boats with a m mum speed of 26 20 a, 

| to cost in all, exclusive of armament, not exceeding $4,000,000 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I trust this amendment will 
not be agreed to. The billas it came from the other House pro- 
vided for 5 torpedo boats, the speed not to be less than 26 knot 

| for which there was appropriated $875,000, and 10 torpe boats 
not to exceed in all $800,000. The Senate committee proposed 

| to strike out the 5 torpedo boats of 26 knots, and insert 3 tor- 
pedo boats of not less than 30 knots, and 10 torpedo 1 he 

| cost in all not to exceed $500,000. In addition to that th isa 
provision for 2 submarine torpedo boats known as the | id 
type, proposed by the Committee on Appropriations, t] not 
to exceed $175.000 each. This would make n ti i 
about $1.500.000 for torpedo boats, as the C mitt 
priations reported the bill, giving the N ivy vessels of fa d 
and larger than those proposed in the bill as it can ym the ir 
House. I think under the present condition of affairs this is am- 
ple. Six months ago nobody in this country would hav ro- 
posed constructing one of these torpedo boats to run 30 knots an 
hour, and it is only a suggestion now, or an offer by th I 
that possibly they can accomplishit. As to the boats . ) or 26 
knots, they may be of use, and probably will be fu t the 
same time if we can construct them at 30 and 32 knots hereafter, 
the 25 or 26 knot boats will be of comparatively | 

The amount involved in this appropriation, $4,0 K) is 
proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire, if the Department 
sees proper to do so, would be expended within one year and a 

| half, for probably it would not require longer than eighteen 
months to construct these torpedo boat So the direct charge on 


the Treasury by the amendment proposed by the distinguished 
Senator from New Hampshire would be greater than if we 
priated $4,000,000 for another battle ship. 

In addition to that, these boats can be used practically, as the 


appro- 


| Secretary of the Navy says, only for harbor defense and near the 
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harbor. They can not go to sea. On the other side they have 
tried the experiment, and found that men could not live very well 
on board of them when they were out. I think we have made an 
ample provision, probably greater than the requirements of the 
service. In fact, the Secretary of the Navy only estimated for 10 
or 12, By the bill as reported from the Committee on Appropria 
tions it is proposed to give all in number that the Secretary has 
himself suggested. 

Besides, the boat that is being constructed of the Holland type, 
of which we have provided that he may contract for two more at 
$175,000 if the one that is now being built is a success, and only on 
that condition, will in all probability revolutionize the whole con- 
struction of these boats not only here, but all over the world. As 
the Secretary and other officers of the Department stated to the | 
committee, it is a boat that goes under the water. They believe | 
that they have about perfected an arrangement by which, while 
they are down under the water 10 or 12 feet, by two small instru- 
ments run up from the boat, they can not only ascertain their | 
bearings, but actually see whatever war vessel is in front of them. 
It is in the experimental stage yet, but they have confidence in 
yroducing that result, and if they do, then there is an entire revo- 
fation in the whole construction of these vessels, and the type 
that is now talked about would be obsolete and of no use. 

I think we have given the Department a sufficient amount of 
money for this purpose. As I said before on the main amend- 
ment, I do not believe that the condition of the Treasury is such 
as to warrant this expenditure. I think it is all wrong to place 
so much money in the hands of any officer of the Government 
when we are in this experimental stage. 

It is a fact stated by the Secretary that no torpedo boat yet has 
ever sunk a great war ship ae when she was at anchor. I 
have no doubt of the utility and the necessity of having some 
torpedo boats, but I suggest to the Senate that we are going too 
rapidly in this matter, more rapidly than the service demands or 
than prudence demands. 

I therefore trust that the amendment will not be adopted. I 
shall call for the yeas and nays upon agreeing to it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I regret that the distin- 
guished Senator from Maryland, who has never shown any un- 
willingness to make reasonable progress in the construction of 
the new Navy, should oppose the provision for additional torpedo 
boats, made advisable, as I think, because the provision for two 
of the hattle ships has been stricken ont. There has been saved, 
by striking out the two battle ships, $10,600,000. The bill as it 
came from the Committee on eee peep provided for 5 tor- 
pedo boats at $875,000, and 10 torpedo boats at $800,000, at a total 
cost for torpedo boats of $1,675,000. Those provisions are stricken 
out by my amendment and 20 torpedo boats substituted. There 
is a saving by striking out the 2 battle ships and the 15 torpedo 
boats of $12,275,000, and there is substituted 20 torpedo boats of 
the two classes, at $4,000,000, making a net saving of $8,275,000. I 
submit to the Senator from Maryland that he ought to be satisfied 
with that. i seppene the Senator from Maryland has not over- 
looked the fact that my amendment only increases the number of 
torpedo boats over that provided by the House from 15 to 20. It 
increases the number only 5. But it does increase, and here is 
the point, the discretion in the Secretary of the Navy to build 
larger boats, by giving him an appropriation of $4,000,000. 

Mr. President, [ am not in favor of limiting the head of the 
Navy Department (acting a in questions of this great 
moment by the advice of the President) too much in matters of 
detail. I think we have been in the habit of too strictly defining 
what the Navy and Army expenditures shali be. I for one have 
been at all times ready to appropriate $10,000,000 a year for im- 
proving the fortifications of the country in accordance with the 
recommendation of the Endicott Board, and Ihave been willing to 
appropriate money by the millions, not exceeding eight or ten mil- 
lion dollars a year, for new constructions, to be expended largely in 
the discretion of the executive officers of the Government, for the 
increase of the Navy. I believe that is the practice in England. 
When additional navy appropriations are called for a credit is 
asked for the navy. Undoubtedly the law indicates in a general 
way what the expenditures are to be for, but a very much larger 
discretion is given to the executive officers engaged in the con- 
struction of the vessels of foreign countries than we have been in 
the habit of giving here. 

I do not sympathize with the feeling of the Senator from Mary- 
land that too much discretion is about to be given by this bill to 
the present Secretary of the Navy. He is not the Secretary of my 
party; I have had no relations with him other than those of a for- 
mal character; but I am prepared to bear testimony in a general 
way to his ability, fidelity, zeal, and discretion as Secretary of the 
Navy during the last three years. I have very little criticism to 
make of his conduct of the Navy Department. I am glad to say 
that with one or two exceptions there has been nonpartisanship 


manifested during the last twelve years in the reconstruction 
of the Navy. 





| myself and of the Senate. 
| the construction of certain submarine torpedo boxts « 
| land type, if the one now being constructed in Balti: 


I do not even consider the Senator from Maryland to | 
the introduction of so much political-financial discus 
been introduced in the debate upon this bill at the pr 
but I think that, dealing generally with this subject. 
to give the Secretary of the Navy $4,000,000 with wh 
torpedo gunboats, torpedo-boat destroyers, and tory 
think, instead of the House provision, we had better 


| ** Take $4,000,000 and build 20 torpedo gunboats, tor 


stroyers, and torpedo boats, and so apportion the pr 
20 boats for that money; but in all cases get vessels of 
size that are capable of 30 knots’ speed, and v« 
size that are capable of 26 knots’ speed.” 

if the amendment is not properly drawn, if it needs t 


ae 
ssels of t 


ference, which of necessity must revise the langua 


| various amendments that are made in the Senate in 


with the text of the bill as it passed the other House. 
Mr. BACON. Before the Senator from New Ham 

his seat I desire to make an inquiry of him for the i 

On page 52 there is provis 


prove to be a success. The question that I desire to a 
ator from New Hampshire is, whether, in case the sul 
of the Holland type shall prove to be a success, it wil! 
the torpedo boats of the type of the 20 which are inclu 
amendment, or whether it is true that, even if the submis 
pedo boat of the Holland type shall prove to be a suc 
will still be need for both the type of boats provided for i) 
amendment and also for boats of the Holland type? 
I make the inquiry because it is a matter upon which | 
am not informed, and I think, in view of the suggest 
Senator from Maryland, it is a point on which the Sen: 
be definitely informed. If itis true that the success of thet 
boat of the Holland type will cause the torpedo boat of t): 
type to be superseded, to be obsolete, to be of no value, then I think 
the point made by the Senator from Maryland is welltaken. But 
if, on the contrary, there is still an office for each to perform, y 
might go forward, I think, without fear of overdoing the iatter, 
Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Georgia was present iz 


v! it in 


the room of the Committee on Naval Affairs when the part 
interested in and familiar with the Holland boat were befvre | 
committee. He knows all about it that I know. The nations of 
the world are trying to devise a submarine boat, a torpedo boat 
that can dive under water and approach the great battle slips o! 
an enemy and destroy them. The whole business is experimental, 
as the Senator knows very well, and it is a matter of very great 
doubt whether a submarine torpedo boat can be made a success, 
If it could be made a success and be put into use within a certai: 
sphere it does not by any means follow that it will supersede tly 
torpedo boats, especially the larger-sized torpedo boats. If th 
Senator asks for my opinion I should say that even if we are t 
have the three to o boats of the Holland type we still ou 
to have the 20 torpedo gunboats, torpedo-boat destroy: 
torpedo boats not of the submarine type, proposed by my am 
ment, and even more of them, That is my judgment. 

Senators will notice that the two additional boats are not to! 
built unless the Holland boat now under construction proves 
unqualified success. I very much doubt whether those two |» 
will be built, but 1 do not think that from the authorization given 
for them any argument is to be derived against the constru 
of the regular torpedo boats to move above water, such as are: 
being constructed by all the nations of the world. 

Mr. BACON. I was, as the Senator has suggested, pr 
when the plan of the Holland torpedo boat was explai: 
committee. I believe.I am correct in the recollection t 
was no claim for it that it was possible to secure for tha 
such speed as is provided shall be one of the features of t! 
posed torpedo boats. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I thank the Senator from Georgia for 
ing that fact to my attention. But the Senator will 
the point was also developed that if you can get a to: 
which can go down under water and move withopt th: 


| covering it, it is not material whether when under water 1! 


8 or 10 knots an honr or 20 knots an hour, it will mov: 
and it will reach the battle ship without being discov: 
if it is above water it is liable to be discovered, and 
it should be so fleet that not even a battle ship should | 
escape from it. 
Mr. President, I do not intend to speak on this subjec' 
length, but I do intend tocall the attention of Senat 
fact that a battle ship costs $5,300,000 according to th 
estimates, and we can build 20 torpedo boats for less tha 
of one battle ship. One of the battle ships involves a va-' 
of money. When she goes to sea she carries four or f1\ 
lives on her, and by striking a rock or by coming in con! 
a torpedo of the enemy she is liable to wholly disappear + 
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lost to the Government, whereas for this sum of money we can 
put four or five torpedo boats into « ach one of the principal har- 
hors of the country; we can do it within a year and a half or two 
vears, and then, I say, we shall have secured better harbor de- 
fense, harbor defense more to be feared, for a smaller sum of 
money than we can possibly obtain in any other way. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish toask the Senator a question before h 
sits down, if he pleases. If these boats are provided for in the 
pill I suppose the building of them must be let to the lowest 
bidder? 

Mr. CHANDLER. That is the intention. 

Mr. FRYE. Suppose they should all be contracted for on the 
Atlantic Coast, then there would be no torpedo boats for the Par 
Coast at all, and the Pacific Coast certainly needs some as much 
as the Atlantic Coast. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from New Hampshire will permit 
me, I will state that it is proposed, if this provision goes through 
that other amendments will be put in afterwards covering that 
yoint. 

; Mr. FRYE. So that a portion shall be built on the Pacific 
Coast? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is such an amendment now pending 
( do not know whether it has been agreed to or not), providing 
that a certain portion shall be built on the Pacific Coast. It is to 
come in on page 51. 

Mr. FRYE. That is all right, then. 
know. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The idea of propelling offensive boats under 
water and out of sight isby no means new. A young graduate of 
Yale College, Connecticut, during the Revolution, Mr. Bushnell, 
committed his own life to one on oneoccasion. The boat was used, 
and in one case it hit not theshipaimed at but destroyeda transport 
somewhere in the rear. 
abroad and here, and it has been a dream of inventors from that 
time to this day. Perhaps we have found it now; I do not know. 
I have my serious doubts as to the speed and efficacy of that class 
of boats. The Senator from New Hampshire will perhaps correct 
me, for he may have looked at the facts more recently, but I think 
the Holland boat does not entirely disappear. I observe in the 
drawings of it a smokestack standing at some distance above the 
water. That can not be a picture of the boat when it is supposed 
to be submerged. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itcan be completely submerged. The tube 
of which the Senator speaks remains above water for a time, but 
it can be submerged and the boat, supplied with air for a certain 
time, can move entirely under water. 

Mr. HAWLEY. But how is the escape of gas or air or steam 
to be kept from the sight of the enemy asit bubbles up? It would 
be a small volcano. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When the boat takes a complete dive and 
disappears the fires are all put out; it is propelled by compressed 
air, and the crew breathe from air reservoirs. ‘ 

Mr. HAWLEY. But the fires can not well be put out without 


ite 


That is what I wanted to 


making very serious trouble on board the boat. 
Mr. C DLER. If the Senator had seen the diagram and 
heard the explanation he would have found that all the points he 


is anxious about are carefully covered and with success, as the 
builders of the boat contend. They are so far solved that we are 
already paying for the construction of the Holland boat. 

Mr. HAWLEY, I make no objection. I hope the thing will 
succeed. But the other kinds undoubtedly can be built. There 
is — no method by which an equal quantity of offensiv: 
and defensive force can be so speedily supplied as by the building 
of these torpedo boats. I think the Senator’s amendment is a 
perfectly wise one, especially after the immense reduction of $12,- 
000,000 by reducing the number of battle ships. 

The example of Great Britain in building a navy is not referred 
to with the idea of commending it entirely to us, for Great 
Britain’s problem is very different from ours. She has an unceas 
ing and eternal policy of aggression, and is also under the neces 
sity of immense expenditures to defend what she has already 
seized in all quarters of the globe. An enormous fleet, such as 
she is now struggling to maintain and to create in addition, are 


a life necessity for her. We are aiming only at a reasonabl 


policy of self-defense, for we do not contemplate aggression upon | 


warlike neighbors or upon peaceful countries for the purpose of 
possession, 

it is instructive as to what the opinion of the wisest men in this 
matter isasshown by Great Britain. She has 189 torpedo boats in 
service and is building 62 more. Thisshows that the nation whose 
absolute existence depends upon naval power thinks it wise to 
supply a very large number of these boats. I am willing to vote 
for at least 20 or 30 now, and for nore next year. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I have ceased to be surprised 
at the scope and character of the amendments which have been 
made respecting this bill and the suggestions which have been 
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Other experiments were afterwards made | 
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1 1 rs ot t , 
nators on t ‘ 
Mr. HAWLE 
rsing the p n 
rsemenet Os e ik | 
under Republ 1 admin t 
Mr. WOLCOTT. 1 ! 
from New Ham ire « ly 
pared. Ido notwishtos) ‘ 
haste, but it certa nit l not seem t n 
rent problem to the senat Vi ive a> t . { ‘ 
who estimated and nae ; 
to have a maximum speed « les, vi , 
peed designat nd 2 sub rine 
torpedo boats should b Ste t t 
“3 tor] do boats wl ns ld t 1) 
miles, or practically beyond w [ ta { ) 
xO as preset nventions stand, w < ) 
10 torpedo boats to be const ted in such sto t 1) 
partment should seem wise were to cost $8 ) . 7 


boats if in 


additional submarine torpedo 


should be a success, were to cost S175.000 ea i t makes 
$1,675,000 for 15 torpedo boats. 
Now, the Senator from New Hampshire comes in and ! 
morning he had an amendment to appropriat ind il- 
| lion dollars for 30 hoats in all, which wouldadd 15. He. ‘ 
in the twinkling of an eye yesterday to $4,000,000 for 20 
gether, so that, without an estimate, without a careful invest mn 
by any committee here, we are asked to appro ite $ ' 5 
torpedo boats, provided the mate of the + y » Navy 
was intelligently made He wanted | ‘, cost SSO 000 
apiece, to have such speed as he should think best. He wanted 
3 torpedo boats that would cost $175,000 each, to have a max- 
imum speed of 30 knots. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me 


to interrupt him? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator’s mistake is 
nal bill provided for a speed of only 26 knots 
Thirty knots is the proposition proposed to be 
comniittee. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Very well. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator does not wish to do me an in- 
justice—— 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Oh, certainly not. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The point is that the original boats were 
not sufficiently large and had not sufficient speed, and the 


here. The origi- 
for the 3 boats 


ll 


yt 
erted 


vdidi- 
tional money is necessary to cover the increase in those respects. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. The Senator from New Hampshire knows 
very well that I do not wish for a moment to misquote him, but 
he must assume that the Secretary of the Navy knew what he was 
about; and he wanted 10 boats to cost $80,000 apiece, and he wa d 
3 boats to cost $175,000 each; he wanted 2 submarine boats to 
cost $175,000 each. 

Nowcomes the Senator from New Hampshire, and LV ‘We 
know a great deal better than the Secretary th vy it he 
wants. Thisis not what he wants atall. What he wants is 26 
boats, to build them as he likes And although the Secretary of 
the Navy has put himself on re das wat tl this 

peed, now the Senator from New Hampshire pro pour 
| into his lap during this financial lition ad- 
ditional $2,325,000 with which he is authorize« addi- 
| tional torpedo boat i do not wish to stand { Ww hy i3 
no Senator on this floor who does—of any mate and nec ry 
appropriation. I was very much impressed by t 
| the Senator from Maryland | Mr. Gorma l 

terday and the day before that t count ; , 
| into a condition of insolvency. | 

words on this side of the Cha t 
ism should prompt us to 1 m to 
its absolute ne ities unt y its 
running expenses. 

The Senator from N H ys t 1e Senator from 
Maryland, ‘‘ It is true you have made a wing; you have 
saved us $10,000,000." We ar ready spending lavishly. We 
are building two battle ship the nator from } Hamp- 
shire tells us are liable to be rnn into ar sunk any day by tor- 
pedo boats. Nevertheless, we are building two, and now we are 
asked, in the face of our present financial condition, to ypro- 


priate $4,000,000 for additional torpedo boats, with seven torpedo 
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boats now on the stocks and not yet launched. And the Senator 
from New Hampshire says to the Senator from Maryland, ‘‘ You 
have saved us $10,000,000.” Now, we will just take out $2,000,000, 
$4,000,000 in all for torpedo boats; and then the delightful spec- 
tacle is presented to the country of the Senator from Maryland 
having saved us $8,000,000. 

If it be a fact that the Government during the present Admin- 
istration has issued $262,000,000 of its obligations; if it is true, 
and no Senator on this floor has presumed to deny it, that the 
Government has run behind in its expenditures over its receipts 
during this Administration $139,000,000; if it be true, and no Sen- 
ator has ventured to dispute it, that this country is marching on 
to the issue of additional bonds and that no power under heaven 
can stop it, then I ask what spirit of patriotism can animate us if 
we put upon the necks of the people interest-bearing securities that 
we may build 20 additional torpedo boats to cruise around our 
harbors? 

Mr. President, if bonds are to be issued year after year what 
need have we of torpedo boats? Our country will present no 
“littering attractions to other countries. We will have enough 
to do to sustain the people, overtaxed and overburdened, who live 
within our own boundaries. No, Mr. President, our love of dis- 
play and the spirit of competition will not justify this expendi- 
ture, for which the people must pay in added burdens year after 
year, If any Senator will tell me that every dollar we put into 
new ships does not mean the absolute certainty of additional 
bonds saddled on the people of the United States, I shall be glad 
to sink my individual judgment and to vote for additional boats. 
But if that be a fact, Mr. President, then I say that every in- 
stinct of patriotism as well as every duty of statesmanship re- 
quires us to forego something of our national vanity and to let 
our ships, already creditable, stand as a sufficient Navy until the 
Government is put back upon a paying basis where its receipts 
equal its expenditures. 

Mr. President, this country is reasonably safe. We have been 
indulging in great hopes of conquest and, it inevitably follows, 
the construction of an enormous Navy. It was the theory of this 
Government that we were strong in peace; that we were a united 
and a happy and a prosperous people; that we interfered not in 
the affairs of our neighbors; that we proposed to protect our own 
integrity and our own autonomy at all hazards and under all cir- 
cumstances, but that we would not interfere in the concerns of 
our neighbors. Our ships were to be used for purposes of dis- 
covery and for the spread of peaceful commerce. That was the 
theory upon which our Navy was constructed. Every additional 
warship, every additional cruiser, every additional battle ship but 
inspires the natural and inevitable love of competition in the 
minds of a free and progressive people, and is sure to instill the 
desire that we engage in some war of conquest or aggression in 
order that we may show that our ships are as strong and as able 
and our seamen as brave as those of any other nation whose ships 
sail the sea. 

The unfortunate incident as to Venezuela seems for the moment 
to promise peaceful solution. The wise policy which the Admin- 
istration appears to have pursued up to this time has apparently 
avoided the danger of any immediate collision with Spain. The 
Maybrick incident revived by a resolution solemnly offered in this 
Senate calling for her release seems to have passed without threat- 
ening danger of war, and under these circumstances it occurs to 
me that with 2 battle ships appropriated for, 7 paar boats on 
the stocks that have not yet been launched, and a bill reported by 
the committee containing provision for 15additional torpedo boats, 
we can get along without 5 additional torpedo boats which are to 
require the issuance of Government bonds to the extent of $4,000,- 
000 to pay for them. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, I think there is no danger that 
this nation will embark on a policy of aggression and conquest. I 
do not recall a single person entitled to be called a statesman or 
ambitious to be a statesman who supposes it to be possible to lead 
our people into such a course of action. Thereis nocountry which 
we desire to seize and annex. A large part of what we have an- 
nexed from foreign countries during our history has been paid for 
in hard cash, even though we had first whipped the enemy. 

But it is absolutely ludicrous to talk about our undertaking a 
war of aggression against naval powers, either with the Navy we 
have now or with one that is proposed by anybody. It is because 
we wish to make a reasonable attempt to guard our own shores, 
and to be able to repel, to delay, attack by hostile fleets that we 
desire a Navy, for the Navy is the outer guard that can delay the 
advance of transports and other ships coming to us until the 
various forts can be put in the best possible condition of defense. 

Just now I say we are shamefully deficient in that which be- 
longs to a nation of our power and with our enormous seacoast. 
I hear again and again the idea advanced that we are under no 
necessity whatever of providing ourselves with additional defenses, 
or that ‘‘an expenditure of five or ten or fifteen million dollars is 
foolishly extravagant.” It is said that ‘‘ nobody wants to attack 
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us. Nobody will make waronus. Wearesafe. Our defense ic in 
the hearts of the people,” as if the heart were not an organ jxr- 
ticularly susceptible to injury. The good will, the valor of a }))\|- 
lion unarmed, untrained men without great guns on the coasts 
and without fleets are nothing. I repeat, as 1 have quoted }\o;.. 
tofore, what Wellington said, that such a people are only food {., 
cannon. The Senator says are we going on for a series of y 
with a deficient revenue and continually running in delt 
issuing bonds. He seems to contemplate a continuance of D: 
cratic Administration. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No. Let me tell the Senator what I do | 
a continuance of gold monometallism, which is even more . 
trous to the country. I should like to ask the Senator while }; 
on his feet if he knows how many millions this bill appropri 
and if in his opinion additional torpedo boats will not requi: 
issuance and sale of Government bonds to pay for them? 

Mr. HAWLEY. I do not know just how soon they may 
built or when the Secretary of the Navy may think it wise to ; 
himself of the power to make the contracts and payments. 
if he will make the day of payment some eighteen months heico 
I have strong hopes that we will have laws that will soon provide 
a surplus and a reduction of the debts we have already incurred, 

The pretense that we are in no danger is provoking and aver,- 
vating. You gentlemen know that eighty-four years ago to-day 
a British admiral and a British general took seats in the Hous 
Representatives and put toa vote before a mobof British solidivrs 
the question whether this harbor of Yankee democracy should not 
be burned, and the Capitol was burned and many other buildings— 
indeed, all the prominent offices of the Government. The dock 
yard was burned to save it from the enemy. The navy-yard was 
burned, the War Office was burned, the Treasury was burned. (! 
White House was burned, the ropewalk was burned, and vai 
buildings that might be supposed to be useful and many pri 
houses were burned. The “hearts” of the people that’ were t: 
defend the country ran through this town, as ordered by the eo 
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eral commanding—before firing a shot in the suburbs of the cit) 

and retreated through Washington and Georgetown; and the |y 

that General Winder, in command of the forces, could do wis t 
} 


t 
suggest that they should fill the windows of the Capitol with ritie- 
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men, and the others should stand out and shoot a while. bu 
got scared before the firing and ordered a retreat. 

Just where the President of the United States spent that day 
history does not tell us; but at night his wife, who almost alone 
of all the people in Washington gained real glory on that day, 
met him on the shore of the river, where a boat was ready, ani it 
took them over to Virginia. They found arefugein some country 
hotel. They abandoned that and hid in the woods. Is it possiiile 
for imagination to conceive of deeper national degradation than 
all that?) And yet three or four or five days before the trovps 
were here members of the Cabinet said there was no danger, that 
Cockburn and his officers were not after Washington, which was 
a ers provincial village, and that Baltimore was the object oi 
attack. 

I do not dwell upon the details. A half hour might profitably 
be spent in showing the gentlemen who think we are alw:ys 
ready to repulse any enemy how wretchedly and ignominiously 
we failed then. Four thousand regular troops would have | 
vented that calamity. We had 6,000 troops here, of whom »...\0 
were Maryland militia, and Maryland militia have been capable, 
after training, of performing some of the most brilliant decds of 
valor in the Revolution and afterwards. But the President or the 
Secretary of War forbade calling them into service before t)) 
should appear. 

The whole chapter exhibits idiotic management. We sha!!! 
repeat it; at least I hope not. We had only 300 regular troop 
and several hundred of Barney’s sailors and marines, who 1: 
gallant defense at one time against the approach of the en iy. 
Four thousand regular troops, I say, would have saved us that 
chapter. There were 4,000 against us, many of whom were yct- 
erans of Wellington’s command. ; 

I forbear to dwell upon it, but I say that the supreme duty of 
an American Congfess is to put the nation in a reasonable «)!'- 
tion of defense. By improving the fortifications and enlary:ng 
the fleet I know—I say I know it as much as any man can know 
such a thing—that this Congress will touch the hearts 0! the 
American people. They are American all over, in their pric. in 
their desire that our honor shall be maintained under all cir 
stances, and the persons who evade our duty—I make no sje«1ic 
charges—but the people who show timidity, who refuse to come 
up to this popular sentiment, will find that the people of the 
country are chilled toward them. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I know that the Senator tri 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcort], who always desires accurate in‘ort:- 
tion, did not mean to mislead the Senate in regard to what he said 
about the torpedo boats. There are no estimates from the Sect 
tary of the Navy with regard to to oboats. Estimates, I think, 
are never given for propositions of authorization. The Secretury 








recommends what he thinks ought to be authorized; but when he | 
requests authorization he does not furnish an estimate. I have 
his recommendation before me; and, as Senators well know, it is 
for 2 battle ships and 12 torpedo boats. In the hearing before the 
House committee the Secretary may have made a statement as to | 
the cost of torpedo boats, but he furnished no estimate. ‘Since 

the Secretary made that statement—since his report, certainly— 
the English torpedo boat Desperate has reached the high speed of 
over 30 knots; and it becomes necessary for us to attain with our 
poatsthesame highspeed. That necessarily increases the expense. 

Mr. President, I called attention yesterday to the sudden explo- 
sion of economy directed against the Navy. We have passed a 
good many appropriation bills here. There are millions in the 
Indian bill for land, and in other bills millions to build public 
buildings. We have a river and harbor bill here with millions 
more, not for national defense, but for national improvement and 
comfort. The river and harbor bill as reported by the Senate 
committee has been raised a couple of million dollars, 1 think. I 
notice an increase of $400,000 for the harbor of Baltimore alone. 
But the explosion of economy was against the Navy, against the 
defense of the country, and not against these other less imperative 
expenditures. We are told that we must not have ships because 
we shall be obliged to borrow money. 

Mr. President, when we were engaged in defending the country 
in its great struggle for existence we borrowed every dollar for 
ships and men. National defense has never been placed on the 
same level with other expenditures; and yet here it -is made the | 
one and only subject for economy. Millions after millions go | 
through, and we have to wait until we come to the ships of the | 
American Navy to learn that we must not spend so much money. 
This great deficit is to be met, how? itis to be met by cutting off 
2 battle ships. A deficit of $130,000,000, or whatever it is, as the 
Senator from Maryland stated it, is to be met by cutting off 5 
torpedo boats and 2 battle ships. 

As I said yesterday, it seems to me this is the one place where 
we should never consider economy. All that we need consider, 
all that the American Congress should regard in dealing with the | 
question of national defense, is what is required for the proper 

efense of the nation, both by land and by sea. Wedo not require 
a great navy for aggression. No one proposes that this country 
should enter on a career of aggression or of conquest, but we do | 
need a navy and we do need national coast defenses that shall act 
as a sure guaranty of peace. When the difficulty as to Venezuela 
was at a crisis in this country some people were crying out that 
we should not stand up for the rights of the United States because 
we were not in a position to resist aggression, because New York 
was not fortified, because we had not ships enough in case Eng- 
land made war upon us; and now the very same people who used 
that argument against our taking proper American ground in | 
regard to Venezuela come forward and oppose anything looking | 
toa suitable national defense. Itis an argument that can not 
work both ways. But itis used because these people wish us to 
be defenseless before foreign nations. That is not the way to | 
maintain peace. Proper national defense is the greatest assur- | 
ance and guaranty of peace that can be made. 

i 


But, Mr. President, as the debate has gone on we have got 
through the apparent economical opposition and come to the real 
resistance behind it. The economical opposition is not serious. | 
Every Senator realizes, I know, that this is not a point at which 
to begin to savemoney. Behind the economical opposition comes 
the real opposition, resting on the general policy of not allowing the | 
United States to be placed in a position to take the part that she | 
ought to take in allforeign questions affecting her interests. We | 
are going to settle the Venezuelan question, but surely the lesson | 
which that situation taught us should not be lost. We are also | 
told now that there is no danger of war with Spain. I hope and | 
trust not; but let me say that the Cuban question will not down 
because gentlemen dislike to speak of it. Everyone reads day | 
after day in the newspapers the hideous atrocities going on in that | 
island. They pile up and pile up from disinterested witnesses, 
and we sit here with folded hands, while having ample strength 
to 7 a stop to it, and yet do nothing. 

_ There are many questions outside the borders of the United 
States affecting us nearly. There are questions of national de- | 
fense, like the Isthmian Canal, where we must have a naval force | 
to secure the interests of the United States. If we desire, as I 
believe we all do, that the United States should take a position 
ming a great le in international affairs which concern us 
closely, and should be able to maintain peace in the Western | 
Hemisphere, which I regard as one great duty of this Republic, I | 
think that the best guardian of peace, the greatest assurance of | 

peace, lies in our ae sufficiently defended and protected. With 

our coast properly defended, with a suitable navy, we need never 
we @ War, and we can control the policy of the two Americas | 
With regard to other nations. It is because a strong navy and 
suitable coast defenses guarantee the peace of the United States 
that I favor these appropriations, 
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Mr. President, after voting millions of appropriations 


in the 

other bills, here we are disputing over a couple of million dollars to 

be devoted to the defense of the countrv. Tet iv that how 

ever much the people may deplore a deficit caused by the existing 

| revenue laws, however much they may crit some of the 

expenditures made by Congress, the A rican ] . With hardly 

an exception, will never criticise proper approp ms to defend 
their cities and to build their fleets 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I have before in th rse of 
my life heard practically the same ret ( is ti ‘ a 
been made by the distinguished Senator from “sa . Mr. 
LODGE] and the distinguished Senator from Con t Mr. 
HAWLEY]. I have seen the flag waved all aroun Ca nd 
flying over all the works of industry in the c \ le 
mands for these appropriations as a matter of ( l 
the substantial thing behind the flag on all those occasions 

The Senator from Massachvsetts is the foremost statesman in 
this line. By speech at least he is in favor of the most a sive 

| policy for the United States. He has announced to-day t! he 
wants a navy and an army so strong that we may beco the 
guardian of all the Republics south of us tle com | ns that we 
have attempted to enforce economy upon the naval bill, on an 

| appropriation where he seems to think the honor and the interest 
and the protection of the country are at stake, and he intin 3 
that those of us on this side of the Chamber who are app ng 
for economy have permitted large appropriations on oth to 
pass without a word. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts is not accurate. 
He is so absorbed in what is termed the jingo policy that h 3 
failed to look at the Treasury or the condition of the appropria- 
tion bills. There has not been an appropriation bill that has 
passed the Senate so far where the appropriat ire not 1 
sary to pay the current expenses of the Government under exist 
ing law, with the possible exception of the Indian bill. There is 
not an item in any of them so far as I know that has pa | the 
Senate that is not absolutely necessary for the support of the 
Government under present laws. Here is the first opportunity 

| for the exercise of economy, where an expenditure is proposed that 
is not necessary for the support of the Government. Here is the 


| first proposition to go out of the usual line and to increase the ap- 


propriations, to make them greater than they have been mack 
mofthe Navy. Hereisa 
bill containing $51,000,000 as it came to us to support and maintain 
the Navy, greater by millions than the amount which we appropri- 
ated during President Cleveland’s first term, when we had no n 


at 


lavVy 
and were about to construct one. At that time it was necessary 
to be liberal in order to enable the Bethlehem Works to establish 
their great plant and Mr. Carnegie to establish his near Pittsburg 
Then we had not a built-up gun of steel in the United Stat We 
could not make a tube for a 6-inch gun or a shaftforavessel. We 
were compelled to go abroad to buy all those necessary things. 
Yet, in building up that magnificent structure, which we created 
under Harrison’s Administration and under Cleveland’s Admini 
tration, no Secretary of the Navy, no President of the United 
| States, and no man who felt his responsibility to the taxpay of 
the Union ever suggested such an appropriation as is contained 
| in the pending bill. 

The Senator from Massachusetts complains that we begin to 
exercise economy here. Here is the first great extravagance that 
has occurred in this Congress. Here is the first great u D- 
propriation which has been attempted to be made, runnin; in 
advance of the requirements of the country. 

The Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. CHANDLER] twits us 
on this side with the fact, or rather intimates, that ther i Sec- 
retary of the Navy who is not of his party whom we criti nd 
that we want to limit him as to what he should do \ 1 the 

| $4.000.000. I know how sensitive the Secretary of the Navy is 
upon this point. I know he feels as if he has been too careft 
dealt with. I know personally that he has resented the same 
course which I pursved a year ago as to the limjtation of his power 
in the amount of money to be expended by him. Weak men, Mr. 
President, always want power; weak men alwa int to have both 
money and men at their command and to deal with the 
their opinion may seem proper. I have dealt, so far as | a 
cerned, I want to say to the Senator from New Hampshire, with 
this Secretary of the Navy precisely as I d with Mr. W 
when he was Secretary of the Navy and with Mr. Tracy he 


was the Republican Secretary of the Navy. ‘| er n 
item of appropriation as to which Congress did n 
much money he should spend for a cruiser 


Ol i ‘ . ve 


limited the amount, as we ought to limit it, as t the ms. 
We limited the amount he was to expend for armor and for gun 

we limited the number of men he was to command and to have in 
service. I have applied this same rule to the present Secretary of 
the Navy, observing his opposition to that policy with regret, with 
great regret; for personally [ have a high regard for him, he lhav- 
ing served upon the Appropriations Committee when he was in 
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the other House. As to his integrity and honesty of purpose I 
never have had a doubt; but I recognize that when placed in that 
high position because of the success of the Democratic party, 
under the rule which has governed that party in its councils in 
Congress. and in its action as to the Executive branch, there must 
be some limitation, always a strict limitation, upon the amount 
of money placed in the hands of any public officer for expenditure. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. GORMAN. With great pleasure. 

Mr. GEORGE. I want to know if the Secretary of the Navy 
has complained that a greater restraint has been placed on him 
than has been placed upon other Secretaries of the Navy hereto- 
fore? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; to an extent that is true. He hasina 
stutement before the Committee on Appropriations on this very 
item asked Congress to give him a lump appropriation to do as he 
pleased with, without regard to the types of torpedo boats to be 
constructed, I say to my distinguished friend from Mississippi 


that one year ago, when I stood in this Chamber trying to limit | 


the appropriations on account of the Navy, and when we had suc- 
ceeded in doing it, in striking off one battle ship, and limiting the 
other appropriations for the construction of guns in the navy- 
yards, I had every reason to believe that the Secretary himself, 
or his assistant, by means of the newspapers, denounced me per- 
sonally for it. It may have been because some of the officers of 
the Administration at that time were supposed to be trying to 
affect the elections in Maryland, that that was the motive for doing 
it; but the fact remains that no such criticism, to my knowledge, 


reduce expenditures has ever occurred under any previous Admin- 
istration. 

Now, we find the spectacle of our friends on the other side of this 
Chamber, the distinguished Senator from Connecticut [Mr. Haw- 
LEY] and the distinguished Senators from Massachusetts Ja 
LopGE] and from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], coming 
to pour out the public treasure and put in the hands of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy the amount of $4,000,000, without a limit as to 


what he shall expend on either one of the boats. I should oppose | 


it whether he were a Democratic or a Republican Secretary of the 
Navy. 

The only time an act of the sort has been done of which I know 
since I have had the honor of a seat on this floor was when Secre- 
tary Tracy came in the last hours of a session and said to the 
committees, ‘‘It is necessary to give me $1,000,000 to enable me to 
use nickel in the manufacture of steel.” There were circum- 
stances connected with that transaction which did not confine his 
negotiations to our own country; and, as in the case where an 
appropriation is made for the State Department for foreign pur- 
poses, no question was then raised regarding it; but Congress 
afterwards required and had from the Secretary of the Navy an 
account of what he did with that million dollars. Otherwise we 
have limited every Secretary in his expenditures, providing that 
this vessel should cost so much, or not more than so much, and 
the other vessel so much, and that the types of boats should be 
such and such. 


What is the reason for it, Mr. President? It is because the | 
naval board of the Navy Department and the great naval officers— | 
for they are great—deserve the thanks of the people of the Union | 


for the skill and enterprise and honesty with which they have con- 


is a desire on my part or, so far as I know, onthe part o/ 
on this side of the Chamber, to unduly hamper this Se: 
the Navy, or if he thinks so, it is not true. We have » 
same limitations upon his predecessors. Congress has 
liberal with this Secretary of the Navy than with any o: 
decessors. He has had the opportunity to make greater , 
and build more ships. Whether he has in all these ca 
wisely remains to be seen. I hopehe has. I believe h 
as honest as any of his ont reenng 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to suggest to the Senator from }\| 
that the first question is as to whether this Government 
have torpedo boats and torpedo destroyers built on a 
patible with the pretensions of our Government as t: 
and prospective naval organization. If thatis to be do: 
should exercise proper discretion in doing it. 

It appears that the new conditions which exist in gr 
navies, such as the English navy, are now so clear in 1 
the character of torpedo-boat destroyers and of the sup 


| of torpedo boats that we have to meet them, and it is 


yet at what prices torpedo-boat destroyers having a x) 
knots can be constructedinthiscountry. Weallsaw th: 


| made by Mr. Jaques in his letter to the Senator from C 


|Mr. HAWLEY], which was quoted by the Senator f) 


| Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], as to the cost of these new 
| boat destroyers and the new torpedo boats in England. 


realize that we can not construct vessels in the United s 


| cheaply as they can be constructed in England, where th 


1ere | 


building this class of vessels has been learned, where the T 


vist sno | crofts and that class of people are engaged and have been 
of the action of Senators in attempting to limit appropriations and | 


for many years in constructing a superior class of vess! 
torpedo order. 

It appears to me that this Congress should allow the Secretary 
of the Navy some latitude, some discretion. You do that in rey 
to your battle ships. As was explained the other day, the « 
provers to be appropriated, $3,750,000, was not necessarily all t 

e used, but it was to be the extreme limit of cost. Perhay)s ¢! 


| might be saved $200,000 or $300,000 of that amount, as was t! : 





ducted that Department. Thereis a contest between the branches | 


of this service now as*to the types of these vessels, and while I am 
talking a naval board is‘considering what changes should be made 


bill. It was only at the last session of Congress that the distin- | 


guished Senator from Maine [Mr. HaL&], in charge of a similar 


the skillful constructors of the Navy, to substitute for these great | 


vessels six composite boats, with sail and with steam, and whilst 
there was opposition to it by the head of the Navy and whilst some 
of the bureaus disagreed to it, 1 venture to say that the action of 


case with the ships contracted to be built at Newport News, and 
it may be the same as regards these torpedo boats. But in +! 
present condition of the art of constructing torpedo boats, t! 


| never having been a single one of the torpedo-boat destroyers 


structed or contracted for in this country; there never having been 
a boat built for torpedo purposes having a record speed of over 24 
knots; there never having been one contracted for by the Navy 
Department upon the plans and specifications of the Depart 
requiring a speed of over 26 knots, and even in the case of 
Herreshoff contract, in which that firm has such a large libert 


| to drawings and plans, there being a guaranty of only 27) kno 


I say under these circumstances it is right and proper to viv 
the Secretary of the Navy some discretionary authority, so | 
if needful to pay $300,000 for a 30-knot torpedo-boat desir 


| can do so under the law. 


Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I agree, of course, that 


-ever the torpedo boats are ordered that is the effect. T! 


ment of the Committee on Appropriations limits the am: 
we say to the Secretary of the Navy, ‘“ You may const: 
of a certain class and the cost per boat shall not exc: 
sum;” and the sum given is more than the Secretary him 
mates. So it is with every other appropriation for ever) 
vessels contained in this bill. 
I am not going to detain the Senate but for a moment 

Senator from Connecticut says we shall have money e: 


: | on; that a year from now we shall probably have an 
in the plans for the construction of the vessels provided for by this | 


providing revenue sufficient to support the Govern 
President, we have never had a law from the date of t! 


| of the McKinley bill until-now which has given the Go 
bill, myself, and others in the Senate had inserted a clause, with- | 


out the recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy and that of | 


enough money to pay its current expenses and to meet th 
dinary appropriations which have been made by Congres 
I said a few days ago that the Republican party. in « 


| the other branch of Congress and of the machinery, so ! 
| committees are concerned, of this body, have permitte:! 


the National Congress in that matter will save the Government | 


millionsof dollars. There is nocontroversy now as to the wisdom 
of thataction. That wasalimitation against the opinion of the head 
of the Departmentand against that of the constructorsand the great 
naval officers who sail these ships. The result is that these vessels 
can be sent to all the coasts south of us, wherever you piease, to 
look after our commerce, They are not vessels of war in the sense 


of great battle ships, but they can be sailed cheaply and wiil en- | 


able the young men from Annapolis to go on board of them and 
learn the art of running a vessel under sail without steam power, 
so that if we capture in time of war a vessel of commerce with sail 
they can understand the matter of navigation. They were cheap 
in construction, they are cheap in the cost of maintenance, and 
will protect our commerce and carry our flag wherever we desire. 


propriation bills to stand as they came to us, and incr 
by inserting items in addition to what we were boun: t 
upon them for the current expenses of the Governmen' 
laying the foundation for and making further incr 
tion absolutely necessary, not to meet the deficit o! 
caused by the decision of the Supreme Court in strikin 
last tariff act the tax on incomes, but an increased lc\ 
sixty to one hundred million doilars a year necessary ‘ 
of these extravagant appropriations. When I mal 
ment as to the amount going out of the Government, \ 
charge against the $170,000,000 which is in the Treasu 
questioned, and it was supposed that possibly I had 
far. Soas to be perfectly accurate about it 1 have go 
fountain head to ascertain just what that balance is, 
certain it will astonish every Senator here when it is s! 


The Senator from New Hampshire, when he intimates that there | the 1st day of January of this year, just past, without tas! 












1896. 


rs 





nme 


bTASk 


.ccount the $100,000,000 which is due the sink fund, if it had 
een kept up from Harrison’s time down to now at the rats 
-tyenine to fifty million dollars—leaving that matter 
uessary to be accounted for—I will read the balances that hay 
heen appropriated for, which are charges upon the Governmet 
and which will come against it at some time. I stated a portion 
of it may lapse into¢dhe Treasury, but only a comparatively sma!l 


as 1D 


eunt. Here is the statement: 
ent of balances of approm aa hey in 
° sinking fund) on Jan 4] 


blishment 





tablishment 


blishment 





Grand total 


Mr. GEORGE. On the ist day of January? 

Mr. GORMAN. Or the ist day of January, 1896. 

Mr. GEORGE. What was the balance in the Treasury then? 

Mr. GORMAN. About $160,000,000, as Lrecall it. I have not 
the figures before me, but it was, I think. less than $150.000.000 at 
that time. It is between $160,000,000 and $170,000,000 now. 

Mr. President, part of that money will never be paid out. Part 
of it is the Indian trust fund, which will be held and the interest 
paid upon it, and a portion of it on account of pensions will proba 
bly never be paid out; but I say, beyond peradventure, $160,000,000 
of it must sooner or later go out of the Treasury, whatever may 
be its condition. Add to that the appropriations we are making 
here of $520,000,000, with only an estimated revenue of $450,000,000, 
and then $84,000,000 of contracts, and I leave it to Senators to cd: 
termine whether or not it is wise to make this appropriation at 
this time. If you do make it, I can predict that the statement of 
the Senator from Connecticut will be more than verified, that one 
year from now you must tax the people of this country $100,000,000 
a year in addition to that which they are now paying or issue 
more Government bonds. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Florida allow me to 
make a suggestion before he goes on? 

Mr. CALL. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ‘It has been agreed that at 2 o’clock we 
should proceed under the five-minute rule. Fifteen minutes have 
been accorded to my colleague [Mr. GALLINGER] to speak upon a 
special subject, and it has also been agreed that we should close 
this bill to-day. Mr. President, I hope that Senators will confine 
themselves hereafter, as far as.possible, to the discussion of the 
particular amendments which may be pending to the bill; other- 
wise we shall find ourselves lacking in time and heavily burdened 
at the close of the day. 

Mr. HALE. Let me suggest, as the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] has a special interest in his amendment, 
that the pending amendment be laid aside temporarily, and then 
the Senator can introduce his amendment and make his fifteen- 
minute speech upon it. Then, if we can get a vote upon his 
amendment, we will get it or debate will go on under the five- 
minute rule after that. That will enable the Senator from New 
Hampshire, who last night waived his objection to the unanimous 
agreement, to get the fifteen minutes he desires, as I said to him 
that I would try to get him the opportunity to speak before 2 
o'clock. That will give any Senator the opportunity afterwards 
of speaking under the five-minute rule. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ht in the chair). 
agreeable to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. CALL. I have but very few words to say, and then I will 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire. What I have to say 
will not cause him any serious delay, probably not more than five 
minutes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
CALL] has the floor. 

‘ Mr. HALE. Of course I can not take the Senator from th 
oor, 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that 
my colleague go on after the Senator from Florida finishes. 

Mr. CALL. If the Senator from Maine thinks it is very im- 
portant to have his fifteen minutes I will accord it to him. 

Mr. HALE. It is not I. I do not want it. It is the Senator 
from New Hampshire. 

Mr.CALL. Or the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. HALE. I would like the Senator from New Hampshire to 
ee opportunity of making his remarks, as I promised it last 

ght, 

Mr. CALL. I will yield to the Senator from New Hampshire 
for fifteen minutes. It is understood that I shall have the floor 
again, is it not? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit the amendment which I send to 
the desk, and ask to have it read. 





Is that 


The Senator from Florida [ Mr. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. TI ndment w 
1 S RY. After line 19, on } 31, i l to 
T 
\ 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Pr i 
Lis in tl \ 
0 
io that amendment I : 
Mr. President, I hav 
ng the ull re « i SI i 
lly vi i for appropt 
l i strongly of the opinion that far 
we hav vedi nal dry d k ( i 
| bill we are considering, as it can ! | 
I tives, provides for four new 1 1 
will be about $25,000,000. The Sen 
number to two; but he would be ar ! eed Ww 
bimself that the amendment will be ad l to in 
Th large appropriations are being made for bat 
f the fact that there are only three dry docks in the entire cou 
try in which our largest vessels can be accom ited. The 
simple statement of that fact ought to b ent turn th 
attention of Congress in the direction of making liberal apm 
priations for the immediate construction of one more modern 
docks of sufficient capacity to meet the requirements of the largest 
vessels of our Navy. Believing this,1 propose to make a brief 
appeal for the construction of a dock at the Portsmouth Navy 
Yard, the most northerly naval station on the Atlantic coast. 
Such a dock will cost only about one-tenth that of a modern bat- 
tle ship, and yet in this bill it is proposed to appropriate money 
for four huge battle ships, while no provision is made for the 


building of a dry dock in any part of the c ’ 

Mr. President, twice or three times since I have been a member 
of this body an amendment providing for the construction of a 
dry dock at the Portsmouth Navy-Yard has been added by the 
Senate to a similar bill to the one now under consideration only 
to meet a coup de grace at the hands of the conference committee, 
and now it is suggested that the amendment which I have just 
offered will be ruled out on a point of order. It is quite as well 
that it should be disposed of in that way as to be killed by the 
Senate conferees tamely agreeing to drop it from the bill in con 
ference; so that it really matters little to me how it is disposed of 
if, as I understand, the Committee on Naval Affairs and the Com 


untry. 


| mittee on Appropriations have determined that no appropriations 


for new dry docks shall be made this year. 

This determination I greatly regret, believing, as I do, that every 
consideration of wise public policy demands that a modern dry 
dock be immediately constructed at the Portsmouth Navy- Yard. 
it strikes me that there is no excuse for longer delaying this work; 
the only reason for which that I have heard advanced, except that 
the Treasury is practically bankrupt. being that as certain ot 
points are clamoring for appropriations for the same purpose, there 
must be an adjustment of the rival claims before anything can be 
done for any one of them. This argument if persisted in will 
inevitably result in the abandonment of Portsmouth as a naval 


station, as it is quite improbable that 





an agreement outside of 

Congress will ever be reached as to where dry docks shall be lo- 
cated. For instance, our neighboring State of Massachusetts not 
only asks and will receive a million and a quarter of dollars or 
thereabouts to improve the harbor of Boston, but e also insist 
that the Portsmouth Navy-Yard shall be neglected until a lar 
sum of money shall be expended o1 dry dock at Charlestow 
New Hampshire approves of and will aid to secure the appropria- 
tion for Boston Harbor, but New Hampshire will never agr ut 
the Charlestown Navy- Yard shall be built up by ppropriations 
from the public Treasury at the expense of the Portsmouth Yard. 

Mr. President, on the 21st day of January, 18 l e at con 
siderable length on the subject of a d 
dwelling especially on the fact that the old fl d ( t 
that station, which was built in 1851, 
it ought to be replaced by a modern d 
give the reasons why this muc led 
provided for at once, and be b 
Well did the Portsm h Daily I J ; LP 
editorially say, and I « imend e utteran my a tes 
here to-day: 

There is here no nat ‘ t ir ¢ 
rai t I i? 
»xt i j 3 i 
ind apy ‘ r a is har I refu It has 
depth of water at all points,and at all tid and seasons, W rein a 
the world may ride at w Its water ive never frozen and are freer from 
destructive eifect upon wood or metal than any other maritime wate 0b 


the world. 
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It is the northermost naval station on the Atlantic Coast; its climate has 
restored to health the most pronounced invalid and crushed out infection 
from fever-laden ships from southern stations times without number. Its 
mechanics are among the first in the land,and their handiwork has challenged 
and does challenge that of the civilized world. 

It stands to-day a monumental interrogation point before the honorable 
Senators and Representatives in Congress assembled, demanding a recog- 
nition of its unparalleled advantages. 


Mr. President, the question of providing sufficient docking 
facilities for the ships of our new Navy is one which has not re- 
ceived anything like the attention and consideration which would 
seem necessary when its vital importance is fully understood. 
We have built during the last twelve years, or have in process of 
construction, counting all classes, large and small, excepting tug- 
boats, 61 vessels, and only six docks have been built to provide 
for their necessary repair and preservation, and the four docks 
(not counting the old floating dock at Portsmouth) which we pos- 
sessed previous to that time are only available for the smaller 
classes of our modern ships. All of these ships, except the six 
small gunboats recently contracted for, have v seated steel bot- 
toms, and it is absolutely necessary for their preservation that 
they shall be docked for cleaning and painting at stated intervals, 
besides which it frequently becomes necessary to make repairs to 
the under-water portions of ships, thus occupying the docks for 
considerable periods of time to the exclusion of other ships which 
may need cleaning and painting only. 

All maritime nations in modern times have recognized this 
necessity. England and France, with their limited coast line, pos- 
sess, respectively, 43 and 34 dry docks, and both nations are con- 
stantly adding to the number. There are now completed at the 
Portsmouth (England) dock yard 18 docks, and several more are 
in process of construction or projected. They range from 200 to 
650 feet in length, andsome of them are capable of accommodating 
ships drawing 40 feet of water—a contingency which may easily 
arise in the case of ships damaged in action. Only two of our 
naval stations are provided with more than one dock—Norfolk 
having two and New York three, one of which is still uncompleted. 
One of our important naval stations has no docking facilities at 
all worthy of the name, for the antiquated wooden-balance dock 
at Portsmouth is long past its usefulness, and, while it was large 
enough for the majority of the ships of its day, it would accom- 
modate very few of our modern ships, even if it were service- 
able. Considering the natural advantages which this station 

yossesses for the construction of basin docks, it seems strange 
indeed that the construction of one at least has yet te be authorized. 
An old waterway exists between the two portions of the yard, 
which is too shallow to float any ships in its present condition and 
has to be bridged over for communication. This could be closed 
and the entire length of it occupied by basin docks. The existing 
channel would largely reduce the amount and cost of excavation 
necessary, and there would be ample depth of water at the 
entrance to accommodate the largest ships. 

The Portsmouth Yard is the oldest of our building naval stations. 
Its natural advantages for this purpose attracted attention almost 
with the first settlement of the country, and as early as 1690 the 
frigate Falkland, of 54 guns, was built here for the British navy. 
The sloop of war Bedford followed in 1697, and the frigate America 
in 1749. At the breaking out of the Revolutionary war the site 
of the present navy-yard was tendered to the Continental Con- 
gress by its owner for naval purposes, and as early as March, 
1776, the construction was commenced of the frigate Raleigh, of 
32 guns. Sorapidly wasthe work carried on that she was launched 
on the 21st of May, in just sixty days from the time her keel was 
laid. She was built under the act of Congress of December 13, 1775, 
authorizing the building of ‘‘13 sail of cruisers,” and she rendered 
distinguished and brilliant service during the naval operations of 
the Revolutionary war. The next ship built here was the sloop 
of war Ranger, which was probably the first ship which bore the 
new national ensign to Europe. The next ship to be built here 
was the 74-gun ship America, which was, in her time, the heaviest 
ship yet laid down on the continent after which she was named. 
She was presented to the French Government before she was 
launched asa token of gratitude, to replace the French 74-gun 
ship Magnifique, which was lost by an accident in Boston Har- 
bor. 

The site of the navy-yard was purchased by the Government 
for naval purposes October 1, 1800, and work was at once com- 
menced onitsdevelopment. The firstcommandant was Capt. Isaac 
Hull, who took command of the navy-yard April 3, 1813. In 
March, 1814, the keel of the 74-gun ship Washington was laid here, 
the port being closely blockaded by the British at the time. She 
was launched in July, 1815, shortly after the conclusion of peace. 
From this time until the 14th of June, 1839, when the sloop of 
war Preble was launched from the new ship house, little of any 
importance was done in the way of shipbuilding, but prepara- 
tions in the way of facilities for future shipbuilding were actively 
under way and began to show a result. The Preble, which did 
good service until she was burned by the Confederates at Pensa- 
cola, was followed immediately by the frigate Congress, the keel 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| day. 





May 2, 


of which snip was laid August 16, 1841. This was a tine ship of 
1,867 tons; 190 feet long by 50 feet beam; a very large ship for her 
She had a fine record, having made six long cruises in 1) 
of the waters of the world between 1842 and 1859. Her care» 
was ended in Hampton Roads March 8, 1862, when she was bury),| 
in action with the Confederate ironclad Merrimac. The slow 
war Portsmouth, a fine ship, which was in s¢rvice until ver, 
cently, was built and launched here in 1843. The first steam 
sel built at the yard was the side-wheel steamer Saranac, the | 
of which ship was laid in May, 1847. She was in active se 
throughout the civil war, and was finally sunk June 1, 1875, j\y 
striking a sunken rock near Vancouvers Island. The keel of ¢1)5 
steam frigate Franklin was laid in 1855, and the old Mohiecu:; 
launched in February of the same year. In 1861 the Kear 
and Ossipee were built here, the former being launched O 
5, 1861. She sailed from the yard on her first cruise Februar, 5, 
1862, having been fitted out to search for and destroy the Con/\d- 
erate cruiser Alabama, which duty she finally performed 1, 
than two years later. 

During the war the yard was very active, and the list of ships 
built and fitted out there is along one. In the years follo\ 
the war little was done, asat other places. The nation was restiny. 
On the 14th of August, 1870, Admiral Farragut, who was visiting 
thecommandant of the yard,diedthere. In1873 work wasreswined 
by the construction of the Enterprise and Essex, but the long 
building record of the yard closed with them, for no ship has }eon 
launched there since, though many have been repaired and re- 
fitted. Why the superb facilities of this station have been nev- 
lected is a question hard tosolve. Witha harbor among the lest, 
having water enough for the deepest ships and being never closed 
by ice, a climate favorable to work at ail times of the year, sur- 
rounded by a population famed for mechanical ability of the hivh- 
est order, and with a past shipbuilding record second to none, it 
would seem as though all the elements existed for the estal)lisii- 
ment of a great naval station, and it is to be hoped that t! 
nation’s opportunity in this regard will not much longer be ney- 
lected. But whether shipbuilding is resumed there or not, ship 
repairing is carried on there, and a suitable dry dock is urgently 
needed. The old dock has served its purpose and repaid its cost. 
It was suited to its day, but its day is past. 

It should be borne in mind that when the-emergency comes the 
nation will need dry docks and that badly. The lack of them in 
an emergency will cost us more than the construction of a hin 
dred docks, and in no place can a dock do better service ani be 
more economically constructed than in the time-honored Ports- 
mouth Navy-Yard, for it must be remembered that in event of 
war the larger portion of our fleet would be concentrated on the 
coast from Virginia to Maine, the territory embracing all the 
larger cities, which would become the objective point of the en- 
emy. Dry docks are therefore necessary in the vicinity in order 
that vessels can be immediately repaired. 

In this connection I wish to refer to the opinion of Chief Con- 
structor Philip Hichborn, United States Navy, as contained i 
his report for the year 1895. He says: 


From texperience it is fully realized that steel ships must be frequ 
docked in order that their bottom plating may be preserved from det 
tion, and that the rapid fouling of the bottom may not entail a wast c- 

yenditure of coal to maintain a moderate rate of . But on account 
docks being occupied for a long time by vessels under repair, it is som! 
impracticable to dock our c vessels as promptly as experien 
shown to be advisable. 

If sucha condition confronts a ae in time of peace, it is 
realized how serious a defect it would prove in time of war, when the « 
ties of battle and necessity for keeping the bottoms of vessels in suc) « 
tion that they might Sevelee their highest speed would largely incres 
demands on our docking facilities. E 
_ The navy-yard at Portsmouth, N. H.,is especially lacking in docking ! 
ities, and at the present time is the = Government shipbuilding or | 
establishment which is not provided with a properly equipped dry «: 
the opinion of this Bureau this is a serious deficiency and should be 1 
at an early date. The balanced floating dock at this station has been ': 
ice for nearly half a century, and is now not only obsolete, but in suc! 
dition as tomake it inadvisable to use it in docking a vessel of even mo 
displacement. Fons 

ere are unusual natural advantages of location at this yard whi! 
greatly reduce the cost of construction of a dock, and the machinery }))0""' 
the construction and repair de ment has been enlarged and mod 
so that allordinary re of steel vessels can now be satisfactorily «x: 

The climatic advan of this station deserve serious considerat 
fitting out or repairing vessels which have had a long tour of duty in = 
ern or tropical watersand constitute another argument for the proper « 
ment of this yard for making all ordinary repairs due to the wear 
and casualties. Da 

For the above reasons the attention of the Department is respectfully ' 
vited to the necessity of providing adequate docking facilities at the 1 
mouth (N. H.) Navy-Yard. s : 

Although all the other Government shipbuilding and repair yards are | 
vided with at least one dry dock, they are hardly equal to the present ! 
sities of the service, and must surely prove inadequate to meet the rapily 
increasing demands of the fleet—taking account of the vessels in reserv° 
well as those in active service. 5 . 

The Bureau is much impressed with the needs of the service in this mos 
important element in the efficiency of our Navy, and bugs to urge upon 
Department the necessity for immediate action. 


That opinion of Constructor Hichborn, admittedly one of the 
ablest naval officers of the Government, is in the same line of the 
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recommendation of Commodore N. H. Farquhar, Chief of the Bu- | recommend that a large sum be expended uponits repairs. If this yard is to 





















reau of Yards and Docks, in his report to the Secretary of the As seer led @ ne w dry dock is required. | It is b that by takine ad 
: : . antage of the channel the bottom a les W r etween t ) 
Navy; October 14, 1891, in which he spoke of the dock at the Ports- islands which « ompose this vard, clo 2 e end ‘al i tt : rat 

mouth yard as follows: oer with the nex essary pumping ma Eieawe o ahronms - 

s ’ ing the largest ; ill be obtained at : 
The balance dry dock at this station requires extensive repairs. It is of | this yard with its fine climate is ‘ ark e . i 

good and has been in constant use for forty years, but as its capacity is not | the tropics to refit, it is recomn i that steps be take » Col $ this 
beyond 3,600 tons itis useless for the larger vessels, and therefore I do not ! dock by appropriating $100,000 to nence : = — 
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a. History of the United States Navy-Yard at Portsmouth, the harbor is easy; the road is immense, and there are 7 fathoms of water os 
- o, be i it is re at in | far up as 2 miles above the town; add to this that, notwithstanding its north- 
789 by Reap Admiral George Henry Preble, it 18 related that in | ern item. the harbor of Portsmouth is never frozen, an advantage arising 
, toward the close of the war of the Revolution, the Marquis | from the rapidity of its current 
ux was isiti in his | : . 
eee then visiting Portsmouth, noted One hundred and fourteen years have come and gone since that 


journal the ° . 
. following: . was written, and note the sequel. Portsmouth in Old England 
lead Wied SpRM Mastemondh te to then Ge le te cave = ar es. has 18 dry docks, with more in process of construction, while 
be made choice of as the depot of the Continental marine. The access to ' Portsmouth in New England is begging for an appropriation for 
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a single dock, which is persistently, if not contemptuously, denied 
to her! 

Mr. President, I need not say much more. Congress has hereto- 
fore been deaf to the pleas that have been made in behalf of Ports- 
mouth, and the indications are that Congress will be equally deaf 
to-day. it may be that there will be an awakened interest some 
time in this historic old town, and that its advantages as a naval 
station will again attract the attention of our legislators. If any 
word that I have ever uttered will contribute to that result I will 
be content, as [ am still hopeful that I may live to see the time 
when New Hampshire's only seaport will again receive the foster- 
ing care of the Government, to the end that her mechanics may 
be employed and the unsurpassed facilities of her navy-yard be 
utilized in the great and necessarily increasing oak of ship 
repairing and shipbuilding. In my judgment we can not afford 
to do otherwise than build up this important station, the first 
requisite of which is a first-class modern dry dock. 

In conclusion, let me recapitulate, even at the risk of repetition: 

1. The largest and deepest dry dock on the eastern coast of the 
United States ought to be at Portsmouth, for the depth of water 
at the entrance to the dock would be no less than 5} fathoms (3% 
feet) at low water, and at any other place in its approaches not 
less than 64 fathoms, with an average rise of tide of about 8 feet; 
and there is no bar to delay the entrance of a deep-draft ship 
at any time. This might be of vital importance in time of war, 
for a difference of five or six hours might prevent the sinking of 
one of our battle ships when wounded, if it could be placed in 
dock immediately. 

2. This yard is the only Government shipbuilding and repair 
establishment which is not provided with a properly equipped 
dry dock. This is a serious deficiency, and should be rectified at 
once, The floating dock at this station is nearly fifty years old, 
and is only safe for a vessel of about 1,200 tons displacement, and 
it would be of no use for any of our large new vessels. 

3. From its geographical situation it would be an important 
point in a defensive war with another nation possessing a stronger 
fleet than our own, and every means for quick repairs should be 
provided there, as well as means of defense to make it a harbor of 
refuge. 

4, There are natural advantages of location there which would 
reduce the cost of construction. The excavation for the dock is 
partly made, and the débris excavated could be utilized in filling 
up the rest of the channel near the dock to make the necessary 
roadways, instead of carting it away to a distance. 

5. The foundation is rock and would never be subjected to the 
danger of sinking from insecure foundations. 

6. The machinery plant in the construction and repair depart- 
ment has been enlarged and modernized, so that all ordinary re- 
pairs to steel vessels can be aps pre executed. 

7. The climatic advantages of this station deserve consideration 
in fitting out or repairing vessels which have had tours of duty in 
tropical waters or which might unfortunately be stricken with 
yellow fever. An epidemic could much more easily be managed 
at Portsmouth than in one of our large cities like Boston, New 
York, Philadelphia, or Norfolk. 

8. One of our largest vessels if chased by an enemy’s fleet could 
enter the lower harbor at any time, while at New York or Boston 
it might be delayed at the entrance of the harbor by lack of water, 
and while so waiting be captured. 

9. Portsmouth can be entered at all seasons of the year, while 
all of the other navy-yards, down to and including Norfolk, may 
be closed by ice, but Portsmouth never is so closed. 

10. At all the other navy-yards it is necessary to dock large 
vessels at about the point of high water; at Portsmouth a dock 
could be constructed to dock vessels at half tide or with less water 
even than that. 

Mr. President, New Hampshire gets practically nothing out 
of the vast sums distributed roneneed the country by the river 
and harbor bill. The ten millions directly appropriated and the 
sixty millions prospectively appropriated in the river and harbor 
bill of this Congress will go elsewhere than to New Hampshire, 
Of this we do not complain. We have few streams to improve, 
but we have a harbor—one of the best in the world—for which 
we plead, and for which we have ecm in vain for many long 
years. Can it be that a plant that has cost $4,000,000 will be per- 
mitted to go to decay for want of an appropriation smaller than 
is frequently made for a public building in some city of the 
country? 

My colleague and I recently made a visit to the Portsmouth 
Navy- Yard and carefully inspected the plant, taking especial pains 
to examine the site for the proposed dry dock. As a result of our 
examination, and believing that it will be valuable for future ref- 
erence, we have had a diagram made of Portsmouth Harbor, show 
ing the location of the contemplated dock and its surroundings, 
which, in the absence of objection, { will have inserted in the 
Recorp in connection with my remarks. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE., 


May 2, 


Mr. President, I trust that the point of order will not 
against the amendment, but that it will be allowed to | 
part of the bill, and that the Senate conferees may see | 
clear to insist that it shall remain, to the end that ¢) 
delayed and much-needed improvement may be speedi|: 
taken. Let us give Portsmouth a dry dock this year: »); 
near future Charlestown and Algiers can be provided { 
is a plain business proposition which ought to commen: 
every member of this honorable body. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to raise a question of order 
amendment unless the Senator from New Hampshire , 
discuss it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say a word on the pendi: 
ment. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I reserve the right to make a poin' 
on the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to say that I concur fully jn , 
that has been said by my colleague [Mr. GALLINGER] in })-)\\f oy 
an appropriation for a dry dock at Portsmouth, N. H. [| th.) 
my colleague for having so carefully investigated the questi, 
and for the full and complete and, as I think, conclusive expositioy 
which he has made. 

I regret, Mr. President, that a controversy between localities a 
to the erection at those localities of additional dry docks an) ay 
assumed necessity growing out of the condition of the Treasury 
are likely to prevent an appropriation for a dock at the Portsmoy:) 
yard at the present session. I hope that at no very distant peri, 
an appropriation may be made and the Portsmouth yard may je 
given a dock which will make that yard one of the finest and jest 
yards in the world. 

I ask that there may be inserted in my remarks the joint reso}p. 
tion of the city councils of the city of Portsmouth, passed on the 
26th day of March, 1896, setting out the desire of Portsmouth for 
the construction of a dock and the advantages to the public t 
gained by such construction. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). In tho 
absence of objection, the paper will be inserted in the Recorp. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

In the year 1896. Joint resolution of > city councils of the city of Ports 
ou 


m , 

Whereas Portsmouth Harbor and the Piscataqua River seem to have | 
designed and created by nature for the yunpene of commerce, naviga 
and as a birthplace for a mighty navy; an 

Whereas, by the entire freedom, even in the severest winters. fr 
which the Soman River and Portsmouth Harbor enjoy, free ing 
ont egress from said harbor and river are to be had at all seasons vf t! 
an 

Whereas said river and harbor are broad, deep, safely navigable, and ator 
ample shelter fora large fleet of battle ships, where the anchorage and | 
in ounds are perfect; and 

ereas the water in the harbor and in the river to the Unit: 
nore a rd at Kittery, and for miles in the river above the navy-yari.is 
enough, at every stage of the tide and at all seasons of the year, \ !! 
largest ships ever constructed: It is therefore 

Resolved by the city councils of the city of Portsmouth, That the Senators 
and Representatives representing the State of New Hampshire in t! 
tional Congress be, and hereby are, invited and requested to use theirut 
influence tosecure the of the bill now pending appropriating a su: 
money for the construction, by the Government of the United States 
dry dock at the Portsmouth Navy-Yard. 

esolved, That a copy of these resolutions be transmitted by the 
to each Senator and Representative from New Hampshire. 

Passed the common council March 26, 1896. 

JOHN K. BATES, President. 

Passed the board of mayor and aldermen March 26, 1896. 

WILLIAM O. JUNKINS, Mayor 

Mr. COCKRELL. I make the point of order that the propos 
appropriation is not estimated for by any Department and not 
recommended by any committee. It would place the Committ 
on Appropriations of the Senate in conference in a very aU post: 
tion. It would be impossible to hold an amendment so Jac 
upon the bill against the objections of the members of the cou 
ference on the part of the other House. I hope the point of ore 
will be sustained. , 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before the Chair rules upon the pou 
order, I desire ney to state that in two previous Cons 
Committee on Naval Affairs have repo an amendim 
mending an appropriation for a dry dock at Portsmout). §! 
true that in the present Congress the amendment, whic! was =! 
mitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs, has not been report 
back, and I do not contend that the amendment is in order Wie” 
the rules of the Senate. I had, however, hoped that the point o 
order would not be made against it. a 

Mr. COCKRELL. We are forced to do it simply bees" . 
are a number of other applications for dry docks, and we ©" 
not possibly discriminate, as the Committee on Naval Affairs = 
made no recommendation in regard to any of them, and we s'™))) 
excluded them all. ee ee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ound upon which the p* 
of order is made being admitted, the Chair sustains !t. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, if I may be permitted 2! 


int 


1oment, 
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I will state that I had contemplated offering an amendment to the 
pill requiring one of the battle ships to be built at Portsmouth, 
Va., where there is not only a dry dock, but where there are most 
ample facilities for constructing almost any work that the Govern- 
ment might desire. I doubt very much the policy which predom- 
inates in the pending bill of giving out those vessels to privat: 
contracts. In fact, I think it would be better if a portion of them 
at least were built at the navy-yards which the Government has 
constructed at such great expense. But I have not thought it ad- 
visable to attempt to put an amendment upon the bill, because | 
have been advised by those who have it in charge of the objections 
which would be urged to it, and I did not wish to consume the 
time of the Senate in what seemed to me to be a vain and useless 
avor. 

= BLANCHARD. Mr. President, I wish to make the 
statement as has just been made by the Senator from Virginia in 
respect to the dry dock at Algiers, in the State of Louisiana. Sev- 
eral commissions of naval officers have heretofore reported in favor 
of Algiers as the co place for the erection of a dry dock for 
the convenience of the Gulf coast; but having understood that it 
was the policy of those in charge of the appropriation bills in the 
Senate that none of the seem for dry docks would be per- 
mitted to go upon the naval appropriation bill, my colleague [ Mr. 
Carrery] and myself have not thought proper to make the vain 
attempt of having an amendment to that effect adopted on the 
pending bill. However, we wish now to give notice that at the 
next session we intend to press the appropriation for the construc- 
tion of a oo at Algiers, in Louisiana. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, reverting now to the amend- 
ment proposing $4,000,000 for 20 torpedo gunboats, torpedo-boat 
destroyers, and torpedo boats 

The VICE-PRESIDENT (at 2 o’clock p. m.). The Chair will | 
state, before the Senator from New Hampshire proceeds, that by 
agreement yesterday the bill will now be open to amendment 
under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I understand that from this time on the 
debate is to proceed under the five-minute rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire oblige me 
by stating how long it requires to build one of these torpedo 
boats? Within what time under a fair exigency could one be 
constructed? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SQUIRE, I can answer the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. PEFFER. I rise to a question of order. I ask that the 
unfinished business may be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. A resolution by Mr. PEFFER, providing for a 
committee of five Senators to investigate and report generally all 
the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of | 
United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, and 1896. 5 

Mr. PEFFER. ILask that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside in order that we may proceed with the consideration of 
the naval appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Iaskthe Chair, 2 o’clock having arrived, to enforce 
the rule which was established by the agreement vesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has announced that the 
debate will now proceed in accordance with the agreement of yes- 
terday, and the Chair has recognized the Senator from New Hamp- | 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER] under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I dislike to undertake to answer technical 
questions of the kind asked me by the Senator from Wisconsin 
{Mr. ViLas], because I may be much out of the way. My impres- 
sion is that any one of these largest gunboats might be built by 
contract in a year or a yearand a half. Some of the smaller boats 
might be built in less than a year. I suppose there are half a 
dozen or perhaps ten establishments in the United States that can | 
compete in public competition for the construction of these 20 
boats. The more establishments there are to compete and to build | 
the more rapidly I assume the torpedo boats cane be constructed. 

_ I would not be unwilling to be put in the attitude of voting to 
intrust more discretion tothe Secretary of the Navy in the build- 
ing of torpedo boats than the Senator from Marylandis. It would 
be perhaps a singular sight to see the Senator from Maryland. a 
distinguished leader of the political party which has placed the | 
Secretary of the Navy in his present position, showing distrust of 
that officer. It might be equally surprising to see a radical Re- 
publican Senator willing to give him more discretion. How that 
comes about I will not undertake to say; but I say in reply to the | 
Senator from Maryland that I do not think he will conceive that 
too much diseretion is given to the Secretary. Under the Dill as | 
it comes from the House of Representatives there are to be 5 boats 
at a speed of 26 knots, to cost in all not exceeding $800,000, and 10 | 
boats to have the highest practicable speed for vessels of 


T 


same 


e 
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| that can be properly used except bor 


| of the world and the pledged taxpaying power in bonds d 


| credit of the United Stat 


ATT9 


their class, to c« t n ex ) 
to > boats that we fi i 
ot ( e, 
I mitation which I put in mv 

Secretary of the Navy shall t 
000 h all construct 20 torpe 
Is to say, at an ave? er 
boats shall attain a speed ¢ i n 
a speed of 26 knots. It s« sto 

ns. Here are all th mitations w dd 
Senators ought to be willing to i { 
the secretary ol t! Navy. If th 
number of ships and no conditior 


boats there might | 


»>omecthion i wv" ; } ‘ 1 


to the Secretary of the Navy, ‘‘ Take 4 
torpedo b ts as you cl oose, and | dt \ } 
high or low, as you choose.” But] 
and effective limitation, and I can n ( ha 
who is willing to vote to increase th ithority to b 
boats will be unwilling to vote for the an tment as th l. 
In reply to the Senator from Colorado {Mr. W . who 
aid certain estimates had been made by the Secretary e Nav 
| which were not being conformed to by thé committee, the Senato 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcre} has shown that no estimat 
have been submitted by the Secretary of 1 Navy | Sect 
tary of the Navy simply recommenced t mnstruct » ba 
tle ships and at least 12 torpedo boats. he Heuse of R enta 
tives concluded to appropriate for 4 battle ships and 1 rpedo 
boats. The Senate has stricken out 2 baitle ships, | r th 
appropriation down to the number recommended by tl tar 
of the Navy, and it is now proposed by this amendment to con 
struct, instead of 15 torpedo boats, 20 torpedo boats. But, Mr 
President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senat: me ha pired, 
Mr. CHANDLER. One word, by unar usconsent. The ap- 


propriation is increased in order that we 
ter torpedo boats. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, 
pending amendment. 

The arguments of the Senator from Maryland 
and the Senator from Colorado |Mr. Wouicorr}| d 


larger and bet 


I desire to say a few words upon the 
Mr. GorMAN] 
mand that we 


) lin 
pula 


shall reduce all the appropriations, stop the pub 
off the salaries, stop everything. If this country is ba 
it is in serious financial distress, the proposition to cut 
four million dollars upon the arguments 
is a conclusion that does not result. 
Again, the proposition that there is no form of the 


rs, cut 
rupt, if 
ii two or 
made is insignificant, and 
public credit 
nds with interest payable in 
gold is another untenable proposition. Are we t 
ment of labor? Is the public credit, which is th: 
factor in the whole world in all financial enterpr 
only in the form of gold-interest bonds? 11 
that in the New York World recently there w 
the Rothschilds—less than 40 men—had accumulate 
last few years over $20,000,000,000. Did they have it 
that wasamyth. We knowit was the publi 


top the e1 ple 
rtant 
\ » used 
other day 
ment that 
d within the 
We know 

lit of the nati 


rawlng 


ard th 


is ast 


interest. 

Mr. President, if we need any measures for the public interest, 
if we need public buildings, if we need a navy, if we need an 
army—if these are objects of public utility the proposition that 
this country is bankrupt is entirely untenabl It is the richest 

| country in the world, whether in accumulated wealth or in the 
wealth that belongs to the people generally. 

If the Senator from Maryland and the Senator from Colorado 


desire to lessen the burden of oppressive taxation, let them stop 
taxation by corporate powers, by trusts and ndicates, which, 
where there is one dollar collected DY the Government, collect 


| ten from the people. 


That is the point of viewin which the policy of taxation should 
be attacked, not that which looks to the preservation the Gov 
ment and the public defense. This countr the richest country 
in the world, and if the Senator from Maryland is right he should 
be here demanding that Coner all prolong its session that 
revenue may be supplied. Where is the trouble with a tax on 
beer, a tax on spirits, a tax on foba ». a tax on luxuries, on 
accumulated wealth? The resources of t Unit Stat are 
unlimited, andif there are errorsof public pol isiness 
of Congress to correct them. [ft y are e! nthe existing 
law, it is the business of the Senator from M ind and the Sen- 

| ator from Colorado to propose to « ot to speak of 
financial embarrassments which are t result our own negli- 
gence and our own fault. 

Mr. President, if I had it in my power I would issue the public 


sin the form of T or silver 
tion in the pending 
the public credit of 


wury note 
4 


+) 


coin, and I am confident that every approp 
bill would be gladly accepted in the form of 
5 
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the United States in the shape of circulating notes payable at the 
will of the Government. Why should it not be so? Why, sir, 
the credit of this country is the most valuable property in the | 
world. It is the most secure Government in the world. The | 
prop wition of the Senator from Colorado is that the people of the 

Jnited States are to take no part in the great measures of public 
policies that look to the advancement of the people, the comfort 
of the great masses of the people, the employment of the unem- 
ployed, the general distribution of comfort and prosperity, but 
that we are to be confined to the mere question whether some 
Administration has administered the finances of the Government 
in the wisest manner, and whether it is subject to the severest 
censure and condemnation. This is not a question for the Sen- 
ate, but it is a subject which imperatively demands our attention, 
not only that we shall supply adequate volume, but also that we 
shall not stifle and embarrass and hinder the enterprise and en- 
ergy and thrift of the people, and also that we shall not fail to use 
the public credit in such method as will least injure and benefit 
most largely the people. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thetime of the Senator from Florida 
has expired. 

Mr. PEF FER. Mr. President, the little I have to say, perhaps, 
can be better said at this point than at another during the discus- 
sion cf the bill. 

Iam opposed to the increase of our Navy beyond what is pro- 
vided for under existing laws. I think that the true policy of the 
United States is to maintain peaceful relations with all its neigh- 
bors beyond the sea as well as with those immediately adjoining 
us. I donot believe that we are in danger of collision with any 
nation in any part of the world either now or in time to come, 
and that the only danger with which we are threatened is in our 
own midst, if there be any danger. 

Iam willing to make large appropriations for the improvement 
of our harbors and our rivers and the opening up of our public 
lands, the building of highways, railroads, reservoirs for storing 
water, canals and aqueducts for the transportation of water, and 
the division of public lands into small geographical areas in order 
to make homes for the people; in other words, to develop our 
latent resources, to get the people at work at home, to build school- 
houses and churches and railways, and in all other respects develop 
the resources with which a bountiful Providence has blessed us. 

In addition to that, I do not believe that the millennium has 
quite reached us, or that it has even approached within sight. The | 
war spirit among nations has not entirely subsided. There may 
possibly be danger in the future; we do not know what will arise. 
I would have no objection to the construction of coast defenses 
and the manning and equipping of them for the purpose of defend- 
ing our interior. 

‘The interests of the American Republic are all bound up in the 
little word ‘‘ peace”; peace with all the world, peace among our- 
selves. With our Northern neighbors, our Canadian friends, we 
shall some day be united in eternal wedlock. Our railways now 

»ass across both of the countries; their people are becoming assimi- 
ted. Some of ours are going beyond the borderand some of theirs 
are coming to this side in order to help one another. Our rail- 
Ways are now piercing the Mexican Republic, and it will not be 
many years until Canada and Mexico and the United States of 
America will be one great nation, if we will only pursue a peace- 
ful policy among ourselves. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to 
suggest to him that the exception he makes in connection with 
the proper defense of the country ought to induce him to vote for 
the 20 torpedo boats, for they are purely defensive? 

Mr, PEFFER. Oh, Mr. President, torpedo boats are made for 
the pu e of running out into the waters on the outside and 
destroying the commerce of the enemy, if we should happen to 
have any—— 

Mr. CHANDLER. They are for defense. 

Mr. PEFFER. Or the battle ships of the enemy. It is in the 
line of war spirit. 

Mr. CHANDLER. It is purely defensive. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I am infiuenced in the vote I 
shall give on this question not by any want of confidence in the 
Secretary of the Weve, but solely by the fact that we are in no 
condition to build any greater number of vessels than are actually 
demanded by the exigencies of the country. I do not anticipate 
any war, and I am decidedly in favor of a strong, comparatively 
small increase of the Navy. The proposition now made by the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], it seems to me, 
ought not to be sw porten at thistime. The House of Represent- 
atives have provided in the bill for the increase of the Navy to 
the extent of 5 torpedo boats, 4 seagoing coast-line battle ships, 
and 10 torpedo boats, the 10 torpedo boats to cost $500,000. 

It seems to me we ought to go nofurther. There is no occasion 
for entering upon the enlargement of the Navy to any undue ex- 
tent. There is nothing in the signs of the times, there is nothing 
in the condition of our foreign and domestic relations, that de- 





mands any haste. There is no danger of a war with any « 


| at present; and although the increase of the Navy migi)t 


ducted properly and efficiently, so as to have a navy strong, 
to defend our coasts, I would not now enter upon that . 
further than is absolutely necessary. 

Since the Committee on Appropriations have provided { 
reduction of the number of torpedo boats (and the Senai 
ready determined upon building only two seagoing coast-lin. 
ships) I think we ought to stand by the Committee on Ap), 
tions. I shall therefore vote for no increase whatever that 
posed in respect to the Navy beyond the limits fixed in ¢) 

I think the Committee on Appropriations were very wi: 
ducing the number of torpedo boats. They can be easi 
quickly built in case of exigency. They can be built wi 
year, according to the statement of the Senator from New | 
shire [Mr. CHANDLER]. There is, therefore, no pressing n: 

for entering upon their construction now. I am always rey 

that we have an insufficient revenue to carry on the Govern). 
It has been shown by the vote already taken in the Senate jh), 
this body is opposed to any additional taxes. It is opposed to ; 
increase of public revenue in that way, while it is conceded ©) 4) 
hands, by the Secretary of the Treasury as well as others y 
took a more hopeful view of it a while ago, that there wil! 
deficiency in the revenues this year of about $31,000,000. In ¢ 
condition of affairs it is not right, it is not just, for the S- 

the United States to provide for greater increase in th Wy 
This is a merely permissive authority. It says, ‘‘The Preside; js 
hereby authorized to have constructed by contract,” etc. |; 
not mandatory, and in my judgment, if the President acts \ 

he will not exercise the power already given here to build |oxjs 
unless the signs of the times are more favorable to an increase of 
revenue, 

I think the next Administration to be elected this fall had letter 
be intrusted with any measures that are necessary to enlarys the 
Navy. and it will also be prepared, no doubt, whatever pai 
prevail in this country, to provide additional revenue. | 
is done I think all works of any kind or any description w! 
all the appropriations contained in the river and harbor | 
the appropriations that depend upon the discretion of th: 
tive authority ought to be limited, and that we ought not in a1 
case to extend the amount of the appropriations beyon:| 
amount of current revenue. I shall therefore vote against 
proposition to increase the number of vessels of any kind 
ever to be built. I voted yesterday for the reduction of tiv 
number of seagoing coast-line battle ships to 2. I did it entire! 
for that reason. I should like to see the 4 built, but this i 
the time todo it. Weshould wait until our revenues are sufi 
to justify the expenditure. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I propose to take very litt): 
time of the Committee of the Whole. as there are many aimen- 
ments to be offered; and I have not, by the way, although t): 
has been before the Senate for a full week, taken in all of t): 
of the committee over twenty minutes. 
~ The other House sends to us a provision for two classes of these 
boats, in number 15, at a cost of $1,675,000. ‘There are no limita- 
tions except as provided in the clause. The last appropriation of 
$800,000 under the bill as it comes from the House is to be devoted 
to 10 torpedo boats. That would authorize what I believe would 
be practically the squandering of this money. It would build 
little torpedo pute that are obsolete and good for nothing. No 
other powers build them. In that regard the amendment of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is much better, 
and it increases the appropriation, not in the large sum that has 
been stated, but, to be exact, $2,325,000 over the House appro- 
priations, the $4,000,000 being that much more than the [House 
provision. 

The amendment sets out each class, into the type of torpedo 
boats that are now being built by the great nations of the world, 
with a minimum of 26 or of 30 knots. I doubt whether the 20 
boats can be obtained for the $4,000,000, but theycan pretty nearly. 
I do not see any objection if any Senator proposes to say that no 
one of these boats shall cost more than $375,000. I give that figure 
because a singularly competent man who has been engaged 11 the 
building of naval ships and has had the run lately of the french 
and English yards informs me that it is these large torpedo boats 
alone that are being built now. The others are considered ¢rea- 
tions of the past. I should hope, as the amendment increas:s the 
appropriation above the House provision for this class of vress«!s 
only $2,825,000, that with some limitation of that kind the amend 
ment would pass. But I do not ee to take any more of the 
time of the Committee of the Who e, being very desirous that 4 
vote shall be taken, and as other important amendments, 1) '° 
discussion of which Senators desire to icipate, are comin Up 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I should like to make a few ™ 
marks in respect to this matter. My theory of the true co ar 
for the Government to pursue in respect to the Navy is to bu I 
such ships as it would require a long time to build, to make such 
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rovision as it might in the case of exigency be impossible to make 
vithin a limited time, and to leave to the arising of the exigency 
such action in regard to other matters useful to the Navy as can 
be thus properly left. What is the object of our now expending 
millions on smaller vessels like these torpedo boats that can be 
built ina short time? Before they are built there will be some- 
thing better devised, and they will be useless. The Government 
never built a ship which has not become somewhat obsolete. As 
was stated by the Senator from Maryland [| Mr. GorMAN} the other 
day, not a vessel which has been constructed in our new Navy is 
now up to date except the very last ones. It seems to me that the 
course of wisdom is to provide those things for the Navy which can 
not be done ina hurry and to leave those things which can be done 
quickly to the occurring of the exigency for them. 

The Senator from Washington | Mr. Squire} informs me that 
under one contract for constructing a torp lo boat only ten 
months are required to build it. I haveno doubt such boats could 
be built, if the occasion required, infour months. If that be true, 
why build a large number of vessels which may become entirely 
useless when the occasion arises for them? This is the only sug- 
gestion I desire to make. I do not understand that the American 
people are striving to build a navy to go a-jingoing with, as the 
senator from Massachusetts (Mr. LopGr]| substantially put it this 
morninys—to equip ourselves with a whinger, in order to become a 
nations swashbuckler in the world. 

Mr. GORMAN. 1 
the Senator from New Hampshire {Mr. CHANDLER]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendment to the amendment 
wiil be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the amend- 
ment the following proviso: 

Provided, That not more than $375,000 shall be expended in the construc 
tion of any one of said torpedo boats. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Maryland [{ Mr. Gor- 
MAN] to the amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [| Mr. 
CHANDLER]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. 
CHANDLER] as amended. 

Mr. GORMAN. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. PLATT. Let the amendment be read once more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names: 
Allen, Cockrell, 


\ 


Hill, 


Quay, 
Allison, Daniel, Kyle, Roach, 
Bacon, Davis, Lodge, Sherman, 
Baker, Dubois, Me Millan, Shoup, 
Bate, Elkins, Martin, Squire, 
Berry, Frye, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Blanchard, Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis. Teller, 
Brown, Gear, Morrill, Tillman, 
Burrows, George, Nelson, Turpie, 
Butler, Gibson, Pasco, Vilas, 
Caffery, Gordon, Peffer, Walthall, 
Call, Gorman, Perkins, Warren, 
Cannon, Hale Pettigrew, White, 
Carter, Hansbrough, Platt, Wolcott. 
Chandler, Harris, Pritchard, 
Clark, Hawley, Proctor, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Sixty-two Senators have answered to 
their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. The question 
recurson agreeing to theamendment submitted by the Senator from 
New Hampshire, as amended, upon which the yeas and nays are 
demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the amendment be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to strike out all after the word 
“each,” in line 24, page 50, down to and including the word ‘‘ dol- 
lars,” in line 4, page 51, and insert: 

Torpedo gunboats a o-boat destroyers with a minimum speed of 
30 knots, an obeste with a i speed of 26 knots, 20 in number, 


to cost in all, exclusive of armament, not to exceed $4,000,000: Provided, That 
not more than $375,000 shall be expended in the construction of any one of 
said torpedo boats. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended, on which the yeas and nays have been 
ordered. The Secretary will call the roil. 

The ard roceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CAFFERY (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Michigan | Mr. Burrows]. Not know- 
ing how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 
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1 offer an amendment to the amendment of | 


seni Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoa en mv 
pair t le Junior senator from ‘ Mr. B EF} andy wr 

Mr QUAY when his n 18 W I I rare \ e 
Set r from Alabama [Mr. M | we it, I 
should vote ** yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his1 i h 
t senator from Nebraska fea 3- 
ent, | withhold my y 

The roll call was concinded. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce t Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania | Mr. Cami N yn 
with the Junior Senator from K ‘ | ask 
that this announcement may appl; ull n 
during the day. , 

Mr. CAFFERY. I transfer my pair with 1 ! m 
Michigan [Mr. Burrows] to the Senator from Texas |Mr. Cutt 
ron| and will vote. I vote ‘* nay.” 

Mr. BACON. Ihavea general pair with th r Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. Wetmore]. Under our a nt either of 
us is authorized to vote on a qu 1 non] und I will 
therefore cast my vote on this question. | 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iask the Senator from Georgia transf lis 
pair to the Senator from New Jersey | Mr. Suiru I ir 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has voted anyhow, and it \ ike 


no difference. 
Mr. BACON. 


I transfer my pair to the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. Smiru}. 











Mr. PASCO (after having vot ‘ itiv [ that 
the Senator from Washington . ILSON|, with whom I am 
generally paired, has not voted. I prop i transfer o ! th 
the Senator from New Hampshit Mr. Gal ER » th he 
Senator from Washington |Mr. WiLson!] and t senat n 
Texas [Mr. MILLs] will stand | 1, 1 in way 1 \ et 
my vote stand. That arrangement will lea Senator ym 
New Hampshi Mr. GALLINGER] free to vi 

Mr. GALLINGER (after hav , voted in the affirmative). 
That will permit my vote to stand [ have already vy 
_Mr. GEORGE. [ am paired h the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. McBripe}. If he were present, I should vote “nay. 

Phe result was announced—yeas 23, nays 39; a llows: 

YEAS 

Bacon, Davis, Ha M 

| Brown, Dubois, H b P 1S, 
Call. Fry I P 
Cannon, Gallinger, vi in, Pr tor, 
Carter, Gibson, M s 
Chandler, Gordon, M l, Oreg 

NAYS ) 
| Allen, Cockrell, Nelson Stewart, 
Allison, Daniel, Pa Py _ r, 
Baker, Gear Pa I ie, 
| Bat Gorman rr Vest 
| Berry, Hansbrough, Pe v Vila 
Blackburn, Harris Pr ird, Ww ull, 
} Blanchard, Hill Pr Ww n, 
| Butler, Ky! R wi 
Cattery, i Sl l, We tt. 
Clark, 

N 16 

Aldrich, ’ Smith, 

ice, le, Thurston 

Burrows, Mi Tillman 

| Cameron, Hoar, Morgan, Voorhees, 
Chilton, Irby Murphy, Wetmore, 
Cullom, Jones, Ark \) WwW ) 
Elkin Jones, Nev : 

| So the amendment as amended y ected 

Mr. GEORGE. Ioffer the amend which I send to the desk, 

The SECRETARY. After line 13, page 7, it pro 1 to insert: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and 1 l toy im- 
mediately, to the pater » the $25,000 appropr ed nakin ppro- 
priations for the naval service for the f ‘ ) Ws or 
ther purposes, approved March 2. 189. Said nr ‘th ive 
rights to and for ordnance appliances now in 1 naval vessels and pro- 
tected and covered by patent No. 533171, said patent b rem braced it con- 
tract dated January 28, 189, and signed by the Secretary Na ithe 
patentee.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Mississipp Mr. 
GEORGE}. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like toask who the patentee is and what 
the payment is for. We are to be eco 

Mr. SHERMAN. What is the amount, and for what it to be 


r. MITCHELL of Wisconsin (when his name was called). I | 


am paired with the Senator from New Jersey {[Mr. SEWELL]. 
{am informed that he would vote “ nay,” if present, and I will 
therefore vote. I vote “ nay.” 


Mr, PUGH (when his name was called). 1 am paired with the 
XXVITI—296 


\ 


paid? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
The Secretary again read the amendmen 
Mr. TELLER. I would say that th 


nm 1 
1a rondn t wi 
The a iment Wu 


again be re 


Committee on Ap 


propria- 


tions examined that matter, but n in time to put it on the bill 
before it was reported. It was submitted to the Senator from 


Maine and myself, and we decided to let it go on, 
Mr. HALE. It is to carry out a contract. 
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Mr. TELLER. It is to carry out a contract made with the 
Government, and to carry out a law of last year. 

Mr. HALE. This was a provision made in last year’s appro- 
priation act, which has not been paid. The Senator from Colo- 


under the circumstances, the man was entitled to his pay. Lei 


the Secretary read the provision in the last naval appropriation | 


act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay, should he consider such pay 
ment desirable, for the exclusive rights to and for ordnance appliances now 
in use on naval vessels and protected and covered by patent No. 535171, said 

yatent being embraced in a contract dated January 28, 1893, and signed by 
he Secretary of the Navy and the patentee and authorized in the act mak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for che fiscal year ending June 30, 
1893, and for other purposes, $25,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
to be immediately available. 

Mr. TELLER. I would say that the patentee is a young man 
of the name of H. B. Hurst, who is a resident of the State of Mis- 
siss! ppi when he is at home. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It seems to me that a provision of this kind 
ought to be reported from the Committee on Claims or some com- 
mittee which has immediate charge of such subjects. It seems 
this was appropriated for last year and that the Secretary of the 
Navy did not hold it to be binding upon the Government; at least 
that is the inference. I think, under the circumstances, we ought 
not to put a claim of this kind uponan appropriation bill. It isa 
private claim and could be objected to upon that ground, without 
putting it upon the broad ground that the money had not been 
paid by the executive authority, they deciding it not to be a just 
claim, or at least not paying it. I think we ought not to put it on 
here. Let it stand like any other private claim, to be referred { 
the proper committee, reported by them, and then acted upon by 
the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. Ido not think it isa privateclaim. It was on the 
appropriation bill of last year, and the Secretary, acting in his 
discretion, did not pay it. The ground taken by the Department, 
I understand, is that it was discovered, as claimed by the Depart- 
ment, that certain inventions covering the same principle had 
been made by officers of the Navy Department, and that there- 
fore this was not needed, and was superfluous. The Senator from 
Colorado and myself did not believe that that was sufficient 
ground, but the Department thought it sufficient to prevent this 
man who got the appropriation last year from being paid the 
money. The whole consideration now about it being a private 
claim ended last year when Congress adopted it, and we have rec- 
ommended that it be paid now in accordance with the action of 
last year. The Senate, of course, will do as it pleases about it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I notice the phraseology of the statute of 
last year reads: 

To enable the Secretary to pay, should he consider such payment desirable. 

It seems he did not consider such payment desirable; at least he 
did not pay it. There arethousands of meritorious claims against 
the Government. 
pect to live to see the time when they will be appropriated for on 
a naval appropriation bill or any other bill. It does seem to me, 
when this claimant has aright before Congress to ask that his 
claim shall be adjudicated and the Court of Claims is open to him, 
that we ought not, certainly without a very full consideration of 
this matter, to cause the Government to pay $25,000 for a claim 
which, I take it, is in controversy. I think there are very grave 
reasons why this amendment should not go upon the present bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The Government of the United States made a 
contract with this young man for these patented articles. They 
have had the use of them and they are using them now. The 
question is whether they shall pay for them. That is the whole 
matter. It was considered by the committee last year, and has 
been reconsidered by the committee at this session, and we be- 
lieve he ought to be paid. There is not any time under the five- 
minute rule to go into any very extended explanation of thecase, 
and it would be quite impossible to make the proper statement 
of it in that time, but it has been twice before the Committee 
on Appropriations, twice thoroughly considered, and itis to carry 
out a contract contained in the law of last year. 

Mr. LODGE. I bave no doubt the claim isa very good one, but 
there are a great many good claims against the United States to 
carry out contracts which are not paid, and which are delayed 
year after year. This bill, as I understand, is for the support of 
the Navy, and it seems to me the proper place for a claim of this 
kind is not on the naval bill, but on the general deficiency bill, 
where payments of that sort are made. Itis rather unusual to 
pay a private claim on a naval appropriation bill, and it seems to 
me when the deficiency bill is up, and we shall not be under the 
five-minute rule, there will be an opportunity to understand the 
claim. I have no desire to oppose an honest claim unreasonably, 
but all we know about this is that the Secretary of the Navy, on 
its being left to him, did not think it a good claim and refused to 
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pay it. That is really all we know about it. It seems ¢ 


| it would be better to allow it to come up on the general ( 


bill. Then it can be explained, and I have no doubt 


| proper claim, as I suppose it is, it will be passed. 
rado and I looked the matter over, and made up our minds that, 


Mr. ALLEN. I am not concerned whether this a: 
goes on this bill or not. Ido not see why it can not 
this bill, if it ought to be paid at all, just as well as to 
any other bill; but I rose for the purpose of inquiring 
person who knows, presumably the Senator having th 
charge, as to what it is proposed we shall pay for? Th 
ment itself does not disclose anything. We are paying { 
patented articles, and the amendment does not disci. 

The act read a moment ago gives us to understand th 
paying for some patented articles; but we are not told w!) 
articles are, nor what title we are obtaining to them. 

[ rose, in the second place, to ask the attention of t] 
from Maine to a statement that he made a moment ago. t 
officers are engaged in patenting certain articles which ; 
by the Navy. I should Tike to know if that be true. 

Mr. HALE. It appears every now and then that office 
Navy and the Army get out patents. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Maine mean t) 
officers who are in the service of this Government and \ 
been educated by the Government are taking advanta » 
education and their experience as naval officers by ja 
articles and selling them to the Government? 

Mr. HALE. That raises another question about selling t¢) 
to the Government. They generally give them tothe ( 
ment. 

a ALLEN. Still they get money out of the Government fo; 
them? 

Mr. HALE. They do not get any money generally. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am not speaking generally. Are there pat 
in existence of that kind? 

Mr. HALE. I donot think, unless there has been a sp» 
vision authorized by Congress, that there is any case on 1 
where army or navy officers getting out patents have rec 
money for them. Sometimes 1 have known of cases so rem: 
able, so meritorious, that Congress has authorized some recovni- 
tion of such patents by giving some small sum to the patente 

Mr. ALLEN. Weare talking about a patent. What is this 
patent? What does it consist of? 

Mr. TELLER. I will tell the Senator. 

Mr. HALE. The officers do not get royalties. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. Hurst patented certain improvements i 
cartridges and breech-loading guns. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Is this gentleman an officer of the Army? 

Mr. TELLER. No; he is a private citizen. His patents 
cover the use of a practice rifle inside of a large gun. It is taking 
a large gun and putting inside of it another gun, taking 
breech lock and using it for practice purposes, for traini 
etc., and there is a recoil to prevent the smaller gun from i: 
the larger gun. He has invented various kinds of mac! 
that sort, which are complicated and difficult to uni 
Having made these patents, he went to the Navy Departi 
made a contract with Mr. Tracy, who was then Secretary 
Navy. Thereupon inquiries were made—and I have a le! 
showing that they inquired of the Navy Department—to | 
he could get these patents and whether they were interfering \ 
anything else, and also as to whether he made any assiz) 
Then he entered into a contract with the Government 
might use these appliances, and the Government has us 
Afterwards the Department said that somebody else had: 
discovery simultaneously with him, although nobody els 
a patent, and no patent had been taken out for such ap) 
Thereupon they declined to pay him. The committee, after in 
gating, believed that Mr. Hurst was the original inventor, aid 
the Government had had the use of his inventions, andis now 
them, they could see no reason why the contract shoul | 
carried out and why the money which was appropriated lus 
should not be paid. 

I can say to the Senator that we have given some ai‘ 
this matter, and I have had some knowledge myself regi 
because when the contracts were made by this young m:! 
with him and introduced him to the Secretary of the ° 
that he might be able to make the contracts. He has m 
I believe his appliances are valuable, and after examining 
ject last year and examining it again we think this amou! 
to be paid him. It would take an hour or two to read 1! 
ments which the young man has left with me or with th: 


| from Mississippi to be presented to the Senate. That ca: 


done under the five-minute rule. : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has expir'! 


Mr. ALLEN. I hope the Senator's remarks will not be taken 
out of my time. 


Mr. TELLER. Iask the Senator to pardon me. 
pose that my remarks would come out of his time. 


I did n®& sup 





pele i 


EE cnet ishbtensnainseansnesia 


Mr. ALLEN. I will make this inquiry. I want information. 
The Senator from Colorado has not yet disclosed what we have 
bought from this man or what we are to get from him. 

Mr. TELLER. We have the right to use this patent. If the 
»ator wants to go into a careful statement of it I have the docu- 
nt here, but it would take some time for him to understand 
he matter, and unless he is a better machinist than the averag: 
snator he would not be able to understand it. 

M r. ALLEN. Do we get the exclusive right to the invention, 
or the right to use it? ; , 

Mr. TELLER. We get the exclusive and absolute right. It is 
good for nobody except the Government of the United States. 
Mr. ALLEN. Then we are the assignees of the patentee? 

Mr. TELLER. Weare, if we pay the money. 


Bess PP 
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Mr. ALLEN. Do we have anything to pay after this payment? 


Mr. TELLER. We have nothing to pay, noroyalty. The Gov- 
ernment is going to use it, and will use it whether it is paid for 
or not. ‘ 5 iain ; 

Mr. SHERMAN. I make the point of order that it is a private 
claim and not in order on an appropriation bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again stated. 

Mr. HALE. All there is in parliamentary law on that subject 
is found in clause 4 of Rule XVI. Undoubtedly no private claim 
can be put upon a general appropriation bill unless it is under 
the conditions which are prescribed in clause 4. 

Mr. VEST. Read the rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will first read the 
amendment. 

The Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. GroraGr, 
as follows: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and required to pay, im 
mediately, to the patentee the $25,000 appropriated in the act making appro 
sriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June W, 106, and 
Prot her purposes, approved March 2, 1895. Said act providing “for the exclu 
sive rights to and for ordnance appliances now in use on naval vessels and 
protected and covered by patent No. 533171, said patent being emnbraced in a 


A 


Hon. 


contract dated January 2, 1893, and signed by the Secretary of the Navy and | 


” 


the pat ntee. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the fourth 
clause of Rule XVI. 

The Secretary read clause 4 of Rule XVI, as follows: 

Noamendment the object of which is to provide for a private claim shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill unless it be to carry out the 
provisions of an existing law ora treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on 
the face of the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. On that point the existing law does not corre- 
spond with this amendment. The existing law is that the Secre- 
tary shall pay the amount at his discretion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is made against 
the proposed amendment by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHER- 
man}. The Chair has caused to be read the rule, which is famil- 
iar to the Senate, and the Chair is of the opinion that the amend- 
ment does not carry out existing law, as it is not mandatory, but 
is discretionary with the Secretary of the Navy. For that reason 
the Chair will sustain the point of order. 

Mr. HALE. I hope, Mr. President, we shall now proceed with 
the reserved items. I ask the Secretary to read the first amend- 
ment which has not been acted upon, at the bottom of page 5v, 
line 25. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reserved amendments of the 
Committee on Appropriations will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 25, on page 50, before the word “ tor- 
pedo,” it is proposed to strike out “ five” and insert “ three”; so 
as to read: 


And three torpedo boats, to have a maximum speed of not less than, etc. 


Mr. HALE. This is a committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next reserved amendment was, on page 51, line 1, before 
the word “knots,” to strike out “26” and insert ‘‘30”; in line 2, 
before the word “ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ and seventy-five”; in 
the same line, after the word “and,” to strikeout ‘‘ not to exceed ” 
in line 3, after the word ‘‘ten,” to strike out ‘‘or more”; and in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘ exceeding,” to strike out *‘ eight” 
and insert “five ”; so as to read: 

And three torpedo boats, to have a maximum speed of not less than 30 
nots, to cost in all not exceeding $800,000; and not to exceed ten torped 
boats to cost in all not exceeding $500,000, and to have the highest practicable 

speed for vessels of their class. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

_ The next reserved amendment of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions was, on page 51, line 5, after the word “class,” to insert: 
wane more than two of said battle ships and not more than three of said 
onl © boats shall be built in one yard or by one contracting party, and in 
lowest best responsible bidder. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next reserved amendment was, on page 51, line 21, after the 


| Navy Department which I wish to 
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words * bat } ship.” to 


t hipandt ne boul 


r > per « 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In « “wor 
Washington proposes to amend the amendment of 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment 
Senator from Washington will be stated f1 
Mr. HALE. That 

and 22. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so 
Mr. SQUIRE. ‘connect ith 


goes back to the amendment on | 3 21 


mm 


Mr. HALE. i will agree to the Senatol 
than have them read. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I ask that these dispatches be pn 
RECORD as part of my remarks. 


The dispatches referred to are as follows: 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, A 
VATSON C 
In the naval appropriation bill, as now fore the S 
torpedo boats 1 to cost over £0 
speed, the Department. wl 
wan thee = 


SQUIRE: 


»~ W 





: poss i is 

3 for the Governnu t, ha 
fovided tf we 

Witha provis 





ifie Coast » regarding cost similar to tl 
battle ship. 


W. McADOO, A 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, A 
Hon. Watson C. SQuire: 

In reply to your written inquiry of th 
ditions as to price and the capacity of the 
would consider it good policy » lrage sbipbulldu i pedo 
boats for the Navy, on the Pacific Coas 

W. McADOO, A j ry. 


; date, I have t 


builder 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, May I 


Hon. W. C. SQUTRE: 
Replying to telegram of April 29, the estimated cost for sending at 
boat similar to the Cushing from New York to San Franc 
ical rate of speed, for coal, oil, and engineer's stores, would 
F. M. RAMSAY 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the 
indicate his amendment? 
Mr. SQUIRE. After the word “ battle ship,” in lin . 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Howis the RecorpD going to appear? There 
were no remarks made, as I understand, by the Senator from 
Washington. A suggestion was made that 


Senator from Washington 


some remat would 
be submitted, whereupon the Senator from Maine |[Mr. Hae} 
aid that rather than have the remarks he would acce] 
ment. Now, the Senator from Washington proposes to p1 x 
telegrams in regard to remarks which were not ma 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Wash ton 
desires to have them printed as part « is rema 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I did nct so understand. Ishould id to 
have the dispatches printed in connection with thr eeches of 
both the Senator from Washington and the Senat im Orego 
Mr. SQUIRE. I thought I had the floor at 1 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will askt Senator from 
| Washington to restate his amendment. 
Mr. SQUIRE. On page 51, | i, after the wor battl 
ship,” I move to insert *‘ and three « id tory 
Mr. HALE. The Senator does not needto dothat. 4 mend 
ment of the committee proposes to strike out thi ind 
one of said torpedo boats.” Before the vote is | ! 
Senator can move, as he hasa1 t to do, to | 
insert ‘‘three.” That is all that n s to do, and t \ 
| will be taken upon the amendment of the con tte led. 
Mr. SQUIRE. I accept that suggestion and will move the 


1 case the contract shall be awarded by the Secretary of the Navy to the | 


amendment in that way. 
Mr. HALE. I accept it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
the committee, in line 25, on page 51, by striking out the word 
| **one” and inserting “ three”; so as to read: 

And three of said torpedo boats shall be built on or near the coast of the 


Pacific Ocean, or in the waters connecting therewith. 
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Mr. GORMAN. DoT understand the Senator from Maine to | 
accept that amendment? 

Mr. HALE. Ido. So far as I am concerned I agree to it. | 

Mr. GORMAN. Ido not. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator objects, of course the vote must be | 
taken. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Washington. The Chair recog- | 
nizes the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. GORMAN. The amendment does not increase the number 
to be built, but it does provide that 3 of the 10 torpedo beats shall 
be constructed in the waters of the Pacific. 

Mr.HALE. Three out of 13. 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; 3 out of 13. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It ought tobe 5. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Certainly it ought to be 5. 

Mr. HALE. I thought it better not to increase from 3 to 5, I 
thought the Senators were getting along pretty well with 3. 

Mr. GORMAN. I always wish to deal, and have always dealt, 
very liberally with the Pacific Coast. They have the great navy- 

ard at San Francisco provided for in this bill, and one of the 
vattle ships is to be constructed there at $500,000, or whatever 
it may cost. As to torpedo boats, you can not compete for them 
on the Pacific Coast, considering, as the Secretary has a right to 
do, the Cost of transportation of such a boat from this side over 
there. You have in that matter absolutely open competition with 
the balance of the United States, and there is no good and sound 
reason, in my judgment, why such a provision should be placed 
in this bill. I know we have been in the habit of encouraging 
enterprise of this kind, providing that one shall be constructed on 
the Gulf and one on the Pacific Coast, but I think our friends on 
the Pacific Coast ought to be satisfied with this bill. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to say a word if the Senator from Mary- 
land is through. 

Mr. GORMAN, Iam through. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Last November the Government entered into a 
contract for the construction of one torpedo boat on the Pacific 
Coast, in the waters of Puget Sound, at a cost of $160,000, to be 
completed in fifteen months from the time the contract was let. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. And there was sharp competition 
for that boat in three or four different places. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Very sharp competition. 

Mr. GORMAN. But the Senator will observe that he proposes 
that three of them are to be built there. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Yes; at various places, if suitable bids are made. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is no discretion at all left in the Depart- 


ment. 
Mr. SQUIRE. That is only 3 out of 13, and discretion is left 


to the Department. I wish to state further to the Senator from 
Maryland and the Senate that it is the policy of the Government, 
as shown in the dispatches I sent to the desk, to encourage the 
construction of some of these a boats on the Pacific Coast. 
There is now a torpedo boat yard there already established, that 
is, l mean in the hands of a private company, quite equal, if not 
superior, to any yard of that kind that exists on this side. There 
is only one great battle-ship building concern on the Pacific Coast. 
I mean, as everybody knows, the Union Iron Works, of San Fran- 
cisco. There never has been a to o boat built on the Pacific 
Coast. One has been contracted for, and is to be built on the 
waters of Puget Sound for $160,000. Asthe Senater from Oregon 
{Mr. MITCHELL] just remarked, the bid was accepted by the Gov- 
ernment after very severe competition and at a very low price. 
The law at that time authorized the construction of a boat to cost 
$175,000, and the Department, in the exercise of its discretion, de- 
ducted a smali amount covering the cost of the armament, and I 
believe that the Government deducted more than was necessary 
for the cost of the armament, and the Department concluded to 
make this contract $160,000, which was $15,000 less than the amount 
authorized by law. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from Washington allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I would — to complete my statement, ifthe 
Senator from Colorado will allow me. 

It is the policy of the Government to continue the existence of 
the shipbuilding concerns on the Pacific Coast; and when the 
company at Seattle _ through with building the one boat con- 
tracted for they ought to have a chance to build another. They 
can not very well compete with the yards on the Atlantic Coast. 
It costs more for wages. They have to get every pound of their 
steel from the Atlantic Coast. Every pound of steel used in the 
construction of the battle ships at San Francisco and all the armor 
plates come from Pittsburg. I am informed that it will be the 
same in regard to the torpedo boats. 

I want to mention one fact before I leave this point. I have 
here a dispatch from the Secretary of the Navy stating that the 
cost of transferring one of the smallest torpedo boats from the 
Atlantic Coast to the Pacific Coast—the Lricsson, for instance, or 
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the Cushing—would be $4,000 just for the expense of the 
the oil and the necessary expenses, without including a) 
for the wages of the officers or crew or any estimate for { 
of pilotage or any reference to the question of risk to be e 
tered in going around Cape Horn. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me right there? 

Mr. SQUIRE. In amoment. 

Four thousand dollars is about 5 per cent on the cost . 
Cushing, which was $82,750. So you can see you mus 
some of your torpedo boats on the Pacific Coast, and it is 
to spend the money to send them around the Horn when \ 
have them built there, and so distribute the money in pa: 
the Pacific Coast in payment for these vessels; besides en 
ing the building up of another important shipyard for the 
of the Government. 

Mr. CALL. I ask the Senator from Washington if he } 
objection to having the Gulf of Mexico inserted as one o/ 


places? 

Mr. SQUIRE. That is already included. 

Mr. WILSON. The Gulf of Mexico is already included, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I desire to ask the Senator from Was! 
and the Committee on Appropriations if this would not |. 
proposition all around, that in the bill there should be son 
tation of the percentage of cost over which the Pacifi: 
should not go? That is to say,in the battle ships, one of | 
to be built on the Pacific Coast, provided it can be buil! 
price mentioned. That is right; that is reasonable. Now. tho 
Senator states, which is probably true, that 5 per cent would not 
be enough perhaps to make up the difference of cost in the { 
boats; but if you are to build 3 on the Pacific Slope the \) 
States ought to have some sort of a percentage on which 
protect itself; because if you have three yards on the Pacitic ‘ 
capable of building these torpedo boats, the Government \ 
those three yards pooled, and the 3 boats compelled to be | 
the Pacific Slope will cost the full amount appropriated. 
Government is required to build the whole 3 boats on the P 
Coast, I suggest that there should be some measurable limit, i 
that the cost of the torpedo boats should not be more than 5 
cent over the cost of building elsewhere. 

Mr. HALE. If the 3 are put in, the clause should read: ‘Po. 
vided, That said battle ship and torpedo boats can be const 
at an additional cost not exceeding 5 per cent of the low 
cepted bid,” etc. 

Let me say here that one reason which led me, so far as I wa 
concerned, to accept the proposition of 3 out of the 13 was that i: 
last year’s bill we provided for 3 torpedo boats, and provide! t 
1 of the boats should be built on the Pacific Coast. The perc: 
age is not nearly so large this year as it was last, and we con 
ered the expense of transporting these boatsaround the Horn. \\ 
have to take into consideration the fact that if we can build 
pedo boats there that was not an unreasonable number, «lt 
I was besought to agree to 5. For that reason I shall vote fo. 
3, and I shall move to insert after the word * battle ship,” to 
the 5 per cent applies, the words *‘ and torpedo boats”; so that 
provision will cover the two. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. There will have to be another 
amendment made. 

Mr. HALE. I will move it. 

Mr. BACON. I call the attention of the Senator from Colorado 
to the proviso on the fifty-second page, which will affect torpedo 
boats as well as battle ships. That puts it in the discretion «f the 
President to have these vessels constructed elsewhere if, aftcr tle 
bids are opened, it is found that they can not be economically con- 
structed on the Pacific Coast. 

Mr. HALE. That is cured by the limitation in line 11, which 
says: 

Subject to the limitations as to cost hereinbefore provided. 


That was put in in order that the Secretary can not overrule the 
5percent. The committee has been very careful about this «use, 
and I think it is very well guarded. ; 

Mr. CALL. My object was to make it imperative that one of 
these boats should be constructed upon the Gulf of Mexico, and 
I think that ought to be done. I think the laboring peop! and 
others in that portion of the country ought to have the adyant«-e 
of whatever accrues from the disbursement of this money. { )'T 
the language of the bill, which I understood to be remeiie' by 
the amendment of the Senator from Washington, it would 10" be 
imperative, but under that amendment it is imperative that ticy 
shall be constructed there. or 

Mr. SQUIRE. I will state to the Senator from Florida that 
provisions which have been suggested or prescribed by thc 
tor from Maine are veryclear. On 52 it is provided ** that 
it shall appear to the complete satisfaction of the President ‘4? 
United States, from the biddings for such contracts, 
that said vessels can not be constructed at a fair cost,” et. 


is all very well expressed in the next page. 


ISTO 


he 


the 
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Mr. CALL. “Ata fair cost,” the Senator will observe. 
Mr. GORMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
rida to the fact that the bill as it is now proposed to 
nd d would provide that three of these boats shall be built on 
the Pacific Coast, provided, as I understand, that provision is also 
to be put in that the cost does not exceed 5 per cent of those con- 
ueneted elsewhere. Then follows the provision for one torpedo 
boat on the Mississippi River and one torpedo boat on the Gulf o 
‘voxico, but there is no 5 per cent limit as to them. 
“Mr. CALL. That is what I understood. It is to be left entirely 
the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy. 
Mr. CHANDLER. Of course, when we provide that any of 


os 


in 
these torpedo boats shall be constructed in a particular place, we 
limit the field of competition, and we run a risk of having to pay 
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a larger sum than we would pay with full and complete competi- | 


tion. On this proposition 1 am willing to provide that one of 
these boats shall be built on the Pacific Coast, whatever the cost 
may be, within the limit, but if three are to be built there, Ishould 
like to be informed how many establishments there are on the 
eoast thatcan bid and what the probabilities are as to competition. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, There are three separate and dis- 
tinct establishments in the city in which 1 live, the city of Port- 
land, Oreg. oe 

Mr.CHANDLER. The Senator from Washington has, I know, 
full information concerning the Pacific Coast. Will he tell us 
how many establishments there are on that coast which can build 
one of these torpedo boats? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I think we have as many as six or eight, We 
have at Seattle, Moran Bros. Company, and there is at Port Town- 
send another firm—Heffernan—which has now a contract with the 
Government for the construction of steam launches. 
other concerns at Portland, whose names I do not now recall, and 
at San Francisco there are several concerns. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Willamette Iron Works and 
Zwicker Bros. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Does the junior Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Witson] confirm this statement? 

Mr. WILSON. 
ington” can inform the senior Senator from New Hampshire upon 
any subject. 

Mr. HALE. I am afraid these inquiries will extend to the 
number being increased to 5or6. I should like to have a vote 
on 3. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; let us vote. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Washington [Mr. Squire}, to 
amend the clause proposed to be stricken out by the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I did not intend to delay the vote 
upon the pending measure, but I have thought, in view of the fact 
that the Naval Committee has been very generous in distributing 
the torpedo boats or locating the places where they shall be con- 
structed, that it would not be improper for me to ask the hon- 
orable Senator from Maine who has the bill in charge to permit 
one of these boats to be constructed on the Missouri River. One 
of them’ is to be constructed on the Upper Mississippi River, I 
understand, which is not as large nor as important a stream at 


Let us have a vote. 


We have | 


I do not think ‘‘ the junior Senator from Wash- | 


iced 
- a sili 
co! “ce f the Jim River, wh Linter cts, rl ects S 1n\ d 
Ll i hol would 
KYLE. I should like to W : t the 
v that cross my Sta 
\ ALLEN. Irefer to the Jim R r, e four or 
hundred miles is one of the g ‘ 
Do you not want a b ‘ | 
nere t ) patrol it? 

Mr. KYLE. We do: and when we < 

bor bill we shall pr 
| Mr. ALLEN. I knowtheS tor fron 
candid man, and I put the qu 1 squ 
need a torpedo boat to pati l the water 

Mr. KYLE. Indeed we do 

Mr. ALLEN. On page 52, after the amendment of tl r 
from Washington, I will é 
< the Senator from Washin ri 1, in I tion v 
| move to so amend the bill that one of the torped 
constructed upon the Missouri River and s) d rol 
the waters of that river. 

Mr. HALE. The best place is in line 9, pa ) 

Mr. ALLEN. I will accept tl pena ir +8 tion. J pr 
| sume it is just as well there as any « I 
Mr. HALE. It would come in more properly there. 
| Mr. ALLEN. Yes, it would come in m Oo rly there: and 
if the Senator from South Dakota wants one | 1 perf. . 
| ing that he shall amend m\ ndment. I hope the amen 
will be voted upon, and that the sa reas ' 
through the project of the Senat m Washington will take 
these two propositions through. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. President, the first question is to 
whether it is worth anything at al! for this n v to defend 
itself anyhow against anybody under any cir l l 
ing to our force would make us too agere ve, the « ‘ to 
keep us peaceable is to make us utterly defen But | it 
for granted that is not the wish of Congress and the We 
must have something. 

Now, torpedo boats are thought to be worth having by all the 

| world except the Senator from Nebraska [) AL . Itisa 
wise and proper thing, as the Navy Department ;, and \ 
all know they have said and ali of us have said b e, to. ir- 
age the building up of yards on the Pacific Coast, in which can be 
| built something for national defense, and we have sent some there 
| to be built. itis desirable there should be torpedo boats there if 
we have any anywhere, and we must either build them there or 
take them around the Horn, at a cost of about $4,000 each. If we 
build them over there, we get the advantage of building up an 


the location of the proposed construction as the Missouri River. | 


Mr. WOLCOTT. May I suggest to the Senator from Nebraska, 
as I hope he will not forget, that the 
runs through his State? 

Mr. ALLEN. I was coming to that, and I hope the five-minute 
rule will not be called upon me in exact time. I was going to 
mention the fact that the Missouri River from its mouth to its 
source is something like 2,700 miles long 2,200 miles of which are 
navigable not only for boots but for boats. It is one of the great 
streams of the United States. 
structed on the Upper Mississippi River. I am glad to know that 
it is to be constructed there and to be constructed at a city where 
my honorable friend the senior Senator from lowa [{ Mr. ALLIson | 
resides, a city of some 35,000 inhabitants. Nebraska has a city of 
00,000 inhabitants on the navigable waters of the Missouri River; 
and why should not we, who have been drought-stricken there for 
years and have encountered all the hardships of pioneer life, have 
the profits as well as the honors to be derived from the construc- 
ton of one of these torpedo boats? 

The Senator from Washington wants two or three of these boats 
to patrol the creeks and the ditches and the obscure estuaries of 
the Pacific Slope. Weare citizens of the United States, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and taxpayers. We are citizens to the manner born. Why 
should we not have a torpedo boat to patrol the Missouri River, 
to patrol the meanderings of the Platte, the meanderings of the 
Republican, the meanderings of the North and South Loup, and 
the many magnificent streams that flow through our State? 
should not North and South Dakota have a torpedo boat constructed 


jouth Fork of the Platte also | 
Mr. GORMAN. 


One of these vessels is to be con- | 


industry that is valuable to us, as valuable to us as if we owned 
the shipbuilding establishments there, precisely, because w 


can 

always avail ourselves of them. I think it is entirely a sensible 

| thing to let them build two or three over there, that they may 

have shops which can help us hereafter, under the limitation that 

the cost shall not go above 5 per cent over what they can be built 

for on this coast. A dispatch that the Senator did not read, from 
the Navy Department, says: 

If all conditions as to price and the capacity of the builders be fair, t Dy 
partment would consider it good policy to encourage shipbuilding, ir iding 
torpedo boats for the Navy, on the Pacific Coast 

And another dispatch speaks favorably of the limitation of 5 


per cent. I think it ought to go through. 


Who signs the dispatch? 


Mr. HAWLEY. Mr. McAdoo. 


| Mr. ALLEN. Iwish to suggest to the Senate in all seriousness 
that we have just as great capacity at Omaha, Nebr., for thecon 
struction of one of these vessels as can be found at t or 
city in the United States. We have the means of trans} 
We have, I was going to say, a dozen great transcontinent nes 
of road centering there. We have just as good mean pon the 
Missouri River for the construction of one of these boats as they 
have upon the Mississippi River. There is no r 1 why \ 
should not encourage the construction, if we are to start upon the 
process of encouraging the development of industri ind ild 
up great works upon the Missouri River, which the im it 
river of the United States, and more important than the Upper 
Mississippi. There is no more reason why we should not encour- 
| age the development of one of these great industries by the con 

| struction of a torpedo boat at Omaha, or Kansas City, or some 
other important city along the Missouri River, than that one of the 
boats should be constructed upon the Mississippi River. We pay 


Why | 


| our taxes according to our population, and we pay them promptly. 
We are citizens of the United States. Why should ten of these 
boats be constructed here upon the Atlantic Coast, where every- 
thing is pooled, and where there is practically no competition? 
And why should the Senator from Washington be permitted to 
| take the other three over upon the Pacific Slope, with the single 


upon the Upper Missouri so that it might patrol and guard the | one that has slipped up the waters of the Mississippi River? 
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Mr. SQUIRE. Will the Senator from Nebraska permit an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to occupy just one moment on that point. 
I will state to the Senator from Nebraska that I would not be 
oepent «1 to the construction of one or more of those vessels on the 
Missouri River, or on any other practically navigable river in the 
West. I would not be opposed to it at all. Therefore it is use- 
less, in my judgment, in discussing the amendment that I propose, 
to offset anything that was said by me or by other Senators in 
favor of my proposed amendment by the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Nebraska, because we may be able to vote as he wishes 
when we come to that question. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand the Senator from Washington, 
then, to accept my amendment as a part of his amendment. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Ido not understand that the Senator’s amend- 
ment is to come in at this place. 1 understood him to accept the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maine that his amendment should 
come in on page 52, line 9, after the words ‘‘Gulf of Mexico.” 
That is the proper place for it to come in, and I understood the 
Senator from Nebraska to consent that it should come in there. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; let it come in there. Ido not care 
where it comes in. 

Mr. VILAS. I should like to ask the Senator from Nebraska 
also if he does not begin to feel out there in Omaha some shiver 
of fear from that attack which is to be delivered upon us when the 
cordon is complete from Halifax, by way of Jamaica, entirely 
a = United States, and the Hawaiian Islands brought into 
the circle? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I do not feel any fear of that attack, for the 
simple reason that I am satisfied the gentlemen who would make 
the attack, if they had the opportunity, would be lost upon the 
great plains of Nebraska, and they would not be furnished with 
any guides to assist them to penetrate our section of country. We 
are a people who have acquired some experience—— 

The VICE-PRESIDEN In The time of the Senator from Ne- 
braska has expired. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Washington [ Mr. Squire]. 

Mr. PALMER. Iask that the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Amend line 21, page 51, by striking out the 
word “ one” and inserting the word ‘‘ three”; so as to read: 

And three of said torpedo boats shall be built on or near the coast of the 
Pacific Ocean. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee to strike out the clause as 
amended. 

Mr. HALE, That is only aformal vote. The expression of the 
Senate already is that there shall be three built on the Pacific 
Coast; but a formal vote should be taken on striking it out. The 
committee report in favor of striking it out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the committee striking out the provision as amended. 

The question being put, there were, on division—yeas 19, nays 29. 

Mr. VEST. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the question stated. 
What is now the question before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment. 

The SkecrETaRY. The committee amendment, in lines 21 and 

2, page 51, is to strike out the words— 


And three of said torpedo boats. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The clause has been amended by 
striking out ‘‘one” and inserting ‘‘three.” The question now is 
on agreeing to the committee amendment, striking out the clause 
as amended. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, The text was amended by chang- 
ing one to three. - 

Xr. HALE. That has been passed upon. The committee 
amendment was to strike out one torpedo boat. The Senate has 

ut in three, and the question is, will the Senate now strike those 
Shona out. Those in favor of retaining three will vote ‘‘ nay.” Of 
course those in favor of striking it out will vote ‘‘ yea.” 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon (when his name was called). Iam 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey Says SEWELL]. I 
understand that he would vote ‘‘nay” upon this question, and I 
will vote. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called), 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THuRsTON]. 
Ishould vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). On this question 


I am paired with the 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 
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I am paired with the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Cy; 
If he were here, I should vote ‘‘ nay ” and he would vote :: 

The roll call was concluded. , 

Mr. DUBOIS. With the consent of the Senator from 
{Mr. Bacon], I will announce the pair of the Senator fr. 
ETMORE] with the Senator from New Jer 
SMITH] and vote. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. BACON. I will transfer my pair with the junior 
from Rhode Island [Mr. WETMORE] to the junior Sena 
New York [Mr. Murpuy]. I vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 22; nays 41, as follows: 


YEAS—22, 


Mills, 
Palmer, 
Pasco, 


Daniel, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Hill, Peffer, 
Kyle, Pugh, 
Martin, Roach, 


NAYS—41. 


Lodge, 
McBride, 
Me Millan, 
Mantle, 
Mitchell, Oreg. 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Nelson, 
porn 
ettigrew, 
Platt, 
Pritchard, 


NOT VOTING—2%. 


Turpie, 
est, 
Vilas, 
Blackburn, Walthall. 
Butler, 
Caffery, 


Allison, 
Bacon, 
Baker, 
Blanchard, 
Brown, 
Burrows, 
Call, 
Cannon, 
Carter, 
Chandler, 
Clark, 


Davis, 
Dubois, 
Elkins, 
ALAS 
Gallinger, 
Gear, 
Gibson, 
Gordon, 
Hale, 
Hansbrough, 
wiley, 


grecter, 
erma 
Shoup, o 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
White, 
Wilson. 


Aldrich, 
Brice, 
Cameron, 
Chilton, 
Cockrell, 
Cullom, 
Faulkner, 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. Now, in line 24 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope—- 

Mr. HALE. Iam only having this clause perfected before we 
come to the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. HALE. After the words “‘ battle ship,” in line 24, page 5! 
move to insert “‘or torpedo boats”; and on the next page, after 
the word ‘‘ships,” I move to insert the same words. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the words ‘ battle ship,” in line 24, 
page 51, it is proposed to insert ‘‘ or torpedo boats,” and after the 
word ‘‘ ships,” in line 1, page 52, it is proposed to insert * or tor- 
pedo boats”; so as to read: 

Provided, That said battle ship or torpedo boats can be constructed at an 
additional cost not st. r cent of the lowest accepted bid for the 
other battle ships or torpedo s provided for in this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Before going to the lower part of the bill, there is 
an amendment of the Senator from Nebraska to be considered, 
coming in after the words ‘‘ Gulf of Mexico,” in line 3, page 32. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave the amendment in form here. [ move to 
strike out the word ‘‘and,” in line 2, page 52; after the word 
**Mexico,” in line 3, to insert “‘and one torpedo boat on the Mis- 
souri River,” and after the word “ Mississippi,” in line 8, to insert 
“or Missouri.” 

Mr. HALE, All those changes perfect the clause. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. | 

The Secretary. After the word “river,” in line 2, page 52, it 
is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘and”; after the word ‘ Mex- 
ico,” in line 3, to insert the words ‘‘and one torpedo boat on the 
Missouri River,” and after the word ‘ Mississippi,” in line 5, to 
insert the words ‘‘or Missouri”; so as to read: 

And one torpedo boat on the Mississippi River, one torpedo boat on thie coast 
of the Gulf of Mexico, and one torpedo ton the Missouri River: Provide’, 
Thatif it shall appear to the satisfaction of the President of the United States 
from the biddings for such contracts when the same are opened anit exam 
ined by him that said vessels can not be constructed at a fair cost on or neal 
the coast of the Pacific Ocean, or on the Mississippi or Missouri River, or the 
Galf of Mexico, he shall authorize the construction of said vessels, or UT 
of them, elsewhere in the United States, subject to the limitations as tv cost 
hereinbefore provided. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Idid not hear the remarks of the Senator 
from Nebraska a ALLEN}. I merely wish to inquire whethet 
there is any establishment on the Missouri River capable of uuu 
ing a torpedo boat. 

Mr, ALLEN. Ihave no doubt about it. There ison that myer 
Kansas City, Mo., where there are large iron works: the! 
city of Omaha, Nebr.; the city of Council Bluffs, in Lowa, ac™* 
the river; Sioux City, lowa, and several important cities. | 
the important capitals of the nation are on the upper : 
River, Pierre and Bismarck. I have not the slightest dou’ 
there is as much capacity at those cities to construct one 
torpedo boats as there is at any city on the Mississippi Riv«r. 


Gray. 


Tillman, 
Harr 


Voorhees, 
Warren, 
Wetmore 
Wolcott 


We 
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are an industrious people in that section. We can very soon get 
ready to build one of these boats if there is anything lacking. I 
Jo seriously hope, in view of the fact that these boats are being 
cont around to the different parts of the Union for construction, 
one being sent to the important river, the Mississippi, which I 
heartily approve, that the other one will be located on the Mis- 
eouri River, to be let to some contractor for construction on that 
a CHANDLER. I congratulate the Senator from Nebraska 
upon having made one of his shortest speeches and having gained 
one vote. . 

Mr. ALLEN. I thank the Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. WHITE. There is one feature of the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Nebraska which appeals to me very strongly, 
and that is that the torpedo boat when built at Omaha will at 
least be safe. Admiral Walker in the hearing before the Com- 
mittee on Coast Defenses was asked by the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. GORDON]: 

Under the conditions existing now, what would be the effect if the English 
navy should engage ours’ 

Admiral WALKER. They would probably capture or destroy our whole 
Navy. 

So the element of safety which surrounds this case, as I have 
already stated, appeals to me with much force. I would prefer 
for the same reason that the boat should be built in the Grand 
Canyon of the Colorado. That I can not get, and I will accept 

maha. 

Othe VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN}. | 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. On page 52, after the word ‘‘ Mexico,” in the third 
line, [ask the Senator from Maine to insert the same provision 
that is to be found on page 51: 

Provided, That said battle ship can be constructed at an additional cost not 
exceeding 5 per cent of the lowest accepted bid for the other battle ships pro- 
vided for in this act. 

Mr. HALE. I could not, of course, agree to do that. The 
exception was made in the case of the Pacific Coast on account of 
added cost of transportation of materials there and added prices 
and cost generally. But I could not by any means agree to apply 
it, because there would be no end to it. 
plied to the Mississippi River and everywhere else, and there is no 
expense especially in taking materials to those places or in taking 
aship from them. The reasons that apply to California and the 
Pacific Coast do not apply to these other places. It never before 
has been asked for by any other place. 
Florida will not urge the amendment. 

Mr. CALL. The reasons apply in part to the extent of the dif- 
ference in the distance; that is all. The principal object of the 
clause is to give the people in this portion of the country where 
the ships can be constructed the opportunity todo so. This is an 
absolute discretion in the President and the Secretary. They can 
do as they please about it. There is no use to put a clause in the 
bill providing that one vessel shall be constructed on the Gulf ot 
Mexico and say if the Secretary or the President choose to do it. 
That is all I have to say about it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Cau}. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. GEORGE. There is a very meritorious claim, a just claim 
against the Government, which has been ruled out on the point 
of order, 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
complete this clause? 

Mr. GEORGE. I merely want to offer an amendment. 
dispose of it right now. 

Mr. HALE. All right. 

Mr. GEORGE. I offered the amendment, which was ruled out 
of order by the advice of some of the most experienced parlia- 
mentarians in the Senate. I have now been advised to offer the 
amendment which I hold in my hand, which I presume will not 
be objected to. It may be, upon the ground of order; I do not 
know about that. The object of the amendment now offered is to 


submit to the Court of Claims the question of the right of this | 


party against the Government. Certainly there can be no objec- 
tion to that. It has been shown here already by the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. TELLER] that the Government made a contract and 
purchased this man’s patent and is now using his device. The 
question of payment having been ruled out of order, I hope at 
least that Senators will allow this amendment to go into the bill 
and let the claim be referred to the proper tribunal to decide 
whether or not the Government owes anything—whether or not 
it has taken his patent. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


_ the ScRETARY. After line 13, on page 7, it is proposed to | 


Insert: 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and required immediately 


It would want to be ap- | 


Let me | 
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<< ler pa N ‘ r s 
Tr rt} scal yea i J ‘ a rp 
P patentee a 
th ivy- Yard ul i ? 
I I y i I ‘ st . K) = \ 
t s t ( ( 
und red i ‘ 
s ct j i gtor | ! 
l ssels and « ‘ed and prot i ( rt 
Claims to determine, first, whether the G 
more of the claims of patent No. 5331 ‘ 
red by the ract signed by tl a 
Navy and authorized in the act mak ‘ a 
ing June 30, 1803, and for other purp 5 
| tion, including reasonable d ‘ 
| receive under said contra of Cla ‘ 
correspondence and document t 
Upon judgment for the pat x ta ivy 
shall use the balance of the $25,000 appropriated for pa No at 
isfy such judgment in full or in part, and pay the sa the p 
And the said Court of Claims may render a separa vd ng 
reasonable damages and costs, should infringement be proven by the Gove rh- 
ment of either of the other inventions covered by said contra ipplications 
filed March 28, 1892, serial No. 426839, and July 28, 1802, serial No. 44 





l hope the Senator from | 


| therein untilsaid Holland boat now being built for the 





Mr. SHERMAN. This proposition is subject to the same ob- 
jection that I made heretofore. Besides, this man can sue in the 
Court of Claims. The Court of Claims has jurisdiction of all 
cases of private citizens against the United States, and there is no 
reason why we should give this particular litigant any particular 
favor. I make the point of order against the amendment. It is 
the shortest way to doit. He can sue in the Court of Claims any 
day he chooses. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is made against 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Mississippi | Mr. 
GEORGE]. The Chair is compelled to sustain the point of order 
under the rule. 

Mr. HALE. 


The next committee amendment is on page 52, 
| line 14. Let it be stated. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 52, line 14, before the word ‘‘ days,” 


it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ ninety” and insert ‘‘ one 
hundred and twenty ”; so as to read: 

Provided further, That the contracts for the construction of the vessels 
herein provided for shall be made within one hundred and twenty days from 
the passage of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Now letthe next committee amendment be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 52, after line 15, it is proposed to 





insert: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to contract for the build- 
ing of two submarine torpedo boats of the Holland type, at a cost not exceed 
ing $175,000 each, said boats to be constructed an Navy D 

artment within four months from the date of contra i led, That the 
iolland boat now being built for the Department shall b epted by the 
Department as fulfilling all the requirements of the contract, and as being 






satisfactory to the Secretary of the Navy; but be taken 


» Department a } , e 
been fully tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Nav y em i 
upon accepted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment reported by 
the Committee on Appropriations will be stated. , 

The SECRETARY. On page 53, line 7, before the word “hun 
dred,” it is proposed to strike out “six” and insert 
to read: 

Construction and machinery: On account of the hulls and outfits of ves- 
sels and steam machinery of vessels 
authorized under this act, $7,570,679 

Mr. HALE. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
the word *‘ seven,” before the word ** million,” in line 7, and insert- 
ing ‘‘ six”; so as to conform to the action of the Senate in regard 
to battle ships. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7 it is proposed to strike out * 
and insert ‘‘ six”; so as to read ‘ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to 

Mr. HALE. Now let the next clause be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, beginning with line 9, on page 53, to 
the end of line 21, on the same page. 

Mr. HALE. In line 20, on page 53,1 move tostrike out the 
word “ eight” and insert in lien thereof the word 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will b 


‘*three”; so as 


heretofore authorized, and the vessels 


seven” 
$6,370,679.” 


The Secretary. In line 20, page 53, itis proposed tostrike out 
the word “eight” and insert in lieu thereof hree oO as to 
| make the clause read: 
Armor and armament: Toward the arma i m in- 
| ufacture for the vessels authori ib act \ | e 
authorized by the act of June 3), 1s¥ f tho i l ti wt of July 
19, 1892; and of the vessels authorized by M § 1808- of the thr 
torpedo boats, act of July 25, 1804 the vess suthorized under the 
March 2, 1895, and of the vess tutho t $4,371,454 


| little too much. 


I ask the Senator from Maine whether that 
further reduced? 
No: I am afraid I have proposed to reduce it a 


I 


There will be very little armor contracted for 


Mr. GORMAN. 
sum can not be 
Mr. HALE. 


y . :2 ° 
to pay to the patentee of the patent No. 533171, out of the $25,000 appropriated | this year, and if a certain amendment—— 
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Mr. GORMAN. All right. 

Mr. HALE. I think that is far enough. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to offer an amendment, 

Mr. HALE. To come in at what point? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I should like to offer an amendment on page 21. 

Mr.HALE. Will the Senator wait until I can get through with 
the committee amendments? 

Mr. SQUIRE. Very well. 

Mr. CALL. I should like to know of the Senator from Maine 
whether there was an agreement made to vote on the bill ata 
specific hour? 

Mr. HALE. There was not; but it was agreed that we should 
stay to-night until the bill was finished and passed. I now wish | 
the committee would go back to the reserved amendments, as I | 
want to have them taken up first. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the Senator permit one amendment from 
the committee on page 2, as to surgeons of the Navy? 

Mr. HALE. Iwould rather take up the reserved clauses before 
taking up other amendments. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have an amendment to offer, if it is in order. 

Mr, CHANDLER. Let me make an inquiry of the Senator 
from Maine. Does he intend to proceed with the committee 
amendments and dispose of them first? 

Mr. HALE. I propose first to take up the reserved amendments 
which have been passed over. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The committee amendments? 

Mr. HALE. They are committee amendments. Then any 
amendments will be in order. The natural order is to take up 
those which have been reserved and passed over. Then the Sena- 
tor, of course 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no objection to that. 
shut out, however. 

Mr. HALE. Of course the Senator will not be shut ont. Iask 


I do not wish to be 
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the Secretary to go back and read the committee amendment on 
page 43. 

The SECRETARY. 
out: 

Pay of 10 sergeants, 40 corporals, 12 drummers, 12 fifers, and 426 privates, 


to be enlisted in accordance with the prevenens of section 1596, Revised Stat- 
utes, $74,560, to be immediately available. 


On page 43, after line 2, it is proposed to strike 


“ Mr.HALE, Theseamendments, the amendment on page 45, lines 
19 to 23, the amendment on page 46, lines 3 to 7, inclusive, and the 
amendment on page 50, lines 10 to 15, inclusive, are all one amend- 
ment substantially; that is, they apply to the Marine Corps. One 
amendment is for pay; another is for articles of furniture; another 
is for provisions, and they all go together. The committee, I will 
simply say, believing that this could wait and is not so imperative 
as the increase of the force of the Navy, the enlisted men, struck 
it out, thereby saving some three or four hundred thousand dol- 
lars, and it is for the Senate to determine. I should like consent 
to be given that the amendments may be considered all together, 
because one goes with the other. Ido not wish to take up any 
more time. 

Mr.HAWLEY. Mr. President, I wish the Senator from Maine 
would set forth a little more in detail the reasons why the Marine 
Corps should not be enlarged. I suppose there will be some large 
vessels going into commission before long with large crews. In 
short, the conditions that require a marine corps are going to be 
very much enlarged. 

Nobody thinks of dispensing with such a corps. It has been 
found in the best of navies and in our own from the beginning 
of the Government to be essential to the wise and safe government 
of a ship,and a very valuable instrument in case the necessity is 
im] — upon a naval vessel to enter a foreign harbor and protect 
American property and the lives of American citizens. In such 
cases a marine corps, a well-drilled, faithful body of men, is al- 
ways ready to be thrown ashore to protect a consulate or a lega- 
tion, and our Marine Corps has made very honorable records 
during all this time. It has nineteen times been thanked by votes 
of Congress, and I think the wisest and most experienced naval 
officers consider that a certain body guard, a certain reserve of 
purely military force, or nearly so, is essential to the wise conduct 
of the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. The committee did not think the burden was upon 
it to show why the Marine Corps should not be increased. The 
burden is on the advocates of the increase. The committee did 
not think that under present conditions 500 men, including the 
lower grades of officers, were imperatively needed now by the 
Marine Corps. They did not believe they were so much needed | 
as the thousand men for the enlisted part of the Navy given last 
year or the thousand men given in the bill for this year. It was 
thought, comparing the two together, that this matter could wait. 
The impression, I think, was general in the committee in report- 
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ing the bill, that the reasons for the increased expense wer 
sufficient to justify us in putting it on. 

Mr. CHANDLER. One presumption in favor of the a; 
ment is that it has already been adopted by the House of | 
sentatives. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Not the amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Not the amendment. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The original proposition. 

Mr. HALE. Not the amendment; the original clause. 

Mr. HAWLEY. The provision for the increase comes fro; 
other House. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The proposition to increase the n 
missioned officers and privates in the Marine Corps met th: 
of the House of Representatives. The Senate committee ») 
to strike out the increase. The necessity for the increase is ; 
by the increase in the number of our ships. The Marine « 
are the soldiers of the Navy, and it is important that w: 
have in every naval station a good strong company of 1m: 

It is important that we should have upon every vessel of t! 

a strong, well-filled company of marines. These marin 
wanted for the battle ships, the large cruisers we have buili 

are going upon the ocean, to be a credit to the country in 
way. and just as much as we want the increase in seamen + 
want the increase of 500 marines. The other House and its , 
mittee have studied this subject carefully, and they belieyv: 
considering the growth of the Navy this increase in the Mariy 
Corps ought to be acceded to. 

No additional officers are provided for. There is no increy 
captainsand lieutenants, but only of noncommissioned offi: 
privates. The increase of the ships of the Navy is such that 
are to man the various vessels which we propose to send 
the world to our national credit as they ought to be mann 
should have the additional 500 marines. They are just as i 
a necessity as the increase of the number of seamen of the N 

Mr. LODGE. I understand that the Secretary of the Nay 
formed the House committee that this is an absolutely es ; 
addition; that it is impossible for the present force to do the work 
required of the Marine Corps. 

Mr. HALE. He did not make that statement to the Se 
committee. 

Mr. LODGE. I am informed that the statement was made in 
writing to the House committee. 

Mr. HALE. The committee of the Senate asked the Secretary 
which he considered the more essential or the essentia! thing in 
the force of the Navy, and he said the enlisted men in the line of 
the Navy rather than the Marine Corps. I do not mean by that 
that he was not in favor of an increase of the Marine Corps, but, 
taking the two together, he stated that the essential thing was tle 
other and not this. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not mean to say that the Secretary did not 
consider the seamen more essential than the Marine Corps, but if 
the Marine Corps is to be maintained, and in his report he argues 
very strongly in favor of maintaining it—I understand he formally 
wrote to the House committee that it was absolutely essential to 
have this addition. 

The Marine Corps is the police of the Navy, both on the ships 
and at the yards. The increase of the Navy necessarily requires 
a larger force of marines. There has been no addition to the force 
since this large increase in the Navy has been made, and tlicy are 
really becoming every day more and more unable to perform the 
necessary work. That is, the Department either have to send ships 
to sea without the marines or they have to leave the Government 

roperty, the yards, unprotected. If the Marine Corps is to be 

-_ up atall, and I suppose it is, because all the best judges con- 
cede it to be a very important branch of the Navy, it seems to me 
we ought certainly to make it able to perform the duties which it 
is called upon to perform. 

It may also be said in regard to the Marine Corps that under 
the conditions on the new ships the marines are able to per/vrm 
many duties which they were unable to do upon the 0}: slips. 
The privates and officers of the Marine Corps can be trained to 
handle and work the guns, so that a sufficient force of marines on 
board ships not only supplies the Marine Corps and takes «ir of 
police duties, but it is also to acertain extent able to perform (utics 
of seamen and in that way prevent a further increase in (lat 
direction. It seems to me that if the Corps is to be kept up at all 
we should follow the provision of the House, made after care/ul 
deliberation and full hearing of the Secretary and the command- 
ant of the Marine Corps, and give the increase asked for, w'i118 
not an excessive one. a ; 

Mr. MILLS. Why would it not be a good idea to divide up ' ne 
increase between the seamen and the marines, giving 500 to «ch: 

Mr. LODGE. We have already given the increase as to sean). 

Mr. BACON. If I am not mistaken in my recollection—)\' |" 
I am the Senator from Maine [Mr, Hauer] and other mem!ers of 
the committee will correct me—the Secretary of the Navy com 
municated to the Naval Affairs Committee what were the wan 


ate 





» the service of the Navy. 


Mr. HALE. 
statement. * 
Mr. BACON. 


I did not hear his 


I stated to the Senator that the Secretary of the 
Navy had communicated with the Naval Committee upon the 
enbiect of what increased number of seamen were needed, and 
+ while he stated the number of seamen that 
did not state that any increased number of marines were required 
The communication the Senator refers to was, a 
I understand, limited to an increase of the enlisted men of the 
Navy, and did not refer to this. 

Mr. BACON. 

Mr. LODGE. 


Mr. HALE. 


Mr. President, I have here a communication 
sent to the House committee by the Secretary of the Navy, in 
which he says: 

Sir: I have the honor toforward herewith copy 
Commandant of the United States Marine C 
statements, and to request, for the reasons the 
vriation be made to provide for 500 additional men in the Marine ( e 
yw already authorizes the enlistment of these men, so that only an appro 


H. A. HERBERT, Secretary. 


r of a letter from the Colonel 
! ealling attentix 


thatan appro 


n is necessary. 
Very respectfully, 
Hon. C. A. BOUTELLE, : 
Chairman Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


fle indorses the report of the commandant, which I have here 
and this report is at some length. 
it is absolutely essential to have this additional increase of marin: 
and he asks also that some of them be immediately availabk 
He gives extracts from some of his pub- 
lished reports, in which he says, among other things: 

The increased demand for sea service has rendered it necessary to so redu: 
the number of men on shore as to make it impossible to furnish sufficient men 
for guard duty at the different navy-yards without a severe strain upon the 
enlisted men. 

Mr. HALE. From what is the Senator reading? 
Iam reading from the printed report of the com- | 
mandant of the marines, indorsed by the Secretary of the Navy— | 

In fact this strain has been so great as to cause considerable dissatisfaction 
and discontent in the ranks, and has resulted in the corps losing many o 
old soidiers, and to deter others from joining it. 
rence for the enlisted men to be forty-eight hours on guard consecutive! 
with but twenty-four hours off, thus allowing them only one night in three 
to“sleep in.” Atno army post in this country is such severe guard duty 


He states, as I have said, t! 


the pressure is so great. 


Mr. LODGE. 


an unusual occur 


These men are engaged directly in the protection of Govern- 
ment property at every navy-yard in the country and at every 
They are the only police to guard that property, | 
and when an order comes for them to go on board ship, they have 
to be taken from the yards, and the property of the Government 
is exposed, as there is no other police to protect it. 
not got enough to meet the quotas which are required for the new | 
ships which are coming into commission every day. 
Senate is prepared to enter upon the policy of abolishing the | 
Marine Corps, which would be a very violent step, which, I think, 
nobody recommends—if we are goingto have the Government 
property properly guarded, we certainly ought to have the addi- | 
tion for which the commandant asks, and which the Secretary of 

has formally indorsed. 

ICE-PRESIDENT. 
submitted by the committee. 

Mr. LODGE. I will merely say in addition that the Secretary 
says—and I call attention to the fact—the law authorizes now 
3,100 men, and all that is needed is the appropriation. 
to authorize an enlistment of new men, but it is simply to carry 
out existin 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, the Secretary of the Navy 
stated to us at the last session that he wanted an increase of a 
thousand sailors, which would cost half a million dollars a year. 
In this bill there is provision for an increase of 1,000 sailors in 
addition to those of last year, making the increase of sailors 2,000, 
and there is also an increase of 500 marines. 
Department prefers the increase of the number of sailors rather 
ne Corps, if they can not have both; but it is due 
to the Secretary to say that he would like to have 2,000 sailors and 
500 marines, so as to have our Navy on a war footing in a time of 


I understan 
the officers 


naval station. 


They have 


Unless the 


The question is on the amendment 


I understand the 


than of the 


d there is very great division of sentiment among 
of the Navy as to the propriety of increasing the sail- 
ors and marines, some holding that the marines on these great 
ships are of more use than the sailors. 


: t They are certainly cheaper. 
he Committee on Appropriations has not agreed with that recom- | 
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of the Navy with reference to the increase of seamen. The num- | n 
rs and the reasons were stated by him, and if I recollect cor 
-octly there was no statement made by the Secretary of 
ither then or at any other time, to the Naval Affairs Committ 

. the effect that an additional number of marines was desired | 
The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hae] 

.r the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr. CHANDLER}, or the S 

ator from California {Mr. PERKINS], all of whom were present a 
¢he time, Will correct me if I am in error about the matter. 

I beg the Senator's pardon. 


{ 


shall expend $1,000,000 or $2 


} 





ihis countr 


it,even unde 


the increase of its Navy, autho 


fe from Den 

‘ 

I ed. 

Mir. President, 

© nded S$6.000 0 

it did not distres 

ite cei eo : aed 
;} ianad seems to de daist 


we have not mons 


try expects 


and appropriately; 


} 


‘ other—either by Pr 


ie other way 


on about the condition 
ninconnection wit! 
peat, it is pitiful to think that wear 
500 additional marines, if 
vecause there is not money en ni 
the Senator from Maryland is going bas 
| to tell the people there that he did suc 
hips S1O.000.000., 


Mr. BACON. Isim 


Hampshire that we 


time to which he refers. 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I s! 
from New Hampshire 
there is any pressing ne 
| the battle ships are constructed 
some two or three ye 
condition wh . 
irt at this time, three 
Corps? 
I want to observe in connectio1 
RECORD may contain it and it m 
| ings here, that it occurs } 
| by which the 
last twenty-five or thirty years, 
j}and lavish contracts for th: 
Departments of the Government, w 
possibly with the sole purpose, of | 
the burdens of taxation upon the peopl 
L believe there is no necessity for any 
and I do not think ther l 
of the Navy at 


The amendment 1 


Mr. HALE. Let that apply also t 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

The next reser 
the Committee on Appropriations 
strike out down to and 


The SECRETARY. 


be rejected. 


strike out from 
For 500 noncommi 
| in accordance with t 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The SECRETARY. 
line 


immediately available 


The amendment was rejected, 
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be immediately available 
The amendment was reject 


Mr. HALE. I ask that 


he provisions of section 1596, Revise« 
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Mr. HALE. Now let the amendment on page 50, from line 10 
to line 15, be rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. : 

The Secretary, On page 50, after line9, itis proposed to strike 
out as follows: 

For iron bedsteads, mattresses, mattress covers, pillows, clothing boxes, 
and other articles for 500 noncommissioned officers, musicians, and privates, 
to be enlisted in accordance with the provisions of section 1596, Revised Stat- 
utes, $3,000, to be immediately available. 


The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HALE. I believe the Senator from Maryland has a com- 
mittee amendment to offer. 


Mr. GORMAN. I Offer an amendment from the Committee on 
Appropriations, to come in at the end of line 17, on page 2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. On page 2, after the word “ action,” in line 
17, it is proposed to insert: 


Provided further, That such surgeons in the Navy not in line of promotion 
as may have been appointed to that position in accordance with a special act 
of Congress for meritorious services during yellow-fever epidemics shall 
have all the benefits of their previous service in the same manner as if said 
appointments were a reentry into the Navy. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. CALL. I offer, by request, the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Florida will be stated. 


FS SEcRETARY. On page 50, after line 19, it is proposed to 
sert: 


The Secretary of the Navy and the Secretary of War shall first cause to be 
tested the ereven battle-ship armor and method of working the guns of 
W. W. Hubbell, together with his dynamite shells and armor-piercing shot 
in the high-power guns, which, it appears, he first invented and proposed in 
1883 and to the Senate Select Committee on Heavy Ordnance, reported 
by them and now adopted in the Navy and Army, the armor to be used in 

olace of the armor now being made when it proves superior in resistance or 
ess in weight of equal resistance; and appoint a board of officers and report 
to Congress what is a just compensation tosaid Hubbell for his invention and 
proposal of said high-power steel guns now used, said armor for battle —. 
method of working the guns, and said shells and shot, or either of them, for 
the secret or the public service of the United States Navy and Army. 


The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I desire to offer an amendment, which I send 
to the desk, to come in on line 13, page 21, after the words “ sixty 
thousand dollars.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “ dollars,” in line 13, on page 
21, it is proposed to insert— 

Machinery for said shops, $25,000. 


Mr. SQUIRE. Mr. President, I desire to make a statement 
very briefly on this matter. I suppose a point of order can be 
raised on the amendment. I do not find in the report of the Sec- 
retary of the Navy that there is a specific recommendation of an 
appro yriation for this amount; but I think it is right and proper 
that the statement shonld be made to the Senate, and I hope the 
committee will allow the amendment to come in without raising 
the point of order. I have here a very brief dispatch from the 
Secretary of the Navy, as follows: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, April 29, 1896. 
Hon. WATSON C. SQUIRE: 

In reply to your inquiry asking how much it wili cost for machinery for 
the new shop provided for in the _ nav“i appropriation bill at the 
naval station, Port Orchard, Puget Sound, avd also if the Department had 
the money, could it equip this shop during the coming fiscal year with such 
machinery, I have to say that it would cost $25,000 to furnish the shop with 
reper machinery, and that the same could be put in there by Department 


uring the coming fiscal year. 
W. McADOO, Acting Secretary. 


I would also, in this connection, by permission of the Senator 
having charge of this bill, present a letter from the Navy Depart- 


ment, dated May 1, 1896, which, with the permission of the Senate, 
I will read: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 1, 1896. 

Srr: In reply to inquiries of Hon. Watson C. Squire, United States Sen- 
ator from Washington, the Department telegraphed to him thatif $25,000 was 
appropriated in the present bill for the purpose of equipping the new ma- 
chine shop at Port Orchard, Puget Sound, the machinery would be placed in 
there during the coming fiscal year. If the appropriation for the shop now 
in the bill carries work will be immediately commenced on it after the Ist 
of July, and it will be very speedily completed. If the bill also carried an 
appropriation for machinery the Department would have the same ready for 
the shop when it was completed. 

An estimate in detail for ship fitters and machine-shop tools, amounting to 
$31,628, is inclosed herewith. As will be seen, the estimate is made by the 
Chief Constractor, the shop in question being for the use of the Bureau of 
Construction and Repair. The dock at Port Orchard, now completed, is one 
of the largest and most efficient in possession of the Government. 


Very respectfully, 
W. McADOO, Acting Secretary. 
Hon. EvGEens HAs, 


Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate. 


Here is a list, which I do not suppose it is necessary 
prepared with great care, signed by Philip Hichborn, C 


to read, 
hief Con- 
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structor, United States Navy, which amounts in the to: 
$31,628; which I shall insert in my remarks: 


NAVY Departmes 
BUREAU OF CONSTRUCTION AND REPAIR, 
PRELIMINARY SCHEDULE OF TOOLS FOR PUGET SOUND sTari 
Ship fitters and machine-shop tools. 
1 drill, 4inch spindle, No. 3 socket, Morse taper 
2 upright drills, No. 1, Morse taper socket 
5 TE Eo cc cocks cquanenden codecs ccce 
2 sensitive drills, 13-inch swing 
1 No. 5 plain milling machine, complete 
1 hand lathe, 12-inch, 4-foot bed 
1 planer, 36 by 36 inches, to plane 10 feet, with vertical slide res 
oth uprights, and extra slide rest on crosshead............... 
1 No. 5 emery tool grinder 
1 buffing lathe ; 
1 arse salen pipe-cutting machine, 2} inches to 8 inches, No. 4, right- 
Man 
1 pipe-catting machine, No. 1, 
1 No. 3 bolt cutter, } inch to 1} inches 
1 10-inch slotting machine 
2 double No. 2 punching and shearing machines, 25-inch throat... __. 
1 open-side planer, size F, 48 by 48 inches. by 16 feet 
1 self-acting slide lathe. 36 inches, 22 foot 6} inch bed, complete ____. 
1 No. 3 screw-cutting machine, with 1 set of box tools, collets, etc.. 
2 16-inch engine lathes, 8-foot bed 
1 20-inch brass lathe 
1 self-acting slide lathe, 20-inch, 14 foot 1} inch bed--......- 
1 37-inch boring and turning mill, with 2 heads-_................2..... 
1 16-inch traveling head-shaping machine..................-........ ‘i 
1 Corliss engine to run shop 
Line shafting and hangers 


OED siicecbaste dubs seeds Where peduaababbers acdes <ecéecccccccses. ‘ 


Smithery tools and appliances. 


1 350-pound single-frame steam hammer 
1 800-pound single-frame steam hammer 
1 Sturtevant blower 

8 anvils 


Wood-working machinery and small tools. 

1 No. 2} 7-inch molding machine to work 4 sides 

1 No. 4 band resawing machine to resaw material up to 2 inches 
wide and 6 inches thick mm 

1 No. 44 improved smoothing planer to plane 26 inches wide and up 
cence 

limproved wood-frame Daniels planing machine to plane 30 inches 
wide and 36 feet long 

1 No. 5 automatic hollow chisel mortiser 

1 improved double revolving circular sawing machine............... 

1 No. 3 cabinet tenoning machine 

1 No. 5 20-inch pattern-maker’s lathe 

Ie i a enon ones an =a 

llarge-size patent automatic knife grinder capable of grinding knives 
up to and including 36 inches in length 

1 band-saw setting and filing machine-....... & 

1 No. 2 solid-frame oe wood worker, complete. 

1 No. 1 patent friezing and edge-molding machine. 

; me 6 tent column fret scroll saw .........-. 
No.2 “ 

1 46-inch grindstone, 4inch face 

1 No. 3 self-feed saw table 


ena ¢ 
$65.00 
565.00 
600.0 


- , 
5 


00 


Nn cwccccce 


The above does not include plumbers’ and Crea applian 
tools, dry dock, and general outside outfit, etc., these being more in the nature 
of :stores or supplies which would be provided out of the current annual 


appropriation. 
PHILIP HICHBORN, 
Chief Constructor, United States Navy. 
I have here a newspaper, the Post-Intelligencer, printed in 
Seattle April 23, giving an account of the successful testing of 
the great dry dock at Puget Sound, illustrating this great dry 
dock, and showing the dock as it appears with a vessel after it 
enters the dock. Ido not desire to do more than simply ca! atten- 
tion to the fact that this great dock, which has been the subject of 
appropriations during the past three Congresses, has just becn 
completed. I have taken the greatest interest in securing the ap- 
propriations for this dry dock from first to last. At last the efforts 
put forth have been crowned with success, andI have aright to be 
proud of it. Itis the test naval dry dock in the United Sia 
and one of the two or three greatest inthe world. At this juncture 
that dock has been accepted, and it is found to be all right, and ye" 
it is without any machinery for its shops. It is provided in tho 
present bili—— 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President—— 
Mr. SQUIRE. Let me finish this sentence, if the Senator p!:as°. 
Mr. ALLEN. I make the suggestion of the propriety of (4 
Senator sending his documents to the Secretary's desk and hayins 
them read. I should like to hear them. 
Mr. SQUIRE. I do not desire to inflict details of that kin! 02 
the Senate. ee 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from \\ 0s) 
—— has expired. - 
r. SQUIRE. Iask unanimous consent to say a word or two 
more. 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I will withhold unanimous consent unles- ‘'° 
Senator allows me to ask him a question, and if he consents | = 
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interpose no objection to his going on as many five minutes as he 
likes. fi 
Mr. SQUIRE. Very well. <a 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iaskthe Senator from Washington this ques- 
tion: He says at this juncture it is found that this magnificent 
dock has no machinery. Isee by this bill the Senator gets $101,000 
for the Stateof Washington. Is the Senator not willing to chop off 
295 000 of the $101,000 he has got, and put that into machinery, so 
that the aggregate appropriation will still be $101,000, and yet he 
will still get $25,000 for machinery? Is not that possible? 

Mr. SQUIRE. I thank the Senator from Colorado for his sug- 

estion. ; 
gt Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam in hearty sympathy with what the Sen- 
ator desires. 


Mr. SQUIRE. We wish to have the machinery, but I doubt | 


whether it would be wise to diminish the appropriations for other 
purposes named in the bill. With reference to the naval station 
at Puget Sound, let me call attention to what the Senator from 
Colorado refers. The bill states: 


Dry dock, Puget Sound Naval Station, Wash.: For construction and repair 


shops at dry dock, $60,000; storehouse, $20,000; two steel tanks, $11,980; water 


main, and yurchase of land adjoining station containing a spring for water 
supply, $4,000; clearing the grounds about the station, $5,250; in all, $101.20. 

I do not believe it is wise to undertake to change any of the fig- 
ures as they are already in the bill, and it seems very evident to 
me that it is unwise to go without proper machinery for the shops. 
The committee have passed upon that part of the bill which calls 
for the construction of shops to cost $60,000, and yet this great 
shop erected there is not to have any machinery. It seems very 
strange to me, and I do not understand for what purpose it is 
necessary to build shops andnot put machinery in them. 

I asked of the Chief Naval Constructor what they could do with 
this shop, and they said they could store paint there. What can 
they do with this dry dock which is without any machinery for 
repairing vessels? What can they do with it except simply to 
scrape the bottoms of ships and paint them? The Monterey has 
just been docked. Itisin the dock at present, toremain a few days 
to be painted, and yet nothing can be done without the assistance 
of a private concern if there happens to be anything out of order 
about her machinery, the steering apparatus, or what not. It ap- 

ars to me that this matter of an appropriation for machinery 

as been unintentionally omitted in the regular estimates of the 
Secretary of the Navy, and I think the estimate now made by the 
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Department of $25,000 is so small that I shall ask the Senator in | 


charge of the bill not to make the point of order, but to admit the 
amendment. 

Mr. HALE. Wecould get at it in a way which would be en- 
tirely satisfactory to the Senator if he did not exceed his five 
minutes, though we are always glad to listen to him, no matter 
how long. 

Mr. SQUIRE. Thank you. 

Mr. HALE. We could take this amount out of:the buildings 
provided for. 

Mr. SQUIRE. If you want to have machinery, you require the 
buildings; otherwise you can not have a place wherein to put your 
machinery. 

Mr. FRYE. There is another way, from the success which the 
Senator has had on the river and harbor bill, which I suggest to 
him, which is that he offer his amendment to that bill. 
get it in there without the slightest difficulty. 


Mr. HALE. How much has the Senator from Washington got 
in that bill? 

Mr. FRYE. Only two or three million dollars, 

Mr. HALE. For his State? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; that is all. 


Mr. SQUIRE. I think the Senator from Maine [Mr. Fryer}, 
the chairman of the Committee on Commerce, does too great honor 
to my humble efforts by his statement in connection with the 
public works in my State; but I think he speaks ina very sportive 
mood when he talks about my having secured so much, because 
no such amount has been secured by me in that bill, although 
it is true that two important contracts are provided for, besives 
only about $355,000 in all actually appropriated in the bill ($100,000 
of this amount is conditioned on the right of way being obtained 
free of cost to the United States); and this for a State that has 
many important rivers and harbors; and, having only recently 
come into the Union, it has never hitherto had any large appro- 


priations for river and harbor improvements, and only about | 


$197,350 in all hitherto for that purpose from the beginning of 
time. Of course this does not inciude the amounts to be counted 
under the head of *‘ Oregon and Washington.” 

I fail to see how anyone can express any jealousy on that point; 
and the little that has been obtained for rivers and harbors ought 
not to affect the question of furnishing machinery for the com- 
pleted dry dock. 

Mr.HALE. Let us have a vote, and dispose of the matter. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment | °°’ 


submitted by the Senator from Washington [Mr. SquiRE]. 


He can | 





| made to the next session of Congress 


The amet 


1dment was rejected. 
Mr. CALL. I offer an amendment, which I 


S rt desk, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The end i by the 
Senator from Florida will be sta ’ 

The SEcRETARY. After line 15, on pag is pl 1 to 
lI rt 

j “A 

Treasury 1 full legal 
ment i { ior ver i 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President. a ¢ r- 
day by the Senator from New York I v 
of issuing bonds. I have voted for every r 
the increase of the Navy. We have n } e 
South, not even the building of o1 hip ich 1 im 
perative necessity. We are very unanimously of opinion in all 
that section of the country that it is not nec iry to issue bonds 
of the United States bearing interest, but that the silver coin of 
the United States and the Treasury notes should be accepted for 
all contracts which may be required by law. I should like to 


have a vote on that proposition. 

Mr. HALE. Iraise the point of order, of course, that the amend- 
ment is not in order. 

Mr. CALL. What is the point of order? 

Mr. HALE, It is absolutely new, and very general k 
Case) 

Mr. CALL. When a proposition is made that contracts shall 
be paid for in lawful money of the United States, it is very singu- 
lar to say that is new legislation. That is the law now. 
change of the law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine makes the 
point of order against the amendment submitted by the Senator 
from Florida that it is new legislation. 
point of order. 

Mr. BACON. There isan amendment which was offered by me 
several days ago by direction of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to come in on page 52, at the end of line 15, which I ask may be 
now considered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

The SECRETARY. 
posed to insert: 

ind provided further, That in case the Secretary of the Navy shall make 
separate contracts for the armor and armor plate for said \ : ships, he 
shall not accept bids at a rate exces 
pounds; and incase thesaid Secret 
ind armor plate within said limit 


a slat it mm. 
lt is no 


The Chair sustains the 


The amendment will be stated. 
At the end of line 15, on page 52, 1t is pro- 


ding an average of $350) per ton of 2.240 
ary can not make contracts for said armor 


he shall delay action and r t 


port the offers 


Mr. HALE. There is no objection to that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Georgia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I desire, with the assent of the Senator in charge 
of the bill, to offer an amendment, to come in on page 37, after 
line 2. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert, after line 
37, the following: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to transfer to the / 
prise one of the two boilers of the Galena, now at the navy-vard at Port 
mouth, N. H.: Provided, That all expenses incurred in the installa 
boiler in the Enterprise shall be borne by the State of Ma chuse 


Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to ask an explanation of that 
amendment. Iam utfamiliar with its provisions. 

Mr. LODGE. I can state it very easily. The Enterprise is a 
Government ship, lent to the State of Massachusetts for a nau- 
tical training school by the Government. She is a very old ship, 
and her boilers are entirely worn out. At Portsmouth there are 
lying two old boilers belonging to the Galena or to one of the ves- 
sels of the Galena class. They can not be used in any other ship: 
they are entirely useless to the Government; and all Lask is for 
the Secretary of the Navy to have authbdrity to put this Gover 
ment boiler in a Government ship at no expense to the 
ment whatever. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


on page 


(Govern 


} 


[ was a little suspicious about the amend 


ment, for the reason that Massachusetts a little whil » under 
took to take the Constitution from us. I think they ought to have 
these boilers, but we are going to keep the Constitution so long as 


we can. 
The amendment was agreed to. 





Mr. ALLEN. I offerthe amendment which I send to the desk 
to be inserted on page 2, i 1 ‘amendment ibmitted } the 
Senator from Massachusett Mr. Lope . day or two ago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 1 nent will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the amendment ah may adopted on 
page 2, it is proposed to insert: 

B no ti ristol { I tapprop i l 
t] etired list eth 13 placed th i 

reupon, I “ va} ul y « 

ive list wh t nex ical oO I 1 his grad i That his 

| recovery be verified by a board's examination, and also that he be found to 


have no other disability 
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Mr. CHANDLER. I call the attention of the Senator from Ne- 


braska to the fact that here is a very violent change of existing | 


law. 
processes through which naval officers are retired, he stays there 
so long as he lives, and can not get back upon the active list except 
by a special act of Congress. 

W hile the point the Senator presents is worthy of consideration, 
whether some of these retired officers ought to be there, whether 


might not under proper conditions be restored to the active list, 


After a naval officer gets upon the retired list by the various | 


great corporations in the country and receiving pay su) 
their pay as naval officers. They have obtained leaves of 
from headquarters, wherever that may be, for an indefinite 
of time for the express purpose of going into the emp 


to 


| of private corporations and receiving salaries from then 


ing the full pay of a naval officer from the Governm: 


| United States and drawing the full pay of an employee of 4 


yet it is a very radical and, as I have said, a very violent change | 


of existing law, and I wish the Senator would withhold his amend- 
ment until it can be taken up as a separate measure. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will indulge 
me just a moment to make a brief statement about this matter. 
The amendment, in my judgment, is one of very great merit and 
I hope it will not be disposed of upon a mere question of parlia- 
mentary law, as the great question of the free coinage of silver was 
disposed of a moment ago. I have had occasion to talk with some 
of these retired naval officers. and if the statements which have 
been made to me are true—and I have no doubt that many of them 
are true—they show a singular condition in our naval affairs at 
this time. 

I was talking but a day or two ago with an officer who was re- 
tired as lieutenant-commander, if that is the title, in consequence 


of exiiaustion produced by disease before he had fully recovered | 


from the disease, and he is now entirely recovered and as strong 
as he ever was. He is a strong, robust man, and yet, in conse- 


quence of that retirement through the action of a retiring board, | 


he is unable to get back upon the active list, although he is a vig- 
orous and competent man evidently from his appearance and from 
his apparent education and experience. 

Now, what should be the policy of the Government in refer- 
ence to this class of officers? I assume that it is the true policy of 
the Government, if it is to be honestly administered, to keep 


these men in active service as long as they are competent to dis- | 
charge the duties which are imposed upon them by virtue of their | 


official positions, and when a man has been retired by a retiring 
board in consequence of some temporary accident or temporary 
sickness and recovers his health, or recovers from that accident, 
it should not be the policy of Congress or the executive depart- 
ment to keep that man upon the retired list. 

Mr. CHANDLER. ill the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish to say that an officer can not be 
retired for temporary sickness, for an acute sickness. He can 
only be retired for a permanent physical disability, a disability 
adjudged to be permanent by the naval surgeons. To be sure, he 
may recover; but there are not many such cases as the Senator 
describes, if there are any. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I observe wherever there is a de- 
sire to do a thing you can always find a wayto doit. There isno 
doubt about that. The proposed amendment provides that an 
officer who has been retired by the action of a retiring board, 
whoever he may be—I know nothing about these officers—shall 
be entitled to resume his duties upon the active list when the next 
vacancy occurs in his grade after he has been reexamined and 
passed muster before the retiring board, and only when they pass 
upon the fact and find that he is physically and mentally fit and 
competent to resume his duties. 

Now, let me make the statement about this matter a little more 
complete. These men are met by a certain class of officers called 
juniors, as I am informed, young men who have come into the 
naval service since their retirement, and in consequence of their 
retirement from active duty by the retiring board the juniors 
have been promoted in their places. That class of men are fight- 
ing and antagonizing the reinstatement of the retired officers, so 
as to prevent them from resuming their places in the naval serv- 
ice of the Government of the United States. That influence is to 
be felt here. I was warned of that when I introduced the pro- 
posedamendment. I knew it would be antagonized. I knew this 
junior influence, as it is called, would make its appearance in this 
Chamber and antagonize the amendment upon a point of order or 
in some other form. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
that his time has expired. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask unanimous consent to finish my statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none, and the Senator from Nebraska will proceed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let me make an additional statement of infor- 
mation that has come to my attention within the last few days 
in reference to this matter, and which I think the country ought 
to know; at least I want the people out in the interior of the 
country to understand it. Many of these junior officers. as they 
are oiled. who are forcing their superior officers out of the Navy, 
have accepted leaves of absence and are to-day drawing pay from 
the Government and holding their positions in the naval service 
of the country, and are at the same time in the employment of 


it is wrong. 








oug | corporation at the same time, and these men, to hold tl. 
they may not have recovered from their disabilities, whether they | 


tions, are keeping retired officers who are competent to re: 
active service out of the naval service. 

Mr. President, this is wrong. Ido not care who prac 
It is not only wrong, but it is absolute ar 
right dishonesty in uny Department that will permit it wit 
knowledge of its ramifications and its existence. This j 
desire to say. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the ame: 
of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me this is very general leg 
and of very sweeping character to put in an amendment 
more discussion, affecting a whole class of officers. I » 
point of order that the amendment is out of order, that i 
legislation, and that it changes existing law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted | 
Senator from Nebraska will be stated. 

The Secretary. Insert after the amendment adopted, : 
low line 23, page 2: 
But no officer is to be paid from these nor subsequent appropriat 

the retired list, after the disability for which he was placed ther: 
whereupon, under his existing commission, he shall resume duty on ' 
list when the next vacancy occurs in his grade: Provided, That his 


be verified by a board's examination, and also that he be found t 
other disability. 


= VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the p 
oraer. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish to give anotice. The h 
is late, and I have been requested by several Senators to j 
upon the five-minute rule. shall be obliged to hereafter | 
to any extension of time. 
Mr. HILL. On page 38 I offer an amendment which I a 
Secretary to read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SEcRETARY. Insert on page 38, line 10, after the word 
** physics”: 
And one of English studies, history, and law, after thirty years’ s: @, 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I ask that the amendment be again read. 
The SecrRETARY. Insert in line 10, after the word * pliysics,” 
page 38: 
And one of English studies, history, and law, after thirty years’ ser 
So as to read: 


Pay of professors and others, Naval Academy: For one professor 
ematics, one of chemistry, and one of physics, and one of Englis! 
history, and law, after thirty years’ service, at $2,500 each. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
ef the Senator from New York. 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the effect of the amendment? 

Mr. HILL. It simply raises $300 the salary of the professor in 
English studies, history, and law, after thirty years’ service. It 
is a very proper and just amendment, in my judgment, and | 
have investigated the question. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New York has 
sent to the desk other amendments, which will be stated in order. 

Mr. HILL. The other amendments are simply to correct the 
number; that is all. 7 : She 

The Secretary. Inline 11, strike out “‘ six” and insert ‘five’: 
so as to read ‘‘ five professors.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. In line 12, before the words “ of 
studies,” strike out “‘ two” and insert ‘‘ one”; so as to rea 

For one Pits of mathematics, one of chemistry, and one 0! piysics, 
and one of English studies, history,and law after thirty years’ ab 
$2.500; five professors, namely, one of French and Spanish, one 1 h 
studies, history, and law, two of French, and one of drawing, at $2..\)) cacu. 

The amendment was d to. 

Mr. HILL. At the end of the bill I think is a proper place ‘or 
the amendment which I now offer. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

The SecRETARY. At the end of the bill it is proposed to insert 
as an additional section: 

Sec. —. Thatin order to provide for the safety of passengers on rsion 
steamers, and for the safety of yachtsmen and oarsmen taking ) re- 
gattas, amateur or professional, that may hereafter be held on ! ’ 
waters, the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author 
empowered in his discretion to detail revenue cutters to enforce > 
and regulations as may be adopted to insure the safety of passeng:r 
mae steamers and the carsmen and yachtsmen taking par' 
rega’ 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing | 
amendment of the Senator from New York [Mr. HiLv}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I now move the amendment reported bY 


English 
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th 



















































































et nalcs ak nee 


1896. 


she Senator from Michigan [Mr. McMILLAN], which I submitted 
a day or two ago, and I also move it in behalf of the Committee 
an Naval Affairs. It comes in after the words ‘“‘arming and 
equipping Naval Militia,” in line 22. 

‘The SECRETARY. Strike out all after the word “ militia.” in 
line 22, page 8, down to and including line 2, page 9, and insert: 

‘or arms, accouterments, signal outfits, boats and their equipments, the 
Je Seal the necessary books of instruction for the Naval Militia of th 

~ ‘us States, and for one clerk, at $1,200 per annum, under such regulations 
aa he Secretary of the Navy may prescribe, $50,000 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senator to strike out the provision for a | 
clerk, and then I will not object to the amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Senators will notice that the appropriation 
is now $50,000. There is no change in that. The clause is only 
chs nged in the language, and gives the authority to the Secretary 
of the Navy which he desires. I ask to have printed in the Rt 
ORD, without reading, two letters from Acting Secretary McAdoo, 
one dated March 30, 1896, and the other April 10, 1896, with refer- 
ence to the clerk. 

The letters are as follows: 

MARCH 30, 1896. 

Sir: The Department begs leave to call attention to the item on page 8, 
line 14. of H. R. 7542, which has been reported tothe Senate. As original; 
nropo ed by the Department, the paragraph was to read: 

“ Arming and equipping Naval Militia: For arms, accouterments, signal 
outfits, pulling boats and their equipments, the printing of the necessary | 
books of instruction for the Naval Militia of the various States, and for one 
clerk at $1,200 per annum, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Navy may prescribe, $50,000." area , 

The necessity for the wording of the appropriation as above is most press 
ing. The sum of money is that asked for by the Department. 

Under the law only such boats, ships, their apparel and their equipments 
can be loaned as “are not suitable or ay ey for general service.’ Asa 
matter of fact, a boat which is not suitable for general service is really not 
fit to be issued to the Naval Militia. The value of the Naval Militiaas a body 
depends upon utilizing them in work along shore and in the auxiliaries in 
time of war. They can only become familiar with the coast by service in 
pulling boats. It isan absolute necessity that they should become familiar 
with the signal code and signal methods used in both the Army and Navy. | 
As the paragraph now stands in H. R.7542, the available appropriation is so 
limited in its scope as to prevent the Department from getting the full value 
from the Naval Militia in return for all that the Government does for th 

The value of property in possession of the Naval Militia, loaned by the Gen 
eral Government, is now so large, and the correspondence with the States is 
so great, thata clerk is now an absolute necessity in this office to keep the re« 
ords straight. The duties of the naval officer attached to this office require 
his absence in inspecting and cooperating with the Naval Militia organiza- | 
tions during a considerable portion of his time, and it is essential for the effi 
ciency of the administration of the business of the Department with the Naval 
Militia that a clerk be set aside for the specific purpose. 

Very respectfully, 











WM. McADOO, Assistant Secretary. 


CHAIRMAN COMMITTER ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 
United States Senate. 


NAvy DEPARTMENT, Washington, April 10, 1896. 

Sir: The Department has the honor toacknowledge the receipt of the com- 
mittee’s communication of the 9th instant, inclosing a copy of an amendment 
intended to be proposed by Mr. McMILLAN tothe bill (H. R. 7542) making ap 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 3), 1897, 
and for other purposes, and requesting its views in regard toshid amendment 

In reply I have to inform you that the proposed amendment fully accords 
with the views of the Department in regard to the matter of providing for 
the Naval Militia, and experience has demonstrated the fact that the serv- 
ices of a clerk are necessary to the ~~ administration by the Depart- | 
ment of its duties in connection with the Naval Militia. 

In this connection the attention of the committee is invited to the Annual 
Report of the Operations of the Naval Militia for the year 1895, pages 6 and 
7, marked copy inclosed herewith. 

Very respectfully, W. McADOO, Acting Secretary. 

The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS, 

United States Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I wish the Senators who are upon the Ap- 
propriations Committee would consent to allow the provision for 
an additional clerk to goin. I think it ought to go in, because a 
special clerk for this work is desirable. If the business is assigned | 
to some clerk who now has other duties it will not be done as well | 
and as ea as by a special clerk appointed for this purpose. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think we ought to create an additional 
clerk. I move to strike out that part of the amendment which | 
refers to an additional clerk. 

_The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine to amend the amendment of the Senator from 
New Hampshire. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. GORMAN. I move to strike out, on page 2, lines 8 and 9, | 
the words ** one thousand ” and insert “ five hundred.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SkoreTaRy. On page 2, lines 8 and 9, strike out “one 
thousand ” and insert ‘‘ five hundred”; so as to read: 

_And the Seeretary of the Navy is hereby authorized to enlist as many addi: | 
tonal men as in his discretion he may deem necessary, not to exceed HW. 

Mr. LODGE. That,I understand, is to cut down the seamen, 
which we have been told by the Senator in charge of the bill is the | 
A important and essential provision the Secretary of the Navy | 

asked 


Mr. GORMAN, My reason for doing so is because we have by | 
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the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuurston]. If he were ] 






the votes of the Senate this afternoon iner l the 1 f 
marines four or five hun | he ma 
form the same duties e seamen, | move t luce t r 
to 500, so as to make the total increas 
even the Senator from New Hampshire will a t 1. 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vot 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TI i e 
amendment of the Senator from M | 

Mr. GORMAN. We might as well have th: vs 


upon it. 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and th 


| to call the roll. 


Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 1] 
Senator from Indiana | Mr. Turpn 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). Iai vired with ) 
Senator from Alabama {Mr. MorGan|. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). Iai 


I should vote ‘** yea.” 
The roll call was concluded. 


Mr. MILLS. My colleague [Mr. Cutiron red with the 
Senator from Wyoming |Mr. Warren}. I do 1 
either Senator would vot 
Mr. PALMER (after having voted in the affirmative). 
that the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. rl ’ 
whom I have a general pair, did not vote. | 
Mr. CALL. lam paired with the Senator f1 
Proctor]. Ido not know how he would vote 


Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in tl! { am 


paired with the senior Senator from Louisiana | Mr. ¢ Y) 


and [ withdraw my vote. “ 

Mr. MARTIN (after having voted in the affiy ive). J] ce 
the Senator from Montana | Mr. MANTLE} has not ted. |] e 
to withdraw my vote 

Mr. PASCO. I suggest to the Senator from Micl Ir. 
BuRROWS| that he exchange pair h the Set wr f 1 
[Mr. PALMER], so that the Senator from Lou Mr. ( Y | 
will stand paired with the Senato m Nort t = 
BROUGH]. That will be satisfactory to both Se1 

Mr. BURROWS. Very well: if that tran r made vote 
will stand, and the Senator from [llinois |[Mr. PALMER) i b- 
erty to vote. 

Mr. PALMER. I vote “ yea.” 

Mr. MARTIN. I will transfer my pair with the Senator from 


Montana [ Mr. MANTLE] to the Senator from Arkansas | Mr. J: 
and vote. I vote “* yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 27; as follows: 


YEAS 
Allen, Butler, Martin, Pugh 
Bacon, Daniel, ) | h, 
Baker, George, Pa \ 
Bate, Gorman, Pasco, Vila 
Berry, Hill, Peffer W ilthall. 
| Blackburn, Kyle, Pettigrew, 
NAYS—27 
Allison, Clark, Lodge Pritchard, 
Blanchard, Dubois, McBride Shoup 
Brown, Frye, Mec Millan, Squire, 
Burrows, Gear, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Cannon, Gibson, Nelson, White, 
Carter, Hale, Perkins, Wilson. 
Chandler, Hawley, Platt 
NOT VOTING—*%9. 
Aldrich, Faulkner, Lindsay, Smit] 
Brice, Gallinger, Mant! Stewart, 
Caffery, Gordon, Mitchell, Wis. Churston, 
Call, Gray, Morgan, Tillman 
Cameron, Hansbrough, Morrill, rurpi 
Chilton, Harris, Murphy, Voorhees 
Cockrell, Hoar, Proctor, Warren, 
Cullom, Irby, Quay, Wetmore, 
Davis, Jones, Ark Sewell, Wolcott 
Elkins, Jones, Ney Sherman, 


So the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire to reserve the amendments on page 
22 for separate votes in the Senat 


Mr. FRYE. I desire to reserve the amendn n page 2, sub- 
mitted by the Senator from New Hampshire r. CHANDLE! 

Mr. PASCO. I was not in the Senate Chamber when the 
amendment on page 33 was voted on, and I ask fora irate 


vote on the amendment in the Senate. 
experimental tank. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Florida will let that go, it can 
be fixed in conference. 

Mr. PASCO. I would rather have it fixed on the floor of the 
Senate. 

Mr. HALE. 


It is in reference to an 


If it is fixed wrong here we shall be bound by it, 
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Mr. ALLEN. I wish to reserve the right to offer the amend- 
ment heretofore offered by me, on page 2, with reference to retired 
naval officers. 


made as in Committee of the Whole, other than those reserved. 
will be concurred in. They areconcurred in. The question now 


Senator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I desire the attention of the Senator from 
Maryland {Mr. GoRMAN] to the amendments on page 22. The 
first’ amend 
streets in Annapolis on Graveyard Creek, and the second directs 
the Board of Visitors to the Naval Academy to inquire into the 
expediency of purchasing certain land adjoining the Naval Acad- 
emy grounds. Iam not certain that the United States ought not 
to pave those streets in Annapolis, and Iam not sure that some 
provision as to the land, the expediency of acquiring which the 
Board of Visitors are to ascertain, ought not to be made by the 
Senate. But 1 should like to have some explanation of the Sena- 
tor from Maryland. 

The Naval Academy at Annapolis has been maintained at great 
expense to the United States, There has recently been connected 
with the Naval Academy grounds by the purchase of an interven- 
ing piece of ground the Naval Hospital grounds, covering 100 
acres, more or less. 
ments as to the Naval Academy. I was earnestly in favor of ac- 
quiring the land that connected the Naval Hospital grounds, with 
the Naval Academy grounds. Iam proudof the Naval Academy. 


I am not in favor of removing it to any other point in the United | 


States. I should a its removal if it were ever attempted. 
During a short period in the war it was removed to Rhode Island, 
but it has been relocated at Annapolis; it is a credit to the nation, 
and 1 am opposed to removing it. 

The Senator from Maryland also knows that I have been in 
favor of liberal appropriations for the Academy, but here is a 
proposition to pave certain streets in Annapolis which I infer are 
outside of the Naval Academy grounds. Here is also a direction 
to the Board of Visitors to report as to the expediency of acquir- 
ing a certain tract of land that is outside the present precincts of 
the Naval Academy. I hold in reserve the question, whatever 


may be the recommendation of the Board of Visitors, whether or 
not the Government ought to go outside of the present inclosure 


of the Naval Academy and buy this tract of land in the heart of 
the city of Annapolis, and I withhold my opinion upon that sub- 


because [ 


aval Academy. Annapolis is not only the seat of the Naval 


Academy, but it is the capital of the State of Maryland, and it is | 


not a capital for which the State of Maryland has done enough. 
It is not a capital for which its own citizens have done enough. 
The streets are all unpaved, and there are not sufficient streets 
for the capital of any State. There is also no hotel in Annapolis 
that is suitable either, I may say, for the accommodation of the 
citizens of the State of Maryland who go there when the legis- 
lature is in session or for the accommodation of visitors from all 
over the United States who go there to visit the Naval Academy. 
Here is a city not sufficiently paved, a city without a suitable 
hotel, and year after year we are called upon to make additional 
expenditures of the public money to benefit the city of Annapolis 
by increasing and beautifying the grounds and the buildings of 
the Naval Academy. 

Now, at this hour, when the Senator from Maryland has pro- 
claimed to us that of all the hours since the Republic was estab- 
lished we should worship at the shrine of economy, we are called 
upon to pave the streets of Annapolis and to buy a lot of ground 
outside of the walls of the Naval Academy and add it to the 
grounds of the Naval Academy, in order that we may beautify 
the city of Annapolis, which has never done enough for her own 
welfare, which has never had proper attention given to it by the 
great and prosperous and proud State of Maryland. 

I shall not vote against concurring in these two amendments, 
although it is asingular proposition that we should pave the streets 
of Annapolis outside the walls of the Naval Academy. 
vote against the inquiry as to whether we need this piece of land, 
but I do say in all sincerity to the Senator from Maryland that 
hard as times are, short as we are of money in nation andin State, 


short as we are to remain of money in State and in nation until | 
the Republican party is firmly seated in power both in the United | 


States and in the State of Maryland, we ought not to make these 
appropriations unless there are some reasons for it submitted by 
the Senator from Maryland which have not been adduced. If the 
Senator can give good reasons for these clauses I shall vote for 
them. Otherwise I would prefer not to see them in the bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, of course the Senate will un- 
derstand that the Senator from New Hampshire has raised the 
question merely for the purpose of giving me a lecture. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Not the Senator. 

Mr. GORMAN. I understand and appreciate it thoroughly. 
It bas given him an opportunity to call attention to a very small 
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ment is an appropriation of $8,000 to pave certain | 


I have been warmly in favor of these improve- | 


do not think Annapolis has done enough for the | 


| for 





| general provision. 


I shall not | others which stand with it, and if this amendment is 0 


May 2, 
matter and to make a very big speech. The appropriati 
tained in this item, six or seven thousand dollars, wh 


: | may be, for paving a street adjoining the Naval Aca 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection,the amendments 


Annapolis, grows out of a contract between the Secret 
Navy and the city of Annapolis, by which that grand 0! 


| city established before the Revolution, around which « 


is on concurring in the amendments on page 22, reserved by the | many memories, in its poverty generously donated to th: 


States a part of the land embraced in this street and 
included in the Naval Academy. The Government of t! 
States, in consideration of this gift, contracted to pave t 
and to make it a public highway leading from the Naval A 


| proper to the Government property outside, known as | 
| pital. 


It is, therefore, the Government’s property unde: 
tract made without my knowledge, but it was a very 
affair on the part of the city of Annapolis. 

As to the second proposition, to authorize the Board of \ 
to ascertain whether a certain piece of ground in front 
present Naval Academy should be acquired, I will state that j+ js 
the recommendation of the Department. It happens, as js ti, 
case with many harbors on the coast, that there have be 
accretions in front of the Naval Academy, supposed to ini, 
somewhat with health, and the space is utilized by smal! 
boats. The Government desires to acquire it so that the 
be beautified and utilized tosome extent. It ismerely an 

I think the Senator from New Hampshire is aware of the fact 
that citizens of that town, though poor as compared wit) ths 
great cities of the North, have been indeed generous to this Goy- 
ernment. The first Capitol that you had in Washington 
structed by the money of the citizens of Maryland and of \ ; 
and it has never been reimbursed, notwithstanding the wea!th of 
this great Government. The modesty of the people of Annayo! 
and of Maryland is proverbial. We are not here to ask large ap. 
propriations on any account. While I have no doubt that ihe 
Senator from New Hampshire is in favor of maintaining the 
Naval Academy at Annapolis, I will state that the Academy | 
had no appropriations compared with West Point. It has bee 
sadly neglected, and instead of complaining of a small appropria- 
tion of this sort, if the Academy is to be maintained anywher in 
the country larger appropriations should be made, and it should 
be improved in every respect. 

The Senator from New Hampshire twits me with representing 
a State that is now under Republican rule. It is so temporarily, 
Mr. President, by an accident; and I wish to state to the Sent 
that I can understand perfectly his vote for an increas ; 
Marine Corps, a part of which is located at Annapolis, for a larze 
number of that force, I think, will be required to keep the Repub- 
lican party in Maryland in order in the near future. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BLACKBURN in the chair). 
The question is on concurring in the amendments mai 
Committee of the Whole on page 22, which have been res 

The amendments were concurred in. 

Mr. QUAY. Idesire on behalf of my colleague [Mr. Cawri 
to offer an amendment, to come in on page 38, after line 6. | 
an amendment which carries no appropriation, and on wihicl 
trust the Senator from Maine will not make a point of «1 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will ) 

The SECRETARY. On page 38, after line 6, it is pro) 
insert: 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed to 
adjust the claim of the William Cramp & Sons Ship and Engi! 
Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., against the Government of the l: 
amages and losses sustained by the said company in the 
the contract to construct and deliver the hull, engines, and 


required for the United States battle ship Indiana, and for | 
armor, turrets, and other ordnance work on said battle ship; t! 


i 


| ages and losses being caused by the delays of the Government «! 


of plans of the Government in the construction of the hull, « 
chinery, and placing of the armor and armament of the said bat 
diana, and to report to Congress at its next session what am: 
due to the said company. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment is subject to a point of order, ) 
instead of making a point of order 1 offer as a substitut 
There is not only this claim, but { 


goes on the others will insist on being treated in the s 


| By direction of the committee I have prepared a gen: 


which I move as a substitute for the amendment ofier 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay]. I presume t 
be no objection to it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be 
The SECRETARY. In lieu of the amendment of the Sena! 
Pennsylvania it is proposed to insert: 


The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized and directed 
claims against the Government which may be presented to hii 
ors for the building of the hulls or machinery of naval vess« 
tracts made for the same since January 1, 1891, where it is allege’ 
contractors have been subjected to loss and damage through de 
work under said contracts which were not the fault of said contr 
were the fault of the Government, and to report at the next sess 
gress the result of said investigation, and whether said claims « 
va subjects for the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims or for ¢! 
of Congress upon the same. 
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Mr. QUAY. I have no objection to the sub titnte. Mr. ALLEN [ am simply prot ing a st th . of 

Ir. HAWLEY. I make no objection to the substitute « xcept t nt 
shat | would change the phrase: logy in one place. Itsays change PRESIDING OFFI > Ss 
whi h are not the fault of the contractors, but the fault of the Mr. ALLEN Li ‘ 1 
Government. I would suggest the words ‘‘due to the action of t I would not raise + point ' - 
the Government.” The Government may have been right. wardlv to1 +) alll mila , 

Mr. HALE. Ihave no objection to that change. Let it read, | A never 1 : 
‘due to the action of the Government.” ' : 

‘y he PRESIDING OFFICER. The substitute will be mo lified I yas to t awav from ‘ . No 
as indicated by the Senator from Connecticut. really brave man ever raised a point of : 
~ Mr. ALLEN. I wish to call the attention of the Senator from | measure. No generous lawyer or liti 
Maine to the fact that less than an hour ago a point of order was | and said, ‘The process has not 1} 
made upon & similar amendment offered by the senior Senator | and therefore I appear here for the pur ‘ 
from Mississippi = GEORGE), and it was ruled out. Irefer to | appear.” It is a species of pettifogs that | : 
the claim of Mr. Hurst. myself to indulge in. 1 want to emp! ‘ 

Mr. HALE. I did not make the point of order. I voted for | of order is continually used at times to pare out obnoxious amend- 
the claim. But these are very different from that one. I do not | ments and at other times it is not mad 
think these have as much merit. I wasin favor of that claim and The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on ng to 
voted for it. I did not make any point of order onit. In this | the substitute offered by the Senator from Main Mr. Ha 
case we are simply giving the discretion or authority to the Sec- | for the amendment submitted by the Senator from P 


a . i i i FOCHUUSViIValiad 
retary of the Navy to report on these claims, that they may come | [Mr. Quay]. 
in afterwards to Congress. 


| The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLEN. So that they may be sent to the Court of Claims | The amendment as amended was agreed to 


for examination? 5 Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I reserved an amend t on page 
Mr. HALE. It is in the alternative, either to the Court of | 2, but for reasons which are sufficient for 1 wl { am y 

Claims or to Congress. greatly opposed to the amendment, I will 1 insist upon a sepa- 
Mr. ALLEN. I simply want to ask the Senator from Maine | rate vote. 

why a point of order is made upon similar claims and claims that | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment then will 


are admitted to be equally, if not more meritorious—— concurred in without objection. 
Mr. HALE. Of course I can not tell why another Senator Mr. ALLEN. 


I reserved an amendment on page 2, which I 





makes a point of order. I did not make it. send to the desk, and ask that it be again read 
Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator hear me through? And why The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the 
at the same time should the committee refuse to make a point of | amendment submitted by the Senator from Ne ka 
order upon these claims? TheSecrReTary. After the amendment adopted on page 2, after 
Mr. HALE. I think this is a better way to dispose of all of | line 23, it is proposed to insert: 
these matters than simply to strike out one of them on a point of sut no officer is to be paid from these 1 1 ' 
order. 1 think it is better to let them all be brought into one | the retired list, after the disability for which he was . 
whereupon, under his existing commission, ! re 
hopper. — : . er st when the next vacancy occurs in his grad i ‘ ‘ 
Mr. ALLEN. This is general legislation upon an appropriation | be verified by a board’s examination and also tha ne fonsihto lames toc 
bill and vulnerable to Rule XVI. It has not received the sanc- | other disability 
tion of any committee,either. It is equally objectionable on that | Mr. CHANDLER. That amendment may have been reserved, 
ground. : | but it was only reserved by the Senator from Nebraska himself, 
Mr. HALE. The Senator can make the point of order against | It was ruled out on a point of order. 
the amendment if he chooses. | Mr. ALLEN. Howis that, Mr. President? 
Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Nebraska want to make | Mr. CHANDLER. I understand the Senator's a lm was 
the point of order? | ruled out of order when moved as in Committee of the Whole on 
Mr. ALLEN. I will not make the point of order. If I can not | a point of order. 
defeat a man without making a point of order on him I will not | Mr. ALLEN. But I have the right to offer it here 
defeat himatall. That is a good deal like a man goingintocourt | Mr. CHANDLER. Certainly; but not as a reserved amend- 
and making a special appearance and dodging and undertaking to | ment. 
avoid litigation. I simply wish to emphasize the fact thatthe bill | Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from New Hampshire makes the 
has been loaded down—and if it does not smell, it will before a | point of order on it, I will admit the point of order is well taken. 
great while—by amendment after amendment by favoritism. I} Mr. CHANDLER. It does require a good deal ( ure to 
do not, however, charge the committee with anything of that | make a point of order after the Senator's disquisition here upon 
kind. I credit the committee with higher motives. But the bill | that subject. He saidit is cowardly to make a poin ler. I 
reeks with favoritism and with jobbery from top to bottom and | respectfully differ with the Senator. The rules are made to be 
in the center, from cuticle to core and from core to cutiele. | observed upon the suggestion of any Senator 
Whenever a meritorious claim has been presented, such as the Mr. ALLEN. And are constantly violated 
Senator from Mississippi |[Mr. GEorGE] presented here, some Mr. CHANDLER. And when any Senator in tl body ap- 
Senator who is seeking to have some advantage on the bill rises | peals to the rules, and asks that they may b rved, 3 
gravely and calls the attention of the Presiding Officer to the fact | privilege to do so, and it is not cowardly and onght 1 to be t 
that it is in violation of Rule XVI, and announces in sepulchral | subject of comment at any time or under any « imstat Ae 
tones that he makes the point of order. But whenever a proposed | resent the idea that any Senator should be « vhen hi 
amendment comes from some other source that has some interest | appeals for the observance of the rules « ; 
to subserve, the point of order is deftly avoided. Neitherthecom- | unanimous consent to have them disp 
mittee nor any member of the committee makes it. No Senator | having the fear of the Senator’s censur 
who seems to be protecting the bill undertakes to make it. The | whelmingly, in mind, I make the point ler on t 
bill is permitted to be loaded down by favorite amendments. | ment. 
Mr. QUAY. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me toin-| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ch ! ry t 
terrupt him? | clerks at the desk that the point of order was 1 iainst 
Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. amendment when offered as in Committee of the W1 
Mr. QUAY. My understanding is that the substitute proposed | that point of order was sustained. 
by the Senator from Maine comes from the committee. | Mr.ALLEN. Does the present occupant of t ir feel bound 
Mr. HALE. The substitute was drawn at the suggestion and | by the ruling of his predecessor? 
by direction of the committee The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pres 
Mr. ¢ UAY. Yes. chair does not, but the present occupant of the « 
Mr. HALE. To be submitted provided these claims were of- | that the clerks at the desk inform him that th ; 
fered. We wanted to bring them to a head. made against the amendment of the Senat fr N i l 
Mr. QUAY. So the substitute of the Senator from Maine is | Committee of the Whole and was sustained nator from 
not subject to the point of order. Nebraska now renews the amendment in the nd the 
Mr. ALLEN. It has never been passed upon. Senator from New Hampshire renews the point ¢ rder ma 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair does not understand | against itas in Committee of the Whole. The Cha istains the 
i 


that the point of order has been raised either against the amend- | point of order made by the Senator from New Hampshin 

ment offered by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay] or | Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, in the bill as it came from the 

the substitute proposed by the Senator from Maine {Mr. HaLr]. | House of Representatives there was a provision on page 
Mr. HALE. No; that is my understanding. | 
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of the Navy Department. I ask that the paragraph on page 33 
covering this matter may be read. By an amendment reported 
by the Committee on Appropriations it was stricken out, and I wish 
the matter to be voted upon again in the Senate. After it shall 
have been read, I wish to present a few reasons why I think the 
clause which the Secretary will read should be retained in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
struck out the following clause, beginning with line 3, on page 33: 

For making plans, examining and preparing the ground, and other prelim- 
inary work toward the construction of a model tank, with all buildings and 
appliances, to be built upon the grounds of the old Observatory, Washington, 
D. C., under the Bureau of Construction and Repair of the Navy Department, 
which shall conduct therein the work of investigating and determining the 
most suitable and desirable shapes and forms to be adopted for United States 
naval vessels, $7,500: Provided, That upon the authorization of the Secretary 
of the Navy experiments may be made at this establishment for private 
shipbuilders, who shall defray the cost of material and of labor of per diem 
employees for such experiments: And provided further, That the results of 
such private experiments shall be regarded as confidential and shall not be 
divulged without the consent of the shipbuilder for whom they may be made. 

Mr.GORMAN. Isuggest to the Senator that he had better move 
to amend the amendment by striking out that it shall be built 
upon the grounds of the old Observatory and inserting “at the 
Washington Navy-Yard.” If anamendment of that character can 
be adopted, I should have no objection to the clause remaining in 
the bill. It is designed to appropriate the old Naval Observatory 
for a specific purpose; and I suggest that the Senator move, or, if 
he does not, I will move to strike out of the amendment the words 
providing that it shall be built at the old Naval Observatory and 
insert ‘at the navy-yard at Washington.” 

Mr. PASCO, Of course, Mr. President, it is proper that the 
text should be perfected before the motion to strike out is made. 
I make no objection to the suggestion of the Senator from Mary- 
land, as I do not undertake to determine the best location for the 
tank, but if the amendment be adopted the question of location 
can be settled in conference. I make no objection to the amend- 
ment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Florida ac- 
cepts the modification of the amendment suggested by the Senator 
from Maryland, 

Mr. PASCO. Ihave no authority to accept the amendment, but 
I do not object to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What is the motion of the Sena- 
tor from Florida? 

Mr. PASCO. The bill came here containing the paragraph 
which stands on page 33, which has been read. It was stricken 
out in Committee of the Whole. I desire to restore this para- 
graph from line 8 to line 19. The Senator from Maryland, before 
that motion is put, moves toamendin lines 5and6. That amend- 
ment is in order, and I will give way that it may be voted upon. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like to understand what the matter pend- 
ing is. Let the Secretary state what is the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. On page 33 it is proposed to amend the 
amendment of the committee, in line 6, by striking out the words 
**old Observatory ” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ navy- 
yard at”; so as to read: 

To be built upon the grounds of the navy-yard at Washington, D. C. 


Mr. CALL. What is to be built? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the en- 
tire amendment. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend so as to make the 
clause read: 

For making plans, examining and preparing.the ground and other prelimi- 
nary work toward the construction of a model tank, with all buildings and 
appliances, to be built upon the grounds of the ay a at Washington, 
D. C., under the Bureau of Construction and Repair of the Navy Department, 
which shall conduct therein the work of iavesiiputios and determining the 
most suitable and desirable shapes and forms to be adopted for United States 
naval vessels, $7,500: Provided, That upon the authorization of the Secretary 
of the Navy experiments may be made at this establishment for private 
shipbuilders, who shall defray the cost of material and of labor of per diem 
employees for such experiments: And provided further, That the results of 
neh private experiments shall be regarded as confidential and shall not be 
divulged without the consent of the shipbuilder for whom they may be 
made. 


Mr. CALL. Is it proposed to strike that out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is first upon the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. CALL. To strike that clause out? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The committee amendment is 
to strike out all of those lines which have been read by the Secre- 
tary. The Senator from Maryland offers an amendment to the 
amendment offered by the committee. 

Mr. PASCO. An amendment to the original text of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. An amendment to the original 
text of the bill to locate the tank at the navy-yard instead of at 
the old Observatory. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Maryland. 

The amendment was agreed to, 


9 
¥ 2, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The nm recurs on the 


amendment offered by the Senator from Florida [Mr. P,< 

Mr. PASCO. No, Mr. President; the question recurs on ¢)}, mo 
tion offered by the committee, to strike out. - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is upon concurrins 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, to striks 
out the entire clause. 

Mr. HALE. The amendment which has been agreed to as jn 
Committee of the Whole should be nonconcurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is on the ameng. 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. To strike out the entire clause. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To strike out the entire clanse 

Mr. HALE. There is no necessity for reading it again. ; 

Mr. PASCO. If the amendment is to be rejected I s}).1! have 
nothing further to say, but if it is to be insisted upon | wis) ¢, 
occupy the attention of the Senate for a feW minutes. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest, as an amendment has been made jy ae. 
cordance with the suggestion of the Senator from Maryland | \\- 
GorMAN], that the Senate disagree to the amendment striking, out 
the clause, which will leave it in the bill as amended on motion 
of the Senator from Maryland. 

Mr. PASCO. That will be satisfactory to me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maing 


moves—— 

Mr. HALE. I do not need to move. The question is simply 
upon disagreeing to the amendment to strike out the clause. — 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is, Will the Sonate 
concur in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole to 
strike out the clause as modified by the amendment of the Senator 
from Maryland? 

Mr. PASCO. The motion of the committee is to strike out: ang 
the question is whether or not the paragraph containing the pro- 
vision for the model tank shall be stricken out. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair begs leave to repeat 
that the question before the Senate is as to concurring in the eom- 
mittee amendment to strike out. 

Mr. HALE. If we disagree to the amendment that leaves the 
clause in the bill as it is now amended. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If the Senate shall disagree, , 
language will remain in the bill; otherwise it will be stricken out, 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like the Senator to give us some reason 
for striking out the clause. 

Mr. HALE. Nobody is asking to have it stricken out. 

Mr. PASCO. We propose to vote down the motion to strike 
out. 

Mr. HALE. I suggest that the Senate disagree to the amend- 
ment. 
= CALL. That would keep the provision for the tank in the 
bill? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. CALL. Ishould like to hear some reason why we should 
keep the tank in. I do not understand it, Mr. President, and | do 
not know where this idea comes from, or why it is necessary to 
build a tank to exhibit a little model of aship. It seems to me 
that this is a very ill-advised idea. What possible use can there 
be for building a great tank to exhibit the models of ships when 
navy-yards all around the country have the ships themsecives and 
models. There is something to be exhibited in the navy-yards, 
and there is nothing of any value to be exhibited in such a tank. 

Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. 

Mr. PASCO. I will read the concluding sentence of a very 
interesting statement which I have from the chief of the Bureau, 
giving the advantages to result from the construction of this tank. 
I will ask that the whole statement be inserted in the Record, 
but I will only read the concluding paragraph. It is as follows: 


Many advantages are realized from the results of these axperines ts. The 
most suitable form for a certain may be determined and the proper 
adjustment of power to form arran On the other hand, a ship having 4 
given form, the most suitable can be selected at which it can )e most 
economically propelled. The form and position of the waves creatcd by the 
passage of a ship ——— the water at any speed may be determined. The 
settling or subsidence of the ship while may be measured, this being 
an important feature in light-draft or low free-board vessels. The spe! 4% 
which models may be run being relatively great, the performance of ships at 
higher speeds than have been realized may be predicted, and the poss! )!itles 
of further advancement, so far as form is concerned, determine! Much 
power is a wasted in driving unsuitable forms at a hig! | 
speed, and waste of power involves both heavier machinery and builers an 
—— coal consumption over what would be necessary with the proper 
orm. 


Mr. President, this tank has been recommended twice |'¥ the 
Chief of the Bureau of Construction and has been recom 1 d 
by the Secretary of the Navy. If the experiments are carne! 00 
with its aid it will enable the Chief of the Bureau of Construction 
and those working with him to calculate with far greater score’ 
the speed and performance of the large war vessels whic! w’ - 
now preparing to construct, and to make changes 1n (hv moti 
when the experiments indicate that the speed and power! ‘he 
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vessels can be increased. I _—_e that the committee amendment 


triking the item out of the bill will not be concurred in. 
, I now ask leave that the paper from which I have read may be 
inserted in the RECORD in ull. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
will be so ordered. ; 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

EXPERIMENTAL TANKS. 
to determine the resistance of ships in advance of construc- 
models of the proposed ships were commenced by the late 
William ude in 1872in a tank built by him at Torquay. This tank 
> 230 feet one 38 feet wide, and 10 feet deep, and in it experiments were 
t 


i e Admiralty, and in connection with the towing experiments 
carried OF Fephound certain laws and deductions were established beyond 


In the absence of objection, it 


Experiments 
tion oy towin 


quetis son Mr. R.E. Froude, and many useful and valuable results have been 
obtained ; of many proposed ships having been altered after model 


trials od, oe in fhe case of the Polyphemus and the Medway class of gun- 
ere the deductions being afterwards verified by the performance of the 
0a ais. In 1888 a tank of about the same dimensions and with practically 
jdentics 1 appliances was constructed by Denny Bros., of Dunbarton, in which 


many thousands of experiments have been conducted with both engineering | 


and comme: success, the tank having enabled them, as a case in point, to 
successfully construct a high-speed vessel for the Belgian Government under 
conditions so rigid that under ordinary circumstances surety of fulfilling 
them would have been impossible. 

Mr. William Denny, one of the most progressive and well-informed Scotch 
shipbuilders, in a letter written in 1857 relative to the importance of the 
a aistance that an experimental tank may render to the naval designer, 
expresses himself as follows: 

“The truth is that of all the problems about a steamship the only one at 
the present moment incapable of being solved by a priori methods in extreme 
cases is that of the § and power. No ability and no training will enable 
even the most skillful naval architect to overcome the want of an experi- 
mental tank in coping with these questions. My partners are so thoroughly 


convineed of the value of the tank that every one of them regards the large | 


) oney sunk in it in the form of a capital, and the large amount 
still os sank it, as one of our best investments, and have met without 
grudging the annual outlay required for its administration.” 

The establishment of an experimental tank would not only benefit the 
naval service, but would greatly promote the shipbuilding interests of the 
country at large, by furnishing reliable information as to the future per- 
formance of new types of commercial vessels that would aid American ship 
builders to compete on more ual terms with foreign yards, in which similar 
information is already available. c 

The British Admiralty considered the results obtained so valuable that in 
1886 a new tank was constructed at Haslar, near Portsmouth, and the appa- 
ratus at Torquay was removed to that place and installed there, with many 
improvements and additions, under the charge of Mr. R. E. Froude. The 
new tank is 400 feet long, 20 feet wide, and 9feet deep, and commodious offices 
are attached with a view of entering extensively upon the work of experi- 
mental investigation. In 1889 an apparatus was constructed by the Italian 
Government at Spezzia which is practically a Sageete of the British plant 
at Haslar, except that the tank is 500 feet long and 22 feet wide. 

latest appara 
anu St. Petersburg in 1892. To duplicate such a plant, including cost of 
all apparatus and the necessary buildings, but exclusive of ground, would 
cost $5,000. The primary object is to obtain the actual resistanco of the 
model at a speed corresponding to the prepemet speed of the full-sized ship. 
The speed at which the model is to be towed is ascertained by Froude’s * Law 
of comparison,” which is “for similar forms, corresponding speeds are as the 
square rootof the length and resistance at corresponding speeds is as the cube 
of the length.” Asan illustration, supposing it is desired to ascertain the 


effective horsepower necessary to propel a certain proposed ship at a speed | 


of @knotsanhour. Ifa model is constructed one-twenty-fifth the size of the 


20 
ship, then the speed at which it should be towed will be y o5 


hour. Supposing the resistance at this speed is found to be 10 pounds, then 
the resistance of the ship will be 10 25° = 156,250 pounds. 
effective horsepower required it is only necessary to divide the expression 


for the work due to this resistance, given in foot pounds by 33,000; thus, 20 | 


2,026 < 156.250 
knots=:2,026 feet per minute, and —— 00D = 9,593 effective horsepower 


required. This result, after being corrected for density of water, surface 
friction of ship’s skin, friction of engines, and efficiency of propellers, gives 


the actual ind horsepower necessary to develop the required speed in 
the proposed ship. The epeteente may develop the fact that the intended 
lines produce an abnormally high resistance, or are in some other way un 


suitable, in which case the model is easily altered or a new one made, and the 
ship saved from probable failure. 

In conducting the experiments absolute nicety of observation and meas- 
urement are required. The modei is carefully ballasted to the exact draft 
and trim to co d with the proposed displacement. These factors are 
observed by insert needles at intervals around the pre »sed water line 

rojecting horizon and ‘the model is adjusted so that all the needles just 
break the water. In this condition the weight of the model plus the ballast 
should with the calculated displacement. In towing, the change of trim 
is carefully observed and automatically registered by the machine, and ex- 
act observation of the currents, caused by drafts of air and by the movement 
of the model, are made, and the general deductions corrected therefor. The 
models are made of ne wax,a material which seems well adapted for the 
purpose, in that it does not absorb water to change its weight, is easy to finish 
and ee in it if necessary, and when the experiments with a given 
ship are fi , the material is remelted and used for others. They are cast 
ina clay mold made to cross sections of the proposed lines, allowing about a 
quarter of an inch all around for finishing. They are cored to allow a fin- 
ished thickness of about 1 inch. The core is formed of a wooden frame- 
work covered with cloth and coated with a solution of clay to make it imper- 
vious to the melted paraffine, and is filled with water to prevent it being 
floated on the liquid wax, which iscast at a temperature of about 160°. After 


cooling, the el is placed in a specially devised machine, by which the 
lines of the half-breadth plan of the proposed ship are automatically copied 
on both sides of the model at their respective heights above the keel. 


e model is held in a frame capable of vertical adjustment, and 
r being corethliy’ ont to the proper height for the line to be cut the 


attendant sim ly pasees a tracer around the line on the drawing, which is 
placed on an attec ed drawing board. The cutting is accomplished by two 
rotary cutters, which are run at a high rate of speed and connected by a 
eh eek ih gear witi: the tracing arm. In this way the successive lines are 


model is then taken from the machine, the material between the 
is removed and the model faired and smoothed by hand. It is then 


XXVIII—297 


FFE 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ll C~iSSS”~—™—————— 


Since the death of Dr. Froude in 1879the work has been carried on | 


| 
| The amendment was nonconcurred in. 
j 


tus constructed is that installed by the Russian Govern- | 


4 knots an | 


To ascertain the | 


fitted with suitable interior strengthening and carefully weighed 


land 
lasted, snd is then ready to be placed in the dynamometric towing machi 
This machine is placed on a track which moves freely on rails located on t! 








. 18 
top of the side walls of the tank, the under side of the machine being about 
18 inches above the water 

| ty ae connected that w eee held aga nst I ateral deviation 

= neo at ae hor zon! ally The resist ance is rex ved 

} on th arm of a bell-cr ever and automatically traced toan enlarged 

} Scale on a sheet of cross-section paper wrapped on the surface of a cvlinder. 

| Che same cylinder also records the time and distance run The time pen 

| records half seconds, and the distance pen records intervals of 10 feet. both 
being actuated by electric contacts There are also cylinders at ea nd of 
the model for recording the change of trim by means of rods fr move 
vertically, their lower ends resting on the mode \ ry sp ord 
ing register is also provided as a check, and a cart e is mounted ir 
of that containing the model dynamometric machine, fitted with ar na- 
chine on similar principles, for testing the efficiency of model scr¢ ° 
lers, and also their efficiency in different positions relative to th 0 
— The truck is attached to an endless wire rope, moving ‘ t 
| each end of the tank, to which motion is given by a “ Tower spherical ! 
having a specially devised governor, capable of very delicate adjustment 
to any desired speed, from 50 to 1,000 feet per minute. “The models tested 
| at varying speeds of small interval between certain fixed limits, and also at 
| varying drafts of water and conditions of trim. The results, after being cor- 
rected, are platted and curves drawn, giving in advance full data of just what 
| the completed ship will do in all conditions with smooth water 

Many advantages are realized from the results of these experiment The 

| most suitable form fora certain speed may be determined and the proper 

} adjustment of power to form arranged. On the other hand, a ship having a 

} given form, the most suitable speed can be selected a ich it can ben t 

| economically propelled. The form and position of the waves created by tho 

| passage of a ship through the water at.any speed may be determined. The 
| se ttling or subsidence of the ship while running may be measured, this being 
|} an important feature in light-draft or low free-board vessels. The speed at 
| which models may be run being relatively great, the performance of ships at 
|) higher speeds than have been realized may be predicted and the possibilities 
of further advancement, so far as form is concerned, determined Mucl 
power is frequently wasted in driving unsuitable forms at a high rate of 
speed, and waste of power involves both heavier machinery and boilers and 
| increased coal consumption over what would be necessary with the proper 
form. Displacement is often sacrificed to attain a certain speed when the 

| same speed might have been realized with largely increased carryin i- 

| pacity. Many other minor advantages might be specified. The time 1 s- 

| sary to prepare a model from a given set of lines and make acompk record 


of resistances at varying speeds has been found to be about two day 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


The question is on concurring 
in the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. HALE. Now, Mr. President, I hope the bill may be passed. 
Mr. KYLE. I offer an amendment which was reserved in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, at the end of line 13, on page 7. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
TheSecretTary. After line 13, on page 7, it is proposed to insert: 
| The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized a 
| 


1 required to pay, im- 
| mediately, to the patentee the $25,000 appropriated in the act maki 


nK appro- 
priations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1806, a id r 

| other purposes, approved March 2, 189, said act providing “f exclu 
| sive rights to and for ordnance appliance es now in use on naval v« and 
| protected and covered by patent No. 533171, said patent being embraced in a 


| contract dated January 2, 1593, and signed by the S« 
the patentee." 


| Mr. HALE. This is not a reserved amendment. 


retary of the Navy and 


Mr. KYLE. I wish to state that this is an amendment hereto- 
| fore offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GzorGxr}, and I 
do think it was misunderstood by the Senate at that time. 


lt was 
| ruled out under Rule XVI. 


Clause 4 of that rule is as follows: 


No amendment the object of which is to provide for a private claim shall 
be received to any general appropriation bill unless it be to carry out the 
provisions of an existing law or a treaty stipulation, which shall be cited on 


| the face of the amendment. 


’ 


‘* The provisions of an existing law.” The amendment states 
upon its face explicitly that this appropriation was provided for 
| by the act of March 2, 1895. Itis further stated, I believe, upon 
the face of the amendment that the patent embraces a contract 


U 


made by the Secretary of the Navy January 28, 1893. Therefore 
the appropriation of $25,000 under this amendment is nothing 


more nor less than the carrying out of the contract to which I have 
just referred. It seems to me that the point of order does not lie 
against the amendment as being a private claim. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, we discussed this amendment 
while we were acting as in Committee of the Whole. The exist- 
ing law is that the claim is to be paid at the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy, and this amendment proposes to make him 
pay it without discretion. The point of order was made by the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN], who is not here now, and in 
his absence I make the point of order again. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
makes the point of order against the amendment d by 
the Senator from South Dakota, and the Chair sustains the point 
of order. ° 

Mr. HALE. Now, I ask that the bill be put on its 1 

Mr. GORMAN. I gave notice two or three day , during 
the discussion of this bill, that before its conclusion I should offer 
an amendment authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to issue 
certificates of indebtedness in denominations of 50s, 100s, and 
1,000s, bearing 3 per cent interest, stating that I believed that the 
appropriations made it absolutely necessary for Congress to au- 

thorize the Secretary of the Treasury to issue that class of certifi- 
eo which would probably prevent the issuing of any more 
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bonds to pay current expenses. I fully intended to offer the 
amendment; but after the agreement which was made yesterday, 
that debate should be limited to five minutes on the part of each 
Senator after 2 o'clock to-day, it would be impossible under that 
limitation to properly discuss the proposition; and, therefore, I 
shall reserve it until the fortifications appropriations bill is con- 
sidered by the Senate, when I expect to present it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is in the Senate and 
still open to amendment. If there be no further amendments the 
question is upon the third reading of the bill. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CONDEMNED CANNON FOR NEW ROCHELLE, N. Y. 

Mr. HILL. I ask the indulgenceof the Senate for a moment to 
— alittle bill to donate condemned cannon to a village in my 

tate. There is to be a celebration at the place next week, where 
the cannon are desired, and to be of any avail the bill should be 
—. at once, It is House bill No. 3544, and I think will take 

ut a moment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York 
asks unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill, which will 
be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill (H. R. 3544) empowering and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish not more than four pieces 
of condemned cannon to the village of New Rochelle, N. Y. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. "> there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. PEFFER. I do not object, provided the bill does not dis- 
place the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CONSIDERATION OF THE RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. FRYE. I wish to give notice that I shall ask the Senate 
immediately after the conclusion of the routine business on Mon- 
day morning to proceed to the consideration of what is known as 
the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. QUAY. I should be glad to have Senate bill No. 2522, in 
relation to the Alaska Transportation and Trading Company, taken 
up and passed,if there be no objection. It has been heretofore 
read at length. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I think the bill ought to be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. We have had a similar bill before the 
committee. It is quite an important matter, and members of the 
committee have auked m1e— 

Mr. wras I withdraw the request. 

Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 





ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o’clock p.m.) 


the Senate adjourned until Monday, May 4, 1896, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
SATURDAY, May 2, 1596. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEn. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

BANKRUPTCY. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I callforthe regular order, and move that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union to consider the special order. 

The motion was eed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union (Mr. PAYNE in the chair), and 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.8110) to establish a 
uniform law on the subject of bankruptcies throughout the United 


States. 

a SPALDING. . I desire to move an amendment, if it be in 
order. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I believe there are three amendments now 


pending. 

Mr. SPALDING. At any rate, I would like to get this amend- 
ment before the Chair. I wish to move, as an amendment to the 
substitute now pending, to strike out clause 9 of the first para- 
graph of the pending section, in these words: 


Or suspended and not resumed for thirty days ani until a petition is filed, 


while insolvent, the payment of his comme: paper for or aggregating $500 
or over. 


The CHAIRMAN. - The Clerk will read the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Michigan Sow SPALDING] to the substi- 
tute of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon]. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 7, strike out, in lines 45, 46, and 47, the words “ or suspendo4 
resumed for thirty days and untila petition is filed, while insolye: 
ment of his commercial paper for or aggregating $500 or over.” 


Mr. SPALDING. Mr. Chairman, it is not an unusual ; Fo 
men engaged in business pursuits to have an aggregate | re 
past-due paper. The filing of a petition to put such a per. “ 
insolvency, if he was not in fact insolvent, would tend . 
him into disrepute and to ruin his credit. It seems to mo +)).4.- 
the hands of a creditor disposed to be oppressive such ») = 
might do great injury not only to the debtor but to other ¢», 
because under such circumstances a single creditor co.) 4), . 
petition in bankruptcy, provided there were not more than jw... 
creditors. For this reason I believe that the provision w)})\.-), , 
amendment proposes to strike out weakens the bill, which 
essential particulars is calculated to operate beneficially aij. +, 
creditor and debtor. I trust my amendment will be ».),),;.. 
Without occupying further time, I am willing to submit i; ; 
vote of the House. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. S;\; 
it was agreed to. , 

Mr. HENDERSON, I think, Mr. Chairman, we had better haya 
the debate limited on this paragraph. As there are othe id 
ments which gentlemen desire to offer, why should we not tak, 
vote now on the pending amendments? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I should like to occupy a! 
minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Very well. 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. Mr. Chairman, when the commit 
tee rose last evening the gentleman from Iowa [ Mr. Hes); v}. 
the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, had entertained the 
Committee of the Whole, as he always does, not only in a lovics!. 
practical way, but with his usual eloquence. He appealed ty the 
aon of the House. He seems to find some sentiment iy 

yankruptey bill. Why, Mr. Chairman, there is no more sentim 
in a bankruptcy bill than there is in an undertaker’s \)i!!, 
question addresses itself to the legal judgment of the House. 

I call the attention of members to the fact that althou 
have been discussing this bill all this week, scarcely a paraviaph 
concerning it has appeared in the newspapers of the day. The 
country is not demanding a bankruptcy bill. Members, ii t 
will refer to their own experience, will be unable to say that ; 
people in their districts are writing letters or petitioning {or 1) 
passage of such a bill as this. Whatever demand exists for a 
bankruptcy bill to-day is confined to the voluntary features of tly 
measure. 

Among the acts for which, under this bill, a man may be pat 
into bankruptcy is the making of an assignment under the laws 
of his State. Now, let me briefly refer to the history of that pro- 
vision. Such a provision was in the bankruptcy law of |» 
After several years of experience with that provision, Con 
in 1874, struck it out of the law. It was found unpopular 
ill fitted to the wants of the country. Yet after the trial we | 
of such a provision under the law of 1867—a trial which indacod 
Congress to amend the law and strike out that provision—we are 
now told that it is wise to readopt it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the features of the old bankruptcy law of 
1867, which became so unpopular in the country because they 
harassed the poor debtor, were the features defining whit sr 
known as acts of bankrupicy; in other words, the provisions {1 
ao bankruptcy. Yet with the light of our expeorenc 
under the last bankruptcy law and with the country not (ono! 
ing any such law with involuntary features, some gentlemien her 
seem willing to inflict upon the country the sameevils with wie) 
it was afflicted under the former law. I beg members to pans 
before they vote against the amendment I have offered an to re- 
call the eee of the country under the old law. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I see that the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania fp r. Witiiam A. Stone] has made a profound 
study of this bill, and I should like to put to him a question sus 
gested to me by a conversation I have had with another m1i«t 
of o House, the gentleman from New Hampshire | Mir. SU LL 
way]. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I yield for the question. ; 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Suppose that one man si. 
row of another $10,000 for the ostensible purpose of ent :rin 
a legitimate business with the money, not express! y so ing 
but that being the understanding. en suppose that the bor 
rower should lose that money by gambling with cards. (ou be 
under such circumstances file a petition in voluntary bana) '°Y 
and secure his disc under this bill, if it were to become 4-4: 


Cn my 


many 


A 


Out ive 


This 


t 
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Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I understand that anybo'y 
file a petition in voluntary bankruptcy. — 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Ought such a man to be alow" 
to receive his discharge? ; a 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. As to whether he would 5° ''* 


discharge or not, that is another thing; but the gentlem un's q ‘ 
tion was whether such a man could file a petition. I unders'ao 











1896. 
Se 


that under this bill anybody can file a petition, no matter what 
may be his indebtedness or how it may have arisen. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsy]- 
vania has expired. 


ired. 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I should like five minutes more. | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 


unanimous consent to proceed five minutes more. Is there objec- | 


tion? The Chair hears none. 


Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I will say to the gentleman from 


Pennsylvania that I have been informed that under the provisions | 


of the former bankrupt law it would have been impossible for 
such a man to secure his discharge in bankruptcy; that is to say, 
if it could be established as a fact that he had lost his money in 
gambling. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I do not say that he could be dis- 
charged under this bill. I understood that se of the 
gentleman was whether anything in the bill would exclude him 
from applying. Whether he could be discharged is another 

stion. 

Nt. COOPER of Wisconsin. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
will call his attention to the fact that in section 13 of this bill there 
are five explicit acts mentioned, the commission of any one of 


which by the bankrupt is a ground for denying him a discharge. | 


Now, if the mention of one thing is to be taken as the exclusion 
of all other things, then the only ground for refusing to allow such 
a man a discharge would be proof of one of the things embraced 
in this section. And the loss of his property through gambling 
not being specified as one of the grounds on which a discharge is 


to be refused, he would still be able to secure a discharge even 


thongh the borrowed money had been lost in gambling with cards. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, that may be an argument 
against the bill, and I am glad that the gentleman finds additional 
reasons for objecting to its age. 

Mr. RAY. ill the gentleman permit me a moment now, since 
he has an extension of time? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes. 

Mr. RAY. Under the provisions of the bill I do not think such 
a man as that mentioned by the gentleman from Wisconsin could 
possibly obtain a discharge. But, however that may be, if it 
should be made a ground of refusal for granting a discharge, it is 
easy to insert it in the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Well, we are discussing the pro- 
visions now that apply to the discharge of the bankrupt. We are 
considering the amendment which proposes 29 strike from the bill 
the first paragraph of section 2, which, if aaupted, strikes out the 


nine acts of bankruptcy; and I undertake to say that if you are | 


to pass a bill at all, a simple bill that permits a man to go into 
bankruptcy is all that you should undertake to pass. You ought 
not at this time, when the country is already disturbed very much 
over public questions, to throw a new element of disturbance into 
the commerce and trade of the country, and in my judgment it 
would be a very great and a very serious mistake not only for this 
Congress, but a great mistake for the party that'is behind this 
Congress and responsible for its actions, te undertake to put a 
bankrupt law, especially such a bankrupt !aw as this, onthe coun- 
try now. Such a law is not popular at any time. Who wants 
engraved on his tombstone, when he has ended his labors here and 
elsewhere, that he is the father of a bankrupt law as a monument? 
It never was and never will be a popular measure, and you can 
not make it so in this country. You can not humbug the people 
of this country with a measure of this character any more; they 
have had experience. Youcan no more make such a proposition 
suit the e of thiscountry than you can make asuit of clothes 
for a man 5 feet high to fit me. The country has grown too large 
for such a thing; it is not adjusted to such a provision; it is too 
diversified in all of its interests. There are 45 Statesin the Union 
now passing laws each conflicting with each other; and when all 
of these things are considered it is evident that this country is not 
in a condition to adopt a general law upon this subject by which 
a man shall be fo: into bankruptcy against his will. on are 
— putting on the statute books something that will come 
back to plague us in the future, a proposition that will stay the 
era of prosperity which the country so much demands, and which 


it should have, and which we all hope will soon make its appear- 
ance. 
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It is, Mr. Chairman, the old story. It comes up at every Con- 
gress to plague us. Notwithstanding the fact that there are vari- 
ous other matters of greater importa | ought 
| the attention of the House. t 


ce that to receive 
‘h the whole country is 


matters wh 


| demanding as loudly as it can, measures that ought to be consid- 
| ered and passed by Congress, meas . for instance, that will 
| prevent the coming of the hordes of people that are pom into 
|} this country from other lands, people that we do not wa and 
|} yet, notwithstanding these demands, here in t ie | ol 
this session of Congress you are wrestling with ill 
trying to establish in this country a system tha not 
i to repeal 


want, and one that if you do pass you will 

within a very short time after its enactment. 
Here the hammer fell. } 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 


} fey 
ve TO 


Mr. Chairman and gentleme 
of the committee, I have listened with some surprise to the } 
marks of the distinguished gentleman from Pennsylv;: » | Mi 
WILLIAM A. Stonr} who has just taken his seat. Lam surpri 
that a Representative of so great a State as Pennsylvania, a State 
so vitally interested in this question of bankruptey, volunta l 
involuntary, should tell this committee that there is no pul 
interest in that State and in this country on this question. 

Now, I can say in behalf of my own State—in behalt th ut 
| State of New York—that the citizens of that Sta the busin 
| nen of that State, are vitally interested in the measure now pend 
| ing before this committee; and that the feeling in our State. so far 
as I have been able to sound it, is in favor of the enactm nt of 


just such a bill as that now under consideration. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania tells us that the country is 


+1 
| too large, too diversified in its interests, to have a unifo 





KNATLIN 
rupt law. I suppose that by and by we shall be told that it is too 
large to have any uniform legislation. If there be any force in 
that argument, then the Congress of the United States shonld be 
abolished, and all legislation should be referred to the legislatures 
of the several States. 

I believe, sir, that the fathers of the Federal Constitution knew 
| what they were about. I believe that when they gave us power 
| to enact a general law on the subject of bankruptcy, they looked 
| away ahead into the future of this country, and knew that the 
| time must come, as it has come in the past, as it comes more im 


peratively to us to-day, when the enactment of a general bankrupt 
law would be a matter of actual public neces ; 

Now, I have read the report of the Committee on the Judiciary 
upon this bill. I have read the bill with great care, have given 
many hours to its examination, have consulted many lawyers a1 


id 
many business men as to its provisions, and have examined it cru- 
cially in connection with the former general bankrupt act of 

| I believe that there never has been a general bankrupt law framed 
with greater wisdom and more justice in its ype and plan. I 


congratulate the distinguished chairman of the C 
Judiciary for this work which he has now presented to our con- 
| sideration. In fact, I believe that it can not be justly criticised. 
I believe that it should be passed unaniimously by this committee. 
The feeling in New York is this: If you propos« 
voluntary bankrupt law, give us none. 


om mittee ou tl a 


to wr us Onlv a 


if we can not have a law 
which provides both for voluntary and involuntary bankrupt 
we wish no legislation whatsoever. That is the feeling of our law- 


yers; that is the feeling of our business men in every special avo- 
cation. The State of New York, gentlemen, is somewhat inter- 
ested in this legislation. I call your attention to Schedule A 
which shows that the greatest number of failures occurred in 
State of New York during the whole period from 18 
will call your attention briefly to these figure In New York the 
liabilities from 1879 to 1895 were $643,910. The total failures 
were 21,938, and the failures in 1895 were 1,940 as compared to 1.304 
in 1879. i 


the 
9 to 1895. I 


Ow 


That demonstrates, gentlemen, that in our State we have 
a practical interest in this proposed legislation, and | call the at- 
| tention of the committee also to the fact that for the first three 


| months of the year 1896 there have been 229 more failures than in 


the preceding period last year, and that the aggregate of liabili 
ties amounted to $4,594,000 additional; that is, as compared with 


the same period in the year 1895. 

Now, I agree with the gentleman from Pennsylvania |[Mr. Wit- 
LIAM A. STONE] that business is in the main pat i throug! 
the United States; but if you enactasimple \ 


mit 





' Ianrup y 

It is a great and a grave mistake to pass such a bill. No man | act you will not restore confidence. Conlidence restored to the 
ought to vote for such a bill until he has carefully studied the his- | debtor alone will not benefit the c yuntry. 
= of the country under the operation of the old bankrupt laws;| The CHAIRMAN. The timeof the gentleman from New York 
and no man who will do that will ever give a vote, after impartial has expired. 
consideration, for such a measure asthis. Any man who will Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I ask that the gentleman's time 
= it a fair and impartial consideration will at least hesitate be- | be extended five minutes. 

ore Voting for any bill, ially one that embraces eight or nine There was no objection. 
acts of bankruptcy, wher bya man can be forced against his will Mr. BARTLETT of New York. All the business interests of 
into the bankrupt court, many of which provisions were stricken | the country are made up of the interests of t reditor on the one 
down by Congress in the old bill, many of which were changed | hand and of the debtor on the other. A measure for the benefit of 
and altered, as it was found necessary to change and alter them, the debtor alone will not benefit the country. It must also be 
because of the demand of the people, who were disgusted with | passed with some regard to the interests of the creditor. And, as 
their operation. | 





is well pointed out in the very able report which accompanies this 
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bill, a man is sometimes a creditor, or dlways a creditor, and at 
the same time a debtor, the twofold relation, the reciprocal rela- 
tion, being sustained by every business man, because while he isa 
debtor to some parties he is also a creditor with debts due him 
from other parties. 

Now, what should be the object of this legislation? It should 
be such legislation as would restore confidence to the business 
men of the country. It should be fair and just, and not unduly 
strict to the honest debtor. On the other hand, on behalf of the 
creditor, it should punish fraud and perjury and attempts to de- 
feat the ends of justice. The gentleman complains of the acts 
which constitute involuntary bankruptcy, complains of the pro- 
visions of this section by which @ man can be forced into bank- 
ruptcy. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, I have examined each and 
every one of these provisions with great care, and it seems to me 
that if any err in any way they are too lenient. Can it be wrong to 

unish a man for fraud? If a man conceals his property or trans- 

ers his oes .or does any act whatsoever with the purpose and 
view of defrauding his creditor, is it hard to put him into bank- 
ruptcy? Is it not common fairness and justice to the business 
men of this country? 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Wi11am A. STONE] 
says that the people take no interest in it. It is true, Mr. Chair- 
man, that it is not a matter of sentiment, but it is a matter of 
business and of common honesty; and I call the attention of the 
members of the committee to a few extracts from the letters of 
business men which I will now read. Before reading the extracts 
from the letters of business men I shall read the expert opinion 
of one of the leaders of our bar, a man most familiar with the 

yractical workings and operations of the bankruptcy act of 1867. 
© Says: 


New York, April 30, 1896. 
Hon. FRANKLIN BARTLETT. 


My Dear Srr: I have read with care the admirable report of the House 
Judiciary Committee on the oe of a uniform law of bankruptcy accom- 
panying House bill 8110, and am thoroughly in favor of the provisions of the 

ill, A uniform system of bankruptcy seems to me most important, and I 
find but few suggestions which I can offer in reference to the bill presented— 

I had asked the distinguished member of the bar to pick out 
some flaw. With his special knowledge and experience, I wanted 
him to place his hand upon some vulnerable point, and, Mr. Chair- 
man, the result of his examination was that he could find nothing 
to criticise in this most admirable bill— 

No bankruptcy act ought to be passed which does not provide for involun- 
tary as well es voluntary bankruptcy. The latter without the former seems 
to me an anomalous condition of affairs. Both debtors and creditors should 
be poenenes by legislation, and it seems to me that this bill does this with 
great care. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentleman 
from New York a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman oo 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Certainly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask five 
minutes more. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks that 
his time be extended five minutes, Is there objection? [Aftera 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COX. Now let me give you this question, and make the 
point as clear as youcan. lam not going to take your time ex- 
cept to make the question plain. Suppose a country merchant 
gives his paper, payable in thirty days, and John Smith indorses 
that paper. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Yes. 

Mr. COX. And at the maturity of the paper he fails to meet it. 
Now, what position does the indorser occupy in regard to this 
bill? Is he a bankrupt, too? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Thatisall regulated by the pro- 
visions of the bill. Anyone who becomes a surety or guarantor for 
a debt remains still liable although the debtor may be discharged 

Mr. Cox endeavored to propound another question. 

Mr.BARTLETT of New York. I decline to yield further, with 
great respect to the distinguished tleman from Tennessee. I 
must decline to a. because he is only endeavoring to discover 
some problem which will interrupt the thread of my 
[Laughter. } : 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WiLuiam A. 
Srong], Mr. Chairman, said that the bankruptcy bill would not 
be popular. Well, a bankruptcy bill will never be popular—that 
is, any bill that provides for men paying their debts—with a cer- 
tain class in the community; but I claim that this bill with its 
provisions is for the benefit of the debtor in allowing those busi- 
ness men who are hampered with debt to secure discharges and 
resume business; and it will be popular with a great class of 
debtors now burdened and with business men at large throughout 
the country, because it will bring about a renewal of credit and 
an extension of business. 

With « general bankruptcy law men will not be afraid, as they 
are to-day, of embarking in business relations with certain parties 
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in other States. We all know, Mr. Chairman, that the unforty. 
nate differences in the system of bankruptcy laws in the v7; ,, 
States operate to unsettle business relations. The only wa, to 
secure relief is to pass the bill now under consideration, and ;)\, 
is a strong voice—I may say to gentlemen a general sentin.); 
throughout the State of New York in favor of the passage 
very bill. I call your attention to one or two letters: 

Our business experience of forty years leads us to believe that tho |... 
terests of the country demand a uniform bankruptcy law, one whi.) 
supersede or be asubstitute for the conflicting laws of various Stat. 

a law should be both “ voluntary" and er Pr ings in | 
ruptcy cases should be in United States instead of State courts.  ~ |, 
ences’? should be absolutely prohibited. Honest debtors should dis- 
charged, and the assets divided among bona fide creditors without d und 
at the minimum of cost. Dishonest debtors should be refused a dis:))\;.. 
and fraudulent ones severely punished. ’ 


This letter is but a sample of many which Ihave received. But jt 
seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that it states the case conclusiy 


of thig 


ly in 


terse and forcible lan , Which is better than most argum:)+. 
Mr. STROWD of North Carolina. What business is the part y 
engaged in who writes that letter? 


_Mr. BARTLETT of New York. They are manufacturers of 
at ee asbestus roofing, asbestussheathing, asbestus co: )onts 
asbestus coverings, and several other branches of the same }))isj. 
ness. But it is a very large and well-known firm in New York. 

Mr. MILNES. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. And I may say that these Jet. 
ters come to me from firms not only in business in my own State 
of New York, but in business in Massachusetts, Penp- 
sylvania, and many other States. One firm calls my attention to 
the fact that the merchants of all the large cities throughout the 
Union are in favor of this bill. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, ever since I have had a seat 
in this House I have tried to be consistent in my opposition t» all 
movements toward securing a bankruptcy law. 1 do not believe 
that there is any demand upon the part of the country for such an 
enactment; and I believe it would be most unwise for the Repub- 
lican party at this time to enact that kind of legislation. I donot 
wonder at the distinguished gentleman from New York | \r. 
BARTLETT], a leader of his party upon that side of the House, try- 
ing to place the Republican party in the disadvantageous position 
of being sponsors for this bill. 

I have, Mr. Chairman, attempted to know something of the his- 
tory of the three bankruptcy laws that we have had and their effect 
upon the party responsible for their enactment. Im April, 1400, 
the Federalist party, then intrenched in power, supposed to be 
invincible, enacted a bankruptcy law. In the campaign that fol- 
lowed three charges were made against them. Their responsi- 
bility for the sedition law, for the alien law, and for the bankruptcy 
law; and under the assaults that were made that party ceased to 
exist as a powerful factor in the Government of the United Si ates, 

In 1841 the Whig woe f which had just come into power strong 
and apparently invincible, with a majority such as never had 
been known before, enacted a bankrupt law. They saw their 
error very soon, and the same deliberative body and the same 


Executive that had enacted and peoren the law repealed it. 
But the party was tainted by that legislation and lost power. 
The House of Representatives that enacted the last bankrupt law 


had 49 Democrats and 143 Republicans in it, yet it was but « little 
while until that majority was well-nigh reversed and the Democ- 
racy had control of this House; and I undertake to say, Mr. Chair- 
man, that no one factor was more im t in turning over the 
control of Congress to the Democratic party than the responsi- 
bility that attached to our side for that bankruptcy enactment of 
1867. Inevery instance the wee brows has assumed responsibility 
for such legislation has pa the wall. The reprobation of the 
people has been upon it, and I do not wonder that the leader of 
the vas men A ang oe York] now — » encoure 
age the Republican party in great mistake. ut the gentie- 
man has another motive, which he,as well as the gentleman from 
Massachusetts . Moopy], who addressed the committee yes- 
terday, has disclosed. The committee reporting this bill has told 
us, and its advocates on this floor up to 8 o’clock on yesterday had 
uniformly insisted, that the underl reason for this legislation 
was to give a boon to men who been unfortunate in business, 
so that men who had gone down under the weight of misfortune 
and who were ed with debt could find relief under the 
provisions of this enactment. It was all done, they said, in ‘he 
interest of the indigent, unfortunate debtor. In their report (16 
committee say: 

It seems clear to the committee that a bankruptcy law is needed to relieve 
the country of the hopeless debts now resting upon active men— 

That is, men who have been unfortunate, men who have |e? 
unskillful, men to whom disaster has come, honest men who “re 


thus burdened, cramped, and trammeled are the people to be bene- 
fited, and this beneficent enactment is designed to give such men 
another chance in the race of life, so that they may regain the 
plane of solvent manhood, 

{Here the hammer fell.] 














1896. 
—— 

On motion of Mr. WATSON of Ohio, the time of Mr. Hersurn 
was extended for ten minutes. ' 

Mr. HEPBURN, That is the ground on which the committee 
put this pill in their report, and that is the ground upon which it 
has been generally advocated upon this floor, but the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] yesterday and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BARTLETT] this morning have told us another 
story. The demand for this bill, they tell us, is for the purpose of 
cecuring another method for the collection of debts. They want 
another means to secure thecreditors of theconntry. Not satisfied 
with the collection laws of the States, not satisfied with the access 
to the courts which they have had all along and now have, the 
creditors of the country Insist that some ‘hing more shall be done 
whereby they shall be enabled to secure their debts. Oe 

Mr. Chairman, I do not think that any legislation of this kind 
is necessary. Everywhere in all of the forty-five States and in the 
Territories there are ample provisions of law for the collection oi 
debts. Every debt that now exists has been contracted in view of 
the existing facilities for collection. No creditor has been de- 
ceived. When he made his investment or allowed another to 
pecome his debtor he knew what the facilities and possibilities 
were with regard to collection. But not content with that knowl- 
edge, not content with the facilities that they now have for the 
collection of debts, the creditors come here, by their Representa- 
tives, demanding that they shall have other means, that they shall 
have other ways, by which to secure their pound of flesh. 

Are we doing any harm to the creditor when we refuse to give 
himthat? Thecourts are open. The collection laws of the States 
are in full force. There is no proposition to limit their scope in 
any way or to embarrass their operation. The creditor has now 
every means that he had when he extended credit to his debtor. 
Why should he have other means? Why does he come here de- 
manding this additional means for collection of his debts? It is 
unfair and unjust, and the man who urges it is not, in my belief, 
friendly to the masses of this country. The gentlemanfrom New 
York [Mr. BARTLETT] tells us that if this measure is enacted into 
law there will roll over this country an unprecedented wave of 
prosperity, that if the debtor class is put absolutely into the power 
of the creditor class then the creditor class will consent that their 
money, Which they tell us is now withdrawn from the Western 
region, will flow out, and we shall all bask in the sunlight of a new 
prosperity. Ab, Mr. Chairman, the men who loan money from 
the East to the West will not be affected by this bankrupt law. 
Their loans are already secured upon the real estate of the West. 
They are secured by mortgages upon the property of the West. 
Those mort will be as complete then as they are now, and I 
do not think that any new conditions of prosperity will come to 
us because of this enactment. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have some objections to this particular 
bill. I called the attention of my coileague [Mr. HENDERSON] on 
yesterday to the incongruity presented, in my opinion, by the fifth 
and the second acts of bankruptcy as here defined. 1 thought 
then, and I still think, that while trying to escape from the second 
act of bankruptcy as defined in this bill the debtor must fall into 
the fifth. If this committee will give me its attention for a mo- 
ment I will try to establish this peint. The second act of bank- 
ruptey, as set forth in the bill, is in part: 

Failed for thirty days, until a petition is filed, while insolvent, tosecure the 
release of any property levied upon under process of law— 


Here is an attachment against a debtor's property. If he allows 


that attachment to run for the period described, it is an act of | 


bankruptcy. In order to relieve himself from this he must re- 
lease that property. How is he to do it? 
by giving security. Yet the fifth ‘‘act of bankruptcy” declares 
that either of those is an act of bankruptcy. Therefore, if the 
debtor tries to escape from the second he must necessarily force 
himself into the fifth. When I asked my colleague if there was 
not some incongruity between these two provisions, his answer, 
as I recollect it, was, *‘ Yes; it is intended that both shall rip him 


up the back.” And both do. Either does. In escaping from the | 
one he necessarily gets into the other. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Will my colleague allow me to interrupt 


him, not to correct his improvement upon my language at all, 
but to call his attention to section 60. 

Mr. HEPBURN. -I will try to quote my colleague exactly. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Oh, that is not material. Give your 
fancy the fullest play. 

Mr. HEPBURN. There is no need of displays of fancy con- 

ning this measure, 

_ Mr. HENDERSON. 
ing. Now, 
with clause 


A person 
in contem: 


That seems to be your mood this morn- 

lask the gentleman to read section 60 in connection 

5, section 2. Section 60 provides that— 

shall be deemed to have given a preference if, being insolvent or 
plation of insolvency or bankruptcy, he has procured or suffered a 

judgment to be entered against himself in favor of any person, or made a 

=e of any of his property with intent to (1) defeat the operation of this 


The word “ 


intention defeat,” as used in this bill, has coupled with it the 


to defraud. As I said yesterday, if the debtor violates 
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Only by payment or | 





either of the provisions he is liable to be thrown ints 


> i Cys 
but the gentleman can not hinge the two provisions t er in 
the manner he is now atte mpting. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. But I call the attention of my friend from 
Towa to the second clause of the paragraph of section 60, to which 
he has just referred. It is in these words: 

Or (2? « a os one of? . ‘ ~ » ‘ 9 _ * eh 
ce ti a <4 « edi ‘ ae si Br ah 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is another ma ind it is pre- 
: ed even by the gentleman from lowa. M Ss from 
New York [Mr. Farrcsitp], who is always hunting for some ob- 
jection to this bill, can not find any this time. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The word “defeat” means much more under 
the definiticn given in this bill than the gentleman has s ted, 
it does not mean simply ‘“‘defraud,” as he has suggest rhe 


language is: 

Defeat shall include defraud or delay— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Delay with attempt t 

Mr. HEPBURN. ‘Defeat shall include 
evade, hinder. and impede.” 

Mr. HENDERSON. “With intent to defraud.” 
man must not fail to put that in. 

Mr. HEPBURN. My friend has made no answer to this criti- 
cism. Nonecan be made. It was not intended by this bill, in 
my judgment, that there should be any escape for the man who 
has allowed an execution to run against him. This fifth 
most cunningly closes every possible door. If he should escape 
the second clause, he finds himself enmeshed in all the conditions 
of the fifth. 

Mr. MORSE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask a qu 

Mr. HEPBURN. I prefer not to yield for a question now; I 
have only a little time. Here is the answer which my colleague 
{Mr. HENDERSON] made to me yesterday: ‘ 


» defrand, 
defraud or 


The gentle- 


clause 
stion? 


I think he would be ripped up in both, and ought to be 
I said ‘“‘up the back.” I want to withdraw that phrase, so that 
the ripping may be general—all over his anatomy. [Laughter.] 
Mr. Chairman, this act is a fraud upon its face; it is a fraud in 
its title. 
| Here the hammer fell. ] 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iask unanimous consent that the 
gentieman from Iowa may have time to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MORSE. As the gentleman now has unlimited time, will 


he yield to me for a question? 
Mr. HEPBURN. I will. 
Mr. MORSE. I understood the gentleman to say that the same 
conditions exist now in regard to the collection of debts and mort- 
gages that existed when the loans were madein the Western coun- 
try by Easterninvestors. Now, doesnotmy friend know that the 
Populists when in control in Kansas passed stay laws which pre- 
vent the foreclosure of a mortgage or the beginning of pr 
ings for its collection for a year and a half after it becomes due? 
If the gentleman from Iowa does not know the fact, I happen to 
know it to my sorrow. 
Mr. HEPBURN. There is some Populist here perhaps who 
can attend to the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I should like to ask the 
| Iowa a question relating to the criticism heis making on thi 


eae 
——— 


ceed- 


| Laughter. | 
gentleman from 
bill, 





Mr. HEPBURN. I yield to the gentleman. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand the gentleman to criticise 
the language ‘* hinder or impede with intent 


j to defrand.” Now, 
I ask him whether that is not the language used in the « of 
| all the code States in regard to acts which are analogous to acts 
of bankruptcy? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Ihavenodoubt about that. I was not criti- 
cising it in any other sense than this: My colleague had defined 
the word ‘‘ defeat” to mean defraud. I simply wanted to show 
| and that was my whole object in referring to the language of the 


bill—that according to this definition defeat meant much more 
than defraud. 
Mr. HENDERSON. That doesnotapply tothe question yo 


Lraise, 
Mr. HEPBURN. I think it does. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The language of the bill is, ‘‘ delay, hin- 
der, and impede with intent to defraud.” Now, is it not a fact 
| that, according to the construction of the courts, an act com- 
| mitted with the purpose of hindering or delaying the collection 
of a just debt is 1 fraudulent act? 
Mr. HEPBURN. This is a bill which purports to establish a 


‘uniform law on the subject of bankruptci: 
| Now, Mr. Chairman, let ussee how ‘“ aniform ” it is. 
| from the operation of the law, and from the necess 
| tion to the creditors, all that property that is exempt to the debtor 
under the laws of the various States. How can you, then, have a 
uniform system of bankruptcy if you base it on exemption law that 
exist in such great diversity in the statutes of the various States? 

Why, a gentleman the other day stated that in the State of 
Pennsylvania there were no exemption laws; that the coat that a 
man might lay off from his back while engaged in his daily labor 


It exempts 
ty of distribu- 
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might be seized by the officers on an execution. I do not know 
whether that is true or not. Isimply refer to the statement made. 
In the State in which I live, on the contrary, there was an adjudi- 
cation where a bankrupt was permitted to retain his homestead 
valued at $93,000. Is that uniformity? Does that secure a uni- 
form system of bankruptcy, where in one State a man may be 
strippel of everything under the operation of this law, and in an- 
other where he may have almost unlimited wealth, if it is con- 
fined to his homestead, for that is secured to him? 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption to 
make a correction there? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. MAHON. In the State of Pennsylvania there is an exemp- 
tion law which allows the debtor to retain $300 worth of property, 
unless he waives theright. Itis true that they generally give him 
about a thousand, but that is the law. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That does not change the argument that I 
make. Itshows the impossibility of the enactment of alawframed 
in this manner, based on the State statutes, differing as they do 
widely from each other. It shows the utter impossibility of meet- 
ing the requirements of the Constitution and the pretended pur- 
pose of the bill in its title, ‘‘a uniform system of bankruptcy.” 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the bill because of the 
sources of its demand. If there is a demand for it, it comes from 
the associations of wholesale merchants in the United States, who 
want to have another means of securing control over their trade. 
How will it operate? I undertake to say—— 

Mr. RAY. fore the pan. leaves that point, having made 
that statement, to wit, that there is no demand for it, I desire to 
call his attention just there to this—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I donot yield to the gentleman from New 
York for a speech. He has occupied hours of the time of the com- 
mittee in the discussion of this matter. If he has a question to 
ask, I will be very glad to answer it if I can. 

Mr. RAY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. Ihave occupied but 
very little of the time of the committee. 

r. HEPBURN. Ask your question. 

Mr. RAY. If you will permit me; you have been courteously 
accorded all the time you want—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. HENDERSON. By every member of the committee. 

Mr. RAY. The ‘gentleman from New York” is a member of 
the committee, and no objection was made to the extension of 
time asked by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman ask his question, if he 
desires to do so? If he has no question to ask, I decline to be inter- 
rupted further. 

r. RAY. Idid not desire to call attention to this document 
[referring to pamphlet in his hand) without permission of the 
gentleman—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I must ask to be protected 
from the gentleman from New York. I have yielded to the gen- 
tleman for a question only, if he has one to ask. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa is entitled to the 
floor and declines to be interrupted. The gentleman from New 
York will be in order, 





Mr. RAY. I ask the gentleman from Iowa—— 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield? 


Mr. HEPBURN. The “gentleman from Iowa” will yield to the 
gentleman from New York for a question only. 


Mr. RAY. I want to make this statement—— 
Mr. HEPBURN. Ido not yield to the gentleman for a state- 
ment 


Mr. RAY. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Very well; ask it, 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman, in connection with his state- 
ment that there is no demand for this bill—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. I did not say that. 

Mr. RAY. Well, in connection with his statement as to the 
sources of the demand—I believe that was his statement—allow me 
to call his attention and the attention of the committee, not by a 
speech, but simply to a document which I hold in my hand and 
which is on file, showing, as I think, that his statement is inac- 


curate? 
Mr. HEPBURN. What is it? 
Mr. RAY. Well, if I answer that question it will be to state 


the very thing to which the gentleman has been objecting. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me see it. 

Mr. RAY. I would not name it without the consent of the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. COX. Is that a speech of the gentleman from New York? 
[Laughter. 

Mr. RAY. The ‘“ gentleman from New York” had nothing to 
do with it. 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading)— 

Addresses, memorials, indorsements, petitions, and resolutions demanding 
the cnactment of the Torrey bankrupt bill, by the Associated Wholesale Gro- 


ra, St. Louis; Columbus (Ga.) Board of Trade; Chamber of Commerce of 
ew York; Omaha (Nebr.) Board of Trade— 
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Andsoon. Why, Mr. Chairman, itis just what I said. 
ter. 
tr. RAY. Read it all. 

Mr. HEPBURN (continuing). ThatiswhatIsaid. }, 
of these fellows who wants a new hold, a new grip upon | 
tomers, is clamoring for it of course, and the gentleman fy 
York, their ready servitor, is anxious to give them all thiy y.,, 

Mr. RAY. Will you allow—— = ee 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will not allow further interruptio», 

Mr. RAY. I would not misrepresent were I in your y)):\:0, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not desire to misrepresent. 
read from the document that the gentleman gave me. 

Mr. RAY. Why not read the entire title of it? 

Mr.HEPBURN. You might as well insist on my readi; 
your speeches. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. RAY. It would do you good if you wonld. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It might help me, but I have some c 
tion for other gentlemen here. (Langhter.) 

Mr. Chairman, I undertake to say that a very large p 
of the business men in the West are, under the definiti., 
in this bill, bankrupts. They can not meet the require: 
this bill in their effort to avoid bankruptcy under it. 
they are able to conduct their business. They are not iy 
engaged extensively in business, but it is the small merc); 
the merchants whose property perhaps would not pay their o)):.. 
who have to postpone from time to time the payment of ther 
paper. Technically they are bankrupts, technically they are \; 
solvent; and yet they are able to conduct their business 
their heads above water, and to make a support for their fii 
A man so situated, dealing with the creditor who woul: 
bill, is compelled to submit to whatever exaction in the \ 
increased profits to that wholesale merchant that the whole, 
merchant elects to put upon him. He has no way of escaping jt, 
if he proposes to change the house with which he deals, conse: ys 
that he is in the power of this man, he has to go on dealing in +) 
same line, submitting to the same exactions, paying the sine 
exorbitant rates, and in turn imposing them upon his cust» 

Mr. BREWSTER. Will the gentleman yield for a questiv 

Mr. HEPBURN. For a question, yes. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Do you think the passage of this })i!!. r the 
failure to pass this bill, will have any effect on the relation o! 
retailers to the wholesaler? When the retailer is in the 
the wholesaler, will the failure to pass this bill make the (iu 
any better? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I think it will, because under the collection 
laws of the State, with the time that is given, with which the 
creditor is familiar and which he expected, the debtor can have 
an opportunity to turn himself, to do something. He cou!d have 
an opportunity for payment if nothing else. Yet under this jill 
if he were to take that time or were to pay one of his creditors Le 
would become a bankrupt. Does not that place him ina \ 
position? It seems to me so. 

Mr. BREWSTER. Is it not for the benefit of the wholesaler to 
keep the man going? Is he liable to shut a man up so |: 
is solvent? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That depends upon the character of the whole- 
saler. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Iaccept the answer of the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. Mr. Chairman, I should like tosay— 

Mr. COX. Will my friend yield to me for one question’ 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes; fora question. 

Mr. COX. Thatis all I want. I want to understand your con- 
struction of this idea. A country merchant gives his paper, pay- 
able in ninety days, to the wholesale merchant, and somelo'y 
goes his security upon that paper asindorser. He fails t) mt 
it. What becomes of the indorser? Is he a bankrupt, tov’ 

Mr. HEPBURN. It seems to me that he is equally lia! le. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He is an original maker. 

Mr. HEPBURN. He is practically an original maker. I 4 
not see why the failure to pay, if the other conditions are jr 4! 
in the case, would not be an act of bankruptcy. , 

Mr. HENDERSON. The committee has stricken that (1™ 
out of the bill, so there is no use in wasting any time ®)ol 
In the committee this morning the ninth clause was cuir) 
stricken from the bill. 

Mr. COX. Then, as I understand, the indorser or s 
not subject to the provisions of the bill? 

Mr. HENDERSON. The ninth clause, with referen ° to ©" 
mercial paper, has been stricken out of the bill. That was co” 
in the committee this morning. ; ee 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The indorser on commercial pape '* °° 
liable until after the principal has failed to pay, anyhow. 

Mr. COX. Su e he is a joint maker. ; sr 

Mr. CONNOLLY. If he is a principal, that is a different (>) 
but not as an indorser. . md 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I have just received a ae 
orandum showing that it is the smaller dealer who suil:’ frou 
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tey laws. In Indiana, out of 14,000 bankrupts under the 
ery assets of 12,000 were less than $5,000 each, showing 
that it is the class of men of whom I have been speaking who are 
the victims under a bankruptcy law. I was going to ask some 
gentleman from the West who is in favor of this bill to show 
who else in the West is in favor of it. 

There are afew gentlemen who favor the voluntary bankruptcy 
feature; there are a very few wholesale dealers that favor the in- 
voluntary features of it. I undertake to say that of all the Rep- 
resentatives from the State of lowa upon this floor not one com- 
munication has come to them asking, on the part of their con- 
stituents, for the enactment of this law. I have received but a 
solitary communication on the subject, and that from a gentleman 
living outside of my State, and he opposing this bill. Not one let- 
ter have I had, not one comment in the newspapers have I seen, 
advocating this bill. Idonot believe itisawantof the country. I 
donot believe that it is rightin itself. I do not believe that the bill 
conforms to the requirements of the Constitution as to its uni- 
formity; and I do believe that it will be most harmful in its effect 
upon the party majority of this House. We will be held respon- 
sible for it, and some of our friends on the other side, who per- 
haps noware urging us to make this mistake, will be among those 
orators who this fall will declaim against us and charge us with 
responsibility, point to the distress of the country, and say that 
instead of bringing about relief we have passed this unfair, inju- 
dicious, one-sided legislation. [Applause. ] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I ask that my time may be 
extended to the limit of fifteen minutes at this time. It is not 
worth while to begin with five minutes’ time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohioasks that he may 
have fifteen minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.| The 
Chair hears none. . 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I assert, in the first place, Mr. Chairman, 
that much the most essential thing to the welfare of the business 
interests of the country of America to-day is the reestablishment 
of credit. It is necessary that we shall reestablish the credit of 
the National Government, and it is necessary that we shall rees- 
tablish the credit of all component factors in the National Govern- 
ment, and prominent and conspicuous among those factors are the 
individual creditors, the business men of the United States. I 
deny that there can be good credit in one sectien of the Union and 
bad credit in the other section. Ideny that the business men of the 
West can flourish when the business men of the East fail to 
flourish. And I deny that any proper argument can be based here 
by introducing into this subject the question of the West against 
the East. 

The money of the East is being handled by the genius and enter- 
prise of the West; and the credit of the one is the interest of the 
other, and the success of the one is a necessary incident to the 
success of the other. So that I think the gentleman who in this 
debate attempts to make it appear that a system that makes a 
sound business man in the West can by any possibility better the 
man in the East to a greater degree than is conferred upon a man 
in the West is not correct in his judgment. How shall we estab- 
lish business credit? I want to say right here,in reply to the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Iowa {Mr. Hepsurn], that as I had 
something to do in ten or twelve States of the Union with the 
campaign of 1892; as I had, too, not to so large an extent, with 
that of 1890, and to a much larger extent of the campaign of 1894, 
when the Republican party in the one case went out of power in 
the legislative branch of the Government and in the other came 
back into power; and I never heard and never read one word of 
discussion on the subject of a bankruptcy bill. I have tried to 
recall all the charges of the Democratic party in 1890 and in 1892, 
and I never heard that thing mentioned until I heard it here this 
morning. Now, I do not say thatit never happened, for I did not 
hear all that was said. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit a suggestion? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman is speaking now of a period 
twelve or fourteen years after the repeal of the act. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then you are talking of the bankruptcy 
act of 1867. I never heard that mentioned as a matter of politics. 
I never heard any condemnation of it. It is said that that act was 
repealed after a while. It was repealed in due time. It was not 
the purpose of the legislation of the country, never has been, that 
there shall be a permanent system of bankruptcy. It is not nec- 
essary. Periods, cycles of business depression, sweep over the 
country. I might say, if I wanted to, though I am indisposed to 
go into that subject, that these cycles are generally an incident to 
the introduction into power of the Democratic party in this coun- 
try; and it has been said by one of the wisest financiers of this 
country that it was necessary, indispensably necessary, to the suc- 
cess of the business of the country that, following every Demo- 
ae there should be a system of bankruptcy. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. The gentleman certainly knows that these 


swept over the country in 1866, another in 1877, and another | throughout the country. 
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in 1884, Will the gentleman explain if these happened after Dem- 
ocratic ascendency? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no such thing. In 1866, going 
back to that, as it is the first fixed on by the gentl man, unfortu- 
nately for his recollection of history we emerged from the greater 
depression of 1857, when the property of this 


‘hen untry went down 
‘0 per centin value all through the West. We emerged from that 
to enter a war. At the end of that war we } established 


had not re 

our credit, and the transition from irredeemable paper monev and 
y “ee 

the battle that we had to fight with the Democratic 1 


irty to re- 
store specie payments did bring upon us the trouble of 1 What 
was the troubie of 1875-1877? Does the centleman k . It was 
the existence of that upas tree, bad crs in t try. In 
1874 the Democratic party carried State after State in favor of 
practical repudiation of the obligations of the Government. and 
undertook to demand that the bonds of the Gov ntshould be 


paid in greenbacks and that the greenbacks should not be redeemed: 
and until we turned aside and fought the Democratic partv to its 
death for the time being, we could have any credit in this 
country. That was the trouble,and that was all the tr le tl 


he t there 
was; and when the time had conte, and victory had ] ed upon 
the banner of the Republican party, and a Republican Adminis 
tration came into power in L877, and the resumption 5 passed 
in the teeth of the opposition of the Democratic party, and the Ist 
day of January, 1879, came, and, under a Republican Administra- 
tion, every dollar of our promises to pay came up to the level of 
every dollar in gold—then it was that prosperity came as the vic- 


tory of honest money and the overthrow of the Democratic party. 
[Applause on the Republican side.} But, Mr. Chairman, I did 

not intend to make any such speech as this 

Mr. MAGUIRE. Will the gentleman permit another su; 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MAGUIRE. I wish to say to the gentlemanthat all of those 
depressions are recorded by the Hon. Carroll D. Wright, Commis- 
sioner of Labor, in his Report on the Industrial Depression of 1886, 
and he says that they all extended to the seven leading nations of 
the world. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
wants to take his politics from Carroll D. Wright I bid him God- 
speed, but Ido not want him to bother me withthem. [Laughter.] 
I will take some political ideas from a Democrat, I will take a great 
many from a Republican; but from a Mugwump, God forbid! 
[Laughter and applause.| A man who has to trim his politics, 
to pare his common sense, and to engineer his figures so that he 
can retain office under Administration after Administration shall 
not be a professor in the political school which I attend. 
ter and applause. | 

Now, how shall we restore public confidence? There are sev- 
eral ways. I did not intend thus to trench upon the proprieties of 
this occasion by any political or partisan references. I simply 
wanted to come to this particular bill. The first step, in my opin- 
ion, to the restoration of public confidence is to restore to the col- 
umn of active workers the greatest possible number of competent 
business men of the country. Go along the pathway where the 
wrecks are deposited and gather up the competent men and give 
them another chance. I speak for the business men of my section 
of Ohio, and I say that not one, not ten, not one hundred, but 
more than one hundred such men have appealed to me to support 
this bill. They are the men who, during the progress of this 
cyclone of financial disaster, have fallen by the wayside and 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman permit an inquiry? 

The gentleman ought not to have broken 
into that sentence, which was going to be a very pretty one, but I 
yield. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. We all recognize its merit. 'rhis class of 
men that the gentleman speaks of would be affected as they desire 
to be affected by the part of this bill, or by one of the bills, pro- 

| viding for voluntary bankruptcy alone, would they not? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. ILadmit that. Thatis probably so. But, 
Mr. Chairman, there has got to be something more than the re 
toration to activity of those men who have fallen, and that point I 
am coming to. Theyare the men who, without fault of their own, 


restion? 


| Laugh- 


many of them young, active, and prosperous at one time, have 
suddenly found themselves ingulfed and hopelessly insolvent. 
Their property is gone under the State laws, and yet there stands 
against them the burden of their indebtedness. Shall those men 
be restored to activity? I trust that they m In my section of 
the country there are business men without a stain upon their 


character, with no reasonable ground to say that they were ineffi- 
cient or ineffective, who have encountered the storms of adversity 
and trouble and have been temporarily drifted to the shore. 
| I want to see those men allowed to emerge from under this load 
| of adversity and disaster, for which they were not responsible. 
| I want them set free to join again the great army of activity, the 
great army of productive industry in this country. Now, how 
are men of this class to again stand upon their feet, even by 
| the operation of this bill? There must be a restoration of credit 


And just here I want to answer 
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one argument that has been made against this bill. It has 
appeared as though somebody here had got the impression that in 
this bill there was a new engine by which the creditor could be- 
come more exacting, more unreasonable, more oppressive than he 
isnow. Mr. Chairman, if I were to-day to criticise the common 
em of the business men of my country from Boston to 

aaha, I would say that, so far from there being any purpose or 
any action on their part as a class to Grush the business men who 
are their debtors, to crush the dealers, to crush the retailers, to 
crush the debtor class generally, they have for years been too 
indulgent. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. That is so. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Of course it has been to their interest at 
times to be so; but how often—I ae now to the lawyers here 
who know something about the collection business of the coun- 
try—how often in the last twenty years have the business men of 
the great cities, the wholesale men, the manufacturers, been found 
coming to the relief of debtors in trouble, by extension of time, 
by renewal of credit, placing them upon their feet and pushing 
them forward as well as it was possible todo? In many cases they 
have compromised by the reduction of debts. 

Mr. MARSH. I hope the gentleman will not forget to tell us 
how the involuntary features of this bill will restore credit to the 
—— of this country. 

r, GROSVENOR. Ican not say everything at onetime. I 
propose to occupy only a very few minutes. 

se often, I ask, have creditors come forward in this way and 
done the best they could for their debtors? How often have they 
taken partial payments and extended the time for the balance? 
In this way the wholesale merchant, the Eastern manufacturer, 
or the Western manufacturer—for the East is not doing so large 
a percentage of the manufacturing as it did some years ago—has 
in this way sustained and built up the credit of many a man who 
was likely to fall by the wayside. 

Now, let us see about the involuntary feature of this bill. I 
am not going to urge that so strongly as ldothe other. But there 
seems to be a consensus of the wise opinion in this House on this 
subject. And right here I wish to say that I am going to take the 
details of this bill largely from the hands of this committee with- 
out criticism. I have looked into the bill just enough to know 
that there are no hardships in its provisions as compared with 
former laws on thissubject. Ihave looked into it enough to know 
that there seems to have been a very wise conservatism in the 
drafting of the bill; and as to all the minor and unimportant de- 
tails I would rather trust the committee than trust myself in the 
hurry of the progress of the measure through this House. 

Now, then, how does the involuntary feature of this bill go to 
sustain credit? Credit can not be built upallonone side, Youcan 
not build up the credit of the retailer without some protection to 
the interests of the wholesale dealer. You can not protect the 
debtor without giving the creditor some protection. Now, when 
anybody shows me in this bill any provision creating an act of 
bankruptcy which is not already so recognized upon the statute 
books of every intelligent State of this Union, then I will argue 
with him upon that subject. 

Here the hammer fell. } 
r. RAY. Iask that the time of the gentleman from Ohio be 
extended for five minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, I ask that the gentleman be al- 
lowed so much time as he may need to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request that the 
time of the gentleman from Ohio be extended until he concludes 
his remarks? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I shall not occupy more than ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have created no 
new act of bankruptcy. There is proposed here no new liability. 
A man whose .roee has gone to protest in the bank where he has 
made it payable is an insolvent debtor in the eyes of the business 
men of the country of all grades and sizes. He is insolvent. The 
act of insolvency is the failure to pay, and it is not worth while to 
talk about terms or expressions. There is the fact. This bill un- 
dertakes to say that the debtor shall not fail to pay for the pur- 

»of fraud. By the lan of the statute of Ohio—borrowed 
Sees the code of New York, loaned again to the State of Indiana, 
and then transferred to Kansas and lowa—it is provided that it 
shall be an act of bankruptcy if any person makes any movement 
with his property, hides it or hides himself or allows judgment 
against himself ‘“‘with intent to hinder, delay, or defraud his 
creditors.” That is the language in common use throughout all 
the code States of the Union. Now, what says this bill. In defin- 
ing the word “defeat,” it says: 

Defeat shall include defraud, or delay, evade, hinder, and impede— 

With what purpose? I understood the tleman from Iowa 
[Mr. HEpsuRN] to say that mere delay would be treated as an act 
of bankruptcy. That is not the meaning of this expression, and 
it would not have been so construed if the committee had seen fit 
to leave out of the statute the qualifying clause which follows; 


but they have put itin. Any one of these acts or all of them, in 
order to be acts of bankruptcy under this provision, must hays 
been done “‘ with intent to defraud.” Now, if we are standing 
here to create legislation for the protection of men who acy iro 
the property or money of others and then conspire to defraud 
them out of it, the criticism of the gentleman from Iowa lies 
against this bill, not otherwise. 

I do not care to occupy further time except to say this: These 
two great classes—debtors and creditors—must be brought into 
just and equal relations with each other. 

Mr. MARSH. I hope the gentleman will answer the question 
I put to him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ican not be msible for the gentlo- 
man’s understanding. I have been arguing for quite a lencth, of 
time that you can not build up the credit of the debtor class with. 
out putting protection into the hands of the creditor class. You 
can not make a law that will permit the debtor to doas he pleases 
with the property acquired from the creditor without giving to 
the creditor a chance to get at least a fair dividend out of the 
property of the debtor. 

Mr. RSH. We had very good credit in this country from 


1879 to 1893——— 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Icantell the gentleman how we had it —_ 
Mr. MARSH. And we had no involuntary system of bank- 


ruptcy. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We had an involuntary system of bank. 
ruptcy just back of that time; and one of the very last acts done 
under it of which I have knowledge was to relieve one of the 
heaviest debtor classes in my section of the State of Ohio by a bill 
filed, I think, as late as 1878. Ido not remember the date of the 
repeal of the former bankruptcy law. 

Mr. MARSH. It was repealed during the Forty-fifth Congress, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. Wecleared the decks; we re- 
stored confidence; we brought into the activities of business life 
thousands and tens of thousands of men who had been stranded 
before that. 

Now, Ido not want to talk politics with my distinguished friend 
from Illinois. 

Mr. MARSH. Oh, you never will have to do that. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I know what aided to bring prosperity in 
1879. It was the trsumph of the Republican party on the Ist of 
January of that year over the combined forces of Democracy and 
the Repudiationists. 

Mr. MARSH. And the mistake my friend is making now is 
that he is attributing it to the bankrupt law of 1867. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; not at all; [am not attributing it 
to that. But when my friend from Ilinois points out an era of 
prosperity and calls attention to it, I have only undertaken to 
show from whence it resulted, and incidentally to say that we had 
just passed from under the = of that law. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. ill my colleague, my distinguished 
and able coll e, allow me a question? [Laughter. | 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, now, after that of course I can not 
refuse my colleague, and will yield to him all day for questions if 
he desires it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I wish to ask my colleague this: Was 
the case to which you have just referred, and in which you played, 
as I am sure you did, such an important part as an attorney, 2 case 
of voluntary or involuntary bankruptcy? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, it was both. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Which side preponderated? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The original petition was a voluntary 
petition in bankruptcy, but a cross petition for involuntary |ank- 
ruptcy was afterw filed as an outgrowth of the case. 

rt. WATSON of Ohio. No one is objecting to a voluntary 
provision. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, I have been trying to make it appear 
ol you have got to make a bill so that both sides will be satisfied 
with it. 

Now let us see what my friend’s proposition is. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I have none. : 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A gentleman from my Congressional dis- 
trict, we will say, not his, for his district is a high-charactet 
district financially, but a gentleman from my Congressional (l's- 
trict goes to New York, buys a great stock of goods or merchan- 
dise on credit, and at once it is discovered that he has done it 
fraudulently, that he has made false representations. A great 
number of creditors are interested in the case. The true policy 0! 
every law enacted by every State legislature in the Union where 
there is any credit or any provision for the collection of debts 15 
that when a man is in fai circumstances his assets shall be 
divided between all of his creditors pro rata, and that they shall 
not be given to the man who can or may possibly, by collusion 
with the debtor, become a preferred itor. There has been 
more loss of commercial sill personal credit by the application of 
the preference system to the settlement of the estates of debtors 
than from almost all other causes combined, 

Mr. MAHON. Systematic stealing. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; systematic stealing. 

Now, my friend having got possession of the property and 
having made away with it according to his own will, without 
any process by which he can be made to go into the bankrupt 
court, or the property being in his possession, and having reached 
the exact time when he is ready for the operation, he goes into 
voluntary bankruptcy and selects his own assignee. He tells the 
creditors in New York and Philadelphia and Omaha, Chicago, 
and Cincinnati, ‘I have my friend,” as my friend said last night— 
“T have my friend to administer on the assets of my estate; but 
he will not ask me about anything I have disposed of heretofore. 
The fact that m > c : 
son is a prefe creditor, that my brothers-in-law are preferred 
creditors, will not be inquired into, because he is my friend. And 
go the swindle is perfected; and instead of giving the creditor 
ower to come forward and say, “‘ You are placing the property 
beyond our reach; we will seize it, and then call all the creditors 
in and divide it;” that is what actually occurs. It is not a fancy 
picture. 

But, Mr. C = 
what is or wnat ought to be the law of this country. L 
even decided in our courts that the title to property dispesed of 


Chairman, such a proceeding is not in consonance with 


under such circumstances does not pass if the attempt is made by | 
the seller to transfer it at the place where the fraudulent pur- | 


chaser lives. The title is in the man who is defrauded of his right. 
Now, in view of these facts, is it a wrong against public hon- 
esty to give to the creditor an opportunity to press the debtor? 
For the whole involuntary provision of the bill is based on the 
first consideration, which is that a wrong, or fraud, or an actual 
attempt at wrong or to commit a fraud, has been conceived by the 
debtor and he is trying to carry the wrong or the fraud into effect. 
So in my judgment the passage of a wise and conservative bank- 
rupt law (and believe this to be one) will restore to the field of 
activity thousands of men who are unable now to participate in 
business affairs. It will add to the growth and greatness of the 
country, and will restore to all sections a degree of confidence in 
the conduct of business men and the protection of their interests 
that could not otherwise exist under the conflicting decisions and 
legislation of the several independent States of the Union. These 
States bordering upon each other have attempted to bring their 
legislation into consistency the one with the other, and they have 
always failed. Attachment laws in one State are defective in an- 
other State. Rights which grow up in one State are valueless in 
another State. To illustrate, we have undertaken to enforce in 
Ohio a law that prohibits a man who sells goods to the laborer 
upon a railroad from going outside of the State to attach the cred- 
its of a debtor in another State. And so we have had conflicting 
legislation and court decisions upon both sides of the Ohio River. 
ere, for the pu of uniformity, which is a great desidera- 
tum, is the proposition of a law which shall operate with uni- 


formity from Calais to Galveston and from New York to San | 


Francisco, so that the restored credit of the country shall operate 
uniformly from the West to the East. It is a very proper time to 
have this bankruptcy bill gointo effect, just at the time when we are 
hoping and praying and believing that better days have come or 
are coming, when the star of hope begins to shine again in the 
horizon and seems to be traveling upward to span the heavens. 
Why should not we do the act that to my mind would be the 


greatest boon and benefit to the entire business interests of my | 


whole and glorious country? [Applause. | 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio 
{Mr. GRosvVENOR] who has just taken his seat made a most ear- 
nest and eloquent h in favor of every feature of the bill, both 
voluntary and involuntary bankruptcy. He then with great em- 
phasis , how shall we restore prosperity and confidence? I 
say to him, not by a bankruptcy law, not by gold-standard laws, 
not by McKinley high-tariff laws. 
that the country owes to-day the thraldom under which it is 
passing. Did any gentleman on this floor, when he was in his 
canvass last year, tell his constituents that if elected to Congress 
he would vote to pass an involuntary bankruptcy law? If anybody 
in that vast Republican majority from the great and growing 
West made any such promise to his constituents, let him rise and 
proclaim it, [After a pause.] None! Then none should vote for 
it. Itisa proposition to give one more element of power to the 
unscrupulous, overpowerful creditor class of the East, additional 


ower of oppression, and yet the gentleman who has just taken 
seat that is the way to bring prosperity! 

Mr. Chai , every time that the moneyed classes have asked 

oo _ additional power, the reason given is that they want to add 


rosperity of those who labor and produce; that it is not for 
ves, but for the laboring people that they ask the 
tion. was the cry two years ago, when the wealth 
of the country demanded and got the enconditions! repeal of the 


eee theSherman Act—a piece of legislation which 
tr disaster and distress upon the producers of our coun- 


ther 


The bankers and money-changers promised that the repeal 
would restore confidence, that it would restore prosperity; 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


wife is a preferred creditor, the fact that my | 


We have | 


It is to such measures as those | 


ATA! 


~ 





| 


| but from that moment, notwithstanding the great industry, the 


great power, the great endurance, and the great inventive genius 
ot the American people elements which would make any « intry 
great under proper laws—notwithstanding all that, we | gone 


deeper and deeper and deeper into the depths of despondency and 
misfortune. 


Who, Mr. Chairman, are the debtor class that are sought by 
this legislation to be placed under the creditor class of the East? 
The debtor class of this country are those men who have brought 
us ail the prosperity and all the progress that has made this coun- 
try the pride and admiration of the world. They have built up 
the West, they have transformed those barren plains int ros- 
perous communities, and they have built up great and pro ‘ous, 


| progressive, and populous States. 
Now, after having placed the country upon the gold stan 
| after having made it almost impossible for th« pay their 
debts, after having at least made delays in paying them inevita- 
| ble, you say to the creditor class, ‘‘ We now place in your hands 
| the power to go into any Federal court, which extends its hands 
| over thousands of miles of territory, not only over one State but 
over two States and sometimes over three is its 
marshals a thousand miles to seize upon the property of an indus- 
trious, thriving citizen.” I am opposed to the bill and sha 
against it. Iam opposed to any bill which enables a cred 
oppress his debtor. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
is recognized. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which I 
should like to offer to section 2, and to have it read from the 
Clerk’s desk. 


lard, 
eople to 


wey 


States, and sends 


vote 


tor to 


Mr. Chairman . 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Warson] 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Watson] 
is recognized. 
Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, during the debate on 
this bill yesterday my colleague {Mr. NortTHway] made this 
| interruption: 
| Mr. Norrnuway. Right there, if the gentleman from Iowa will permit me, 
in response to the gentleman from Uhio | Mr. WATSON |, let me sa the 
State of Ohio as soon as an assignment is made the cred rs ther 
| and take the property out of the hands of the ass and put it in the 
} hand of one of their own number, or a person of their « , for 
| distribution. 
| A little later than that my other colleague |Mr. Grosvre OR] 
| made this observation, substantially as Mr. NortHway had 
Mr. Grosvenor. If the gentleman from lowa will permit me, I vy ld like 
to say that under the law of Ohio, which the gentleman from Iowa pli 
| ments, the first proposition that follows the assignmen ior 
| usually, of some friend of the debtor, perhaps his wife or some near 1 tive, 
to administer the estate. 
| But with these additional words: 
But the creditors come together, and by a vote of the majority take the 
property out of the hands of the assignee and place it in px m of a 


trustee for distribution. 
To that I replied: 
Then that must be the case only in your district 
Mr. Grosvenor. Oh, no; that is the law « 
Mr. WatTsow of Ohio. [ have never known it done 
| Mr. Grosvenor. That makes no difference. That is the law of Ohio 
Later on, when the gentleman from lowa | Mr. HENDERSON] had 
the floor, my colleague | Mr. GRoSVENOR] interrupted him fora 
| question, as follows: 
Mr. GRosVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman a que d er 
| leave I want to print in the Recorp section 6338 of the revised stut of 
| Ohio, providing the means for the removal o 


f the State 








pr tp- 

pointed in the case of an insolventand the appoi ith ard 

of commissioners, who hold an election for that That itute has 

| been in force in one form or another in the St: Oh ri : than 
twenty years. 

I wish now to call the attention of the House, and especially of 


| my two distinguished colleagues, to the fact that section 6358 of the 
revised statutes of Ohio in that form has long since been repealed, 
and that there is no provision and has not been for years in the 
revised statutes of Ohio authorizing, permitting, or justifying any 
such proceedimg on the part of the creditors of an assignor as they 


referred to. On the contrary, these gentlemen have entirely mis 
conceived and misquoted the statute of my State. I now read 
| the law which is in force. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. When was it passed? 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I will tell you ina moment. I read 
as much ‘of the law now in force as will be necessary to give the 
House a correct understanding of what the law now is, unless it 
has been repealed within the last year. It is as follows: 

Sec. 6338. Whenever any creditor or credit f the a r shall file a 
complaint, alleging that the assignee or assignees named in the deed of a 
signment, or the trustee or trustees appointed by the court under the pro- 
visions of the next two preceding sections— 

Now comes the part which has been put in since the act was in 


force which my colleagues have referred to— 

are not suitable persons to administer the trust, or that their administration 
thereof wiil not be for the best interests of the creditors of the assignor, and 
such assigpor— 


Now, two facts must be made to appear in the petition, viz, that 
the administration of the estate will not be for the interests of the 
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creditors, and that the administration of the estate by the assignee 
will not be for the interests of the assignee, assignor, or thecreditors. 
The section which General GRosvENOR had incorporated in the 
Recorp, and which appears in the Recorp this morning as the 
law of Ohio, has not been the law of Ohio for years. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these steps must have been taken at the 
request of 50 per cent at least in value of the creditors of the as- 
signor before they can remove the person selected by him as his 
assignee. That shows what the legislature of Ohio thought upon 
a subject similar to the one we are discussing now. If a man 
owes $10,000, at least $5,000 must be represented by the creditors 
before the nee can be changed; but under the provisions of 
clause 9 of this bill you propose that one creditor, with only a five- 
hundred-dollar claim, may throw a party into bankruptcy. 

Mr. RAY. Be fair; not where there is only a single creditor. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Where there are twelve. Mr. Chair- 
man, I am not opposed to this bill, but I am in favor of these 
amendments that we have been talking about, and will vote for 
them. If they are voted down, then I wish to vote in favor of the 
passage of the bill as reported by the committee, with the hope 
that later on we may get one or two amendments which I regard 
as exceedingly important to this bill. I believe with my distin- 
guished colleague from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and my personal 
friend, that a bankruptcy bill is a great necessity to the commer- 
cial interests of the United States. I believe it is the duty of this 
Congress to pass sucha bill. Ibelieve the Republican party, I be- 
lieve that the people of this country, irrespective of party, expect 
us to pass such a bill. But I want it to be a wise bill. I want it 
to be a just bill. I do not want it to be a bill with tyranny biaz- 
ing on every page of it, and giving the power to one single cred- 
itor, who simply has a debt of $500, to throw a man, regardless of 
the interests and wishes of the rest of his creditors, into bank- 
ruptcy. ; 

Mr. Chairman, I shall ask leave to incorporate in my remarks 
section 6338 of the revised statutes of Ohio as now in force. 

There was no objection. 

The statute is as follows: 

Secrion 1, Be it enacted b 
section 6338, as amended Apr 
80 as to read as follows: 

** Whenever any creditor or creditors of the assignor shall file a complaint 
alleging that the assignee or assignees named in the deed of assignment, or 
the trustee or trustees appointed by the court under the provisions of the 
next two preceding sections, are not suitable persons toadminister the trust, 
or that their administration thereof will not be for the best interests of the 
ere litors of the assignor and such assignor, the court shall thereupon issue a 
citation to such assignee or assignees or trustee or trustees and to the as- 
signor,if resident within the State,to appear before such court at a time to 
be named therein. And if,on the hearing of such complaint, it be made to 
appear to the satisfaction of the court that such complaint is true, and a 
petition is filed with the court signed by creditors of the assignor, who own 
not less than $1,000 of debts against the assignor, and the validity of such 
debts is shown by the schedule of debts on file in the court, or otherwise 


established to the satisfaction of the court, praying for permission to elect a 
trustee or trustees, the court shall, by its order, fix a time for such election 
and cause notices to be sent by mail or otherwise to each of the creditors of 
the assignor, specifying a time when the creditors shall meet at the court 
room for the election of a trustee or trustees; and at the time named in such 
order, if creditors representing 50 per cent or more of the debts of the as- 
signor are present or represented by attorney, they proceed to the election 
of a trustee or trustees, a majority in value of all the debts so represented 
at such meeting being necessary to a choice; and the proceedings of the 
meeting showing what creditors were present as aforesaid, and the amount 
of debts held by them, respectively, and who cast their several votes, shall 
be made out and signed by the president and secretary of the meeting and 
filed with the court; and if the court approves the choice, and if the trustee 
or trustees so elected appear within ten days thereafter and give bond, the 
court shall appoint him or them as such trustee or trustees, and remove the 
preceding assignee or trustee: Provided, That the summary determination 
of the court as to who are creditors and the amount of their claims in this 
section provided shall have no effect as to the validity of such claims, except 
for the purposes of such election.” 

Sec. 2. That said section 6338 be and the same is hereby repealed. 

Sec. 3. This act shall take effect and be in force from and after its passage. 

Passed February 7, 1804. 


Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will permit me a 
moment to occupy the floor in regard to this controyersy that my 
colleague has imposed upon me. 

Ri WATSON of Ohio. I hope the gentleman from Iowa will 
yield. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, thatthe dis- 
pute under consideration was this: My colleague was inveighing 
against the arbitrary power of a court to appoint an assignee in 
bankruptcy, and was pointing to the benign influences under which 
a failing debtor could make his own appointment. I was pointing 
out the statute of the State of Ohio, in keeping with the statutes of 
other States, did not allow that thing to be done and provided for 
the removal of anassignee. Now, then, that is a provision of a sec- 
tion of the code which, I confess very frankly, I had not heard had 
been modified. But the modification does not change the principle 
of the law. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 
mistaken. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. It does not change the law in principle, 


the paws assembly of the State of Ohio, That 
23, 1891 (O. L., volume 88, page 351), be amended 


But, General, that is where you are 
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and my friend has been careful not to state the year when ; 
law was passed. m 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I think that law was passed in {+:); 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ihave not kept the run of the sta;)). 
that have been passed a little over a year ago. But the Jay j, 
principle has not been changed, the principle being that the 
upon a vote of the creditors will revise the appointment th: \.. 
made before. That is what I claimed to be the law, and it ;)), 
out that this is the same law I cited, except that the court y)),., 
find affirmatively that the action of the creditors is right. 
is the only difference. ‘‘If it appear not to be for the inte 
the estate,” says the amendatory statute. That is a ver, 
and sweeping affirmation of the proposition that I mai. ., 
which my colleague himself, being more familiar with the <{,; 
than 1 was, asserted as strongly at the time as I did. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. One word, Mr. Chairman. Unde: 4 
section of the statute as read by my distinguished colleac), 
ing was necessary but a petition of the creditors repre. 
$1,000 and a vote of 50 per cent of the creditors to reio\ 
assignee, and that was the gist of my colleague’s arguimey: 
terday. Under the statute as it exists to-day, and as it has, 
for more than two years (it was passed in February, is\)|), ;),. 
creditors must not only vote, but they must prove to the satis; 
tion of the court the existence of two facts which are «; 
from the section which my colleague read, and the omi 
which changes the entire meaning of the section. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I told the gentleman last night why, 
statute was. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. You did not. 
not tell me where it was. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I told you there was such a statute i) 
existence. I discovered my error last evening, and told y. 
this amendatory statute. ‘ 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 


I found it, but yo 


Well, ifthe gentleman told me th 
was such a statute in existence, and if he knew it at the time }o 
made his speech, why did he not send for the correct statute ani 
have it incorporated in the REcorpD? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have confessed that I did not know itat 
the time; but you did not know anything about it. [Lavehter 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I risetospeak upon this an 
ment, because it goes to the essence of the bill. A bankruptcy 
law with the involuntary feature left out is like the play of Hi; 
let with Hamlet left ont, because the interests of the honest anid 
righteous creditors of any debtor are the same as the interests of 
the debtor himself. ° 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I think it is true that the triged) 
is left out of the case when you leave out theinvoluntary feature, 
[ Laughter. 

Mr. PARKER. The gentleman is simply following out a com- 
arison upon all fours. I propose to come to the practical ca 
We want to protect the honest man who is struggling with his 
debts, who owes more thah he can pay, and who has so tol! bis 
creditors, so that they, as a whole, say to him: ‘‘ Go on; do what 
ou can. We believe that your energy, your earnestness, your 
usiness ability are worth more to us than the few dollars that 

you have in cash, or the few acres that you have in land, or (! 
few dollars’ worth of stock in your store.” That, Mr. Chairman, 
is the case. Now, that debtor has among his hundred creditirs 
one man who is a fool, or another man who is a shark, or anot!r 
man who is timid, and one of those exceptional creditors comes to 
him and says: ‘‘ Give me a preference.” Or he does more. file 
attaches the debtor’s goods. Hebringssuit. Hesays: © This will 
be pressed unless you settle with me first.” 
his is the case to be met. Is it any answer to say that the 

debtor under a voluntary bankruptcy bill can defeat such « cred: 
itor and can say to him, “I will go into bankruptcy if you tore 
this upon me”? Bankruptcy is what the debtor most fears. itis 
death to his business. It is death to his good will. It is death to 
his good name. It is the one thing he wants to avoid. [tis t 
thing he is struggling against with allhismight. You donot pr 
tect that man by saying to him that he shall have thechoice et 
death by attachment or death by bankruptcy. If you want 
protect him, you must give him the right to say, “I can't,” not! 
won't.” You must give him the right to say to that credityr (hat 
if he does this his other creditors will immediately throw !inuin'> 
bankruptcy, and that no benefit will come from any attac: 
or from any attempted preference. ; 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the condition of business all over the ni! 
is much that case. Business is going on by the good wi!| ; 
by the help of the good, the kind, and the sensible crest 
They,as well as the debtor, ask that the single creditor w) 
sharp, who is keen, who is timid, or who is a fool,shall 1’ 
able to defeat the other creditors and to break up the business ')) 
insisting upon a fraudulent preference. a 

Mr. Chairman, no bill which is to protect the debtor can be s~ 
cessful if it does not contain a feature by which the creditur «'-9 
can protect himself against preferences by insolvents. We ay 








1896. 


EE 


not approve all of the particular provisions of this bill; I do not say 
that they are all necessary; 


manded by the people of this country. [Applause.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. DINGLEy having taken | « 


-hair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, by 
Me Past, ome its clerks, announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley; 

A bill (H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints; and 

A bill (H. R. 1191) to provide for the disposal of public reser- 
vations in vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the 
Territory of Oklahoma. ; 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment the bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the United States to reconvey to the former owners 
a certain tract of land in Valverde County, Tex.; in which the 
concurrence of the House was requested. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 4 

A bill (S. 1288) for the relief of John Stull; 


A bill (S. 1860) for the relief of John M. Guyton, late postmaster | 


at Blacksburg, 8. C.; : ee 

A bill (S. 65) for the relief of J. E. Gillingwaters; 

A bill (S. 1867) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob R. Davis; and 

A bill (8. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipulations 
of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain signed 
at Washington on the 8th day of February, 1896. 


TREATY STIPULATIONS WITH GREAT BRITAIN, 
Mr. HITT. Before the House again resolves itself into Com- 


but some law that will give protection | 
to the honest, straightforward business men of the country, both | 
debtors and creditors (for they have the same interests), is de- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





mittee of the Whole, I ask consent that we take up for immediate | 
consideration by the House the last bill embraced in the messaze | 


just received from the Senate, as it is a matter of urgent impor- 


tance, and the immediate passage of the bill is desired by the Sec- | 


retary of State, by whom it was drafted. 


It has received the | 


approval of both the members of the House Committee on Foreign | 


Affairs and the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I wish to ask the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Hrrr] and the gentleman from Kentucky |Mr. McCreary} 
whether this bill is going to involve any debate. 

Mr HITT. Weare all agreed upon it. Every member of the 
committee in the House has examined the matter. It was sent by 


the Secret to the House Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Mr. M EBARY of Kentucky. If the gentleman from Iowa 


referred to me when he spoke of ‘* the gentleman from Kentucky,” 
I simply wish to say that I do not know that it will be necessary 
to have any debate upon this bill. There will be none unless its 
passage is objected to. 

The SP ER pro tempore (Mr. DINGLEY). 
read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipulations of the treaty 


between the United States and Great Britain signed at Washington on the 
8th day of February, 1806. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $75,000, or so much thereof as may be 


necessary, is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise a soprinted. to be expended under the direction of the Secretary 


The bill will be 


of State, with the approval of the President of the United States, in fulfilling 
the stipulations of the treaty between the United States and Great britain 

ed at Washi m on the 8th day of February, 1896. And the commission 
constituted by treaty, when sitting at San Francisco, shall have power 


to compel the attendance and testimony of witnesses by application to the 


circuit court of the United States for the ninth circuit, which said court is 
apres and directed to make all orders and issue all processes necessary 
and appropriate to that end. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consicer- 
ation of the bill; which was read three times, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill eae was laid on the table. 

Mr. B R of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker,I rose a few mo- 
ments ago, while the bill just passed was pending, to make a par- 
liamen inquiry. 
an appropriation, it should not under our rules receive its first con- 
sideration in Committee of the Whole. 
_ The SPEAKER protempore. That point would have been good 
if the House had not given unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill in the House. 

Mr. HITT. That was the request I made. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I did not hear it. 

The SPEAKER protempore. TheCommittee of the Whole will 
Tesume its session. 


BANKRUPTCY. 


The Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
resumed its session. 





ished to inquire whether, as the bill made | ,*- . : 
I wished to in ~—e t as th 1 male | being forced into bankruptcy he must appear and answer, 


| Judge may pass on the questions named by his answer 


i 


| beyond question that the bankrupt system itself 


| creditor does not gain anything. So far as the costs are concerned 
? 
i 


ANTA7 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Carolina {Mr. 
LINNEY] has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, the objection that I have to this 
and to all other bankruptcy laws is this: They proceed upon the 
assumption, as has been well said—or at any rate the leading idea 
of the advocates of them is—that a bankruptcy law is the best pos- 
sible agency by which frauds may be suppressed; whereas the 
experience of the past, not only in America but in England, proves 
is the greatest 
possible agency of fraud, More frauds have been perpetrated in 
proceedings under bankrupt laws than anywhere 
tion with business. Now, sir, I do not rely merely 


lse in connec- 
















i upon my own 
weak, flickering intellectual lamp to establish that pr position. 
I will read for the benefit of this committee the opinion of Lord 
Eldon. It is reported in Kent's Commentaries, Volume II, page 
enn mm 

392. That writer says: 

With respect to the infirmities of the English bankrupt syst which has 
been the growth of upward of two centuries and has been co vor 
the review of Parliam: 1d matured by the talents and ex ’ a 
succession of distinguis 1 men in chancery, we may refer to the 4 
tions of Lord Eldon Then he succe to the great sl in 1801 h 1e 


earuest opportt 


x indignat i 
mitted under c larked tha 

rupt laws was a t id that it w 

to repeal all the s tes than tos m to be apy 1 p 
rhere was no mercy to the estate z was le n th 
object of thecommissions. Asthey w juently « } 

they were little more than stock in t e for th 


signees, and the solicitors, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I respectfully submit that the effect 
the passage of this bill, containing, as it does, eight separate, d 
tinct causes of involuntary bankruptcy, will be to transfer the 
greater portion of the insolvency business of this country from 
the State courts, from the neighborhood of the parties interested, 
to the Federal courts. It will not only do that, but it will involve 
a great amount of expense necessarily incident to such proceed- 
ings, by reason of the appointment of the vast number of agen- 
cies necessary to operate a system of bankrupt law. It will take 
probably three assignees or three trustees, as I believe they are 
called under this act (though never hitherto called such), in ey ery 
county in these United States. 

Mr. Chairman, let me proceed with the idea which I find sus- 
tained by Chancellor Kent, that the first great disadvantage nec- 
essarily connected with the operation of a bankruptcy system is 
the large number of agencies required to operate it. Why, sir, if 
we estimate the number of all the counties of the United States, 
and multiply that number by three, I should not be surprised if we 
should find a larger body of men who are to be engaged in the ad- 
ministration of this bill than were engaged on the Federal side in 
the battle of Bull Run. In the first place, this bill creates a per- 
fect army of agents, every one of whom is to be fed out of the estates 
of the parties who are engaged in the litigation. Let us see how 
oppressively the bill would operate. Suppose a man has a dozen 
debts, each one of which we will suppose is a debt secured by 
mortgage or a judgment lien. No bankruptcy law that we can 
pass can affect such liens. They must be enforced by the sale of 
the property, and the debts paid, not by any agencies selected by 
the mortgagor or, in case of involuntary bankruptcy, by the 
mortgagee, but by the assignee or trustee appointed by the Fed- 
eral court. Every particle of the property must be sold, if there 
is an outside creditor to institute the proceeding, and the cost 
must come out of the estate. Who, then, is the l 


of 


ser? Surely the 
they go to this new swarm of officials that this bankruptcy bill 
will necessarily create. 

Sut, Mr. Chairman, the most oppressive feature of this bill to 
my mind is this: The bill specifies eight causes of involuntary 
bankruptey. As the bill now stands, the ninth provision having 
been stricken out, the unfortunate debtor—a mere child of mis- 
fortune—may have a petition in bankruptcy filed against him, 
alleging any one of the eight separate causes in this bill, and that 
petition is returned to a Federal court, and unless the party 
against whom the petition is filed answers the petition within 
fifteen days he is adjudged a bankrupt. Now, in many parts of 
the country the Federal court in which the petition is filed i 
remote from the home of the unfortunate debtor. Before 
debtor against whom the petition is filed can escape the eff 


Lhe 
cts of 
and at 
the expiration of fifteen days all the perfidy and dishonor of 
involuntary bankruptcy are fixed upon him. Under this bill the 
, and in this 
up forced upon 
inany Other objectionable 


way all the dishonor of involuntary 
him without a jury trial. There are 
features of this bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Carolina has expired. 
Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
continue for five minutes longer. 
_ Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 1 am compeiled to ob- 
ject. 


van sT 


y is 


The time of the gentleman from North 
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Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I move to limit the debate 
on this paragraph of section 2 and all amendments to it to twenty 
minutes. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. Chairman,I want to say that I would most 
sincerely like to support this bill. My respect and esteem for the 
membership of the committee that brought in the bill, my esteem 
of their wisdom and patriotism, creates in me adesire to support it. 
But I do not see how it is possible for me to give my support to 
the bill in its present shape. As I have stated once before during 
the debate upon the bill, my duty is first of all to the people I 
have the honor to represent, not one of whom, by petition or letter, 
hasasked me to support or vote for any sort of a bankrupt law. 

I am willing to concede, Mr. Chairman, that although the condi- 
tion that has prevailed in this country since the repeal of the bank- 
rupt law enacted in 1867 has been one of the greatest growth and 
greatest expansion of both our commercial and industrial interests 
that the history of the United States hasever witnessed or any other 
country can show, so that it would seem we had been getting along 
very well under the operation of the statutes of the various States 
for the collection of debts—I am willing, however, to concede that 
the volume of indebtedness has been growing during these years 
of progress and prosperity, and the time may have come when the 
enactment of a general law by which the indebtedness of the coun- 
try can be settled up and thousands of men who are to-day labor- 
ing and struggling.under a load of indebtedness impossible to 
remove may be restored to the country and to its business inter- 
ests. But in order to reach that end, no matter how desirable it 
may be, I contend that it can not be necessary to include in the 
involuntary features of the bankrupt law any provision that 
a from consideration acts of actual—not constructive— 
fraud. 

No man ought to be forced into bankruptcy for an act in itself 
entirely honest. Now, if you will strike out of the second section 
of the bill—and I sincerely trust in the interest of what is so ear- 
nestly demanded here that the gentiemen supporting the bill on 
the floor of the House will doso—the second subdivision, the fifth 
subdivision, and the eighth subdivision, the ninth having been al- 
ready stricken out, then you will leave in the bill, it seems to 
me, everything that can be demanded in the interest of the cred- 
itor as against the debtor anywhere in the land if you want to pro- 
ceed along the lines of honesty, justice, and fairness. You leave 
in the first subdivision—that is to say: 


Concealed himself, departed, or remained away from his place of business, 
residence, or domicile with intent to avoid the service of civil process and 
to defeat his creditors, and shall not have returned within at least forty- 
eight hours before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy, and before the 
rights of creditors shall have been impaired or interfered with. 


That remains in, You leave in alsothe third subdivision, in the 
following words: 

Made a transfer of his property with intent to defeat his creditors, etc. 

You leave in also the fourth: 


Made an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a written 
statement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 


You also leave in the seventh: 


Secreted any of bis property toavoid its being levied upon under legal proc- 
ess against himself and to defeat his creditors, etc. 


Now, I ask, in the name of all that is just and right between the 
creditor and the debtor, what else ought to be demanded? What 
else ought the creditor to ask for in order to assist him in the col- 
lection of his just debts? Certainly if the bill is to become an 
equitable adjustment of the law as between the creditor and the 
debtor, the amendment I have suggested ought to be adopted. If 
the subdivisions of section 2 which I have mentioned are struck 
out, I feel justified in saying that the bill will receive a number 
of votes, my own included, which must otherwise be recorded 
against it. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, the incom- 

parable simile of the mysterious Junius reads: 


Private credit is wealth; public honoris security. The feather that adorns 


the royal bird supports his flight. Strip him of his plumage and you fix him 
to the earth. 


This simile is applicable to the subject we are now considering. 
It contains a large truth, forcibly and beautifully expressed. 

It is amazing and somewhat surprising that so many gentle- 
men, in discussing the question now pending, seem to have in 
view the idea that the exclusive scheme of a bankruptcy bill is 
for the benefit of the poor debtor. My insistence is that the 
scheme of a uniform bankruptcy law should be the protection of 
the creditor class. Protect the creditor, and you therefore neces- 
sarily extend the credit of the country, and directly and indirectly, 
too, you protect the debtor. 

Why, it is amusing, I do not say that it is demagogical, on the 
part of members who insist that a bankruptcy scheme should look 
for the protection simply of the debtor class, but the best judicial 
minds in this country, [ think, are that a bankrupt law 
that does not contain an involuntary feature would be unconsti- 
tutional, would not be carrying out the provision of our Consti- 
tution in regard to the enactment of a bankruptcy bill. There- 


fore, while I have not the time nor the opportunity to discusg 
this matter fully, if gentlemen on this floor will only think for 
moment they will come to the necessary conclusion that any 
bankruptcy scheme must necessarily have for its objective point 
the protection of the credit of the country rather than tho 
debtor. The creditor has no interest in crushing the debtor: | 
selfish interest is rather to nurse and protect the debtor, say. 
customer, and get his whole debt rather than a portion. His 
selfish interest suggests the maintenance of the honest debtor as 
an active factor in our commercial energies. 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, when the gentleman from Iowa | Mr, 
HEpsurn] had the floor this morning, | tried unavailingly to «+ 
before that gentleman and the House a document (Senate Do 
ment 48) showing that his statement that there is no genera! ¢ 
mand for a bankruptcy bill was inaccurate and a mistaken sta{o- 
ment. I shall not print the docament, but I call the attention of 
gentlemen to it. We have not seen fit toembody it in our report, 
but only to call attention to it. It is a document of 245 paces, 
containing the names and the short petitions of thousands upon 
thousands of business men of all classes and organizations of 
business men of all classes from all parts of this Union, eyery 
State and every part of everyState, asking for the enactment into 
law of the original Torrey bill; and this bill is much more for t}e 
benefit of the debtor class than that bill ever purported to be, 
This shows a general demand for a bankrupt bill. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. May I ask the gentleman the date 
of these petitions? 

Mr. RAY. Do not interrupt. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. When were they filed? 

Mr. HENDERSON. The same date as those you read in your 
speech the other day. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. That was in 1893. 

Mr. HENDERSON. In 1892 and 1893; along there. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] started 
in to read a statement of the contents of thisdocument. He read 
just two lines, and then stopped and threw it down, thereby rep- 
resenting to the members of this House that it was a document 
emanating from the wholesale grocers of St. Louis. Now, 1 know 
that the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hrpsurn] intends ordinarily 
to be fair and candid. He is a man of great ability; he is a man 
of integrity; but when he gets stirred in debate, when he is under- 
taking to defeat @ measure, as he was undertaking to do to-day, 
he sometimes forgets to be fair and candid. I insert, under the 
general leave to print, the entire description of the contents of 
this document in the Recorp, as follows; 

IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES. 
January 19, 1892.—Referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, and ordered 
to be printed. 
See Bird’s-Eye Index, page 181; Contents, page 3, and Index, page 21005. 

Mr. PERKINS presented the following: 

“Addresses, memorials, indorsements, petitions, and resolutions advocat- 
ing the enactment of the Torrey bankrupt bill of the Associated Wholesale 
Grocers of St. Louis; Columbus (Ga.) Board of Trade; Chamber of Commerce 
of the State of New York; Omaha (Nebr.) Board of Trade; Richmon | Va.) 


us 


l- 


Chamber of Commerce; Missouri Bar Association; Board of Trade of Port- 
land, Oreg.; National Wholesale Druggists’ Association; Sundance | Wyo.) 
Board of Trade; Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Louisiana, at New 
Orleans; National Paint, Oil, and Varnish Association; Photographers’ As- 
sociation of America; first Western States Commercial om held at 
Kansas City; Contractors and Builders’ Board of Trade of St. Paul; Trans- 
mississippi Commercial Congress, held at Denver; Los Angeles (Cal.) board 
of Trade; clippings from the press eres ee bankruptcy legisla- 
tion; tables showimg how commercial failures in the United States and bank- 
ruptcies in England are eee oy legislation upon that subject; report of 
the Committee on the Judiciary of the House of Representatives; summary 
of the House of Representatives bill No. 2600 and Senate bill No. 10% ‘the 
Torrey bili); list of the commercial, industrial, and professional bodies which 
have indorsed that measure, and the officers and committeemen of the Na- 
tional Bankruptcy tion.” 

I desire to call the attention of the gentleman from Iowa to the 
fact that here are many individuals, many associations from ‘18 


own State and one or more from his own district, demanding the 
enactment of that measure into law. They are as follows: 


IOWA. 
Blue Grass League of Southwestern Iowa, Creston. 
Board of Trade of Burlington. 
Business Men's tion, pavenpert, 
Business Men's Association, Keok 
Citizens of Algona = 
Citizens of Council Bluffs (petition). 


Citizens of Davenport ( tion). 
Citizens of Dubuque (two petitions). 
Citizens of Keo 


somes). 
Citizens of Monticello {petition}: 
Citizens of Sioux Cit tition). 
Iowa Bankers’ aeupele on, no ty wel 
State Business Men's Association, Moines. 
State Business Men's A , Marshalltown, 
William L. ame, Davenport. 


J 

John H. Branch, : 
Arthar 8. Burnell, Tertalitown, 
Jonas M. Cleland, Sioux City. 
Philip M. Crapo, Burlington. 
J B. Creston. 


ames ; 
Frank Le Bron, Keokuk. 
Daniel B. Nash Soret 
Lucius Wells, Council Bluffs. 
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And I want to say farther, that this emanates not only from 

ocers, from dealers generally, but it comes from the commer- 
cial, the industrial, the professional bodies of men all over this 
oe ie gentleman made another charge to which I desire to 
call attention. I think he only did it in the heat of debate. He 
said that I was the active agent or the willing tool of these asso- 
ciations of —— or wholesale houses. 
made that chars 7 , ; 
he knew the history of my relations to this bankruptcy bill, he 
would know that upon the floor of this House and in the Judici- 
ary Committee in the Fifty-second Congress and in the Fifty-third 
Congress I op to the best of my ability what was known as 
the Torrey bill. 





He ought not to have | 
ge. If he knew the history of this legislation, if 


his property attached, with the knowledge on th 
’ é , | itor that if he first gets in his attachment he will be first sea 
The chairman of this committee knows, all the | 


members of the Judiciary Committee know, thatin the Judiciary | 


Committee in this Congress I fought this bill, with its harsh meas- | 


nres,as 1 considered them; that I insisted upon striking out many 
of them. They were stricken out. I insisted upon qualifying 
almost every one of the involuntary features remaining in the 
pill, and they were qualified. I have labored in the same line as 

s the tleman 
Fpedhvea nm ought not to have made the charge he made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAY. [should like two or three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that his time be ex- 
tended two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAY. I want tocall the attention of the House to another 


argument that he suggested here and the fallacy of it. He went | 


back a hundred years, and said that a bankruptcy bill was passed, 
and that after that the party which passed it was driven from 
power. Then he came down along the years and used that same 
ment. 
Why, gentlemen of the committee, that is simply an appeal to 


your fears, trying to convey to the Republicans of this House the | 
impression that should we enact this bill into law the people would 


turn upon us this fall and defeat us in the Presidential election. 
Now, that is not argument. That is not an appeal to your com- 
mon sense or to your intelligence. 


Se law in 1890 we were defeated at the polls. We 


ad financial and industrial ruin and desolation, I believe, as the | 


consequence, but when we come into power a year hence we shall 
have power to do what we think is right and just and proper, and 
place a law upon the statute books that will serve the interests of 
this people; and we shall have the courage and patriotism to return 
to the law of those days without fear and without asking favor. 


But [ shall expect the gentleman from Iowa to rise in his place | 


and say, ‘‘No, gentlemen; it will not do. In 1890 we passed a 


law changing the tariff, and were beaten at the polls thereafter. | 


If we pass another, we will be again hurled from power.” I 


simply call attention to this for the purpose of showing that the | 
gentleman appeals to passion, to fear, and to prejudice, and not | 


to the candid judgment of the members of this committee and 


ouse. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, this is purely a matter of busi- 
ness, with no element of partisan bias entering intoit. It appears 
to be conceded that there ought to be a uniform national bankrupt 
law. There has been no dispute of that proposition during the 
whole course of this debate. The whole issue, so far as the dis- 
cussion has gone, is as to whether this proposed uniform bankrupt 
law shall be purely voluntary in its features, as provided by the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas, or whether it 
shall be both voluntary and involuntary, within the limits of the 
eight conditions proposed in this bill. This, then, is the sole prac- 
tical question before us. 

It seems to me the sole inquiry ought to be, what will be the 
public interest in this matter? "tt is not simply, what is the in- 
terest of debtors? itis not simply, what is the interest of creditors? 
but it is, what is the interest of both debtors and creditors, who 
compose the whole people of this country—for there is not a citi- 
zen of this country that is not at some time or other a debtor or a 
creditor, and usually both. We have no exclusively debtor class 
and no exclusively creditor class in this country. erefore, the 
question is one as to the public interest; that and nothing more. 

Now, is it for the public interest, in enacting a uniform bank- 
rupt law, which the ers of the Constitution intended Con- 

should do, that this law should simply put it into the hands 
of a debtor alone to determine the distribution of an insolv- 
ent estate?—for it really comes down to that 
objection 
that is, 


i 


ractically. The 
that has been urged here to the involuntary feature— 
to the feature which allows the creditors under some cir- 
roceedings—is that the debtor will 
Now, if this be true; if 
feature in a proposed national 
iene will, as a matter of fact, bring new and additional 
this country—if that be true, then 





om Iowa [Mr. HEePsuRn] to a considerable | 


After we had enacted the | 











it ought not to be incorporated in this bill, and no national bank- 
rupt act should be passed. But is that true? 

All the objections that have been raised to the involuntarv 
features of this bill, it seems to me, have omitted to take note of 
the fact that there are existing laws in every State of this Union 
under which the creditor may proceed against the debtor more 
harshly than is provided in any of the provisions of this act; and 
it seems to me that right there lies what will prove to be the alle- 
viating provision of this bill as respects the interests of the debtor. 
Here is a debtor, now, in any State of this Union, liable to be 
proceeded against by any single creditor he may have, and to have 


part of the « red- 
} 


vedas 

that acting as an ever-present inducement upon the individual 

creditors to fail upon the debtor at an earlier moment than they 

ever would fall upon him if they knew that that estate must in 

the last event be distributed proportionately among the creditors, 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BAILEY. 





lask that the gentleman may be allowed to 
proceed 
Mr. DINGLEY. Five minutes will answer my purpose 
Mr. BAILEY (continuing). Five minutes further, as the gen- 


tleman says that will answer his purpose. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I have observed not only in my own State, 
butin other States of the Union, that whenever a debtor is brought 
under any circumstances of suspicion, from any cause whatever, 
oftentimes without foundation, some creditor, knowing that if he 
attaches the property of such creditor first he will come in ahead 


and obtain his whole debt, instantly pounces upon his debtor, which 
he would not think of doing if he knew that under a general bank- 


rupt law to proceed with a suit and attach the de! 
would give him no advantage. 

In my judgment the debtors of this country are suffering as 
they never would otherwise suffer because of the fact that selfish 
creditors have the knowledge that he that comes in first and at- 
taches will obtain all his debt, so that we find a constant tendency 
to attach the property of creditors and drag them down: whereas 
if the creditors knew that they could obtain no advantage by such 
proceedings, but that, under a uniform bankruptcy law, if the 
debtor became insolvent and the estate was settled in bankruptcy 
each creditor would get only his appropriate share, the 


)tor’s property 


effect 


| would be that all would keep their hands off, and the honest 


debtor would go along and finally would be able to lift his head 
above the troubles that had surrounded him. 

And, Mr. Chairman, in this condition lies one of the difficulties 
in the way of the restoration of credit in this country. 
bear in mind that 90 per cent of the business of this country is 
done on credit. It is confidence, credit, that sets the wheels of 
business in motion, and a law which will restore credit and confi- 
dence will go far to set the wheels of industry in motion; is one 
which will establish the fact that every debtor and every creditor 
may proceed with a knowledge on the part of all thatif the worse 
comes to the worst the assets of the debtor will be distributed 
proportionately. 

Hence I say to you, Mr. Chairman, that, in my judgment, in 
insisting upon a merely voluntary system of bankruptcy, as some 
of you do—no doubt with the honest conviction that it is for the 
interest of the debtors of the country—you are making a great 
mistake. You are doing the debtor harm instead of good, and 
when it shall be recognized throughout this whole broad country 
that creditors must all be served proportionately, and that no one 
can obtain an advantage by pressing upon the debtor, then there 
will be not only improved credit and confidence, but greater pros- 
perity everywhere. I have no more doubt of this fact than that I 
sand here. Hence I deprecate any attempt to introduce into this 
discussion class considerations. They have no place here. We 
have no such distinct classes as debtors and creditors in this coun- 
try: anditis for the interest of every section of the country, North 
or South, East or West, to inspire that confidence which will come 
from a restoration of credit when it is believed and known that 
everywhere throughout this country every honest debtor may go 
forward with his business and every creditor may feel that the 
debtor will simply do for him what he does for every other cred- 
itor. Hence [hope,in the interest of the debtor, in the interest of 
the creditor, in the public interest everywhere, that the motion 
which has been mo to strike out the involuntary provision in 
this bill will not prevail. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this paragraph and the amend- 
ments is exhausted under the order of the committee. The ques- 
tion is on the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a Manon] to the amendment of his colleague (Mr. WILLIAM 

. STONE}. 

Mr.MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I would like consent to withhold 
that amendment so that I may offer it at the end of the section. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, 


We must 
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Manon] asks consent to withdraw his amendment. 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
amendment and the amendment to the amendment be read. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I ask to substitute for the 
amendment I offered yesterday the one which I send to the desk. 
It is precisely what I offered yesterday except that two words are 
transposed in this. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Brop- 
ERICK | desires to modify hisamendment. Without objection, that 
will be done. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kansas, as modified. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
The Chair evidently misunderstood me. I did not wish to with- 
draw my amendment. I asked consent to withhold it so that I 
could offer it at the end of the section. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, we can consider only one 
of those propositions at atime. The first is the withdrawal of 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Manon] states that he did not desire to withdraw his amendment. 
The question, then, is on that amendment, which the Clerk will 
report. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the end of section 2 the following: 

“Provided, If said involuntary petition a dismissed by the court, or with- 
drawn by the petitioner or petitioners with leave of the court, the respond- 
ent or respondents to said petition shall be allowed by the court all reasonable 
expenses and counsel fees incurred by respondent or respondents in defend- 
ing against said petition, and the petitioner or petitioners shall pay all expenses 
and counsel fees as allowed zy, the courts as well as the costs of said proceod- 
ings: And provided further, That within five days from the time an involun- 
tary petition is filed in court the petitioner or petitioners shall file a bond in 
the same court where the petition has been presents. with at least two good 
and sufficient sureties, to be approved by the said court, in such sum as the 
court may direct, conditioned pr the payment to the respondent or respond 
ents, their heirs, administrators, executors, or assigns, of all expenses, costs, 
and counsel fees allowed by the court. No action shall be taken on the peti- 
tion until after a bond has been filed and approved by the court.” 

Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to amend the amendment of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania by inserting the word ‘‘ damages ” be- 
tween the word ‘‘ expenses” and the word ‘ costs.” 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment of the 

entleman from Iowa to the amendment of the gentleman from 

ennsylvania. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chair- 
man. Is this proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

Mr. MAHON] an amendment or a substitute? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is in the nature of a substitute. 

Mr. MILLERof Kansas. If the substitute were adopted, would 
that take away the opportunity to vote upon the amendment itself? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Itwouldnot. Thequestion is on the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HepBuRN] to the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon}, 

The amendment to the amendment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania as amended, 

The question being taken, the Chairman declared that the noes 
seemed to have it. 

On a division there were—ayes 88, noes 49. 

So the amendment was adopted. [Applause. } 

Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE. Mr. a toma I ask that the 
amendment offered by me and the amendment to my amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Kansas be reported before the 
vote is taken. 

The amendment of Mr. WILLIAM A, STONE was read, as follows: 

Strike out all of paragraph “‘a,”’ section 2, beginning with “ section 2,” on 
page 5, and ending with line 47, page 7. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRoDERICK] to the amendment 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. Stone}. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Before this amendment is read I 
ask that the portion of the bill which my amendment proposes to 
strike out be also read. 

Mr. WILSON of Ohio. Your amendment simply strikes out the 
provisions for involuntary bankruptcy? 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Yes, sir. : 

a WILSON of Ohio. Then what is the use of reading it? I 
object. 
he amendment of Mr. BRODERICK was read, as follows: 
Strike out, beginning with and including the first line of section 2 and down 


$ 90d neeaas the word “over,” in line 47, and insert in lieu thereof the 
‘ollowing: 

“Spe. 2, Acts or BANKRUPTCY.—Acts of bankruptcy by a person shall 
consist while insc!vent (1) in his having fraudulently contracted the debt or 
debts of creditors who seek to avail themselves of the provisions of this act; 
Ly or transferred his property, or some part thereof, with intent to 

eat his creditors; or (3) concealed if, departed or remained away 





Is there ob- 
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May 


from his place of business, residence, or domicile, with intent to a) 
service of civil processand to defeat his creditors, and shall not have +. 
before the filing of a petition in bankruptcy.” ved 

Mr. DINGLEY. That will allow a portion of the credi;.». , 

| bring suit and get preferences. 

| Mr. NORTHWAY. I should like to put a question 1. ; 
| author of this amendment. 

| The CHAIRMAN. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Iask unanimous consent to have an an. 
swer to one question. 

| Several members objected. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire to submit a parliamentary inquiry, 

| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. ; 

| Mr. BAILEY. My understanding is that the friends of ¢)\o )1) 

| are entitled to perfect this section, if it can be perfected, anid t),, 

| therefore the vote should first be taken on the amendment of ¢),, 

| gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRoDERICK] to the text of tho ))jj) 

and then, even if that amendment should be adopted, the motion 
of my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. Stone} would 
| still be in order. 

| The CHAIRMAN, The amendment of the gentleman from 
Kansas [Mr. BropERrick] was offered as an amendment to tie 
amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the motion to strike out and insert, I take 
it, would take precedence of a motion merely to strike out, )e- 
cause the motion to strike out and insert is designed to perfect 
the text of the bill. I have no special interest in the matter ono 
way or the other, but that seems to me the orderly method of 
proceeding. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BRODERICK] to that of the gentle. 
man from Pennsylvania. 

The question being taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. BRODERICK)—ayes 73, noes 92, 

Mr. BRODERICK. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 21 voting in favor thereof. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Brop. 
— and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON) will act 
as tellers. 

Mr. TUCKER. I desire to state that I am paired generally 
with the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Draper}. If not 
paired. 1 should have voted in the affirmative on this amendment, 

Mr. BRODERICK, I withdraw the call for tellers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The call for tellers being withdrawn, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Broperick] is 
rejected. The question is now on the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] to strike out the 
paragraph. 

| The question being taken, the amendment was rejected; there 

| being—ayes 72, noes 102. 

Mr. TRACEY. Isa further amendment tothe pending section 











in order? 
| The CHAIRMAN. It is. 
| Mr. TRACEY. I move to amend by striking out the second, 
fifth, and eighth subdivisions of the first paragraph of section ». 
Mr. HENDERSON. I demand that each of these three differ- 


ent propositions be voted on separately. 

Mr. TRACEY. Then I will move in the first place to strike out 
the second subdivision. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri [Mr. Tracey) 
moves to strike out the second subdivision of the first paragraph 
of the pending section. The language proposed to be struck out 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


(2) Failed for thirty days and until a petition is filed while insolvent to se- 
cure the release of any property levied upon under process of law for 3") or 
over, or if such property is to sold within such time under such process, 
then until three days before the time fixed for such sale. 


fot hs pay oo being taken on the motion of Mr. Tracey, it was 
rejected; there being—ayes 77, noes 82. 
. Mr. TRACEY. I move to amend by striking out the fifth sul- 
division. : 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the language which the 
gentleman from Missouri proposes to strike out. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


(5) Made, while insolvent, a transfer of any of his property or suffered any 
of it to be taken or levied upon by process of law or otherwise for the pur 
pose of giving a preference, and has not regained the ownership of suc 
propersy or released same from such levy before the rights of creditor 5 shall 

ve been altered, changed, or im reason of such transfer, taxi! B 
or levy, and at least ten days before the commencement of a procec(ing 13 
bankruptcy. 


The question being taken, the amendment was rejected; there 
being—ayes 19, noes 96. — 
Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move to amend by striking out 
the fourth subdivision. , : 
The CHAIRMAN, The language which the gentleman ‘rom 
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Pennsylvania [Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE] proposes to strike out will 


ad. 
borne Clerk read as follows. 


{eee cement admitting his inability to pay his debts. 
The amendment was rejected. ; 
Mr. TRACEY. I now renew my motion to strike out the eighth 
bdivision. 
e The CHAIRMAN. ‘ 
gentleman from Missouri {Mr. TRACEY] proposes to strike out 
will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(a) Suffered while insolvent an execution for $500 or over, or a number of ex- 
ecutions aggregating such amount, inst himself to be returned pert yperty 
found, unless the arnount shown to be due by such executions shall be paid 
before a petition is filed. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the amendment, there 
were—ayes 71, noes 80. 

Mr. TRACEY. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered, 29 voting in favor thereof; and Mr. 
Tracey and Mr. HENDERSON were appointed. 

The committee again divided; and the tellers reported that 
there were—ayes 78, noes 94. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


sert as paragraph 9: 
m0) Made while insolvent a contract personally or by agent for the pur- 
chase or sale of a commodity with intent not to receive or deliver the same, 
but merely to receive or pay a difference between the contract and the mar- 
ket price thereof at a time subsequent to the making of such contract.” 


The amendment was rejected. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the next paragraph of 
the section. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


b A petition may be filed against a person who has committed an act of 
bankruptey within four months after the commission of such act. Such time 
shall not expire until four months after (1) the date of the recording or reg- 
istering of the transfer or assignment when the act consists in having made 
a transfer of any of his aeesy with intent to defeat his creditors or for 
the purpose of giving a preference as hereinbefore provided, or an _assign- 
ment for the benefit of his creditors, if by law such recording or registering 
is required or permitted, or, if it is not, from the date when the beneficiary 
takes notorious, exclusive, or continuous possession of the property, unless 
the petitioning creditors have received actual notice of such transfer or as- 
signment; or (2) the date of the return of legal process when the act consists 
in having secre any of his property to avoid its being levied upon under 
legal process against himself and to defeat his creditors, as hereinbefore pro- 
vided. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the para- 
aph, merely to say that it has been represented throughout this 
ebate that the pending bill is a vast improvement on the bill 

which was defeated in the House during the last Congress. 

I desire to say to the House and desire to put into the Recorp 
that there is absolutely no change in that vital part of the bill 
that specifies the acts of bankruptcy—or at least that there is none 
except unimportant verbal changes—with the single simple excep- 
tion that this bill omits the amendment which I offered a moment 
ago, and which has just been rejected by the committee. Every 
act which constituted an act of bankruptcy under the bill we 
defeated last year constitutes an act of bankruptcy under this 
bill, save and except only the act of dealing in futures. 

I submit to the jndgment of the Judiciary Committee and the 
judgment of this Siam that the only theory upon which you can 
proceed to take from an insolvent debtor his estate is that his estate 
oe belongs to the creditors. And,if that theory be well 

ounded and the commission of any act will entitle the bankrupt 
creditors to take possession of his estate and administer it, the 
fact that he is gambling with it would seem to be a 2S ground 
for such action. I proposed to amend the act in good faith, not 
merely as a species of antioption legislation, but in consonance 
and in harmony with the spirit and principles of the bill, which 
is that an insolvent debtor is not entitled to administer his estate. 


If that theory is well founded it must follow, as naturall y as night 
follows the day, that whenever he undertakes to gamble with it 


he forfeits his right to control it. 
I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 


Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment I send to 
the desk, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 7, at the end of line 64, add: 

Provided, That the person against whom a petition is filed shall have a 
right of action in any court of competent jurisdiction, Federal or State, to 
recover the actual damages by him sustained by reason of the filing of such 
petition, if the same be wrongfully filed; and if the person or persons filing 
such petition acted maliciously and without probable cause, the person 
against whom the petition is filed shall have a right of action for vindictive 
or exemplary as well as for actual damages.” 

Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the com- 
mintee to the fact that there are no provisions in the bill whereby 
4a honest debtor can be protected from an exacting creditor. 


The words which the amendment of the | is recognized by all of the State courts and the laws of the various 
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We all know, especially those who are lawyers and kave had 
any connection with the practice of the courts in this country in 
this respect, that a debtor, when a writ of attachment has been 


an assignment for the benefit of his creditors or filed in court a | levied on his property, if the writ of attachment is wrongfully 
| sued out, is entitled to the actual damages by him sustained. 


lf the writ is sued out maliciously and without 
he is entitled to exemplary or punitory damage 
to the creditor who seeks to oppress him. 


rrobable cause 
} ’ 
$as a punishment 
That is a principle that 


States in the Union. 

Now, why should there be a distinction between involuntary 
bankruptcy and an attachment proceeding under the laws of the 
State? Suppose the case of an honest debtor who is embarrassed 
by an obligation that he can not immediately meet. The crops 
of the country may have failed to some extent; calamities may 
have come upon the community where he is doing business: he 
may be honest, and may make an honest effort to meet his obli- 
gations and pay his debts to the wholesale merchant, but circum- 


| stances beyond his control prevent him from meeting his obliga- 





tions at the time they mature. 

Now, if that man be honest—and it is a question of fact that can 
always be established by his neighbors and friends whether he is 
honest and whether he is dealing honestly and fairly or not—if an 
exacting creditor comes upon him under these circumstances and 
places him in the bankruptcy court, what relief has he under this 
bill? None whatever. You can take what he possesses and de- 
stroy the opportunities that he might have had if these unlawful 
and improper proceedings had not been begun againsthim. There- 
fore I say that the debtor ought to have the same rights which he 
would have in case an attachment had been sued out maliciously 
or without probable cause. Those are terms which the courts of 
every State have heretofore defined. There can be no mistake as 
to the wrongful or malicious suing out of an attachment without 
probable cause. In thesecases Isay that the debtor ought to be pro- 
tected, and I will say furthermore that it will add very much, in 
my judgment, to the strength of this bill, so far as it relates to 
the involuntary clause, if you adopt this amendment. Creditors 
are not likely to go into the courts wrongfully and maliciously 
and place aman into bankruptcy if these creditors know that their 
debtor has a remedy against them for their wrongful acts; they 
will be cautious about placing debtors in the bankruptcy court. 
Therefore it will add strength to the bi!l in so far as the involun- 
tary clause is concerned. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, these are all the remarks I desire to 
make on the subject. 

The amendment of Mr. ABBOTT was rejected. 

Mr. MAHON. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. HEreuRN] made 
a statement here which he held up to the committee as a sort of 
bogy man to frighten the Republicans not to vote for this bill. He 
went back into politics to the day of the Federalists, to 1841, and 
1867, stating that the party which favored and passed a bankruptcy 
bill met with defeat at the following election or shortly after- 
wards. Now, the act of 1867 was passed by a Republican House 
and Senate 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
President. 

Mr. MAHON. In 1868 the Republican party elected Gen. Ulys- 
ses S. Grant President of this country after the act of 1867 was 
passed. In 1872 that act was still on the statute books, and Grant 
was again elected. In 1876 we elected Hayes President of this 
country, and the law was repealed in 1878. In 1880 we elected 
Garfield. Then Providence, having something against the Amer- 
ican people, permitted the election of Cleveland in 1884. We 
elected Harrison in 1888. Cleveland was elected again in 1892—— 

Mr. BROMWELL. And McKinley in 1896. | Laughter. | 

Mr. MAHON. And just as sureas the sun sets this evening we 
shall elect a Republican President in 1896. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. | 

Several MemBerRs. Name him! 

Mr. MAHON. Quay. ([Laughter.] 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I move to strike out ‘‘ Quay” 
insert ‘* McKinley.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. MAHON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that the act 
of 1867 did not frighten the Republicans of this country nor the 
people who were attached to that political faith, but after the law 
had been in force for years and years they continued to elect Re- 
publican Presidents and “= -¢7 Congresse 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Will the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia yield? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. I move to strike out the word **Quay” 
and insert the word ‘* McKinley.” 

Mr. MAHON. If you doyou will be defeated. 
withdraw your amendment. [Laughter.]} 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania (Mr. Manon] was undoubtedly sleeping while I made 





And its repeal was advocated by a Republican 


and 


You had better 
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the remark to which he has attempted toreply. I said to him 
and to the committee that the House of Representatives which 
enacted the bankruptcy law of 1867 contained 49 Democrats and 
148 Republicans. I said that it was but afew years until that 
majority was reversed, and that the Democracy were in charge 
of this House, and trying, so far as they could, at least, to prevent 
beneficial legislation. 

Mr. MAHON. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. HEPBURN. That statement is true; and the gentleman 
has not gainsaid it. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that that law was in force eleven years, in 
which period the Republican party was in power in this country. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Were they in power? A Democrat from 
Indiana was elected Speaker of the House, and a Democrat from 
Pennsylvania was also elected Speaker of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next clause. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. Ido this in order that I may submit a few remarks upon 
the pending bill as expressive of my views in relation thereto. I 
have listened with a great deal of pleasure to the discussion on 
this subject for the la3t three or four days, as lalways doon these 
occasions, that I may obtain knowledge and gain information. 
Distinguished lawyers upon one side have advocated the passage 
of the bill with the involuntary feature in it, and distinguished 
lawyers upon the other side have advocated the passage of a vol- 
untary bankrupt bill, and I have been listening attentively, for I 
love to hear wise men talk, until I have gotten considerably tangled 
up in the premises, and I hardly know what to do. [Laughter.] 
So I have concluded that in order to be upon the safe side, and to 
relieve the doubt, I shall throw my vote and influence against the 

assage of the whole bill; and in doing that I think I will be right. 

Applause.] This is a measure from the Judiciary Committee, 
composed, of course, entirely of lawyers, and they are divided on 
it. Itis an old saying that ‘‘ when rogues fa)! out honest men get 
their dues.” In saying that I do not mean any reflection upon the 
lawyers [laughter], for some of the best men that ever lived were 
lawyers, and some of the best living to-day are lawyers; hence no 
affront from me. 

It seems to me that this bill, with the involuntary and volun- 
tary features in it, or either with one or the other by itself, is 
alone intended to be in the interest of a certain class, and a very 
small class at that in comparison with the whole country—the 
great wholesale dealers and the money power of this country—and 
against the interest of the great masses of the people. I am re- 
minded, sir, by the lawyers, from the way they have talked and 
changed front on this question, of a discussion I once heard. and 
an explanation was given of the questio1, ‘Why a lawyer was 
like a restless man upon a bed.” Can you tell me why? It is said 
that it is ‘‘ because he lies first on one side and then turns and lies 
on theother.” [Laughter.] Now, those conflicting opinions have, 
as 1 said, turned me around mightily. And in this dilemma 
in which I find myself I shall be compelled to vote against the 

sage of either the voluntary or involuntary feature of the bill 
in order to finally extricate myself from the difficulty. I wholly 
indorse the remarks made by the distinguished gentleman from 
North Carolina [Mr, Linnry]; and I desire here to submit as a 
portion of my remarks a table which I have prepared, giving the 
years from 1857 down to 1895, which shows the number of failures 
in each year and the amount of the failures, amounting in all to 
$5,086,000,000, which will speak for itself, and shows very plainly 
that the cause of these failures must rest somewhere as a result of 
unfriendly legislation at the hands of the lawmakers. 
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This table shows a distressing state of affairs, and following it js 
the fact that the great common people are all bankrupt in a meas. 
ure. And thenagain, Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the passaye 
of any bankruptcy bill, because I do not see the necessity for it at 
this time or the circumstances existing which calls for such enact. 
ment. Nobody has asked for it except the boards of trade, cham. 
bers of commerce, money kings, and such like. I think that the 
best way to judge of the future is by the past; and from an exam- 
ination of past legislation we find that in 1800 a general bank- 
ruptcy bill was passed. How long did it live? In less than three 
years it was repealed, on account of its obnoxious features, on 
account of its vicious tendency and its outrageous effects upon 
the people of the country. In 1841 another bankrupt bill was 
passed, and in less than three years again, on account of the like 
vicious tendency and the same obnoxious features of that bill. it 
was repealed, because the people again moaned under its oppres- 
sion and weight. Then again, in 1867, another bankrupt bil! was 
ey It lasted, I believe, a little longer than the others, about 

fteen years, and then it was repealed, after it proved an envine 
of destruction and oppression. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, I see no reason under the existing circum- 
stances, with the uncertainty and difference of opinion among 
these distinguis’.ed gentlemen here who are lawyers and of whom 
there is a great majority in this Congress, as in many other Con- 
gresses, late and otherwise, and of whom there has been a creat 
majority since we had a Congress in the United States, for the 
passage of such a bill. Just think of the condition of this coun- 
try to-day, the greatest upon the face of the earth, and the con- 
centration of wealth in the hands of a few and the continued 
efforts to further concentrate the same. The conviction must be 
riveted upon any intelligent man’s mind that to-day, when he sits 
down and contemplates the present condition of our Government 
with its amazing class legislation and enormous grants of power, 
that a despotism of corporate wealth has subverted our free demo- 
cratic institutions and we have a Government of the classes against 
the masses; and who are responsible for it? 

I do not charge the Democratic pens, with being capensis for 
this condition; I donot charge the Republican party as being solely 
responsible for it; but I do say that the lawyers of this country 
are responsible for the present deplorable condition of this coun- 
try, more particularly the lawyers who belong to the Republican 
party, because they have been instrumental mostly in fixing laws 
since the war, before there were many Democrats in Congress, 
especially from the South. But ing of lawyers generally, 
they have controlled legislation for the last one hundred years, and 
Isay they are entitled to all the credit that they can claim for put- 
ting the country in the condition in which it is found to-day; and 
I think the time has come when we should refuse to follow the 
lead of the lawyers entirely, as we have been doing, and go back 
to the people and to their interest, and try to do that which will 
inure to their benefit and try to do something in their interest. 
For these reasons and many others, which I have not time to 
enumerate in a five-minute ee I am not in favor of the 

of any bankruptcy at present, but will vote against 
it; and I hope it will be overwhelmingly defeated. [Applause.] 
In conclusion, I desire to say that I do not mean to make war upon 
our lawyers in what I have said, but only to call attention to the 
fact that they are res ible for the most part for legislation, 4s 
they have for a long time controlled and are now controlling Con 
gress, and to call upon them to come closer to the already impov- 
erished yeomanry of the country who have put them in office. 
a. 
r. HOWE. Mr. Chairman, I will occupy but a few moments 
of the valuable time of this committee in the discussion of tls ‘ill. 
Such a monstrosity in a business sense as attains in this conn'ty 
to-day is without a parallel in the commercial world outsi¢: of 
the United States. All civilized nations have enacted adej":'® 
laws for the protection of both creditors and debtors. |” ‘ - 
country there are as many laws as there are States, each S'\'¢ 
being a law unto itself and each being antagonis/ic to the others 








our civilization; we boast cf our internal resources 


boast of 
= the aaa and glory of the Republic, and yet we neglect 


to enact a law that will facilitate the general development of the 
-ountry and the enlargement of its business. Our present and 
futare commercial and industrial possibilities are dwarfed be- 
-ause of the lack of proper protection for the transaction of busi- 
ae Thousands of honest men who have failed in business walk 
nese. es because, having failed, and that through no fault of their 
om they find no relief from the bondage of debt because of the | 
failure of Congress to enact a bankrupt law for their relief. This 
condition should not be. ze 

This bill provides for the expediting of a settlement of the es- 
tates of men who have become insolvent. It provides for the 

roper distribution of the effects of an estate in the interests of 
the creditors, and at the same time releases the debtor and allows 
him to start anew. It releases him from the darkness of Egyp- 
tian night and places him in the sunlight of hope. Mr. Chairman, 
there is a universal demand for a bankruptcy law, to be with- 
out which is to be wrong in theory, wrong in principle, and wrong 
in practice. The Constitution says: ‘‘ Congress shall have power 
to establish uniform laws on the subject of bankruptcy through- 
out the United States.” The enactment of this bill would be in 
accordance With its direction; its provisions have been carefully 
weighed and considered by the Judiciary Committee. It is the 
roduct of wise and sagacious men, and has behind it the in- 
rsement of the business men of the country. In fact, the busi- 
ness interests of the nation cry aloud for its enactment into law. 
Not one protest has come from any of the great business concerns 
ofthe country against it. ar: 

Mr. Chairman, it is our privilege under the Constitution to enact 
this law, and the business interests of the country demand that 
we perform our full duty. No single State can establish such a 
law, for each is a law unto itself. A State may enact a bankrupt 
law, but it will only soniy to its own citizens, and here is the 
present difficulty. hat is law in one State is of no effect in 
another, so that the solution of the matter is only to be found in 
a uniform national bankruptcy law. The provisions of this bill 
are as much in the interests of the debtor as of the creditor, and 
at the same timeare a standing menace to those who would be dis- 
honest and grow rich by fraud. The enactment of this law will 
cause business to be conducted on a safe and sound basis. It will 
cause business men to see to it that their capital is kept intact. 
They will sean their credits as well as their liabilities, keeping 
them within the boundsof safety. It will stimulate wise business 
sagacity and promote integrity, which are essential to successful 
business enterprise. With these requisites trade and commerce 
will move on from ap to conquest. Mr. Chairman, I but 
voice the sentiments of the commercial and industrial interests of 
when I plead for the passage of this bill. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which 
I send to the Clerk’s desk. ' 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Add after the word “act,” in line 50, page 7, the following: 
“Provided, , Thatin no case can a petition be filed 
than three creditors with provable claims 
mitted an act of bankra 
value of securities held 


‘ by less 
inst the person who has com- 

which amount in the aggregate, in excess of the 
them, if any, to $500 or over.” 


Mr. FAIRCHILD. Now, Mr. Chairman, that amendment is 
offered in the interest of those who wish to support this bill if it 


man who had failed to pay a promissory note for thirty days could 
be forced into bankruptcy. ere still remains in the bill another 
equally pernicious with that, and that is the clause that 
allows any one creditor to force into bankruptcy any man, whether 
the other eleven creditors may wish it or not. 
Now, it has been said here in the arguments in favor of this 
bill that involuntary bankruptcy is in favor of all the creditors 
to prevent a preference. It is my experience as a lawyer, 
Iam sure it is the experience of every lawyer in this House, 
the most pernicious preference that has ever been obtained 
creditor is that preference which is obtained by the “ shy- 
wyer, who comes in when all the other creditors desire to 
with the debtor and by holding out secures the whole of 
with interest and fees for the lawyer himself. 
AY 
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. Ido not care to be interrupted now. My 
. Ray] admitted yesterday, when the question was 
the way one shyster lawyer creditor conld be 
of would be by the other creditors paying off his claim, 

be free to arrange with the debtor. Now, Mr. 
is one of the most pernicious points in this bill, 
stricken out I am sure the bill will receive many 
of gentlemen who desire to vote for it if they are permitted 
80, 


- HENDERSON. I wish to call the gentleman's attention to 
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a point in connection with that amendment. On page 51 the bill 
provides that ‘‘ three or more creditors who have provable claims 
against any person which amount in the aggregate, in excess of 
the value of securities held by them, if any, to $500 or over” may 
file a petition. There the number is limited to three, and unless 
that part of the bill should be reached there will be a conflict be- 
tween it and the gentleman's amendment if it is adopted. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. It is there permitted to 3 creditors, unless 
there are 12, in which case if 11 of them desire to give the man 
an opportunity to get relief this 1 creditor, by holding out, can 


compel the other 11 to pay his claim in full. This amendment 


must come in at some place. We may not be able to insert it 
on page 51, because we may not have time to reach that part of 
the bill, and it is equally appropriate in this place. following the 


words *‘ a petition may be filed against a person who has committed 
an act of bankruptcy within four months after the commission 
of such act.” 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. 
amendment? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Not less than $500; the same as on page 51. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Why not make it a thousand dollars? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. No; I wish to have it accord with the pro- 
vision on page 51, to prevent greater conflict in the two provisions. 

Mr. MILES. Do you mean $500 each or $500 in the aggregate? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Five hundred dollars each. I repeat, Mr. 
Chairman, that the most pernicious preference that is ever ob- 
tained in such cases is that which is obtained by the shyster law- 
yer, and this amendment will obviate that. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Suppose there are but three creditors and 
two stand out; can the other one force the man into bankruptcy? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. You can drawupon your imagination if you 
please, but I think you can hardly suppose that in actual business 
a man in this situation will have only three creditors 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Suppose there are twelve creditors and 
only two of them have claims amounting to $500? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. If a man should be forced into bankruptcy 
it will be easy to get three out of twelve creditors to act. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. Are you not mistaken when you say 
that on page 51 the amount is limited to $500 each? Is it not $500 
in the aggregate? 

Mr. MILES. If the gentleman will make it $500 in the aggre- 
gate he will get some votes for his amendment that he would not 
otherwise get. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. The suggestion is made to me by the chair- 
man of the Committee on the Judiciary that we put this amend- 
ment to a vote as it is, and if there is any conflict it can be arranged 
afterwards in conference. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is, if the gentleman’s amendment 
prevails. Of course I have no authority to make any arrange- 
ment about it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired, 

On motion of Mr. MILES, by unanimous consent, the time of 
Mr. FAIRCHILD was extended five minutes. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I have said all that it is 
necessary to say on this point. I am a good deal in the position 
of the lawyer who came into court to have his client excused from 
being punished for contempt for nonappearance. He said, ‘‘ May 
it please the court, there are one hundred reasons why my client 
should not be punished for contempt of court. ‘The first is that 
heisdead. The second is——” ‘ Holdon,” said the court; ‘that 
reason is sufficient. You need not give the other ninety-nine.” 
{Laughter.] I think after we have heard the eloquent words of 
the chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary in regard to the 
evil effects of securing preferences to one creditor over another— 
and we all agree about that—gentlemen here can readily recog- 
nize, especially lawyers who have had experience in this business, 
that the most pernicious of all preferences is that which is given 
to a shyster lawyer who seeks to gain a selfish advantage. 

Mr. WATSON of Ohio. The gentleman would better make his 
amendment read, ‘* $500 in the aggregate.” 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimons consent to 
modify my amendment so as to provide that the claims shall be 
not less than $500 in the aggregate. 

There was no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York as modified. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whatis the amount in the gentleman's 





Add after the word “act,” line 50, page 7, the f vine 

* Provided, however, That in no case « a pet 1 be filed signed by less 
than three creditors with provable claims against a person who has committed 
an act of bankruptcy, which amount in the azgregate, in excess of the value 


of securities held by them, if any, to $500 or over 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ABBOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 
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The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend by adding to section 2. line 64, the following: 

* That this bill shall apply to debts existing at the time of the passage of this 
act, but not to debts thereafter contracted.” 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. ABporr, it 
was rejected. 

Mr. BAILEY. I desire tomake a statement, to which I ask the 
attention of the gentieman from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON]. In 
about twenty-two minutes from now, under the operation of the 
special order, this bill, with the amendments, must be reported to 
the House. I have examined the order, and, except for the under- 
standing which I had with the gentleman from Iowa, it would not 
- ene to obtain a vote on the substitutes which it is desired 

offer. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That understanding is sacred. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am perfectly sure of that. In view of that 
understanding, and in view of the further fact that no other 
amendment could be offered and discussed, I ask unanimous 
consent at this time to offer the substitute which I desire to offer, 
and the friends of another substitute shall offer that. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Which substitute do you propose to 
offer—the one you had pending? 

Mr. BAILEY, The one I had prepared. 

Mr. HENDERSON. You want to offer that now? 

Mr. BAILEY. And then my friend from Kansas [Mr. Brop- 
ERICK] desires to offer another substitute. 

Mr. HENDERSON. The gentleman from Kansas has surely 
had his ‘*‘ day in court.” 

Mr. BRODERICK. The rule provides that there may be two 
substitutes. The substitute I offered heretofore was simply a 
substitute for one section. I want to offer a substitute for the 
entire bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
Senate bill? 

Mr. BRODERICK. The Senate bill with some amendments. 
I will send it to the desk. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Wait a moment. The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BarLey]| has the first right under the arrangement. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask that the gentleman from Kansas be per- 
mitted to offer his substitute. 
ee HENDERSON. That you yield to the gentleman from 

ansas? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; I yield to the gentleman from Kansas that 
he may offer his substitute. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I offer the substitute which I send to the 

desk. 
Mr. TAWNEY. If the substitute is offered in Committee of 
the Whole, is it the understanding that under the agreement be- 
tween the gentleman from Iowa and the gentleman from Texas 
the substitute may also be offered inthe House? I understood the 
agreement was that the substitute might be offered after the com- 
mittee rose and the bill had been reported. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The rule provides that the substitute be 
reported to the House so that it shall be considered in the House. 

Mtr. TAWNEY. Then, by offering it in committes, the friends 
of the substitute do not waive the right to have it offered in the 
House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. If itis offered in Committee of the Whole 
it will be a to the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chaircan hardly undertake tosay what 
will be done in the House. But as the Chair understands the 
special rule, the Committee of the Whole is to consider the bill 
under the five-minute rule until 4 o’clock, when the committee 
will rise and report the bill, with the amendments adopted, to the 
House. Of course it would be competent for the committee by 
unanimous consent to allow this substitute to be offered in the 
committee at the present time, but that would not control the 
action of the House. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Therule provides that two substitutes may 
be offered. 

Mr. HENDERSON. 

d to that. 
Mr. BRODERICK. That was — to,atanyrate. The rule 
rovides that the substitutes shall be disposed of in the House. 
ow, I simply want to have this substitute pending, and I under- 
stand there is no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Brop- 
ERICK] asks unanimous consent to offer a substitute and have it 
pending at this time. 

Mr. KERR. I object. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I shall make a pro forma amendment for 
the purpose of saying what I desire to say. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I think we are entitled as a matter of right 
to have this substitute offered. It was assented to by the House, 
as I understand, that there might be two substitutes voted upon, 
and they are to be reported to the House. Now, the inference is 
that they may be introduced and pending here, so that when the 


Does the gentleman propose to offer the 


The rule does not provide that; but we 


Committee of the Whole shall rise they may be reported ¢,, +) 
House and acted on. ee 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined the speci.) ».), 
and also what was said in the House at the time of its ad.,.;.. 
It is the —— of the Chair that without the subsequent eee 
ment on the part of the House itself the bill would have brow), .. . 
sidered in the House and not in the Committee of the Who!.._[,, 
whole proceeding contemplated seemed to be a proceedin. jy, tha 
House. Subsequently, by unanimous consent, as gent].)), n will 
remember, an understanding was had that the bill be consiqoy..) 
in Committee of the Whole. The special rule speaks of 10 <)))o:;. 
tute, but it does say that at 4 o'clock the bill shall be reyort,.) 
with the amendments adopted,to the House. The sulseqymy! 
agreement, made after the adoption of this rule, was that th... 
two substitutes might be offered. The Chair constrwies ¢)),; +, 
mean offered in the House, not in the Committee of the W)},,). 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think that was assented to by unani. 
mous consent; I believe it was so understood and agreed to |)y the 
entire House. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so understands. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I think it would be bad faith if the gy». 
stitute were not permitted to be offered in the House. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is sufficient. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas | Mr, R\,. 
LEY] offer a pro forma amendment? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Chairman, I am confirmed in the opinion 
which I have expressed on more than one occasion in this Hopse 
that a voluntary system of bankruptcy is the only one whic) wil] 
ever be satisfactory in this country, and it ought to be a tem )0- 
rary measure of relief. 

I do not believe it can be fairly charged against the friends ofa 
voluntary system that we look only to the interest of deljtors and 
overlook the interest of creditors. We know that in every state 
in the Union the State courts, as well as the United States courts, 
stand open to creditors for enforcement of their honest claiins 
against their debtors. But we know also that there is nowhere in 
all of this broad land of ours a forum where an honest and un- 
fortunate debtor can surrender his property and procure a dis. 
charge from his obligations. Recognizing, therefore. that the 
creditors now have their ample protection, and that the deltors are 
without any adequate relief, we have aon asimple measure, 
leaving the right of the creditors absolutely undisturbed, Wut viy- 
ing to the debtors a right which theydo not nowenjoy. We have 
safeguarded it to answer the only objection which has been made 
and which can be made against it. We have provided that no 
debtor can obtain his release unless he surrenders all of his prop- 
erty for the equal benefit of all his creditors. 

Neither my friend from Iowa [Mr. HENDERSON] nor my friend 
from Maine [Mr. DINGLEyY] disputes that it is just. wise. and 
humane .to emancipate an honest debtor; but my friend fro 
Maine says that under the present law the creditor who fir! 
attaches absorbs the entire estate and leaves the other creditors 
without protection. Mr. Chairman, without stopping to insi-t 
that diligence is a virtue and that a watchful creditor desery:s 
some advantage over one who sleeps upon his rights, I desire 
make another answer tothe suggestion of the gentleman. Inou 
substitute it is provided that if any creditor attaches the property 
of a debtor, the debtor may file an assignment and vicate the 
attachment, thereby subjecting his property to a pro rata distri- 
bution among his creditors. Thus we secure what the gentleman 
from Maine declares to be the —- good of the pending bil 
an equal distribution of the debtor’s assets among his various 
creditors. Weinsure this result by appealing to the deltors sol- 
ishness and resentment, which are the two most powerful motiy:s 
that influence the conduct of men. It is certain that every ins! 
vent will desire a discharge from his debts, and this can only be 
attained by vacating the attachment; it is also certain tat t 
debtor will resent the conduct of an attaching creditor, ani these 
two motives, operating in the same direction, are certain to pro 
duce the result at which we aim. 

I fully subscribe to the doctrine that a debtor should not be prt 
mitted to pay some of his creditors with his property or money 
and to pay others with the certificate of a bankrupt court. but 
I do not subscribe to the doctrine that all debts are of equal 0) 
gation. All ought to be paid; butif all can not be paid, then! 
may frequently ha that some have higher claims upon the 
debtor's conscience t others, and in such cases it would ore 
honorable not to pay these debts first. The fact that the cevto" 
must treat all eoolltens alike in order to procure his discharye will 
be sufficient to induce him to do so, except in those rare cass 
where he is bound by some high sense of honor to give a }Te\r™ 
ence. Legislators can not ignore the fact that there are di))ts 0 
which an element of m obligation enters which the hones! 
man ought to and will respect, and which a wise law wil! )""" 
him to respect. There is no man here who does not believe a 
rather than satisfy the greed of a rapacious creditor he 5)" 
return to the widow the money which he borrowed of her, net 
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is there one who will deny that a debt contracted to a creditor who 
desired only to accommodate the debtor ought to be paid before a 
debt due to a man who dealt with the debtor solely for the profit 
of the transaction. , ; 

Sir, all preferences are not dishonest, nor are they necessarily 
unfair. any of them proceed from the very highest attributes of 
human nature—a desire to redeem a moral as well as a financial 
obligation—and this assault upon all preferences bears the taint 
of a commercial spirit, which, if permitted to have its way in this 
country, Will eliminate from American life the element of good- 
fellowship, the spirit of neighborly accommodation, and place all 
debts, however contracted, for whatever purpose contracted, or 
to whomsoever due, on precisely the same footing. It is bad 
morals to teach us that the poor widow has no higher claim on 
our justice than a rich and powerful creditor; and Iam one of 
those who do not believe that bad morals can be good law. 
[Applause,] ; ; ; 

Mr. RAY. Mr. Chairman, asI understand it—and if I am mis- 
taken I desire to be corrected—it is not the purpose of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BatLry] to offer his substitute, but it is the 

of the gentleman from Kansas {[Mr. BropErick] to offer 
the bill S. 742, with certain amendments, as a substitute. Now, 
am I correct in that? 

Mr. BAILEY. Iwill say to the gentleman from New York that 
that matter is under consideration. I am inclined to believe that 
the proposition of my friend from Kansas (Mr. BropERIcK] is 
stronger than my own proposition, and if we reach that conclusion, 
why, we wi to unite on that. Otherwise, we shall offer both. 

Mr. RAY. en, of course, I am as yet uncertain as to how 
that will be; but however it may be, the objections to the one bill 
are equally as great to both. I desire to call the attention of those 
who favor a just, equitable, enforceable, and operative bankrupt 
law to the provisions of the proposed substitute and my objections. 
The pro substitute reads as follows in section 1—— 

Mr. MARSH. Whose substitute? 

Mr. RAY. ‘ lam reading from = substitute that is to be offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Broperick]. The proposed 
substitute of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaILEy] reads pre- 
cisely the same, so far as this section is concerned. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It is the George bill? 

Mr. RAY. It is the George bill: 

That if any debtor owing $200 or more who is unable to pay his debts shall 
execute an assignment or cession of his property —— 

Mr. TAWNEY. The wording of the proposed amendment is: 

Insolvent and unable to pay his debts. 


Mr. RAY (reading): 

That if any debtor owing $200 or more who is unable to pay his debts shall 
execute an assignment or cession of his property, valid by the laws of the 
State, Territory, or District of Columbia, in which he may reside, or if he 
have property in any other jurisdiction, then as to such property, valid ac- 
cording to the laws thereof, and also in accordance with the requirements 
of this act, it shall have the effect hereinafter provided for. 

Now, what does this proposition do? In order for any debtor 
to obtain the benefit of the proposed substitute, if enacted into 
law, he must make an assignment valid, first, according to the 
law of the State in which he resides; second, it must be valid 
according to the law of any other State in which he has property; 
and third, it must be valid under the laws of the United States 
of America. 

A Memper. That is all right. 

Mr. RAY. The gentleman says it is all right. No lawyer 
would ever say that. Any lawyer knows, and the ordinary lay 
mind knows, t the assignment lawsof the different States vary. 
They are notin harmony. Therefore, if you undertake to get the 
benefit of this law you would have to make an assignment valid 
under the laws of several different States. It might be two, three, 
or ten different States. Your assignment would conflict with 
itself. Then it would have to be valid under the law of the United 
States. It must be valid under two or more conflicting laws. 
There is not a lawyer in the United States of America who could 
draw up such an assignment and make it valid under the laws of 
two or more States and also under the laws of the United States. 

Then the next section proceeds to declare that— 


The property so assigned or surrendered shall be administered and dis~ 
tributed prsong creditors according to the laws of the State where the prop- 


erty is si 

Therefore, if a man has property in two or more States, the prop- 
erty in one State must be administered according to the law of 
that State—— 


Mr. TAWNEY:> There is no provision of that kind in the Sen- 
ate substitute. 


Mr. RAY. If the debtor has any property in another State, 


then it must be in that State under the law of that 
State; so that have the estateof the bankrupt being adminis- 
tered by the courts of two or more States; and if you would 
apply a discharge, then you must apply in the United States 
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| where manhood should always be found, instead of 
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Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman's argument might be applica- 
ble to the substitute proposed by the gentleman frofh Texas {Mr. 
BAILEY], but it is not applicable to the Senate substitute, because 
there is no provision of that kind in it. 

Mr. RAY. It is applicable to the Senate substitute, because I 
have the Senate substitute before me at this moment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Read that part of it. 

Mr. RAY. It requires that the property shall be administered 
in that way. 


Mr. TAWNEY. In what part of it? 


Mr. RAY. I have only five minutes, and my time is going. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Youcannot find it inthe Senate substitute. 
Mr. RAY. There isnoquestion about it. It reads in that way. 


Now, if you should undertake to proceed in that way, the estate 
of any ordinary debtor would be eaten up in litigation, first, in the 
various State courts; secondly, in the United States court. The 
alleged bankrupt would have to travel from one court to another. 
The creditors of the bankrupt would be traveling to the State 
courts, it might be, in two or three or more States, and also to the 
United States court. That condition would be especially appli- 
cable to debtors in the city of Chicago, the city of Cincinnati, the 
cities of New York and Boston, and other great cities. The pro- 
posed substitute has been declared unconstitutional by many great 
lawyers. There are other objections I can not refer to, but the 
same were set forth by me in my remarks closing general debate 
on this bill. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, after having said as much 
as I have at different times during this debate, trying to say as 
little as possible consistent with my duty to the committee, I want 
to say briefly that the propositions which will be submitted under 
the arrangement that was made have practically been adjudicated 
in the committee. I do not want any of us, when we get into 
the House, to misunderstand the situation. With some trifling 
changes, we shall be facing again the battle which has been 
fought this morning, and the attempt will be made, by the in- 
troduction of a whole bill, to accomplish what failed of accom- 
plishment when we voted down the Stone amendment and the 
Broderick amendment this morning. 

Now, that is all I want to say about that. I think we have 
pretty clearly expressed the judgment of the committee as to how 
they feelin respect to this matter. We have yielded at several 
important points in the effort to get the real judgment of this 
committee in respect to a bankruptcy bill, and | want to thank 
the committee for the good spirit that has prevailed on both sides 
of this question and on both sides of this Chamber. 

There has been nocrimination; personal abuse has been avoided 
and the whole discussion for five days carried on in the domain 
being de- 
graded to the low level of abuse. I want to express another 
thought, as I see I have the time. Of the committee that has 
reported this bill, 17 in number, 6 of them are from the West, 8 
from the South, and only 3 fromthe East. It is not sectional; 
and, as has been developed in the debate, 4 only are against the 
bill with the voluntary and involuntary provisions we are about 
to report back to the House. Of the number opposed, 3 of them 
were from the South and 1 from the West. So you will see that 
there is no sectionalism at all inthe element that brought the bill 
before this House committee, but it represents in its report every 
section of the country, and it has been my highest ambition to 
bring this bill far away from any sectional or partisan standpoint. 

Mr. Chairman, the hour having arrived, under the order of the 
House the committee will rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The hour fixed under the order of the 
House having arrived, the committee will now rise and report 
the bill to the House. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 8110) to estab- 
lish a uniform law on the subject of bankruptcy throughout the 
United States, and, under the order of the House, he reported 
the same back to the House with sundry amendments, with the 
recommendation that the amendments be adopted and the bill as 
amended be passed. ; 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the amendments. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let us dispose of the other amendments. 

Mr. BRODERICK. If we can have the understanding that 
the two substitutes may be offered. I desire to offer a substitute. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will suggest that the amendments 
recommended by the committee have not been agreed to. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Iask that the amendments be agreed to 
first before we take up the substitute. 

Mr. BAILEY and Mr. BRODERICK. That is agreeable. 

The SPEAKER. The substitute can be read and be pending, 
and then the vote will be taken on the amendments first. The 
Clerk will report the substitute. 
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Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker,if the gentleman from Kansas will 
permit me, I desire to say—— 

The SPEAKER. The amendments have not been agreed to in 
the House. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I thought that they were agreed to by 
unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. Thathasnot beendone. But that course can 
be gn if there is no objection. 

r. HENDERSON. I ask unanimous consent that the amend- 
ments agreed to by the committee be agreed to. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, they will be considered as 
agreed to. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, one of those amendments, 
added on page 7, a that not less than three creditors should 
sign a petition. here is on pase 51 a clause “‘then one of such 
creditors” can sign. Now, [ ask unanimous consent that the 
words ‘‘or if all of the creditors of such person are less than 12 
in number, then one of such creditors” be stricken out, in order to 
conform it to the amendment which has been carried. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What page is that? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will please reduce his amend- 
ment to writin 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. It is to change “one” to ** three,” in line 8. 


Mr. HENDERSON. There is no objection to that. I think it 
ought to be done, in view of the other amendment agreed to in 
committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

There being no objection, the other amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the substitute offered 
by the gentleman from Kansas. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from Kansas 
will permit, I desire a vote of the House on my substitute first, 
and I desire to vote for his substitute if mine should be voted 
down. I therefore desire to offer this substitute first and take a 
vote on it. 

The SPEAKER. That is the understanding. <A vote will be 
taken first on the substitute offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand what 
the gentleman from Texas said, and I would like for him to repeat 
his statement. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas said that his sub- 
stitute should be voted on first. 

Mr. HENDERSON, You have not abandoned that? 

Mr. BAILEY. No. 

Mr. HENDERSON. All right. 


The SPEAKER. Then the Chair will carry out the under- 


= din, 
"WILLIAM A. STONE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr 
§ ae I desire to make a motion to recommit thie bill?” -W 
I have that opportunity after the third reading? 

The SPEAKER. That will come up after the third reading. 

Mr. HENDERSON. On the final passage of the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
wonang the substitute. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It has been printed. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I hope that leave will be granted. 

Mr. BAILEY. The bill has been printed, and I take it that if 


any gentleman is willing to vote for a voluntary bankruptcy bill 
he will be willing to vote for this. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Texas? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
The substitute offered by Mr. BaILEy is as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8234) to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy. 


Be it enacted by the Senate oti House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in ee assembled, That if any me oh eee, nota valid by tivo 
ration, shall execu an assignment or or cession of prepesty. vane 
laws of the State, Territory, or District of Solan bia in e ay rosie, 
or if he have property in any other jurisdiction, then _as to su a pose 
valid according to the laws thereof, and also in accordance _ provi- 
sions of this ac me shall have the effect hereinafter provided fo 

Sxo. 2. That such assignment shall convey, eubsect - all valid ay all of 
the estate of the debtor, except such as is exempt 7 © law of his domicile 
from execution or seizure for his debts, and shall be for the equal benefit of 
all his creditors, except with the at wen Se een hereinafter eee. The prop- 


so assigned or administered and buted 
Spereceesceerines of the State where the property is ted anon 
onneect to the pre 
8. That a may contain the following er 
aunties Debts = to the United States, or to any State or Ternit or the 
District of Columbia, in which any of the of the debtor ts cites 
and debts due to the servants or laborers of he for labor 
or services rendered within six months next ‘Eres all ‘be duty the execution thereof. 
Sec, 4. That seid assignment or cession be 
the manner and in the offices where mortgages an in trust on — 
property are by law ant cake Bele eee | the original or 
thereof. accom ed by a list of the names an and residences of all h his 
creditors, and the amount due each, together with —s of his property, 
exempt and unexempt, and a statement of all liens or other incum! 
thereon, all of which shall be verified by the oath of the debtor to be correct, 


shall, within sixty days from the date of its emention. be filed in the co 
ms which the petition of the debtor is hereinaf e peapires to be filed. 

See. 5. That ——- oan 9 within the period of four calendar mont} 
from the date of execution of the assignment, may file his petition in ; 
district court of _ vaeee States for the district o or ” the division thereof j; 
which he resides; or, if he be a resident of the District of Columbia, th... , 
the auras oe court rot the said District: or, if he be a resident of a Territor, 
then in the district court of such ey for the eet or the divisi on 
thereof in which he resides, alleging rmereet asking for a disch aree 
from his debts. oes the p tition ral i in any court unless the 
debtor has been a bona fide resident of said district or ee at least he 
calendar months tnamediately the making of the assignment. «nq 
the petitioner shall depois we the clerk of aecnisene filing his petit; 


D 
r costs. 

San, 6. That the creditors of the petitioner shall be made parties def. ant 
and the judge shall, upon the filing of the petition, or as soon there a - 
practicable, make an order d the petitioner a bankrupt, and fix aoa 
time and place for the hearing thereof, —— time shall be not less than 
ninety days nor more than six calendar mon ths subsequent to the date » of the 
order; a copy oF Saas SONS Ee SO SR eae vee Se cach of the creditors 
named in the list of creditors in the manner follo wing: ‘The service of ». tice 
of said ae shall be made by o Se ee ay of the order » each cre itor, 
directed to bey) gr en gp Ee ence or place of business or t4 
the ffice at which he is accustomed to receive his letters. The notica 
shall be mailed within thirty days from the date of the order, by 


is 
8 
i 
n 


the clerk 
of the court, and the petitioner y to the clerk for mailin rthe notice 
25 cents for each notice. The said order shi shall also be p mblished once ay a 
2, coir ean ve wesles St ene more newspapers to be designat.. aby 
the court, due circulation of the same in 
that — of the dis a a which the the nkrupt and his creditors ro<ide, 
The first publication “Pe. = date of said or de rv, 
and if idee 3 of notin pe eopeer be irregular the court may 


order a new publication for such time as the court may decide and a); voint 
another ae for the hearing. But eeion in a newspaper r shall be dis. 
unless it can be made for such cost as the court shall decide to 


2. 

Sxc. 7. That the creditors or any of jn ae Y appear and answer said 
ae pangs day the pot in the order of publiention: and if no answer be 
tha’ petitioner shall we Sah to an order of disch arge 
rom his debts; © an answer is filed and => the — ty shall appear 
iicaan t as an Tis is act, and that 
the same contained a full and complete conveyance ofa Operpepal \rop- 
. thin three months before the passage of his act no cre tor 

of such debtor had been preferred in any manner exce oe b 
this act, and du —y no other act was done or suffered to be don: i 
such debtor respec’ = business or estate to prevent prorata distri butic m 
of his estate among creditors or to give one creditor an advantage over 
a 








another, or to defraud his creditors, that no attachment has been |: 

a the ith fen eel chal of such debtor within three months before the passa; 

this shall order and adjudge that such debtor be forever dis q 
pa from the pa: pont the debts mentioned and set forth in the list 
complete, and fi ‘istpetition; : one such order and oapementicn shall be a full, 
umes, as of such debtor from > pment of said debts: 
Provided, however, That i within sixty days after the levy of an attachmen 
the Gobeoe shall execute an assignme: of his property and file « 
petition for discharge as herein vided for, the execution of such assign- 
ment and the Sting oF once peti shall vacate the levy of such attachment, 
and such debtor shall be then ee the benefit of the provisions of this 
act: And Surther, That the oars. ofa . oor from his del ts 
shall not include one debt or obligation which shall have been created in: 

sequence of his def: nee as a public aoe _oe an executor, administrat 4 


or trustee, or whil = acting any other fiduciary capacity: nor 
any debt or obligation crea‘ seclusion « spas aoe eee oe eroperty under 
false pretenses. But this exct of said de the discharye shall 








a ee said debts vibedocrenctae, harge 
and by the court directed to pe so SS aea wa If he Pp goed shall be dis- 
charged, acquired e assignme I x 2 
copy thereof in the clerk's ofice of the eo court rt of bankruptey, shall not be 
ble ne hen ees eeeeens eee ean. ner shal pny Greated by him 
after such filing be barred 7 
Sxc. 8. That any insolvent debtor who no property besides what is 
quae’ Sy et Soop ennai 008 Seer Se —S mer ppeaet mak- 
any Sengnmens oh proviie’ Te this act, tition in the court 
for the ne edhe on thereof of — he has been! a bona fle re siden 
or mon immediately preceding petition, allegin is 
insolvency and that he has no exemptions, and ouios for 
a disc from his debts as herein pro for, accompanying the ame 


witha of his creditors; and thereupon ae ae ee such pri 

ings as are provided es ee ee ee ae an assignment, so 
far as the same may be licable. nme et of the petition shall 
have the operation pro ap ae 7 as to discharge 


Fe 

Sec. 9. That partners ma: an assignment as provided for in 
inte. Tat partners may jointly maks Pcie the assignment shall 
contain a separate list and schedule wapi, ond separate cred- 
itors and ; and the arelncaaielobel te act shall be for part- 
— en pF wand for soparate — ors 
ou separate assets “oy and the sep- 
arate and partnership debts shall be pr for in the emignme nt in the 
same way. The shall be in the district or the division thereof 
in which the rship business was carried on up to a period of six calrn- 
dar months to the t. If the business has not been so carried 
on within period, then in the district or division thereof where all the 
partners reside, one of whom at least ha resided there for six months 


prior to the assignmen i 
sion, then in the district or ee them shall reside; 
ty the ict or division, ther in 
the district or division in which any one of them resides; but in all as» ‘ 
ce required must be for six calendar months preceding the makins 

the assignment. If one or more of the partners be dece: . then the sur- 
vivor or survivors may proceed as in thissection provided, but in that case 
the representatives of the deceased shall have We auch notice as the court 


n BEE. a suas Somme 30 ee ene oe such assi gn 

aaleeoe f his nd Yat his tit oan inbet ore 
ass) nt o' se an e petition as is herein!» 
provided for; and ideal ea include in —_. terms, with his 





souapese penpetty,, Sis the‘ partnership prope after the pa: 
anes, Se tell aad tka baer ton aetieneee Nee vartears, 
are ene whose possession and control the assets of the partne ° 
ip or any of them may be, and such partners shall have such notice o 
filing the petition as the court may direct. He shall file with his assignme 
also a list of the partnership creditors and the amount due each, all o whom 
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in other cases of proceedings under thisact. The separate 
shall first be soetied to the separate debts, and the re- 
if any, to the partnership debts. 
That the court, on the hearing of the petition, or as soon afterwards 
ascertain whether the partnership property is sufficient 
say the partnership debts. If it be found sufficient, the court shall so ad- 
toF ~o and order the separate property of the debtor to be distributed among 
u separate creditors; and if found more than sufficient, the court may direct 
ais on such terms as the court may prescribe, of the debtor's interest in 
th - said partnership, and order the distribution of the funds arising from 
; ich sale among his se te creditors. But in both these cases the court 
hs il make no further order interfering with said partnership estate. If the 
tnership property be found insufficient to pay the partnership debts, the 
pe 1 make such orders as may be deemed equitable and just to convert 
oni yroperty into money and to wind =e affairs of said part peor and 
istribate the assets among the partnership creditors. The court shall direct 
said winding up to be done by one or more of the partners not petitioning for 
a discharge an ted by the court for that purpose, and shall hold said 
artner or partners so designated accountable to the court as a receiver, giv- 
ing to him or them all the powers of collecting and distributing said partner- 
ship estate as is necessary therefor, and as might be properly vested ina 
receiver. But if the court shall deem all of said nonpetitioning partners for 
any cause unfit for designation for such purpose, or if all of them deemed by 
the court fit to discharge that duty shall refuse to accept it, then the court 
shall appoint a receiver with full powers to take charge of said partnership 
estate and wind it up. And the court shall, in case of insolvency of the part- 
nership estate, make all necessary orders and decrees, not inconsistent with 
the provisions of this act, as may be consonant to the rules of equity, in ref- 
erence to said estate, as in cases of a dissolution of said partnership and a dis- 
tribution of the assets by decree of a court of equity. 

Sxc. 12. That the district courts of the United States in the several States, 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and the district courts of the 
several Territories are hereby made courts of bankruptcy, with full juris- 
diction, both at common law and in equity, to carry out this act and to try 
and determineall suits and controversies necessary to a full execution thereof. 
The said courts, for the exercise of the jurisdiction conferred by this act, 
shall be considered as always open, and the judges of the several courts may 
exercise in chambers any jurisdiction conferred on the said courts by this 
act, and the said courts of bankruptcy shall have power to make all proper 
rules not inconsistent with this act for the exercise of the jurisdiction vested 
in them by this act. . ; 

Sec. 13. That the court shall have power to appoint a sufficient number of 
auditors to transact such business as may be committed to them under this 
act. The auditors shall have power to administer oaths, state accounts, and, 
under orders of the court, examine witnesses, and perform such other duties 
not of a judicial character as may be prescribed by the rules of the court. The 
fees of the auditor shall be fixed by the court, but in no case shall any fee 
exceed the sum fixed by the laws of the State in which he holds his office for 
similar services rendered by State officials. 

Sec. 14. That alloaths required to be administered in anv proceeding under 
this act may be taken before and certified by any officer of the State in which 
they are taken authorized by the laws thereof to administer oaths. 

Sec. 15. That there shall be kept at each place at which said courts of bank- 
ruptey may be held, by the clerk thereof, a docket, in which shall be entered 
the filing of each petition and schedule and list and other papers, and a short 
statement of every order or decree of the court and of the auditors in that 
case, and a copy of the decree of the court granting or refusing a discharge; 
and such entries on the docket, together with the papers filed, shal! consti- 
tute the record insuchcase. The cost of such docket shall be paid for as other 
record books and dockets of the district courts are paid for. The fees of the 
clerk, when not otherwise specified in this act, shall be fixed by the court, but 
shall not exceed the sum of $5 for service in any case of bankruptcy. 

Sec. 16. That this act shall not be construed to annul or suspend the laws 
of any State now in force or hereafter passed for the relief of insolvent 
debtors or the distribution of their estates, except so far as the same may be 
inconflict with the provisions hereof; and that all proceecings under the in- 


shall have notice as 
ro} rty 
ae soder, 
See. LL. 
as practicable, 


solvent laws of any State actually commenced and pending at the date of the 
passage of this may proceed to final determination in the State courts. 
And involan P ngs against a debtor under the insolvent laws of 
any State, which may be commenced after the sage of this act and before 


the filing of the petition of such debtor under this act to be declared a bank- 
rupt, may also be prosecuted to final determination in the State courts, and 
Gee ones of _ i ebtor soa Be Getesages a oe. court. pat where 
su ven 9¢ pending when this act is passed, or prop- 
erly cummanael afterwards, the debtor may, upon proper proceedings S the 
poe court of the United States, be discharged from his debts if he would 

entitled to such discharge in case he had proceeded properly under this 


act before any such ngs had been commenced against him. And the 

courts of regecy shall make rules for the conduct of such proceedings 

— ’ the vent shall proceed to secure a discharge if entitled to it. 
EC. li. 


That this act shall continue in force two years and no longer, ex- 
cept as to all proceedings commenced under it within that time, and as to 
them shall continue in full force and effect until they are finally disposed of. 


The SPEAKER. The question will first be taken on agreeing 


to the substitute offered by the gentleman from Texas. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. BAILEY. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 88, noes 120. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. Forty gentlemen have arisen in support of the 
demand for the yeas and nays; not a sufficient number, and the 
yeas and nays are refused. On this question the ayes are 88, the 
nves are 120; and the substitute is rejected. The next question is 
on the substitute offered by the gentleman from Kansas, which 


——- will 
e Clerk peoseted to read the substitute. 
Mr. BRODERICK (during the reading). Mr. Speaker, it seems 
to be generally understood that this is the bill which has been 


ee and reported by the Senate committee, and I sug- 


Mr. HENDERSON. That must not be done. The Senate com- 
—e is not for this bill. I do not want that statement to go 


| 
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vill was reported from that com- 


HOUSE. 


— Se 


Mr. BRODERICK. The | 


mittee. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Make your request, but make no argu- 
ment. 


Mr. BRODERICK, I simply wanted to say, Mr. Speaker, that 
this is the bill which was examined and reported by the Senate 
committee, with some amendments made here in the House, and 
as the bill is well understood by members generally, I am w illing 
to waive the reading of it with the understanding that it shall be 
printed in full in the Recorp. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In view of the fact that it is generally under- 
stood that this is a purely voluntary bankruptcy act, | rest 
that the gent!eman ask that sections 17 and 18, relating to invol- 
untary bankruptcy, be read. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Very well. 
tions. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest that no request has 
yet been made to dispense with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. BRODERICK. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 
the reading of the bill, except sections 17 and 18, and that the 
whole bill be printed in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Kansas? 

Mr. RAY. I will not object to that, Mr. Speaker, provided I 
can make the simple statement that 

Mr. BRODERICK. I do not care whether the gentleman 
assents or not. If he wants to object, let him object. I make 
the request. 

Mr. RAY. Will the gentleman listen? 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the ren- 
tleman from Kansas? 

Mr. RAY. I will not object. 

The SPEAKER (after a pause). The Chair hears no objection, 
The Clerk will read sections 17 and 18 of the proposed substitute. 

The Clerk read the sections indicated, as embodied in the bill 
which is here printed in full. 


su 


They are the two last sec- 


That if any debtor owing $400 or more who is unable 


to pay his debts shail 
execute an assignment or cession of his property, valid by the laws of the 
State, Territory, or District of Columbia, in which he may reside if he 
have property in any other jurisdiction, then as to such property, valid ac 
cording to the laws thereor, and also in accordance with the requirements of 
this act, it shall have the effect hereinafter provided for. Said assignment 


or cession shall be duly filed or recorded in the manner and in the offices 
wherein mortgages and deeds in trust on said property are by law required 
to be filed or recorded; and the original or a copy thereof shall, within thirty 
days from the date of its execution, be filed in the office of the court in which 
the petition of the debtor is hereinafter required to be filed 

Sec. 2. That such assignment shall convey all of the estate of the debtor, 
except such as is exempt by the law of his domicile from execution and lia 
bility for his debts, and shall be for the equal benefit of all his creditors, sub- 
ject _to all valid liens, except with the preference hereinafter allowed. It 
shall contain a list of the names and residences of all his creditors, and a 
schedule of his property exempt and unexempt from execution or seizure for 
his debts, and the amount due to each creditor, and a statement of the liens 
or other incumbrances upon his property, allof which shall be verified by the 
oath of the debtor to be correct, as near as he can make them 

Said assignment shall also contain a provision conveying all his unexempt 
property. though not specified in said schedule, and shall provide for all his 
ereditors, whether named in the list or not; and the omission of any prop 
erty or creditor from said list or schedule, or any misstatement as to liens 
and incumbrances, shall have no effect against the debtor's rights under this 
act, unless the same be fraudulent; but a creditor whose name has not been 
returned to the court prior to the decree of discharge of the debtor shall not 
be bound by such discharge. The property so assigned or surrendered shall 
be administered and distributed among creditors according to the laws of the 
State where the property is situated, subject to the provisions of this act. 

Sec. 3. That such assignment shall contain the following preferences, 
namely: Debts due to the United States, or to any State or Territory, and the 
District of Columbia, in which any of the property of the debtor is situated, 
and debts due to the servants or laborers of the debtor for labor performed 
or services rendered within one year. Also, if the debtor be the head of a 
family, he may prefer a debt which is a lien or incumbrance on his homestead; 
but no more than $1,000 shall be used for that purpose. 

Sec. 4. That the fees to be allowed by said assignment to the trustee or 
trustees, or the person managing the estate, shail not exceed in any case the 
amount allowed by the laws of the State in which the debtor is domiciled to 
executors or administrators for the settling of the decedent's estate in their 
charge; and should any trustee or other person named in said assignment or 
by a competent court as manager of the said estate be removed or resign so 
that it shall be necessary to appoint another person in hisstead, then the fees 
and allowances shall be divide between them, so that not more than the max- 
imum allowable to one shall be allowed to all: Provided, That the fees, includ 
ing the fees of the assignes, receiver, or trustee authorized by this act, and all 
other expenses necessarily incurred in the administration of the estate of the 
debtor and approved by the court, shail be first paid out of the proceeds of 


the propane of said debtor. 

SEc. That any such debtor, within the period of thirty days from the 
date of the execution of the assignment, may file his petition in the district 
court of the United States for the district or the division thereof in which 
he resides; or if he be a resident of the District of Columbia, then in the 
supreme court of the said District; or if he be a resident of a Territory, then 
in the district court of such Territory of the district in which he resides, 
asking for a discharge from h'is debts; but the petition shall not be filed in 
any court unless the debtor has resided in said district or division at least 
six calendar months immediately preceding the making of the assignment. 
The petition shall state the debtor's inability to pay his debts and contain a 
prayer fora discharge from the debts of the petitioner and an averment that 
the list and schedule filed in the court are correct as therein amended, and 
shall be verified by the oath of the petitioner. It shall also contain a sched- 
ule and list of any other property or creditors which he may have since the 
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making of the assignment discovered or remembered; and said petitioner 
may, from time to time, prior to his discharge, amend and correct said list 
nll shade of property and creditors, so that the same shall conform to the 
facts. And he shall deposit with his petition for costs such sum as the court 
may direct, not exceeding $20. 

Sec. 6. That the creditors of the petitioner shall be made parties defend- 
ant, and the judge shall, on filing the petition, or as soon thereafter as prac- 
ticable, make an order declaring the petitioner a bankrupt, and fixing a time 
and place for the hearing thereof, and directing notice to be given, which 
time shall not be less than ninety days nor more than six calendar months 
sueenquens to the date of the order, and a copy of such order shall be duly 
served on each of the creditors named in the list of creditors or otherwise 
made known to the court, in the manner following: The service of notice of 
said order shall be made by mailing a copy of the order to each creditor, 
directed to the post-office nearest to his residence or place of business or to the 

ost-office at which he is accustomed to receive his letters. The notice shall 

mailed within thirty days from the date of the order by the clerk of the 
court, and the petitioner shall pay to the clerk for mailing the notice such 
reasonable sum as the court may allow, not exceeding 25 cents for each no- 
tice. The said order shall also be published once a week for four consecu- 
tive weeks in one or more newspapers to be designated by the court, due 
regard being had to the general circulation of the same in that portion of 
the district in which the bankrupt and his creditors reside. The first pub- 
lication shall be within thirty days from the date of said order. If the 
publication of notice shall appear to be irregular the court may order a new 
yy for such time as the court may decide and appoint another day 
or the hearing. But publication in a newspaper shall dispensed with 
unless it can be made for such cost as the court shall decide to be reasonable. 

Seco. 7. That the creditors, or any of them, may appear and answer said pe 
tition on the day named in the order of yublication. and if no answer be filed 
on that day the petitioner shall have a right to an order of discharge from his 
debts. The answer may contest the petitioner's right to a discharge on the 
following grounds, and no other: 

First. 'That the debtor has intentionally concealed some of his property by 
omitting the same from his schedule or assignment, and has also intention- 
ally failed to correct said omission as hereinbefore provided for, or has in- 
tentionally refused to give information which may aid and assist in recover- 
ing any pre erty which ought to be subject to the payment of his debts. 

econd. That he has, since the date of three calendar months prior to the 
passage of this act, conveyed or assigned or concealed his property, or some 
part of it, or given or suffered a lien or incumbrance thereon, wh ch —— 
ment, conveyance, concealment, lien, or incumbrance was contrived and de- 
vised with the actual intent and purpose to defraud his creditors, in which 
intent the debtor participated. 

Third. That the debtor, being a banker, broker, merchant, trader, manu- 
facturer, or miner, in addition to the foregoing grounds, shall be refused a 
discharge if, since said date, he, being at the time insolvent, has given any 
preference to creditors other than such as are allowed to be preferred in the 
assignment as provided in section 3 of this act, or since said date has, with 
intent to ere such prohibited preference, created or suffered any lien on his 
property by attachment, judgment, or otherwise. Should a discharge be 
refused, the same proceedings shall ‘be had in the administration and distri- 
bution of the bankrupt's estate as if he were discharged. 

Suc. 8. That all preferences by any merchant, broker, banker, trader, man- 
ufacturer, or miner given or suffered after the e of this act and within 
four months prior to the assignment by the petitioner, he being then insolvent, 
other than such preferences to creditors as are herein allowed, are hereby 
made illegal and void as against the creditors of any debtor who shall make 
an assignment and file his pees under the provisions of this act; and all 
the money or other property which may have been given or transferred in 
such prohibited preferences shall be and remain a part of the assets of the 
said petitioner and shall pass under the general clause conveying all the 
debtor's paeneear property by this act required to be inser in said as- 
signment; and all conveyances or transfers of property made at any time by 
any petitioner, which by the laws of the State or Territory in which the 
pore, is situated are illegal and void or voidable by eredtbors, or if the 

ransfer be of money, then void or voidable by the law of the State or Terri- 
tory in which the debtor resides, and all liens or other interest in said pro 
erty which are prohibited by the laws of a State or Territory wherein it 
situated shall be held for all the purposes of this act to be void or voidable b 
creditors and the property to have passed under said assignment; and it shall 
be distributed as other property conveyed in the same; and full ae 
may be had of the said property so assigned or encumbered within the peri 
allowed by the laws of the State or Territory in which it issituated, or if the 

roperty be money, then within the time allowed by the laws of the State or 

erritory where the receiver resides, and suits in behalf of the creditors for 
eee SELEY may be brought by the trustee or other manager of the assign- 
ment. 

Sxc. 9. That if on the hearing of the petition it shall appear that the assign- 
ment provided for in the first and second sections of this act has been duly 
made and filed and recorded as herein provided for, and no valid objection 
has been presented against a discharge, or, beng presented, the same is not 
sustained by proof, then it shall be the duty of the court to grant to the peti- 
tioner a discharge from all his debts to the pereces mentioned in his petition, 
or afterwards disclosed to the court, except the debts excluded by section 10 
of this act. But said discharge shall not have the effect in any court to pre- 
vent a recovery, by proper proceedings against the property and the persons 
claiming and possessing the same, of any property which had been prior 
to the discharge fraudulently or illegally assigned or concealed or encum- 
bered by such debtor, or omitted from his schedule, within such limitation 
as to time for wens such suits as is fixed by the laws of th.. State in which 
the property is situated. The declaration of the petiticaer asa bankrupt 
shall have the effect, in all courts in which p ings may be had to su 
ject such property to the payment of the bankrupt’'s debts, of dispensing 
witha iz nt against the bankrupt asa prerequisit< to such proceedings. 

Sec. 10. That the disch » of the debtor from his debts shall not include 
ony debt or obligation which shall have been created in consequence of his 
defalcation as a public officer, or as an executor, administrator, ,or 
trustee, or while acting in any other fiduciary capacity; nor any debt or 
obligation to any surety of the debtor who has paid or may pay any such 
fiduciary debt or any part of it; nor any debt or o tion created by the 
obtaining of money or property under false pretenses. But this exclusion of 
said debts from the discharge shall take place only when said debts shall be 
ascertained in the decree of discharge and by the court directed to be so 
excluded. If the petitioner shail be meres.» rt acquired by him 
after the filing of the cannes or a copy the’ in the clerk's office of the 
court of bankruptcy, shall not be liable for his debts created before that 
—. nor shall any debt created by him after such filing be barred by such 

scharge. 

Sxo. 11. That the district courts of the United States in the several States, 
the supreme court of the District of Columbia, and the district courts of the 
several Territories are hereby made courts of ——— . with full juris- 
diction, both at common law and in equity, to carry ou’ act and to try 


AY 2 


and determine all suits and controversies necessary to a full ex, 
thereof; and said courts shall have also full power to cause said petit; 
bankrupt, his wife, or either of them,to be examined under oath + 
any re of concealment or illegal transfer of any property of sj, 

rupt and to issue a writ of ne exeat against the bankrupt to co; 

force so wy 4 as it may be necessary to have such examination. ‘) 
courts, for the exercise of every jurisdiction conferred by this act 
considered as always open, and the judges of the said several courts 

ercise in chambers any jurisdiction conferred on said courts by this » 

the said courts shall not interfere with, in any manner, the administ) 

the bankrupt’s estate by the trustee or trustees or other manager 1), 

in the assignment or appointed according to law unless it shall }« ; 
appear to the said court that said trustee or trustees or manager js ; 

aging the said estate or the said trustee or manager shall by petition » 
court for directions as to such management. The court shall also } 
jurisdiction to enjoin or otherwise manage or control all suits or a, 
pending against the bankrupt at the time of filing his assignment j;, ;),,. 
clerk's office of the court of bankruptcy, as hereinbefore required, any ;., 
manage and control all suits or actions pending at that time in his favor. 4), 
to cause the same to be prosecuted or defended by the trustee or y))),),... 
of said assignment, and to make all necessary orders and decrees to seo); » 
proper distribution of the assets according to law. : 

Sec. 12. That partners may jointly make an assignment as provid): 
this act for separate and single debtors, but in such case the assign 1), 
contain a separate listand schedule of the partnership, and separate ¢piiji;,,. 
and property; and the preferences allowed by this act shall be for party; 
ship creditors out of the Wonceeperepere , and forseparate creditors oy: 
of the separate assets of the partner giving the preference; and the separar. 
and partnership debts shall be provided for in the assignment in the a 
way. The petition shall be filed in the district or the division thers; | 
which the partnership business was ied on, up to a period of six calendar 
months prior to the ment. If the business has not been so carrin) oy 
within said period, then in the district or division thereof where all the part. 
ners reside, one of whom at least ain resided there for six months prior 
to the assignment; and if they do not all reside in that district or division 
then in the district or division in which a majority of them shall resiio. oy ;} 
a greater number do not reside in the same district or division, ther i) ¢)o 
district or division in which anyone of them resides; but in all cases the 
residence required must be for calendar months preceding the making of 
the assignment. If one or more of the partners be deceased, then tho <yy 
vivor or survivors may proceed as in this section provided, but in that caso 
the le ~ irene of the deceased shall have such notice as the cour: 
may direct. 

Sec. 13. That if some of the partners are unwilling to join in such assign. 
ment and petition for discharge, then any of them may separate!ly make ay 
assignment of his se te property and file his petition as is hereinhefiro 
provided for; and in the ment shall include in general terms, wit) his 
separate property, his interest in the partnership property after the partner. 
ship debts are paid, and the names and dences of his other partners, 
specifying those in whose possession and control the assets of the partnership 
or any of them may be, and such partners shall have such notice of filing 
the petition as the court may direct. He shall file with his assignment «\s; 
a list of the partnership c tors and the amount due each, all of whom shall 
have notice as in other cases of proceedings under this act. The separat: 
pare ed shall first be — to the separate debts and the remain- 

er, if any, to the partnership de 

Sec. 14. That the court, on the hearing of the petition, or as soon after- 
wards as practicable, shall ascertain whether the partnership property is 
sufficient to pay the partnership debts. If it be found sufficient, the court 
shall so adjudge and order oe property of the debtor to be dis- 
tributed among his separate tors; and if found more than suflicient, 
the court may direct a sale, on such terms as the court may prescri!«. of tl) 
debtor's interest in the said partnership, and order the distribution of the 
fundsarising from such sale among his separatecreditors. But in both the~ 
cases the court shall make no further order interfering with said partners!ip 
estate. If the partnership property be found insufficient to pay the partner 
ship debts, the court shall make such orders as may be deemed equitable and 
just to convert said property into money and to wind up the affairs of said 
partnership and distribute the assets among the partnershipcreditors. Th: 
court shall direct said winding up to be done by one or more of the partners 
not petitioning for a discharge and designated by the court for that purpose 
and shall hold said partner or partners so designated accountable to the cour 
as a receiver, giving to him or them all the powers of collecting and distri! 
uting said nership estate as is necessary therefor and as might be prop 
erly vestedinareceiver. Butif the court shall deem all of said nonpetitioning 
een ee any cause unfit for d for such purpose, or if al! of the: 

eemed by the court fit to discharge that duty shall refuse to acces t it. then 
the court shall appoint a receiver with full powers to take charge of sai 
partnership estate and wind it up. And the court shall, in case of insolvency 
of the partnership estate, make all necessary orders and decrees, not incon 
sistent with the pivvisions of this act,as may be consonant to the ruleso 
equity, in reference to said estate, as in cases of a dissolution of said partuer 
ship and a distribution of the assets by decree of a court of equity. 

Seco. 15. That the said courts of ptey shall have power to make all 
proper rules not inconsistent with this act for the exercise of the jurisiction 
vested in them by this act. : 

Sec. 16. That any person who is unable to pay his debts and owes #2") or 
more and who has no property besides what isexempt by law from execution 
and iiability for his debts may, without any assignment as provided 
for in this act, file his petition in the court for rict or division there! 
in which he has resided for six months previously for a discharge froin !' 
debts as herein vided for, accompanying the same with a list of creditors. 
and thereupon the court shall take such proceedings as are provided for in 
this act for cases where there is an assignment, so far as the same my | 
applicable. In this case the filing of the petition shall have the operat). ))" 

ed for in the last clause of section 10 as to discharge from debts and the 


uisition of . 
“Gao. 17. ak pee ener debtor, who, be a banker, broker, mercha"t, 


trader, or manufacturer, owing $500, and who is unable to pay his debts, =! all 
make any assignment, transfer, or conveyance of his property, real or per 
sonal, or any part thereof, or give or suffer any lien or incumbrance o ( 
same, contrived or devised with the actual intent on his part to make « pre . 
erence or to defraud his creditors, or any of them, such act when found «0 
asce ed as hereinafter provided be deemed an act of bankru)':y: 
and a creditor or creditors having debtsagainst said bankrupt to the ao! 
of $500 wor on a ney my said fraudulent debtor in the court of bk 
ruptcy of the rict in w said debtor may reside, alleging such fray 
lent acts of bankruptcy. Thedebtor shall have such reasonable notice 2 
filing of said petition as the court shall prescribe; and on the day fix" 0) 
the court, if the debtor shall answer, den the facts alleged in the }» ~ 
tion, the said court shall hear the parties and the evidence, and if it sha!’ 
proven to the satisfaction of the court that such actual fraud was cor (° 
with the fraudulent intent and purpose aforesaid, and that the said (°° 








1896. 





time of committing said act without sufficient property to pay 
vee ot eer if the debtor shall fail to answer, the said court shall atyenee 
him to bea beskreps and if not so satisfied the court shall dismiss said peti 
tion with costs to the defendant. ’ ; 2 

Either party may demand that said issues shall be tried by a jury under 
the direction of the court as in other cases at common law. 

If the debtor shall be adjudged a bankrupt as aforesaid, then the court 
shall take such other procestines by the appointment of an assignee or re 
ceiver, and by such other and further orders as may be necessary to recover 
said property and all other property so found to be fraudulently transferred 
or conveyed, together with all other property belonging to said bankrupt, 
not exempt by law from seizure to pay his debts, and to distribute the same 
among his creditors. excluding from any participation therein the person or 
jersons for whose benefit said conveyance, assignment, lien, or incumbrance 
was made or suffered, if such person had actual notice of the fraud of the 

»btor afo ° 
deed petition shall not be filed unless within four months next after the 
commission of said act of bankruptcy. i 

All the other provisions of this act so faras the same may be applicable 
shall apply to proceedings under this section. 

SEc 1 Tha this act shall not be construed to repeal, annul, or suspend 
the laws of any State or Territory now in force, or which may hereafter be 
enacted for the compulsory distribution of an insolvent’s estate among his 
creditors; nor to interfere with proceedings under said laws for that pur- 
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shall have been commenced prior to the filing of the petition as | 


e whic 

Pereinbefore provided; and said petitioner shall not be permitted to dismiss 
his petition after filing the same without the consent of the court; but the 
jurisdiction of the court shall continue and remain after such filing for the 

urpose of recovering all a liable to the petitioner's debts and dis- 

ributing the same among creditors, until full and complete distribution shall 
be had: ided, The court may, if it shall deem the ends of justice will be 
subserved thereby, with consent of two-thirds of the creditors in amount 
and number, authorize a dismissal of said proceedings. 

Sec. 19. That the court shali have power to appoint a sufficient number of 
auditors to transact such business as may be committed to them under this 
act. The auditors shall have power to administer oaths, state accounts, and 
under orders of the court examine witnesses, and qeetem such other duties, 
not of a judicial character, as may be prescribed by the rules of the court. 
The auditors shall also have power to make the necessary orders declaring 
the petitioner a bankrupt, and for serving notice of filing the petition of 
bankruptcy and for fixing the day at which a hearing on the petition shall 
be had. The fees of the auditor shall be fixed by the court, but in no case 
shall any fee exceed the sum fixed by the lawsof the State in which he holds 
his office for si services rendered by State officials. 

Sec. 20. That all oaths required to be administered in any proceeding under 
this act may be taken before and certified by any officer of the State in which 
they are taken, authorized by the laws thereof to administer oaths. 

Sec. 21. That there shall be kept at each place at which said courts of bank- 
ruptey may be held, by the clerk thereof, a docket, in which shall be entered 
the filing of each petition and schedule and list and other papers, and a short 
statement of every order or decree of the court and of the auditors in that 
case, and copy of the decree granting or refusing a discharge; and such en- 
tries on the docket, together with the papers filed, shall constitute the record 
in such case. The cost of such docket shall be paid for as other record books 
and dockets of the district courts are paid for. The fees of the clerk, when 
not otherwise specified in this act, shall be fixed by the court, but shall not 
exceed the sum of $1 for service in any case of bankruptcy. 

Sec. 22. That this act shall continue in force three years and no longer. 
excep* as to all proceedings commenced under it within that time, and as to 
them shall continue in full force and effect until they are finally disposed of. 


The question being taken on agreeing to the substitute, the 


Speaker declared that the noes seemed to have it. 
Mr. BRODERICK. I ask for the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered, 53 members voting in favor 


thereof. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 113, nays 129, not 


voting 113; as follows: 


YEAS—112. 
Abbott, Curtis, Kans. Lester, Smith, 01. 
en, De Armond, Little, Spencer, 
Anderson, Dinsmore, Lockhart, Stallings, 
Andrews, Dockery, Maguire, Steele, 
Baker, Kans. Dolliver, Marsh, Stokes, 
Bartlett,Ga. Doolittle, McCleary, Minn. Stone, W. A. 
Bell, Colo. Dovener, McClure, Strait, 
Bell, Tex Downing, McCreary, Ky. Strode, Nebr. 
Black, Ga. Eddy, McDearmon, Strowd, N.C. 
ue, Ellis, McRae, Sulloway, 
Bowers, Faris, Meiklejohn, Tawney, 
Broderick, Gamble, Mercer, Terry, 
Buck, Gardner, Moyer, Towne, 
Burrell, Graff, Miller, Kans. Tracewell, 
Calderhead, Hager, Miller, W. Va. Tracey, 
non, ner, Nebr. Milnes Treloar, 
Catchings, gall Ogden, hie Ga. 
y; man, Otey, er, 
Clarke, Ala. Hepburn, Owens, Underwood, 
Cockrell, Hermann, Patterson, Updegraff, 
Hilborn, Pendleton, Walker, Va. 
Cooper, Fla. Hitt Pickler, Watson, Ind. 
Cooper, Tex. Hubbard, Pitney, Wheeler, 
Cooper, Wis. Jones, Richardson, Williams, 
Cousins, Kem Russell, Ga. Wilson, Idaho 
Cox, Kendall, Sayers, Wilson, Ohio 
Crowley, Kyle, Shafroth, Wood, 
Cro , Latimer, Shuford, Yoakum. 
NAYS—129. 
A Brewster Connolly, Erdman, 
Apsley, Bromwell, Cook, Wis. Evans, 
Arnold, Pa. Brown, Corliss, Fairchild, 
Arnold, Ball, Culberson, Fenton, 
Atw Burton, Mo Cummings, Fischer, 
Baker, N. H. Burton, Ohio Curtis, lowa Fitzgerald, 
perham, Chickering, Curtis, N.Y. Fowler, 
Bartholat Clark, Mo” as Gillet W.-Y 
, Mo. rton, illet, N.Y. 
Bartlett, N.Y, Co De Witt, Gillett, Mass. 
Bingham, ‘ Dingley, Griffin, 
OP, Coffin, Elliott, 8. C. Griswold, 















| Grosvenor, Kul oO Southard 

| Halterman, Leisenring, oO Spaldin 

| Hardy, Leonard Overstreet, Sperry 
Harmer, Lewis, I Stahle 

| Harris, Linney, P St art, N.J. 
Hart Long Pe s Wis. 
Henderson, Low PI St 
Het ry, Conn, Mahon P I 
Hicks, McCall, Mass Pow t 
Hill MeCall, Tenn. Pug 
Hooker, McClellan, Qu I 
Howe, MeCormick Ray \ H 
Howell, McCulloch, Rey burn, \ \ s 
Hulick, McEwan, Rusk, W ; 
Hunter, McLachlan, Russell, Conn W 

Jenkins Miles, Sauerhering W Ohio 
Johnson, Cal. Minor, Wis. Scranton Ww ston, 
Joy, Moody, Shannon, W t 
Kerr, Morse, Sherman, 
Kirkpatrick, Noonan, Snover, 
Knox, Northway, Sorg, 

NOT VOTING—113. 

Acheson, Foote, Leighty, Settle, 
Aitken, Foss, Linton shaw, 
Aldrich, Ala. Goodwyn, Livingston, Simpkins, 
Aldrich, 11. Grout, Lorimer, Skinne1 
Allen, Utah Grow, Loud, Smith, Mich, 
Avery, Hadley, Loudenslager, Southwick, 
Babcock, Hanly, Maddox, Sparkman, 
Bailey, Harrison, Mahany, Stephenson, 

| Baker, Md. Hatch, McKenney, Stone, C. W. 
Bankhead, Heatwole, McLaurin, Sulzer 
Barrett, Heiner, Pa. Me Millin, Swanson, 
Beach, Hemenway, Meredith, ‘hor 
Belknap, Hendrick, Milliken, Tucker 
Bennett, Henry, Ind. Miner, N. Y. Turner, Va. 
Berry. Hopkins, Mondell, Wadsworth, 
Black, N.Y. Howard, Money, Walker, Mass. 
Boutelle, Huff, Moses, Wanger, 
Brosius, Huling, Mozley, Washington, 
Brumm, Hull, Murphy, White, 
Cooke, 01 Hurley, Neill, Wilber 
Cowen, Hutcheson, Newlands, Willis 
Crisp, Hyde Pearson, Wilson, N.Y. 
Crump, Johnson, Ind. Price, Wilson, S.C, 
Dalzell, Johnson,N.Dak. Prince, Woodard, 
Danford, Kiefer, Raney, Woodman, 
Denny, Lacey, Reeves Woomer 


Robertson La. 
Robinson, Pa 


Royse, 


Draper, 
Ellett, Va. 
Fletcher, 


Lawson, 
Layton, 
Lefever, 


So the substitute was rejected. 

Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I find that I 
am paired with the gentleman from Indiana, Mr. Hemenway, 
and [ withdraw my vote. 

Mr. TUCKER. I am paired with the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, Mr. Draper. If he were present; | would vote ‘* yea.” 

The following-named members were announced as pairs until 
further notice: 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Crisp. 

Mr. BouTELLE with Mr. MCMILLIN, 

Mr. PRINCE with Mr. BaILey. 

Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. Ropertson of Louisiana, 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. Cowen. 

Mr. Lacey with Mr. HutcHeson. 

Mr. STEPHENSON with Mr. Money, 

Mr. Grout with Mr. NEILL. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. BEAcu with Mr. HARRISON. 

Mr. Hutu with Mr. Moses. 

Mr. DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. SWANSON, 

Mr. HADLEY with Mr. Price. 

Mr. Jonnson of North Dakota with Mr. LAwson, 

Mr. Moziey with Mr. McLaurin. 

Mr. ALpricu of Alabama with Mr. McKENNEY, 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. Miner of New York. 

Mr. BELKNAP with Mr. LivrnastTon. 

Mr. Smita of Michigan with Mr. Berry. 

The following for this day: 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Layton. 

Mr. Brostus with Mr. Evuerr of Virginia, 

Mr. SIMPKINS with Mr. MEREDITH. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. SuLZER. 

Mr. SPARKMAN with Mr. Henry of Indiana. 

The following on this question: 

Mr. MILLIKEN with Mr. BANKHEAD. 

Mr. WALKER of Massachusetts with Mr. Witson of South 
Carolina. 

Mr. Royce with Mr. TURNER of Virginia. 

Mr. Baker of Maryland with Mr. SuHaw. 

Mr. BARRETT with Mr. Mappox. 

Mr. MAHANY with Mr. HENDRICK, 
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Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. WASHINGTON. 

Mr. Wooparp with Mr. ALLEN of Utah. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I voted, but I withdraw my vote, 
being paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. DaL- 
ZELL. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with the gentleman 
from Illinois, Mr. Prince, and I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Mr. HENDRICK. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentle- 
man from New York, Mr. MaHany, and P withdraw my vote. 

Mr. McMILLIN. Mr. Speaker, I voted in the affirmative, but 
as I am paired with the gentleman from Maine, Mr. BouTE..ez, I 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Speaker, my name was read as paired 
with my colleague from New York, Mr. Hurtey. That pair was 
made under the arrangement that I should have the right to vote 
on all amendments, and I wish to have that statement appear in 
the Recorp. I wish to state further that at the time this pair was 
made with my colleague I expected to vote against the bill, but 
because of the amendments which have been made to it I now 
intend to vote for it. My colleague is also in favor of the bill, and 
would so vote, if he were present. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I move to recommit the pending 
bill to the Committee on the Judiciary, with instructions to re- 
ort the same back to the House so amended that the provisions 
or involuntary bankruptcy, if any, shall apply to none but cases 
of actual Snel. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. Wiiuiam A. 
Srone, there were—ayes 88, noes 116. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE, I call for the yeas and nays. 

Many MemBers. Oh, no. 

The _ and nays were not ordered, only 37 voting in favor 
thereof, 

So the motion of Mr. W1LLIAM A. STONE was rejected. 

. _ SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the 
ill. 

Mr. BAILEY. On that I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 157, nays 80, not 
voting 117, as follows: 

YEAS—157. 
Curtis, Kans. Hyde, 
Curtis, N. Y. Jenkins, 
Daniels, Johnson, Cal. 
Dayton, Joy, 
Dingley, Kendall, 


Doolittle, Kerr, 
Dovener, 
Kulp, 


Eddy, 

Elliott, 8. C. Leisenring, Sauerhering, 

Ellis, Leonard, Scranton, 
man, Lewis. Shannon, 

Evans, : Sherman, 

ane, Snover, 


Abbott, 
Adams, 
—"* 
ey, 
Arnold, Pa. 
Arnold, R.L 
Atwood, 


Poole, 


Bingham, 
Bishop, 

Brewster. 

Bromwell, 

Brown, 

Buck, 

Bull, riff wan, Strode, Nebr. 
Burton, Mo. McLachlan, Taft. 

Burton, Ohio Meiklejohn, 
Corceinge, ercer, 
Chickering, Meyer, 


Clark, Iowa Miles, 

Clarke, Ala. Miller, W. Va. 
Milnes, 

Moody, 


Cohb, 
Morse, 


Cockrell, 
Codding, 
Noonan, 
Northway, 
Odell, 


Coffin, 

Connolly. 

Coo a. x. On 
Corliss, i en. 
Crisp. Ov 
Crowley, Parker, 
Crowther, 
Culberson, 


Tawney, 
Tayler, 
Towne, 
Trace 


Grosvenor, 
seer, Nebr. 


McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McRae, 


Pearson, 
Pickler, 
Pitney, 
Miller, Kans. Richardson, 
Minor, Wis. Russell, Ga, 
Newlands, Sayers, 
Ogden, Shafroth, 
Owens, Shuford 
Patterson, Smith, Il, 


Stallings, 
Steele, 
Stokes, 
Stone, W. A. 
Strait, 
rene, 
Strowd, N.C. 
Talbert, 
Tate, 


NOT VOTING—1I7. 


Acheson, 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, Ala, 
Aldrich, Tl. 
Allen, Utah. 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Md. 
Bankhead, 
Barrett, 


Harrison, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Heatwole, 
Heiner, Pa. 
omen way, 


fer, 

y, 
Draper, Lawson, 
Ellett, Va. Layton, 
Fletcher, Lefever, 


So the bill was passed. 


Leighty, 
Linton, 
Livingston, 
Lorimer. 
Loudenslager, 


Maddox, 
Mahany, 
McKenney, 
McLaurin 


Terry, 
Tracey, 
Turner, Ga. 
Underwood, 
Walker, Va. 
Wheeler, 
Williams, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wood. 


Skinner, 
Smith, Mich. 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Spencer, 
Stephenson 
Stone, C. W, 
Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Thomas, 
Treloar, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va. 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass, 
wenger, 
ashingto 
White, ” 


Willis, 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Woodard, 
Woodman, 
Woomer, 
Yoakum. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 


On this question: 


Mr. HERMANN with Mr. Yoakum. 
Mr. Hur.ey with Mr. TRELOAR. 


Mr. Winson of New York with Mr. Orry. 


Mr. McMILLIN. I have voted in the negative on this question; 
but I wish to withdraw my vote, as I am pai 
man from Maine, Mr. BOUTELLE. 

Mr. BRODERICK. The gentleman from Utah, Mr. Airy, 
who is absent, requested me to state that if he were here he would 


vote inst this bill. 


with the gentle- 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. My colleague, Mr. Hurr, desired 


to be excused from attendance this afternoon. 


The result of the vote was announced as above stated. {Ap- 


plause. | 


On motion of Mr. HENDERSON, a motion to reconsider the 


last vote was laid on the table. 


ELECTION CONTEST—THORP VS. M’KENNEY. 


Mr. WALKER of Virginia. i 
call up the report of the Committee on Election on thy 
indiiennry, from the Fourth district of Virginia. 


of Thorp vs. 


I rise to a privil 


nae question, and 
8s No. 3 on the case 


The resolutions reported by the committee were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That W. R. McKenney was not elected a Representative to the 
Fifty-fourth Congress from the Fourth district of Virginia, and is not entitled 


to his seat. 


Resolved, That R. T. Tene. was duly elected asa Representative from the 


Fourth Congressional 
is entitled to the seat. 


Mr. WALKER of Virginia. 


have: the report read 
Mr. BAI 


ct of Virginia to the Fifty-fourth Congress, and 


I presume it is not necessary to 


Y. Is it intended to dispose of this matter now? 


Mr. WALKER of Virginia. Oh, yes; there is no opposition. 
Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. The report of the committee 


is unanimous. 


The SPEAKER. If no one asks to have the report read the 
agreeing to the resolutions. 


Chair will = the question on 


The resolutions were 


Mr. R. T. Thorp presented himself and was duly qualified by 
taking the oath prescribed by law. 


Cummings, 
Curtis, Iowa 


Allen, Miss. 
Anderson, 


Payne, 
Pendleton, 
Per 
Phillips, 


NAYS—80. 


Downing, 
Gamble, 
Gardner, 
Graff, 


. 


iy 
Hilbora,” 
Jones, 
Kem, 


Tita 4 

2 
Maguire, 
Meal, Tenn. 


MoCreary, Ky. 


PRINTING PACIFIC RAILROAD REPORTS. 


Mr. PAYNE. I call up the motion to reconsider that I entered 
a day or two ago with reference to a resolution providing for the 
printing of the reports of the Committee on Pacific Railroads in 
the Fiftieth Congress. The gentleman from California agrees to 


Mr. MAGUIRE. Yes. There wassome question as tothe scope 
of the resolution; and I am willing that the matter shall be recon- 
sidered by the House and a different form of resolution aon 

The . Without objection, the motion by which the 

will be reconsidered. 
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Mr. MAGUIRE. Now, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following sub- 











public a reservations, reported the same with amendment, 
stitute. accompanied by a report (No. 1593); which said bill and report 
The Clerk read as follows: | were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
Resolved, That there be reprinted the usual number of Senate Executive of the U oe . 
Document No. 51, Fiftieth Congress, first session, being the majority and | Mr. EVANS. from the Committee on Wavsand Means. to which 
minority reports of the Pacific Railway Commission, and the message of the | was referred the bill of the House (H.R. S582 » allow the bot- 
President of the United States transmitting the same to Congress, but not | t]ing of di lled suir bo ; steal aoe ps 
including the testimony accompanying said report. tAIng OF distillec Se be in bond, i. tn the same with amend- 
7 at ‘ ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1595); which said bill and 
Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylv ania. I object. : report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute | the state of the Union. 
for the original resolution. : 
The substitute was agreed to. . TA On CO Mane ror DeTC AGE t ; 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 
RECONSIDERATION. Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
. severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I desire to enter a mation to recon- | referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 
sider the vote b which the House refused the engrossment and | By Mr. PARKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 
third reading 0: House bill No, 3826 on yesterday. : The bill (H. R. 6763) to remove the charge of desertion from the 
Mr. DINGLEY. This is simply a motion entered to reconsider, | military record of Horace J. Rowell. (Report No. 1592 
without any action now? By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: The 
Mr. KNOX. That 18 all. bill (H. R. 5811) to correct the service record of Jame s Marl Vv. 
The SPEAKER, The motion to reconsider will be entered. (Report No, 1594.) 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. on aces 3 
: JBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I call for the regular order. 7 F : ete : - aot SEO. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will lay before the House the fol- | I nder clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
lowing House bill with Senate amendments. of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


The Clerk read the title of the bill, as follows: follows: 


, y TER: / j N 32 iting a cond . 
A bill (H.R. 7895) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury of the United | _. By es ae A > (H. R. a st) donating a condemned 
States to reconvey to the former owners a certain tract of land in Valverde | “#2 NON To * rankin ost, No. 256. Department of Dlinois, Grand 


County, Tex. ae of the Republic, of Monticello, Ill.—to the Committee on 
. | Naval Affairs. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. ae ee a ; ee a 
Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I have called for the regular order. | By Mr, MILLER of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8 ti) for the relief 
That can not be the regular order. | of the Kickapoo tribe of Indians in Oklahoma Territory—to the 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the regular order is the con- | “en sent at Ae Hampshire: A bill (IL. R. 8618) to3 
sideration of House bills with Senate amendments. Ce eae OW SRSREPETO: & DI (EE. ES. C020) UO Il 


F | corporate the Mutual Assessment Company of the District of 
odun DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now | (ojumbia—to the ymmittee on the District of Columbia. 
journ. 


‘ : : . | By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 8649) donating four condemned 
Mr. CRISP. Certainly, if the Chair holds that they come im- | cannon and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Henry 
mediately after the reading of the Journal ; 


, Wilson Post, No. 229, Grand Army of the Republic, of Milton, 
The SPEAKER. Unlessa special orderintervenes. But when | Pa.—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





the special order is executed, then this business is in order. By Mr. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 8650) providing for a naval 
But the gentleman from Maine moves that the House do now | training station on Lake Michigan, at the city of Milwaukee, in 

adjourn. the State of Wisconsin—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 8651) donating 


a condemned cannon and some shells to Stoddard Post, No. 34 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills were Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Minnesota, of W: rth- 


taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as 


(alien | ington, Minn.—to the Committ eon Military Affairs. 

A bill (S. 2986) to authorize the construction of a bridge across j By Me. . r~ “ os = - ae BY ss ee on = 
the Niagara River, in the town of Lewiston, in the county of Ni- | 22V'"5 & Claim for expenses incurred In the derense of the United 
agara, State of New York—to the Committee on Taterstate and States the right to have the same adjudicated by the Court of 
Foreign Commerce Claims—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

° » Dp r -. : > .a > ery] »renorts 

A bill (S. 1860) for the relief of John M. Guyton, late postmaster By Mr. SE ARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 8665) to furnish the r« p rts 





of the United States circuit courts of appeals to the various dis- 
A bill (8. 1288) for the relief of John Stull—to the Committee on | ict and circuit courts, and cireuit courts of appeals of the 
Mili ‘Affairs United States—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

A bill (8. 65) for the relief of J. E. Gillingwaters to the Com- By Mr. HY DE: A joint resolution ( H. Res 179) de claring that 


: Mil airs a state of public war exists in the Island of Cuba—to the Commit- 
mittee on Military Affairs. tee on Foreign Affairs. 


at Blacksburg, 8. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported CHANGE OF REFERENCE 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled the bill (H. R. a 4 : ie : ee : i . 
3853) granting a pension to Arminda Stucker, of Gallatin, Mo.; Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Affairs 
when the Speaker signed the same. was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H.R. 4026) to 
remove the charge of dismissal standing against William H. Har- 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


, lin, and the same was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 
Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted 





as follows: 
= Mr. STEELE, for one week, on account of business. PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 
fant esi a 780% of Indians, for ten days, on account of impor-| Tnder clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 


. ; : . were presented and referred as follows: 
Zo Mr. Overstreet, for ten days, on account of important | "py Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H.R. 8653) for the relief of the 
To Mr. Mappox, indefinitely, on account of sickness estate of William G. Cochrane, deceased, late of Tuscaloosa 
moti 7 “re _ | County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
ae then so oe By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H.R. 8654) granting an in- 
SeenS p. UA.) The lowes any — crease of pension to George C. James—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. ee ee) oe peneom Mrs. John Ww. Holt—to the 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sever- By Mr. FAIRCHILD: A bill (#1. R. 8656) to increase the pension 

ally reported from committees, delivered tothe Clerk, and referred | of Harriet B. Kitching—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
to the several Calendars therein named, as follows: By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 8657) granting a pension to 
Mr. McRAE, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to | Ellen Springer, widow of Horatio 8. Springer—to the Committee 
Which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 119) to protect | on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 8658) to remove charge of deser- 
tion from military record of Julius Shelley—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8659) to remove the charge of desertion from 
military record of Levi Wright—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8660) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Crawford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MILES: A bill (H.R. 8661) to restore Charles C. Kleck- 
ner, of Maryland, to the position of passed assistant engineer in 
the United States Navy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSK: A bill (H. R. 8662) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from record of Jacob Hahn—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN (by request): A bill (H. R. 8663) for the 
relief of Willis Pinner, of the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. WALKER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8664) for the relief 
of Leander J, Keller—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BARTLETT of New York: A bill (H. R. 8666) granting 
an honorable discharge to Newell Graham, of the United States 
bark Houghton and the United States ship Cactus—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: Petition and remonstrance of Crested 
Butte Council, No. 58; also of Cripple Creek Council, No. 27; also 
of Durango Council, No. 57; also of Victor Council, No. 51; also 
of Grand Junction Council, No. 15; also of numerous citizens of 
Victor, all of the State of Colorado, against the statue of Pére 

a remaining in Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the 
ibrary. 

Also, petition of J. C. Huntington, of Pueblo, Colo., in favor of 
the passage of House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail 
matter, and bill No, 838, to reduce letter postage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of P. Byrnes, publisher, of Pueblo, Colo.; also of 
James Flannigen, protesting against the passage of bill No. 4566, 
relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of Colorado, favoring the passage of 
joint resolution No. 11, and remonstrating against appropriations 

or sectarian purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 
Colorado, praying for arbitration in international disputes—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of J. R. Reinold and others, of Colorado, favoring 
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Lafayette Council, No. 45, American Protec- 
tive Association, for the restriction of immigration and to regulate 
naturalization, etc.—to the Committee on Immigration and Nat- 
uralization. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of William W. Estes and other citizens 
of Providence, R. I., in favor of the adoption of the metric sys- 
tem—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts Library Club, favoring the 
passage of a bill for the better publication of public documents— 
to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of citizens of Mayview, IIl., favor- 
ing the enactment of the Sunday-rest law for the District of Co- 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Petition of Journeymen Stone 
Cutters’ Association of North America, Cottonwood Falls, Kans., 
asking for the passage of a bill to prohibit the use of convict labor 
in the construction of buildings erected by the Government—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. FENTON: Petition of Robert Leach and other ex- 
soldiers of West Union, Ohio, asking for the amendment of the 
act of June 27, 1890, placing on a pensionable footing honorably 
discharged soldiers who served less than ninety days—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Collins Council, 
No. 17; also of —— ue Council, No. 9, Order United Ameri- 
caa Mechanics, in behalf of the Lodge immigration bill—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. . 

By Mr. HILBORN: Letter of Edwin A. Sherman, Joseph Stew- 
art, and W. C. Burnett, committee of arrangements or the Asso- 
ciated Veterans of the Mexican War of Oakland, Cal., addressed 
to the Speaker and members of the House of Representatives, in- 
viting them to the fiftieth anniversary of the taking possession of 
California and raising the American flag at Monterey on July 7, 
1846, which celebration will be at Monterey on July 7, 1896; also 





AY 4, 


favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 1609—to the Committ. 
the Library. 
By Mr. HULICK: Petition of H.C. Dean, M. J. Flannery. > 


| Paxson, and 20 other citizens of Jamestown, Ohio, pro: 


against military education in public schools—to the Commit: 
Education. 

By Mr. KENDALL: Petition and papers relating to the ¢) 
A.C. Stokeley, for a pension—to the Committee on Inval 
sions. 

By Mr. LINNEY: Petition of the heirs of Edward Bec!) 
deceased, late of Alexander County, N. C., praying referey,. ,§ 
~ war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on \v.. 
Claims. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Petition of the heirs of Frederick Po.) 
deceased, late of Clayton County, Ga., praying reference of \\j4 
war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on Wa; 
Claims. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of citizens of Omaha, Nebr., for tha 
passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amending the posta! |jvws: 
also praying for legislation authorizing the Post-Office D 


| ment to prohibit the use of the mails in advertising frauds on ¢ he 


— public—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Pos;. 
oads. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Club of St. Joseph, Mo.: 
also resolutions of a Democratic State convention which assey). 
bled in the Funke Opera House, Lincoln, Nebr., April 22, 18s, jy 
favor of the transmississippi exposition at Omaha, Nebr.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MEREDITH: Petition of the heirs of S. K. Proctor, 
deceased, of Fauquier County, Va., praying for the reference of 
= war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

‘aims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Sallie Prim, of Fauquier County, 
Va., praying for the reference of her war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the American Anti-Saloon Learne, 
praying for the passage of the bill (H. R. 1888) for the further 
restriction of the sale of alcoholic liquor in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RUSK: Additional evidence in the matter of the claim 
of Elvira Hahn, relating to removing the mark of desertion from 
the record of Jacob Hahn, of the United States Navy—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of F. W. Camper and others, of 
the State of Ohio, praying for favorable action on House bills Nos, 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Protest of several hundred Polish- American 
citizens of the First Congressional district of Minnesota; also reso- 
lutions adopted by a mass meeting of Polish-American citizens of 
Winona, Minn., against the passage of a bill introduced by Hon. 
G. L. JoHNSON, designed to restrict Polish immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. TOWNE: Petition of citizens of Duluth, Sandstone, 
and Central Duluth, Minn., praying for the prohibition of the 
manufacture of intoxicating liquors within the District of Colun- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: Petition of Rev. H. Patton and others, 
against the rs of public moneys for sectarian under- 
takings and for a constitutional amendment against making 
appropriations for ecclesiastical purposes—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


SENATE. 


MonpDay, May 4, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrizury, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. MitcHELL of Wisconsin, 
=~ unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed 
with, 
JAMES DUKE, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. Iask unanimous consent to call 
up the bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of James Duke. _It is a House 
bill, with a favorable report from the Committee on Naval Afiairs. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee «f the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend the 
naval record of James Duke, who enlisted in the United Statrs 
Navy February 21,1862, and served as a first-class fireman ©" 
board the Baron de Kalb and Maria Denning up to July 6, 1*», 
by removing the charge of desertion from the record and granting 
him an honorable discharge. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or erod 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 








1896. 


—_—_————————— 
“USCOGEE, OKLAHOMA AND WESTERN RAILROAD, 


Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Iask unanimous consent to call up the 


pill (S. 1741) to authorize the Muscogee, Oklahoma and Western | 


2ailroad Company to construct and operate a line of railway 
through Oklahoma and Indian Territory, and for other purposes 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Territories with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 2, page 3, line 2, before the 
word ** hundred,” to strike out ‘ two” and insert ‘‘one,” and in 
line 7, before the word “feet,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred” and 
insert “fifty”; so as to read: 


That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes of a 
railway, telegraph, and telephone line, and for no other purpose, a right of 
way 100 feet in width through said allotted lands and through said Indian 
Territory, both for its main line and branches thereof, and to take and use a 
strip of land 100 feet in width, with a length of 2,000 feet in addition to the 
right of way, for stations for every 10 miles of said railroad, with the right 
to use such additional ground where there are heavy cuts or fills as may be 
necessary for the construction and maintenance of the roadbed, not exceed 
ing 50 feet in width, ae said right of way, or as much thereof as may be 
included in said cuts or fills. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, page 6, line 7, before the 
word “ company,” to strike out the words “or said.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 6, line 24, before the 
word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ five hundred” and insert ‘‘ seven 
hundred and fifty ”; so as to read: 

That said railroad company shall pay to the Secretary of the Interior, for 
the benefit of the particular nations or tribes through whose lands said rail 
way may be located, the sum of $75, in addition to compensation provided in 
this act, for property taken and damages done to individual occupants by 
reason of the construction of the railway, for each mile of railway that it 
may construct in the Indian Territory, said payments to be made in install- 
ments of $750 as each 10 miles of road is graded. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to add at the end of section 8 the fol- 
lowing proviso: 


Provided further, That this act shall not be so construed as to give or grant 


said company ang eens. title, or interest in or to the wagon-road approaches | 


to the nearest = lic highways which it is authorized to construct from the 
ends of the bridge, or to charge or collect toll fees for traveling over said 
wagon-road approaches. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CALL. Iask the Senator from Arkansasif the bill contains 
the usnal clause reserving the right of Congress to repeal, alter, or 
amend? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It is in the usual form. The last 
section of the bill provides ‘‘ that Congress may at any time amend, 
add to, alter, or repeal this act.” 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, ahd the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


THE NAVAL OBSERVATORY. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | 


tion from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of April 17, 1896, a list of the number of astronomical 
observers engaged in making observations with the principal in- 
struments of the Naval Observatory, the object of the work being 
done with each instrument, etc., and also the total annual expense 
of administering the Naval Observatory, including the pay of 
naval officers on duty there, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE COMMISSIONER OF PATENTS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented the annual report of the 
Commissioner of Patents for the year ended December 31, 1895; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to 
be printed, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the board of 
managers of the Florida Society of the Sons of the Revolution, 
praying for the publication of the official records of the Conti- 
— Congress; which was referred to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

He los presented a petition of the Southern and Southwestern 
Railway Club of Atlanta, Ga., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for investigations and tests of American timber; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agricultureand Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Credit Men’s Association of 
New Orleans, La., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey 
bankruptcy bill as amended; which was ordered to lie on the 

ole. 


Mr. SHERMAN presented a petition of the Board of 
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anton, Ohio, praying for the enactment of lk 


ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LODGE presented a petition of the Massachusetts Library 
Club, of Cambridge, Mass., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing for the better publication of the public documents 
of the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of sundry « nsof Ward, 
Colo., and a memorial of sundry citizens of ¢ rado, remonstrat 
ing against placing the statue of Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall: 


which were ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented petitions of the Trades and Labor Assembly 
| of Denver, Colo.; of the Reed, Rattan, and Willow Workers’ Union 
of St. Louis, Mo.; of Lumbermen’s Union, No. 6555, of lron River, 
Wis.; of Union No. 8, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners of America,of Philadelphia, Pa., and of Boot and Shoe 
Workers’ Union, No. 10, of Marlboro, Mass., praying for the free 
coinage of silver; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of P. H. Peck and sundry 
other post-office clerks of Rutland, Vt., praying for the passage 
| of House bill No. 3273, providing for the classification of post-oftice 
clerks in first and second class post-oftices; which was referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CAFFERY presented a petition of the Credit Men’s Associa- 
tion of New Orleans, La., praying for the passage of the so-called 
Torrey bankruptcy bill as amended; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the Evans-Gallagher 
Drug Company, of Kansas City, Mo., and a memorial of the Don- 
nell Manufacturing Company, of St. Louis, Mo., relative to a 
rebate on alcohol; which were referred to 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Kansas 
City, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
l-cent letter postage for each half ounce, and also to correct 
abuses in connection with second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s American Protect- 
ive Association, of Kansas City, Mo., heartily commending the 
action of the House of Representatives in adopting the amend- 
ment to the Indian appropriation bill striking out appropriations 
of public funds for sectarian purposes; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a petition of the St. Louis (Mo.) Furniture 
Board of Trade, and a petition of the Simmons Hardware Com- 
pany, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the passage of the so-called 
Torrey bankruptcy bill; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of the Home Mission Board 
of the Southern Baptist Convention of Atlanta, Ga., praying for 
the release of Rev. A. J. Diaz; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange, of 
Memphis, Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation secur- 
ing unrestricted interchange of traffic between common carriers, 
| in order to promote trade in the free distribution of commodities; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
| He also presented a petition of the Baptist Church of Milan, 
Tenn., praying the Government to sustain the Rev. A. J. Diaz in 
his work as a missionary in the Island of Cuba; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. ALLEN presented the memorial of F. E. Dwight, James 
Smalley, and O. B. Benge, of Niobrara, Nebr., relative to the bill 
(S. 2749) to establish the official survey of fractional townships 
$1 and 32 north, of ranges 6, 7, and 8 west, of the sixth principal 
meridian, in the State of Nebraska, north and west of the Nio- 
brara River, and quieting the title of settlers thereon. and for other 
| purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. BROWN presented a memorial of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Salt Lake City, Utah, remonstrating against the passage 
of the bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Salt Lake City, Utah, praying for the establishment of an assay 
| office at that city; which was referred to the Committee on Mines 
| and Mining. 
| Mr. QUAY presented a petition of Kensington Lodge, No. 217, 
| International Association of Machinists, of Philadelphia, Pa., and 
' 


the Committee on 


| a petition of Central Labor Union of Scranton, Pa., praying for 
the Government ownership of telegraph lines; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BATE presented a petition of the Baptist Church of Milan, 
Tenn., praying that the Government of the United States sustain 
| Rev. A. J. Diaz in his work as a missionary in the Island of Cuba; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented sundry papers to accompany the 
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bill (S. 2518) removing the charge of desertion frcm the name of 
Myrick R. Burgess; which were referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

JOHN TAYLOR WOOD, 


Mr.DANTIEL. Iam directed by the Committee onthe Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2746) to remove the political 
disabilities of John Taylor Wood, to report it with an amendment. 
I ask unanimous consent that the bill may be put upon its pas- 
sage. I can not conceive that there can be any objection to it. 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on the Judiciary was, in line 
7, to strike out the words “ of Washington, D. C.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed (two-thirds of the Senators present 
voting in the affirmative). 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (8.715) for the relief of B. F. 
Dowell, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 6739) for the relief of John N. Quackenbush, late a com- 
mander in the United States Navy, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 8221) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. 
Larsh and Charles M. Larsh, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3006) to provide for the examination and 
classification of certain lands in the State of Oregon, reported it 
without amendment. 

Mr. PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 337) to refer the claim of the owners of the 
brig Tally-Ho to the Court of Claims, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAULKNER, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1659) to amend the laws of 


the District of Columbia as to married women, to make parents | 


the natural guardians of their minor children, and for other pur- 
, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 


ereon. 
Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Forest Reservations and 


the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2118) 
to protect public forest reservations, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2282) to vacate Sugar Loaf reservoir site in Colorado and 
to restore the lands contained in the same to entry, reported it 
with amendments. 

Mr. TELLER. I am directed by the Committee on Forest Res- 
ervations and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act approved March 3, 1891, grant- 
ing the right of way upon the public lands for reservoir and canal 

urposes, to report it without amendment. As this is a bill that 
f think there will be no controversy over, I ask that it may be put 
on its ze, 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator allow us to get through with the 
morning business? 

Mr.TELLER. Very well. I will call the bill up after the morn- 
ing business is concluded. 

r. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the joint resolution (H. Res. 137) declaring a certain 
bridge across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, 
State of Mississippi, a lawful structure, reported it with amend- 


ments. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3018) for the relief of Benjamin F. Smoot, 
asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and that 
it a to the Committee on Public Lands; which was 
agr to. 

Mr. HILL. I am directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to whom were referred the bill (S. 2794) concerning the trial and 
—— of contempts in the United States co herein men- 

med, and the bill (S. 2040) ne Eee to impose oaths and 
— gees oe oe, to ee States officers, to = 
port them adversely, the subject-ma ving been previous 
es in another bill. I move that the bills be postponed 
indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PALMER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 


| to the bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Nort}, rn 


| ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 


| appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr. (4): 








referred the bill (H. R. 515) granting a pension to William Gpo.. 

reported it without amendment, eeu stbenitanh & report thereon’ 

fr, SQUIRE, from the Committee on Coast Defenses, rep: rted 

an amendment, providing for fortifications and other seacoas: .),.. 

fenses, intended to be proposed to the fortifications appropriat;,, 

bill, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appro)) x 
ations, and printed; which was agreed to. 7 

SETTLERS ON INDEMNITY LANDS. 
Mr. CARTER. By direction of the Committee on Public Lays 
I move that the Senate disagree to the amendment of the |j,..... 


ise 


Pacific Railroad indemnity lands, and ask for a committee of , On. 
The motion was agreed to. 

By unanimous consent,the Vice-President was authorize) to 
. Dusois, and Mr. Berry were appointed. -" 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3032) for the 
relief of William H. Wilder, testamentary executor of the succes. 
sion of Myra Clark Gaines, deceased, late of the parish of Orleans 
in the State of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He ng ig Bagg introduced a bill (S. 3033) for the relief of 
William H. Wilder, testamentary executor of the succession; 


| Myra Clark Gaines, deceased, late of the parish of Orleans, iy, ¢). 


State of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (5.3034) restoring the pension of 
Martha E. Miller; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3035) granting pension to Mrs, 
Elizabeth Gnash; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3036) granting pension to Elijah 
Herring; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 3037) granting an increaso 
of oe to James A. Ray; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3038) granting a pension to 
Mrs. C. E. Whiton Stone; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3039) granting a pension to Edward 
C. Spofford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introdaced a bill (S. 3040) to protect commerce, 
and for other purposes; which was read twice by its title, ani re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

“Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3041) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Hill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (8.3042) granting a pension to 
Surg. B. H. Peterson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BROWN iniroduced a bill (8.3043) to establish an assay 
office and branch mint of the United States at Salt Lake City, in 
the State of Utah; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. WHITE introduced a bill (S. 3044) for the relief of Charles 
A. Nazro; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. = 

Mr. PALMER introduced a bill (8.3045) for the relief of Wil- 
liam W. Jackson, of Washin , D. C.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the ittee on Claims. } 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3046) granting an increase 
of sion to Fordyce M. Keith; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ons. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3047) granting to the Denver, Crip- 
le Creek and Southwestern Railroad Company a right of way 
or a railroad through the South Platte and Plum Creek forest 

reserves, in the State of Colorado; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and 
the Protection of Game. 

Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. ver to allow the bot- 
tling of distilled spirits in bond; which was twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Finance. : 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3049) to incorporate 
the Maritime Canal of North America, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title. a ' 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. This is a redraft of the original Vill, 
which the Committee on Commerce is now considering. I move 
= be referred to that committee. 


motion was agreed to, 
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TLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 141) to carry 

Pd two vesstutions of the Continental Congress directing | 

monuments to be erected to the memory of Gens. Francis Nash 

and William Davidson, of North Carolina; which was read twice 

py its title, and referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 

Claims. 


That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 88, 08, 132, 135, 156, 157, 158, 219, 220, 221, 222, 224, 258, 285, 236, 
287, 289, 202, 300, and 302, and agree to the same 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $4,500"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

| Amendment numbered 56: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
| 
i 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILIS. the amendment of the Senate numbered 56, and agree tl 


to 


16 same with an 





Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon submitted an amendment intended smentment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $39,900"; and the 

Mr. : 7 ~~ = ; menate agree to the same. 

to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; Amendment numbered 82: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
. ; “ai the amendment of the Senate numbered &2, and agres to the same with : 

which was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to | oie eee en cllowe. Le lee ot theres a2, and agree to the same with an 

be printed Senate agree to the same. 


















ed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
i referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 


ted. 

ber. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Coast Defenses, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment intended to be 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

ELECTIONS IN ALABAMA, 
On motion of Mr. CHANDLER, it was 


t 2,000 copies of Report No. 447, parts 1 and 2, of the present ses. 
ae 8. ated for the use of the Committee on Privileges and tions. 


MEMORIAL OF NATIONAL WOOL GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Mr. SHERMAN submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 1,000 additional 
copies of Document No. 17, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session, being the me- 
morial of the National Wool Growers’ Association and others, with accom- 


panying papers. 


Mr. COCKRELL submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 


Amendment numbered 89: That the House recede from its disag 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 89, and agree to t) 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by s 
insert the following: 5 

“For printing, binding, and wrapping 1,000 additional copies f series 1, 
volumes 1, 2, 3, and 4, for supplying officers of the Navy who have not re- 
ceived the work, $2,400." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 99: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 99, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
insert: 

* For 10 examiners of surveys, to constitute a board of examiners of surveys, 
under the direction of the surveying division of the General Land Office, the 
members of said board to be certified by the Civil Service Commission, at 
$2,000 each, $20,000: Provided, That this amount shall be paid from the appro- 
priation for the examination of public surveys, and that no addition to the 
said appropriation, nor any increase of the employees of the General Land 
Office, shall be caused by the creation of this board: Provided further, That 
if any of the clerks of said office be transferred or promoted to this board, a 
corresponding number of clerks for whom appropriation is made in this act 
shall be dropped and their places shall not be filled.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 115: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 115, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $8,500"; and 
tho Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 116: That the House recede from its disarreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 116, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $10,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 117: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 117, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert * $6,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 118: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 118, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘$8,500; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 119: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 119, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $5,000"; and 
the Senate agree tothe same. 

Amendment numbered 120: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 120, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $8,000""; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 121: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $6,300"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 122: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 122, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $8,300"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered i30: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 130, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “four”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 


reement to 
© same w ian 
aid amendment 


EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER, 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearing before the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, February 19, 1896, upon the memo- 
rial of the National Live Stock Exchange in relation to restrictions by for- 
eign governments upon American live stock and meat food products, and the 
hearing before the same committee, March 4, 1896, on the proposed creation 
of the office of director in chief of the scientific bureaus of the Department 
of Agriculture, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


REGULATION OF MARRIAGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. FAULKNER submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeinz votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of the House to the bill (5. 1904) to regulate marriages in the 
District of Columbia, having met, after full and free conference have agreed 
to recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That — a from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House, agree same, ’ 

CHARLES J. FAULKNER, 


JAMES McMILLAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
GEORGE M. CURTIS, 
B. B. ODELL, Jr., 
5. W. COBB, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


Amendment numbered 137: That the House recede from its disagreement 
The report was concurred in. to the —aae ¢ ae yy eye ny 137, and agree to the same with 
RES f B an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $164,010"; 
F SOGNTIAL AETROT AER. and the Senate agree to the same. 
Am from the President of the United States, by Mr. Pru- | Amendment numbered 155: That the House recede from its disagreement 


DEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had on 
the Ist instant approved and signed the act (S. 1835) to execute 
the findings of the Court of Claims in the matter of the claim of 
John J. Shipman against the United States. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
— had on the 4th instant approved and signed the following 

An act (S. 1853) to revive and reenact the act entitled ‘‘An act to 
authorize the oe of a railroad bridge at Little Rock, Ark.,” 
approved March 2, 1891; and 

An act (S. 1176) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to authorize 
the Oregon and Washington Bridge Company to construct and 
maintain a bri across the Columbia River between the State 
See and State of Washington, and to establish it as a 


to the amendment of the Senate numbered 155, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: Inlieu of the number proposed insert “six’’; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 159: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 159, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amcndment 
insert the following: “Eleven and thirteen"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 
Amendments numbered 160 to 217: That the House recede from its dix 
agreement to the amendments of the Senate numbered 160, 161, 12, 163, 164, 
165, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 171, 172, 173, 174, 175, 176, 177, 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 185, 184, 185, 
186, 187, 188, 189, 190, 191, 192, 193, 194, 195, 196, 197, 198, 199, 200, 201 , 202, 208, 204, 205, 206, 
207 , 208, 209, 210, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215,216, and 217, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended section insert the following: 
“Szc. 7. That the United States district attorney for each of the following 
judicial districts of the United Statesshall be naid, ip lieu of the salaries, fees, 
pepeetees sat other compensations now allowed by law, an annual salary,as 
ollows: For the northern and middle districts of the State of Alabama. each 
$4,000; for the southern district of the State of Alabama, $3,000; for the Terri- 
tory of Arizona, $4,000; for the eastern district of Arkansas, $4,000; for the 
western district of Arkansas, $5,000; for the northern district of Calitornia, 
$4,500; for the southern district of California, $3,500; for the district of Colo- 
rado, $4,000; for the district of Connecticut, $2,500; for the district of Dela- 
ware, $2,000; for the northern district of Florida, $3,500; for the southern 
district of Florida, $3,500; for the northern district of Georgia, $5,000; for the 
southern district of Georgia, $3,500; for the district of Idaho, $3,000; for the 
northern district of Mlinois, $5,000; for the southern district of Mlinois, $5,000; 
for the district of Indiana, $5,000; for the northern and southern districts of 
lowa, each $4.00; for the district of Kansas, $4,500; for the district of Ken- 
tucky, $5,000; for the eastern district of Louisiana, $3,500; for the western 
district of Louisiana, $2,500; for the district of Maine, $4,000; for the district 
of Maryland. $4,000; for the district of Massachusetts, $5.000; for the eastern 
district of Michigan, $4,000; for the western district of Michigan, $3,500; 
for the district of Minnesota, $4,000; for the northern and southern districts 





LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive. and judicial expenses of the Govern- 
ment for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, having 
met, after full and in conference have agreed to recommend and do recom- 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 101, 131, 133, 134, 136, 
225, 28, 227, 228, 229.290), 231, BAP 234 WIT, sw, 259, 240, 241, 242, 245, 247, 248, 249. 250, 251, 
dag. HOA, 255, 257, 2, B61, 282, 264, 205, 286, 267, 269, 272, 273, 277, 278, 279, 230, 281, and 
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of Mississippi, each $3,500; for the eastern district of Missouri, $4,500; for 
the western district of Missouri, $4,500; for the district of Montana, $4,000; 
for the district of Nebraska, $4,000; for the district of Nevada, $3,000; for the 
district of New Ham ire, $2,000; for the district of New Jersey, $3,000; for 
the district of New Mexico, $4,000; for the northern district of New York, 

£00; for the eastern district of New York, $4,000; for the eastern district of 

orth Carolina, $4,000; for the western district of North Carolina, $4,500; for 
the district of North Dakota, $4,000; for the northern and southern districts 
of Ohio, each $4,500; for the district of Oklahoma, $5,000; for the district of 
Oregon, $4,500; for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, $4,500; for the west- 
ern district of Pennsylvania, $4,500; for the district of Rhode Island, $2,500; 
for the eastern and western divisions of the district of South Carolina, $4,500; 
for the district of South Dakota, $4,000; for the eastern, middle, and western 
districts of Tennessee, each $4,500; for the northern district of Texas; $3,500; 
for the eastern district of Texas, $5,000; for the western district of 


‘exas, 
$4,000; for the district of Utah, $4,000: for the district of Vermont, $3,000; for 
the eastern district of Virginia, $4,000; for the western district of Virginia, 


4.500; for the district of 
nia, $4,500; for the eastern district of Wisconsin, $4,000; for the western dis- 
ict of Wisconsin, $4,000; for the district of Wyoming, $4,000." 

And the Senate ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 218: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 218, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ eight"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 223: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 223, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “nine”; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 235: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 235, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $3,500"; and the 
Senate ee to the same. 

Amendment numbered 236: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 236, and ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt ‘ $3,000"; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 243: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendmentof the Senate numbered 243, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $3,000"; and the 
Senate to the same. ‘ 

Amendment numbered 244: That the House recede from its 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 244, and ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rt “ $2,500"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 246: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 246, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $3,500"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 256: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 256, and tothe same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,500"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 260: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 260, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $4,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 263: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 263, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $4,000"; and the 
Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 268: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 268, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $4,000"; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 270: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 270, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the matterinserted by said amendment in- 
sert the following: “ For the eastern and western divisions of the district of 
South Carolina, $4,500"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 271: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 271, and ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $4,000"; and the 
Senate a: to the same. 

Amendment numbered 274: That the Mouse recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 274, and to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “ $4,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 275: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 275, and e to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $3,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 276: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 276, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $2,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 282: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 282, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “ $4,000"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 283: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 283, and a: to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert ‘ $3,500"; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 284: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 284, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ten”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 290: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 290, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter stricken out and inserted by 
said amendment insert the follo " 

**Sxo. ll. That at any time when, in the opinion of the marshal of any dis- 
trict, the public interest will thereby be promoted, he may t one or 
more deputy marshals for such who shall be knownas eee. 
and who, unless sooner removed by the district court, as now pro’ by 
law, shall hold office during the pleasure of the marshal, except as hereinafter 
provided, and whoshall each, as his com: tion, receive three-fourths of the 
gross fees, sachets mileage, as provided by law, earned by him, not to ex- 
ceed $1,500 per year, or at that rate for any part of a fiscal ; 
addition shall be allowed his actual necessary expenses, not ex: 


while endeavoring to arrest, under a person charged or con- 
victed of crime: Provided, That a field depaty thay elect to receive actual ex: 


— 


ment 


ment 


penses on nny tri 
in his judgiuent justice requires, t 
tional allowance, not, however, in any case to make the aggregate .),,.. 
compensation of any field deputy in excess of $2,500 nor more than.) 
fourths of the gross fees earned by such field deputy. The marsha) ;.°” 
diately after making any appointment or appointments under thi. |...” 
shall report the same to the Attorney-General, stating the facts a)..." 
guished from conclusions constituting the reason for such appoint), 


districts of Californ 


ashington, $4,500; for the district of West Vir-: 





— 


in lieu of mil : Provided, That in special cases) 
the Attorney-General i Mabry 


id 
idi- 


the Attorney-General may at any time cancel an 


such appointm: 
public interest may regu re. The field deputies 
ia, Col 


erein provided fo, 
orado, Washington, Montana, North Dakot, .. 
Dakota, Nevada, Oregon, Wyoming, and Idaho shall, for the seryjo.. +), 
may perform during t fiscal year 1897, receive double the fees allow.q }. 
law to like officers in other States for performing similar duties, }),; ,.,... 
of them shall be allowed to receive of such fees any sum exceeding ¢ | 
gate compensation of such officer as provided herein.” 

And the Senate to the same. 

Amendment numbered 291: That the House recede from its disa.) 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 291, and agree to the sam. y 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert * two), 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 293: That the House recede from its disagr, 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 293, and to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the number pr: insert“ thirteen”; anq 
the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 204: That the House recede from its disagp. 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 294, and agree to the cime y 
an amendment as follows: In line 6 of the matter inserted by said a: 
strike out the words “represent or"; and the Senate agree to the «; 

Amendment num 205: That the House recede from its disagr 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 295, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert “ fourteey »: 
and the Senate agree to the same. ’ 

Amendment numbered 296: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 206, and agree to the sime with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert © fiftecy". 
and the Senate agree to the same. ’ 

Amendment numbered 297: That the House recéde from its disayreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 297, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert * sixteen"; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 298: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 298, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
sanaee the following: “ Sections 6 to 15, inclusive, of"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 299: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 299, and agree to the same with 
anamendment as follows: In lieu of thenumber proposed insert ** seventeen”; 
and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 301: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 301, and agree to the sa h 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amen 
insert the follo : “6 to 15, inclusive"; arid the Senate agree tot 

Amendment numbered 303: That the House recede from its disagré 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 908, and agree to the same wi 
anamendment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed insert * eighteen” 
and the Senate agree to the same. : 

Amendment numbered 304: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 304, and agree to the same 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
ase following: “ Sections 6 to 15, inclusive, of "; and the Senate agre: to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 311: That the House recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 311, and to the same with 
amendments as follows: In lieu of the matter inse by said amendment 
ifisert the following: “6 to 23"; and on e 127 of the bill, in line 10, strike 
out the words * June 30” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ the Ist day of 
July’; and the Senate to the same. : , 

Amendment numbe $12: That the House recede from its disagreeme 
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 312, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment 
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insert the follo : “6,8,or 15"; and the Senate agree to the sam 
The committee of conference have been unable to on the amendments 
of the Ce an ida: Pa ee, 86, 37, 38, 83, 108, 109, 142, 144, 233, 
ani 
eT 8. M. CULLOM, 


H. M. TELLER, 
F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
HENRY H. BINGHAM, 
JNO. E. MoCALlL. 
ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
Mr. CULLOM. This bill has been once before in conferenc’. 
This is the second conference report. It will be observe: that 
the conferees on the part of the two Houses have axrv:i t04 
number of amendments and disagreed to others. Ther: is .ne 
item of agreement as to which the conferees on the part of ‘he 
Senate have, since , come to the conclusion that is not cor 


rect. I therefore the te that the conference report be (lis 
agreed to, so that we may correct that item and make a furtict 
re em during the day. ; aos 
should take time now to explain the items to which we ve 
heretofore ; but as the conference report will pro!!! 


come back y,I shall not do Pee bet simply ask 
that the rt may be to, so t the item to which I 
— 4 corrected. 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be °° 


ordered. ; 
Mr.CULLOM. I nowask that the Senate insist upon its a1°nd- 
ments and to a further conference. a 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be 50 
ordered. Bee 
By unanimous consent, the -Vice-President was authorized to 











1896. 





appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate at the turther | 
conference, and Mr, CuLLom, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. CocKRELL | 


were appom 
CORPORATE INFLUENCE IN POLITICAL AFFAIRS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up the bill (S. 581) for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Hiram Somerville, a small bill that will not lead to debate. 

Mr. CALL. I hope the Senator from Nebraska will postpone 
the request for a little while. I have had a resolution lying upon 
the table for a long while, and which I have unanimous consent to | 
call up at any time for consideration. a, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request of | 
the Senator from Nebraska. Will the Senator from Florida indi- 
cate the resolution to which he refers? 

Mr. CALL. It isa resolution relating to the influence of corpo- 
rations on elections in Florida and providing for the appointment 
of a select committee. 2 ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution indicated by the Sen- 
ator from Florida has gone to the Calendar, the Chair is advised. | 

Mr. CALL. It was by unanimous consent laid on the table, and 
the privilege was given to me to call it up at any time. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the | 
resolution indicated by the Senator from Florida. 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Cau De-: 
cember 17, 1895, as follows: 


lived, That a special committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
President of the Senate, who shall be charged with the ony of investigating 
the subject of o ized efforts of corporations, or of the president and 





directors , to control the election of members of Congress, or to infiu- 
ence the legislation of Congress; also to investigate and report to the Senate 
whether corrupt means, bribery, or free transportation have been or are 
being used to influence such elections; also to inquire and report to the Sen- 
ate whether the use of such influences or means is consistent with the preser- 
vation of the Republic of the United States and the rights and liberties of the | 
—— and to report a bill for the punishment or suppression of such prac- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | 
resolution. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Let it be read again. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I understand that the first question is on 
taking up the resolution. 


Mr. CALL. It was agreed by unanimous consent that I might 
callitupatany time. It has been lying on the table for some time. 
Mr. FAU ER. Ido not remember any agreement of that 








sort. I do not think the Senate has any power 

Mr. CALL. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris] made 
the suggestion, and it was agreed to. It has been lying on the | 
table. As it appears from the RecorpD, instead of calling it up| 
every morning it was suggested that I should have the privilege 
of calling it up at any time, and that was agreed to by unanimous | 
consent. , 

Mr. FAULKNER. If there was a unanimous agreement that | 
the resolution should be laid before the Senate when called for, | 
I have nothing further to say, but I opposed the resolution, for I | 


did not think the Senate had the power to authorize the investiga- | 
tion provided for. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The reading of the resolution is again 
called for. The resolution will be read. 


The ey in read the resolution. 
The VICE-P ESIDENT. The Chair understands that there is 


an amendment pending, which will be stated. 

The Seoretary. In line 1 strike out the words “a special,” be- | 
fore the word ‘“‘committee,” and after the word ‘‘committee” 
strike out ‘‘ of five Senators be appointed by the President of the | 
Senate, _ ” and insert in lieu ‘‘ on Privileges and Elections ”; so | 
as to read: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Privileges and Elections shall be charged 
with the duty of investigating, etc. 


Mr. CALL. The Secretary has read the wrong resolution. I | 
introduced a resolution subsequently which proposes a select com- 
mittee of five Senators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator kindly indicate the 
resolution to which he refers? 

Mr. CALL. It is a subsequent resolution, and it is on the table. 
Mr. BERRY. My recollection is that the amendment substi- | 
tuting the Committee on Privileges and Elections was adopted 
and the resolution was then passed and afterwards reconsidered 
With that amendment in it. 

Mr. CALL. And a new resolution offered. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not know anything about a new resolution, 
but I have stated my recollection of the matter. 

Mr. CALL. Thereisa new resolution lying on the table, which 
lask be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution indicated by the Sena- 
tor from Florida will be read. 
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The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Catt De- 
cember 24, 1895, as follows: 





le solved, That a select committee of five Senators be appointed by the 
rresident of the Senate, who shall be charged with the duty of investigating 
the subject of the efforts of corporations in the State of Plorida, or of the 
president and directors thereof, to ‘ er sof ¢ l 
gress from the State of Florida, or to intl the | n of ¢ gress 
lso to investigate and report to the Senate whether means, bribery, 
or free transportation have been or are being used t ‘ ns 

| In the State of Florida; also to inquire and rep © Se WW r the 
use of such influences or means is « nt with the preservatior he Re- 
public of the United States and the rigits and liberties of the ps ple, and to 
report a bill for the prevention of such practices 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
resolution. 

Mr. SEWELL. I move that the resolution be laid on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The question is on agreeing to the 


The question is on the motion of the 


| Senator from New Jersey, to lay the resolution upon the table 


Mr. CHANDLER. Upon that question I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smirn]}. 

Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. WILson}. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THurston}. 


[ am paired 
If he were 


[am paired with 
If he were present, 


Mr. TURPIE (when his name was called). I ask if the senior 


| Senator from Minnesota [ Mr. Davis] has voted? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
vised. 


Mr. TURPIE. 


He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


I withhold my vote, being paired with that Sen- 


| ator. 


Mr. WALTHALL (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania {Mr. Cam- 


| ERON], which I transfer to the senior Senator from Indiana | Mr, 


I vote ** yea.” 


os 
TE (when his name was called). 


Mr. WH I desire to inquire 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 


| vised. 


Mr. WHITE. If the Senator from Idaho, with whom I am 
paired, were present, I should vote *‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GEAR. Iam paired with the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
GorRDON]| and withhold my vote. 

Mr. CLARK. I havea general pair with the junior Senator 


from Maryland [Mr. Gisson]. If he were present, I should vote 


| “nay.” 


Mr. ALLISON. 
{Mr. CocKRELL]}. 
voting. 


Iam paired with the Senator from Missouri 
He has not voted, and I therefore refrain from 


The result was announced—yeas 21, nays 29; as follows: 
YEAS—21 
Baker, Cannon, Me Millan, Vilas 
Bate, Daniel, Mills Walthall, 
Blackburn, Faulkner, Platt, Wetmore, 
Brown, Gray, Quay, 
Burrows, Jones, Ark. Sewell, 
Caffery, Lodge, Vest, 
NAYS—29 
| Allen, Frye, McBride, Roach, 
Berry, Gallinger, Mitchell, Oreg. Sherman, 
Brice, George. Morrill, Squire, 
Butler, Hansbrough, Nelson, Teller, 
Call, Harris, Palmer, Warren, 
Chandler, Irby, Peffer, 
Chilton, Kyle, Perkins, 
Cullom, Lindsay, Pettigrew, 
NOT VOTING—39. 
Aldrich, Elkins, Mantle, Smit 
Allison, Gear, Martin, St rt, 
Bacon, ; Gibson, Mitchell, Wis. Tt ton, 
Blanchard, Gordon, Morgan, Tillman, 
Cameron, Gorman, Murphy, Turpie, 
Cartier, ale, Pasco, Voorhee 
Clark, Hawley, Pritchard, White, 
Cockrell, Hill, Proctor, Wilson, 
Davis, Hoar, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Dubois, Jones, Nev. Shoup, 


So the Senate refused to lay the resolution on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I move to refer the resolution to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee, to refer the pending resolution to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, this resolution has been by a small 
vote once referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections 
and reconsidered, and the chairman of that committee informs 
me that the committee do not desire to have this reference made. 

Mr. GRAY. Thatwillnotdo. That is forthe Senate to decide. 

Mr. CALL. It will occupy more time than that committee can 
give it, and I hope the motion will not be agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thequestion is on the motion of the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. CALL. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 





call the roll. 
Mr. PASCO (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Washington [Mr. Witson}. If he were present, I 


should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. 

Mr. TILLMAN (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Tuurston]. If he 
were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New 
Jersey {[Mr. Smiru]. 

Mr. McBRIDE. I inquire whether the Senator from Missis- 
— [Mr. GrorGE] has voted? 

he VICE-PRESIDENT, He has not voted, the Chair is ad- 

Mr. McBRIDE. Iam paired with that Senator and therefore 
withhold my vote. If he were present, I should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam paired with the Senator from Mi 
[Mr,. CocKRELL]}. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I desire to announce a pair between the 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron] and the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. VoorHeEgs]. I ask that this announcement may 
apply to all re votes taken during the day. 

Mi. MARTIN. I am paired with the Senator from Montana 


[Mr. ManTLE]. If he were present, I should vote “‘ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 22; as follows: 

YEAS— 35. 

Bacon, Cannon, + Irby, Platt, 
Baker, Daniel, Jones, Ark, Quay 
pate. cae, Lindsay, — 

rry, ear, Lodge oup, 
Blackburn, Gordon, McMillan, Vest, 
own, Gray, Morgan, Walthall, 
Burrows, Harris, Morrill, Wetmore. 
Caffery, ill, Palmer, 

NAYS—22. 
All e, Nelson, Sq 
Butler, Bchinger, Peffer, Teller, 
Call, Hansbrough, Perkins, W 
Chandler, = Pettigrew, White. 
Chilton, Mitchell, Oreg. sh, 
Cullom, Mitchell, Wis. Sherman, 
NOT VOTING—32. 

Aldric Dubois, McBride, Smith, 
Arch. Elkins, Mantle, Stewart, 
Blanchard, George, Martin, Thurston, 
Cameron, Gibson, Murphy, illman, 
Carter, Hale Pasco, Turpie, 
Clark, Hawley, Pritchard, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hoar, Proctor, Wilson, 
Davis, Jones, Nev. Pugh, Wolcott. 


So the resolution was referred to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections. 
SENATOR FROM DELAWARE. 


Mr. TURPIE. I move that the Senate take up the resolutions 
with respect to the title of Henry A. Du Pont, esq., to a seat in 
the Senate from the State of Delaware; and upon the motion I call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I am a little sur- 
prised at the motion of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. GORMAN, I raise the point of order that this question is 
not debatable. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the motion 
of the Senator from Indiana is not debatable. It can be debated 
only by unanimons consent. 

Mr. MITCH ELL of Oregon. I ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. GORMAN. I object to debate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iask unanimous consent, as chair- 
man of the committee having the matter in charge, to make a 
statement in o ition to the motion. 

Mr. GORMAN. If we are to enter into a debate—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No debate. I wish to make a 
statement, aot to exceed two minutes. 
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Mr. GORMAN. I withdraw wy objection for that purpose 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. . Presi ; 


dent, I mepereed the re 
— as chairman of the committee of which I happen te ) ~ 
member. 


I have charge of the case. There has been no diss). 
tion on my , as chairman of the committee, and I thin|; no 
disposition on the part of any Senator on this side of the Chamber 
to delay a vote on that resolution. It was my intention, as soo, 
as the river and harbor bill could be disposed of and two or throg 
speeches made on the proposition, to press the matter to a yoto- 
and why it should be taken out of my hands in this way at this 
time, when there has been no indication, so far as I kn 
side to delay a vote, I am at a loss to understand. 

I can assure the Senator from Indiana, and I can assure eyery 
Senator on that side of the Chamber, that I shall move to proceeg 
to the consideration of the resolution, and intended to do so as 
soon as the river and harbor bill was out of the way. [ did not 
wish to interfere with that bill, but so soon as that is disposed of 
I shall seek the first opportunity, if permitted, to call up the 
Du Pont case, and shall insist that we proceed with it to fina] 


ee 

r. TURPIE. The honorable Senator from Oregon, I think, 
has made too much of an assumption. He speaks of being in 
charge of the resolution. I did not move to take up the resoly- 
tion of the honorable Senator from Oregon or the resolution at 
all for present consideration. I moved to take up the resolutions 
upon that subject for consideration, one of which, and the first 
of which to be considered, is the one offered by myself in the 
negative, and being in charge of that resolution first to be con- 
sidered, without any interference at all with the duty of the hon- 


OW, On this 


orable Senator from Oregon, the chairman of the committee, and 
I may say without the slightest consultation with him, | haye 
made this motion this morning. 

Mr. MITCHELL of m. Mr. President, one word in reply, 
The Senator understands that he does not t the committee, 
He represents the minority of the committee. I represent the 
committee, and the resolution referred to by the Senator from 


Indiana is a resolution reported by the minority, which the Sen- 
ator now seeks to take up in advance of the resolution reported 
by the committee. 

If there had been any disposition to delay this matter, Mr. Presi- 
dent—and there has not been from the first, I think, the Senator 
will agree—then I should have nothing to say; but in view of the 
statement I have made, in view of the fact that there has been no 
intention upon our part to delay or ne a final vote, it does 
seem to me that it is rather out of the ordi for the Senator to 
move to take up the minority report at this time. 

Mr. TURPIE. I wish to say to the honorable Senator from 
Oregon that he has furnished me a useless piece of information in 
saying that he is the chairman of the committee. I think that is 
known, and that he is in charge of the resolution reported by the 
committee. I, or the minority of the committee here, have charge 
of the resolution re the minority, which is first to be con- 
oo me sein are ccuiin no privilege 
and are enti to erence over 6 ing e ess the Sen- 
ate shall otherwise order. 

In order to test the sentiment of the Senate with respect to the 
immediate consideration of this question, I make the motion, and 
call for the yeas and nays upon it. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I should like to make an inquiry 
of the distinguished Senator from in connection with the 
matter suggested by the Senator from Indiana. Will the Senator 
from Oregon agree that this case shall be taken up one week from 
to-day, immediately after the routine morning business, and voted 


on the next da 4 o’clock—to-morrow week? 
Mr. MI of Oregon. I will agree substantially to that. 
I will to this, that immediately on the conclusion of the river 


and harbor bill by the Senate—— 
Mr. GORMAN. No. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That may be this week. 
Mr. GORMAN. Let us have a specific day. Will the Senator 
agree to that? 
Mr. MITCHELL of . I will state that there are one of 
two speeches to be madeon the Du Pont case when taken up, and for 
that reason I do not wish to interfere with the river and harbor |i!l. 
Mr. GORMAN. This will be a week from to-day, which will 
give ample time for all speeches, that we proceed to the considera- 
tion of er of Business 333—— 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. When does the Senator suggest? 
Mr. GORMAN. Immediately after the conclusion of the rou 
tine business on Monday morning next that the resolution be taken 
up, and that at 4 o’cl on Tuesday, to-morrow week, the final 
vote shall be taken. ” 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Iam perfectly willing to besten 
a vote, and have been from the first to have an early vote. Sena& 
tors on the other side are no more anxious for a vote than I am. 








1996. 


———— eee 


Mr. TURPIE. This is the first time the honorable Senator has 
intimated that wish. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will it be agreeable to the honorable Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. Turrre] if I make that request? 

Mr. TURPIE. Yes, sir; perfectly. 

Mr. GORMAN. Then I make the request that the resolution 
in relation to the right of Mr. Du Pont to a seat in the Senate, 
peing Order of Business 333, shall be taken up immediately after 
the conclusion of the routine morning business on Monday next, 
and shall be voted eee and finally disposed of at 4 o’clock on the 
following day, Tuesday—to-morrow week. — 

Mr. VILAS. I suggest that the request include the resolution 
of which the Senator from Indiana speaks—the minority resolu- 
Or. GORMAN. As a matter of course, the whole subject. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from Maryland. 

r. PEFFER. Mr. President, I beg leave to submit to the 
Senate that there is already a resolution on the Calendar which 
is the unfinished business, and it will come up properly, before 
taking up anything else, until it is disposed of. I mean, we can 
not properly take up anything else by unanimous consent that 
will interfere with the proper disposition of the bond resolu- 

on. 

" Mr. GORMAN. [I will suggest to the Senator that that does 
not interfere with his resolution. By unanimous consent we are 
to take up the resolution at 2 o'clock, and we will dispose of it, if 
not to-day, to-morrow. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iso understand. 

Mr. COCKRELL. This does not interfere with it at all. 

Mr. PEFFER. In case the bond resolution should not be dis- 

sed of at the time to which unanimous consent would carry the 
Senate, it would place the bond resolution in a precarious posi- 


tion. 
Mr. GORMAN. It can not possibly interfere with the Senator’s 


resolution, which comes up at 2 o'clock, and I hope will be dis- 
of to-day or to-morrow. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam willing to take the risk of it. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Maryland understand that 
the bond resolution has a unanimous consent to be called up at 2 
o'clock eT. 

Mr. GO . Ithas the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
be taken up as unfinished business at 2 0’clock. and the Senator 
from Kansas gave way for its consideration until after the dispo- 
sition of the naval appropriation bill, with the distinct under- 
standing that it was to be proceeded with to-day at 2 o'clock; and, 
as a matter of course, if the Senate desires, it can be taken up and 
dis of immediately. 

r. FRYE. Then the river and harbor bill is: put back an 
indefinite length of time. 

Mr. PEFFER. I nave given way three times. 

Mr. FRYE. Itis exceedingly important that the river and har- 
bor bill should be acted on. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I do not quite agree with the state- 
ment in its whole breadth of the Senator from Maryland. There 
was no understanding, as stated, that the bond resolution was to 
be taken up to-day at 2 o’clock. The bond resolution is the unfin- 
ane — and comes up as a matter of course every day at 
2 o'clock. 

Mr. GORMAN. It does not lose its place. 

Mr. HILL. Oh, no; it does not ioseits place, but there is a gen- 
eral understanding, which the Recorp shows from time to time, 
that the bond resolution would not be taken up until the appro- 
priation bills were di of, and the Senator from Kansas has 
very courteously each day soexpressed himself. Thereis a general 
understanding that it shall not lose its place as unfinished busi- 
ness, but not be taken up to-day at 2 o’clock any more than at 
any other time, 

. FRYE. Ishould like to understand what that unanimous 
consent was, the nature of which precludes me at 2 o’clovk from 
wae to proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor 


Mr. HILL. Not the slightest, I will say, if the Senator addresses 
me. It was well stated by the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Har- 
Ris] the other day, when ihe said unanimous consent simply made 
the bond resolution the unfinished business. The Senator from 
Maine oa he sees proper, and the public business so requires, 
move to up the river and harbor bill, which undoubtedly I 
Suppose will be necessary because of the general understanding that 
the resolution is not to be brought up and lead to a political de- 
bate until after the on bills are disposed of. Undoubt- 
oaty the Senator from Kansas would yield, as I sup we all 
an and expect him to yield, to this appropriation bill. 

Mr. GOR: . Now I renew my request, and I trust there 
Will be no objection to it. 


XXVITI—299 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
request of the Senator from Maryland. Is there objection? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What is the request? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to have the Chair inform us of 
his own opinion as to the understaading in regard to this matter. 
What was the agreement? 

Mr. PEFFER. It is in the Recorp. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould like to have the opinion of the Chair, 
and he can, if he chooses, consult the RecorD, which shows the 
exact status. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
so as to state it accurately. 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. ALLISON. Lask that it be again stated. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iwill again state it. It is that immediately 
after the disposition of the routine morning business on next 
Monday, one week from to-day, the Du Pont case shall be taken 
up for consideration, and the final vote upon the resolution shall 
be taken at 4 o'clock on Tuesday, the next day. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I object to that, and I submit as 
a counter proposition this: That at the conclusion of the river 
and harbor bill in the Senate I shall move to proceed to the con- 
sideration of the Du Pont case, or [ will ask unanimous consent 
now that we proceed at that time to its consideration and stick to 


The Chair will examine the Recorp, 
Is there objection to the re quest of 


Otherwise we 
shall have the vote right now. 

Mr. GORMAN, If the Senator objects, I will withdraw my 
request and let the vote be taken. F 

Mr. TURPIE. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Indiana, to proceed to the consideration of the 
Du Pont case, on which the yeas and nays are demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 


to call the roll. 


Mr. CALL (when his name was called). 
Senator from Vermont {[Mr. Proctor}. 

Mr. CHANDLER (when his name was called). On this ques- 
tion I am paired with the junior Senator from New York | Mr. 
MurpuHy]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the junior Senator from Maryland [ Mr. Gisson}, 
If he were present, I should vote *‘ nay.” 

Mr. FAULKNER (when his name was called), 
with my colleague from West Virginia [ Mr. ELKINs]}. 
present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. MARTIN (when his name was called). 
the Senator from Montana [Mr. MANTLE}. 
should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
here, I should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. TILLMAN (when hisname was called). 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr, THurstTon }. 

I should vote ‘ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. FAULKNER. I transfer the pair I have with the Senator 
from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] to the Senator from New Jer- 
sey [Mr. SmirH], so as to enable the Senator from Idaho [ Mr. 
DuBois} and myself to vote. I vote ‘* yea.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. Under that arrangement I am at liberty to vote, 
and vote * nay.” 

Mr. BRICE (after having voted in the affirmative). I havea 
general pair with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr]. I 
understand he has not voted and I withdraw my vote, as I am un- 
certain how he would vote on this question. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I transfer my pair from the junior Senator 
from New York [Mr. Murpuy] to the senior Senator from Rhode 
Island (Mr. ALDRICH] and ask that my name be called. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The name of the Senator from New 
Hampshire will be called. 

The name of Mr. CHANDLER was called, and he voted ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (after having voted in the affirmative), 
I have a general pair with the Senator from Maine [Mr. HaLRr], 
and as he is not present, I withdraw my vote. I should vote 
**vea,” if he were present. 

Mr. McBRIDE. Has [Mr. 
GEORGE] voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi has 
voted. 

Mr. McBRIDE. Then I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. PRITCHARD. I desire to transfer my pair with the Sen- 
ator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD] to the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. HAWLEY], and I vote ‘‘nay.” 


Iam paired with the 


I am paired 
If he were 


[am paired with 
If he were present, I 


I am paired 
If he were 


I am paired with 
If he were present, 


the Senator from Mississippi 
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The result was announced—yeas 32, nays 31; as follows: 
YEAS—2. 
Allen, Cockrell, Hill, 
Bavon, Daniel, Irby, 
Bate, Faulkner, Kyle, 
Berry, George, i 
Biackburn, Gordon, 
Butler, Gorman, 
Caffery, Gray, 
Chilton, Harris, 


Pasco, 
Peffer, 
Roach, 


Mitchell, Wis 

Morgan, 

Palmer, 
NAYS—31. 


Allison, Mitchell, Oreg. 

ker, ry Morrill, 
Brown, Nelson, 
Burrows, Gear Perkins, 
Cannon, I lansbrough, Pettigrew, 
Chandler, Lodge, Platt, 
Cullom, McBride, Pritchard, 
Davis, McMillan, Quay, 

NOT VOTING—26. 


Aldrich, Mantle, Thurston, 
Blanchard, Martin, Tillman, 
Brice, Murphy, Voorhees, 
Call, Proctor, Warren, 
Cameron, Hoar, Pugh, Wolcott. 
Carter, Jones, Ark. Smith, 

Clark, Jones, Nev. Stewart, 

So the motion was to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution, which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported by Mr. MrTcHELL of 
Oregon, from the Committee on Privileges and Elections, February 
18, 1896, as follows: 

Resolved, That Henry A. Du Pont is entitled toa seat in the Senate from 
the State of Delaware for the full term commencing March 4, 1895. 

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, when I left the Chamber a few 
moments ago I aagenaee the matter of taking up the Du Pont case 
was about settled by agreement. However, I was informed when 
in the cloakroom that it had failed. 

I desire to state, before going further into the matter, that the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. MiTcHELL], in charge of the measure so 
far as the committee is concerned, has been so liberal to me and, I 
think, to all others.on this side of the Chamber with reference to 
the discussion of this subject that I am disposed to extend a like 
courtesy and a like liberality to him. Of course I desire that this 
case shall be disposed of at the present session of the Senate, and 
not be passed over; but I think it would be well and it would suit 
me if some arrangement could be made for the taking up of the 
case which would be agreeable to the Senator from mand 
at the same time would not amount toa postponement of the final 
decision of the matter to the next session. That is all I desire 
to say. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. In the seventeen years I have 
been in the Senate I think I have never seen such an unwarranted 
procedure as we have just witnessed. If there had been any dis- 
position manifested on behalf of the majority of the committee 
reporting the case to postpone unreasonably a final vote, then 
there might have been some reason for proceeding in this summary 
manner upon the part of the minority of thecommittee. But even 
then it does seem to me that at least some intimation should have 
been given, some consultation should have been had, outof common 
courtesy, and because of the comity that exists between minorities 
and majorities and between Senators individually ,for the purpose 
of ascertaining whether there was any disposition upon our part to 
bring this matter to an early conclusion. But no. With several 
Senators on this side of the Chamber absent and unpaired, with- 
out any intimation whatever of a desire upon the part of the 
minority of the committee (although it may be a majority of the 
Senate for anything I know; that will be determined by the final 
vote), a motion is made } iy those representing the minority of the 
committee to proceed to the consideration of the case. 

I can look upon it in no other light than a discourtesy to the 
majority. Had those representing the minority of the committee 
come to me or to any member representing the majority of the 
committee, they could have been advised and would have been 
advised at any time within the last two weeks that so far from 
there being any disposition on the part of the Republicans to post- 

me action, we were ready and willing and anxious, so far as that 

concerned, to take the matter up at some convenient and proper 
time, when it would not interfere with pressing appropriation 
bills, and bring the matter to a final vote. It has been understood 
on both sides of the Chamber that there were at least two further 
speeches to be made, one by the Senator from Mlinois [Mr. 

ALMER], who announced on several occasions that he to 
be heard, and the other by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLatt], who wishes also to submit some remarks. It was our 
intention, as I said before, as soon asthe river and harbor bill was 
out of the way to move the consideration of this case, and to con- 
tinue it until all speeches were concluaed and then to take a vote. 


There has been no other disposition, no other intention, upon 
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this side of the Chamber, no other intimation so far as [ kyo. 
and therefore it is, in view of all these circumstances, that 1 ae 
not look upon the proceeding of this morning, emanatin. .. :. 
did from the distinguished Senator from Indiana [Mr. Tv... 
for whom I have the highest respect, except as an act of discon»... 
to the majority of the committee, and toward this side oy) ;) 
Chamber moreover. From the fact that this is an imo 
matter, a matter upon which every Senator, I have no doubt 
whatever may be his views, would have been glad to have },.. 
present and to have submitted his vote in accordance wii) hig 
convictions, I suggested this morning, when the Senator <;,,, 
Indiana submitted his motion, that as soon as the river and }, - 
bor bill was out of the way, I would moveto proceed to the ce ).5,. 
eration of this case with the understanding that we should p 6... 
until all the speeches were made and a final vote was r.jejyo.) 
But that did not suit the distinguished Senator from Mry i.) j 
[Mr. Gorman], who insisted that we must fix a day, we mis; 
an hour, something unreasonable in view of the status of ()).. case 
and all the circumstances. . 
Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from Oregon allow m.? 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I yield to the Senator from Missjs. 


sippi. 

Mir. GEORGE. Of course I am not going to indulge, fi | 4) 
not have any such feeling, in criticism against anybory for },, 
action in this matter. I speak only for myself as one of tho jinn, 
blest members of this body, one who never assumes to have any 
control over the procefure of the body. However, I can not }; Ip 
feeling under some obligations to the Senator from Oregon for 
what | regard as the very unusual courtesy extended to me in the 
debate. I remember that after my distinguished friend, th. Se» 
ator from Indiana {Mr. Turpte], had made on this subject one of 
the ablest law arguments I ever listened to in this body, or any- 
where else, so far as that is concerned, it was expected on my side 
of the Chamber that very soon thereafter I should occupy the for 
on the same side of the question. I was in a condition in which | 
could not comply with that e tation. I went to the Senator 
from Oregon and told him the situation and asked him for delay. 
I believe he gave me all the delay I asked himfor. After a while, 
getting the delay I did ask for from the Senator from Oregon, | 
was enabled to make my speech. 

I wish to state now that up to this point'the debate in the Senate 
on this very important question has been conducted in a sprit and 
on a plane which are very gratifying tome. We have had severs! 
elaborate speeches on both sides, and leaving out all cous (eration 
of anything 1 may have said, speaking alone of the remainder of 
the speeches, I must say that the debate has been characterized 
by an ability very unusual, Sagem by deference to the wishes 
of others, and, I almost might say, with an absolute refraining 
from anything like partisan expression. So I an to hope, and 
it is a hope I shall not willingly surrender, that when this judicil 
question, a very important one, in my humble judgment. involy- 
ing not only the constitution of Delaware, but the construction 
of the Federal Constitution, came up finally to be deciled we 
should have the judicial judgment of this body upon those im- 
portant questions. 

Now, in view of all this I wish to say to my friends on this side 
of the Chamber that I think we ought to credit the statement of 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MITCHELL] that there is uo dispo- 
sition on his or on the part of his side of the Chamber unduly 
to delay the decision of this question, and allow him and the ot.er 
side the same liberality which was extended at least to me. | hope 
now that some agreement will be made. I understand the Senator 
from Oregon to say that he is perfectly willing to agree that the 
case shall be taken up on the final di tion of the river and har- 
bor bill, and that is the next appropriation bill to be taken up by 
the Senate, leaving several others unfinished; and | hope my 
friends on this side of the Chamber will agree to that sugyestion, 
so that this case may in its ending, as it been heretofore. be 
characterized by liberality upon both sides, by putting the great 
question involved in the ee of the committee upon that high 
plane of nonpartisanship which I think ought to characterize (he 
proceedings of the Senate upon a question of this sort. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to appeal to the Senator from Oregon 
and to the otherSenators having the Du Pont matter in charse '0 
allow the cppeceriadion bills to proceed in their order and 
be before taking up the election case. 

r. GRAY. No, no. ? 
Mr. ALLISON. I understand it is the wish on both sides of the 


n 


Chamber that the Du Pont case shall be disposed of during the 


present session. If thatcan be the understanding, I hop: 4"! ne 
will be fixed for its consideration after the appropriation ee 
three of which are still in committee—shall have been conser 
in the Senate. I hope, also, that when the time is fixed for the 
consideration of the Du Pont case, at the same time an bour = 
a day will be fixed for a vote, because if it is the intention 0! be 7 
sides of the Chamber to have a vote on the case, it can be arrang' 
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same moment, giving ample time for all of those who 


he 
for at ¢ ak on the subject to do so. 


wish to spe 
on postponement of the consideration of this case until the appro- 
priation bills have passed the Senate. 

Mr. GEORGE. All of them? : 

Mr. ALLISON. All of them. It will then take two weeks, 
probably, to dispose of the appropriation bills in conference. | 
observe the intimation of the Senator from Mississippi that if all 
of the appropriation bills are disposed of it will also dispose of the 
Du Pont case at this session. But I understand it isthe w =h and 
purpose on both sides that the Du Pont case shall be vo n at 
the present session. Therefore any agreement that is mace upon 
the subject can involve that understanding also. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator from lowa allow me for a 
moment? : 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. _ res : 

Mr.GEORGE. There is no bill among the appropriation bills, 
unless it be the deficiency bill, which can have any operatiou 
before the ist day of July, the beginning of the next fiscal year, 
and therefore I hope my distinguished friend, the Senator from 
lowa, will not insist on disposing of all of the appropriation bills 
first, because there is really no necessity for disposing of every- 
thing before the Ist day of July. The suggestion is made by 
my distinguished and liberal friend, the Senator from Oregon— 
1 am bound tosay that—that when we get through with the river 
and harbor bill, and that to be the next bill, we shall proceed to 
dispose of the Du Pont case. I ask as a personal favor, to enable 
metorepay in part a debt which I owe to the Senator from Oregon 
for his courtesy to me in this matter, that no member on this side 
of the Chamber will object to that proposition. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I appreciate very much what the 
Senator from Mississippi |Mr. Grorcer} has just said, and thank 
him for his consideration. I still hope that my friend, the chair- 
man of the Committee on a will consent that my 
original ition may stand. 

Nir. CORRELL. What is the original proposition—the one 
that the Senator agreed to and he then backed out of and substi- 
tuted another for? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I beg pardon. The Senator from 
Missouri wholly misunderstood me if he thought for a moment 
that I agreed to any proposition except the one to take up the Du 
Pont case at the conclusion of the river and Larbor bill and then 
proceed with it toa finish. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I understood the Senator distinctly to say, 
and I think every other Senator on this side of the Chamber so 
understood him, that he would gladly accept that proposition. 

Mr.GRAY. We so understood it. ' 

Mr. COCKRELL. Every Senator on this side understood that. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. We were trying to come to an 
agreement. The distinct proposition I made was that we should 
take up this case at the conclusion of the river and harbor bill. 
There will then be still three or four appropriation bills to pass, 
and there will be no danger of breaking a quorum if Senators are 
afraid of that. We will all be here; we will all have notice and 
all have a chance to vote. I therefore suggest again, so far as I 
am concerned (I am only one Senator and one member of the 
committee), that I will be willing to take this case up immedi- 
ately after the river and harbor bill is disposed of, and I am also 
willing to fix a time for voting at a certain time beyond that. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The peculiarity of the present situation, 
about which it is not best to get excited, is that the motion of the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. furrir} came upon this side of the 
Chamber with two Republican Senators absent and unpaired. 
When the Senate adjourned on Saturday it was with the expec- 
tation that the river and harbor bill would be taken up and pro- 
ceeded with to-day. The motion of the Senator from Indiana 
was one entirely unexpected on this side of the Chamber, and if 


The one I agreed to? 


there is an thing as Senatorial courtesy operating between 
the two sides of the Chamber the resolution ought not to be pro- 
ceeded with at the t time. 


I find no fault with the minority of the committee for raising 
the question whether or not this case is to be disposed of by vote 
“fore the senate adjourns. I have never myself had any expect:- 
tion that it would not be so voted upon. For some reason or other 
the idea seems to have prevailed on the other side of the Chamber 
that there was to be no vote upon this case. I see by the news- 
on that they resolved in caucus that there should be a vote 
ore the Senate adjourns. The only answer that I have made 
toa of that kind was that there was no intention on 
this of the Chamber to avoid a vote before the end of the 
Session. There never has been certainly so far as I am concerned. 
Mr. t, while the minority, if they had that feeling of dis- 
trust of the majority, had a perfect right to make the motion to 
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therefore, that the Senator from Oregon will suggest | test vote upon the question. 


A771 


proceed to the consideration of this case, it was fairly required of 
them that they should give us noti 


» that they intended to take a 
The t } 


est motion \v lace without 


37 


the least idea on this side of the Chamber that it was to be m ide, 
without any expectation that there wonld be any division of the 
Senate upon a partisan question or any question aj ‘hing par- 
tisanship until after the appropriation bills were disposed of, cer 
tainly not until after the river and harbor bill w disposed of, 
Therefore, | recognize the sugvestion of the Senator from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. GEORGE] as entirely in accord with t reneral spirit 
that pervades in this Chamber. I do not mean to say by any 
means that the Senator from Indiana intended to precmpitate this 
question prematurely or unfairly. He hada right to make the 
motion. It did not occur to him perhaps that we oncht to have 


nk shou d be 
ena vote of this 


had the notice, either public or private, which I t! 
given at all times and under all circumstances w 
kind is to be brought up. 

Mr. GORMAN. 1 regret that the Senator from Oregon took 
exception to the proceedings here this morning. I do not think 
on reflection that he will have the slightest right to complain. 
The resolution was first reported by the distinguished Senator 


from Oregon on the 18th day of February, and he gave notice to 
the Senate that he should press the resolution to a speedy conclu- 


sion. has dragged 


However, delays did occur and the matter 
along, having been discussed from time to time. 
On the 15th day of April, after the matter had heen considered 
and debated for quite a length of time, as the appropriation biil 
were pressing, I took the liberty to suggest to the chairman of the 
committee, the distinguished Senator from Oregon, that he then 
agree toa time when the case could be disposed of, and I sugested 
a week or ten days. But then as now the Senator from Oregon 
objected. The Senator from Maine [Mr. Har] sugested that 
the naval appropriation bill was about ready for consideration 


and the matter went over until that bill was disposed of. The 
general understanding from the tenor of remarks, although the 
Senator then as now refused to fix any time positively, was that 
when the naval appropriation bill was out of the way the matter 
was to come up and be disposed of. I had that impression, but 
there was no agreement. Sothis morning when the distincuished 
Senator from Indiana moved to take up the resolution, the naval 
appropriation bill having passed this body and no appropriation 


bill pressing except the one from the Committee on Commerce, I 


suggested again to the Senator as a matier of fairness that we fix 
one week from Tuesday, that we take up the matter and d 
iton Monday of next week, and on Tuesday until 4 o'clock, so 


that notice could be had by everyone that at that tin 
have a vote upon the resolution, which is the gr 
question before the body. 

Now comes my distinguished friend from Iowa, and he presses 
all the appropriation bills before we shall have an agreement 
this case. Mr. President, that is perfectly well understood. It is 
a way by which you can postpone a matter for all time. for when 
we pass the appropriation bills nothing upon the face of the 
will hold Congress here. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. GORMAN, 

Mr. ALLISON. 


e we wonld 
it privileged 


in 


Certainly. 
I coupled with that proposition the sugzestion 


that there should be a final vote upon this question before the 
adjournment of Congress at the present session. 
Mr. GORMAN. I understand the Senator from Iowa: but we 


T 
To 
all know it will be almost impossible to hold Congres 
the appropriation bills are out of the way. 

Coming back, now, to the main proposition, for! do not want 
anything but an opportunity to vote on the question with a full 
Senate, will the Senator from Oregon agree that t shall be 
taken up immediately after the passage of the river and harbor 
bill; that two days shall be devoted to its discussion, and that on 
the second day afier the passage of the river and harbor bill, at 4 
o'clock, the final voteshall be taken upon this question? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator make it the third 
day and fix an hour? 

Mr. GORMAN. Yes; I will make it the third day. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. At 4 o'clock; not later than 4? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly, I will. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. At 4 o'clock, so that there may be 
two full days’ debate, and on the third day at 4 o'clock, not later 
than 4, the vote shail be taken. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to make a suggestion as respects the 
hour fixed for a vote. Unless the Senators know it is the desire 
of Senators to speak upon the question, 1 hope three days will not 
be occupied in its consideration. 

Mr. GRAY. It need not be. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not think it need be. 
of only two Senators who desire to speak. 


s here after 


IS Cisse 


I know 


a 





AT7T2 


Mr. GORMAN. Then let us make it the second day, giving one 
day’s full debate. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is, giving two full days, and 
voting at 3 or 4 o'clock on the third day. 

Mr. GRAY. That will be understood. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I should like to say, if the Senator will 
allow me, that we know of only one or two speeches to be made 
on each side. 

Mr. GORMAN. I think not more. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Itis known thatt’ Senator from Illinois 
oa PALMER] desires to speak. He gave notice of that desire. 

t is known that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatT] de- 
sires to speak. I do not think there will be any considerable de- 
bate upon the question. 

Mr. GRAY. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me? 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. GRAY. I understand that under an agreement of such a 
kind the matter is to be taken up immediately upon the conclusion 
of the river and harbor bill, and that then, upon the third day 
thereafter, at a certain hour, a vote is to be taken—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Not later than 4 o’clock. 

Mr.GRAY. Iunderstand that such an agreement does not com- 
pel the whole time to be — with this case, if no one is ready 
to speak on it or cares to speak, 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly not. 

Mr. GRAY. But two days ought to be given, so that Senators 
may have notice that at a certain hour the vote is to be taken. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; so that Senators can be here. 

Mr. ALLISON. It can be just as well understood that the hour 
for the vote shall be at 5 o’clock on the second day as at 5 o’clock 
on the third day. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand it to be the consensus of both 
sides of the Chamber that we are to have a vote upon the Du Pont 


case. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Make it 5 o’clock on the second 


ay. 
Mr. GORMAN. Very well; I suggest 5 o’clock on the second 


day. 

i, MITCHELL of Oregon. All right. 

Mr.GRAY. Let us understand what the ‘‘ second day ” means. 
If the matter is taken up at the conclusion of the river and har- 
bor bill on Monday, for instance, does that mean that Tuesday or 
Wednesday will be the second day? 

Mr. CULLOM. Tuesday. 

Mr. GRAY. But is it the second a 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. What does the Senator say? 

Mr. GRAY. I say Tuesday; but let us have no misunderstand- 
ing about it. 

r. GORMAN. What I mean is that when the river and har- 
bor bill shall have been disposed of, immediately thereafter we 
shall proceed to the consideration of the resolution and debate it 
that day and the next day until 5 o’clock. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. eee, however, that the river 
and harbor bill is concluded at 5 o’clock in the evening and then 
this resolution is taken up? 

Mr. GRAY. We can adjourn immediately, if we choose. 

Mr. GORMAN, Yes; we can adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is my experience, as respects appropriation 
bills, that they are always finished about the last thing in the 
evening. I am pater. willing for one that two full days of 
debate shall be given tothe Du Pont case. 

Mr. GORMAN. If anyone wants to debate it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Therefore I suggest that at the conclusion of 
the river and harbor bill it be understood that the next day-—— 

Mr. GORMAN. Very —_. 

Mr. ALLISON. Immediately after the routine business the 
Du Pont case shall be taken up. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is better. 

Mr. ALLISON. And when it is taken up, that on the second 
day at 5 o’clock or sooner we shall take the final vote. 

Mr. GORMAN. That is perfectly agreeable. 

Mr. CULLOM. Suppose nobody wants to speak? 

Mr. ALLISON. We can then go right on and vote. 

Mr. CULLOM. I make the suggestion simply because Senators 
who desire to vote may understand that at any time after the 
resolution is taken up debate may cease and we will come to a 
vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. They must be here. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Very well. Leave it that way. 

Mr. GORMAN. I then make that request of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Let it be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland will 
restate his request. 
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Mr. GORMAN. Itis, that upon the passage of the river ang 
harbor a bill, the next morning, immediately after ¢)\o 
routine business, the resolution proposing to seat Mr. Du Pons 
shall be taken up and continued under consideration, and ¢),¢ 
the vote shali be taken not later than 5 o’clock on the second da. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. GRAY. I would suggest that the unanimous request pe 
modified so as to read that the vote be taken at 5 o'clock on the 
second day, that everyone may be advised of the precise hour he 
should be here to vote. . 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Yes; Senators may have other 
business. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well; at 5 o’clock on the second day, 

Mr. PEFFER rose. , 

Mr. GORMAN, This is not to interfere with the bond resoly. 
tion, of course. 

Mr. PEFFER. Iam perfectly willing to give my consent with 
the understanding that this unanimous-consent proceeding shal] 
not in any wise interfere with the bond resolution. 

Mr. GORMAN. Certainly not. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
poe — from Maryland? The Chair hears none, and it is s9 
ordered. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera. 
tion -* bill No. 7977, being the river and harbor appropria- 
tion bill. 

Mr. PEFFER. Before the vote is taken on the motion, I sng¢- 
gest to the Senator from Maine that when the hour of 2 o'clock 
arrives I shall insist upon proceeding with the regular order, the 
unfinished business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the motion of the 
Senator from Maine. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7977) making ap- 
propriations for the construction, sn and preservation of cer- 
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes; 
which had been reported from the Committee on Commerce with 
amendments. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading 
of the bill be dispensed with, and that as it is read the comiuittee 
amendments shall be acted upon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Isthere objection? The Chair hears 
none. The reading of the bill will proceed. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, in 
section 1, on page 2, line 15, after the word “April,” to insert 
‘*seventeenth ”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Portland Harbor, Me., according to the report of the Chief of 
Engineers dated April 17, 1896,and continuing improvement of Back Cove, 
according to existing project, $20,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 6, after the word 
** Maine,” to strike out ‘‘ $10,000”; and in line 7, after the word 
** submitted,” to strike out ‘‘ by the Chief of Engineers” and insert 
‘* February 6, 1895, $10,000”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Carvers Harbor, at Vinal Haven, Me., in accordance with plans 
submitted February 6, 1895, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 16, after the word 
“‘sum,” to strike out ‘‘shall” and insert ‘ may, in the discretion 
of the Secretary of War ”; and in line 19, after the word ‘' sum,” 
to strike out ‘‘shall” and insert ‘‘ may, in the discretion of the 
Secretary of War”; so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Boston, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $70.0: Pro- 
vided, That this sum may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be used 
in the preservation and improvement of said harbor other than the project 
for sneering the main ship channel, and that $7,000 of this sum may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, be used in improving Chelsea Creek. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senatorin charge of the bill if he would 
have any objection to striking out, in line 18, the words “‘ other 
than” and inserting ‘‘ including”; so as to read: 

Including the project for improving the main ship channel. 

Mr. FRYE. None at all. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that amendment to the amendment of the 
committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 3, line 21, after the words 
**Chelsea Creek,” to insert: 

And so much thereof as the 


to be expended for the protection of 
further washing away 


day, 


of War, in his discretion, shall direct 
reat Head, Winthrop, to prevent the 
the action of the sea. 
The amendment was to 


The next amendment was, in the appropriation for continwng 











1896. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


improvement of Boston Harbor, on page 4, line 2, after the word 
out,” to strike out “ such improvement, submitted” and insert 
“the revised project of”; so as to make the proviso read: 


Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for 
ach materials and work as may be necessary to carry out the revised project 
of ‘August 11, 1892, such contracts to provide that said ship channel shall be 
widened to a minimum width of 1,000 feet and a minimum depth of 27 feet, to 
be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, in the 
ageregate not to exceed $1,145,000, exclusive of amount herein and heretofore 
appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 9, on page 4. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


| 
} 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for a joint | 
special committee to inquire into the condition of the Congres- 
sional Library, with an amendment; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills: , ; 

A bill (S. 129) for the relief of Capt. George H. Perkins; 

A bill (S. 661) to amend section 2880 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, fixing time for vessels to unlade; 

A bill (S. 1846) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans., and Mathies Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Burlington, Iowa; and 

A bill (8.1872) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
exchange in behalf of the United States the tract of land at Choc- 
taw Point, Mobile County, Ala., now belonging to the United 
States and held for light-house purposes, with the Mobile, Jack- 
son and Kansas City Railroad Company for any other tract or 

rcel of land in said county equally well or better adapted to 
use for light-house purposes. 

The message further announced that the House further insisted 
upon its disagreement to certain amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year | 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes; agreed to the fur- 
ther conference asked by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Brnauam, Mr. | 
McCatt of Tennessee, and Mr. DocKERY managers at the further | 
conference on the part of the House. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills: 

A bill (S. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipulations 
of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain, signed 
at Washington on the 8th day of February, 1896; 

A bill (H. R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints; 

A bill (H. R. 1191) to provide for the disposal of public reserva- 
tions in vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the Terri- | 
tory of Oklahoma; 

A bill (HL. R. 5858) granting a pension to Arminda Stucker, of 
Gallatin, Mo.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 o’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, which 
will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. A resolution submitted by Mr. PEFFER, pro- | 
viding for a committee of five Senators to investigate and report | 
generally all the material facts and circumstances connected with 
the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury | 





in tle years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to know what the unanimous agree- 
ment wasin relation to this matter, whether it was anything more 
than that the resolution should be the unfinished business. I 
would not violate for any bill in my charge a unanimous-consent 
agreement made by the Senate, but I desire to ask, first, unani- | 
mous consent to lay the resolution temporarily aside, and if 
tnanimous consent is not given, I desire to move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor bill, notwith- | 
standing the unfinished business. I shall not do that if it is in 
violation of an ment of the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 

uest of the Senator from Maine. Is there objection? 
r. PEFFER. Linsist upon proceeding with the unfinished | 
business. 
_ The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas ob- 
Ject to the request of the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. PEFFER 


. Lobject. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 








ATT3 


agreement 


Mr. FRYE. Then I should like to know what the 
was? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator from 
Kansas on that point. 

Mr. FRYE. I desire to have the agreement read, because I wish 
to know positively whether Iam in honor bound by the agree- 
ment to refrain from submitting a motion to procee i to 
sideration of the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. PEFFER, I was going torequest that the Recorp 1 


the con 


pro- 
duced. 1am satisfied the Senator will find from it that when the 
Indian appropriation bill was about to be taken up, or was under 
consideration, the hour of 2 o'clock arriving, I insisted upon pro- 
ceeding with the bond resolution; and by unanimous consent it 
was agreed that the bond resolution should be temporarily laid 
aside and that the Indian appropriation bill should be proceeded 


with, the understanding being that at the conclusion of the con 
sideration of the Indian appropriation bill the Senate should then 
proceed to the consideration of the bond resolution. At th 


' con- 
clusion of the Indian appropriation bill—— 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, we are unable to hear the Sena- 
tor from Kansas on this side of the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas will sns- 
pend fora moment. There is complaint that Senators are unable 
to hear the remarks of the Senator from Kansas 

Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from Kansas allow me to 


suggest that the reading of the Recorp of the understanding 
would setile this matter? 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Recor» is ready to be produced let it be 
proceeded with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has requested the clerks 
at the desk to find the Recorp. 

Mr. PEFFER. I have forgotten the date. In the meantime I 
will proceed; and for the information of those Senators who did 
not hear the beginning of my explanation, I will restate that when 
the Indian appropriation bill was about to be taken up, or was 
under consideration, the Senator having the bill in charge asked 
unanimous consent that the bond resolution be temporarily laid 
aside in order that the consideration of the Indian appropriation 
bill might be proceeded with, and consent was granted. When 


that bill was disposed of, the next bill (I have forgotten now what 


it was; it was an appropriation bill) was brought before the Sen- 
ate, and a like unanimous consent was given, and for a like pur- 


| pose, that the bond resolution should be temporarily laid aside in 


order that the consideration of that appropriation bill might be 
proceeded with. Then at the conclusion of the consideration of 
that bill came the naval appropriation bill, which I believe was 
the last one, and a like consent was granted in that case. 

Having given way for three different appropriation bills, I insist 
that the Senate ought now to proceed to execute the order granted 
by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would like to have a state- 
ment from the Senator specifically as to what he understood the 
agreement to be. 

Mr. PEFFER. My understanding was that at the conclusion, 
first, of the Indian appropriation bill we should proceed to the 
consideration of the bond resolution. When that time was 
reached, unanimous consent was again asked that the next appro- 
priation bill, whatever it was—I forget now what it was—should 
be proceeded with, and that the bond resolution should be tempo- 
rarily laid aside for that purpose. It was so agreed. Thencame 
the naval appropriation bill, and a like unanimous consent was 
asked for thesame purpose. My understanding has been all along 
that at the conclusion of the then pending appropriation bill the 
bond resolution would be in order to be proceeded with. Consent 
was only asked, from time to time, for the disposition of the par- 


| ticular appropriation bill then in hand; not for all of them, but 


for one. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator from Kansas insists upon his unfin- 
ished business at the most inopportune time that is possible. It 
would have been a great deal better to have insisted as against the 
naval appropriation bill or any of the regular appropriation bills. 


The river and harbor bill may be obliged to lie practically unfin- 


ished for ten daysafter it passes both Houses, and it is important 
to have it pass the two Houses as soon as it possibly can be done, 
I wish the Senator would consent that the unfinished business 


might be laid aside until the river and harbor bill is finished. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think that something is due to the Senate—— 

Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from Maine allow me to sug- 
gest that the statement of the Senator from Kansas does not make 
a case of unanimous consent to take up the bond resolution? It 
simply means that we have given unanimous consent to lay it 
aside and leave it as the unfinished business. As I understand the 
Senator from Kansas, there is no unanimous-consent agreement 
whatever to take up the bond resolution. 

Mr. PEFFER. The unanimous-consent agreement applied from 
time to time to the pending appropriation bill only, and the effect 
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and the understanding of the unanimous agreement was each time 
that, upon the conclusion of the appropriation bill then pending, 
the Senate would proceed to the consideration of the bond resolu- 
tion. 

Now, I have yielded three different times, and although it may 
not seem so important in the mind of the Senator from Maine and 
some other Senators, yet, Mr. President, this resolution proposes 
an investigation of one of the most important transactions that 
have ever occurred in the history of the American Republic, a 
subject that all Senators agree and that all citizens agree is one of 
surpassing importance. It is now urged with great vigor upon 
the —_ of a great many persons here and elsewhere, and if the 
resolution is agreed to and a special committee is appointed it 

be necessary for a great deal of preliminary work to be per- 
formed before the committee could go into active work. A great 
many active plans will have to be advised, a great many different 
subjects will have to be examined, so that the investigation may 
proceed orderly and decently and ably, so as not to bring scandal 
— the committee. In addition to all that, if the resolution is 
opted it will have to be referred to the Committee on Contin- 
gent Expenses, in order that the necessary machinery for carrying 
on the work of the committee may be panes by the Senate. 

Taking all these things into view, I frankly say I am of the 
opinion that the resolution at this ticular time is more impor- 
tant than the river and harbor bill, because as soon as it is dis- 
posed of (it surely will not occupy more than a day or two; it 
ought not) the river and harbor bill can be taken up. As I said, 
if the resolution is agreed to, it will take some little time for the 
Presiding Officer to consider the subject of the appomtment of the 
committee, and after the committee has been apppointed there 
must be consultations and time again in order to lay out a plan of 
appro riate procedure. 

>, Mr. President, I insist u proceeding with the resolution. 

Mr. HARRIS. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Kansas if the original unanimous consent asked by him and agreed 
to by the Senate went any further than to make his resolution 
the unfinished business? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, Mr. President; it did. 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the exact — about which I wanted 
information. If it went beyond that let it be shown exactly what 
the agreement meant, and I take it for granted that no Senator 
will violate it. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Kansas will permit me, I 


will read from the Recorp, to which I have turned, on this subject. 
Mr. PEFFER. Let it be read, so that it can be heard. 
Mr. ALLEN. On page 3719, April 8, 1896—there may be some- 
thing since then—the Rxcorp shows the following: 


Mr. Perrer. Before the motion to ourn is 
Senator from New York [Mr. Hi.) myself aconversation this after- 
noon with respect to the resolution proposing to investigate the bond issue, 
of which I have been talking to the Senate several times lately. The Senator 
from New York is obliged to leave the city to-morrow and is not going to 
return until probably next Tuesday. I ask unanimous consent for an agree- 
ment that next Tuesday, at fifteen minutes past 2 o'clock, the Senate will 
proceed to the consideration of the bond resolution. 

The SER Is there objection to the request of the Senator from 


Mr. CALL. At what hour? Fifteen minutes past 1? 

Mr. ALLEN. No; fifteen minutes past 2. 

Mr. Cauu. Why not take it up after the routine business? 

Mr. Hiiu. Then it would be cut off by 2 o'clock. 

Mr. Ca... All right. 

The Vicw-Pres:pent. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 


Then the Recorp shows that the Senate adjourned. 

Mr. PEFFER. That, however, wasthefirst. It does notrelate 
to the unanimous consent that was given for making the resolu- 
tion the unfinished business after t time. I think I can find 
that in a little while. I will look for it. We can trace it if the 
clerks will get the time when the Indian appropriation bill was 
under consideration. My copy of the Recorp + contained it, 
I think, has been taken over to the Maltby Building. 

Mr. HILL. While the Indian oo bill was before the 
Senate, witha pean of several days’ continuance, I was obliged 
to leave the city, and I made a suggestion to the Senator from 
Kansas that I hoped the resolution would not be called up in my 
absence. The Senator said he would have it set down for some 
later date, fixing it for the next Tuesday at 2 o'clock and 15 min- 
utes. If I had not been obliged to go away the Senator, of course, 
could not have well taken wap reams during the pend- 
ency of an ap ion bill. afterwards some question 
was made in regard to it I raised none, gnd was entirely willing 
to poe with the resolution. We did We took it up 
and proceeded with it. Subsequently appropriation bills were 
bronght forward. 

I think it was the naval appropriation bill which was under 
consideration when the question arose as to which measure should 
have the right of way. I had spoken. The resolution had been 
considered; the unanimous agreement had been carried out, and 
debate had been had upon it. Then the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLIson}]—I do not find the precise words—made a statement in 


t I desire to state that the 


the Senate, when he asked to displace the resolution. The , jues- 
tion then arose as to what ey rey ped occurred in making on 
agreement. Then the Senator from Kansas distinctly stated {), ,; 
the resolution was the unfinished business without prejudi... ;,, 
the appropriation bills. The Senator from Iowa expressly s{.;,,). 
“I want it understood that it shall not be to the prejudice of ;..)., 
ing up the appropriation bills.” That was the precise lang):,,,., 
he used. Then we proceeded with the appropriation bills, 1T),.. 

from time to time the resolutiun has simply been laid asido |, 
ee consent for the taking up of various appropriati,, 

ills. 

One day the Senator from Kansas, when an appropriation 1},)) 
had been taken up, wanted a new agreement. I objected to yy 
new agreement, to any new unanimons consent, because we y..;, 
standing upon the old arrangement, such as it was, which was 
the right to make the resolution, as the Senator expressly 4. (J. 
the unfinished business. It is the unfinished business to-day. |; 
has no priority over anything else, with the distinct underst.))\3j),> 
that it must give way, as was stated by the Senator from |owa. 
to appropriation bills. The of the Senator from K::; 
was that it was always rulable. I can not find the precise date, 
He says that it had been ae ruled, and with that under. 
standing we have proceeded. there is about it is that the 
resolution is the unfinished business. There is no solemnity in 
the matter, nothing about it that concerns the question of u):.)- 
imous consent. e Senate has a perfect right to take up any 
ae bill that it wants to. It can do it with the cons it 
of the Senator from Kansas or without his consent. 

So far as I am concerned, it is immaterial to me what disposi- 
tion shall be made of the bond resolution. I e to submit 
some remarks, and others propose to submit calms upon it. If 
it comes up there will be an extensive debate. The wisest co»1s@ 
for the Senate to pursue, it strikes me, is to proceed, especia!|y in 
view of the last agreement made, to take up the river and harbor 
bill. That will expedite the business of the session. There is 
nothing about the bond resolution which is urgent. It is 9 )li'- 
ical, financial, semipartisan matter which can wait. The com- 
mittee to be appointed, if one ever is appointed, can not disp -e of 
this business before the session is over. The Senator from K:nsas 
says he wants it considered immediately. It can not be done. 
Senators are all engaged in the transaction of public business and 
they have got to be here. If this investigation means anytling 
at all, it means that the committee is to send for persons ani 
papers and go to New York; it means to take expert testimony 
and it will be a long investigation. 

I am not going to discuss the bond resolution or to anticipate it. 
I quote from the Recorp of April 20, 1896, as to what hervtufoe 
occurred on this subject: 

Mr. Hitz. The resolution is temporarily laid aside, is it not? There is no 
other understanding or agreement on ta pest of the Senate? 

The Presipine Orricer. The Chair state the proposition. The Sen- 
‘ator from South Dakota asks that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside. Is there ob; on? 

Mr. Hit. To that I do not make any objection. 

The Presrpine Orricer. The Chair hears no objection. 

As is suggested by the Senator from a it was unanimous 
consent in relation to temporarily laying aside the unfinished !)usi- 
ness; that was all. 

I also read from the Recorp of April 20 what the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] said: 

Mr. ALLISON. I can say without hesitation to the Senator from (.!)rado 
that the resolution of the Senator from Kansas must be the unfinished !u-i- 
ness until laid aside by a majority vote of the Senate for the consideration f 
other business. I that we shall not be put to the hazard of a 
and I trust the Senator from will not enter into a contest wh 


i yin .”" That was the precise 
arrangement; and this bond resolution was to be kept as un‘inis! « 
business until the conclusion of the appropriation bills, when we 
were to ee eee proceed with the bond debate to whatever 
extent the ight desire to have it debated. . 

Mr. SHERMAN. I have always felt that whenever an unr 
standing has been had by the Senate it should always be observ 
without regard to consequences. It is only in that way w: «20 
dspatch the public business. I have a very clear — that the 
Senate i up the bond coe or 3 a np of it, it 

its Ways as against everythi except appro 

bills, i bills Sanliboule be taken up by 

t. Under the 

dispose of the bond 

, q kind is always in the nature 

of a privileged question. When the Senate proposes to examine 

the conduct of an Executive tof the Government °Y 

inquiring into the sale of bonds, or an of that kind, such an 

anne: ought to be always strictly observed. Such a a “4 
on as \e posing to appoint a committee to examine 1n'0 

decumamenie of the sale of Government bonds, is one which 








1896. 





ough’ to be always favored and acted upon promptly, so that the 
Senate may get | 

I do not think the Secretary of the Treasury or any other execu- 
tive officer would object to such an investigation. Indeed, the 
natural feeling of an executive officer, if he were the one at whom 
such a resolution was aimed, would be that the matter should be 


e necessary information in regard to the subject. | 
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| 


at once examined into. It seems to me that this proposition for a | 


committee to exatnine into the circumstances connected with the 


bonds which were recently sold ought to be at once acted upon. | 


It ought not to take twenty-four hours to act upon it; it ought 
not to take us more than a single day’s session. 

1 do notsee anything in the resolution itself but what is respect- 
ful in character. It simply seeks information as to the policy and 
propriety of the issue of bonds at a particular time, and I think it 
ought to be disposed of and not take any time, because whenever 
an inquiry is demanded by a Senator into the conduct of an execu- 
tive officer it is in the nature of a privileged question, and ought 
to be promptly acted upon. I hope, therefore, the resolution may 
be taken up and disposed of to-day. If that is not done, then the 
resolution will be constantly in the way of all other business ex- 


cept appropriation bills. 
Mr. FRYE. I call the attention of the Senator from Ohio to 


the fact that every time he mentions it he excepts appropriation | 
e authority for not recognizing the river and | 


bills. Where is 

harbor bill as an appropriation bill, and one of the most impor- 
nt? 

vir. HILL. And a pretty big one. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The agreement was not to take up appropri- 
ation bills, but that 7 were liable at any time to be moved to 
be taken up. I think, th 
fore us, we had better dispose of it immediately, and I hope that 
the Senator from Kansas will ask that a time be fixed, a reason- 
able time, a short time, when the vote may be taken upon the 
adoption of the resolution. That will clear the way for appropri- 
ation bills and for other business which is very important. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to the words of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] at 
the time this agreement to postpone the consideration of this res- 
olution and to take up the appropriation bill was made. The lan- 
guage of the Senator from lowa, of which I will only quote a 
paragraph, is this: 

Of course, by securing unanimous consent, and the Senator has secured it, 


impliedly he may have a claim upon the Senate, but surely it can not lasta | and debated on two different days, the Senate had a pertect right 


great while to the exclusion of appropriation bills. 


The Senator from Iowa seemed to recognize the fact that at | 


that time the Senator from Kansas might, if he insisted on it, 
rely on the unanimous consent of the Senate which had been 
theretofore given for the consideration of his resolution, and he 
was appealed to at that time to yield to an appropriation bill, 
which was then pending; but he gave up nothing of the rights he 
had before. It seems to me that it can not be used now to set 
aside the consideration of the resolution except by the unanimous 
consent of the Senate. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate to the language of the Senator from lowa, found on page 
4158 of the Recorp, about halfway down the page, which is as 
follows: 

Mr. Atiison. Allow me to make a suggestion to the Senate and the Senator 
from Kansas. I understand that the bond resolution is here not by vote of 
the Senate, but by the unanimous consent of the Senate. I understood at the 
time that consent was given that it was not to displace appropriation bills 
when they were ready, but I agree that the phraseology used by the Senator 
from Kansas would perhaps not imply thor: ughty thet he was willing, or 
that consent was oo, to allow the resolution to be laid aside temporarily 
for the consid on of appropriation bills. 

Then he proceeded to make an appeal in the polite and persua- 
sive manner for which that Senator is famous. 

Mr. HILL. I desire to call attention to the discussion had on 
page 4158, in which the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr} 
made a statement, in which he said: 

If the appropriation bills can then be got th h, the Senator from Ne- 
vada must see that all the moral su of the Committee on Appropria- 


tions, to which we have cheerfully yielded, must come to our aid in assisting 
us in securing the final consideration of the bond resolution. 


Here is the last utterance upon the matter by the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations: 

Mr. ALLIsoN. Besides that, the bond resolution has the exclusive right of 
way except for appropriation biils. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from New York 

ow ine to interrupt him one moment? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems to me there was a debate 
between the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFrEer] and the Senator 
from lowa (Mr. ALLIson] as to whether the unanimous consent 
was to proceed absolutely to the consideration of the bond resolu- 
tion, or whether it was to proceed to the consideration of the reso- 


lution subject to appropriation bills, the Senator from Kansas’ 


contending that there was noagrevment that the resolution should 


ough, that as the bond matter is now be- | 





| displacec 


be considered subject to the prior rights of appropriation bills, 
but should have absolutely the right of way. An appeal was then 


made to the Senator from Kansas to consent to agree to a unan- 


imous consent of the Senate that the rights he had for the consid- 
eration of his resolution under the unanimous consent of the 
Senate should not be pressed to the prejudice f the ropriation 


bill which was then proposed to be considered. 
point of difference between the two 

Mr. HILL. As to whether it should not only yield to that par- 
ticular appropriation bill, but should yield to the ot 
tion bills. Every word that has been stated refers to appropriation 
bills, and not to a particular appropriation bill. It was stated that 
there were other appropriation bills coming and that 
wise to take up the bond resolution; and the Senator 
so understood it, for he said: 

Besides that, the bond resolution has the exclusive right of way ex¢ 
appropriation bills. ; 

I have stated the circumstances under which the resolution was 
originally taken up. We did then proceed at the time named to 
take it a We discussed it on two different days. Then it was 

,under the circumstances stated, by the appropriation 
bills. There was then an understanding reached that it should 
remain the unfinished business. 

Mr. President, the Senate, of course, is competent to take either 
course it sees fit. No unanimous consent is violated by simply 
taking up another matter after there has been a debate for two 


That was the 

r ap ropriae- 
L was not 
from lowa 


‘ept for 


| days. That does not even state the case so broadly as it is claimed 


by the other side, that originally there was unanimous consent to 
take up the resolution. The resolution has been taken up: it was 
discussed for two days; and then it was set aside by an appropria- 
tion bill. If there had been unanimous consent to take up and 
proceed to vote upon the resolution that would have been an 
entirely different thing. Ordinarily, when we give unanimous 
consent, We expressly reserve the point that the subject is not only 
to be taken up for consideration, but that we shall proceed toa 
vote upon it. There has been no such reservation made in this 
case, 

It has therefore been stated that the agreement related to only 
one appropriation bill, and that the Senate, of course, could not 
refuse to take up the resolution after having once consented to do 
so by unanimous consent without a violation of the agreement. 
But after the resolution was taken up and laid before the Senate 


to take up any other order of business, for that wouid be held to 
be a simple taking up, as, for instance, where a Senator offers a 
resolution in the morning hour and asks ananimous consent to 
take up the resolution. Does that mean that it must be proceeded 
with toa vote on that day and that it can not be supplanted by 
another resolution? Does it mean that it can not go over? It is 
within the power of the Senate. The unanimous consent referred 
to is to the taking up of the subject at that time. That unanimous 
consent has been carried out in its full spirit and effect and we 
have had two days’ debate on the resolution. So when it came up 
again the Senator could not hold the resolution over the Senate, 

I listened particularly to the agreement that was made when 
the Senator stated that there should be excepted appropriation 
bills, not the particular bill then pending. Then the Senator had 
his resolution made the unfinished business, subject only to the 
right to take up appropriation bills. Therefore I think the Sen- 
ator from Maine has a perfect right to insist that the river and 
harbor bill has the right of way, irrespective of a vote. That is 
the way it has been done, and there has been no objection to it until 
now. Ido not know what has occurred that leads Senators to 
refuse further unanimous consent to lay the bond resolution aside, 

Mr. PEFFER. Does not the Senator from New York remem- 
ber very well that, upon the close of the consideration of every 
one of the appropriation bills since this unanimous-consent agree- 
ment has been talked about, 1 have asked to have the unfinished 
business, the bond resolution, laid before the Senate? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. 

Mr. PEFFER. And that, upon the request of the Senator in 
charge of the appropriation bill that the resolution might be tem- 
porarily laid aside in order that the bill might be proceeded with, 
I agreed to it? 

Mr. HILL. That does not change the question. 

Mr. LODGE. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
state his question of o:der. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Chair what is now before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that at the hour 
of 2 o'clock the Chair laid before the Senate the unfinished busi- 
ness, being the bond-sale resolution, and the Senator from Maine 
{Mr. Frye] requested that it should be laid aside temporarily to 
proceed with the consideration of the river and harbor bill. The 

‘hair submitted the question to the Senate, and the Chair under- 
stands the Senator from Kansas to object. That is the status of 
the case at present. 
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Mr. LODGE. Then, as I understand it, the bond-investigation 
resolution is now before the Senate? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is now before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE, And we are passing our time in discussing a 
ae agreement to see what we agreed to—the usual 
method? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has laid the unfinished 
business before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. The actual business before the Senate is the bond 
— Until that is disposed of there is nothing else, is 

nere? 

Mr. HILL. The discussion arose because the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Frye] desired to know the precise status of the reso- 
lution. He asked for information, and it has been read; the Sena- 
tor from Kansas read it; and we have been discussing that ques- 
tion because the Senator from Maine said he felt reluctant to move 
to set it aside if there had been any unanimous agreement which 
a any such motion. That is all there is of it. I ask the 
Senator from Kansas if, in answer to one of the questions put to 
him by the Senator from Iowa as to whether he would yield for 
appropriation bills, he did not say, ‘‘ Yes, that is rulable,” and 
upon that we went on? 

Mr. PEFFER. I ask that the question as to agreeing to the res- 
olution may be put to the Senate. The resolution, I understand, 
is now before the Senate, and I ask that it may be put to a vote. 

Mr. HILL. To havea final vote upon it, does the Senator mean? 

Mr. PEFFER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HILL. Not quite yet. 

Mr. MILLS. What is the decision upon the question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Noquestion has arisen for the deter- 
mination of the Chair. 

Mr. FRYE. I have been reading what has occurred and have 
listened to the statement. The unanimous agreement was noth- 
ing more nor less than this, that the bond question should be 
regarded as the unfinished business, and the statement generally 
made when the appropriation bills have been up was that it should 
be the unfinished business as against everything but appropriation 
bills. Theriver and harbor bill is anappropriation bill. A unani- 
mous consent that any measure may be made unfinished business 
is not unanimous consent that the question of consideration shall 
not be raised against it; that is entirely clear, else we might stay 
here in the Senate without doing anything for months under a 
general discussion of such a measure. I wanted to know whether 
the unanimous consent precluded me from making a motion to 
consider the river and harbor bill. In my judgment it does not. 
Of course it is immaterial to me very or whether the river 
and harbor bill is proceeded with or not. Ifthe Senate think it is 
better not to have any river and harbor bill, I am content; if they 
thinkitis better to — it for a week, Iamcontent; butinorder 
to settle this question and not waste any more time about it, and 
not caring at all myself, although in charge of the bill, what the 
vote of the Senate may be, Lask a vote of the Senate upon a motion 
to proceed to the consideration of the river and harbor bill. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Maine to proceed to the consideration of the river 
and harbor bill. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Iask unanimous consent, although I know it 
is not debatable, just to make one statement in regard to this mat- 
ter. I am very anxious to have the river and harbor bill con- 
sidered; but believing, while I am op to the resolution of the 
Senator from Kansas, that the general understanding, at least my 
understanding, was that he should have a day in court for his 
resolution after the conclusion of the then pending appropriation 
bill, I can not now vote to take up the river and harbor bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. CLARK (when his name was called). I desire to announce 
my pair with the junior Senator from aaa Grpson]. 

r. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLancHarD]. I 
see him in the Chamber and withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PUGH. I have a general 
Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], but I feel satisfied that upon this 
motion we are agreed, and I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. Suir] to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. JoNnEs] 
and vote “nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 28, nays 39; as follows: 


YEAS—28. 

Morrill, Sewell, 

Nelson, Shou 

Palmer, ure 
a 

Platt, Vv 

Proctor, 


Wetm 
Quay, , Wilson. 


o not 


= with the Senator from 


Burrows, Hansbro 
Hill nem, 
Lindsa * 
McBride, 


McMillan, 


Mills, 
Mitchell, Oreg. 
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NAYS—39. 


Kyle, 

Lodge, 
Mitchell, Wis. 
Morgan, 
Peffer. 
Perkins, 


Pettigrew, 
Pugh, 


Allen, 
Bacon, 
Bate, 
Blackb 
ackburn, 
Brice, 
Brown, 
Butler, 
Call, 
Cannon, 


Carter, 
Chilton, 
Cockrell, 
Daniel, 
Dubois, 
George, 
Gorman, 
Harris, 
Irby, Roach, 
Jones, Ark. Sherman, 


NOT VOTING—2. 


Hale, 
Hawley, 
Hoar 


Stewart, 
Teller, 
Tillman, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Walthall, 


Clark, 
Frye, 
Gear, ’ 
Gibson; Jones, Nev. 
Cannon, Gordon, Mantle, 
Chandler, Gray, Martin, 

So the motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. I did not vote because I stated the exact fact when 
Isaid that it was indifferent to me what was done, and I prefer to 
be instructed by the Senate as to my duty. Inow understand my. 
self to be instructed to make no more attempts to take up tho 
river and harbor bill for consideration until the bond resolution 
is disposed of. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest that the country would breathe 
very much more freely if the Senator from Maine would fail! to 
present his bill, with these millions and millions of dollars for 
rivers and harbors, until the country understands something as 
to how many bonds are to be issued from time to time, and how 
frequently, imposing additional burdens upon the people of the 
United States. 

Mr. HILL. And all the information the Senator from Colorado 
will get from the investigation will not relieve his mind at all, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HILL. Wait a moment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Will the Senator from New York permit me 

| to interrupt him? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. HILL. Not now. 

on eg anateses ae oneparns T. TheSenator from New York declines 
to yield. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, theSenate hasseen fitin its wisdom to 
virtually —— a bill containing appropriations for rivers and 
harbors in the United States in order to take up a senseless, un- 
called-for, and mischievous resolution. The idea or argument 
that a Senator is to get any information from the resolution of 
investigation as to how much money he ought to vote for in the 
river and harbor bill will scarcely stand scrutiny. It is a new 
claim only just now put forth that Senators want light on the 
subject of the circumstances under which bonds have been issued 
by the present Administration in order to vote for appropriations 
for rivers and harbors. I think the river and harbor bill, when 
it comes to be read in the Senate, will indicate that Senators have 
been very vigorous and diligent in their efforts to obtain appro- 
priations for their respective localities, without much regard to 
the information which they are going to receive from tlie pro- 
posed investigation. 

Does the Senator from Colorado expect to withhold this river 
and harbor appropriation bill until, perchance, the committee of 
investigation has reported? Is he so much in need of enlighten- 
ment that he requires this investigation report to be prepared and 

resented before he is ready to vote? I think, if I may venture a 
ittle — , he will be ready to cast his vote upon one side or 
the other of these appropriations without waiting for the report 
of the investigation committee. 

It answers, of course, for the time being—for the exigencies of 
the occasion—to say that Senators need time in order to prepare 
themselves to ee on the appropriations. That argu- 
ment, however, will not impress the country very mach. Tho 
appropriation bill is unquestionably to be taken up at the conclu- 

on of the arguments on this subject. Senators who ask for the 
investigation will vote upon one side or the other of the question. 
The hearing before the committee, if it is to be substantially 
ex parte or summarily had, will carry no weight. The hearing, if 
it is to be completed hastily, will be without influence and with- 
out effect. Those who seem to expect thata result upon the hear- 
ing is to be completed this session will be disappointed. It will 
require much time, and must inevitably be postponed to a later 
at Breslin tls proposed investigation is prt of 

o, Mr. ident, P nvesti ion is part of : 
effort made for political effect. It is a scheme upon the part of 
some persons ——— it to throwmnd upon their political adver- 
saries. It isthe part of a scheme by others, who expect it is going 
to aid in some way in the solution of the silver question. Never 
will men be morecompletely fooled. The investigation will throw 
no light upon the silver question proper. It will add no argument 
to one side or the other. This investigation, so far as throwiug 


Murphy, 
Pritchard, 
Smith, 


Voorhees. 
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light upon the great financial subject, will be useless. It will 
amount to nothing. : oe 

The last suggestion made is that the investigation is wanted for 
the honest, bona fide purpose of ascertaining where we are going 
to get the money to meet our extrac wdinary appropriations. Can 
not Senators read for themselves? Have they not read the reports 
of the Secretary of the Treasury? Do they not get a report as to 
the condition of the Treasury every single day? Does not each 
Senator here know every morning the precise condition of the 
Treasury? Does he not read the monthly reports? Has he not 
read the President’s message giving all the circumstances under 
which the bonds were issued? Have not Senators read the annual 
report of the Secretary of the Treasury? Are they ignorant of 


the financial situation of the Treasury? Do they really want | 


information to aid them as to how much money they ought to 
yote for in the river and harbor bill, and for other appropria- 
jons? 
¥ That claim is simply ridiculous, utterly unworthy of distin- 
raished Senators, whom I am compelled to believe know better. 
here may be, perchance, good reasons for the adoption of the 
resolution; but the last reason stated—the lack of information— 
is not one of them. There may be some other reasons existing 
which have not been developed in the argument. I have not heard 
them. But the last reason stated is as thin and transparent as 
the cause it represents. ; 1 

Having had no debate upon this question for some time, un- 
doubtedly the Senate was very anxious to proceed to take up some- 
“thing more interesting than an appropriation bill. I will resume 
the discussion where it was left off a week ago last Friday, when 
the Senate had vindicated its honor by taking up and discussing 
the resolution under an alleged unanimous-consent agreement. 
Icommence now where it was left by the distinguished Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. aan who, I regret to say, is not pres- 
ent. I stated at the time that lintended to comment upon the 
remarks whicn he made on the afternoon of the last day of the 
debate. 

I understood the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts, 
while not committing himself to the details of the particular 
resolution, to express the general purpose of supporting some 
resolution providing for an investigation. I am going to analyze 
just what he said, because, with all due deference to the Senator, 
there was more misinformation supplied, more untenable argu- 
ments presented in that fifteen minutes’ speech than I have heard 


in the Senate in manya day. First, he said substantially that the 
resolution ought to be passed as a matter of courtesy to the Sen- 


ator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer] because—I quote him now—‘ It is 
the ordinary case of a proposal by a Senator;” and he said it never 
had been denied. He said it is an inquiry which ‘‘ never was re- 
fused in any previous Congress to any Senator who had asked it, 
and I do not think it ought to be refused to the Senator from 
Kansas.” 

In others words, he desires to place the opponents of the resolu- 
tion among those who are unreasonably refusing a courtesy to the 
Senator from Kansas. If I should offer a resolution to-morrow to 
investigate any Department of the Government it would be dis- 
courteous to me to refuse the investigation. That is the claim 
presented. I suppose he would be willing to carry out his argu- 
ment to its legitimate conclusion, namely, that the investigation 
when | sa should be had either by a special committee or by 
a standing committee, as I might prefer. 

The ground of courtesy to a Senator is a new ground upon 
which to ask for an investigation. Whenever a Senator offers a 
resolution for an investigation it must be granted to him no mat- 
ter what the expense, no matter how mischievous, no matter how 
troublesome, no matter how unnecessary. It must be granted to 
him because he asks it. Are there good reasons for it? No mat- 
ter whether there are or not. Are there any good grounds for it? 
No matter whether there are or not, he must have it. That isa 


new-born theory upon which it is sought to here to pass the pres- 
ent resolutions. e Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Hoar] in 


his new-born zeal for Senatorial courtesy confuses a request for 
information from the Departments-with resolutions for investiga- 
tions of Departments. There is a clear and well-defined distinc- 
tion. No question of courtesy is involved. It is merely a ques- 
tion of propriety, the creation of a good or a bad precedent. 

The tor from Massachusetts {[Mr. Hoar] has not always 
had the high for Senatorial courtesy which he now mani- 
fests. On August23, 1893, the Senator from Kansas {Mr. PEFrFrER], 
always alive, as his friends say, to the public interests, introduced 
a resolution calling for information from the Secretary of the 

ury in reference to what some banks in Boston, New York, 
and hia were doing in violation of law. I want to read 
the resolution to the Senate: 


gltesoleed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed to inform the 
First. Whether, and in what respect, the national banks, or any of them, in 
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nducted 


the cities of Boston, New York, and Philadelphia 
in violation of law 


Second. Whether said banks are paying depositors’ 
lawful money. 


Third, Whether said banks, or any of them 


are being now « 


checks promptly in 


n, are demanding rates of inter 
est higher than those provided by law for the loan of money or in discount- 
ing notes and bills 

The Senator from Massachusetts, who now says that the pend- 
ing resolution should pass as a matter of courtesy, that such re- 
quests are never refused, on that day immediately upon the intro- 
duction, not of a resolution of investigation, bat simply a resolution 
of inquiry from a Department, said: 

Mr. Hoar. Let the resolution go over. I object to its consideration at 
this time. 


The next day, August 24, the resolution was called 


alled up and de- 
bated until 2 o'clock pending the motion to refer to the Finance 
Comnnittee, the extremely courteous Senator from Massachusetts 
moving to refer it. That little resolution, simply asking the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury if he had any information in his p ‘sion 
as to whether banks in New York City, Boston, and Philadelphia 
vere violating the law, could not be considered at once. could not 
be passed, but must be referred, whereas the pend 


ling resolution, 
which is introduced for the investigation of great transactions of 
the Government, involving its credit and honor. must not be re- 
ferred for consideration, but must be summarily passed. 

[ want to call the attention of the Senate and the country to the 
fact that the Senator from Massachusetts at that time said he 
thought the bank resolution untimely; that he thought it was un- 
wise to hold our national banks to the strict letter of the law ina 
great crisis like the panic of 1893. In other words, he thought it 


was unwise to prod the banks, tomake them strictly comply with 
the law during that critical period. It had not eceurred to him 
then that the Senator from Kansas was entitled to have the reso- 
Intion passed as a matter of courtesy. It had not occurred to him, 
when the national banks were involved, that a common and simple 
resolution of inquiry could be passed without injury to anybody. 
Then, as now, the Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Hoar] was 


aided by the senior Senator from Maryland [Mr. Gorman], at 
least so far as taking up the present resolution for consideration 


is concerned, Both seemed to think that it would be very injuri- 
ous to have this information given to the public at that time. 
Both of them opposed the resolution. Both advocated the 
ence of the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GEORGE. What became of the resolution to which the 
Senator refers? 

Mr. HILL. Iam going to trace it. Without speaking of my- 
self any more than is necessary, I desire to say that I antagonized 
the Massachusetts and Maryland combination at that time as I 
antagonize it now. Both of the Senators opposed the resolution. 
I took the position then, sir, that the national-bank resolution 
was an ordinary, simple resolution calling for information, and 
that the Senate ought to passit. On August $1 the resolution 
was taken up and not passed, as it should have been, but referred 
to the Committee on Finance. I refer to page 1102 of the Recorp, 
where it will be seen that the vote on the motion to refer was 35 
yeas to 21 nays. It was not discourteous to the Kansas Senator 
then to refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance. It was 
regarded as the proper thing to do. I simply cite that resolution 
for the purpose of showing the inconsistency of the position of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEorGr] asks me what be- 
came of the resolution. No report was made. On September 8, 
1893, the Senator from Kansas | Mr. Perrer] introduced the same 
resolution more elahorated. On the next day, September 9, the 
same was taken up and considered until 2 o’clock. Nothing was 
done with it. It went to the Calendar. The Committee on 
Finance never reported the original resolution referred to it. It 
has remained in the Committee on Finance from that day to this, 

At the next regular session, no report having been made by this 
committee in the meantime, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] 
reintroduced the same resolution on December 21, 1893, at the 
second session of the Fifty-third Congress, and asked that it be 
referred to the Finance Committee. No report has ever been 
made. That resolution or resolutions were resolutions simply of 
inquiry. They were proper in every respect. They were resolu- 
tions upon which the claim of courtesy might avail something; 
they were entirely different from the pending resolution, and yet 
they were opposed by the Senator from Maryland and the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts and other Senators in this body. The 
Finance Committee never has made any report. How discour- 
teous to the distinguished Senator from Kansas! 

Therefore I dispose of the first point made by the Senator from 
Massachusetts. that the alleged ground upon which the resolution 
should be passed is that of courtesy. Itdoesnotexist; it has been 
denied before upon simple, ordinary resolutions asking informa- 
tion from a Department, and denied at the instance of the Senator 
from Massachusetts. I am not one of those who invoke courtesy 


refer- 
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when it is in my favor and refuse to recognize it when it is in- 
voked by others against me. 

The Senator from Massachusetts then proceeded in his argument 
to give a reason why the present investigation should be had. He 
says in the last bond sale the bonds should have been advertised 
for sale at a fixed price, and that they were not. Of all the pre- 
posterous claims set up by the advocates of the pending resolution 
this is one of the worst. Suppose the Secretary of the Treasury 
had advertised the bonds for sale and had said: ‘‘I will accept a 
fixed price for them.” A clamor then wouid have been rai all 
over the country and it would have been said: ‘‘ Why does he not 
put up the bonds to the highest bidder? Why fixan arbitrary sum 
at which to accept bids?” It would have been said: *‘ He has 
sought improperly to limit the price at a particular figure.” It 
would have been said he was acting in the interests of certain sets 
of bidders. It would have been said that the proper way was to 
expose the bonds to the highest bidder in the market; that that 
was the regular and legitimate way to do business. 

The truth is that there has been a disposition manifested to 
criticise Mr. Carlisle in reference to this transaction, not because 
there was anything wrong with it, not because there is anything 
irregular about it, but simply because gentlemen, upon —_o 
are opposed to the sale of any bonds whatever. That is another 
question. You do not need any investigation to determine a 
question of principle. Concede, if you please, that the gold the- 
ory. so called—the maintenance of the gold standard—requires 
incidentally the issue of bonds. That is one question. The mere 
fact that Senators do not believe in the gold standard, and the 
mere fact that Senators think that bonds ought not to be issued 
because the Government chould have pursued a silver policy, fur- 
nishes no occasion or demand for an investigation. hat do you 
expect the committee to report? An elaborate argument in favor 
of the free coinage of silver? Is that what the report is to con- 
tain? The bonds have been issued. They can not be recalled or 
repudiated. Do you expect to have a written treatise on the 
questions of law involved? Is that what is asked for or what is 
really expected? 

Before proceeding to discuss the third ground I wish to say that 
if a certain price had been fixed for the bonds it would have led 
to a clamor of which we would not have heard the last for many 
months. What better could the Secretary of the Treasury do 
than to put up the bonds to the highest bidder and ask for bids? 
That was the wisest course. It was the best course; it was the 
honest course. Men who claim to the contrary want to criticise 
because they dislike Mr. Carlisle and dislike the gold standard. 
That is all there is of it. They may conceal their motives under 
other pretenses, but that is all there is of the matter. 

The next thing the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. HoaR] says 
is that $500,000,000 of gold was unnecessarily locked up pending 
the offer of these bids. All during the thirty days, he says, $500.- 
000,000 of gold was unnecessarily locked up. A man need not 
necessarily lock up his gold simply because he made a bid. Of 


course if a man wants to make a bid for bonds, and has not the’ 


gold, he must be able to borrow the or or get it from some 
source, Sup the terms of the sale had been that every man 
upon making his bid should deposit.a certain sum of gold for the pur- 

of showing his good faith. Then it might have been claimed 
Phat it unnecessarily locked up a large amount of gold. It would 
have been said, ‘‘ Why should a man, in making a bid for Govern- 
ment bonds, be compelled to place on deposit a certain portion of 
the gold as security for his bid?” I am one of those who think 
that ibly some security should have been required of men who 
bid, but if there was any error committed at all, it was an error 
in the interest of all bidders—in the interest of increased competi- 
tion. The poorest bidder who had not a dollar of gold with which 
to buy a bond, the merest adventurer in any part of the country 
who wanted to take his chances in getting bonds, had a right to 
put in his bid. The bidding was open to all the world and to all 
upon an equality. Mor & Co., with their millions, were 
obliged to compete with the humble clerk who had not a dollar 
actually to invest. 

Possibly it would have been wiser to have SS men to 
show their good faith by giving bond. Yet if the Secretary had 
done that you would have heard this Chamber ring with charges 
that such a course was in the interest of the rich, m the interest 
of the millionaires of Wall street, in the interest of men who had 

ld, and not in the interest of the Sir, when the Secre- 
fary issued that call, which 1 have here and which said that the 

u 
days and that the bonds would be sold to the hig 
citizen of this Republic or any other country had a right to bid, 
and I say he faithfully di his duty in the premises, and 
any criticism of his conduct is simply captious. You want to 
investigate his conduct. What is there to investigate about it? 
If he had pursued the contrary course, if he had required gold to 
be deposited in advance as security, if he had required bonds to 
be given of every man who wanted to bid, then it would have 


Department would accept bids for a — of thirty 


t bidder, an 


been claimed that the proposal was for the benefit of the rich ay 
of syndicates and of Wall street and of the bad men who liv. ;, 
New York. No, no, Mr. President, the trouble with these cri:\, 
is that they act upon the principle of “damned if you do ay4 
damned if you don’t.” Nothing suits them. It is one gray 
tirade all the time against the finances of the country. You ¢) 
not satisfy them with anything that is done. You can not expeo+ 
to deprive them of their grievances, as that would be the gro:i.c: 
calamity that could befall them. , 

The next is the third ground. Before I quote parts of that 7 
wish to read the popular loan call, beginning with the words 
‘Treasury Department,” which I will ask the Secretary to req. 
It shows just what the terms were, showing that they were «yy. 
and free to everybody from Colorado to Florida, from Flori\ to 
Maine, from Maine to California. Any citizen, whether he had 
dollar or expected to have, had a right to bid for the bonds—t,) 


bid wey fo he ra for that oe 

The ESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pascoin the chair). At the 
request of the Senator from New York, the paper will be read by 
the Secretary in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Cove ie THE SECRETARY, 


ton, January , 1896 
Notice is hereby given that sealed pr will be received at the of 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, at . D.C., until 12 o'clock m. on 
Wednesday, the 5th day of February, 189, for the purchase of $100).000,(.0) of 
United States += cent or registered coupon bonds, in denominations of §)) 
and multiples of that sum, as may be desired by bidders. Theright to reject 
any or all bids is reserved 


bonds will be dated on the 1st day of February, 189, and be payae in 
coin thirty years after that one will bear interest at 4 per cent per an. 
a 


num, payable quarterly in coin, but all coupons maturing on and before the 


ist day of February, 1896, will be detached, and purchasers will be rejuired 
to pay in United States gold coin or gold certificates for the bonds awarded 
to them and all interest accrued thereon after the Ist day of February, |), 
up to the time of application for delivery. 
‘ayments for the bonds must be made at the Treasury of the United 
States at Washin D.C., or at the United States subtreasuries at Nw 
York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, Cinemnati, Chicago, St. Louis, or 
New Orleans, or they may be made at San Francisco, with exchange on New 
York, and all bids must state what denominations of bonds are desired, and 
whether coupon or registered, and at what place they will be paid for 
Payments may be e installments, as follows: Twenty per cent 
upon receipt of notice of acceptance of bids, and 2) per cent at the erd of 
each ten days thereafter; but all accep bidders may pay the whole 
amount at the date of the first installment, and those who have paid a! in- 
stallments previously maturing may pay the whole amount of their b.ds at 
any time, not later t the maturity of the last installment. 
a bonds will be ready for delivery on or before the 15th day of February, 


Notice is further hereby given that if the issue and sale of an additional 
or different form of bond for the m*intenance of the gold reserve shal! be 
authorized by law before the 5th day of February, 1 sealed proposals for 
the purchase of such bonds will also be received at the same time and place, 
and up to the same date and upon the same terms and conditions herein st 


forth, and sach bids will be as well as the bids for the 4 per cent 
bonds herein mentioned. 


J. G. CARLISLE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, the statement just read shows the 
care with which the Secretary of the Treasury hedged around the 
proposals in order that the bonds might bring the largest sum pos- 
sible. I have no patience, sir, with the self-constituted financiers 
and critics who attempt to pick out here and there a flaw in some 
proposals for the purchase of $100,000,000 of bonds. Of course 
they would have done it differently. Men who never mate a loan 
of $5,000 in their lives are perfectly confident of their ability to 
dictate the precise terms in which a great Government proposal 
should be made. I have heard men say that the Secretary of the 
Treasury should do this and the Secretary of the Treasury showd 
do that. These men would solve —_ financial problem with- 
out any trouble, without any difficulty, without any experienc. 

Mr. President, the proposal which has been read here was fair; 
it was in accordance with the statute; it was in the interest of 
public bidders; it was in the interest of the great public; it was 
in the interest of every man,no matter how poor or humble, who 
— that he had some money that he wanted to invest 12 


on to which I want to call the attention of the 

Senator from Massachusetts says that the reso- 

passed, so a we may know what has been 

In the few remarks I made the other day in answer to the Sen- 
usetts I stated then, and I repeat it, if you 

want such information read the reports of Secretary of 
the ury, read the daily financial statements made. | 1™ 
tempted to say that a Senator who does not know what has beet 
done with the proceeds of the bonds is almost unworthy or inco™ 
t to sit in the Senate. There are some men who are (Teilu- 

ious enough to suppose the of the Treasury could take 
and dispose of a few million dollars and pocket them, and that 
nobody would discover it; that all this could be done under ot 
system and no one would be the wiser. The reports of the 

eee the Treasury show what has become of the avails of the 
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Then, next, the same Senator doubts as to whether the Secre- 
tary has the right to use the proceeds for the current expenses. 
lam not going to thrash that old question over again. I have 
said before, and I repeat, the act of 1575, taken in connection with 
the act of 1878, requires the moneys in the Treasury to be paid out: 
it requires the greenbacks to be reissued; it requres them to be 
kept in circulation, and they can not be kept in circulation except 
by paying them out for the legitimate expenses of the Govern- 
ment. The Secretary of the Treasury can not keep greenbacks 
in circulation by hoarding them in the Treasury, nor can he legally 
place them in bushel baskets and give to every man what he 
wants. The theory of the act of 1878 is that the greenbacks are 


to be kept in on by using them for money in payment of 
legitimate expenses. : " 
Mr. VILAS. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 


call his attention to a point that I do not think has been considered 
sufficiently in this part of th» debate? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VILAS. Whenever Congress makes an appropriation it 


enacts a law, and whenever Congress enacts a law directing the | 


Secretary of the Treasury to pay money out of the Treasury that 
law, as a later one, overrules the prior laws in respect to the man- 
ner in which the money is obtained. It is then a new and subse- 
quent and, so far as is n , @ repealing direction to him to 
pay out the money which may then be in the Treasury; and there- 
after, whatever ent might be made upon those original 
laws, if limited to them alone in respect to the use of the money, 
is entirely changed when Congress enacts new laws directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay out money for particular ends, 
which money he has in the Treasury. 

Mr. MILLS. Not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. VILAS. Not otherwise appropriated. 
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Mr. HILL. The position stated by the Senator from Wisconsin | 
is the correct one. All he stated is undoubtedly true. But now, | 


for the information of those who may read my remarks in the 
Recorp, and for the benefit of the country at large, | want to in- 

rate in my remarks a communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury of date January 11, 1896, in response to a resolution 
of the Senate, showing the exact legal status of what is known as 


the gold reserve, which I will ask the Secretary to read. It is a | 


document of the Senate, but Senators rise in their places and -in 
debates make statements as though they had never heard of the 
very facts which have been put before them in official records 
time and time again. None are so blind as those who will not 
see; none so deaf as those who will not hear. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 

r will be read. 
he Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., Jdnuary 11, 1896. 

Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of Senate resolution, 
dated the 3d instant, as follows: 

* a the Secre of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, di- 

‘orm the Senate if the sum of $100,000,000, or any part thereof, has 
at any time since the establishment of the so-called gold reserve been actu- 
ally segregated or set from the other eae or money in the Treas- 
ury De in coin, or gold coin and gold certificates, or either, 
for the redeny of the legal-tender notes and different forms of paper 

the t; and when and by what act of Congress, giving 
of the act and the date of its approval, said so-called gold reserve 
was established, and if not established by act of Congress, state by what 
authority, if any, it was established.” 

In poe J thereto, the Senate is respectfully informed that at no time since 
the es t of the so-called gold reserve has ey ee or 
any other been segregated or set apart from the gene cash in the 
Treasury for the redemption of the legai-tender notes of the United States, 
or for the redemption of any other form of paper money for which the United 
States is liable. There is no provision of law requiring a separate fund or 

account to be kept,and all moneys received into the ‘Treasury, from 
whatever source, are deposited in the general cash. The fund for the re- 
demption of United States notes was accumulated under authority of the 
act of January 14, 1875, which directed the Secre of the Treasury to pre- 
pare and provide for such r2demption on the Ist day of January, 1879. No 
was but Secretary of the Treasury was author- 
the revenues from time to time and to sell certain de- 
scriptions of bonds to an extent necessary to the act into full effect. 
the execcise of the discretion thus confer upon him, the Secretary 
for resumption purposes, in 1877 and 1878, United States 4 per cent and 
Sar, cont bonds to the amount of pases. and deposited the proceeds, 
0-000 in gold. in the general cash the ary. ‘This, with other gold, 
b had been recei as surplus revenues, constituted the fund prepared 


A 


provided by the Secretary of the Treasury for the redempt.on direcied | 


o 


in the act of cy M4, 18 

Tue existence of fund was generally recognized from the time 
of its estatlighment, as above stated, one of the measures adopted by the 
Secretary of tue Treasury to ores its unneces-ary depletion was the d.s- 


continuance of the issue of gold certificates authorized by the act of 
nS ee. This ac 1868. This act , but did not direct, such issue. 

Some resulted from this discontinuance, and by section 12 
of the bank act of 


, 12, 1882, the Secretary was authorized and directed to 
coin and bullicn and to issue certificates therefor; 
“that the Secretary of the Treasury shail suspend the 
whenever the amount of gold coin and gold 

reserved for the redemption of United States notes 


i 
F 
: 
| 


| 


e 
United Staten to the reserve fund is contained in the laws of the 
ery respectfully, yours, J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
The PRESIDENT OF THE SENATR 
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Mr. HILL. Mr. President, that communication of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury correctly states the condition of what is 
known as the gold reserve fund; it correctly states the law appli- 
cable to it, and the circumstances surrounding it. I need not 
reiterate the statement that no one has claimed any authority on 
the part of the Secretary of the Treasury to sell bonds for the pur- 
pose of realizing moneys to pay current expenses. Under the act 
of 1875 the Secretary of the Treasury has a right to issue bonds 
for the purpose of obtaining gold. The gold is placed in the 
Treasury. When greenbacks are presented, they are presented 
for redemption. The gold is paid out in redemption, and the 
greenbacks are thereby placed in the Treasury,and when Con- 
gress makes an appropriation of moneys the Secretary pays out 
whatever moneys there are in the Treasury and meets the appro- 
priation. There is no other course left tohim. No Senator has 
marked out any other practicable course. 

The next ground stated by the Senator from Massachusetts is: 
Sixth, “‘We want to see what legislation may be necessary.” 
Yet the resolution does not say anything about inquiring about 
legislation. There is no suggestion in the resolution to the end 
that a report by bill or otherwise shall be made. No one hassug- 
gested any legislation here. Noneiscontemplated. It isan after- 
thought. According to the views of some Senators it is proposed 
to have this investigation over within ten days. No, Mr. Presi- 
dent, no Senator can justify his conscience in voting for this reso- 
lution upon any theory that he wants information for the parpose 
of leading to additional legislation. 

Seventh, he doubts “‘ whether there has been any necessity for 
the issuing of bonds to support the gold reserve.” He says that 
in his remarks to be found on page 4470 of the Recorp. He says 
sufficient revenue would have prevented any necessity for the issu- 
ing of gold bonds, but the difficulty with the situation is that 
there was not adequate revenue; there was not revenue sufficient 
to prevent distrust and the presentation of greenbacks and their 
redemption in gold. 

Those who criticise the Secretary of the Treasury for issuing 
bonds have nothing to suggest as a practical remedy. Some ven- 
ture to say that the Secretary should have redeemed in silver, 
and that involves the whole great question of the propriety of 
maintaining the parity of gold and silver. I am not going to 
waste words with those who criticise the Secretary of the Treasury 
because they think he ought to have paid out silver instead of gold. 

Mr. President,the greenback dollar for ordinary purposes is 
kept as good as the goid dollar. I think that isso mainly because 
by the system of our present Administration its officials readily 
exchange the greenbacks for the gold dollar. They have kept by 
this system a parity between the currency. I do not know but 
such parity might have obtained if another course had been pur- 
sued. That is only a matter of speculation. I know of no other 
practical way to maintain the parity of currency except to be 
always ready to redeem your paper money issued with your 
standard money, or else your standard is repudiated. 

In these remarks I am not to be led inioa discussion of the 
whole course pursued by the Secretary of the Treasury during the 
present Administration. I cansimply point to the fact that under 
previous Administrations, without regard to party, the parity of 
the currency has been maintained by always paying gold upon the 
resentation of paper. It may well be contended that the way to 
Som your currency with a standard is always to be ready to pay 
in standard money. If you are always ready to pay, people may 
not always want thestandard; but the proper way to maintain the 
parity, in my judgment, seems always to be ready to pay in the 
standard money. 

Mr. GRAY. What other way is there? 

Mr. HILL. I do not know of any other way; perhaps some 
sort of legerdemain; perhaps pay in some inferior currency. 

Mr. President. Senators torget what took place before 1879. be- 
fore the resumption act went into effect. What made the differ- 
ence in valuein the markets between the old greenback currency 
and the gold dollar prior to 1879? The gold dollar was worth a 
large percentage more than the greenback dollar, or the greenback 
doliar was worth so much less, whichever way you put it. The 
way to make resumption a success was by the payment of your 
standard money in the place of your paper money. 

Mr. MORGAN. Would the Senator from New York object if 


| I should ask him what is the standard money of the contract as 


| 
} 


shown in our bonds and in all our public obligations? Is it the 
standard money of the law of the United States, or is it the stand- 
ard money of the contract? 

Mr. HILL. Standard money is fixed by law. You can makea 
contract, however, to pay in any other kind of money you please. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam speaking of the contract as we made it, 
to pay in coin of the United States as it was of value on a certain 

te. Is that the standard money in which the payment is to be 
made, or is it some other standard? 

Mr. HILL. That presents a mixed question of law and policy. 
The payment of bonds according to the strict letter of the con- 
tract is one thing, while the redemption of our paper currency is 


.- 
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another. I hope to discuss that question more fully before I fin- 
ish my remarks. I propose to show just what was the currency 
when our bonds were signed and what it was understood that 
those bonds would be paid in. The payment of bonds is one thing 
and the redemption of currency is another. I want now to dis- 
cuss further the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts, and 
do not wish to be diverted from that point. 

Mr. President, I do not have to convince the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts that under the act of 1875 the Secretary of the Treasury 
has authority to issue bonds. The Senator says the Secretary of 
the Treasury unquestionably had the power to issue bonds under 
the act of 1875, and then he goes further and claims that he had 
the same right to issue bonds under the law of 1890 to secure gold 
to redeem the Treasury notes issued thereunder; and he says— 
now I quote what the Senator from Massachusetts said: 

I voted for the statute of 1890 on that ground, and on that ground alone, 
and should not have voted for what was known as the Sherman Act except 


that it gave that great and additional security, as I understood it, to the 
credit of the Government. 


I have heard a great many reasons given why Republican Sen- 
ators voted for the Sherman law of 1890. Some of them voted for 
it to prevent the passage of a worse statute; some of them voted 
for it for the purpose of preventing the free coinage of silver; 
some have given one reason and some have given another; but it 
remained for the Senator from Massachusetts to say that he voted 
for it because under the statute of 1890 the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury had the right to issue bonds for the purpose of procuring gold 
with which to maintain the parity of ourmoney. There is consid- 
erable doubt about that, in my judgment. There is no — 
authority for it under that act; and if the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has the right to issue bonds under the act of 1890 it must be 
done under the general authority to maintain the parity of the 
currency, and upon no other provision. 

Mr. President, I am not intending at this moment to especially 
antagonize that position, but lam simply going to cite the remarks 
of the Senator from Massachusetts for the purpose of showing 
how he was driven into this position in order to ae the pres- 
ent resolution. There is considerable doubt, an concede it, 
whether, under the statute of 1890, the Secretary of the Treasury 
has the right to issue bonds for the purpose of the redemption of 
the notes authorized under that statute. There is no express 
authority, and, if it can be done at all, it must be done under gen- 
eral authority, and yet the Senator from Massachusetts says it 
was because of that great additional authority under that act 
that he voted for the Sherman law of 1890. So much for that. 

The Secretary of the Treasury has not issued any bonds under 
the act of 1890, and has not claimed to have the power to do so 
under that act, and he does not assert, as I understand, a general 
authority to issue bonds for the purpose only of maintaining the 
parity of the currency. I am not prepared to argue that he can 
go to that length. The Senator from Massachusetts says, how 
ever, that he can, and claims that that was the very ground upon 
which he voted for that act. It is an abstract question, it is true, 
and I note it simply for the purpose of showing that in his advo- 
cacy of this resolution he goes further than any man who has de- 
fended the bond issues has yet gone. When the Secretary of the 
Treasury has proceeded to issue bonds under the act of 1890 for 
the pu e of maintaining the parity of the currency, and that 
alone, then, sir, it will be time enough to discuss that question; 
it is now, however, premature and unnecessary. 

Finally, the Senator from Massachusetts is going to vote for 
some such resolution as that of the Senator from Kansas because 
of the assurance of the Senator from Kansas that he intends no 
reflection upon the Secretary of the Treasury. When the distin- 
guished Senator from Kansas first addressed the Senate he said he 
presented grave allegations of wrong, and his resolution insinu- 
ated that some of the officials of the Government had been doin 
something unlawful. If that were so, it presented some arouel 
for action; but the other day — the discussion the Senator 
from Kansas assured the Senator from Massachusetts that he 
cast no reflection upon the Secretary of the Treasury and no re- 
flection upon the President of the United States, and he struck 
out of the resolution those insinuations which really constituted 
the principal ground upon which the resolution for investigation 
was based, So now, Mr. President, having stricken out those 
offensive provisions, the investigation is to be had without any 
ground whatever for it, with no allegation of misconduct, and we 
are going to have an investigation simply for the purpose of an 
investigation, and that is all. ; 

I commented the other day upon how ingeniously the Senator 
had worded the resolution so as to inquire as to whether any offi- 
cer of the Government had received any commissions upon the 
bond sales, had received any moneys, or had any inte in the 
bond sales, and all that sort of thing. If any Senator here will 
rise in his place and give us some tangible charge, ee by 
some evidence against the Secre of the Treasury then 
vote for the investigation. While I have a reasonable share of 
confidence in my brother Senators, I am not willing to establish 
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the pernicious precedent, especially when a resolution com: 
an antagonist of an existing Administration, of voting 
ever investigation may be suggested by any Senator. 
dent which will surely return to plague us. 

Mr. GRAY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GRAY. I have just listened tothe assertion of the , 
that everything had been removed from the resolution of the Sey. 
ator from Kansas that contained an aspersion upon the character 
of the officers of the Administration concerned in this matter of 
the bond sale. 

Mr. HILL. How does it stand now? 

Mr. GRAY. What does this language mean, beginning on ling 
21 of the second page of the resolution: 


Whether any officer of the Government, or any person or persons {,r such 
officer, and on his behalf, and in his personal interest, and with }is knowl. 
edge or consent, ente into any cont » agreement, or arrangement 
directly or indirectly, with any person or persons, partnership, cor)ora; ion 
company, oF syndicate, for the purpose of affecting the price offered or to pg 
offered for said bonds, or any of ——— the intent and expectati 


m t 
receive commission or personal rew: reason of such contract, agr : 


ment or arrangement; whether such contract or ment had any and 
what effect on the prices offered for the bonds, what the effect was, and who 
if any person, profited by it, and to what extent. ; 

That seems to me a very grave aspersion, by indirection, on 
somebody; and, if it be so, clearly there is an impropriety in the 
Senate instituting an investigation which may lead to an impeach. 
ment, and ought to lead to an impeachment if the charges arg 
sustained. 

Mr. HILL. I will come to that in time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will state to the Sep. 
one from Delaware that that language is not in the pending reso. 

ution. 

Mr. GRAY. I asked for information. 
whether that was so or not. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Secretary please read the words which 
have been stricken out,so that we may understand precisely what 
we are discussing? Ithink the Senator from Kansas has stricken 
out the only ground upon which it was possible to predicate an 
investigation. If he does not charge anything to reflect upon any- 
body, what do we want an investigation for? ; 

— [eee OFFICER. e Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary. The following language has been stricken 
from the resolution: 


And the profits made or to be made by such dicate or any person or pe 
sons connected with such syndicate, directly orkedirectty, whether any office 
of the Government, or any person or persons for such officer, and on 
half, and in his personal interest, and with his knowledge or consent, enter 
any pareen om pagbetas partastehip, oovteemetlom. Gommpeny OF syrlicaic fo 
the be of affect 1 Pthe rice Vite or to be offered for said by : he 
any of them, with the intent and expectation to receive commissivn or per- 
sonal reward by reason of such contract, agreement, or arrangement 

Mr. HILL. In other words, Mr. President, the Senator from 
Kansas has stricken out of his resolution all the direct and indi- 
rect allegations of misconduct, and has eliminated froin it the 
very insinuations which made it ible to desire or require an 
investigation, at least an intelligent investigation. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
I have read the resolution, and I did not know that that latter 
part had been stricken out. 

Mr. HILL. I knew some change had been made in the resolu- 
tion, and was not exactly certain of the precise words which had 
been stricken out. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Ihave now the recentcopy. To what clause 
7. ee as it stands does the Senator from New York 
objec 

r. HILL. The offensive part of the resolution has been ¢lim- 
inated oe oS debate. a 

Mr. SHERMAN. Then what is the objection to asking for tis 
information? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator was not here before when I proceeded 
in detail to discuss these offensive insinuations, as I claii they 
were, against officers of the Government. They have now leet 
stricken out. I beg to inform the Senator from Ohio that this 
proceeding is not a mere “ asking for information,” but a propos! 
tion for a formal investigation. 

Mr. SHERMAN, I do not see, then, what objection the Sen 
tor can make to the resolution. I do not want to pass a r°: olution 
that is offensive to the Secretary of the Treasury or that charges 
him with any wrongdoing, because I do not believe he has com 
mitted any, except, perhaps, in the manner of doing business. 
But I do not see any 0 on that are can have to an ¢xall- 
ination of the kind stated now, with the offensive provsi0"s 


eliminated. ; 
Mr. HILL. Then, Mr. President, I will simply congratulate 
the Senate and the country that this debate has led to the «1m» 
nation of the objectionable features contained in the resol.t102. 
It looked at one as though the Senate was anxious to throw 
mud; it looked at one time as though the Senate did not ser t 


care what this resolution contained, provided it was only an attack 


s fri m 
for Wwhat- 
Itisa prece- 


nator 


I asked the Senator 
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the Secretary of the Treasury. Therefore I say it is the de- 
and nothing else, which has caused these words to be stricken 
has attempted to defend them. The Senator from 


upon 
bate, 
out; no one 


Kansas himself made a few remarks at the outset, and other Sena- | moned before the committees and summoned before either the 


tors also, when they discussed the resolution as it originally stood 

indulged in all sorts of loose and general charges; and the Senator 

from Kansas has eliminated those offensive provisions during this 
iscussion. : 

: [ have no objection, so far as I am personally concerned, to hav- 
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It was one of the peculiar features of the organization of the 





| Treasury Department that it was to be subject to the two Houses 


of Congress, and that the Secre tary of the Treasury might be sum- 


| Senate or the House of Representatives and be examined orally or 


in writing, and be required to give information 


Ww Zt pertaining to the 
affairs of his Department. 


I believe the Treasury Department is 


| the only Department of the Government that is thus placed under 


ing my personal conduct in this Senate investigated, and the Sen- | 


ator from ; ; : 
should rise and ask to have his conduct investigated. I have no 


particular objection to my private letters and papers being exam- 
sued by any 7 : : : 
cast upon me; but, sir, [am not going to permit my private let- 
ters and papers to be examined at the instance of every man who 
comes along who wants to know about them. What is true about 


one’s private affairs is also true about public affairs. Investiga- 
tion should not be instituted for the mere asking. 


[ do not concede that it is the duty of this Senate to make this 
investigation; and before I get through Iam going to show that 
the Senate should treat John G. Carlisle as a Democratic Congress 
treated JoHN SHERMAN of Ohio. When information was wanted 
about bond sales they courteously invited him to appear before 
them. He accepted their invitation and went before them; he 
explained the matter properly and fully. I am coming to all that 
berore I et through. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to say that a resolution did impugn 
the conduct of the then Secretary of the Treasury, myself, at that 
time. 1 deemed it my duty not only to meet the charge or impu- 
tation made in the resolution, but demanded that the proper com- 
mittee should investigate it, and I went before that committee. 
The Senator probably is not aware that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ary, bya law which existed from the time of Alexander Ham- 
ilton, can be summoned before either House of Congress and may 
be brought here into our presence and examined orally, and he is 


y, so far as having any fear of any reflection being | asking for the information desired from this Department of the 


Ohio would have no personal objection if some Senator | 


the surveillance of both Houses of Congress. 
Mr. HILL. Absolutely, and that is the very reason I intended 
to argue before I completed my remarks why this proceeding 


| Was an unusual and an extraordinary one, because ample power 


exists in the very method pointed out in the statute, namely, by 


| Government, an entirely different thing from formally authoriz- 


ing a special committee to prosecute an investigation into the con- 
duct of the Secretary of the Treasury, where he is to be examined 


| on oath with Tom, Dick, and Harry on the questions involved. 


| will allow me. 


Mr. GRAY. That is what I was going to remark, if the Senator 
Mr. HILL. 


Certainly. 
Mr. GRAY. 


The law read by the Senator from Ohio does con- 


| template the closest and most intimate relations between the Sec- 
| retary of the Treasury and the committees of both Houses of Con- 


gress, and that he may be called upon at all times for information 
in regard to the financial condition of the country; but the exist- 
ence of that very law emphasizes the impropriety, the gross impro- 
priety, of such a resolutionas this. That law assumes in advance 
that a Secretary of the Treasury would be of such character as 
would make a communication from him to a committee, where 


, 


a respectful request has been communicated, always sufficient to 


| inform either House of Congress as to the exact point inquired 


required to appear in case he is so summoned, as he has been over | 


and over n summoned before committees of Congress. 

Mr. HILL. I am aware of that custom; I am aware of that 
wer, substantially as stated by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SHERMAN. That law is still standing. 


Mr. HILL. And I am going to argue before I get through that | 


that is the course the Finance Committee of this Senate should | 


have pursued. It is proposed here to usurp that function which 
properly belongs to the Committee on Finance, who have charge 


ch 
could be made more appro 
tion; and it is proposed to 
committee appointed by the Senate. 

We have witnessed the principle of evolution since this debate 
began. What was the first resolution introduced? The Senator 
from Ohio has not forgotten it. It provided for a special com- 


riately than here under our Constitu- 


mittee of five members appointed, two from each of the great par- 


ties, and a Populist mem 
was all—a committee to be divided, two and two, and one Popu- 
list, the opposition to the Democratic party having the majority. 
That was the theory of this resolution. 
inated, leaving the investigation to be made by a committee of 
Senators to be appointed by the Vice-President. 

Ido not know whether the Senate proposes to pass the resolution 
inthis form or not. I heard the distinguished Senator from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. Harris}, when the resolution was first discussed, say, 
substantially, ‘‘ I shall oppose every investigation here which seeks 
to have this matter investigated by a special committee.” Then 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] moved to refer the resolu- 
tion to the Committee on Finance, and that motion is now pending. 

Now, Mr. President, I again assert—and I might as well speak 
of this question right here as at any other time—that if the Finance 
Committee of this body wants any information in regard to the 
affairs of the Treasury, let them send a respectful summons to the 

of the Treasury, and he will appear before them. If 
the Ways and Means Committee of the House of Representatives 
desire any information on the subject, let that committee send a 
courteous note to the Secretary of the Treasury and ask him to 


appear. 
Mr. SHERMAN. If I donotdisturb the Senator, I will read the 
very significant language of the act of Congress, approved Sep- 


tember 2, 1789, on this subject. 
Mr. HILL. I will ask the Senator to read it, so that it may go 
into the Recorp. 


Mr. . That act provides that the Secretary of the 


i 


is— 


i: and give peemation to otter branch of the legisiatawe, 
as ma: uired), respecting all matters re- 
43 the te or Hotse of Representatives, or which shall ap 
i and gene y to ‘orm all such services re ve e 

as he shall be directed to orm. 


i 


i 





That has now been elim- | 


r was to be recognized as one—that | 


: | munications, but he may be called in person. 
of the finances of the Government, and also to ignore the Ways | enough in all of its provisions and in all of its bearings to meet 
and Means Committee of the House of Representatives, who have | 


of such questions there, and where a —_ investigation | 


riat 1an und l fu- | just submitted remarks. 
ignity this investigation with a special 


about. This resolution passes by that law while it stands upon 
the statute book and assumes, and has to assume, that such an 
inquiry and such a request would be disregarded or would not 
bring a frank and honest answer, and therefore it is proposed to 
dowhat? Toinvestigate; nottoaskaquestion. ‘ Investigate” is 
aterm which carries with it a reproach in such a resolution as this, 

Mr. HILL. They propose to investigate—— 

Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator allow me to make an addi- 
tional suggestion? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. GORDON. This law contemplates not only that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury may be call | upon to make written com- 
Surely it is ample 


every possible case that can arise. 

Mr. HILL. I agree with the distinguished Senators who have 
3ut that was not the programme laid 
out for us here. We van not forget or overlook the features of 
this investigation as first proposed. It was a partisan scheme, 
There was to be just an equilibrium with each party, and the 
Populists were to have the additional odd man. The Democrats 
were to be in the minority. 

As I was proceeding to remark, I have ordinarily no objection 
to a man’s private or official business affairs being disclosed; but, 
sir, would resent any attempt to compel a disclosure offensively. 
In the Senate, I know, Mr. President, there are Senators who argue 
to the contrary; I know there are Senators who say that every- 
thing should be investigated which anyone regards as suspicious; 
that it is cowardly not to do so. I repeat, on the other hand, it is 
moral cowardice when the Senate dares not stand up and say that 
there is no necessity for these senseless and unmeritorious in- 
quiries. 

If, I repeat, any Senator will rise in his place and make some 
definite, tangible charge about anything upon which the Senate 
needs information, then let us have the investigation; but having 
originally opposed this resolution in its first form, I do not pro- 
pose, if I can help it, to have the authors of this resolution at the 
conclusion of this investigation say: ‘‘ Well, we did not charge 
anything; we did not expect it to amount to anything; we did not 
say that the President had done wrong; we did not say that the 
Secretary of the Treasury had done wrong; we simply wanted an 
investigation, and that was all there was of it.” Ido not believe 
in that way of conducting official business. I believe that this 
Senate should not dignify the idle, loose talk that we hear in the 
Senate and on the streets and read in the newspapers by passing 
resolutions for investigations of such unfounded matters. 

Secretary Carlisle believes in the gold standard. So do the ma- 
jority on the other side of the Chamber. I need not say that the 
majority of the people are of the same view, but the Representa- 
tives, fresh from the people, in the other House of Congress, re- 
cently expressed their sentiments upon this subject and refused 
to vote for the free and unlimited coinage of silver under existing 
conditions. But because there are others who differ from Mr. 
Carlisle, and honestly differ, I concede, is it necessary to join in 
a crusade against him? Is he to be picked out asa subject of 
investigation in this offensive manner? We can imagine how this 
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ines of 142e newspapers. Iam not here to especially antagonize 
the newspapers; | am not here especially to condemn or criticise | 
them, but they naturally like sensations. 

What will the average reader understand when you pass this 
resolution? He will believe that the Senate thought there was 
something wrong in the issuance of those bonds, some fraud, | 
some irregularity, some wrongdoing, something that has been 
sought to be covered up, something by which millions of dollars 
have been squandered, millions of dollars have been stolen, mil- 
lions of dollars have disappeared, and that somebody has improp- | 
erly made a great fortune out of the transaction. 

Mr. President, it is against the imputations which such a pro- 
ceeling inevitably implies that I protest. ‘The proposed action is 
unworthy of the Senate. 

As I said before, and I need not repeat it, I do not take this po- 
sition because of any special relations I have with Secretary Car- 
lisle, I have none. Those who know me in this Senate know I 
would take the same ition if a Republican Secretary of the 
Treasury were involved. I favored the ordinary resolution of in- 

uiry in regard to the national banks which the Senator 

ansas offered in 1393. The Senator from Massachusetts and 
other Senators op it. That was an ordinary, simple, cour- 
teous resolution which it was proper to pass, but which never has 
been passed, a resolution simply asking for information. I have 
always favored such resolutions and aeege will, That is one | 
thing; but 1 do not believe in dignifying by an investigation a 
proceeding of this kind. 

What is the idea asscciated in the public mind with an investi- 
gation? The idea is that there is something aoa something 
suspicious, something irregular, something unlawful. 

. President, has 1t not the custom of the Senate to refuse 
to authorize ial committees? I so affirm. I have no doubt 
the President of the Senate would appoint a fair committee. I 
have no question about it. But that is not the point. You have 
the Finance Committee, which has charge of and is familiar with 
financial subjects. The statute already read by the Senator from 
Ohio shows that the Finance Committee has ample power to 
summon the Secretary of the Treasury before it in the usual and 
ordinary way provided mgm statute. If you want any informa- 
tion the Secretary of the Treasury will cheerfully furnish it. 

Speaking in reference to Mr. Carlisle, I simply say it ought not 
to ” necessary to urge our Democratic party friends to treat a 
Democratic Secretary of the Treasury as we would treat a Re- 
publican Secretary of the ury. Di with him as we 
may about the financial question, that is another thing. But it is 
un wise, it is foolish, from a party standpoint, to pass the resolution. 

It is seriously proposed to examine all the bond sales, The first 
two bond sales are to be investigated. What is the objection to 
the first two bond sales? They were substantially popular loans; 
the people were authorized to bid. Subscriptions were asked. 
The people bid. Syndicates were formed, as they had a right to 
be formed. A portion of the bonds went to what are called the 
people proper and a portion to the syndicate, so called. They 
were both virtually popular loans. There was no difficulty about 
them. Nobody makes any complaints against them. Yet they 
are to be investigated. 

I do not see why, simply because some fault has been found 
with what is called the syndicate bond sale, there should be any 
attempt to investigate the two preceding bond sales. Why is 
this Administration singled out for investigation of all its bond 
sales? Why is not the proposal of Mr. Secretary Foster to sell 
bonds to be investigated? hy are not previous bond sales in 
the history of the Government to be investigated? If there is 
any yearning desire to know all about the transactions of the 
Treasury, let us go back to the bonds issued at the close of the 
war. Let previous Administrations be investigated. Let not the 
Senate proceed simply to investigate the present Administration 
as though bonds had never been issued before, as though the issue 
of bonds is a new thing, unprecedented in the history of the 
Government. 

Therefore I say if you are going to investigate the two first 
bond sales of $50,000,000 each you will have to do it just because 

ou want to do it, and not because anyone makes an allegation of 
ularity. Nobody questioned them atthetime. Somethought 
they were unnecessary. Some thought the Administration ought 
to have proceeded in a different way. They thought it was an 
effort for the maintenance of the gold standard, and that it was 
an impolitic thing todo. That is all right. No investigation is 
needed in regard to matters of that kind. 

Next, we take the syndicate loan. There was nothing done | 
secretly. The gold reserve was rapidly diminishing, and a crisis 
was at hand. Time was important. cede, if you please, that 
the terms were harsh. What were the facts—the true intention? 
The President had sent in a special m informing 
of the emergency, and Con did nothing. That message is 
familiar tothe people. The t con ing from the 
country. He told the people that in his judgment the reserve 


from 
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should be replenished. He told them that the only way to 4 
effectually was by the issue of bonds. He told Congress t}, 
did not want bonds issued it should pass some legislatic, 
Congress did nothing. What was the President to do? | 
absence of special legislation by Congress, in the absenc: 
direction wpon the part of the lawmaking power, the P,. 
must proceed to execute existing law. I wish before I gett ),,.,) 
to read the special message, but I shall not stop now to do jit. > 

The President not only sent a special messaze to Congre. 
ing its attention to the crisis that then confronted the «.,.,,,; 
but in his subsequent annual 0 he stated the whv), 
cial situation. He accepted the full responsibility. He «)j; 
nothing. He did his duty as he understoodit. He may be wr,,,. 
from the silver standpoint. That is a different question. p); 
under the responsibility of his oath of office, understanding jij 
duty as he saw it, believing that the best interests of this © an:ry 
as well as existing law, required the maintenance of the y)\j 
standard and its policy, he saw fit to have the bonds issue|. \y, 
may differ with him as to the mere question of propriety. T),); 
does not present a question to be investigated. All the bona 
could then have been floated at 3 per cent if Congress had » 
willed it. Congress seemed to be afraid of gold, althouch ¢))) 
whether rightfully or wrongfully, was conceded to be the , nly 
legal standard of value. 

Vhether the gold policy is wise or unwise is not the question, 
The fact of thelegal existence of the single gold standard confronts 
us, and it will remain such until it shall be cha . Senators who 
differ with the President have a right to introduce bills t) chap. 
that standard. Senators have a right toargue that it ought to jj» 
chauged. Senators have a right to goto the national conventions 
and endeavor to induce their party friends to change it as tho 
policy of the party; but until it is changed a duty confri iis the 
officials of the Government, and that duty they must pro: eed to 
discharge. It is unwise, it is inexpedient upon our part to indulvs 
in senseless criticism of their conduct simply because we })a) jen 
to differ with them, as some Senators may, upon the vital question 
of the gold policy or the silver policy. 

1 need not read now the syndicate contract that was mide with 
Morgan and others of New York. The syndicate contract was 
specially valuable to the Government, because under its terns 
one-half of all the gold was to be procured from abroad. W)u:t 
do the facts show? They show that under the first two loans the 
gold that was used for the purchase of bonds was drawn out of 
the Treasury on the presentation of greenbacks only a few days 
before. Therefore, when the bond sales were fully completed there 
was very little more gold in the Treasury than when they we: 
started, because a large portion of the gold was drawn 0111 of the 
Treasury with which to pay for the bonds. But the syislicate 
contract of February, 1895, was valuable to the Government be- 
cause one-half of all the gold was to be procured from a)road. | 
need not argue how it benefits the country to have the gold come 
in from abroad instead of taking it from our own Treasury. 
desirable as far as possible to sell our securities abroad in orde: 
that more money may come into the country. 

I know it is said that gold bonds ought not to have been issued. 
Yet, sir, we expect to pay in gold if gold is demanded, es)ecially 
if any difference in value exists. As I understand it, the true 
friends of silver have never asked that the obligations of ‘)» (ov- 
ernment or the creditors of the Government should be pid in 
depreciated currency. They expect—and that is their argumeut— 
that whenever the free coinage of silver shall be decreed, in the 
very near future there will be a in fact as well as in law. 
That is the true theory of the silver men. But unt! t 
occur there can be no objection to the Government issuing its 
bonds, and there can be no objection to the Government insisting 
upon it that while the present standard of value remains the yreen- 
backs shall be redeemed in gold. : 

The syndicate bond sale took place in February, 1895. om 
vestigation was then suggested. None wasproposed. The cou 
try was then familiar with the syndicate transaction. Sve 
speeches were made against it, but no Senator rose in his p a? 
and asked for an investigation. Nearly a year and a hal! 1s 
elapsed since the syndicate sale of 1895, and then all at onc: ‘1° 
is a zeal manifested for the of a resolution of investig’ 
tion. If the bond sale of 1895 was so irregular, if there was %\)- 
thing improper about it, if there was anything wrong alt‘ 
why did not some Senator then propose an investigation when '! 
was fresh in the minds of the people? No, Mr. President: 1's" 
afterthought. {t is an outcome for use in the approachins }o'™ 
ical campaign. It is an effort of a combination here in the “°™ 
ate of Senators who want tothrow mud upon this Administrat.. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from New York yield to me 
for a moment or two? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. a 

Mr. NELSON. I have a little local bill which I should like to 
have considered. It will take but a moment. ‘ 
Be. PEFFER. I guess we had better proceed with the regu 

er. 
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Mr. NELSON. It isa little bill which the soldiers of St. Paul 
wish to have passed for Memorial Day. ; 

Mr. PEFFER. I think it would be better to proceed with the 
regular order. . ‘ m . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas objects. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish the Senator frou Kansas would with- 
draw his objection. ; 

Mr. PEFFER. 1 would then have to yield to some other Sen- 
ator. and it would lead to confusion. ; 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Kansas objects 
to the consideration of the bill asked for by the Senator from 
Minnesota. The Senator from New York is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, of course the public interests would 
be greatly injured and delayed by the passage of the little bill of 
our friend the Senator from Minnesota. Everything now re- 
volves about the bond investigation. it is going to save the coun- 
try. it is going to vindicate those whoare urging it. The appro- 

‘ation bills must give way. Private bills must give way. 
co thing must give way in the Senate for the urgency of the 
passage of this extraordinary resolution of investigation. 
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| question of politics if I ean avoid it. 
Sena- | 


tors are so confident that the officials ot ihe Government are to be | 


ruined and injured that they can not wait even for a few minutes 


to havea private bill passed. The result of it wil! be adisappoint- | 


ment to those who are urging it. ‘ 

Third. Then came the recent loan, which has been called a 
popular loan. I do not know what real and substantive cri icism 
can possibly be made in regard to that loan. I have answered 
some of the trivial criticisms. I have read the notice of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury showing the terms under which the loan 
was authorized. We have not forgotten the debate that took place 
on the Thursday preceding the issuing of the call for the popular 
loan. All that Senators then wanted wasa popular loan. It was 
said the people were ready and eager to invest. It was repre- 
sented over and over again that the bonds of the Government 
could be sold at a rate which would be equivalent to 2, 24, or 3 
per cent. . , 
S maage were the expectations of those who made such predictions. 


| business men. 


I recently read the list of the bids to show how disap- | 


ow, there are to be investigated not only the syndicate loan but | 


the recent one. 

I have already answered the proposition that the bonds should 
have been sold at a fixed price. 
the fact that if the Secretary of the Treasury had authorized the 
bonds to be sold at a fixed price there would have been a clamor 
that the Secretary of the Treasury had attempted to prevent bonds 
being sold to the highest bidder, to the injury of the Government. 
I have already commented upon the fact that if he had insisted 
upon gold being deposited as security for the bid, or some other 
security given, it would have been said he was injuring the poor 
man; that the poor man had a right to bid for bonds; that he 
ought not to be required to give any security. He could borrow 
the gold and get the bonds if he were so disposed. 

ee the bond proposal or the call had provided that gold 
should not be procuredfrom the Treasury. Iam inclined to think, 
from one point of view, it would have been wise enough, and that 
bids should not have been accepted from any bidder where the 

ld could have been traced and shown to have come recently 

om the Treasury. Suppose he had putin suchaclause. I think 
it would have been a benefit to the Government and saved it from 
the endless-chain operation. Butif the Secretary of the Treasury 
had placed in the call for the bondssucha clause, what then would 
have been the charge? ‘Oh, it is unfair discrimination. A man 
who has his greenbacks placed away in his trunk locked up, or in 
his stocking. or in his safe has the right to take the greenbacks to 
the Treasury of the country and to get gold, andif he wants there- 
after to buy bonds he has a right to do it.” It would have been 
said that it was an unfair discrimination against the poor man; 
that the poor man had nothing but greenbacks; that those who 
had money stored away had only greenbacks, and greenbacks 
would enable them to get gold by going to the Treasury. It 
strikes me that upon the whole the Secretary of the Treasury pur- 
sued the wise course. He left it open for everybody, whether he 
had gold, whether he had silver, or whether he had to get his green- 
backs.go to the Treasury, draw out the gold, and obtain the bonds. 

Need I commentfurther upon the fact that everyone had a chance 
atthe bonds? Those who predicted that the bonds would be sold 
at a rate equal to 24 or 3 per ceut interest were disappointed. The 
sum total of these bonds were sold at only a trifle less interest than 
the syndicate bonds, and under the syndicate contract one-half of 
the gold was to be procured out of the country. 


| where there was a failure to take the 


1 have already commented upon | 


Among other bids was the bid called the Graves bid. The news- | 


re were filled with charges about the Graves bid. It was a 
for $4,500,000 of bonds. It seems he did not have any money. 
He was an adventurer. But he made his bid. He made it under 
“ free-for-all ” entry, under the call that let in any man, sane, 
insane, poor, blind, halt, Tom, Dick,or Harry. Everybody could 
come in, whether he had a dollar or not. That was fair, because 
it prevented criticism. Mr.Graves bid. He did not have a dollar 
of gold. He bid, and his bid was accepted. The Treasury noti- 
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with the terms of the 


fied bim that on such a day. iy 


wecordance 


proposal, he was to produce his first installment of gold: I think 
it was 20 percent. Hedid not fulfill, He did not respond. He 
was peddling his bonds, as the newspapers stated, all over Wall 


street. He was trying to zet somebody to let him have the gold, 
But there happened to be a flurry in Wall street that day on ac- 
count of the war scare, and down went the market value of the 
bonds and he could not get anybody to let him have enough 
money, and he forfeited. 
Then what did he do? Messrs. Morgan & Co. had 


riven ablanket 
bid to cover the whole amount 


They were entitled, under the 
strict terms of that bid, to any bonds where the bidder failed. 
That is the legal, proper, and just construction of the Morgan bid. 


What took place? This man Graves made a fuss about it. Le 
went into the newspapers, issued his charges that he was improp- 
erly shut out; that his bonds were irregularly given to the great 
syndicate formed by Morgan & Co. 

I do not propose to unnecessarily drag into this matter any 
in the previous debate had 
here two months ago I explained to the country and to the Senate 
who Mr. Morgan is. There is nota member of his firm who is 
known to be a Democrat. They are strong Republicans and they 
aided the Republican cause in previous campaigns. They are 
They are bankers; that is all. They deal in Gov- 
ernment securities. They reorganize great railroads 
railroads any wherein this country 


‘hey take 


North, South, East, or West— 


and reorganize them. They are men who have accumulated their 
millions, and, so far as I know, they have accumulated them hon- 
estly and fairly. They are men of high standing. The charge or 
insinuation is that in some way or other there is an undue inti- 
macy between the officers of the Government and this banking 
concern. ! have alluded to the fact in the previous debates had 
two months ago that Morgan & Co. are of the same firm that 
helped to float our bonds during the time of the war. There is 
nothing new about them. Neither the President of the United 


States nor Mr. Carlisle has any peculiar relations with those bank- 
ers any more than with any other banker throughout the country. 
Under the terms of the blanket bid. which covered all 
bonds, Morgan & Co. 
tained the $4.500,000 of Graves’s bonds. Here is something tan 
gible. If the Senatorfrom Kansas| Mr. Perrer} had put into the 
resolution a clause for the investigation of that particular 
action, saying it has been charged so and so, ther 
been something definite to act upon. 


*} 


bids 


ob- 


trans 
would have 
Here was the $1,500,000 


and the bonds were given to Morgan & Co. The answer is plain 
enough. The other man failed to produce the gold. and they gave 


it to the next bidder who. in formal terms, was entitled to it. 
That is the answer toit. But the charge is evouch, if it is made 
specifically and definitely, to warrant somebody e ining it. 

What did the House of Representatives On February 21, 
1896,in the House, which I submit to the Senate is properly the 
body to investigate the subject,if an investigation is to be had, 
the resolution was offered which I ask the Secretary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas it has been 
him and given to the 


“11 
il 


do 


‘ 
t 
5 


charged by 
public press, tl 


William Graves 


ina statement 
iat Hon. John l 


G. Carli the S Py 


of the Treasury of the United States, has refused to deliver to W m 
Graves $1,500,000 in bonds of the United 8 sat 115 1 after ‘ Lc- 
cepted the bid of the said Will 1 Gra therefor at said figure, although 
the said William Graves has tendered the Secretar f the Treasur 18 
amount of said bid for said bonds in gold at the subtreasury in t city of 
New York, and that the Secretary of the Treasury has awards ! nds 
to J. P. Morgan & Co.. at a sum 8200.0 s than the amount bid and tea- 
dered by the said William Graves: Therefore 

Resolved, That a committee of five membersof Shis House be appointed by 
the Speaker of this House to investigate Sal Charge and report to tiis house, 
in writing, the result of the investigation 


The committee is given power to send for persons and papers, to administer 
oaths. and such other powers as may be necessary in the course of the investi- 
gation hereby authorized. 

That there be, and hereby is, appropriated, out of any money in the con- 


tingent fund of the House, the sum 
necessary. to pay the expense of making th« 


Mr. HILL. Mr. 


f $10,000. or so much thereof as may be 
inv 


President, that resolution is 


estigation hereby authorized 


legitimate and 


proper inform. It charges something; it alleges something dis 
tinct; it specifies the precise ground that Mr. Carlisle refnsed to 
let Graves have the bonds. Although it says he has tender rold 
to the Treasury, it does not say when he tendered it. The reso- 
lution has never been acted upon in the other Honse. It stands 
there ready to be acted upon. If Mr. Carlisle s refused, arbi- 


trarily, willfully, improperly, to let a bidder have $4,500,000 of 
bonds, there is sufficient in that matter, of course, to justify the 
Honse of Representatives acting and taking cognizance of the 
matter. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from New York permit me to 
ask him a question for information? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. VEST. I take no special interest in these charges as to 
the integrity of the Secratary of the Treasury, nor have I paid any 
attention to them. 1do not believe them. But there is a part of 
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this transaction about which I have never been entirely satisfied. 
I mean as to the correct business relations between the parties, 
whether the Secretary of the Treasury construed the law correctly 
or not. As I understand the facts—possibly I am wrong—the 
firm of J. Pierpont Morgan & Co., or this syndicate, made a bid 
for the whole $100,000,000? 

Mr. HILL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. That bid was not accepted, I understand? 

Mr. HILL. It was not accepted asa whole in the first instance, 
because there were other bids to the amount of about $60,000,000 
which were more favorable to the Government—higher bids. 

Mr. VEST. I understand the facts to be that a number of | 
other bids were made which the Secretary of the Treasury found | 
to be more favorable to the Treasury than the bid of J. Pierpont 
Morgan & Cc.? 

Mr. HILL. Yes; to the extent I have stated. 

Mr. VEST. He then awarded these bids, and it turned out the 
parties were unable to furnish the gold for different reasons. 
Then the Secretary of the Treasury, under what is called by the 
Senator from New York this blanket bid, turned over all the 
unfulfilled bids to J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. Now, that seemed 
an extraordinary proceeding to me, unless there was a specific pro- 
vision that all the bids not taken for any reason should be given 
to J. ig ae Morgan & Co. I have always understood in regard 
to these Government biddings, and I think that obtains in all the 
Departments, that, when a bidder declines to comply with the 
terms of the bidding, it is then an option with the Government 
whether it shall award to the next bidder or, if the market has 
made it more advantageous to the Government, then to put up 
the same bid for other action by other bidders. I understand it 
is the fact that after these parties, for one reason and another, re- 
fused to take these bids the bonds went up. I have no personal 
knowledge on the subject, of course; I do not know any of the 
parties who bid; but I have understood that young men and 
women who did not have a dollar put in bids, and then either 
sold them or got other parties to put in the gold and divide the 
profits. But there were a large number of parties who could not 

urnish the gold, and in the meantime the market went up. Was 
it not the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, as the trustee of 
an express trust, an official under the Government, to take ad- 
wa of his right to put up the bonds to a better bid than that 
of J. Pierpont Morgan & Co.? 

Mr. HILL. What would have been the situation if the other 
bids were only half the amount of the hundred-million-dollar bid? 

Mr. VEST. He could then have gone on and put then: up again 
until he sold the balance, unquestionably. If the Senator will 

rmit me, 1 will make just one suggestion, because I am actuated 

y no feeling against the Administration nor the Secretary of 
the Treasury, as much as I differ with them in a great many re- 
spects. What would have been the result of the construction the 
Secretary of the Treasury has put upon this transaction? Sup- 
se a man of immense means, like J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. or 
Vanderbilt, undertook to corner, you might say, $50,000,000 or 
$100,000,000 of bonds 
ment? All that woul 


= up to the highest bidder by the Govern- 

be necessary would be to put in a blanket 

bid at a low figure, and then send a number of impecunious men 

to make bids at larger ey knowing that they could not put 
a 


up the gold, and then, when they had failed to do so, come in and 
say: “ Hereis my blanket bid; that covers it at a lower figure, and 
I want those bonds.” 

I do not say that was the case here by any means. I am speak- 
ing as a lawyer and as a legislator, not as an individual. any 
practice could be guilty of such abuse as that it isa most dangerous 
one. I have always thought that the Secretary of the Treasury 
ought, when he found thirty-five or forty million dollars of bonds— 
I will not be accurate as to the exact amount—was not taken by 
the parties who had made bids that were accepted, he ought then 
to have availed himself of the rise in the market and obtained a 
larger price for those bonds; and that was the duty of any trustee, 
whether he was a private trustee or a public one. 

Mr. HILL. I hope before this debate is over to put in the 
RECORD recisely the bid of J. Pierpont Morgan & Co, 

Mr. VEST. Yes; I should like to see that. 

Mr. HILL. From that it will appear that the bid was in the 
from usual in business transactions of that character whereby 
they bid for the whole hundred millions, which, of course, included 
any part thereof, and any bids not taken by other bidders. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, allow me to ask him 
a question right there, for that is the gist of this whole matter. 
Suppose when J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. put in those bids the 
bonds were worth 115. Sup that $50,000,000 of them were not 
taken by the parties who bid, for one reason and another, and 
in five days afterwards those bonds had gone up to 180. Does the 
Senator think that the Secretary of the Treasury was authorized 
to make a donation of the 15 per cent to J. Pierpont Morgan & 
Co. because they had chosen to incorporate in their bids an offer 
to take all bids that were not taken? Now, that is the whole of 
this question. . 
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Mr. HILL. The bid of J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. was 

form usual in such transactions. I am not called upon to apse 
the hypothetical case of the Senator from Missouri. 1 w!! coke 
further that of course the rejection of any and all bids is x)y..° 
reserved, and it was reserved here. - 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator from New \,,;; 
state that that is the usual offer, to take all the bids that 4), 
complied with? 

Mr. HILL. Such bids are very frequent in large transactions 
I do not say that Morgan’s bid contained an express clause } (rej), 
to take all bids not complied with. That, however, was i{s jg;j 
effect. It was the next highest bid, and the Government wa. iy 
duty bound to give the forfeited bonds to the next highest |)i(\j. 

Mr. VEST. And the Secretary of the Treasury holds that jj 
open until he sees how many other bids are not filled, and they 
gives that bidder the advantage of the rise in the market’ 

Mr. HILL. No; he gives to each bidder just what he is ontitleg 
to in the first instance, and upon any forfeiture he then gives th 
next highest bidder the benefit of such forfeiture. 
legal as well as fair to everybody. 

fr. VEST. What I stated is just what was done in this case 

Mr. HILL. No; it is not what was done in this case. ‘ 

Mr. VEST. The market had gone up. 

Mr. HILL. The market had gone up on some days and was 
down on others. On the very day when the Graves bid was to hp 
fulfilled by the payment of the gold the bonds in the market 
price were below what he bid for them. 

Mr. VEST. They immediately went up the next day and cop. 
tinued to go up. 

Mr. HILL. That is very true, of course. 
varies from day to day. 

Mr. VEST. They of course went right up. It was only a ten. 
porary depression. 

Mr. HILL. The stock market, of course, in New York is like 
a stock market elsewhere; it can be manipulated; the men who 
have large quantities of gold or bonds can manipulate it. The fact 
conceded by all those who have investigated the transaction, con. 
ceded by the newspapers at the time, which detailed it accurately, 
was that the day before Graves had to pay his money on his hid 
his bonds were being peddled around New York. On that day 
the market went below, so that those bonds in the market were 
selling for less than the Graves bid. 

They might have kept going down. Of course the Secretary of 
the Treasury could have accepted the J. Pierpont Morgan & (0, 
bid, which was very near this amount, or he could have resold the 
bonds again at public sale. But in what a situation would the 
Secretary have been placed if he had refused the Morgan bid 
and then had readvertised and resold the bonds, and they had 
brought less than the Morgan bid in the market. 

Mr. VEST. Graves’s bid was not the only bid—— 

Mr. HILL. Graves’s bid was not the only bid, of course. There 
was little or no complaint of any other bid. 

Mr. VEST. I beg pardon, but can the Senator tell the amount 
of bids not filled that J. Pierpont Morgan & Co. took under this 
blanket bid? 

Mr. HILL. Not very many. I will furnish the exact list to 
morrow. 

Mr. VEST. I have seen it stated that there was a much larger 
amount than $4,500,000. 

Mr. HILL. Morgan & Co. had about $37,000,000 in round nun- 
bers awarded to them in the first instance, and then they : tained 
$4,500,000 (the Graves bid) and about $237,000 more; that was all. 
I have read the resolution of the House of Representatives for the 
aps of showing that the real branch of the Government who 

uty it is to investigate these matters, if there is any duty at all, 
proceeded with it. A resolution was introduced for this invest 

ation. It never has been considered worthy of consileration. 

t never has been ——— up. It never has been discussed. lt 
never has passed the y that has the power to act on thie ques 
tion with more propriety than we have. 

Now, Mr. President, what is the situation? Do we want to aid 
a lawsuit? A short time since Mr. Graves brought suit against 
the Secre of the Treasury in this District. Mr. Carlisle ap 
peared, put in his answer, put in his affidavit, and detailed this 
whole transaction. Not expecting this debate to be resumd this 
afternoon, I was in hopes of ge a copy of the affidavit and 
that answer. The answer was putin and verified. The attorneys 
for Mr. Graves have been investigating the subject, and I am i 
formed that this afternoon they withdrew the suit. It was wholly 
unfounded; they could not maintain it anywhere. 

Mr. MILLS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Senate, I suggest 


Mr. CHANDLER. I suggest a call of the 
that there is no quorum mt. , 

The PRESIDIN G OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). Thé 
motion does not require a quorum, the Chair will state. 

Mr. MILLS. A motion to adjourn has preference. 

Mr. LODGE. Then I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I call for a division. 


in the 


to 


nor 
MUL 


Th it Was 


The stock market 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the demand for the yeas and | use the tracks already constructed. 
nays seconded? i pause.] A sufficient number have not sec- 
onded the demand. ee 

Mr. CHANDLER. I ask for a division. 


Under this amendment I 
think this very wise provision will be repealed. Is that so? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. It will be modified in this way, as I un- 


c derstand: This is an amendment to the House amendment. The 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Hamp- | Metropolitan Company have put down an underground electric 


shire calls for a division on the motion to adjourn. ; motive power, as required by Congress, and at very heavy ex- 
The question being put, there were, on a division—ayes 13, | pense. They claim that their connections are very delicat 


e, being 
noes 12. : made of porcelain, and that the running of cars of other roads 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ayes have it, and the Sen- | over their tracks, or any very heavy cars, would break the con- 
ate stands adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock. nection, and their engineer certifies in writing that it would be 
Mr. LODGE. I make the point of order that no quorum has | impossible to permit that without very serious injury. 


There- 
voted. ’ fore it is proposed that they must ask Congress for that authority 
Mr. MILLS. It does not require a quorum. | if itisto be given. That is as I understand it. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quorum is not required to ad- Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, the legislation that is sought to 
journ. The Chair has declared the motion agreed to. | be repealed in this peculiar way was secured only after a very 
Mr. FRYE. I call for the yeas and nays. earnest contest with the railway companies of this city. It was 
Mr. MILLS. That has been refused. regarded at the time by the House as a matter of very great im- 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays were not or- | portance. 


dered, one-fifth of the Senators present not having seconded the Mr. RICHARDSON. That is already arranged for. It does 

call. The vote has been taken by a division and carried, and it | not interfere with prior arrangements where t) 

has been declared by the Chair that the Senate stands adjourned | already. 

until 12 o’clock to-morrow. Mr. HEPBURN. It repeals that section. 
The Senate thereupon (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p.m.) ad-| Mr. RICHARDSON. Not where they have that right, as I 

journed until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 5, 1896, at 12 o’clock | understand it. 


iey have that right 





meridian. Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman will have that provision 
read again, I think he will find that my statement is correct. 

2 nares Mr. RICHARDSON. It does not interfere with them where 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. they have it in their charter. 

Monpay, May 4, 1896. Mr. HEPBURN. No; but there is a general provision enacted 


by the last Congress giving a road that coincides with another 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. | road the right to use the tracks of that road, 


instead of duplicat- 

Henry N. Coupen. | ing the tracks in the streets of the city. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday was read, corrected, Mr. RICHARDSON. This amendment provides that they may 
and approved. | still do it if Congress consents to it. 
CAPITAL RAILWAY COMPANY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. | Mr. HEPBURN. In every instance it makes it necessary to 
Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privi- | cee to Congress, instead of using the legislation which we have 

: r ’ : oa >. | now. 
es ne econ rence repers onSenate bill No. 888. | “Mr. RICHARDSON. 1 remember the legislation to which the 
= hak a oo wi read. gentleman refers, and I do not object to it, but I will savy to him 
| 


nn aiaiiiunce cn the Slccavesing votes of the two Houses on that some of the roads are equipping themselves, or proposing to 
the amendments of the House to the Senate bill No. 888, an act to amend an | ©4™P themselves, w ith a very heavy motor, known as the com- 
act entitled ““An act to incorporate the Capital Railway Company,” approved pressed air motor. The Eckington Company, for instance, are 
March 2, 1895, having met. after ead aed Bree epg tome agree torecommend | doing this. I mention that as one company which has already 
orthat the Su ceuahe treat tis Gisonecment to the amendment of the | 8!V@M notice that its purpose is to use that motive power. It was 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In section 1, thought that that company ought to submit the right to do that 
line 7, strike out the word * for” and insert “ have”; so that the phrase shal! | to Congress before it could run upon these tracks, and Congress 
PUES soho tae dinserecament Ge the coconl ond Sanotie | simply reserves the right in this amendment to give them the per- 


amendments of the House and agree to the same. mission hereafter or to withhold it. 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the third amendment of Mr. HEPBURN. Then the gentleman does understand that 
the House, and to the same with the addition of the ‘following proviso: 


: : ; this is in effect a repeal of the existing legislation? 

“ Provided fur That neither the Capital Railway Company nor any ‘ ’ r . . oa * . 
other street daitroad company in the District of Columbia shall be permitted Mr. RICHA RDS¢ IN. I think it would provide that they must 
to run cars over any underground electric or cable road by a route or routes | come to Congress for the authority. 
not specified in the charters of the respective roads and the amendments Mr. HEPBURN. Then it does repeal present legislation? 
thereto except authority of Congress hereafter to be granted.” ‘ Var ca 4 ca oe — . 

‘And that the House agree to the same. Mr. RICHARDSON. I say it is a modification of it 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the fifth amendment of the Mr. HEPBURN. Itisa repeal, isit not? If they have to get 
House, and agree to the same with an amendment, so that section 4shall read | legislation hereafter, when they do not have to get it under pres- 


as follows: nt legislati it certainly is ar al of Sat bond 
“That the portiors of the company’s routes from Congress or Pencote | ©™t /€g1s ation, it certainly 1s a repea of existing statutes. ; 
cos t line,| Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not understand that it repeals it 


Heights to Shepherds Landing, and from Good Hope to the District line, - 
totally, but modifies it. It does not interfere with them where 


eennee ~ wey Rye years fre = the passage of this act: Provided, 
That failure tocomplete the portions of the routes mentioned in this section, ste Tnaumn 7 dae otnae See elie Ae sate eid ail seal 
and also failure to complete the extension on Eleventh street east, shall oper- | they have that right alr aly , but he reatt rif the y want that right 
ate to repeal the authority to build said portions and shall not repeal the | they must get it through Congress. That is the idea. 

eharter of said company.” Mr. HEPBURN, That is not the language of this amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think you will find that it is. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I hope the House will not adopt this portion 
of the conference report. It is wrong. These companies fought 
very vigorously against this legislation, under the leadership of 
the gentleman, in the last House. 

Mr. DOCKERY. 1 ask to have the amendment again reported, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that that portion of the 
amendment be again read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wil) again read the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the second and fourth 
amendments of the House and agree to the same 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the third amendment of 
the House and agree to the same with the addition of the following proviso: 

* Provided further, That neither the Capita] Railway Company por any other 
street-railroad company in the District of Columbia shall be permitted to run 
cars over any underground electric or cable road by a route or routes not 
specified in the charters of the respective roads and the amendments thereto, 
except by authority of Congress hereafter to be granted.” 

And that the House agree to the same. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is the provision that I refer to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I desire to call attention to the fact that the 
conference committee have evidently exceeded their jurisdiction 
in undertaking, upon an act relating toa single railroad, to annex 
legislation in conference relating to all the railroads in the Dis- 
trict. They have clearly exceeded their jurisdiction. 





GEO. M. CURTIS, 
JAS. D. RICHARDSON, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


JAS. McMILLAN, 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 
STATEMENT. 
The amendment to the first amendment merely corrects a verbal error. 


— Senate recedes from its disagreement to the second and fourth amend- 
men 


The Senate recedes from its disagreement to the third amendment, and it 
is further provided that all street railroads be kept to routes authorized by 
their individual charters. 

The tifth amendment is ed to with the proviso that if the minor exten- 

are not completed within two years then the routes of such extensions, 
but not the entire franchise, shall be forfeited. 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman in 
charge of this matter a question. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Certainly. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to ask whether the amendment pro- 
ee in the conference report whereby these roads are limited 

the use of the routes laid down in their own charters does not 
change materially the legislation heretofore passed upon that 
subject? ere is a provision of law that where these roads coin- 
cide as to a part of their route, in order to avoid the multiplicity of 
tracks in the streets, such of them as coincide shall be required to 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Thisamendment provides that the Cap- 
ital Railway Company, the company we are chartering, and other 
companies shall not use the roads or shall not run their cars over 
the roads already chartered, the idea being of protecting the Met- 
ropolitan road because of the delicate machinery by which it 
operates its system. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman has reference toone particular 
road. Was not this a charter in reference to one particular road? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; not exactly. It provides that this 
road echall connect with the Metropolitan and also with the Capi- 
tal Traction Company, which is the old Washington and George- 
town Company, and that there shall be a free system of transfers 
between them, but that they shall not run their cars on either of 
the other roads. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Will the gentleman allow me to correct him 
there? There is no provision for ‘ connection” with either one of 
those railroads. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No, sir. 

Mr. HEPBUKN (continuing). And connection is not contem- 
plated. They are to approach each other, and at the points of ap- 

roach there is a free-transfer system, but there is no connection. 

here is no authorization in this bill for the Capital Company 
whereby its cars may be used upon either of these other roads. 
This provision is absolutely gratuitous. It has no connection 
whatever with the subject-matter of the bill, and it is an attempt 
in this insidious way to repeal useful legislation that this House 
struggled over for days during the last Congress. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise a point of order 
which will lieagainst this report. The committee of conference, 
in a bill having relation to the charter of one railroad has in- 
cluded legislation affecting all the other railroads. Idonot know 
whether that was done by the conference committee or in an 
amendment of the Senate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is by a Senate amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not done by the committee of conference? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is done on an amendment to a House 
amendment in conference. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The question is, is this amendment, whereby 
legislation is undertaken to apply to all the railroads in this Dis- 
trict, an amendment put on by the Senate or proposed to be in- 
cluded by the committee of conference? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It was put on in the conference as an 
amendment to a House amendment. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In the conference? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In the conference. 

Now, I do not think the point of order is well taken, if the gen- 
tleman will pardon me, This road, when built, connects with 
these other roads. I do not agree with my friend from Iowa as to 
the effect of the bill. These roads do not coincide—that is, they 


do not run on each others’ lines; but they connect, all three of |. 
ny—that is, the Capital 


them, with the Capital Railway Com 
Traction Company, which is the old rgetown and Washing- 
ton, and the Metropolitan Company are mentioned as connecting 


with that road; and the object primarily was to keep that road | 


and all others off the Metropolitan road on account of the delicate 
apparatus by which it is operated. - 

Now. I do not understand that it interferes with the charter 
rights of the companies, but = that hereafter the authority 
must be given by Congress. It does not interfere with those roads 
now. but it simply provides that hereafter the running of heavy 
cars over this delicate machinery shall not be granted on those 
roads without special authorization of Congress. I think that is 
right, Mr. Speaker, and the gentleman from Lowa will me— 
I think it is right because under the legislation which the gentle- 
man refers to this company has been required to expend $2,550,000 
to put in this ee electric system, which is a very delicate 
system. as it is explained to us. 

Mr. TERRY. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion right there? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Inamoment. The motive power is the 
underground electric current, and the connection that is made, as 
the engineer explains it to me, is by lain. It is a connection 
which is brittle and mo | be easily broken by the shock of these 
heavy cars, such as would be necessary for a the com- 
pressed air batteries; and it was thought that they ought to be 
protected in the use of this service by Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Iowa referred to the legislation 
of the last Congress. I remember it vey well. Iwas on the com- 
mittee, and it passed unanimously. 
correctly, an amendment was reported which was put on in con- 
ference. That amendment frome for this reciprocal trackage 
arrangement; and it is not the intention that this shall break that 
down where we already have it. I have the report here of the 
engineer. I do not know these matters of my own knowledge, 
but I think I will quote it correctly. However, we provide that 
hereafter Congress shall pass upon the matter and decide whether 
it is right and proper that the road being chartered should run 
over the Metropolitan road, with the heavy motive power they will 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








I remember the matter 


, May 4, 


have, heavy enough to crush this porcelain connection, whic) j; 


| a delicate a, that they have put in there. 


Mr. BA of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I promised to yield tothe gentleman fro.) 
Arkansas [Mr. Terry] for a question. - 
Mr. TERRY. In view of the fact that Congress had expr 
provided that when one of these railroads laid its tracks i), ; 
streets it would be liable to have other companies run over {}) 

tracks, what right had the Metropolitan Company to constr. 
roads with such delicate machinery as to make that law of (, 
gress practically of no effect? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I will answer the gentleman by sayin> 
that it was the express requirement of Congress that the \{\:;.,. 
politan Company should equip its road with underground ¢}...;;j¢ 
power, and that company has done so, and has expended $2,51))) 9 
in doing it, under the direction of the very best experts. 

Mr. TERRY. ButI understand you to say that in doing it they 
have used a kind of porcelain or some material so delicate ¢):\ 
other cars can not run over the track. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Ark..). 
sas and I would not differ about the method of constructiny {ho 
road, because neither of us would know how to do it, but this 
company has expended this money, and the gentleman will wn Jer. 
stand that their object was not to do what he says, nullify an act 
of Congress. Their object was to get the very best apparatus and 
equipment for the purpose, and that is what they have provided, 
I want to call attention also to the fact that it is a thing of joy to 
ride on the cars propelled by this new system, and it seems to 10 
we ought to protect this company as far as we can afier haying 
required them to make this large expenditure. 

r. BAKER of New Hampshire. If I understand the act in 
question, it simply permits the cars of the Capital Railway (om- 
pany to come up to a point where transfers are issued from that 
road to the Metropolitan and to the Capital Traction roads. The 
cars of this company are not proposed to be run over the tracks 
either of those lines, and if that be so, what is the necessity for 
the provision that is creating this discussion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Because they may get an amendment and 
obtain the right to run on this track. 

Mr. BAK of New Hampshire. But they have not got it 
now, and it is not proposed by this bill that a shall have it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Do I understand the gentleman from New 
Hampshire to say that this particular company does not propose 
to avail itself of the benefits of that provision of the statute’ 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. It has no right under this 
charter to proceed one foot on the tracks of either of thes» «thor 
companies, and consequently this provision that has been injected 
here is not germane to this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In reply to the gentleman, I will say that 
there are two roads to occupy the new line to be constructed. 
The Capital Railway is the name of the new one, and the other 
is the old Anacostia line, which now occupies the track an! 
runs its cars now over the Metropolitan track not only at this 
point of connection, but clear on down to Ninth street. up Ninth 
to G street, around G street, and back down on the Metropolitan 
track. Now, the Anacostia road may change its motive power; 
it hopes to do so, and the line is to by that company ia 
common with the company that is chartered under this bil!, tho 
Capital Railway Company, and therefore they will connect and 
run their cars on this track, and this provision is designed to pre- 
vent the abuse of the tracks of this new line. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Does the gentleman claim 
that the present company will have any right, by virtue of this 
bill, if it shall become a law, to run on the tracks of either the 
Meso or the Capital Traction Company? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not at present; but they may get it by 
— patent with the Anacostia Company, which connects 
with it. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But they can not co it under 
this bill, so there is no need for dealing with that question now. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, on this point of order allow me 
to read the amendment of the House to the Senate bill. This 1s 
the amendment over which there was disagreement: 


Provided further, That the line of said railway company shall be °om- 
menced within three months and completed within one year from the (a'e 
—_ passage of this act, with the exception mentioned in section 40! (ls 


v 


8 


3 
0- 


That was all the matter of t between the two 
Houses. Now two amendments have been introduced not by tie 
Senate, but by the conference committee—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is not the gentleman mistaken a)0u' 
that? Is not this amendment te the one which prov'¢°3 
where connection is to be made with the Capital Traction ( ™- 
pany and with the tan Company?  . 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; here is the conference commitice 5 
amendment: 


Provided further, That neither the Capital Railway Company nor any othe! 
street-railroad company in the District of Columbia shall be permitted 
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ars over any underground electric or cable road, by a route or routes | 
re ee in the charters of the respective roads and the amendments | 
eeeete. except by authority of Congress hereafter to be granted. 


Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Where do you get that? That is 
not in the bill. ap 

Mr. HEPBURN. This is the amendment that the conference | 
committee have added to the amendment of the House to the Sen- | 
ate bill. Here was a private charter. The subject-matter of the 
pill that was before the House was confined to this one road. | 
There was no authority in the bill to use the tracks of either of 
these other roads. They do not in fact connect, any further than | 
that they come together; in one case they do not even do that. | 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will not the gentleman state again | 
that amendment of the conference committee? | 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading)— 

Provided further, That neither the Capital Railway Company nor any other | 
strect-raifroad company in the District of Columbia shall be permitted to run | 
cars over any underground elevtric or cable road by a route or routes not 
specified in t w charters of the respective roads and the amendments thereto, | 
except by authority of Congress hereafter to be granted. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman allow me a word at this 

int, for the purpose of making this matter plain as I understand | 
it? The House amendment which was in conference contained, I | 
believe, this provision (referring to the Capital Traction Com- | 

anv )-— 
Perna’ further, That the line of said railway company shall be com- 
menced within three months and completed within two years from the date | 
the of passage of this act, with the exception mentioned in section 4 of this | 
act. } 

Now, that amendment of the House having been disagreed to | 
by the Senate and having gone to conference, the Senate, by the | 
conference report, recedes from its disagreement to that amend- | 
ment. Then the conferees take up, as the gentleman says, an en- 
tirely new subject and report the matter which the gentleman 
has read, which was not in conference. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I thank the gentleman for his explanation. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that if this conference commit- | 
tee were authorized to do what they have done, then there is no 
limitation whatever upon the power of such a committee. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Will the gentleman allow me a/| 
question? As I understand, the various charters or acts of Con- 

ss heretofore passed authorizing the occupation of the streets | 
Fe stress railways have all provided that the companies should | 
permit other street-railway companies to occupy their tracks, 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Andif this amendment which the | 
conference committee has embodied in this bill should become a | 
law, it will have the effect of repealing that provision in the va- 
rious charters, so that hereafter no street-railway company may 
occupy the tracks of any other street-railway company, if it be | 
either a cable or an electric underground road, without an act of 
Congress. ‘ 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. Now, Mr. Chairman, the unwis- 
dom of this proceeding must be apparent to everyone. 

Mr. CANNON. Before the gentleman proceeds further, let us | 
get at the facts. I want tosee whether I understand them. As I 
understand from the gentleman's statement, the conferees ap- | 
— by the House and the Senate to meet and adjust the dif- 

erences between the two Houses met and adjusted the difference 
by an agreement that the Senate recede from its disagreement to | 

House amendment. Then the conference committees of the 
two bodies took up an entirely new matter, one which had never 
been considered by the House and never considered by the Senate, 
and proceeded to write into the bill legislation with reference toa 
matter about which there had been no difference between the two 
Houses. Is that the gentleman's contention? 

Mr. HEPBURN. e gentleman is absolutely correct in that | 
statement. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Itis understood that I made the point of order | 
that the conferees have exceeded their jurisdiction in this matter, | 
and that therefore the conference report can not be received. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, the amendments, in the 
way in which they are numbered, are misleading. The point at 
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| running its cars along its li 


| amendment of their own. 


there. 





which the amendment excepted to by the gentleman from Iowa 
[Mr. Herpurn] and other gentlemen should come in is where it | 
is proposed that the Capital Railway Company (the new company | 
now bein chartered) shall issue free transfers with the Capital 
raction © (that is, the old Washington and Georgetown 


Company) and t Metropolitan Company. Here, then, is a 
charter dealing with rt mon. 


p the Metropolitan Company, with the Capital 
on Company (or the old Washington and Georgetown Com- | 
ae this new Capital Railway Company, which is being | 


Now, the bill into conference inthat condition. As it goes | 

to conference it requires that the three companies, the two old | 
ones I have named and the new one which we are now charter- | 
. Shall issue free transfers at their points of connection. Then | 
this it comes in. The action taken in this matter is 
coupled with the knowledge that the Anacostia road, the old road | 
now in existence, which connects with the Washington Traction | 


‘’ ’ . . 
Company and also with the Metropolitan Company, and is to-d 


ine, the old line of that road, which 
| to be the new line of this new road, the two lines coincidit r - 
A MeMBER. Oh, no. 
: Mr. RICHARDSON. Indeed ¢ do, from half a mile bevond 
the Anacostia Bridge which crosses the Eastern Brane] They 
are to run their cars upon that line. And to-day the Anacostia 
| road is running its cars a mile or more ov M in 
tracks, up as fay as G street on Ninth, and, as t n 
knows, around on Ninth and back over t Me I l 
and out to Anacostia. . 
Mr. HEPBURN. Is the Anacostia road mentioned in ? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. No, Sir. 
Mr. HEPBURN. Then why are you ment‘oning it 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Because the tracks of that road coincide 
with the new tracks of this new road for nearly half a mile: and 
that company is already running its cars over the Met , 
road. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the conferees on the part oO the H ise 


thought, and I still think. dealing with the three roads at the con- 
necting point where they are required to make their tran 


3, in 
view of the fact that the line to be used in common, namely, the 
Anacostia road, coincided with the tracks of the proposed new 
road, that we had the right to prov ide that before they « uld run 
over or cross the tracks of that road, the Metro tan, or any 
other, that Congress should be called upon to pass on this question. 

Now, if I have been able to make myself understoo 1, I have 
stated clearly the position that I take in regard to the matter 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the itleman 
from Tennessee what that has to do with the matter in dispute 
between the two Honses? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Nothing, Mr. Speaker, except that the 
question in dispute—one of the matters in dispute between the 
two Houses—was the amendment put upon the Senate bill by the 


House. 

There was, the Chair will remember, no provision when the bill 
came here from the Senate for this connection with the Metropoli- 
tan road, and the House itself, in considering the Senate bill, put 
on the amendment which carried the new company from Eleventh 
street east up to Lincoln Park, where it connected with the line of 
the Metropolitan Street Railroad Company, and says so in so many 
words. That was the way of it; that was the way the matter 
originated; and the Senate having agreed to it with an amend- 
ment, that amendment was submitted by the House conferees as 
a part of the report, being the only matter in controversy. The 
Senate, in other words, agreed to the House amendment with an 
They agreed to the amendment « 
House making the road connect with the other lines by 
provisions which the gentleman objects to. 

Now, it seems to me to be strictly in order. 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Tennessee is in error in 
this matter. Now, in order to make the proposition germane he 
attaches it to another part of the bill 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I said that there might be some mistake 
of the numbers which would mislead the House. 

Mr. HEPBURN. But section 3—there was no disagreement 
The only amendment by the House was to insert the words 
** Metropolitan Railway Company,” and the Senate did not 
agree to that. So that section was not a subject of differ 
tween the Houses, and was not therefore a matter for conference, 
It was not even before the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ithinknot. TheSenateagreed tothatamend- 
ment of the House, as I understand it, and there was, it seems to 
me, no possible ground upon which the action of the conference 
committee could have been taken. The gentleman from Ten- 
nessee does not improve his case, therefore, by the statement he 
made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is entirely mistaken in 
supposing that section 3 was not in controversy. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It was amended by the House, but there was 
no disagreement, as I understand it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, yes; the Senate nonconcurred in all 
of the House amendments. It disagreed with that particular 
amendment with the others; and they were all in conference 

Mr. HEPBURN. Did it disagree to the insertion of 
“Metropolitan Railroad Company”? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. Every one of the amendments 
were disagreed to and went to conference. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. But suppose that to be true, 
did the words inserted in section 3 by the House, ** Metropolitan 
Railway Company,” even if attached to the section, make this 
germane to the bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Not at all: this matter is not germane. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it is germane; and if the gentle- 
man from Maine will give me his attention a moment I think I 
can convince him. ‘This matter is germane because we required 

it is made by the House amendment 
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adding the words ‘‘ Metropolitan Railway Company,” the Senate 
having already made the connection with the Capital Traction 
Company. 

Mr. ILLIAM A. STONE. But does not that relate to trans- 
fers only? 

Mr. CANNON. That is all. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. There seems to be no question 
that that is the only point, merely the exchange of transfer tickets. 
It does not mean that they are to run over the same tracks. Where 
is there anything in the bill that was put on in the Senate or has 
any relation to the provision that no other company shall run on 
the tracks except by a right of way granted by Congress? 

Mr. HEPBURN. The gentleman from Tennessee is in error in 
regard to the insertion of the provision relating to the connection 
of these three roads. There is noconnection in fact between them. 
In reference to the line on Eleventh streef the provision is as 
follows: 

Also continuing from said Eleventh and M streets northon Eleventh street 
to the south building line of A street south. 

That comes within a half a block, and a half a block only, from 
the line of the Metropolitan Railway track. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Thereisstillaspace there of a full half block. 
IT am confident that the gentleman is in error. They do not coin- 
cide, Theydo not approach nearer thana half block. And again, 
with regard to the Siher connection—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think the gentleman is mistaken. 

Mr. HEPBURN (reading)— . 

Thence west on M street toa point to be located by the District Commis- 


sioners near Eighth street east, connecting with the lines of the Capital 
Traction Company. 


But there the authority to build ends. They can not go a foot 
farther than that, The Capital Traction Company tracks are on 
Kighth street, and the Capital Railway Company only reaches 
Eighth, and does not traverse it afoot. So, again, as tothe provi- 
sion for transfers. These two points preclude the idea that it was 
the purpose of the bill that the two companies should jointly use 
the same tracks. Why should there be transfers if the journey 
was not to be interrupted at that point? The gentleman is in er- 
ror in every one of these propositions, and this is new legislation, 
repealing that which was secured last year. Isubmit, Mr. Speaker, 
that it ought not to be tolerated. embers do not scrutinize re- 

»orts of this kind. They do not expect this kind of action. They 
o not expect committees to attempt new legislation in matters 
of this character. 

My attention had been called to this report. I had opposed some 
of the amendments of the Senate, and I was told as to certain mat- 
ters of agreement, with which I was perfectly content, but this 
was not one of them. This was entirely new to me, and it was 
only through an accident that I heard this part of it read. I sup- 
posed that the report would be upon matters that had been agreed 
upon and not this method of securing the coveted legislation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say, on the point of 
order, that while I have no interest in the particular matter that 
is now in dispute, I do have an interest, as a member of the House, 
in the jurisdiction of conference committees. It is exceedingly 
important that conference committees should not overstep their 
jurisdiction. That jurisdiction is confined, under the rules, to 
matters in dispute between the two Houses that have been com- 
mitted to the conference, and in reconciling those disputes. They 
have no business to go outside and legislate on any matters that 
do not refer to the particular matter in dispute. 

In this case the particular matter that wasin dispute related to 
the time of the construction of this particular road. Now, any 
amendment that related to the matter in dispute between the two 
Houses as to that — railroad, as a proviso, would have 
been in order, but when it is proposed to add to that a proviso leg- 
islating generally as to all railroadsin the District, the conference 
committee exceed their jurisdiction. Therefore they ought not to 
do that as a matter of precedent for other cases. Conference com- 
mittees, as has been frequently decided by the House, must con- 
fine themselves to the matters that are in dispute, and not under- 
take to legislate outside of those matters. Otherwise you will 
have conference committees bringing in all kinds of legislation on 
minor matters of dispute. 

It will be remembered that in the Fifty-second Congress this 
matter was carefully debated in the House, and the Speaker, ina 
case precisely like this, ruled out the report of a conference com- 
mittee, holding that the conferees must confine themselves to the 
matter or matters in dispute, and that no amendment not ger- 
mane to that particular matter in dispute can be included in the 
report of a conference committee. 

r. RICHARDSON. I concur quite fully with the gentleman 
from Maine in his statement about in ucing foreign matter 
into a conference report. I know that can not be done; but the 
point with me was, while the margin I can see is narrow and close, 
it occurred to me that, dealing with the three lines noes this 
method of connection, providing that there should be free trans- 
fers between the three lines, providing that the connection should 


AY 4, 


be made between the lines of the two old companies and tho lin 
of this company, that it would be in order to provide these +, - 7 
upon which the union might be made. - 

Mr. DINGLEY. But it will be noticed that the only point in 
dispute to which you attach this proviso, as the report says, is the 
third amendment. F 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The amendment may be wrongly ny. 
bered, I will suggest to the gentleman, because there is a typo. 
graphical error in which one word is changed, and it may be that 
in making that change the numbers may be inadvertently placed 

Mr. DINGLEY. Now, the gentleman's case is much worse jf 
it is confined to the third section. Notice all there was in disputg 
between the two Houses. The original bill read: 

That the Capital Railway Company and the Capital Traction Company are 
hereby required to issue free transfers at the point of intersection of their 
respective lines. 

Now, that was amended by inserting the words “the Metro. 
politan Railroad Company.” That is the only point in dispute 
whether or not the Metropolitan Railroad Company shall be added 
to the Capital Railway Company and the Capital Traction Com. 
pany for the purpose of issuing free transfers. To that you attach 
an amendment providing general legislation for all the railways 
in the District. Obviously that is not germane. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I do not want to interrupt the gentle 
man, but I know he intends to be entirely fair—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to know what connec. 
tion that has with the amendment— 

The Metropolitan Railroad Company? 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I was just coming to the point. The 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. DINGLEY] has well said that that is 
the only amendment in the third section, but that amendment in 
the third section was made necessary because of a previous 
amendment that the House put on the Senate bill. The pro- 
visions of the amendment related to the Metropolitan Railroad, 
and provided that cars should be run by this new company over 
Eleventh street east to the Metropolitan road and to the south 
boundary of Ninth street, where, I understand, the Metropolitan 
tracks are already laid, and upon which the railroad runs its cars; 
and inasmuch as these two amendments related to this road this 
amendment would apply to that road. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I can not see the distinction. I submit the 
point of order to the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The point I desire to submit to the 
gentleman is that it was desirable legislation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. It may be desirable legislation, but it was not 
included in the point of difference which was referred to the com- 
mittee of conference. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the Chair is of the opinion that it 
should not be there, I'can withdraw it, if it is desired. I will con- 
fer with the gentleman who presented the report. [After a pause. | 
If the Chair is of the opinion that the amendment would not be 
germane, I will ask leave to withdraw the report. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks leave to withdraw the 
report. 


ere was no objection. 
BRIDGE ACROSS ILLINOIS RIVER, NEAR GRAFTON, ILL. 


Mr. JOY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 7973) to establish a railroad 
bridge across the Illinois River, near Grafton, Ill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the St. Lo Perry and Chicago Railroad, a cor- 
poration o ized under the laws of State of Illinois, its successors and 
assigns, are hereby authorized and empowered to erect, construct, establish, 
and maintain a sellwer See. and approaches thereto, across thie Illinois 
River, in the State of Illinois, between a point to be selected by said railroad, 
or its successors or assigns, within 5 miles from and above the upper limits 
of Grafton, in the — < Jersey, in said State, and a point in Calhoun 
County,in said State, to be selected by said railroad, or its successors or as- 
signs, opposite or nearly opposite the point so selected as aforesaid in said 
Jerse uty, which said bridge shall not interfere with the free navization 
of said river, and in case of any litigation arising from any obstruction or 
all obstruction to free na tion of said river, the proceeding shal! be 
instituted in and determined by the district court of the United States for 
the southern district of the State of Illinois. 

Sec. 2. That the bridge authorized by and constructed under this act shall 
be a pivot drawbridge, the camper, on the Jersey side to commence at the 
abutment of the approach on that side of the river, which abutment on the 
Jersey side shall be within the low-water mark, and the bridge sha!! have 4 
draw over the main channel of the river at an accessible and navigalle point, 
with spans of not less than 175 feet in len on each side of the center of the 
pivot pier of the draw, and the span next the drawspan on the Calhoun side 
of the river shall not be less than 200 feet in length, and the remaining spa 
of such length as shall be necessary to reach the approach on that side o! the 
river, w will be beyond low water on the Calhoun side. Allspans to have 
a clear headroom of 10 feet above high water; and the piers of said bri ige 
shall be parallel with the current of the river when said bridge shall be 


Sec. 3. That any bridge constructed under this act and according to its 
limitations be a la structure, and shall be known and recognized as 
& post route, and the same is hereby declared to be a post route, and it shall 
enjoy the same rights and privileges as other post-roadsin the United States 

made for the transmission over 
munitions of war of the United 
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have the right «f way for 
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1896. 


Sec. 4. That all railroad companies desiring the use of said bridge shall have | 





entitled to equal rights and privileges relative to the passage of rail- 
ains over the same and the approaches thereto, and in the use of the 
fixtures thereof, upon payment of a reasonable compensation 


and be 
road tr 
machinery and 
for such use; an 
companies, or any © 
or sums . ; ; ; . 

which each shall conform in using said bridge, or either of said matters, then 
all matters in dispute or at issue between them or any of them shall be de- 
cided by the Secretary of War upon a hearing of the allegations and proofs 
of the parties. : , 

Sec. 5. That the structure herein authorized shall be built and located 
under and subject to such regulations for the security of navigation of said 
river as the Secretary of War shall prescribe; and to secure that object the 
gaid company or corporation shall submit to the Secretary of War for his 

ion and approval a design and drawings of said bridge and a map of 


f them, desiring such use shall fail to agree upon the sum 


examination . ; 
the location, giving, for the space of 1 mile above and 1 mile below the pro- 

sed location, the to; phy of the banks of the river, the shore lines at 

igh and low water, the dirsction and strength of the current at all stages, 
and the soundings, accurately showing the bed of the stream. the location of 
any other bridge or bridges, and shall turnish such other information as may 
be required for a full and satisfactory understanding of the subject; and 
until the said plan and location of the bridge are approved by the Secretary 
of War the bridge shall not be commenced or built, and should any change 
be made in the plan of said bridge during the process of construction, such 
change shall be subject to the approval of the Secretary of War; and the 


said construction shall be at all times so managed and kept as to offer rea- 


sonable and proper means for the passage of vessels through or under said 
structure; and to secure the safe passage of vessels at night there shall be 
displayed on said bridge, from the hour of sunset to that of sunrise, such 
lights as may be prescribed by the Light-House Board; and the said structure 
shall be changed, at the cost and expense of the owners thereof, from time 
to time, as the Secretary of War may direct, so as to preserve the free and 
convenient navigation of said river. 

Sec. 6. That this act shall be null and void if actual construction of the 
bridge herein authorized be not commenced within two years and completed 
within five years from the date hereof. 

Sec. 7. That Congress shall have power at any time to alter, amend, or re- 
peal this act so as to prevent or remove all hurtful obstructions to the navi 

tion of said river by the construction of said bridge and itsaccessory works: 

rovided, That nothing in this act shall be soconstrued as to repeal or modify 
any of the provisions of law now existing in reference to the protection of 
the navigation of rivers or to exempt the bridge from the operation of the 


“ao. & That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follows: 


Strike out all of section 1, after the word “county,” in line 14, and insert in 
lien thereof the following: _ 

‘** Provided, That the location selected shall be suitable to the interests of 
navigation.” : $ 

After the word “ with,” in line 7 of section 2, insert “ two equal draw.” 

And after the word “spans,” in the same line, insert ‘‘ one on each side of 
the central or pivot pier, each giving a clear width of waterway.” 

In line 8 strike out * seventy-five ’ and insert in lieu thereof * sixty.” 

— out all of line 8 after the word “ feet,” and all of line 9 to the word 
7) and , 

In line 20, section 5, strike out the word “construction” and insert in lieu 
thereof “ bridge.” 

In line #4 strike out the word “displayed” and insert in lieu thereof 
“maintained.” Insertafter the word * bridge,” in said line, “ at the expense 
of the owners thereof.” 

Insert after line 22, section 5, “and such aids to the passage of the draw in 
the form of pile or crib guides as the Secretary of War may deem necessary 
shall be constructed by the said company.”’ 

In section 6, line 3, strike out “two years” and insert in lieu thereof “ one 
year.” and strike out “ five’ and insert ‘‘ three.” 

Strike out all of section 7 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

“That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby expressly 
reserved.” 

Strike out section 8. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration | 


of the bill? [After a pause.}] The Chair hears none. 
Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
an ; 
On motion of Mr. JOY, a motion to reconsider the vote by which 
the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONTESTED ELECTION—KEARBY VS. ABBOTT. 


Mr. BELL of Texas. Mr. Speaker,I present a privileged report. 
I am directed by the Committee on iections No. 3 to present 
the report in the case of Kearby vs. Abbott, and I ask that the 
— be printed. 

he SP R. Does the gentleman desire immediate action? 

Mr. BELL of Texas. I ask first that an order be made that the 
report ae eeated, and then I will ask for action. 

The SP. R. Without objection, the report will be ordered 
printed, and the Clerk will report the resolutions on which the 
gentleman asks for action. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That J. C. Kearby was not elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
fourth from the Sixth Congressional district of Texas, and is not 
entitled to the seat as such Representative. 

That Jo Abbott was elected a Representative in the Fifty-fourth 


eommeies the Sixth Congressional district of Texas, and is entitled to 
ronnie te seat as such Representative. 


The resolutions were agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BELL of Texas, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the resolutions were agreed to was laid on the table. 
TERMS OF COURT AT BEAUMONT, TEX. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2708) to constitute 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HO 


d in case the owner or owners of said bridge and the railroad | 
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a new division of the eastern judicial district of Texas, and to pro- 
vide for the holding of terms of court at Beaumont, Tex.. and for 
| the appointment of a clerk for said court. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the « vunties of J« 





fferson, Orar »., Newton, Jasper, 
Hardin, Liberty, Tyler, Angelina, San Augus Sa Polk, and San 
} Jacinto shall constitute a division of the easter ul ric rexas 
|} Sec. 2. That terms of the circuit and distr ‘ t i States 
for the said eastern district of the State of Texas ull be 1 each 
| year at the city of Beaumont on the first Monda Jur iber 
} Sec. 3. That all civil process issued against per re n the said 
| counties of Jefferson, Orange, Newton, Jasper ardin, Li vler, An- 
gelina. San Augustine, Sabine, Polk, and San Jacinto, and co able before 
the United States courts, shall be made returnable to the« ! esp 
n Ve 


to be held at the city of Beaumont: and all pr ecut 





mitted in either of said counties shall be tried in the approp Uni 
States court at the city of Beaumont: Provided, That no p s 1 ro- 
secution commenced or suit instituted before the passage of this a ] be 
in any way affected by the provisions hereof 

Sec. 4. That the judge of the eastern judicial district of the St f Texas 
shall appoint aclerk of said court, who shall reside at the city ot iumont, in 
the county of Jefferson, State of Texas 

Sec. 5. That so much of all acts or parts of acts as ar onflict herewith 

| shall be repealed 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 

Strike out all of section 4 and insert in lieu thereof 

“Sec. 4. That the clerks of the circuit and district cou 
shall maintain an office in charge of themselves or a deputy 
Beaumont, which shall be kept open at all times for the 
business of said division." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Texas, a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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GEORGE FREEMAN. 
Mr. MILNES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of the bill which I forward to the Clerk’s 
desk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
A bill CH. R. 5280) for the relief of George W. Freeman. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to amend the military record of George W. Free- 
man for the removal therefrom of the charge of desertion, and that he issue 


to the said George W. Freeman an honorable certificat 
the military service of the United States 

The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I reserve the right to object, 
pending the reading of the report, which I ask for. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk, then, will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. BIsHop) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Military Affairs, having had under considerat 
bill (H. R. 5280) for the relief of George W. Freeman, respectfully re 
same back to the House, with the recommendation that such bill do pass 

The facts upon which this soldier relies for the relief 
lation are as follows: 

The soldier enlisted December 20, 1861, in Company H. Thirteenth Michigan 
Infantry; served faithfully until December 31, 1861, when he was captured at 
| the battle of Stone River, Tennessee; was exchanged and returned to duty; 

reenlisted as a veteran January 18, 1864; was severely wounded in right hip 
at Bentonville, N. C., March 19, 1865, and was honorably discharged July 15, 
1865, by reason of wound of right hip received in line of dut 
| He was at once pensioned for his wound, but in 1807 he again enlisted in 
| Company C, Forty-third United States Infantry, and thereby surrendered 
his pension. Subsequently he deserted 

Your committee, therefore, are of the opinion that the meritorious service 
of such soldier, and his severe wound received in line of duty 
done his subsequent lapse from loyalty in time of peace 

Your committee further recommend that the bill be amend 
as follows: “To date July 12, 1868, no back pay, bounty, or othe 
to become due and payable by virtue of the passage of this act 

The military record of this soldier is as follows 

“RECORD AND PENSION Orrice, WAR DEPARTMENT, 


sof discharge from 
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“Washington City, March 
“Sir: Referring to your letter of yesterday, received to-day, in which 
you request a statement of the military record of George W. Fre late 
of Company C, Thirteenth Michigan Volunteer Infantry, I am directed by 
the Secretary of War to inform you that the name mentioned has not been 


found on the rolls on file in this office of Company C, Thirt 
Infantry Volunteers. 

“It appears from the records, however, that one George W. Freeman was 
enrolled December 20, 1861, at Portage, Mich., and mustered into service Jan- 
unary, 17, 1862, at Kalamazoo, Mich., as a private in Company H of that regi- 
ment, to serve three years; that he was captured by the enemy in the battle 
of Stone River December 31, 1862; that he was paroled at Murfreesboro Jan- 
uary 3, 1863; that he reported at Detroit Barracks May 13, 1°63, and was sent 
to Camp Chase, Ohio, May 14, 1863; that he reported at Camp Chase, Ohio, 
during the week ending May 16, 1863; that he was again sent from Detroit 
Barracks to Camp Chase, Ohio, June 4, 1863; that he reported at Camp Chase 
June 26, 1863; that he was arrested September 17, 1863, at Hilliard Station, by 
the provost guard, while absent from Camp Chase, Ohio; that he was sent to 
his regiment between October 20 and October 31, 1863; that he reenlisted as 
a veteran volunteer January 18, 1864; that he was promoted corporal in Jan- 
uary or February, 1865; that he was wounded at Bentonville. N. C.. March 
19, 1865, and that he was discharged the service July 15, 1465, at Harper 
United States Army General Hospital. Detroit, Mich., because of a gunshot 
wound of the right hip. received while in the line of duty. 

“ He is reported on the bimonthly muster rolls of his company as follows: 
March and April, 1862, and May and June, 1862, absent, sick at Savannah, 


enth Michigan 






























































































CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


fens Apel 7, 1862; July and Au mber and October, 


sent, left sick at "Liberty, on eee “iE i2; November and De- 
Sunber, 1862, present; January and ‘Feburary, 168 missing in action at the 
battle of Stone River, Decenrber 31, 1862; m May and June, 1863, to Sep- 
tember and October, 1363, absent, offic ially reported missing in action; from 
March and April, 1564, to Janua 4 and February, 1865, present; March and 
é Very and May = June, 1 absent, wounded at Be tonville, N. C. 


respectfully, 
“PP, C. AINSWORTH, 
** Colonel United States Army, Chief Recont and Pension Office 


“Warn DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL’'S OFFICE, 
“ Washington, March 10, 1896. 


° fully returned to Hon. A. Miuwes, House of Representatives. 

“The records of this office show that Private George W. Freeman, Com- 

iny H, a -third United States Infantry, enlisted ovember 28, 1867, for 
Tire se years, deserted Juiy 12, 1868, and never returned to his command. 

“At his own request he was, on August 23, 1 furnished a deserter’s re- 
lease under General Orders, No. 55, Adjutant-General’s Office, 1890; copy 
inclosed. This protects him from arrest and trial by court-martial, but does 
not remove the record of desertion. The Department hasno power toremove 
the record of desertion. 

“J. B. BABCOCK 


“ Assistant Pigtate conve." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.}] The Chair hears none. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee was read, as 
follows: 

Add to the end of the bill the followin 
back pay, bounty, or other emoluments s 
tue of the passage of this act.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. MILNES, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

IRA POWERS. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of ing bill (H. R. 5061) to pen- 
sion Ira Powers, of Henderson County, Tenn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of [ra Powers, late of Company 
Seventh Tennessee Cavalry, of Hencerson County, Tenn., on the pension roll 
of the United States, to receive $12 per month, from Septembe r 1, 1890. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the following words: “To receive $12 per month, 
Se September 1, 1890,"" and insert in lieu thereof the following: PAnd pay 

him a pension of gi2 per month.” 
_Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
ight to object, a pens the reading of the a 
e SPEA The Clerk will read the 


words: “'Todate July 12, 1868. No 
all become due and payable by vir- 


report 
The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5061) granting a pension to Ira Powers, late private Company A, Secon 
nessee Cavalry, and Companies A and C, Seventh Tennessee Cavalry V. 
teers, eee and carefull considered the facts and 
present if vague as fo 

Ira Powers enlisted Au m8 1862, yaaa was honorably 
faithful service, August He — a claim for puenton under act 
of June 27, 1890, on my August 18, 18%, alle ser, 1, on, ous debility, and 

inal affection. ected December 5, 1891, on the ground of 

“no pe disnbiltt under act of Fume 21,1600 

a filed hal affect March 21 rae existence of — {right 

,8 affec gene an pi les; an 

fart t YF eed in sadition to ore all rt. 
In support of nis tain he filed, March 25, 1893. 4 affidavit of MM Grims. 
ley to the eff ffect that he had bee neighbor for four years, and 
had not been able to ‘do a whole day" 8 work in eres 

Ae, affidavit of Dr. P. W. Austin that ¢ hes opined affection, sore 
near hip. headache, does not see well, sub, to piles, and has had 
— a. — spinal affection, one-half; from eyes, one-fourth; from piles, 
one-sixteent 

Also, affidavit of W. B. Ruton that he is from ‘ecti 
ae eon we y affected wen eed eh pec y oe = which — 
one-fou also hernia, piles, re a nets gpeet: Mere A ny 

Soldier has a hospital vcore tar eer in service of aherhen, catarrh,and variola, and 
was twice in hospital with catarrh and diarrhea. He was almost constant! 
in — from March 3 to July 3, 1865, with catarrh, fever, variola, ont 


The ‘poard of examining surgeons at Savannah, Tenn., rated him, May 6, 
1801, at — pod incomplete hernia and Tour-eighteenths for rheu- 
matism. The me place, April 11, 1884, reported “No disabilit: 
and the claim was ace June i, 1804, on the ground of “no rata 
ss found un 


er act June 27, 1800." 
r. R. A. io with the committee an affidavit dated February 24, 
ee 
- mes on examination that claimant is suffe with chronic inflamma- 
tion of the left kidney, irregular valvular action of heart, unable to rest on 
left side; also find a hernia of right side. I have known Mr. Powers and been 
family physician since 1874 u on and here testify his total dis- 


ability for for physical labor of an 
Rey. y they served in same company 


ogers and John H. 
with ira ‘Powers, and believe him en te the full benefits of the act of 
$13 pe per month), from the date of Kage his i with 


tition s ghed by 108 es certify to personal acquaintance 
ne wers for over years, and believe him entitled to month 
since daté of fili Hing his claisn. ee 


oat cnmastees waheve Counties ust] ommend that the bil beamonded 
under mebte recommend the be amended 


act of eee d the 
aitor the word ~ States,” in line 7, and insert t in lie 
“and pay See Geunton of $12 per month,” and Spueneniedd that the 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, as I understan 1d, 
the gentleman from Tennessee asks this special legislation to oy... 
ride a ruling of the Commissioner of Pensions. 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee: No, sir; I think not. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then why was the claim ra 
jected under the act of June 27, 1890? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. itseemsthat his claim was reject: a 
when he was rated by the board of examining surgeons at two! :. 
eighteenths disability. The case was reopened, and the «1 
board rated him as no disability and the case was again reje ed, 
The ces that rated him at twelve-eighteenths Gisability also 

him at no disability and the Commissioner in both cases (iv. 
allowed hisclaim. I knowthis gentleman and know his conditi 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Did heservein ow war ; 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee, For three long yea 

Mr. BARTLETT of New te 3 bn he ever in "battle? ? 

Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there ‘election to the present considera 


tion of this bill? 
Mr. ERDMAN. I object, Mr. oo. 
Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 


ion, 
tall? 


Mr. McCALL of Tennessee. 
the rules and the bill, 
The SPEAKER. The Chair can not recognize the gentleman 
for that purpose at present. 
CHOCTAW POINT, MOBILE BAY. 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present c 


eration of the bill (S. 1872) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Treasury to exchangein behalf of the United 
States the tract of land at Choctaw Point, Mobile County, Ala., 
now belonging to the United States and held for light-house pur- 
er with the Mobile, Jackson and Kansas City Railroad (on. 
_ for any other tract or parcel of land in said county « qua all 
wel or better adapted to use for light-house purposes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, es That Pag! Bocratery, of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
aut to e n behalf of the United States the tract of land 1! 
Choctaw Point, CmoblleComnt et belo: to the United States and | ~ 


for light-house ’ purposes, wit: ‘the Mobile, ackson and Kansas City Rui! 
Company for any other tract or parcel of land in said which it oo 
offer in exchan wie oe Cotte alee ere ne _ @ Light-House 


asequaily well or better ouse purp ses and o 
= lcauicaaneiatianinaen of th ® Treas 


equal valen. ‘And, u 

shall execute and ddekiver to sat company a ftelaim deed ‘or said Choct 

Point tract, and sha eyance vesting in the | ‘nited 

States title to the wees Sot oF toi land to be taken in exchanse, together 

with delivery of s Fe ee See ee we be passed oe y tl 

Attorne Gen nited States in the usual manner 

or parce} of oe hag od in exchange shall be held and used for light 2 
Provided, That the exchange herein provided for 


purposes: d, be wi 
expense to the United States. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consi(er:- 
tion of this bill? 


Mr. DINGLEY. Speaker, I take it for granted that this 
has been recommended by the Light-House Board. 
Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. It has. 


Mr. LOUD, Mr. S er, I to the gentleman from 
Alabama that it wou 


suggest 
be well to put the report into the Recon 
in explanation of this bill. 


Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. I will do so. 
The report (by Mr. Cor.iss) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comm to whom was referred 
House bill 538+, —“-_o_ recommend Senate bill 1872 be 
‘or pass. 
report u the Senate bill contains the facts with reference to tis 
measure, to which report reference is made. 


The Senate report (by Mr. McMILLAn) is as follows: 


The Committee on Commerce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 157° 
tforizing the Beceotery, of the Trone 


to ex in behalf of the | 
States the tract of Polat, Mobile County, Ala, now bs 
urposes, 


house p' with the Mobile, 

for any other tract or pare:! 0 

county well Lor better adapted tose for light hr house pur- 

poses, make a favora de cee 


-™ reasons for seeking the cochange are set forth in the —- letter: 


meura o F REPRESENT 
“ Washington, D. NO racer, L 
‘Dear SENATOR: I inclose a bill with the pet oes that you will at once in- 
troduce it and have it anual -” Pe onet cota: ittee, and then ee ilitate 
ite are that the Light House! 
other portions of a pi ant 
bil Ba upon a tract of land 
ten tomeSer ent is devoted to use »f r 
oS well for use in this pa ur 
be its front iC the waewt fo be uilt 
avery a ensue tis surrounded by pr 
wh y hppa fig tothe Motil gan very Jochouts ond Kea Kansas 
Jost ceamonsing to to construct its road from 


reais to secure this particular tract for use, in 
asdien with its other unication with to La 00 oe pas been for some lit\'s 
tim 2 Se Light House Board, mari, of ffering to secure 


site a tract - 
ip fo the Light House 
et ooma 


better adapte!! 
Ee eee eee ee one now hi 


le the Board bh 

not ot Yet passed upon * 
te tame 

ae ce yale deer asoa ape without a petal ct 


thout 


to 
necessary for the 
at Choctaw Point w 


light-house as the water is very 


hti 
= 


of the mel o: 
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e accom ring bill. It is my desire to secure the passage of the 
nature of ee Srountte, arate that it will result im securing to the Government 


the necessary nt for lighting the channel upon which the cost of 
and that of maintenance will be less than that upon the present 
site; and secondly, because I regard the construction of the railroad as of 
sat public importance, as it will certainly largely increase the commerce 
cr our port, and therefore I wish to see it secure this tract, which is aneces- 
sary part of its terminal facilities, provided it can do so without the Govern- 
ment being in any way injured thereby. ; 
“You will observe that the bill does not require an exchange. but simply 
authorizes one approved of by the Board. Of course the bill will first be re- 
ferred to the Board, and it will doubtless make a report in accordance with 
the facts as I have stated them. 
“Asking your assistance in the matter, Iam, 
* Yours, very truly, 
‘Hon. James L. Puen, , 
** United States Senate, Washington, D. C.” 
The bill having been referred to the Secretary of the Treasury, wasreported 
on as follows: 
“TreasunY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., February 6, 1396. 
“rn: The letter from your committee, dated February 5, 1896, inclosing 
Senate bill 1872, authorizing an exchange of the light-house land at Choctaw 
Point, Mobile County, Ala.. for another parcel in said county for light-house 
purposes, has been received. 
“ fh reply I have to inform 
House Board, which reports t 
bill. 
=" Respectfully, yours, 8S. WIKE, Acting Secretary. 
“The CHAIRMAN OF THE COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 
“ United States Senate.” 
The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY, 


Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a report from 
the Committee on the Library. 
The report was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
chairman of the Committee on the Library ofthe Senate and the chairman of 
the Committee on the Library of the House of Representatives and one other 
member of the Joint Committee on the Library, to be selected by the two 
chairmen aforesaid, be, and Shey ave hereby, constituted a joint special com 
mittee with authority to sit in Washington, D. C.. during the recess of Con 

s, for the purpose of inquiring into the condition of the Congressional 
Eiteary and to report upon the same at the next session of Congress, with 
such recommen: / 
the organization, custody, and management of the new Library building and 
the Con ional Library; that the said joint special committee is also au- 
thorized to employ a stenographer whenever necessary during the course of 
the inquiry, and that the necessary expenses of the sittings of the joint spe- 
cialcommittee, including the pay of the stenographer, be taken equally from 
the contingent funds of the two Houses of Congress. 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert as follows: 

* That the Joint Committee on the asboans of the House of Representatives 
and of the Senate be authorized to sitin Washington, D. C., during the re- 
cess of Cot for the purpose of inquiring into the condition of the Library 
of Congress, and to report upon the same at the next session of Congress 
with such recommendations as may be deemed advisable; also to report a 


lan for the craanisation, custody, and management of the new Library 
Building and the Library of Con ' 


gress. 

“ The said joint committee is also authorized to employ a stenographer 
whenever necessary during the course of the yt he necessary ex- 
penses of the sittings of the said joint committee, including the pay of the 
sten her, are to be paid out of the contingsat fund of the House of Rep- 
— —— Senate, on vouchers approved by the chairmen of said joint 
committee.” 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
have an explanation of this. 

Mr. QUIGG. This is aresolution that has passed the Senate 
unanimously, the purpose of which is completely stated in the 
resolution itself. e amendment that is proposed by the House 
Library Committee differs from the Senate resolution in that it 

vides that the commission shall consist of the two Library 
ommittees for the purpose of providing for minority representa- 
tion on the commission, and also for the purpose of preserving 
the equilibrium between the two Houses. The amendment pro- 
vides also for the audit of the expenses of the committee, and puts 
the resolution in the form of other concurrent resolutions of the 
same 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man why, in reference to every subject of legislation, we should 
not have the various committees of the House sitting during the 
recess of , employing stenographers and taking testi- 
is an exception made in this case? If the Library 
Committee, in their wisdom. or the Joint Library Committee, bave 
conceived some new plan of legislation, why not bring in a bill and 
let us of it here? Why is this special inquiry needed? 

Mr. QUIGG. For the reason that the Library building is about 


a site for 
cons 


R. H. CLARKE. 


= that the matter was referred to the Light- 
at it knows of no objection to the passage of 


to be completed and it is proposed very shortly to remove the Con- 
gressional Library into that new building, and it was thought that | 


- a, ; le ‘ a 0 ! . 
as may be deemed advisable; also to report a plan for | {Mr. Quiaa], the Committee on the Library, bef 


CONGRESSIONAL RECOR 


| subject should form a part, so far as appropriation 


| on Appropriations an outline as to what should be 





—— 


| 


fore Congress takes action upon that matter it would be well to | 
inquire into the custody and management of the new building, the | 


Fe that the library will need to occupy, and the other matters 
tare related to the removal of so great a public institution into 


pe ar a building. It was thought that an investigation of that | 


Congress is called upon to act would be a very suita- 
ble . Imay say to the gentleman, further, that before sub- 
mitting matter bo the House I have consulted with various 
members of the Committee on Appropriations, including its chair- 
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;},and the gentleman 


D—HOUSE. 








man, the gentleman from Texas [ Mr. Save! 
from Missouri (Mr. Dockery], and with other members of 
House, with regard to the form of the resolution as well as with 
regard toits subject-matter, and I think I vy say they agree with 


the 
m 
Ve 


me that the resolution is a very necessary one. I have not pro- 
posed it of my own motion, 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I should like to ask my col- 
league (Mr. QuieG] this question: In the event of the nonpassage 
of this resolution, what will happen? Will the new Library build- 
ing be untenanted? , 

Mr. QUIGG. Either the library will not be removed to the 
new building when it is completed or action will have to be 
taken by the next Congress looking to such removal without the 
information which we conceive to be necessary 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the gentleman mean to 
say that there will be no power to make the removal from tho 
present building to the new Library building without special leg- 
islation? 

Mr. QUIGG. I think not. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Then the new building will 
remain for all time untenanted unless we pass such an act as 
this? 

Mr. QUIGG. I think some act of this kind will be necessary. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Will the gentleman from New York allow an 
interruption? When the legislative bill was under consideration 
by the subcommittee of the Committee on Appropriations, Mr. 
Spofford submitted to the subcommittee an outline of his su . 
tions as to the transfer—the necessary additional force and al! the 
details pertaining to the transfer of the library to the new building. 
General Casey, when he came before the committee, also went into 
considerable detail; and he stated that it was his purpose thatthe 


transfer be accomplished about the middle of February of next 
year. The whole subject having been gone over, the subcommit- 
tee reached a conclusion that the subject-matter should be taken 
up at the next session of this Congress and that any action on the 
! s might benec- 
essary, of the next legislative appropriation bill. But as i now 
understand upon consultation with the gentleman from New York 


-u 


nie 


re submitting 
this concurrent resolution, went into an investigation of the details 
of this subject, so as to be prepared to submit to the Committee 
our procedure 
in appropriating in the next bill for the transfer of the library, as 
well as for its personnel. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania {[Mr. Brvanam] mean assert that 
the Committee on Appropriations were not qualified to make such 
an inquiry, but deemed it necessary to have authority delegated 


Lo 


| to the Committee on the Library? 


Mr. BINGHAM. I do not doubt about the Committee on Ap- 
propriations being fully qualified, for the reason that we have the 
recommendations of Mr. Spofford and General Casey; but there 
certainly can be no objection to a committee of this House, the 
Committee on the Library, passing judgment on the administ 
tion of this matter in the future and making recommendations in 
connection therewith. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 1 wish to inquire whether the 
subject of copyrights is affected by this inquiry? 

Mr. QUIGG. Itis not. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Not at all. 

Mr. COX. Does this inquiry involve the question of the con- 
duct of the Librarian? 


y 


Mr. QUIGG. It does not. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Not in any way. 


There being no objection, the House proceeded to the con 
tion of the resolution. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I suggest that the resolution be amended by 
adding these words: ‘‘ that the expenses incurred under this con- 
current resolution be reported to the second session of this Con- 
gress.” 

Mr. QUIGG. I accept that amendment. 

The question being taken, the amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


idera- 


SPECULATION IN CLAIMS AGAINST THE 


Mr. HENDRICK. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of a bill which I send to the Clerk’s desk, together 
with the favorable report of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

The bill (H. R. 6834) to prevent the purchasing of or speculating 
in claims against the Federal Government by United States offi- 
cers was read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I reserve the right to object, 
but I will not make objection if the provision with reference to 
ousting persons from office be struck out. I refer to the final 
clause of section 2, following the words “‘ five thousand dollars.” 

Mr. HOPKINS. This bill can be presented under a suspension 
of the rules, I call for the regular order. 


UNITED STATES. 
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Mr. HENDRICK. Iam willing to accept the amendment sug- 
gested by the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I withdraw the call for the regular order, but 
I object to the bill. 

Mr. HENDRICK. I hope the gentleman will not object. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I think this matter ought to be looked into. 

Mr. HENDRICK. It has been looked into by the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BINGHAM obtained the floor. 

Mr. HENDRICK. I move to suspend the rules, and pass the 
bill I have sent to the desk. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bine- 
HAM] has been recognized. 

JOSEPH R. WEST. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 678) granting a pension to Joseph R. 
West, brigadier and brevet major general, United States Army 
Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, —— to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph R. West, brigadier 
and brevet ee, United States Volunteers, at the rate of per 
month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was read, as follows: 

In line 7, strike out the words “one hundred" and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ fifty’; so as to make the rate of pension $50 per month. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and os. ° 

.On motion of Mr. BINGHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CHARLES HENTZ. 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 


the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1345) to amend the 

military record of Charles Hentz, late private of Company C, 
Volunteers. 

, Subject to the right of 


Eleventh Regiment Connecticut Infant 

The SPEAKER. The bill will ber 
objection. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the ch of desertion now stan on the 
records of the War Department against Charles Hentz, late private of Com- 
pany ©, Eleventh ment Connecticut Infantry Volunteers, and to issue 

an honorable disc \ 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Let us have the report read in 
that case. 

The report (by Mr. WoomeER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1345) to amend the mili record of Charles Hentz, having examined and 


considered the same, report the bill back to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it do 


John Tackle’ o ecutende, testifies that Hentz was captured by the Confed- 
erates in December, 1864, while on picket. 

Wesley and Martha Vanover and Bettie ene residents of Clintwood, 
Dickenson County, Va., testify that in February, Hentz came to the house 
of Dr. Cornelius Vanover, exha and worn out with disease and wounds, 
and was treated for erysipelas in the head. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Is that all of the report? 

Mr. PATTERSON. That is all. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Does it not recommend any- 
thing? 

Mr. PATTERSON. It recommends the passage of the bill, the 
gentleman will observe. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk informs the Chair that the entire 
report has been read. 

s there objection to the present consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time; and it was accordingly read 
the third time. and passed. 

On motion of Mr. PATTERSON, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

CAPT, GEORGE H. PERKINS. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. pn, I ask unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill (8.189) for 
the relief of Capt. George H. Perkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

a rast tt anh Gamegear he a Oahan tat 

Navy, as provided by section 1443, Revised Statutes, and who had honorable 

service in the late civil war, shall on the retired list with the rank 

of commodore, without the corresponding increased pay, but receiving only 

the retired pay of captain of the Navy. 

Pd —— Is there objection to the present consideration 
e 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a stipu- 
— “" this ae increase me pay of oa officer. a. 

quire, then, w e@ purpose of the except merely 
increase the rank? 
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Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The purpose is to increase 
the rank. This gentleman, I will state, is so fortunately situate 
that he does not care for the additional pay. His friends ask this 
as an re recognition of his services. 

Mr. BAILEY. If it costs the Government nothing I have po 
objection. 

here being no objection, the bill was considered, and ordereq 
to a third reading; and being read the third time, it was passed, 

On motion of Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire, a motion to 
reconsider the last vote was laid on the table. 


NEW HAVEN NATIONAL BANK, CONNECTICUT. 


Mr. SPERRY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call up now the bij] 
(S. 1365) for the relief of the National Union Bank of the State of 
Connecticut, which was considered the other morning and laid 
aside for the purpose of preparing an amendment. That amend- 
ment has been prepared and accepted by the gentleman on the 
other side who made the objection. I ask the present considerg- 
tion of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill and the amendment will be reported, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to re the National New Haven Bank of the State of 
Connecticut the sum of $3,519.15 out of any money in the Treasury not other. 
wise appropria 

TheSPEAKER. TheClerk will nowreport the proposed amend. 
ment to the Senate bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Add to the Senate bill as follows: “ Being the amount found to be due John 
W. Griffiths, as appears from a report dated February 27, 1877, male by, 
board of constructors appointed by the Bureau of Construction and Repair 
of the Navy Department, which report is on file in said Bureau.” 


TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment proposed by Mr. SPERRY was agreed to, and the bil! as 
amended was ordered to a third reading; and being read the third 
time, it was passed. 

On motion of Mr. SPERRY,a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MRS. AMANDA WOODCOCK, 


Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. Mr.S er, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 6037) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Amanda Woodcock. 

e SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 
he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
-directed to x upon the the name of anda Woodcock, of 
Richmond, Ky., widow of bert. Woodcock, deceased, late a private in the 
Fourth United States Volunteer Infantry in the Mexican war. 


Mr. MILES. Mr. Speaker,is theré any report accompanying 
the bill? If so I would like to have it onal, 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. There is a report. 
it be read. 

The report (by Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 687) 
entitled “A bill granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda Woodcock,” beg leave to 
submit the ore report, and recommend that said bill do pass with an 

nm: ent: 

"The claimant herein is the widow of Robert Woodcock, who served from 
October 28, 1847, to July 5, 1848, in the Mexican war. He was pensioned at $ 
per month under the act of January 29, 1887, and this was subsequently in- 
creased to r month under the act of January 5, 1893, upon his proving 
a eee neces and his inability toearn a support by manual 


. 
The soldier died September 6, 1894, and his widow, the beveficiary, filed an 
application for pension, but notwithstanding the fact that the soldier's claim 
for pension and bounty land had been allowed, her claim was rejected on the 
und of noservice in en ne ee ronseend by typhoid 
rae. for months, at Louisville, Ky., while en route to Mexico after his enlist- 
men 
There is, however, no question of the service having 
qemens Samerge ce te and other papers on file establishing the same 
ond qui . 
Mrs. Woodcock is 70 years old and in dependent circumstances, bins 
dependent on her son-in-law for su . These facts are fully substantiated 
by the gentleman who introdu bill in the House and who has known 
her (the bene’ ) personally for many years, and by her written 
larly signed and filed with the committee. ; 
ttee recommend the passage of the bill with the following 
amendment: 
Strike out, in lines 4 and 5, the words “subject to the limitations of the 
os : laws,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “at the rate of $1” per 
month. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the bill? 

There no objection, the bill was considered, the amend- 
ment oe ded ro Committee on Pensions was agreed (0, 
and the bill as was ordered to be engrossed and read 4 
= —— and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

e, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky, a motion to recon- 

sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


nsion ro. 


I ask that 


been rendered, the 
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SAMUEL M’KEE. 


Mr. EVANS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 467) for the relief of Sam- 
uel McKee. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 

uthorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated, to Samuel McKee the sum of $1,718, for expenses incurred 
by him in a contest for his seat in the Fortieth Congress. 


The SPEAKER. Isthere objection to the present consideration 
ris bill? 
= PITNEY. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
hear the report or some statement concerning the bill. 
Mr. COX. Let the report be read. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The report (by Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 467) to pay 
to Hon. Samuel McKee the sum of $1,718 for expenses incurred by him in a 
contest for his seat in the Fortieth Congress, from the Ninth Congressional 
district of the State of Kentucky. have had the same under consideration and 
submit the following renee’: so 

Your committee find that said McKee's right to a seat in the Fortieth Con- 

ss was contested by Hon. J.D. Young; that issues were joined, evidence 

was taken, and a hearing was had before the Elections Committee of the 
House, and that the seat was awarded tosaid McKee. 

The committee further find from the proofs in the case that the said McKee 


in his said contest incurred, necessarily, expenses amounting to the sum of | 


$1,718, as appears from the itemized account of the said McKee duly verified. 

it farther appears that no part of said sum has ever been paid. 

The committee also find that Hon. John D. Young has been paid the sum of 
$2,500 for his expenses incurred in said contest. 

This claim was before the Committee on Elections of the House in the Forty- 

hth Con 

be was by the House. 

Your committee would therefore report back the bill and recommend that 
it do pass. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve the right to 
object. 

Mr. EVANS. I should like to explain the bill, because I want 
everybody to know what it is. I think there will be no objection 
when the bill is understood. 

In the Fortieth Congress the Hon. John D. Young held a certifi- 
cate of election as a member of this House from the Ninth district 
of Kentucky, but was never sworn in. McKee contested his right 
to the seat and was given the place. He presented at the time no 
account for expenses of contest. Mr. Young was, by resolution 
of the House, on the 11th of May, 1869, directed to be paid $2,500 
for expenses of contest. The Committee on Accounts paid him 
$1,500. June 24, 1874, an act was passed giving him $1,000, the 
difference between $2,500 and the $1,500 paid by the Committee on 
Accounts. Again, on March 3, 1880, by action of that date, he 
was paid $6,865, his salary as a member of the House up to the date 
Melee Wan awarded the seat. although he (Young) had never 
served. He was never admitted to the Fortieth Congress at all, 
and on the contest it was held that McKee had a majority of the 
votes legally cast. 

In 1881, Mr. McKee’s attention being called to the fact that Mr. 
Young had been paid the salary and $2,500 for expenses of the 
election contest, he made out his account and presented it, and it 
was referred to the Committee on Elections. It was thought that 
it ought to go to a different committee, and at the next session it 
was presented to the Committee on Claims. From that date to 
this, in several Congresses, committees of one House or the other 
a reported this claim favorably, always recognizing the justice 
of it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman inform the House how it 
was that Young was not awarded his seat, and yet afterwards 
received pa asa member? What was the ground of his rejection? 

Mr. E ANS. Young was not awarded the seat originally be- 
cause he did not take the test oath and could not take it. On the 
subsequent contest McKee was held to have received a majority 
of the votes. 

Mr. MILES. Why could not Mr. Young take the oath? 

Mr. EVANS. Because he had given aid and comfort to the 
rebellion. It was shortly after the war. He was therefore not 
admitted on the prima facie certificate, and when the contest was 
subsequently determined it was decided that he was not elected. 

Mr. 'Y. What was the date of this election? 
enn EVANS. Tothe Fortieth Congress. It was shortly after 

© War. 

Mr. PITNEY. That would be thirty years ago, now? 

Mr. EVANS. But this bill has never been paid. 

Mr. PITNEY. And he never presented any claim until 1881? 

Mr. EVANS. He has been presenting this claim ever since the 
Forty-seventh Dengress. 

Mr. PITNEY. I think it is too stale, and I shall have to object. 

Mr. EVANS. I hope the gentleman will not do that. It isa 
perfectly justclaim. I know this man well. Helivesin my town, 
and he needs the 


Mr. PITNEY. He made no statement of the claim at the time? 


, and was favorably acted upon by said committee, but no | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


—— 


| 


} and proper claim against the Government. 
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Mr. EVANS. He presented his claim as soon as he knew the 
other man had been paid, who was not entitled to the seat at all. 
Mr. PITNEY. Because a previous Congress has passed a wrong 
bill that is no reason why we should. : " 
Mr. EVANS. This is the only case where the expenses of a con- 
testant have not been paid. I sincerely hope that my friend will 
withdraw his objection, because this is clearly a perfectly just 
rhe fact that it has 
not been paid for a long time by no manner of means diminishes 





| the force of the claim. 





| 


| 





| 


| 
| 
| 
} 





| ation. 


Mr. MILES. What is the amount of the claim? 

Mr. EVANS. About $1,700. 1 speak with assurance when I 
say this gentleman is entitled to this money and needs it, and I 
do sincerely hope no member of this House will object. 

Mr. PITNEY. I shall have to object. 1donot think the state- 
ment is satisfactory. 

Mr. BAILEY. I assume from the fact that the committee 
recommend this bill that the claimant filed properly certified 
vouchers showing that he incurred this expense, 

Mr. EVANS. Perfectly satisfactory to the committee, and the 


| claim has been established satisfactorily to committees of one or 


the other of the two Houses ever since the Forty-seventh Congress. 

Mr. PITNEY. But he never presented his claim until fifteen 
years after the election. How could he present properly certified 
vouchers? 

Mr. EVANS, 
tigated it. 

Mr. PITNEY. 
tified vouchers? 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, I will answer that. Mr. Speaker, this 
claim comes from the Committee on Claims. Under the law as 
it exists now, no party contesting an election is entitled to more 
than $2,000. It requires that the itemized expenses shall be filed 
with the committee. The trouble in this claim grows out of the 
delay, and that is all. But that this man incurred these expenses 
there is no question about that. 

Mr. MILES. He filed his vouchers? 

Mr. COX. He has filed a statement of his expenses. Of course 
he can not file the vouchers—that is, vouchers in the proper shape— 


It was perfectly satisfactory to those who inves- 


Does the gentleman know that he has filed cer- 


| but he filed his claim with an itemized statement of the expenses 


that he incurred, and it passed the Committee on Claims upon 
that idea entirely. 

Mr. TERRY. I would like to ask the gentleman if this gen- 
tleman drew $6,000, and that the same amount was also paid to 
John Young Brown? 

Mr. EVANS. He was paid the salary like any other member. 

Mr. TERRY. There wasa time during which he did not occupy 
his seat here, and neither one of them occupied the seat. Now, 
when this man came in did he draw the money for all that time? 

Mr. COX. While in the seat he drew the money. 

Mr. TERRY. He drewit for a period when neither one was in 
the seat. 

Mr. EVANS. Like every other contestant, he got his pay back 
to the time when Congress began. 

Mr. TERRY. Now, I have had a case of that kind before Con- 
gress for several years, and they never paid the man a dollar. 

Mr. PITNEY. That is the trouble with such claims as this, 
We ought not to pay one of them, because it would establish @ 
precedent for the payment of others. 

Mr. COX. Now, hold on one minute and let us get it straight. 
When a man has acontest for his seat and it is decidedin his 
favor that he is entitled to his seat, would it not be right to pay 
him the salary? 

Mr. TERRY. Isayit would. I have no objection to that, but 
the point lam making is this: That here is a man who did not 
have a seat more than a few months and drew pay for the whole 
time; and I have one here who occupied the seat half of the time, 
and is not allowed any pay and has been knocking at the doors 
of Congress for years. 

Mr. EVANS. Iam not objecting to his being paid. 

Mr. PITNEY. Now, the gentleman from Kentucky | Mr. Ev- 
ANS] may have an opportunity to move to suspend the rules and 
pass this bill, but I am not willing to give consent toits consider- 
It is too stale. 

Mr. EVANS. If Iam in order 1 will move to suspend the rules, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair must follow the order of business 
that has been proceeding. 

Mr. EVANS. Dol understand the gentleman to insist on his 
objection? 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes, sir; I am constrained to object. 

FRANCES E, WICKWARE. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 

sideration of the bill (H. R. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place on the pension roll of the United States the name of Frances E. Wick- 
ware, widow of Lieut. Charles Wickware, late of Company I, Sixth Regiment 
Vermont Volunteer Infantry, at the rate of $17 a month. 
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Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask for the reading of the 
report and reserve the right to object. 
he report (by Mr. Baker of sas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
7988) granting « pension to Frances B. Wickware, widow of Lieut. Charles 
Wickware, late of Company I, Sixth Vermont Volunteer Infantry, having 
fully examined and considered the facts in support thereof, respectfully 


t: 

Charles Wickware enlisted as vate in Company I, Sixth Vermont Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and served faithfully in said company as private and cor- 
= until discharged on surgeon's certificate of disabilit February 6, 1865. 

© reenlisied as second lieutenant of Company B, Forty-third United States 
Colored Infantry, and served until mustered out October 20, and was 
honorably discharged at Philadelphia, Pa., November 30, 1865. 

Oharles Wickware was wounded at the battle of Savage Station, Va., June 

, 1562, the ball entering the left side and es through the body in the 
lumbar region, just above the kidneys, made exit on the left side. He was 
left for dead wpon the battlefield, op prisoner, and sent to Libby Prison, 
where his wound was illy treated. 6 was exchanged, and after several 
months’ treatment, returned to duty, and at the battle of the Wilderness, 
Virginia, May 5, 1864, he received another severe gunshot wound of left arm, 
which was amputated near the shoulder joint in field hospital, and for which 
he was discharged in February following. 

He was pensioned from a various sums, between $8 and 
loss of left arm, which he was ving at time of his death— May 4, 1 
death cause was certified from public records inflammation 
bowels; duration of disease, four days.” 

Dr. GC, L. Eberle, the attending physician, testified April 11, 1895: 

“T attended Charles Wickware du his last illmess, and his death was 
caused by paralysis of the bowels, superinduced bynguanape wound throu 
the lumbar region, or immediately above the kidneys. The plastic exuda- 
tion, formed by cicatricial tissue in the region of the bowels, caused a con- 
stant inflammation or irritation of the nerves of the bowels, —- wees 
sis of the same. No other cause existed that would have resul tally. 
a meget from the time he was first taken sick; beimg complete, 
cau eath."’ 

Claimant was married to soldier September 29, 1868, and four children, 

La, — aw $1, 1879; Hattie B., born July 17, 1881; Katie B., born April 
1884, and Milton D., born November 3, 1888, were the fruits of the 
e testimony presented shows that c ant is in feeble and 
hexlth, being a erer from rheumatism and disease of the heart, 
been confined to her bed for several months from said diseases, and her 
family physician certifies “ she is not likely to live until the time her pension 
is allowed, if taken up in regular order.” 
er claim for pension was rejected February 3, 1896, on the that 
“death resulted from disease of bowels, not due to cause w hias been 
legally accepted"; although the record shows that the chief of the special 
examination division and the legal reviewers d the gunshot wound of 
back as the death cause. The examiner who investigated 
and the history of soldier's life and ailments since discharge says: 

“T can not help but believe that the wound of back contributed, perhaps 
largely, tothe death cause, and I believe the claim to be meritorions."* 

In view of all the facts presented your committee recommend the 


, for 
His 
tl 


as due to * of the 


delicate 
and has 


case 


of the bill with ee ee out the word “seventeen,” in line 7, 


and inserting in lieu thereof the word “ fifteen,” and also by adding ai'ter the 
word “ month,” in line 8, “and $2 per month for each minor child until they 
severally arrive at the age of 16 years.” 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa to 
give some peatice of this bill. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The beneficiary is sick in bed, and herdoctor 
testifies that she is likel 
consideration of the bi 
further. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course the gentleman knows that, having died 
thirty-one after having received this wound, it is doubtful 
whether his death was the result of the wound. I notice, further, 
that this woman married the soldier many years after the war, 
and was , quite familiar with the fact that he was a suf- 
ferer, and why, I would like to ask the gentleman, could not ev 
other woman for the same reason now come to Congress and 
for an increase of pension. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. {[ will say to my friend that this isa widow 
of a soldier who lost his arm at theshoulder. In addition, he was 
shot through and through, and was nursed by this woman for 
nearly twenty-five years. He died, as this testimony shows, and 
as I think there can be no doubt, by reason of the effect of the 
gunshot wounds received in action. She is sick in bed, with four 
or five minor children dependent upon her, and without means of 
support. Therefore I confidently submit her claim to the good 
will of the House. 

Mr. LOUD. I will ask the gentleman if he thinks we ought to 
extend our charity to all the women in the country who are wid- 
ows of soldiers in this way? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not bring this case before the House as 
a@ matter of charity. 

Mr. LOUD. That seems to be the strongest claim in the case. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The Pension Department have found that 
it was not shown beyond a doubt that the soldier's death was 
caused by his wound. I am informed by those who attended him 
that he died of inflammation of the bowels, and it is shown by the 
remap who attended him and admitted by the experts of the 

ension Office that there can be little doubt that his death was 
due to that disability, but it is not demonstrated; but it is so 
fully proven that it is a fair and proper case for the interposition 
of a special act of Congress. 

Mr. LOUD. Is there not the testimony of some medical experts 
that he did not die as the result of wo received in the service? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Not at all. 


Mr. LOUD. Then, in God’s name, if all the testimony, medical 


to die, Forthat reason I have asked the 
; and I do not care to discuss the mnatter 
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and lay, goes to show that thisman died as the result of his seryjcg 
in the Army, why has.not the Pension Office granted him a joy. 
sion? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The examination made by the Pension (fiicg 
was a special examination, and no medical testimony was taken 
except that of the physician who attended the soldier, and w),j), 
that physician gives it as his opinion that death resulted fro. ;),.. 
wound, the testimony, in the opinion of the Pension Office, js ),,; 
entirely conclusive. In my judgment itis. At all events, tha; 
was the only Leanne of a medical character that the office (o,)\. 
but the testimony of the man’s wife and of his nurses and of the 
neighbors all agrees that he died as the result of the wound, | 
have known him for ten years, and I know that he was un:!)|> ;, 
a his duties as clerk of the court except standing upon js 

eet. If he did his work sitting he suffered from pain ani .jis}. 
culty as the result of this cull and it ison account of ty per. 
sonal knowledge of the case that I have felt. constrained {9}. 
thisbillhere. The Pension Office, finding it impossible to say \i;), 
absolute certainty that he died of that wound, have felt bound to 
reject his claim. 

Mr. LOUD. Why did the committee reduce the pension from 
$17 to $15? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. When [introduced the bill I thonght he hag 
been a lieutenant. The committee found that he was a secon 
lieutenant, and they have recommended the amount name jp 
pace = a correspond with the rate allowed by the gen- 
eral law. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 


third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. ane 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed the bill (H. R. 7542) iak- 
ing appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, with amendments in whic) 
the concurrence of the House was ee 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 3544) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish not more than four pi of condemned 
cannon to the village of New Rochelle, N. Y.; and 

A bill (H. R. 572) for the relief of James Duke. 

The message also announced that the Senate had further in- 
sisted upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial ex). ises of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, ani for 
other purposes, asked a further conference with the House on the 
bill and amendments, and had appointed Mr. CULLOM, Mr. ‘Thien, 
and Mr. CocKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agree to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing voices of 
the two bara on the eS Se - the bill (5. 
1904) to te marriages in the 0 umbia. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had notified the Senate that he did, on the following dates, 
= and sign acts and joint resolutions of the following titles, 
to wit: 

On Jan 21, 1896: 

An act (S. 30) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to provide 4 per- 
manent system of highways in that of the District of Colum- 
bia lying outside of cities,” approved March 2, 1893. 

On January 22, 1896: 

An act (8. 628) to provide an American register for the steamer 
Miami. 

On January 23, 1896: 

An act. (8. 43) to amend ar actentitled “An act to amend an act 
entitled ‘An act to forfeit certain lands heretofore granted {or (ue 
purpose of aiding in the construction of railroads, and for other 
purposes,’ —— September 29, 1800, and the several acts 
amendatory > 

On January 28, 1896: . 

Joint resolution (S. R. 50) authorizing the employmentof a skilled 
architect to assist the Su g Architect of the Treasury De- 


ent in plans, specifications, and other 
wings for te cubits at Chicago, Ill. 
On February 5, 1896: 


An act (S. 1450) to reconvene the delegates of the United State 
to the International Marine of 1889. 

On February 7, 1896: 

An act (S: 650) to in the Post Graduate School of 
Medicine of the District of Columbia; and : 

An act (S. 285) for the relief of the Independence National 
~— of Philadelphia, Pa. 


February 7, 1896: . 
Joint resolution (8. R. 23) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy 
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to use a portion of the appropriation for new iron roof for foundry 


at navy-yard, Washington, D. C., in the act entitled “An act 
making appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year 
ending June 3b, 1896, and for other purposes,” for repairs to the 
walls fone epee y. 

rua ’ : 

= a (S. ‘tbdt) to extend the jurisdiction of the United States 
cirenit court of appeals, Eighth circuit, over certain suits now | 
pending therein on appeal and writ of error from the United 
States court in the Indian Territory. 

On February 12, 1896: , ; 

An act (8. 708) to amend section 4 of an act to provide for the 
adjustment of Jand grants made by Congress to aid in the con- 
struction of rai-roads and for the forfeiture of unearned lands, 

d for other purposes. 

"Ok February 13, 1896: . 

An act (S. 1046) to amend an act entitled “‘An act to authorize 
the Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad Company to con- 
struct and —_ arailroad, telegraph, and telephone line through 
the Indian Territory, and for other purposes,” approved February 
97, 1893. 

On February 20, 1896: , 

An act (S: 1591) to extend the mineral-land laws of the United 
States to lands embraced in the north half of the Colville Indian 
Reservation; and | 

Joint resolution (S. R. 39) making an appropriation to defray 
the joint of locating the boundary line between the Terri- 
tory of Al and the British North American Territory. 

On February 26, 1896: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 17) providing for certain surveys in the | 
State of Florida; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 59) extending the provision of section 79 
of ‘‘An act providing for the public printing and binding and the 
distribution of public documents,” approved January 12, 1895, so | 
as to include monographs, bulletins, and reports of the Geological | 
Survey published in 1894 and succeeding years. 

On March 2, 1896: 








An act (S. 1804) to authorize the First National Bank of 
Sprague, Wash., to change its location and name. 

On March 23, 1896: 

An act (S. 818) for the relief of Halvor K. Omlie, of Homen, 

Dak.; and 
An act (S. 1716) for the relief of W. H. Ferguson, administra- 
tor of the estate of Thomas H. Millsaps. 

On March 24, 1896: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 79) directing the Secretary of War to 
furnish an estimate for deepening the channel from Hampton 
Roads to the navy-yard at Norfolk, Va., and also for improving 
the Western Branch of the Elizabeth River. 

On March 28, 1896: 

An act (S. 990) to amend section 9 of an act entitled ‘‘An act to 
provide for the appointment of a sealer and assistant sealer of 
weights and measures in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes”; 

An act (8S. 789) for the relief of Kate Winter; 

An act (S. 2251) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Calumet River; 

An act (8S. 732) to regulate the issue and recording of the com- 
missions of officers in several of the Departments; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 75) providing for the disposition of cer 
tain property now in the hands of the receiver of the Church of 
Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints. 

On March 31, 1896: 

An act (5S. 1179) to repeal section 1218 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, as amended by chapter 46 of the laws of 
1884, relating to appointment of officers in the Army or Navy of 
the United States. , r 

On April 1, 1896: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 111) to authorize Benjamin Harrison to 
accept certain medals presented to him while President of the 
United States; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 114) authorizing and directine Bernard 
R. Green to exercise the duties and powers heretofore conferred 
upon the late Gen. Thomas L. Casey, in relation to the construc- 


N. 


An act (S. 1740) to amend section 5294 of the Revised Statutes | tion and completion of the Library of Congress. 


of the United States relative to the power of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury to remitor mitigate fines, penalties, and forfeitures, and 
for other purposes. 

On March 4, 1896: 

An act (8. 103) relating to final proof in timber-culture entries; 
and 

An act (8.879) to amend an act entitled ‘“‘An act to grant to the 
Gainesville, MeAlester and St. Louis Railroad Company a right 
of way through the Indian Territory.” 

On March 6, 1896: 

An act (S. 259) granting to the Columbia and Red Mountain 
Railway pany a right of way through the Colville Indian 
Reservation, im the State of Washington, and for other purposes; 
and 

An act (8. 141) granting a pension to Julia A. Hill. 

On March 13, 1896: 

An act (8.686) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Missouri River at or near Chamberlain, 8S. Dak.; 

An act (S. 477) to repeal section 553 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, requiring the district judge for the southern 
district of Florida to reside at Key West; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 65) to print the annual report of the 
General to 2 oa ent of the Life-Saving Service; 

Joint resolution (S. R. 85) granting the county of Cole, Mo., per- | 
mission to use certain rooms in the United States building at | 


Jefferson City, Mo.; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 78) authorizing the Secretary of the | 

to distribute the medals and diplomas awarded by the 
World’s Columbian Commission to the exhibitors entitled thereto. | 

On March 16, 1896: 

An act (8. 1825) to incorporate the Convention of the Protestant 
Episcopal Church of the Diocese of Washington: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 54) authorizing the National Dredging 
Company to proceed with the work of dredging the channe! of 
Mobile Harbor, under the direction of the Secretary of War; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 24) for the return to the State of New | 
Hampshire of the flag of the Eleventh Regiment of New Hamp- 
shire Volunteer Infantry. 

On Mareh 19, 1896: 

An act (8. 227) to anthorize the Anditor for the War Depart- | 
ment to andit certain quartermaster’s vouchers alleged to belong | 
to John Finn, of St. Louis, Mo.; 

Joint resolution (8. R. 47) relating to the Federal Census; and 
Joint resolution (8. R. 72) directing the Public Printer to supply | 











On April 6. 1896: 

An act (S. 494) constituting Stamford, Conn.,a subport of entry; 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 99) authorizing the immediate use of a 
portion of the unexpended balance of appropriations made for 
construction of canal and locks at the Cascades of the Columbia 
River in construction of protecting walls necessary to the opening 
of said canal and locks to navigation; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 108) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit estimates of cost of further improvement of Providence 
River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island. 

On April 14, 1896: 

An act (S. 2132) for the relief of settlers upon lands within the 
indemnity limits of the grant to the New Orleans Pacific Railway 
Company. 

On April 18, 1896: 

An act (S. 344) granting a pension to Mary A. Hall; 

An act (S. 345) granting a pension to Catherine R. Jardine, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Edward Jardine; 

An act (S. 1271) granting a pension to Elizabeth Moore English; 

An act (S. 640) to increase the pension of Joseph W. Fisher; 

An act (S. 507) to pension Molhe Crandall; 

An act (S. 626) providing for disposal of lands on abandoned 
portions of the Fort Assinniboine Military Reservation, in Mon- 
tana, and for the relief of certain settlers thereon; 

Joint resolution (8S. R. 104) directing the Secretary of War to 
transmit to Congress a report on survey of the waterway connect- 
ing the waters of Puget Sound at Salmon Bay with Lakes Union 
and Washington, and to submit an estimate of the cost of con- 
structing said waterway; and 

Joirt resolution (S. R. 123) directing the Secretary of War to 
submit a plan and estimate for the improvement of the Nebraska 
side of the Missouri River, opposite Sioux City, lowa. 

On April 20, 1896: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 116) authorizing the Public Printer to 
print the Annual Report of the Superintendent of the United 
States Coast and Geodetic Survey in quarto form and to bind if 
in one volume, 

On April 24, 1896: 

An act (S. 2141) to amend an act approved Angust 24, 1894, en- 
titled “‘An act to authorize purchasers of the property and fran- 
chises of the Choctaw Coal and Railway Company to organize a 
corporation, and to confer upon the same all the powers, privi- 
leges, and franchises vested m that company”; 

An act (8.69) to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to settle 


House libraries cach with 10 additional copies of | the claims of the legal representatives of S. W. Marston, late United 


States Indian agent at Union Agency, Ind. T., for services and 
expenses; 

An act (8.1317) to grant certain lands to the city of Colorado 
Springs, Colo.; 
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An act (8S. 744) providing for a naval training station on the 
Island of Yerba Buena (or Goat Island), in the harbor of San 
Francisco, Cal., and for other purposes; and 


Joint resolution (8S. R.131) relative to the improvement of the 
harbor of Erie, Pa. 


The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had notified the Senate that bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles, having been presented to him on the several 
dates as follows, and not having been returned by him to the 
House of Congress in which they severally originated within the 
ten days prescribed by the Constitution, had become laws without 
his apres to wii: 

On January 28, 1896: 


An act (S. 1) granting a pension to Mrs. Eva Davis Cogswell, 
widow of Brig. Gen. William Cogswell; 


An act (S. 138) granting an increase of pension to James H. Os- 
good; and 


An act (8. 142) granting a pension to Annie M. Greene, 

On March 8, 1896: 

A joint resolution (S. R. 48) authorizing and directing the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture to purchase and distribute seeds, bulbs, etc., 
as has been done in preceding years. 

On March 26, 1896: 

An act (S. 2419) to authorize the leasing of lands for educational 
purposes in Arizona. 

On April 9, 1896: 


= act (S. 136) granting an increase of pension to Horace Town- 
send. 


On April 15, 1896: 


- act (S. 100) for the relief of the estate of John R. Bigelow; 
an 


An act (8S. 1203) granting an increase of pension to Mary Double- 
day, widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Abner Doubleday. 


FORT SULLY MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and 
empower the State of South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Mili- 
tary Reservation, in said State, as a part of the lands granted to 
the State under the provisions of an act to provide for the admis- 
sion of South Dakota into the Union, approved February 22, 1889, 
and for indemnity school lands, and for other purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the lands situated in the Fort Sully Military Reser- 
vation, in the State of South Dakota, may selec at any time within 
one year after the geomee of this act, or the or of the survey of said 
reservation by the Secretary of the Interior, by the State of South Dakota as 
a part of the lands granted to the State under the provisions of an act to pro- 
vide for the admission of South Dakota into the Union, approved February 
22, 1889, and for indemnity school lands; and when said lands are selected as 
herein provided the Secretary of the Interior shall cause patents to be issued 
therefor to the State of South Dakota. 


The report (by Mr. BowERs) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on the Public Lands have had under consideration the bill 
{e. R. 7324) entitled “A bill to authorize and empower the State of South 

akota to select the Fort Sully Military Reservation in said State asa part 
of the lands granted to the State under the provisions of an act to provide 
for the admission of South Dakota into the Union, approved February 22, 
fins and for indemnity school lands, and for other purposes,” and report as 

ollows: 

Amend said bill by adding thereto the following: 

“Provided, That the State of South Dakota shall have a preference right 
over any person or corporation to select said lands,subject to en by said 
State, granted thereto by the act of Congress approved February 22, 1889, for 
a period of sixty days after the foregoing lands have been surveyed and duly 
decla to be subject to selection and entry under the general land laws 
of the United States: Provided further, That such preference right shall not 
accrue against bona fide homestead or preemption settlers on any of said 
lands at the date of filing of the plat of survey of any township in any local 
land office of said State. 

Under the act of July 5, 1884, it is provided that whenever in the opinion of 
the President the lands or yb eye of a military reservation have become 
useless, he may by order so d re and place the same under the control of 
the Secretary of the Interior. Under this act the reservation in question 
was placed under the control of the Interior Department by Executive order 
of date November 5, 1894. 

The reservation is unsurveyed and contains about 28,000 acres, as shown b 
letter dated March 24, 1896, from the Assistant Commissioner of the Gene 
Land Office, which is made a part of this report. The State of South Dakota 
has so far been unable to make selections of lands to the full amount donated 
to the State for the purposes designated under the enabling act admitting the 
State into the Union. 

© provisions of this bill are substantially the same as the act pomes by 

ty-second Congress (U.8. Stat. L., volume 27, page 593), permitting the 

tate to make selections of from the Fort Randall Military Reservation, 
located in said State, for the same parpeese. 

Your committee see no objections whatever to the passage of the bill, and 
believe the State should be permitted to make the selections sufficient to sat- 
isfy the amount of lands donated by the Government to it, and ore 
recommend the passage of the bill, with the foregoing amendment. 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., March 2, 1896. 

Srr: Iam in receipt of your letter dated March 18, 1896, stating that on the 
17th instant you introduced a bill in Co: allow the State of South 
Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military rvation for school indemnity 
lands, and for the purpose d ted in the act admit the State in the 
Union, and you ask to be informed as to the extent reservation, 
whether it is surveyed, and whether it is now in charge of the War Depart- 
ment, or has been turned over to the Interior Department. 

In reply I have the honor to state that the former Fort Sully Military Res- 
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ervation in South Dakota is unsurveyed. It was placed under the evn +>.) 
the Secretary of the Interior for disposal under the act of July 5, iss a 
President's order dated November 5, 1894. y 
The estimated area of the abandoned reservation, as given in the roy, rt 
this office for 1895, is 28,800 acres. DOr’ of 
Very respectfully, E. F. BEST 
Assistant Comm ssi, 


Hon. ROBERT J. GAMBLE, _— 


ouse of Representatives. 

Mr. LOUD. Let me ask the gentleman why these lands should 
not be open to settlement the same as other public lands’ 

Mr. GAMBLE. For the reason that the State of South p 
so far has been unable to select sufficient lands to cover the ay 
donated to it under the enabling act. 

Mr. LOUD. Is not that the condition of every State? 

Mr. GAMBLE. I think not. 

Mr. LOUD. My own State is from sixty to ninety thousang 
acres short. 

Mr. GAMBLE. The gentleman is aware that in South Dakoig 
we have a large area of Indian reservations, something like §,() . 
000 acres, and the State has been unable so far to select sutiicient 
lands to er the amount donated under the enabling act. T)jg 
bill only allows a preference right to the State for sixty days, ang 
that is allowed under the general law. ; 

Mr. LOUD. Of course the gentleman understands how this 
lieu land law throws the lands into the hands of speculators and 
corporations. If you are working for the interest of your State 
why not seek to throw these lands open to bona fide settlers?’ 

r. GAMBLE. In answer to that I will say to the gentleman 
that we are anxious to have our full quota of land that was do. 
nated to the State for educational purposes. The land will be 
certified to the State and then it will be opened to actual settlers 
by the State. 

Mr. LOUD. Of course the gentleman understands the work. 
ing of the new law. If I were one of those land sharks and knew 


= this bill was going to pass, I would cover that land in ap 
our. 


Mr. SAYERS. How? 

Mr. LOUD. Why, I would cover it through the State, by 
making an application. There is not one of these land agents who 
has not eo on hand. 

Mr. PICKLER. Under our constitution this land can not be 
sold at less than $10 an acre. 

Mr. SAYERS. I understand that this bill passes the land to 
the State for educational purposes. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes. 

Mr.SAYERS. And I sup that the State has already passed 
laws looking to the protection of the lands given to it for that 


ak Ita 
10unt 


urpose? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes, sir; they are protected in every way; so 
that it would not be possible for ‘‘land sharks” or any)bovly else 
to get them, as suggested by the gentleman from California. 

r. LOUD. How many acres are there in this body? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Twenty-eight thousand. 

Mr. LOUD. Will that exceed the amount given to the State? 

Mr.GAMBLE. No, sir; we are short eighty or ninety thousand 


acres. 

Mr. PICKLER. I will say further that under our constitution 
this land can not be sold to anyone until it brings $10 an acre for 
the benefit of the State. 

Mr. LOUD. Does the gentleman mean 80,000 acres after this? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Without this. ; 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill. 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GAMBLE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

UNLADING OF VESSELS. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask unanimous consent for 
the present co ration of the bill (S. 661) to amend section 
2880 fixing time for vessels to unlade. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


pS , ete., That section 2880 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be amended s0 as to read as follows: 
e Uni J dise shall be imported into any port of 
S in any vessel, at the expiration of 
than 500 tons register, and within 
and less than 1,000, and within 
and less than !./4#), and 
regis ter and upward, not 
the weather preven's 
after the time within 
ired to be made to the 
merchandise other than has 
ee oers. the collector shall 
of owner or consignee of 
or master * the vessel 
be taken poss 
collector of the alstrict. 
t to the order of the 
shall be granted. 








1896. 






Mr. BARTLETT of New York. The report of Senator Frye 
on this bill is at the desk, if any gentleman desires to hear it. — 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 

is bill? 
of this MINGLEY. The bill is all right. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. This bill has been submitted 
to the leader of the majority. [Laughter.] It is a public bill, 
and it has received the approval of the Secretary of the Treasury 
and the Commissioner of Navigation. 


Mr. 

report. : 

he Clerk proceeded to read the following report of the Senate 
Committee on Commerce: 


The Committee on Commerce, to which was referred Senate bill No. 661, 
report as follows: | . : , ‘ 
he object of this bill is to provide sufficient time for vessels from foreign 
ports, es sailing vessels, to discharge their cargoes. 3 

Its enactment has become necessary on account of the increase in the ton- 
nage of vessels since the passage of the present law. 

he present statute was enacted in 179, when vessels of 800 tons—the max- 
imum named in the law—were of extreme size. Since then, however, vessels 
have more than trebled in tonnage. Ships of 2,500 tons are common, and 
many exceed 3,000 net register. For such vessels the fifteen days allowed by 
law for the discharge of their cargoes is entirely inadequate. This bill pro- 
vides the needed remedy. 7 ; 

This bill is moreover an improvement upon the present law, in that it sub 
stitutes for the word “ burden” the term “ register’ to donate the official 
tonnage, which is fixed when the vessel is built, and is not only stated in her 
papers but indelibly carved upon her main beam, as required by law. 

The bill moreover remedies the indefinite language “ working days” inthe 

resent law, substituting therefor the more precise expression “ excepting 
Coal holidays and = so cold or stormy that they absolutely prevent the 
unlading of the vessel with ar to the cargo." The law of 1799, now in 
force, excepts only “Sundays and the Fourth of July,” the only holidays 
then authorized. Treasury regulations have since excepted “ ra days and 
holidays,’ but it would manifestly be better to avail ourselves of the present 
opportunit and have them covered by Congressional enactment. 

Phe provision as to weather is necessary, as certain cargoes can not be safely 
ex 4 while the temperature is below the freezing point. 

he enactment of the bill is needed as y for large sailing vessels 
Joaded with coarse, bulky cargoes, which can not be discharged within the 
time now allowed by law, such as nitrates, etc., which are usually discharged 
at the rate of about 100 tons per day. 

Its enactment into law, therefore, will be for the benefit of the commerce 
of the country at large, without detriment to the interests of the United 
States. The committee recommend an amendment, and as amended that it 
pass. 

Mr. PICKLER (before the reading was concluded). I do not 
ask for the further reading of the report. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill; which was read a third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BARTLETT of New York, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I ask unanimous consent that 
House bill No. 3538, corresponding with the Senate bill just passed, 
be laid on the table. 


There being no objection, it was ordered accordingly. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. TRACEY. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2) disposing of two condemned cannon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to supply the First Regiment of Infantry of the Illinois 
National Guard with two condemned cannon, to be placed at the entrance 
to their armory at Michigan boulevard and Sixteenth street, Chicago, Il. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs 
to strike out in lines 5 and 6, the words ‘‘mounted on wheels,” 
was read. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. HAGER. LI ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 1846) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the Navy to donate 


condemned cannon to Custer Post,Grand Army of the Republic, at Leaven- 


worth, Kans., and Mathies Post, Grand Army of the Republic, at Burling- 
ton, Iowa. 


Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorieed ach directed to donate two condemned cannon to Custer Post, 
Grand Army of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans.; and that two con- 

cannon be donated to Mathies Post, Grand Army of the Republic, 


at Bur’ lowa: Provided, That the condemned cannon herein mentioned 
are available for the purposes stated and can, in the ouenton of the Secretary 
of the Navy, be spared without detriment to the public interests: And pro- 


vided further, That the Government shall not incur any expense in handling 
or transporting said cannon. 


_ There being no objection, the House proceeded to the considera- 


tion of the bill; which was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


KATHERINE S. M’CARTNEY. 


Mr. GROW. I ask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
of the bill which I send to the desk. 
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PICKLER. I reserve the right to object until we hear the | 


AG97 





The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 4528) granting a pension to Katherine 8. McCartney, widow of 
William H. McCartney 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 

thorized and directed to place on the } 

and limitations of the pension laws, t} 

widow of William H. McCartney, late 

and pay her a pension at the rate of 


vension roll, subject to the provisions 
1@ name of Katherine S. McCartney, 
captain First Massachusetts Artillery, 
$50 per month 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
was read, as follows: 

In the last line of the bill strike out “ fifty " and insert '*1 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. 
report in this case. 

The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


wenty 


I ask for the reading of the 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
4528) granting a pension to Katherine S. McCartney, beg leave to submit the 
following report, and to recommend that the bill do pass, with an amend 
ment striking out the word “fifty,” in line 8, and inserting in lieu thereof 


the word “twenty.” 
The soldier enlisted April 19, 1861, and was honorably discharged October 





19, 1864, ascaptain Battery A, First Massachusetts Light Artillery The proof 
shows that he was in the artillery brigade hospital of the Sixth Army C rps 
from June 14 to June 23, 1864, with acute rheumatism. One of his comrades in 
the service states he suffered with rheumatic attacks after that time during 
his service, and after his return home. His associates in business and ac- 
quaintances testify to his having frequent attacks from 1880 to 1893 severe 
rheumatic pains in his limbs and in the region of his heart, and the physi- 


cians that attended him in his last illness in May, 1804, testify that he was 
suifering from indigestion compli ated with rheumatic gout and valvular 
trouble of the heart, which was the direct cause of his death. 

Appended is a statement as to his service. 
Military record of William H. McCartney, captain Battery A, First Mas 

setts Light Artillery, late of Wilk 

When the rebellion came he was a Boston lawyer and 
ton Light Artillery, a volunteer battery which had bee 
years. It went into the three months’ service, at one hour's notice. April 19, 
1861, and reenlisted for three years, and was honorably discharged October 
19, 1864. 
Cnptems McCartney served in Franklin's Division and in the Sixth ¢ 


sachu- 
sbarre, Pa 

lientenant of the Bos- 
1 in existence many 


rps in 
the hattles of West Point. Mechanicsville, Gaines Mill, Charley Cit, i 8 
Roads, Malvern Hill. Second Bull Run. Cramptons Gap, Antietam, Fredericks- 
burg (December, 1862, and May, 1863), Marys Station, Mine Run, Saunders 
House, the Wilderness, Spottsylvania, Cold Harbor, P: ‘sburg, Weldon Rail- 


road, Winchester, Fishers Creek. 


He was frequently c 
orders for gallantry. 


mmended in 


veneral 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 1866. 

It gives me great pleasure to state that I have known Captain McCartney's 
military history personally since the fall of 1861, and that I have served in 
the Sixth Army Corps with him three years. During our service in the 
Sixth Corps I have seen Captain McCartney's battery engaged in every bat 
tle of the Army of the Potomac ihe intelligence, skill, and bravery with 
which it was served by him elicited the admiration of all his superior officers 
and rendered the battery a favorite one in the corps. Atthe battle of Salem 
Heights Captain McCartney was under my command and was assigned tothe 
most exposed part of the line. The coolness and skill of Captain McCartney 
that day enwed our line from being broken, when to break any portion of it 
was sure defeat to the entire corps. 

On the occasion he won and received the warmest praise from the division 
commander, General Brooks, and from the lamented General Sedgwick. On 
all occasions his battery could be relied upon as being always ready for action 
or review. I believe Captain McCartney to be worthy of any reward for his 
services during the war that the Government can bestow on him 

JOS. J. BARTLETT, 
Late Brevet Major-General U. 8. V. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., April 18, 1866. 

It affords me pleasure to bear testimony to the services of Capt. W. H. 
McCartney, formerly of the First Massachusetts Battery of Light Artillery, 
who was attached to the Sixth Corps, Army of the Potomac, during the 
eventful campaign of 1864, from the Wilderness to Petersburg. Being fre- 
quently detailed to act with my division (Third, of the Sixth Corps), [| had 
ample means of witnessing his ability as an officer, which was such as to 
render his battery one of the most efficient, while his gallantry secured him 
the confidence and approval of hissuperior officers. It was while acting with 
my division at Spottsylvania Court-House, May 9, 1864, Major-General Sedg- 
wick was killed in his battery, and Brig. Gen. W. H. Morris, commanding 
First Brigade, was wounded. I would also add my high personal regard for 
Captaln McCartney, with my best wishes as a brother soldier 

JAMES B. RICKETTS 
Major First Artillery, Brevet Major-General of Volunteers. 


HEADQUARTERS First DIvision, SixTH Corps, 
Winchester, Va., September 20, 1864. 

GENERAL: I take peculiar pleasure in commending to your favor Capt. W. 
H. McCartney, Battery A, First Massachusetts Artillery, whose conspicuous 
zallantry and meritorious services in every battle in which the Sixth Corps 
1as been engaged since 1861 has earned for him the highest respect from his 
commanders. His eminent services at the battle of Wi er, September 
14,1864, where he gallantly fought and disabled a batter t, by a galling 
flank fire, seriously impeded the advance of this command, are specially de- 
serving commendation. 

During the campaign of 1864, commencing with the battle of the Wilderness, 
Captain McCartney's services were most marked and meritorious, and by 
the lamented Generals Sedgwick and Russell. who were both killed at his 
battery, were always referred to in terms of the highest praise. I consider 
that the valuable and continuous services of Captain McCartney entitle him 
to prompt promotion and reward. I have the honor to be, 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
FRANK WHEATON, 
Brevet Major-General, United States Volunteers, 
Major Second United States Cavalry. 
The ADJUTANT-GENERAL, ARMY OF THE UNITED STATES. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I trust the distinguished 
gentleman from Pennsylvania |Mr. Grow] will give us some 









CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


explanation in regard tothis bill. Whatspecial reasons are there 
for its poseaget 

Mr. GROW. This soldier left his widow barely eee 
enough to pay bis debts, amd she needs this pension in order to 
save what little remnant of property she can As the 

ort shows, this man was a gallant soldier. 
ir. BARTLETT of New York. Would not the widow be en- 
titled to anything under the general law? 

Mr.GROW. ‘This bill proposes to grant her the pension to 
which she would be entitled under the general law by reason of 
the rank of her husband. Her claim was rejected at the Pension 
Office on the ground that the evidence did not show conclusively 
that the soldier had not rheumatism before entering the service. 
Yet he served gallantly for three years, was in every battle of the 
Potomac, and was honorably discharged. Jn 1862, while in the 
service, he was in hospital five days with an acute attack of 
rheumatism; and his death, according to the testimony of the sur- 
geon, was caused by rheumatism of the heart. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. When did he die? 

Mr. GROW. Two yearsago. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Twenty-nine years after the 
war he died of the disease which confined him to the hospital five 
days during the war? 

tr, GROW. He died of rheumatic disease of the heart. 

Mr. LOUD. I wish to inquire whether this woman is now re- 
ceiving any pension? 

Mr. GROW. No, sir. 

Mr. LOUD. Why not? 

Mr. GRUW. Her application for pension was rejected at the 
Pension Office on the ground that the testimony was not conclusive 
that the soldier was not subject to rheumatism when he entered 
the service, 

Mr. LOUD. Was not this claim rejected at the Pension Office 
because the woman had too much property to entitle her to receive 
@ pension? 

r. GROW. She did not apply under the act of 1890, but under 
the general law, for the sion to which she would be entitled in 
accordance with the rank of her husbar ~ 

Mr. LOUD. Why did she not apply 

Mr. GROW. Because under that ac, 
pension of $8 a month. 

Mr. LOUD. And are there not four or five hundred thousand 
widows in the country who can get only that? 

Mr. GROW. As her husband died of disease contracted in the 
service she was not obliged to apply under the act of 1890. 

Mr. LOUD. But she could not prove that her husband’s death 
was the result of disease contracted in the service? 

Mr. GROW. I have aiready stated that thisman, according to 
the testimony of the physician who attended him, died of rhenu- 
matic trouble of the heart; and two of his comrades testify that he 
was troubled with rheumatism at the time of the battle of Fred- 
ericksburg and was in the hospital for five days in 1862 with an 
acute attack of rheumatism. ow me to repeat, that he served 
during three years of the war, and was in every battle of the 
Potomac. 

Mr. LOUD. Permit me to say to the gentleman that I was in 
the hospital for four weeks during the war with an attack of 
rheumatism, and if there is a doctor on the face of this earth, if I 
were to die to-morrow, who would undertake to say that my death 
was the result of that army service then he ought to be incar- 
cerated in an insane asylum. 

a nae te = Fass doctor —_ = the cause tee 

mtleman’s death was from injury to his vital powers r i 
— that service he would have no ground for complaint. 

Mr. LOUD. This very assumption, thirty years after the serv- 
ice was rendered, that every soldier who ties at this late day dies 
from the results of disease contracted in the Army or from his 
army service is a simple absurdity. 

Mr. GROW. In this case the gentleman should remember that 
his own companions, the associates of this officer, testified that he 
was - ene Prey this ee he ae ie to om 
quently every few years apart, but they were ually 
‘worse and worse on each occasion. The result was that finally he 
died of that trouble; and it is traced back through his own com- 
panions, by their testimony, to his service in the Army. 

Mr. LOUD. I shall not object to the consideration of the case. 
It has probably as much merit as hundreds of others that have 
been in this House. But it isa bill that ought not to be 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I desire tosubmit a few remarks 
on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object to the considera- 
tion of the bill? 


om sale. 


v the act of 1890? 
could only receive a 


Mr. TALBERT. No; I do not object, but simply desire ;,, 9;, 
cuss it briefly. sa 
As I understand it, this is another claim for pension to an 96, 
not of the rank of brigadier-general or general, but as low ()., 
asacaptain. It seems that legislation willafter a while ro..), ;),. 
privates,if any are left. I would just like to know if th.>..... 
any privates left in the Union Army atall. Is ita fact tha: oy... 
private who ever served in the Union Army has been bre ion 
an officer? It certainly seems so from the cases that are bro). 
before this House. We might fairly judge that to be a f,. ; 
the records that were made here. But few have descended - 
yet as to ask unanimous consent for the consideration of a },\)| ,, 
raise the pension of a private soldier or the widow of a priya;. 
soldier. l of the efforts seem to be for the officers an {)\.;, 
widows; and I am very much surprised that the gentleman {y,.y 
Pennsylvania has got so low in the scale as captain. [ wo)... 
that he, too, did not make the application in behalf of some or. 
distinguished officer; for instance, a colonel or general. ; 

But, Mr. Speaker, I wish to call the attention of the House +, 
some legislation that was here during this session in re‘or. 
ence to this v subject. No longer ago than last week, | jj. 
lieve it was, a bill was brought wp here and considered to p)ac: oy 
the retired list alieutenant of the Navy, named Quacken!us)), an) 
I would like to call your attention, and the attention of the [{,). 
to the record which has been presented and made a par: of ¢)). 
official records of this House as a reason for placing him on the 
retired list. lam not surprised, in view of the reasons that }\.\, 
been submitted im this case, that enormous pensions slow!) }, 
asked for officers and widows on equally flimsy grounds. As to +\\. 
bill under consideration, I have no partic objection; at the 
same time, it ~~ be entirely deserving or meritorious. 

Mr. GROW. ill the gentleman allow mea moment? Do 1 
understand the gentleman to make objection to the considera: ioy 
of the bill? 

Mr. TALBERT. No; I have made no objection to the consid. 
eration as yet, but only wished to call attention to a specimen of 

blican legislation. 

, Mr. Speaker, I started to cite some of the reasons why 
this lieutenant was placed upon the retired list as I gather thom 
from the records in the case. In the first place, we find right a: 
the very threshold of it that he was dismissed from the Nay.) 
Academy for drunkenness. Thatis onereason, I suppose. why he 
should be placed on the retired list. That is, at least, given as one 
of the reasons in the , or at least it appears in the Recor, 

In the second place, he was appointed a lieutenant in the Nav 
at the outbreak of the war. at of course might be a gool 
reason to put him on the retired list. In the third place, inclu. 
ing many other different orders, eight in all, as shown by tl 
record, he was put on waiting orders at eight different times dur: g 
the war. That is, he was found to be incapable, or utterly worth- 
less, or something of that sort, and he was put on waiting orers 
until something was found that he was capable of doing. Nov, 
what do sensible men think of such recommendations? 

The fourth reason for putting him on the retired list was that 
there was no evidence before the committee that he was ever ina 
battle or received honorable mention d the war, or at least 
this a as a part of his record and should have prevente| \t. 
Yet that is a strong reason for putting him on the retired list! 
There is not a word of evidence that he ever smelt powder or 
heard a gun fired in battle or ever saw the smoke of battle. Ani 
yet by an overwhelming vote he was put on the retired list. If 
you regard that as a good reason you are welcome to it, and wel: 
come to the responsibility for such action. 

In the fifth place, upon an examination for promotion, hi» fai: 
to pass before two successive and independent examining boars. 
It seems that he had great merit because he failed to pass two 
successive examinations for otion. That is another reason 
why you seem to have retired him, Isuppose. In the sixth plas, 
under the general law he was finally put on the retired list. Thea 
comes a seventh reason for put on—Congress intervenes 
and had him restored to the active 

Congress had to come along and exercise its power to put !'m 
on duty. In the eighth place, he was again dismissed for drun< 
enness. That a nT why the claim is 
brought up here and, under whi spur, the application & 
granted to put him on the retired list. In the ninth place, (o" 
gress n restored him to the active list, and then put him on the 
retired 
movi 


ist. I only call your attention to these facts—that your’ 
like to pass such claims as this while you ar 


neglecting the claims of the honest soldiers and the widows 0”! 
of the old soldiers. You are neglecting that great 1's 


orphans 
of claims existing against the United States that come from yo'" 
War Claims Committee, claims that are costing the Government 
twenty or thi thousand dollars a year, but they are nevet 
brought forw There is no relief for such claimants. _ i 
Now, I do not know but what the claim that the distingui-b¢ 
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fleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] has brought forward 
here is a meritorious one. I do not propose to even vote against 
it. because I do not think he has ever stood up here in advocacy 
of a claim unless it some merit. But I just want to call 
the attention of the House again to the fact that it seems to be 
the paramount object of the sitting of this Congress to grant pen- 
sions to bummers, deserters, and coffee coolers, if the gentleman 
from Kentucky will allow me that remark, and to pass by merito- 
rious claims. I just wanted to show the spirit which actuated 
re ‘ct. Here is the bill of fare. It is in the Recorp. You 
Teli ok at it. He has never been in a battle. He has several 
times been di for drunkenness. He has never passed an 
examination for promotion; was put under waiting orders eight 
times, and yet you come here with great big crocodile tears in 
our eyes and ask that this great, grand man be put on the retired 
bist. you can stand it, can. That is only a sample of Repub- 


lican legislation. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will ask the gentleman why he was not here 
to make that speech against the the Quackenbush bill when it came 
up, instead of aang it after the bill passed? 

Mr. TALBERT. 1 was here, but as usual the gag law was ap- 
lied, and the previous question was ordered, just as you Repub- 
jeans do things to keep men from expressing their views. That 

js the reason why I did not do it, and that is the reason why I rose 

in my seat to-day tosay what I havesaid. Itisa bitter dose. You 

would not swallow it the other day, and you have got to swallow 

it now, however nauseating it may be, and I hope it will so purge 
on as to some fairness and justice into you. 

Mr.GROW. There has been no gag law on this bill. The gen- 
fleman has not opposed this bill, and | am very much obliged to 
him. I ask for a vote. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was sovereeey read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GROW, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

JOHN CASTER. 


Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I should like to suggest 
that we commence on privates. We have come down as low as a 
captain. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I have a bill pensioning a pri- 


vate. 1 ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of 
the bill (H. oe granting a pension to John Caster. 

The bill was , as follows: 

Be it ena ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized a ted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of msion laws, the name of .John Caster, late a private 
in Company A, Thirty- Missouri Enrolled Militia Cavalry. 


Mr. DOCKERY. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. CRowTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (71. R. 
5854) granting a pension to John Caster, having carefully examined and con- 


sidered the facts y pormesttally report as follows: 
July 25, 1861, as a private in Company A, Thirty-third 
tia wel, and served with such organization until 
pension July 18, 1874, alleging gunshot wound of left 
tage receives in battle near Camden Point. Platte SSanty, Mo., July 3, 1864. 
War Department records fail to show that the organization to which 
claimant belonged was ever mustered into the United States service, and the 
Claim for Was rejected on that ground and on the ground that the 
the case, it, was not on file before July 4, 1874, the claim 
completed Novem 10, 1874, as shown on the brief of the claim. 
The adjutant-general of Ppssoari says the muster-in roll shows John Cas- 
Sr, private, rty-third | Enrolled Missouri Militia, mustered 
in at Breck ‘o., July The Third Auditor reports that John 
.. 8 ae the ro’ A, Thirty-third Enrolled Mis- 
as July 26, 1862, ordered intoservice September 26, 1564, 

November 2%, 1864. 

ent, testified (filed September 5, 189) that he 


when i. = —. come eee — the — soon —— 
18, t @ battle with bushw ers under 
and Piocotee - 


‘iel Lebo filed affidavit December 7, 1874, that he was in command 
y A, Thirty-third Enrolled Missouri Militia, at the time, and 


ao wound in left hip. John V. Johnston and 
also testify to the incurrence of the wound as 


i 


of Company 


bg 
i 


: 


5 
a 


ef 
5 


Folmsbee, Gallatin, Mo, filed affidavit November 10, 1874, 
that he rovied Tees Caster for gunshot wound of left hip, received while a 
mhember of A, Thirty- Missouri Enrolled Militia. 

Dr. Me March 21, 1506: 

[ have known r about fourteen years and treated him for ca- 
tarrh and heart heart’s action very weak and irregular; slight 
exercise uees He suffers from nasal catarrh, which has af- 
fected chan . He has had gunshot wound of left hip at junc- 
tion of sacrum ball d downward in an oblique direction 
rane 


z 


inches from point of entrance, causing adhesion at both 

ts and of leg as result of injury to glutel and femo- 

and nuacies. have been permanent since I have known him 
totally for performing manual labor of any kind. 


ny 
The committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill with an amend- 


ment, after the word * Cavalry,” in line 7, the words “and pay hima 
ae . *; also amend b Fp the name ‘“ Caster” in- 
“Caster” j hoe 6. and also amend tle of bill by spelling the name 
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in putting this Lieutenant Quackenbush upon the | 


——— ean 


é 
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Is there objection to the present consideras 
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The SPEAKER. 
tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 


The amendments recommended by the committee, set forth in 
the report, were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time. and passed. 
On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, the title of the bill was amended 


so as to read: ‘‘A biil granting a pension to Jolin Cast 

On motion of Mr. DOCKERY, a motion to reconsider the vot 

by which the bill passed was laid on the tabie. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I move to take up the naval 
appropriation bill as reported from the Senate, with the 
amendments, and that the House disagree to the Senat: 
ments entire and request a conference; and that the bi 
the Senate amendments, be printed. 

Before asking for a vote on that I desire to make a few observa 
tions to the House in connection with this bill. I will not st 
in detail the character of the amendments, which are quite nu 
merous, but I desire to call the attention of the House particu 
lariy, in my request for a disagreement with the Senate. to the 
action of that body in reducing the provision for battle ships 
from four to two. The members of the House will remember 
very well the circumstances, and the condition of the publ 
mind, and the conditions prevailing in the Senate and House of 
Representatives at the time when the naval appropriation bill 
was brought into the House, where provision was made for the 
construction of 4 first-class battle ships and 15 torpe 
I desire to emphasize at this time the very remarkable change of 
attitude on the part of our coordinate legislative branch, which 
has resulted in the cutting down of one-half the provision for the 
strengthening of the Navy made in the bill asit passed the House. 

At the time the four battle ships were ordered, were voted for 
by the House, we found ourselves in a situation in which the pub- 
lic mind had been very greatly inflamed and excited by the dis- 
cussion of ‘‘ wars and rumors of wars” in various direct! 
it is only fair to say that the Senate of the United States by action 
and speeches had probably contributed as much as any element 
that affected public sentiment or excited the public mind in regard 
to the strained character of our relations with several of the great 
nations of the earth. 

It is within easy recollection of the members of this body that 
great excitement was produced by a message of the President of 
the United States in regard to Venezuela, which contained some 
very remarkable expressions as affecting our possible future re- 
lations with the greatest maritime power on the globe. The ac- 
tion of this House will be remembered in support of that message, 
and also the fact that the Senate of the United States, after some 
deliberation, followed the action of the House in what seemed to 
be a very strong indorsement of the most emphatic expressions of 
the President's message in the line of aggressive ertion of the 
duty and disposition of the United States to exercise its power in 
regard to the disposition of matters on this hemisphere outside of 
our own territory. 

So strong was that disposition, so strong seemed to be the pur- 
pose of Congress, that our country should take a more prominent 
and aggressive attitude in the disposition of the great international 
affairs of the world that, one after another, remarkable proposi- 
tions were introduced in either branch of Congress, all of them 
looking toward a more strenuous declaration of our military posi- 
tion among the nations of the earth than had ever before been 
assumed; and, as I say, in that direction the Senate of the United 
States took a very conspicuous part. I found in looking over the 
Recorp and public documents of this session a number of extraor- 
dinarily omsiiine measures brought before that body, seeming to 
show the earnest desire of the Senate that we should put ourselves 
in a position to maintain the unwontedly aggressive attitude to 
which it seemed the desire of so many people to commit our Gov- 
ernment. Among them, on December 18, 1895, the Senator from 
New Hampshire {[Mr. CHANDLER] introduced a bill (S. 1043), 
which was read twice and referred to the committee, providing 

That the President be, and he is hereby. authorized and directed to 
strengthen ‘the military armament by adding thereto, equipped for nae, 
1,000,000 infantry rifles. 1.000 guns for field artillery, and not exceeding 5,000 
heavy gun for fortifications: to be procured by manufacture in the arsenals, 
or by contract for manufacture, or by direct purchase in this country or else 
where, according to the discretion of the President, who shall rm, when 
practicable, without unwise delay, to the methods prescribed for making 
contracts and purchases by existing laws 


7 
Sec. 2. That the sum of $100,000,000 is hereby appropriated to carry into 
effect the provisions of this act. 
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And so exigent was the matter apparently regarded by the framer 
of this bill that the President was authorized to procure this war 
material—$100,000,000 worth of war material—either in this coun- 
try or “elsewhere,” if we could not produce it fast enough by do- 
mestic manufacture to meet what seemed to be regarded as the 
exigency of the situation of this country at that time, 


. 
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On the 8th of January, 1896, the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALz] introduced a bill (8. 1404) which came with a recommen- 
dation from the Navy Department, which was read a first and 
second time by unanimous consent, providing that the President 
of the United States should be authorized, whenever in his judg- 
ment an exigency should arise that warranted it, to enlist an un- 
limited number of men in the Navy of the United States for the 
term of two years and to appoint an unlimited number of officers 
not abovethe grade of lieutenant, who should be found necessary 
to command the men thus brought into the service. It provided 
further that the President should authorize the Secretary of the 
Navy to call into requisition the Naval Militia, and to charter 
‘‘any private vessel or vessels which may be required for the 
transportation of troops or other purposes, at such rates of com- 
pensation and upon such terms and conditions as may be deemed 
proper for the protection of the public interest.” 

On the same day the public records show that the Naval Com- 
mittee of the Senate addressed a communication to the Secretary 
of the Navy, asking him if he thought that ‘‘six battle ships” 
should be authorized at the present session. It was in this form: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, directed to 
inform the Senate whether, in his opinion, it would be advantageous to the 
naval service to now contract for six battle ships instead of for the two at 
present authorized, on the basis of the bids now before the Navy Depart- 


ment, modified as might be, in the opinion of the Department, to the public 
interest. 


In pursuance of the Secretary’s affirmative reply, Mr. HALE, on 
the 19th of December, introduced a bill (S. 1058) providing for 
constructing ‘‘by contract 6 seagoing coast line battle ships” of 
about 11,000 tons each, and 25 torpedo boats. 

On the 29th of January Senator MorGan, from the Committee 
on Foreign Relations, submitted an elaborate report in regard to 
our relation to the conditions existing in the Istand of Cuba, ac- 


companying which was a concurrent resolution, No. 19, providing 
as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of peaprenenatines concurring), That the 
present deplorable war in the Island of Cuba has reached a magnitude that 
concerns all civilized nations to the extent that it should be conducted, if un- 
happily it is longer to continue, on those principles and laws of warfare that 
are acknowledged to be obligatory upon civilized nations when engaged in 
open hostilities, including the treatment of captives who are enlisted in either 
army, due respect to cartels for exchange of prisoners and for other ili- 
=e pur 8, truces and flags of truce, the provision of Pree hospitals 
and hospital supplies, and services to the sick and wounded of either army. 
Resolved furt.er, That this representation of the views and opinions of Con- 
3s be sent to the President; and if he concurs therein that he will, in a 
riendly spirit, use the good offices of this Government to the end that Spain 
shall be requested to accord to the armies with which it is engaged in war 
pm Fig of belligerents, as the same are recognized under the laws of 
nations. 


On the 20th of February Senator CALL submitted an amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute: 


That the United States recognize the independence of the Republic of 
Cuba, proclaimed at Jimaguaya under the Presidency of Cisneros, and ynder 


pa proving constitution and form of government proclaimed at Jimaguaya 
in y, 1895. 


Senator WHITE submitted another amendment, as follows: 


That the Senate contemplates with solicitude and profound regret the suf- 
ferings and destruction accompanying the civil conflict now in progress in 
Cuba. While the United States have not interfered and will not, unless their 
vital interests so demand, interfere with existing colonies and dependencies 
of any European Government on this hemisphere, nevertheless our poses 
have never disguised and do not now conceal their sympathy for all those 
who struggle patriotically, as do the Cubans now in revolt, to exercise, main- 
tain, and preserve the right of self-government. Nor can we ignore our ex- 
ceptional and close relations to Cuba by reason of geographical proximity 
and our consequent grave interest in questions affecting the control or 
ree of that island. We trust that the executive department, to whose 
investigation and care our diplomatic relations have been committed, will, at 
as early a date as the facts will warrant, the belligerency of those 
who are maintaining themselves in Cuba in armed opposition to , and 
that the influence and offices of the United States may be prudently, peace- 
fully, and effectively exerted to the end that Cuba may be enabled to establish 
a permanent government of her own choice. 


On March 2, 1896, resolutions were reported by the committee 
in lieu of these, which provided as follows: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That, in 
the opinion of Dongrem, > state of mene war exists in Cuba, the poctes to 
which are entitled to belligerent ts, and the United States should observe 
a strict neutrality between the be rents. 

Resolved, That Congress deplores the destruction of life and property 
caused by the war now waging in that island, and believing that the only 
permanent solution of the con equally in the interest of — the people 
of Cuba, and other nations, would be in the establishment of a government 
by the choice of the ay ow of Cuba, it is the sense of Congress that the Gov- 

d use its good offices and friendly infiu- 
ence to that end. 


ernment of the United States sh 

Resolved, That the United States has not intervened in struggles between 
any European governments and their colonies on this continent; but from 
the very close relations between the people of the United States and those of 
Cuba, in conseqnence of its ty and the extent of the commerce be- 
tween the two peoples, the present war is entailing such losses upon the peo- 
= of the United States that Congress is of opinion that the Government of 

e United States should be pre the legitimate interests of 


pared to p 
our citizens by intervention, if necessary. 
During the discussion of these various propositions the expres- 


sions called out in the Senate were also of a remarkably aggres- 
sive character. I find that on the 27th of February the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. Vest], in an argument as to the duty of the 


United States in regard to the insurrection in the Island of (1, 
used language which was reported wy the newspapers to hay 

caused great excitement throughout Spain, where it wa, said - 
have been interpreted by the press and in Government ¢ir¢joc : 
indicating serious hostility on re of the legislative branche 
of the Government of the Uni States toward a nation with 
whom we were and still are holding amicable relations, |), said 
as reported in the REcorD: 7 


Of all those vast dominions won by blood, won through torture 
there remains to-day to this toothless old wolf— 


Meaning Spain— 


the single Island of Cuba. And Spain today, like Giant Despair jy ¢, 
wonderful picture of Bunyan, almost helpless, sits at the door of th. - 
cave of despotism and grins with impotent rage at the procession o; splendid 
Republics t march on in the progress toward civilization and liber;y. 


A little later, in the same debate, he is reported as saying: 


We, Mr. President, are confronted now with one overwhelming, oyerry); 
absolute, and determinate question in this debate. Shall we, the ¢ 
emplar of republican institutions throughout the world, declare ¢ 
opinion the people of Cubaare able to maintain their independence ang jy, 
achieved it? Are we to wait until that island is desolated by fire and swopqs 
Are we, a Christian and God-fearing people, to stand silent and dum), whi), 
the Spanish governor, called a general, declares that he intends to pey yy 
the arene of Cuba and butcher them into subjection to the Spanish throna 
Sir, if we do it, God will curse us. If we do this thing and stand hers y):)), 
desert has been made of that splendid island, you may be certain ¢)\, the 
time will come when there will retribution po US AS a people, becauss 
we have not been true to the task assigned us by Providence, because we havg 
not cherished the legacy of self-government as bequeathed to us jy our 
fathers. {Applause in the galleries.] F 


Perhaps if it were parliamentary, Mr. Speaker, I might say tha 
the RecorD shows that following this remarkable declaration th 
Senator from whom I have just made this quotation voted to 
strike out half of the provision made by the House bill for strength. 
ening the Navy of the United States to help to maintain that 
dignified attitude of our Government which he seemed to be 
desirous of ae 

Senator ALLEN of Nebraska offered a resolution providing— 

That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, authoriz 
and requested to issue a proclamation recognizing the Republic of Cuba as 
exists under the constitution and form of government proclaim 
guaya, under President Ciseneros, in the month of May, A. D. !5))) 
and independent nation, and Soconding the envoy extraordinary a: 
plenipotentiary of ssid Republic all the rights and privileges accord th 
caver extraordinary and plenipotentiary of the Government 


and fire, 


In advocating it he went on to say: 


Mr. President, I would go further than these resolutions propos» to go. I 
would not only recognize the belligerent rights of Cuba, but I would establish 
her as one of the republics of this earth. need be, I would muster ever 
man in the United States and every war vessel necessary to the ace. 
ment of the task, and I would erect on the ashes and ruins of $): 
trol of that island a republic modeled after the institutions of our own. 
Sir, I would not only do that, but if 1 had it in my power I would admit 
the minister of the Republic of Cuba, feeble as it may be, unimportant in 
the eyes of the world as it may be, to the diplomatic circles at this capital 
— terms of equality with the minister from Spain. 

r. President, one word more. It is said that the action proposed is liabl 
to mvolve usin war. We can not shirk responsibility because wa: 
low as a consequence of the discharge of our duties. The rule of 5) . 
Cuba has not been actuated from motives of humanity to those people. but 
cay for lust and When Spain becomes convinced that republican 
institutions upon this continent mean more than mere empty declarations; 
that it means the United States of America will unfold its flag broad enough 
to cover the aspirations of the people of Cuba and oining countries, thea 
the question of the independence of that people will settled, and we shall 
have nothing to do but to adjust the results. 


And, Mr. Speaker, after —— that utterance, if it were par 
liamentary I might go on to say that in the line of ‘ mustering 
every man and every war vessel of the United States” that Senator 
is reported to have voted to strike out all the provisions for battle 
ships in the House naval ee bill. {Laughter} 
On the 28th of February tor SHERMAN of Ohio, the chair 
man of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, one of the most (istir 
guished and venerated statesmen of the Republic and a Nestor 0 


the halls of legislation, in a speech in favor of the resolutions de 
clarin 


the duty of our Government in regard to insurrectionaly 
disturbances within the dominion of a foreign power. namely, 
Spain, among other seemingly aggressive suggestions, used the 
following language: 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Preside: would not in this debate but that], 
as a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations, wish to share in ther 
sponsibili bers of that committee for the consequences that m7 
come from the adoption of the resolution which I hope is about to)! : 
not disguise the dangers, the possibilities of hostile movements int) v2 
our Government may be drawn. I know that the le of Spain are a st 
sitive, a a t le, and will not submit to what they consie? 
to be an injustice without resentment and resistance. At the sam '!™” ny 
convictions are strong, mae that the condition of 
fairs in Cuba is such nited States must soe 
or. spins, be seven to put an end tocrimes that are almost beyond crip 
Me. F ent, we have seen that tile actual 1 ay aa alreod) shod 
men: read open = ount 0 
there since the arrival of t!'s general, 


upon m own respon 
ee 
tions as they are nar 


t will prevent 
over ype er dan’. running af 


out from the little Island of © oe 
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yarous robbers and imitators of the worst men who ever lived in the 
theee bar Applause in the galleries. | ’ ‘ ; 

Sir, whatever may be the result of the adoption of this measure, I desire to 
ake my share 0 msibility in connection with it, and with a confidence 
: the Judgment of the Almighty Ruler of the Universe, I believe it will be 
7 if we can t.and all the other nations of America concur, in securing 
tp the people of Cuba the same liberties we now enjoy. [Applause in the 


eries. } 

Our. Speaker, if it were strictly parliamentary, I would say that 
the REcoRD shows that the Senator voted to strike out two of the 
battle ships from the provision made by the House to enable the 
United States to maintain an aggressive attitude, if it should be 
necessary to do so, in the affairs of the world. 

On the 284 of March, 1896, the Senator from Texas, Mr. MILLs, 
introduced a joint resolution in these words: 

e United States is hereby directed to re st the 
ga tne Ered Bean (Penthorine the people of Cu Sr aekinas Ap ee 
eignty of m, to institute such lecal government as they may wish, and 
feet it with such powers as they may think necessary to secure to the peo- 
ple of Cuba the right to life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness. 

Sxc. 2. That in case Spain shall refuse to grant to the inhabitants of Cuba 
the rightful power of local self-government, then the President of the United 
States is hereby directed to take possession of the Island of Cuba with the mil- 
itary and naval forces of the United States, and hold the same until the people 
of Cuba can organize a government deriving its just powers from the consent 
of the governed, and arm and equip such military force as may be necessary 
to protect them from invasion. 

Mr. QUIGG. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. I make 
the point that the debate in which the gentleman is indulging is 
obnoxious to the rule. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What is the rule? 

Mr. QUIGG. The rule which provides that the members of 
one House of Congress shall not criticise the proceedings of an- 

her. 
= BOUTELLE. When the gentleman from New York shall 
have served here somewhat longer than he has, he will have 
learned that in order to escape all possible strictures under that 
rule it is only necessary for me to say that ‘‘if” such a thing as 
I was about to present to the House had transpired somewhere, 
and “if” it should prove that in the Senate of the United States 
or in any other legislative body of that high character on a cer- 
tain occasion some Senator from a State, even from Texas, had 
introduced a measure of this kind, then I could state to the House 
that the measure read somewhat in this form—proceeding to read 
the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York has made the 
point of order. Has the gentleman from Maine anything to say 
with regard to it? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to state that it is a very familiar 
point of order, one which is very frequently made here, but almost 
always made by very new members. [Laughter.] And I desire 
to say to the S er—— 
R. The Chair has the impression that the point 
of order is well taken. [Applause. ; 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Very well. Then I will suggest to the Chair 
that all that itis necessary for me to do, as has been the practice 
ever since Con was first organized, is to state a hypothetical 
case, which I will proceed to do. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the reason of the 
rule— 

Mr. BOUTELLE (interposing). I ask a ruling as to whether I 
am not entitled to read from the REcorD anything that has trans- 
pired in either branch of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not; but he will hear the 
gentleman from Maine on that point. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the Speaker rule that a member of 
this House, in debate, has not a right to read from the printed 
record of the debates in the Senate what has been stated in that 
a I would like to have a ruling, and I wait for the Speaker 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I hope there will not be a 


ruling for a moment or two. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will hear the gentleman from Ohio 
on the t of order. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. If the matter is to be debated 1 want to say 
a word myself. 

Mr.GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I take the ground that so far 
the gentleman from Maine has not transgressed the rule of the 
House. I can not put my hand on the rule at this instant, but my 
recollection of it is that the criticism of another legislative branch 
of the Government, or of a coordinate branch of the Government, 
which the rule contemplates, does not consist, and can not be con- 
strued to consist, in merely reading the action of the other body 
and quoting the utterances of the members of that body. I under- 
stand that the criticism must be something that would provoke 
Personal reply, something that is in the nature of a eriticism, 
either of the whole body or of the individual members of the body. 

Now, Ido not like to have it ruled, unless it is right, that we 
fhe say on this floor that the Senate has defeated some bill 
of the House or that the Senate has put some amendments upon 
some bill of the House. AsI understand the logic of the argu- 
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ment of the gentleman from Maine—and certainly he made it 
very clear—he was pointing out that the Senate at one time seemed 
to concur in a certain line of opinion in regard to the necessities 
of the military arm of the Government, and at another time had 
receded from that position. I hope that that may not be held to 
be an improper line of criticism. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. But, Mr. Speaker, was not the 
personally criticising certain members of the Senate? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did not think so. 

Mr. MILLIKEN, I did. 

The SPEAKER. This isa matter of considerab] 
and one which should be very carefully presented. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It isa matter that has been presented a great 
many times. The idea that a bill can be passed by this House, 
sent to the Senate, acted upon in the Senate and amended there, 
sent back to the House, and that we in discussing that bil! are 
estopped from citing the record of the votes in the Senate and the 
recorded expressions of Senators in debating the measure, is so 
monstrous a proposition that I will not dignify it by discussing it, 
I simply say that in any debate in which I hold the floor I have a 
right under the rules as a member of the House to read from the 
records of any legislative body on the face of this earth, and pecul- 
iarly the right to read from the records of the legislative body 
which is coordinate with this; and that no possible point of order 
can be made except upon such an assault on the motives or the 
integrity of a member of the coordinate branch as would involve, 
under well-understood parliamentary usage, the liability of 
voking personal animosities or recriminations. 
fectly plain. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, this infantile point of order would preclude 
me from quoting from a President’s message or from a decision of 
the Supreme Court. I am amazed that such a proposition should 
occupy the attention of the House for a moment 

Mr.GROW. Mr. Speaker, if I am correct in my view, the mem- 
bers of one House can not refer to proceedings pending between 
the two Houses in the way of comment. Proceedings, however, 
of either House as printed in the REcorpD become history; and any 
member may refer to them as history, but without commenting 
upon them or discussing the reasons why a member of the other 
body uttered certain sentiments at one time and certain other senti- 
ments at another. The record is history and may be referred to; 
but comments upon it are, I think, excluded by parliamentary law. 

The SPEAKER. The principle involved in the matter 


ventieman 


importance 


pro- 
Che rule is per- 


now 
brought to the attention of the House is contained in a statement 
of Jefferson’s Manual which will be found on page 132 of the 
Digest of the second session of the Fifty-third Congress: 

Where the complaint is of words disrespectfully spoken by a member of 
another House it is difficult to obtain punishment, because of the ru! sup- 
posed necessary to be observed (as to the immediate noting down of words) for 
thesecurity of members. Therefore it is the duty of the House, and more par 
ticularly of the Speaker, to interfere immediately, and not to permit expres- 
sions to go unnoticed which may give a ground of complaint to the other 
House and introduce proceedings and mutual accusations between the two 


Houses which can hardly be terminated without difficulty and disorder 


If the Chair understood the remarks of the gentleman from 
Maine, they were, in addition to the reading of matters in the 
RECORD, criticisms with regard to the personal action of members 
of the other House and in regard to their votes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I desire to state that the Chair is entirely in 
error on that point; and I think perhaps he may have been misled 
by the fact that he was paying more attention apparently to some- 
body else than he was to the speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine is right. When 
the gentleman commenced to read, the Chair was paying atten- 
tion to some other business of the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then if the Speaker—— 

The SPEAKER. The impression of the Chair was that an ex- 
a was used with regard to the vote of a Senator, comparing 
1is vote on a portion of this bill with utterances in which he had 
indulged in the Senate. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the Chair will be kind enough to refer to 
the language used, he will find that ‘‘the gentleman from Maine” 
very carefully, very specifically, and very parliamentarily stated 
that ‘if it were parliamentary,” he might call attention, ‘if the 
fact were so and so,” to the fact that the gentleman had voted ‘so 
and so.” 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that is precisely the same 
thing. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is for the Chair to decide. I believe I 
was strictly within the rules. If the Chair does so decide, it is 
entirely a different ruling from any other decision that I have ever 
known to be made upon the question. 

The SPEAKER. That is the opinion of the Chair, and the 
thing to be kept in mind by the House and by gentlemen in ad- 
dressing this body, not for our own sakes particularly, but for 
the sake of orderly proceedings in public bodies, is that principle 
which is laid down in this Manual—the principle that there should 
be in such bodies no such criticism orreference to the members of 





another and acoordinate body as would be liable to lead to recrim- 
inations or disputes. 

The reason for this is simple and plain, on reflection. It is that 
all legislation, in order to become law, must receive the sanction 
of both Houses. Anything, therefore, which means misunder- 
standing between the two Houses, like criticism of the nor 
manner by the members of either branch of those of the other, 
would be likely to create friction and have a very bad effect upon 
public legislation. At least that is the theory on which the rule 
and the construction of the rule to which attention is called is 
= And I think everybody will see the soundness and wisdom 
of it. 

The Chair has the impression that the rule certainly goes as far 
as stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, a former Speaker 
of this House [Mr. Grow], and possibly it goes even further under 
the usages of the House. So far as m 1 recollection is 
concerned, my impression is that allusion to the acts, and espe- 
cially to the motives, of members, or the criticism of members of 
the other House, is not permissible here, nor is a criticism of us 
permitted over there, and the purpose of it is that we may avoid 
unnecessary ill feeling between the two bodies in the interest of 
the country and the advancement of legislation. Because where 
criticism is made of a man where he can not reply it is more 
irritating than criticism of a man where he can reply. And so 
the motive for establishing a proper rule to govern our relations 
with the other body is even stronger than it is for establishing 
proper relations among ourselves. Now, I have no doubt that the 
gentleman from Maine will proceed in order. But I think that 
the remark which came to the attention of the Chair was not 
strictly in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Will the Speaker be kind enough to indi- 
cate the remark to which he refers? 

The SPEAKER. The remark in which the gentleman had un- 
dertaken to quote language used in debate in another body and 
had referred to certain actions of its members. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What? 

The SPEAKER. Where the gentleman quoted language used 
in debate in the Senate and proceeded to compare the language 
used with the action of a member of that body to show a conflict 
between them. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. What I said was that if it was permissible 
to do so I should say so and so. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman said that if it were parlia- 
mentary he would characterize it as so and so. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Thatif it were parliamentary, I would state 
how he voted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the general rule is 
plain, and the gentleman will see that that language comes within 
the spirit of the rule. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I move that the gentleman from 
Maine be permitted to proceed in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. r. Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania very much, but I do not wish any such privilege 
to be extended tome. If I can not proceed in a manner that I 
believe to be strictly in order I do not desire to proceed at all. 

Mr. GROW. If the House does not give you permission to 
proceed you can not proceed anyhow. [Laughter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have no desire to pro unless I can 
proceed in what I recognize to be ee under the rule. 

If it is ruled by the Chair—and while I recognize all of the flu- 
ency and skill of the admonition the Chair administered to me, I 
do not yet quite catch the idea the Chair had in mind—but if the 
Chair rules that I am estopped from proceeding, that I have made 
any infraction of the rules of the House by simply reading from 
the CONGRESSIONAL REcORD a public report of the proceedings 
of the Senate, then I have no desire to ad the House further. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, it seems to be a question of what 
the gentleman from Maine really did say. I ask if it would not 
be in order to have the stenographer’s report read, in order to set 
the matter clear before the House, Let us have the report of 
what he did say, and not undertake to argue this question on 
probabilities, but let us take the facts. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is too late now to have 
the words taken down. 

Mr. QUIGG. The Speaker has ruled on the point of order, and 
I call for the order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I asked the er to inform me, as a mat- 
ter of parliamen inquiry, if the Chair holds that I am for- 
bidden here on the floor of House to read the language of a 
joint resolution introduced in the Senate and made a part of the 
public records of that body? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the gentleman is enti- 
tled to read it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, that is what I was doing, Mr. Speaker. 
That is exactly what I was doing, and all that I was doing. 
Now, I want to have this understood, if the Chair please—— 
(Laughter. } 
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TheSPEAKER. TheChair would suggest to the gentleman _ 
Mr. BOUTELLE. This may be a very laughable matter to 

some of you gentlemen, but there are some serious aspects of ;),.. 

case which involve the rights of a member on the floor, and | .. 
the Chair if I may be heard on this question of order? ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already passed upon the 
tion of order, and the Chair desires to say to the gentle.) 
from Maine that all these matters can proceed without diffi)... 
pence the gentleman bears in mind, as the Chair has no (\,,.;/) 
ne will, the principles which have been invoked here, and \ })).-); 
have been quoted from Jefferson’s Manual; and the Chair }),.,.< 
that the gentleman will proceed in order, under that, as he undo. 
stands it. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I want to ask the Speaker if any man cap 
properly rise under the rules of this House and call a mem)yr ¢, 
order for anything except that which he is saying at the tin: 

The SPEAKER. TheChairthinksthatin a case like this, w}).r, 
a matter has been going on in a icular direction, or such criti- 
cism as has already been all to, and it seems to be going on 
still further in that direction, if a member rises and asks the judy. 
ment of the Chair the general topic, that it is the business 
of the Chair to give it, and Chair has done so. : 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then the Chair holds, as I understan]d— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has made its ruling. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, I desire to find out what I may—— 

Mr. QUIGG. I call for the regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania — Grow], that the gentleman fro. 
Maine [Mr. BouTELLE] be allowed to proceed in order. 

_Mr. BOUTELLE. r. Speaker, I decline to accept that. I 
rise to a question of mal privilege, and I desire to ask the 
Chair if he holds that I am not in order in continuing to read 
from the bill or joint resolution, from which I was reading ver- 
batim when called to order by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Quiee]? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not hold that the gentleman 
was out of order in doing that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then I will proceed to read the rest of the 
resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman may proceed in order, pro- 
vided the House so votes on the motion of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow}. 

Mr. BOU' LE. The Chair stated that I was in order. I 
was reading from this joint resolution when the gentleman from 
New York — Quiaa@] called me to order. Now, if the Chair 
says that I have no right to read it I will refrain from reading it. 

e SPEAKER. Chair has made his ruling, and the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Grow] moves that the gentleman 
from Maine be wed to proceed in order. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (interrupting). Iask the Speaker if | have 
a right to read—— 

The SPEAKER. Those in favor of the motion of the gentle 
man from Pennsylvania will say aye; those opposed, no. The 
ayes seem to have it; the ayes have it, and the gentleman will pro- 
ceed in order. Sa and laughter. | 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, will the Chair be kind enough to in- 


rm me— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sincerely hopes that gentlemen will 
conduct themselves with regard to this matter in such manner as 
may conduce to a proper understanding between the two bodics 
and a a understanding among ourselves. 

Mr. “OUTELLE. I hope the Chair will not admonish tie 
members on my account atall, for I am entirely content with the 
record made. I want to ask the Speaker now, in order that | may 
esc the superserviceable zeal of some member on one side :f 
the House or the other, who may think he can distinguish |in- 
self by bobbing up in the record of my speech—I want to ask the 
Speaker ues the Speaker is fully advised upon this matter, !- 
cause he ruled on portions of it) whether I am entitled t)) read 
the remainder of this concurrent resolution offered in the Senate 
of the United States? 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman has liberty to proceed in order. 

Mr. LIKEN. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliamentary 0- 
quiry. I wish to ask the question of the Speaker whether, if! 
state to the House that I would say a thing—— ’ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, was it voted that I should pro 
ceedinorder? - 


The SPEAKER. It was. 
Mr. BOUTELLBE. If so, I desire to retain the floor. I do not 
—* the i ed gentleman from Maine. 


qnes- 


: I decline 
Tne The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Bo E} 
i . BOUTELLE 
the floor. wa 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I the will be as capable— 
The SPEAKER. The ill endeavor to do his duty if he 
may be permitted to do it. 
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Mr BOUTELLE (continuing). As eapable of administering 
the rules with reference to one member as another of the “ unruly ” 
delegation from Maine. 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Do not extend that beyond yourself. _ 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I will continue the reading of 


the concurrent resolution introduced in the Senate on the 25d of | 


March, 1896, which proceeded as follows: 
Presiden f 
a the Island of Cuba with the military and naval forces of the United 
States and hold the same until the people of Cuba can organize a govern- 
ent deriving its just powers from the consent of the governed, and arm 
pa equip suc tary forces as may be necessary to protect them from 
invasion. 


Yow, Mr. Speaker, I am entirely desirous, in perfect good faith, 
of sibaring to the rules of this House, not aie wn I understand 
them but as they may be expounded by the present Speaker of the 


House; and I if there is anything in the rules or in the Speak- 
er’s recent holding that precludes or renders it improper for me 
to read from the CONGRESSIONAL ReEcorD language used in the 


Senate of the United States, which I now purpose to read unless 
luded? 


P The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed in order. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. On the 30th of March, 1896, the Recorp re- 


ports Senator Mitts of Texas as using the following language: 


Isay that wherever there are rights there are corresponding duties, 
and I say the le of the United States owe it to the oppressed and down- 
trodden Cuba to say to Spain: ‘‘ The time has come when you must 
take your heel off the necks of the people of Cuba. Weare responsible for 
their slavery; we are responsible for the despotism in that island; we are 
etonsible tor e drop of bloed that you shed; we are responsible for 
every dollar's w of property that your mercenaries have stolen; our 
consciences and our character as a people are involved in this crime. Cuba 
has —- appeal to us, and we intend that you shall give her just gov- 
ernment 


” 
* * * « * + 


aving the eg emg A which even an equitable right would give, we 
Pant Land Spain that just government should be given to Cuba. If 
necessary we should enforce the demand with the whole military strength of 
nation. 


the * * * * © * 


I would say to Spain: “ You can give her local self-government, you can 
keep sovereignty over her, but you must protect her people 
and alee them the power to control their domestic affairs. If you do not do 
it, then I will take ssion of the island, and with the armed forces of the 
United States F see that they have the opportunity to organize a govern- 
ment and arm themselves for its security, and I will hold it until they are 
able to stand alone.’ If Cuba says: “I can not stand alone. I want to go 
with . All these powens are ready to spring upon me. Spain will invade 
me. rhaps a combination of European ——s will combine and assail me. 
Ido not want to stay alone. I want your help—if she says— 

“Entreat me not to leave thee, or to return from following after thee; for 
whither thou goest, I will gos and where thou lodgest, I will lodge; thy people 
shall be my people, and thy God my God; where thou diest, will I die, and 
there will I be buried; the Lord do so to me, and more also, if aught but 
death part thee and me.” : 

Then, sir, | would say to her in the language of that sweet Irish poet: 

“Come, rest inthis bosom, my own stricken deer, 
Though the herd have fled from thee, thy home is stjll here; 
Here still is the smile that no cloud can o'ercast, 
And the heart and the hand all thy own tothe last. 


“Thou hast called me thy 1 in moments of bliss, 
And Sy ae I'll be *mid horrors of this— 
Through the furnace, unshrinking, thy steps to pursue, 


" And shield thee, and save thee, or—perish there too.” 


Now, Mr. , | would like to ask, with every deference to 
the ruling of the Speaker of the House and to my sensitive friends 
here, whether it would be in order for me to state that the Con- 
GRESSIONAL REcoRD shows that the Senator from Texas voted to 
strike out the two battle ships? [Laughter. | 

The SPEAKER. Perhaps the answer will be found in para- 
graph 1710 of Cushing’s Law and Practice of Legislative Assem- 


It is also to refer to or introduce the proceedi 
the other though there is no question pending at the time, for the 
purpose of them the subject of comment, whether in the way of 
answer, explanation, commendation, discussion, or animadversion, and when- 
ever any such allusion is made in any form in which it can be brought within 
the con of the House as disorderly, it is immediately checked by the 
Speaker, the matter itself might with strict re rity be 


itto che a were it not for the impropriety of referring for 
ibility 


or debates of 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Then, Mr. Speaker, if there be a 
of doubt, while I have none in my own mind, I will refrain from 
reading from the Recorp the vote of Senator MILLs as stated in 


my hypothetical question. 
Le Mr. Scalise: 5 dhatre te move that the House ee to 
the Senate amendments entirely and refer them to a committee of 


conference, with an op ity hereafter, of course, for the 

House to act on the results of that conference; and I ask also that 
requested. 

Speaker, the bill with Senate amend- 

ments I believe has not been ordered to be printed, with the Sen- 

ate amendments 


numbered. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. S Senet thet my request me be modified 
80 that the Senate ts may be num and the bill 
the amendments disagreed to, and a conference requested. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave no desire to interfere in any way with 
the management of the bill as may seem best to the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs; but there are one or more amend- 


t of the United States is hereby directed to take posses. | 


ments, one especially, in the bill, that at some stage of the pro- 

ceedings I think the House ought to have a chance to vote upon, 

and I suppose, from what little I know of the way these matters 
| are managed, as to one of the amendments that I have in mind, 
| later on I hope we will have a chance to take some action. I refer 
out two of the battle 
I hope the House will have an opportunity to express its 
opinion upon that Senate amendment, as to whether it shall insist 
on or shall recede from its disagreement to the amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suppose, Mr. Speaker, it is entirely within 
the power of the House to determine that question for itself. I 
do not know how the conferees can keep it from coming up here. 
[I will state very freely and frankly that,so far as I am concerned, 
as chairman of the committee, and so far as I can speak for the 
committee, I know of no possible reason why any amendment will 


to the amendment of the Senate striking 
| ships. 


not be submitted to the separate action of the House if desired. 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose that would come afterwards, as it is 
not convenient to do it now, because the bill has not yet been in 
conference, and really the time for action will come after it has 
been in conference. Then I hope an opportunity to test the sense 
of the House will be given as to certain of the amendments, I 
have no desire to interfere with the management of the bill, and 
could not if I would,on the part of the gentleman from Maine; 
and I only made the remark for the purpose of saying that I hope 
an opportunity will be given to the House later on to pass upon 
this amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I entirely agree with the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. My judgment is that members are not 
present in very large numbers to-day, and all of the members are 
entitled to act upon a question of this kind; and I think it is de 
sirable that the information and the debates to which I have 
called attention to-day, as well as the bill, shall be printed for the 
perusal of the House, to enable members to form better judgment 
after reading what I have said this afternoon, and reflecting upon 
what I probably intended and desired to say that they may be able 
to deal in the most judicious manner with this subject when it 

| comes up. Iam the more convinced it should take this course 
because [ have observed the latent remnant of that excitable and 
bellicose disposition which manifested itself so violently at the 
early stage of the session, that I think perhaps it would be well 
to have the bill printed and have these extracts from the public 
records of the Government printed, and let members have the 
whole matter before them and try to recognize in so far as they 
can the desirability (which I am glad to be able to say I recognized 
from the earliest days of the session, in which I had very little 
sympathy on this side) of looking at this question deliberately and 
calmly. 

I think that when gentlemen read the record of some measures 
that have been introduced in this Congress, and which I had the 
temerity, not being aware of the presence of my vigilant friend 
friend New York | Mr. QuiGa@], to quote, I think there are mem- 
bers who will recognize that probably no such excitable or extrava- 
gant. propositions as some of those would be likely to be introduced 
to-day. I think the public mind is in a calmer state, and that we 
have reached a greater degree of equilibrium, and therefore I move 
that the amendments of the Senate be nonconcurred in and that 
a conference be requested. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, as stated by the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. Cannon] for himself, I do not wish to interfere with 
the progress of this bill, but I do wish to have from the gentleman 
from Maine {|Mr. BouTELLE|—who will probably be at the head 
of the conference committee, as he is entitled to be—the assurance 
that the House shali have an opportunity to vote upon the Senate 
amendment reducing the number of battle ships from four to two 
separately and independently from other propositions contained in 
the bill. If the gentleman will give the House that assurance, I 
shall not object to his motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not know how I can accede to any re- 
quest. made prior to the conference, as I do not know what the 
conferees will agree to. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill say tothe gentleman that the suggestion 
of the gentleman from Texas is along the line of precedents. 
Where amendments are nonconcurred in by wholesale, as. upon a 
general appropriation bill, it is not unusual for a request to be 
mate ioe tothe request of the gentleman from Texas, and, so 
far as I recollect, such requests have always been conceded. The 
method would be when you go into conference that whatever 
may be done by way of agreement as to other amendments, this 
amendment will be reported back to the House by way of disa- 

eement, so that the House, or any member of the House, will 

ave an opportunity to test the sense of the House on a motion to 
concur with the Senate or on a motion to instruct the conferees. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, that amendment is the most 
important matter for which the conferenc@is desired. I do not 
see how I can agree to exclude from conference the most impor- 
tant matter involved. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Suppose the Senate recedes from its disa 
greement, what then? 
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Mr, CANNON. 
does not recede. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. If it recedes there is nothing before the 
House. That settles it. 

Mr. CANNON. You could still report the disagreement. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There would be no disagreement. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. You could not report what was not true. 

Mr. CANNON. Itis to be presumed, primarily, that the Senate 
will not recede, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. In other words, does the gentleman from 
Illinois propose to exclude that particular amendment from the 
conference? 

Mr. CANNON. Not at all. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then we must confer upon it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, would it be in order now to move 
to concur in the amendment of the Senate which reduces the num- 
ber of battle ships from four to two? 

The SPEAKER. It would be in order. 

Mr, SAYERS. Then I move that the House concur in the 
amendinent of the Senate which reduces the number of battle 
ships from four to two. 

r. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, while that motion would, of 
course, be in order at this stage, would it not be better to have 
the bill go into conference with an understanding that the para- 

aph fixing the number of battle ships shall be reserved for the 

Louse to act upon under any motion that may be made here? 

Mr. SAYERS. That was my proposition to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BouTELLE]; my idea being that the House ought to 
have an opportunity to vote upon a motion to concur in the 
amendment of the Senate reducing the number from four to two. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The House will have an opportunity to vote 
upon the conclusion reached by the committee of conference on 
that question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. 
conference—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The only possible object of this must be a 
desire on the part of this House—and if so it may just as well be 
expressed at one time as another—that its conferees shall not en- 
deavor to enforce the action of the House in this matter. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Oh, no. 

Mr, BOUTELLE, The Senate has cut down our House appro- 
priation by one-half. We ask that the House disagree to that 
amendment. If the House want to agree to the amendment, that 
settles it. They will vote down their own bill and accept the 
amendment of the Senate. If the House propose to stand by their 
own action, they will send the bill to conference and instruct their 
conferees to get the best agreement they can. 

Now, if the House is negative rather than affirmative in this 
matter, that alters the case entirely. All of my remarks have 
been predicated upon the idea that the conferees on the part of the 
House would be intrusted with the duty of upholding the con- 
tention of the House. The House voted upon the question 
whether there should be six battle ships or four, and they voted 
by a majority to authorize four. There was a very large dispo- 
sition on the part of this body to authorize six, but they did 
authorize the smaller number, four. 

Now, I have had nointimation from anybody until this moment 
that the House desired to retreat from that action. If they do, of 
course it is perfectly competent for them to so declare; but to 
send the bill to a conference with the understanding that the 
House conferees are not to confer upon the most important provi- 
sion in the bill seems to me extraordinary. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, it is evident that we can not reach 
any definite understanding on this question; and I now move that 
the House concur in the Senate amendment reducing the number 
of battle ships from four to two; and upon that motion I demand 
the previous question. 

Several MemBers. Oh, no. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I will withdraw the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

The SPEAKER. If there is no other“separate vote demanded, 
the question will be first taken on nonconcurring in the other 
amendments of the Senate. 

The question being taken, the amendments were nonconcurred 


It makes no difference whether it recedes or 


If my colleague will pardon me, suppose the 


The SPEAKER. The question now before the House is on the 
motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SayErs] to concur in 
the amendment of the Senate relating to a reduction in the num- 
ber of battle ships. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, Is not that question debatable? 

The SPEAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SAYERS. I believe i have the floor on the motion and 
control the time. Do I not, Mr. Speaker, under the rule? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How can the gentleman control the time as 
against the chairman of the committee having control of the bill? 
a aoe SAYERS, It is a parliamentary question presented to the 

r. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair is not quite sure about it, 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. The idea of the gentleman controllins the 
time on both sides of the question! [Laughter. ] fy 

The SPEAKER. AstheChairunderstands, the gentleman froyy 
Maine [Mr. BouTELL&], being in charge of the bill, moved to yy... 
concur in all the amendments of the Senate. Thereupon the 
tleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS] moved to concur in a partie y)ay 
amendment. That is a privileged motion as compared With the 
other, and supersedes it; but it does not change the control of the 
matter. The Chair thinks that the gentleman—— : 

Mr. SAYERS. Just one moment, if the Chair pleases. p 
the Chair rule—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was stating his impression. Per. 
haps the gentleman from Texas can give the Chair some light on 
the subject. 

Mr. SAYERS. I donot know that I can give the Chair 
light. What I mean to say is that, according to my recollectioy; 
upon a motion to concur made by any meinber of the House the 
member making the motion is entitled to one hour, and that at 
the end of the hour or before the lapse of the hour he can, if he 
chooses, move the previous question. If the motion for t} pre- 
vious question be voted down, then of course anyone oppose to 
the motion to concur is entitled to an hour; but up to the expira- 
tion of one hour, if the gentleman making the motion docs not 

yield, he has control of that hour, and at the end of the hour or 
fore it he can move the previous question. 

Mr.DINGLEY. Pardonmeamoment. I should like the atten. 
tion of the gentleman from Texas on another matter. This is 
individual suspension day, and there are several matters which 
members desire to bring up. The pending question has come up 
unexpectedly, and if the gentleman from Texas and the gentle- 
mn in charge of the bill will agree, I will ask unanimous con- 
sent that the further consideration of this matter be postponed 
until to-morrow morning, immediately after the reading of the 
Journal. 

Mr. SAYERS. And the question occupying its present status, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. No; I can not consent to that. I can not 
consent to have this matter go over with the understanding that 
the gentleman from Texas can get up here and move to concur 
in an amendment and occupy all the time himself—allow no one 
else to be heard except such members as he sees fit to select. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the proposition is 
that the matter go over subject to a decision to-morrow morn- 
in 


| 


any 


Mr. SAYERS. Whatever rights or privileges the rules of the 
House and awe law, under the decision of the Speaker, 


give to me I shall be certain to assert. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is very lucid and graphic. 

Mr. SAYERS. All right; I hope the gentleman understands it, 

The SPEAKER, If the Chair can have theattention of the gen- 
tleman from Maine a moment—— 

Mf. BOUTELLE. I should like to know whether the Chair has 
ruled upon the extraordinary point of order. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Maine will give the 
Chair his attention one moment—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will say to the Chair that I was listening 
to gentlemen around me who, as I understood, were trying to 
adopt some arrangement—— 

. MILES. e can not hear what the Chair is saying. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is that this matter shall be 
resumed, just where it is now, to-morrow morning, after the read- 
ing of the Journal. 

. BOUTELLE. And the pending status is a motion to con- 
cur in the Senate amendment regarding the battle ships? 

TheSPEAKER. Thatisthe motion. And the Chair, to-morrow 
morning, will decide the question of the right to the floor on the 
motion. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, Mr. Speaker, in deference to what 
seems to be a general desire all around me, I have no wish to press 
the matter this evening; and if we can let the matter go over witil 
to-morrow mo , [shall not object. ' 

Mr. SAYERS. the gentleman from Maine will permit ine 4 
moment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, well, I am not so anxious that it shall 
go over that it would require very much of an objection to stop it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Iam not objecting. The only question is this: 
Should unanimous consent be given, at the proper time to-morrow 
will I be recognized with my motion to concur? I submit the 
inquiry to the Chair. : 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman’s motion to concur is now 


nding. , 
per. SAYERS. The motion to concur is ae Then, will 
I be recognized as having possession of the floor? 

The SPEAKER. That the Chair will determine hereafter. | 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I would like to know what that ‘* possession 
of the floor” may include. [Laughter.] The tleman from 
Texas has indicated that the possession of the floor includes the 

ht to control all debate. 


he SPEAKER. The Chair will submit the request. Is there 
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objection that this matter shall go over until to-morrow morning, 
the status to remain as now? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Asingle moment, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I demand the regular order. 

Mr. CANNON. Before that I ask unanimous consent—and I 


think it will be given if gentlemen will wait a moment—that an | 


order be made that the amendments of the Senate be numbered 
and printed with the bill, so that we may have the bill on our 
desks in the morning. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. That is proper, and I hope it will be done. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, that order will be made. 
There was no objection. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, before the regular order is pro- 
ceeded with, I desire to state that the Senate has sent back to the 
House theconference report on the legislative bill, nonconcurring 
in the action of the House, and asking another conference. I 
move that the House further insist on its disagreement to amend- 
ments of the Senate on that bill, and agree to the conference 
asked by the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PrupeEn, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
seeeuen and signed bills and joint resolutions of the following 
titles: 


On April 30, 1896: 


Joint resolution (H. Res. 170) to provide for the proper distribu- | 


tion of the publication entitled Messages and Papers of the Presi- 
dents. 

On May 1, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 2265) to provide for reimbursementof the expense 
of constructing a sewer upon the permanent reservation at Hot 
Springs, Ark. 

On May 2, 1896: 

An act (H. R. 2224) granting an increase of pension to Lewis C. 
Schilling; and 

Joint resolution (H. Res. 85) relative to the medal of honor 
authorized by the acts of July 12, 1862, and March 3, 1863. 

On May 4, 1896: 

An act (H.R. 951) toamend the military record of Dan S. Place, 
first lieutenant, Eighteenth Indiana Volunteers; 

An act (H.R. 3549) authorizing the Aransas Harbor Terminal 
Railwa: pany to construct a bridge across the Corpus Christi 
Channel, known as the Morris and Cummings Ship Channel, in 
Aransas County, Tex. 

An act (H. R. 5488) to provide for the incorporation and regu- 
lation of medical and dental colleges in the District of Columbia; 

An act (H. R. 4265) granting a pension to Eliza Wilson; 

An act (H. R. 3112) granting a pension to Josephine Foote 


An act (H.R. 7905) to establish and provide for the government 
of Greer County, Okla., and for other purposes; and 
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An act (H. R. 4781) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to author- | 


ize the Union Railroad Company to construct and maintain a 
bridge across the Monongahela River,” approved February 18, 1883. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
wee when the Speaker ~ the same: 

A (H.R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints; 

A bill (H.R. 1191) to provide for the disposal of public reserva- 
tions in vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma; 

A bill (8. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipulations 
of the treaty between the United States and Great Britain signed 
at W m on the 8th day of February, 1896: and 

A bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley. 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BrncHam, 
Mr. MoCau1 of Tennessee, and Mr. DockEry as conferees on the 
part of the House upon the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. 


PROTECTION OF AMERICAN YACHT OWNERS. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 


pass the bill I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 8088) for the protection of ae owners and shipbuilders of the 
United States. 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 4216 of the Revised Statutes be, and is 

hereby, amended to read as follows: 
SEc. 4216. Yachts belonging to a regularly organized yacht club of any 
paisa nation which shall extend like privileges to the yachts of the United 
shall have the privilege of entering or leaving any port of the United 
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States without entering or clearing at the custom-house thereof or paying 
tonnage tax: Provided, That the privilges of this section shall not extend to 
any yacht built outside of the United States and owned, chartered, or used 
by a citizen of the United States, unless such ownership or charter was 
acquired prior to the passage of this act." 

Sec. 2. That section 11 of an act entitled “An act to abolish certain fees for 
official services to American vessels, and to amend the laws relating to ship- 









ping commissioners, seamen, and owners of vessels, and for other } urposes,’’ 
approved June 19, 1886, so far as the same exempts any yacht built outside of 
the United States and owned, chartered, and used by a cit n of the United 


States from the payment of tonnage taxe 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I demand a second on the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

The SPEAKER appointed Mr. BartLetrr of New York and 
Mr. PAYNE as tellers. 

The tellers reported, on a division of the House—ayes 85, noes 2, 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. Payne, and the gentleman from New York, Mr. 
BARTLETT, to control the time, respectively, on the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, under the present law an American 
citizen, contrary to the well-understood purpose of the registry 
law for American vessels, a law which was passed for the protec- 
tion of American shipbuiiders, can join a foreign yacht club and 
have a yacht built on the Clyde or wherever he chooses, pay for it 
with American money, employ British laborers and British build- 
ers and use British materials in its construction, and bring the 
yacht to America and have it registered, with all the privileges 
that he would have if he had employed American shipbuilders, 
American workmen, and used American materials. 

Under this provision of the law there have been built some 26 
of these yachts, varying in tonnage from 500 to 3,000tons. There 


3, is hereby repealed 


| are now under contract, building on the Clyde, 4 other yachts to 


cost somewhere about one and one-half millions of dollars. 
Now, what we propose in this bill is to subject all yachts that 


| are contracted for and built under these circumstances to the same 
| tonnage taxes and the same dues for clearances and entrances at 


the custom-houses that every other vessel belonging to an Ameri- 
can citizen having the like privileges, even to floating the American 
flag, has to pay. In other words, we propose to end this discrimi- 
nation in favor of yachts which are steam yachts, used exclusively 
for pleasure purposes, as against vessels which are engaged in ton- 
nage trade, and answering some useful purpose besides the pleas- 
ure of the owner, and to compel these people who desire to use 
these pleasure yachts to come into the American shipyards and 
have them built there. 

I believe that under the interpretation which must be put upon it 
they will also be required to pay a tariff duty upon such yachts. 
I know that proposition is disputed in some quarters, and I be- 
lieve that will be the result of this bill. It will resuit in carrying 
out our policy of requiring American ships and American vessels, 
all of them, to be built within American yards. 


Thereisno reason 
why this should not be done. 


We have the best shipyards in the 
world. Our American liners are as good as any that cross the 
ocean. Our men-of-war are as good as those produced in any 
other country, and ever since the memory of any of uy the Eng- 
lish have been trying to take away from us a certain cup for the 
best sailing yacht that can be produced. 

That is all there is of the bill, and I hope it will pass. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to 
the passage of this bill, for two reasons. In the first place, I be- 
lieve it will be detrimental to the interests of American labor, and 
in the second place, I believe that it will be destructive of all true 
sportsmanship, that is, of the true yachting spirit, as now shown 
by the investment in large steam yachts. 

I think it is rather objectionable, in the closing hours of this ses- 
sion, to attempt to rush through without consideration an amend- 
ment to the Revised Statutes, to a provision of law which was 
enacted some twenty-six years ago and has remained in force ever 
since, in all the tariff agitations through which we have passed. 
I call the attention of the House tothe provisions of the act of 1870, 
which will be found in section 4216 of the Revised Statutes. That 

rovision does what? Itextendsa privilege to foreign-built yachts. 

t gives certain privileges to the gentlemen who invest their mone 
or have invested large sums of money in steam yachts built avons 
It is as follows: 

Sec. 4216. Yachts, belonging toa regularly organized yacht club of any for- 
eign nation which shall extend like privileges to the yachts of the United 


States, shall have the privilege of entering or leaving any port of the United 
States-- 


Without doing what?— 


without entering or clearing at the custom-house thereof, or paying tounage 
tax. 


This proposed bill is special legislation of a most objectionable 
kind, because, although it comes before us in the guise of an at- 
tempt to benefit American shipbuilders or yacht builders, it really 
strikes a blow at some eight or ten or twenty gentlemen in the 


ia 
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United States who have invested hundreds of thousands of dollars 
in the purchase of their yachts under the guaranty of existing 
la 


Ww. 

Now, as to the first question, the interest of American labor, 
you must bear in mind that the cost of running a yacht is far more 
than the initial cost. The man who gives a hundred thousand 
dollars for his yacht abroad and brings it into our waters keeps 
it here season after season, spends hundreds of thousands of dol- 
lars on repairs to the yacht, on the equipment of the yacht, and 
on the cost of the manning and continuous running of the vessel. 
So I say that if you pass this bill you will have no plausible ex- 
cuse, no specious excuse even, before your constituents. You will 
tell them, ‘‘ We have stopped the building of these yachts abroad”; 
but you can not say to re that these yachts will be built here. 
The reason is that the yards abroad are especially equipped for the 
construction of these steam yachts to-day. 

I have no doubt that within a few years the time will come 
when we shall build them just as well here, just as satisfactorily 
to the owners, and at an equal cost—that is, not at the excessive 
cost that would be imposed upon the yacht owner to-day. But in 
the meantime I tell you that it can not be done, that the men 
whose ownership of these yachts built abroad you stop, and whom 

ou force to give up the purchase of yachts abroad, will not go 
nto your yards in Maine or elsewhere and buy a yacht, because 
the cost is too great, because the delay is too great, and they will 
virtually be compelled to give up their whole interest in steam 
achting. So I say to you that this will be a mistake even from 
t standpoint, and I jieve as much as any man in the United 
States in the due protection of the interests of American labor. 
I do not think I have ever cast a vote which has not been in favor 
of American labor or the interest of the American mechanic. 

Now, let us see what will be the effect on the interest in yacht- 
ing, on steam —— in the United States, if you pass this meas- 
ure. You will strike a serious blow at that interest, because the 
interest in steam yachting, as in every kind of yachting, as in every 
sport which commends itself to the American people and to man- 
hood throughout the world, depends largely upon emulation and 
competition. It is a noble thing to have these yachts, built in 
foreign yards, come into our waters and stimulate our American 
builders. If no English yacht had ever crossed the Atlantic, if no 
English yacht had ever entered the port of New York, you would 
have no yacht races to-day, you would have no general widespread 
interest in the spirit of yachting. So it has been with the intro- 
duction of steam yachts built abroad. They have stimulated the 
interest in steam yachting; and had those yachts not been per- 
mitted to enter our ports without the imposition of onerous and 
destructive charges I tell you that there would not be one-half or 
one-quarter or one-tenth of the number of steam yachts in this 
country t y. 

I should like to have a portion of this article read, or I shall 
read it, because it presents the view of a true American who is 
interested in these steam yachts much more forcibly than I can: 


That such a bill would in the end result in any benefit to American d ers 
and builders is a matter of serious doubt, and as applied to steam yachting it 
would work decided detriment to the sport for a long time to come. 

The yachtsman who contemplates the investment of several hundred thou- 
sand dollars in a steam yacht only to look into the matter superficially to 
make sure of some very important facts. On the one hand, b oeag arene 
he can secure in a comparatively short time a steam yacht of the highest pos- 
sible class, ee. for instance, by Mr. Watson, whose long list of successful 
boats—Maria, May, Rona, Sapphire, and others Geoer and finer—is a most 
satisfactory ty of the performance of a new vessel. The yacht will 
be built ina yard where such work isa ty and by workmen familiar 
with all its details, and a thorough ca out of all guaranties as to time 
of delivery and quality of work may be confidently looked for. 

If, on the other hand, the order be at home with the ponegnmed 
builders of steam ts, there is no guarunty as to who will ie the ves- 
sel, when she will completed, or that she will be other than a flat failure 
when nominally ready for delivery. If anyone is inclined to dispute this, 
there is ample evidence of its truth in two of the largest and most expensive 
of the recently built American yachts; one a failure in cppeneanes, speed, 
accommodation, and all the qualities that a steam — ould have; the 
other even a worse example, and only accepted by her owner after a long 


ion. 

e passage of this bill will make a square issue for American yachtsmen 
to consider, either to have no steam yacht or to pay an excessive price for 
is practically useless. 


that 

“There are reasons Vhich need not be quoted now for the unfortunate con- 
dition of steam-yacht building in America to-day, a condition closely iden- 
tical with that of ths building of sailing yachts in 1880. That these latter 
conditions were so altered as to lead in a few years to the design and con- 
struction of such American yachts as Puritan, r, Volunteer, Glori- 
ana, Defender, and Niagara is due almost entirely to the introduction into 
America of a few English yachts—Madge, Maggie, Stranger, and Clara—and 
the visits of Genesta, ea, and Thistle. 

And now I submit, gentlemen, that for these reasons you ought 
not, without dueand careful consideration, to pass -_ such meas- 
ureasthis. I believethat a fairspiritof emulation andcompetition 
is best subserved by allowing a few of these English steam yachts 
tocomein. There is no great . Itdoes not affect the peo- 
ple at large to exempt these yachts. This bill will not bring in 
any revenue to us. Its purpose isnot tobring revenue. Its pur- 
pose is to force an American who wants to invest $100,000 in a 
yacht to have it built in an American yard, at a maximum cost, 


and at the greatest possible risk. Now, whether you be in faynr 
of protection, free trade, or tariff for revenue only, it seems ; 
me that this sort of legislation is unwise, that it is unsportman);| 
and that it should not receive the approbation of the domin»),: 
majority. , 

Mr. LOW. Will the gentleman explain what he means },y 
‘“‘risks” of boing built in an American vard? : 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I mean this: That any may 
who invests $100,000 in a yacht wants to beat liberty to buy wher. 
soever and whensoever he pleases. In the first place, the risk ¢}),; 
is taken in having it built in an American yard in the matter ,¢ 
design; in the second place, in the cost, and third, in the maticr 
of celerity of delivery of the yacht. 

I claim that we ought not to legislate in this small way. If yoy 
want to pass a measure and apply it to all vessels of every kin 
of construction in this country, go on and do it; you have th. 
power; but do not amend a provision of the Revised Statu:.; 
which was conceived in a somewhat large and liberal spirit, .).4 
which has worked admirably for a quarter of a century; do ))o¢ 
amend it in the closing days of a session without due considera. 
tion and without some argument in its favor and support. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PayNnE] yield? 

Mr. PAY I yield five minutes to the gentleman from New 
Jersey i. Fow Ler]. 

Mr. FOWLER. . Speaker, I just want to say a few words 
in answer to the gentleman from New York [Mr. BARTLETT]. In 
the first place, the proposition which the gentleman has laid down 
isentirely untenable, for the reason that these vessels are exclusively 
for pleasure pu , and everyone knows that whenever a man en- 
ters the field of ve it is only a question of whether he wantsthe 
article, not whether he is going to pay $100,000 or $125,000 for it. 
Therefore, whenever aman comes to the conclusion that he wants 
a pl ure yacht he is going to have it, whether it costs him 
$100,000, $125,000, or even $150,000, and every penny of it should 
be paid out to American labor, and not to foreign mechanics. 

ow, I desireto answer the gentleman as to whether these yachts 
can be built in this country. He says the work will be done at a 
great risk here. Does the gentleman mean to state that Mr. Nixon, 
who has designed a large number of the ships composing the White 
Squadron, is incapable of designing a pleasure yacht? Everyone 
at all familiar with the shipbuilding of the world knows that Mr. 
Nixon now stands at the very head of designers, and fast becoming 
one of the first builders as well. Within the past six months he 
has taken a contract to construct the finest pleasure yacht in the 
world. Therefore there is absolutely nothing in what the geutle- 
man has said on this point. 

The gentleman further argues that it would be in behalf of 
American labor to build these ships abroad, because the sailors 
would not be employed unless the boats are built abroad, as other- 
wise they will not be built at all. The gentleman must know, as 
does everyone at all familiar with the subject, that practically all 
the men employed aboard these boats are foreigners and not Anicri- 
cans; therefore his solicitude for American labor is a mere pretense. 

In conclusion, I desire to say— 

First. That whenever a man wants to buy a pleasure yacht, the 
difference in cost due to the increased wages paid to American 
labor will not stand in the way. 

Second. That Mr. Nixon, in my own district, at the Crescent 
Yards, as in all other large yards in this country, is prepared to 
build as fine yachts as can be built anywhere in the world. 

Third. That if there is any class of labor that should be pro- 
tected, it is that —— in the manufacture of luxuries which 
areused and consumed by therich in our owncountry. I sincerely 
hope this bill will pass, and that every pleasure yacht 
sailing under our flag will come from our own shipyards, and 
— so much money paid to American labor. , 

. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I have only a word to say. o 
other class of vessels receive this exemption, and there is no ra- 
son under heaven why a millionaire should receive your favor 
rather than the man who earns his living by trying to transport 
a cargo of goods in a little vessel. I do not think any man in t!'s 
House will oppose this bill, unless it be my colleague from New 
York, and I a k he will. 

Mr. CANNON. ¢ me see if I understand the gentleman. |» 
I understand him to say that under the law as it now is, if a man 
buys a vessel for service, say, between Fall River and New Yor'. 
that there is one rule as to that vessel as to where it shall be bu:'t 
and as to the dues it shall pay, and another rule as to a yacit 
which an individual may purchase for his pleasure? 

Mr.PAYNE. Thatiscorrect. An American citizen who wan's 
an American register for a vessel to ply between Fall River and 
New York is obliged to have that vessel built in American s))) 
yards, but a man who wants a yacht to sail where he pleas:s 
throughout the world can by an evasion—for it is nothing more 
nor less than an evasion of law, as the courts have decided— 
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—— : 

that man, under a rule which extends certain courtesies to yacht 
clubs abroad, can join a foreign yacht club, get into English soci- 
ety, and sail with the Prince of Wales or some other royal person- 


and at the same time can employ a shipyard on the C rde to | 


puild his yacht under the auspices of the foreign club, and though 
he may be the full owner and controller of that yacht she can en- 
ter the port of New York and even fly the American flag without 
his payin a gus he the Government of the United States. 
r.C ON. ell, if that is so and this bill will cure that 
state of things I am quite sure that the gentleman’s colleague from 
New York [| Mr. BARTLETT] does not understand it or he would 
not object to the bill. [Laughter.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know about that. My colleague did 
understand it last Saturday. He had another objection to the 
pill as printed; he did not taink it should be retroactive and apply 
to vessels already built. I did not agree with him, but some other 
gentlemen did, and I have now amended the bill so that it is not 
retroactive in its operation. I understood my colleague to say 
that with amendment he would favor the bill, or at least would 
have no objection to it; but, for some reason or other, I do not 
know what—he may have heard from swelldom [laughter]; he 
may have heard from these poor men in New York, like the Van- 
derbilts, who go to the other side of the ocean and get a yacht 
built at a cost of half a million dollars or more, but who are not 
willing to be subjected to the operation of a bill which would 

lace them on a par with our merchant marine, and require them 
yo pay these tonnage dues; he may have interviewed those gentle- 
aan do not know—but, whatever the reason may be, a change has 
‘come o’er the spirit of my colleague, and he stands here to-day, he 
says, inthe interest of American labor to oppose the passage of this 
pill. He says that the people who get their yachts on the other side 
of the ocean come over here and spend a few dollars for supplies. 

Now, I want to say to my colleague that they never buy a dol- 
lar’s worth of supplies here if they are going to the other side, 
because they can get them there; and if their yachts were built 
here and they were cruising in our waters, certainly they would 
buy as much supplies here as if the yachts were built abroad. 
Let me say f er to my colleague that I have heard from the 
yacht owners and the yacht builders of this country in regard to 
this matter, and I want to assure him that there have been built 
recently in our re steam yachtsfor some of the people who 
are willing to spend the money that they have made in this coun- 
try among the workmen of this country—yachts built in American 
shipyards at least equal to any that are foreign built, although 
they are not ‘‘ English, don’t you know.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker, it was somewhat 
refreshing to me to hear a few moments ago from a gentleman 
from New Jersey, I believe, that there was nothing in my argu- 
ment. It is so delightful, after having been in the House for 
several years, to be assured that there is nothing in your argu- 
ments, and, of course, as the gentleman has said it, that settles it. 

Now, in answer to the gentleman from New York, my col- 
league [Mr. Payne], I will frankly state that I know of two or 
three steam yachts built in this country, each of which, I believe, 
is the equal of any steam yacht abroad. But what protection do 
you want? Everything that enters into the construction of a 
steam yacht now comes in free of duty. 

Now, let us look at this matter with reference to the interest of 
American labor. These boats come in here and, in so far as the 
purchase of goods and supplies is concerned, all the supplies are 
purchased here, because the yachts are run throughout the season, 
summer after summer, in our waters. The crews of the vessels, 
too, aremade up of American labor, men from Connecticut, Maine, 
and the other seaboard States. So that nearly all the money ex- 
pended upon these yachts, either in the way of supplies, equip- 
ment, or the manning of the vessels, is spent in the interest of 


rican A 

Mr. McCORMICK. Does the gentleman know that statement 
to be true that these — are manned entirely by American 
labor? Lhave been told that most of these English yachts have 
English crews, who are brought over and retained in this country 
yearto year. I do notcontradict the gentleman, but I would 
like to know whether he knows of his own knowledge that the 
fact is as he states? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Of course I can not answer for 


: 


crews are American. 

McCORMICK. I have heard just the opposite statement. 
BARTLETT of New York. ell, of course I can not enter 
of the manning of every boat of this kind. 

Let me ask the gentleman whether he has ever 
he has been aboard these yachts of what nation- 
were who manned them? 

ETT of New York. Yes; I have noticed. : 
Of what nationality have they been almost in- 


a 


i 
tg 


: 


E 





4807 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I have noticed a great many 
Americans among them. ; 

Mr. FOWLER. A great many? Would the gentleman think 
there was a majority of Americans? 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. A majority on the yachts I 
have been aboard. I have not been on all or many of them. 

_Now, let me add a word. Because a man who owns a yacht is 
rich, that is nothing in favor of a proposition of thiskind. [have 
become a little tired of this talk against men because they are rich. 
A man who is poor to-day may, under our system of gov¢ rnment, 
become rich next year. Is it anything against a man that he has 
amassed a fortune by industry and thrift? And is such a man to 
be persecuted by legislation in a petty spirit? Even if a man bea 
millionaire, is that fact anything against him? Isitacrime? All 
our millionaires are, in a large sense, simply trustees for the peo- 
ple, because the proportion of their wealth which they can spend 
upon themselves is very small. Almost the whole income of our 
men of wealth is distributed through thousands of channels and 
goes to the benefit of the people throughout the country. 

Now, I ask my colleague [Mr. PAyNe] whether he will not ac- 
cept this amendment in place of his—— 

Mr. DINGLEY. Under a motion to suspend the rules, no 
amendment is in order. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. This is the amendment which 
I should like my colleague to accept: 

Provided, This law shall go into effect on January 1, 1897: And Provided 
Surther, That it shall not apply to any yacht owned on January 1, 1897, by an 
American citizen exclusively, and which, on said date, is enrolled in the list 
of yachts of any reputable yacht club of the United States 

Mr.PAYNE. Icannot accept that amendment for tworeasons. 
One is, that my motion is a motion to suspend the rules and pass 
the bill; the other is, that in making my motion I have amended 
the printed bill so as to accomplish the object which the gentle- 
man desires in a much better way than his amendment would do. 

The question being taken on the motion of Mr. PAYNE to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the bill, it was agreed to, two-thirds vot- 
ing in favor thereof, 





PENSION BILLS. 
Mr. PICKLER. I move tosuspend the rules and adopt the ree 
olution which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on Wednesday, May 6, 1896, and Wednesday, May 13, 1896, im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal on each day, the H e shal 





resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of such bills 
as are in order on the sessions of Friday evenings; and that in the considera 
tion of such bills under this resolution ten minutes’ debate shall be allowed 
on each bill, with the amendments thereto, such time to be divided equally 


between those favoring and those opposing the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is asecond demanded on the motion to sus- 
pend the rules? 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand a second. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers, on seconding 
the motion, the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Picker] and 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ErpMAN]. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 86, noes 16. 

So the motion to suspend the rules was seconded. 

The question being then taken on the motion to suspend the 
rules and adopt the resolution, there were on a division (called 
for by Mr. ERpMAN)—ayes 81, noes 21. 

Mr. ERDMAN. No quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 112, nays 44, not 
voting 198; as follows: 


YEAS—112. 

Aldrich, Ala. Connolly, Howe, Pitney, 
Allen, Utah Cooper, Wis. Hubbard, Poole, 
Anderson, Corliss, Hull, Pugh, 
Arnold, Pa. Cousins, Hunter, Reeves, 
Arnold, R. I. Crump, Hyde, Reyburn, 
Atwood, Cummings, Jenkins, Russell, Conn, 
Baker, N. H. Dalzell, Kem, Shafroth, 
Barney, Daniels, Kirkpatrick, Sherman, 
Belknap, De Witt, Lacey, Smith, I. 
Bell, Colo, Dingley, Layton, Smith, Mich, 
Bennett, Doolittle, Leisenring, Southard, 
Bishop, Dovener, Leonard, Spalding, 
Black, N. ¥. Ellis, Linton, Sperry, 
Blue, Evans, Long, Stallings, 
Boutelle, Fairchild, Low, Stewart, N.J. 
Brewster, Faris, Mahon, Stewart, Wis. 
Broderick, Fischer, Marsh, Stone, W. A. 

rown, Fowler, McCleary, Minn. Strong, 
Brumm, Gibson, Minor, Wis. Sulzer, 
Bull, Graff, Moody, Taft, 
Burrell, Griswold, Noonan, Tawney, 
Burton, Mo. Grow, Northway, Thorp, 
Burton, Ohio Hager, Odell, Tracey, 
Calderhead, Henderson, Otjen, Updegraff, 
Cannon, Hepburn, Payne, Van Horn. 
Chickering, Hilborn, Perkins, Willis, 
Clardy Hooker, Phillips, Wilson, Idaho 
Clark, Mo. Hopkins, Pickler, Wood. 


Tame 
aes 





Abbott. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, Ga. 


Bartlett, N. Y. 


Bell, Tex. 
Catchings, 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, 

Crisp, 


Acheson, 
Adams, 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, TL 
Allen, Miss. 
Andrews, 
Apsley, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, Md. 
Barham, 
Barrett, 
Bartholdt, 
Beach, 
Berry, 
Bingham, 
Black, Ga. 
Bowers, 
Bromwell, 
Brosius, 
Buck, 
Clark, lowa 
Cobb, 
Cockrell, 
Codding, 
Coftin, 
Colson, 
Cook, Wis. 
Cooke, TL 
Cowen, 
Crowley, 
Crowther, 
Curtis, lowa 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N.Y. 
Danford, 
Dayton, 
Denny, 
Dockery, 
Dolliver, 
Downing, 
Draper, 
Eddy, 
Fenton, 
Fitzgerald, 
Fletcher, 
Foote, 
Foss, 
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Culberson, 
De Armond, 
Dinsmore, 
Ellett, Va. 
Elliott, 8. C. 
Erdman, 
Hendrick, 
Jones, 
Kyle, 
Latimer, 
Lester, 


Little, 
Lond, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McRae, 
Money, 
Otey, 
Owens, 
Pendleton, 
Russell, Ga. 


NOT VOTING—198. 


Gamble, 
Gardner, 
Gillet, N.Y. 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goodwyn, 
Griffin, 
Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hadley, 
Hainer, Nebr. 
Hall, 
Halterman, 
Hanly, 
Hardy, 
Harmer, 
Harris, 
Harrison, 
Hart, 
Hartman, 
Hatch, 
Heatwole, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Hemenway, 
Henry, Conn. 


Henry, Ind. 
Hermann, 
Hicks, 

Hill, 

Hitt, 
Howard, 
Howell, 


Johnson, Cal. 
Johnson, Ind. 


Johnson, N. Dak. 


Joy, 
Kendall, 
Kerr, 
Kiefer, 
Knox, 
Kulp, 
Lawson, 
Lefever, 
Leighty, 
Lewis, 
Linney, 


No quorum voting. 
The following pairs were announced until further notice: 
Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. Mosss. 


Mr. SPARKMAN with Mr. Henry of Indiana. 


Livingston, 
Lockhart, 
Lorimer, 
Loudenslager, 
Maddox, 
Maguire, 
Mahany, 
McCall, Mass. 
McCall, Tenn. 
McClure, 
McCormick 


McCreary, Ky. 


McEwan, 
McLachlan, 
McLanrin, 
MeMillin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 
Meyer, 
Miles, 
Miller, Kans. 
Miller, W. Va. 
Milliken, 
Milnes, 
Miner, N. Y. 
Mondell, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
Mozley, 
Murphy, 
Neill, 
Newlands, 
Ogden, 
Overstreet, 
Parker, 
Patterson, 
Pearson, 
Powers, 
Price, 
Prince, 
uigg, 
aney, 


y, 
Richardson, 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Royse, 

Rusk, 
Sauerhering, 


Mr. Smits of Michigan with Mr. Berry. 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. Miner of New York. 


Sayers, 
Shuford, 
Skinner, 
Spencer, 
Stokes. 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Terry. 
Turner, Ga. 
Underwood, 
Williams, 


Scranton, 
Settle, 
Shannon, 
Shaw, 
Simpkins, 
Snover, 
Sorg, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Stahle, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stone, C. W. 
Strait, 
Strode. Nebr. 
Strowd, N.C. 
Sulloway, 
Swanson, 
Tayler, 
Thomas, 
Towne, 
Tracewell, 
Treloar, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va. 
Tyler, 
Van Voorhis, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walker, Va. 
Walsh, 
Wanger, 
Warner 
ashington, 
Watson, Ind. 
Watson, Ohio 
Wellington, 
Wheeler, 
White, 
Wilber, 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, 8. C. 
Woodard, 
Woodman, 
Woomer, 
Wright, 
Y um. 
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The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 

The SPEAKER. A quorum has not voted. _ 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to: and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 7 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the report of the Commissioner 
of Patents for the year ended December 31, 1895, was taken from 
the Speaker's table and referred to the Committee on Patents, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BARNEY, from the Committee on Immigration and Natn- 
ralization, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 7415) 
for the protection of American labor and to establish additional] 
regulations concerning immigration to the United States, reported 
the same with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1597 )s 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California, from the Committee on Pacific 
Railroads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. (3s) 
to define the rights of purchasers under mortgages authorized by 
an act of Congress approved April 20, 1871, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1598); which said )il] 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R, 
7868) authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near the city of Boonville, Mo., reported the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1599); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII; private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

| Mr. PICKLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

The bill (H. R. 8427) granting an increase of pension to John 
Doebler. (Report No. 1600.) 

The bill (S. 140) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Mary 
A. Wise.” (Report No. 1601.) 

The bill (S. 1902) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Jennie 
E. Burch.” (Report No. 1602.) 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 6091) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 5. 
Dixon, and for other purposes. (Report No. 1603.) 

By Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 1295) to pension Sophronia Bailey. (Report No. 
1604.) 


Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. RoBertson of Louisiana, 
Mr. HuLick with Mr. TyLer. 

Mr. Moz.iey with Mr. McLAvurRIn. 

Mr. Jounson of North Dakota with Mr. LAwson, 
Mr. HADLEY with Mr. PRIcE. 

Mr. RANEY with Mr. Cowen. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. McMILLIN. 

Mr. Curtis of Iowa with Mr. RICHARDSON, 

Mr. PRINCE with Mr. BarLey. 

Mr. LACEY with Mr. HuTCHESON, 

Mr. Grout with Mr. NEILL. 

Mr. Reeves with Mr. CaTCcHINGS, 

. Beacu with Mr. HARRISON, 

. DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 

. WANGER with Mr. Swanson, 

r, HARDY with Mr. Harr. 

. JOHNSON of Indiana with Mr. BLAcK of Georgia, 
The following pairs were announced on this vote: 
Mr. CLARK of com with Mr, TYLER. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. STRAIT. 
Mr. STEELE with Mr. DocKERY. 
THOMAS with Mr. MEREDITH. 

. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. Sora. 

. CODDING with Mr. SULZER. 

. OVERSTREET with Mr. STOKEs. 

. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. WALSH. 

. WARNER with Mr. WHEELER. 

. WooMER with Mr. Yoakum. 

. TRELOAR with Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 

. AITKEN with Mr. CROWLEY. 

. Foss with Mr. Downina, 

GARDNER with Mr. Hau, 
Mr. Kup with Mr. Sperry. 


By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H.R.4184) granting a pension to Nancy Hollenbank, for- 
merly Nancy Boaz, formerly Nancy Yeley, a hospital nurse during 
the war of the rebellion. (Report No. 1605.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H.R.7421) increasing the pension of James B. Skinner. 
(Report No. 1606.) 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions: The bill (S. 1139) entitled ‘‘An act granting an increase of 
pension to A. 8. Loudermilk.” (Report No. 1607. 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invali 
bill (H. R. 6830) to pension William F. Davisson. 
1608, ) 


Pensions: The 
(Report No 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
— following titles were introduced and severally referre:! as 
follows: : 

By Mr. LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 8667) providing for the erection of 
a public building at the city of Elizabethtown, in the State of 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8668) to provide for the further improvement 
of Greer Ri. »r, in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. ' 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8669) to provide for the improvement of Salt 
River, in the State of Kentucky—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. , 

By Mr. DANTELS: A bill (H. R. 8670) in relation to marriage 
between white men and Indian women—to the Committee om 
Indian Affairs. . 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: A bill _ R. 8671) to authorize the 
construction of a bridge across the Niagara River, in the town of 








1896. 


Lewiston, in the county of Niagara, State of New York—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Sh 6 

By Mr. EVANS: A bill (H. R. 8672) conferring jurisdiction 
upon the supreme court of the District of Columbia, or any court 
in said District having general equity jurisdiction, to decree a sale 
of real estate in said District belonging to insane persons for pur- 
pose of reinvestment, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. — 

By Mr. BREWSTER: A bill (H. R. 8673) to incorporate the 
National Society of Colonial Dames of America—to the Commit- 
tee on the Library. , = . 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8674) relating to pensions—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. __ 

By Mr. BENNETT (by request): A bill (H. R. 8675) to prevent 

repeated redemptions in gold of United States notes and Treasury 

notes, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and 
ans. 

— Mr. MURPHY of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 8676) to enable the 

town of Flagstaff, in the Territory of Arizona, to issue bonds to 

construct a water system—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A bill (H. R. 8677) donating four con- 
demned cannon and four pyramids cannon balls to Grand Army 
of the Republic post, Bar Harbor, Me.—to the Committee on 


Military Affairs. ' 

By Mr. WOODMAN: A Dill (H. R. 8678) granting an equip- 
ment of old arms to the Illinois Naval Veteran Association—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BARRETT: A bill (H. R. 8679) to prevent the adultera- 
tion of candy in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 8680) to relieve certain appointed 
or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from ‘: ‘harge of 
desertion—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WOODMAN: Resolution (House Res: No. 299) request- 
ing the President to make immediate proclamation to the effect 
that a condition of war in Cuba is recognized, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON : Resolution (House Res. No. 300) to 
print 1,000 copies of Messages and Papers of the Presidents, Rich- 
ardson’s compilation, for sale, etc.—to the Committee on Printing. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of the following bills; which were referred as 
follows: 

The bill (H. R. 6624) granting a pension to Cornelia A. Thomp- 
son—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The bill (H. R. 8457) to increase the pension of Mrs. Margaret 
Custer Calhoun—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 








PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: A bill (H. R. 8681) granting 
a pension to Emma Weir Casey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURRELL: A bill (H. R. 8682) to increase pension of 
William P. Aydlott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Mr. KERY: A bill (H. R. 8683) granting a pension to 
Frederick Lierman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: A bill (H.R. 8684) for the relief of 
Mary A. Flynn—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. VAN HORN: A bill (H. R. 8685) for the relief of Theresa 
E. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

B . LOW: A bill (H. R. 8686) granting a pension to George 
W. Farnum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 8687) granting a pension to Phoebe 
Elizabeth Holt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 8688) granting a pension to An- 
drew R. Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 8689) granting a pension 
to Dawd Vanderford—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. HOOKER: A bill (H. R. 8690) granting a pension to 
Louisa A. Brigham, widow of thelate George W. Bailey, of Com- 
pany G, One hundred and fifty-fourth Regiment New York Vol- 
unteers—to the Committee on Pensions. 

_By Mr. LOW: A bill (H. R. 8691) for the relief of the 198 sur- 
Vivors of the Twentieth New York Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 


By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 8692) increasing the pen- 
sion of Socrates Drummond—to the Committee on Pensions. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: ig 
By Mr. ALDRICH of Alabama: Petition of citizens of Birming- 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





ASO 


—— 





ham, Ala.,for the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amend- 
ing the postal laws; also praying for legislation authorizing the 
Post-Office Department to prohibit the use of the mails in adver- 
tising frauds on the business public—to the Committee on the 
Post- Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island: Memorial of the Massachu- 
setts Library Club, of Massachusetts and Rhode Island, urging 
the passage of a bill to regulate the printing and distribution of 
public documents—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BARHAM: Resolution of Pomona Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Two Rock, Sonoma County, Cal., against the pas- 
sage of the ** funding bill,” or any bill extending time of payment 
by railroad companies—to the Committee on Pacific Railroads. 

By Mr. BLUE: Resolution adopted by the Business Men’s Club 
of Fort Scott, Kans., recommending the passage of House bill No. 
$110, to establish a uniform law on the subject of bankruptcy 
throughout the United States—to the Committee on the Judic- 
iary. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of Presbyterian and Methodist 
Episcopal churches of Strasburg, Pa., favoring the enactment of 
the Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BROWN: Petition of the heirs of Joseph W. Trigg, 
deceased, late of Franklin County, Tenn., praying reference of 
his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BURRELL: Petition of citizens of the Twentieth C mn- 
gressional district of Illinois to accompany bill for the relief of 
William H. Blades, of Shawneetown, Ill.—to the Committee on 
Claims. 

By Mr. COFFIN (by request): Petition of William K. Tubman, 
of Maryland, relating to official acts of certain judges of the 
United States courts for the district of Rhode Island 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolution of the Florida Society of the 
Sons of the Revolution, favoring the publication of certain records 
and papers of the Continental Congress—to the Committee on 
Printing. 

Also, petition of W. C. McKee, secretary of South Side Young 
Men’s Christian Association, Pittsburg, Pa., for favorable action 
on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postuge—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the National Association of Post-Office Clerks, 
Branch 17, of Kansas City, Mo.; also resolutions of superintend- 
ents and clerks connected with the Philadelphia post-office; also 
petition of the Detroit Board of Trade, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 8273, relating to the reclassification of postal 
clerks—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of Encampment No. 1 of the Union Veteran Le- 
gion, Pittsburg, Pa., against conferring the rank of Lieutenant- 
General on Major-General Howard—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Papers to accompany House bill increas- 
ing the pension of Socrates Drummond—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Hannah Dowd Vanderford—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. HENDERSON: Petitions of Hon. Matt Parrott, Hon. 
F. C. Platt, W. W. Miller, and Elizabeth Ballow, all of Waterloo, 
Iowa; also of C. D. Kellogg and 84 others, of Kansas City, Mo., 
in favor of the passage of House bill No. 3273, for the classification 
of clerks in first and second class post-offices—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of Theo. Sterling and others; also of 
C. H. Churchill and others, of Oberlin, Ohio, in favor of the adop- 
tion of the metric system of weights and measures—to the Com- 
mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. LINTON: Remonstrances and petitions of citizens of 
Chickalah, Ark.; also citizens of Larned, Kans.; also citizens of 
East Conemaugh, Pa.; also citizens of Oneida, Pa., regarding the 
Marquette statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of J. F. Culp and J. B. Waterman, of 
Athens, Mich., praying for favorable action on House bills Nos. 
838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: Petition of the Massachu- 
setts Library Club, favoring the passage of a bill to regulate the 
printing and distribution of public documents—to the Committee 
on Printing. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the city council of Beatrice, 
Nebr., in favor of the teoqeeniens i exposition at Omaha, 
Nebr.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of Journeymen Stone Cutters’ Association of 
Omaha, Nebr., asking for the passage of a bill to prohibit the use 
of convict labor in the construction of buildings erected by the 
Government—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance and petition of citizens of Omaha, Nebr., 
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against the statueof Pére Marquette remaining in Statuary Hall—- 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolution of the Wesleyan University, of 
Middletown, Conn., in favor of the adoption of the metric sys- 
tem—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolution of Jefferson Lodge, No, 49, Order United Ameri- 
can Mechanies, of Centerbrook, Conn., asking for the passage of 
the Sperry or Lodge immigration bill—to the Committee on Immi- 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STRODE of Nebraska (by request): Resolutions by the 
faculty of the University of the State of Nebraska, praying for 
= tration in international disputes—to the Committee on Foreign 

airs. 

By Mr. THORP: Petition of John, Richard, Philip, and Simon 
Mayer, of Dinwiddie County, Va., praying reference of their war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Reuben Tinney, deceased, late of 
Prince George County, Va., praying that his war claim be re- 
ferred to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of William E. Richardson, deceased, 
late of Prince George County, Va., praying reference of his war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims: 

Also, petition of Cornelius Munford, of Dinwiddie County, Va., 
praying reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of Abraham Lincoln Coun- 
cil, No. 2, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Boise, 
Idaho, in favor of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization. 


SENATE. 
TuESDAY, May 6, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrnzury, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous consent, the 
reading of the Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was dispensed 
with. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The signature of the Vice-President was announced to the fol- 
lowing enrolled bills; which had previously been signed by the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

A bill (8S. 2997) to provide for the fulfillment of the stipulations 
of tne treaty between the United States and Great Britain, signed 
at Washington on the 8th day of February, 1896; 

A bill (HL R. 145) for the relief of J. J. Lints; 

A bill (H. R.1191) to provide for the disposal of public reserva- 
tions in vacated town sites or additions to town sites in the Terri- 
tory of Oklahoma; 

A bill (H.R. 5853) granting a pension to Arminda Stucker, of 
Gallatin, Mo.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7200) for the relief of A. T. Hensley. 


LEGAL REPRESENTATIVES OF HIRAM SOMERVILLE. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask the wnanimous consent of the Senate to 
take up and consider at this time the bill (S. 581) for the relief of 
the legal representatives of Hiram Somerville. It is a small bill, 
and will not lead to any debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ed to consider the bill. It res to pay $505 to 
the le representatives of Hiram Some e, de , late of 
Marion County, Ill., for supplies furnished by him to the United 


States. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON. 


Mr. NELSON. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Sec- 
retary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four 

yramids of condemned cannon balls to the cemetery association 
» the city of St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the 
soldiers’ monument in said cemetery. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KYLE. I present a resolution adopted by the South Da- 
kota Immigration Association, favoring the application of a read- 
ing and writing test for all immigrants between the ages of 14and 
60 years, and stating that illiterate immi ts are not desired as 
colonists in that State. Inasmuch asa on this subject has 
been ee from the Committee on Immigration, I move that 
the resolution lie on the table. 

The motion was to. 


agreed to. 
Mr. KYLE presented a petition of the board of managers of the 


May 5, 


Florida Society of Sons of the Revolution, praying for the publi- 
cation of the records and papers of the Continental Conv... 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. BATE presented a — the Baptist Church of Brows. 
ville, Tenn., praying that Rev. A. J. Diaz be given a speedy 4), 
fair trial and granted the recognition of his rights as a citize, .¢ 
the United States engaged in missionary work in the Islan .; 
Cuba; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relati..). 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of Peter Engel and 19 5t),..; 
citizens of Collegeville, Minn., praying for the adoption of tj, 
metric system of weights and measures; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HILL presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian T.)- 
perance Union of Newark Valley, N. Y., praying that the ave ,¢ 
consent be raised to 18 years in the District of Columbia; whic) 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PASCO presented a resolution of the legislature of {hg 
State of Florida, praying that an appropriation of $25,000 be mado 
for improving the navigation of Orange Creek; which was referr. 
to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

House resolution. 


Whereas Creek, one of the beautiful tributaries of the Caloosa. 
hatchee River, situated in the county of Lee, State of Florida, 2s through 
and enters into one of the richest and most fertile districts of the State: and 

ereas said district is now settled and occupied by a class of enterprisiy 


and progressive farmers, ble and fruit - 
rapidly increasing in population and wealth, an 


wers, and said district is 
justly deserves the foster. 

hand of the General Government; 
ereas said Orange Creek is of ample depth of water and width to admit 
floatage for transports to pass up and down said stream; and 

Whereas the said stream is seriously obstructed by snags, sunken logs, 
overhanging trees, etc.: Therefore 

Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Florida, That 
our Senators and Representatives in the of the United States be 
requested to secure an appropriation of $25,000 for the purpose of improving 
the navigation of Orange Creek, by removing the above-mentioned obstruc- 
tions to nore. 

Approved May 30, 1895. 

STATE OF FLORIDA, Office of Secretary of State, ss: 

I, John L. Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do herehy 
certify that the fore: is a correct copy of a house resolution asking tho 
Congress of the United tes for an ropriation for improving Orange 
Creek, as passed the house age ives at the regular session of the 
ee the State of da, 1895, and as filed and of record in this 


office. 
hand and the seal of the State of Florida, at Talla- 
Sey. a Di a 


Given under m 
hassee, the capital, this 2d day of May, 
JNO. L. CRAWFORD, 
Secretary of State. 
Mr. PASCO presented aconcurrent resolution of the legislature 
of the State of Florida, relating to an aprernice for the im- 
provement of the mouth of Peace River and Charlotte Harbor; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed in the REcorD, as follows: 
A senate concurrent resolution rela to an appropriation by Congress for 
the improvement of the mouth of River and Charlotte Harb r 
Be it resolved by the senate of the State of Florida (the house of rep: I+ 
tives concurring), 'The Senators and Representatives in the Congress of the 
United States from the State of Florida 


im v ity ot Ce any Lage ether aL al 
Co' the necessity of ap r ‘or the pu oat dean 
and roving the mouth PP 


rs, 


ver and Charlo bor as may be 


ropriated $20,000 during the year 1894 for such 
small to accom much good. Through these 
000 tons of phosphate; in 1803 
——_ his harbor is 

in 1894 $1,500,000 to $2,000,000 in value 
to forward a copy of this resolution to 
resentatives in the Congress of the United 


STATE OF FLORIDA, Office of Secretary of State, sa: 

I, John L. Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing is a true and _ correct copy of a Senate concurrent 
resolution relating to an by for the improvement of 


the mouth of River and Charlotte the regular 


the ‘bor, as ‘ 
session of the legislature of Florida, 1895, and as filed and of record in this 


Given under hand and the great seal of the State of Florida, at Ta1la- 
, the this the 2d day of May, A. D. 1896. 
JNO. L. CRAWFORD, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. PASCO presented a petition of the legislature of the State 
of that an appropriation be made for improving 
i eda, east coast of Florida; which ws 

to the ¢ on Commerce, and ordered to be printed 

in the Recorp, as follows: 


Memorial to an for Santa Lucia or 
nna 


Whee ge necessity for the improvement of Santa Lucia or 
> ot icons om Gs 
80 


Lucia River, and to that extent drawing 10 feet of water my 


pass over the bar; and ; 
Whereas commercial prosperity of this part of Florida ie greatly in 
peded for want of proper Ser Unpasaanenes os S30 entrance of this inlet to 
utilize the value of navigation on the St. Lucia River: Therefore * 
Be it resolved by the senate and house of ves of the State of Flo: ida, 
That our Representatives and Senators in Congress are here uested ~ 
take proper ste toward securing the of a bill or @ sulll- 
cient appecoriniion ter Gungress despen the bar of St. Lucia River 
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outlet so that vessels drawing from 10 to 16 feet of water may enter said river 
in safety _ resolved, That the secretary of state is hereby requested to 
furnish each of the a Representatives in Congress from this State 


ith a copy of this 
with sroved May 14, 1895, 
graTk OF FLORIDA, Office of Secretary of State, ss: 

[. John L. Cra secretary of state of the State of Florida, do hereby 

‘sity that the f is a true and correct copy of a memorial to Congress 

king ono for improving Santa Lucia or Prospect Inlet, east 
coast of oa the session of the legislature of Florida, 
1885, and as filed of record in office. 

Given under my hand and the great seal of the State of Florida, at Talla- 
hassee, the capital, this the 2d day of May, A. D. 1896. 


JNO. L. CRAWFORD, 
Secretary of Stute. 


Mr. PASCO presented a memorial of the legislature of the State 
of Florida, praying that an appropriation of $50,000 be made for 
deepeni -, annel at the mouth of Carrabelle River, up to the 
town of belle, and for the improvement of Carrabelle Har- 
por; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed in the REcorD, as follows: 


morial to the of the United States, asking an appropriation of 

A000 for the of the channel at the mouth of Carrabelle River, 

=p to the town of Carrabelle, and for the improvement of Carrabelle 
bor. 


Whereas the town of Carrabelle, being at the mouth of Carrabelle River, 
one of the tributaries of the Gulf of Mexico, with a population of some 1,500 
and ra y increasing, largely upon the timber, lumber, and naval 
stores ie, the supply of which comes from the forests of Florida, Georgia, 
and Alabama, and which timber, lumber, and naval stores find a market in 
both foreign and domestic lands. To anes this large and increasing trade 

of large tonnage and deep draft of water. e Gov- 
ernment of the United States by a small appropriation will materially aid in 
the transportation of the timber, lumber, and naval stores shipped from and 
passing the Carrabelle Harbor and channel of Carrabelle River, 
where vessels of draft of water can load from the wharves, thus concen- 
trating all the trade of the territory above mentioned at Carrabelle, 
one of the best harbors on the Gulf of Mexico: 

Be it resolved by the legislature of the State of Florida, That our Senators 
and Representatives in s be requested to use their utmost endeavors 

a 


secure the of appropriating $50,000 for the pur of im- 
- ving and anepening the channel of Carrabelle River up to the town of 
Rerrabelle, and to improve the harbor of Carrabelle. 

Resol That thesecretary of state be directed to supply each of our Sen- 


and ves in Con with a copy of memorial, under 
Seana of the State of Florida. 
Approved May 25, 1895. 


SraTe oF FLORIDA, Office of Secretary of State, ss: 

I, John L. Crawford, secretary of state of the State of Florida, do hereby 
certify that the pecostes i a true and correct copy of a memorial to the 
Congress of the United States asking an mg mg of $50,000 for the deep- 
ening of the channel of the mouth of Carrabelle River up to the town of Car- 
rabelle, ana for the improvement of Carrabelle Harbor, as passed at the 
regu. the legislature of the State of Florida, 1895, and as filed and 
of record in this office. 

Given under my hand and the t seal of the State of Florida, at Talla- 
hassee, the capital, this 2d day of May, A. D. 1896. 

JNO. L. CRAWFORD, 
Secretary of State. 

Mr. PASCO ted a petition in the form of resolutions 
adopted by the of managers of the Florida Society of Sons 
of the Revolution, praying for the publication by the Government 
of the records an pers of the Continental Congress, which 
comprise the official documents of the Revolutionary period, in the 
custody of the Secretary of State; which was refe to the Com- 
mittee on the Library. 

Mr. TURPIE presented a petition of Local Union, No. 215, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Lafayette, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to secure Govern- 
ment and control of the telegraph lines; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr BLANCHARD presented a petition of the First Baptist 
Church of New Orleans, La., praying for the release of Rev. A.J. 
Diaz; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the New Orleans Credit Men’s 
Association, of New Or , La., _—ese Sopa of the 
aaa bankruptcy bill as amended; w was ordered 

on 

He also ted a petition of district council, Carpenters and 
Joiners’ Union of America, of New Orleans, La., praying for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver; which was ordered to lie on 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pineville, La., 
Praying for the enactment of legislation giving to second-class 

matter, such as religious tracts, full advantage of the act of 
July 16,1894; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 


med, omg La. ee aiee against tat ; 
3 8 

of House bill No. 7250, to amend ‘An act tosimplif the laws in 

relation to the collection of the revenues,” approved June 10, 1890; 

DANIEL presented jon of the Great Bridge Chapter 
: a petition of the Great Bridge 

of the a of the ion Revolution, of Norfolk, Va, 

for the publication of the records and papers of the Con- 





tinental Congress; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads, to whom was referred the resolution con- 
cerning the levying of fines against the pay of « mployees of the 
Post-Office Department for mistakes, errors, etc., submitted by 
the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer] December 16, 1895, to re- 
portitadversely. Im the absence of the Senator from Kansas the 
resolution may go upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be placed upon 
the Calendar with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2357) granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts 
Kearny, daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United 
States Army, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 202) to increase the pension of Lucretia C. 
Waring, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3689) increasing the pension of Jefferson Fueston, of 
Company M, Tenth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PEFFER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4526) granting a pension to Jonathan Scott, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon, from the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2653) for the relief of M. S. Hell- 
man, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by Mr. Burrows on the 27th ultimo, pro- 
viding for payment to the Portland Company for the construction 
of the United States double-ender gunboats Agawam and Pontoo- 
suc, intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation bill, 
reported it favorably, and moved that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
amendment submitted by himself on the 4th instant, providing for 
payment to George Baber, of Kentucky, as reported to Congress 
in House Executive Document No. 254, F’ifty-third Congress, third 
session, intended to be popeest to the deficiency appropriation 
bill, reported it favorably, and moved that it be referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2844) granting a pension to Nancy Piper, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2983) granting a pension to Ida Emmott, daughter of the 
late Thomas Emmott, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3922) granting a pension to Mrs. Elizabeth Richardson, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2312) granting a pension to William T. Hill, reported it 
with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 4122) granting an increase of pension to James H. Jones, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. BURROWS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 694) for the relief of James R. D. Morrison 
and William H. Morrison, executor of William M. Morrison and 
administrator of Charles J. Morrison, deceased, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2740) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
Claims in favor of the estate of George Case, late of Independence 
County, Ark., reported it without amendment, and submitted a 

t thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2633) for the relief of Nimrod D. Keneaster, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 2633) entitled “A bill for the relief of Nimrod D. 
Keneaster,” now pending in the Senate, together with all the accompanying 
pa be, and tne same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursu- 
ance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringin 
of suits Rast the Government of the United States,” approved March ¥ 
1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the 

visions of such act and report to the Senate the facts in the case in accord- 
ance with section 14 of said act. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2877) granting a pension to Hiram Santas, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
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Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Forest Reservations and 
the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2708) 
authorizing the purchase by the United States and the making 
free of the toll roads passing over the Yosemite National Park, 
reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

fe also, from the same committee, to whom the subject was 
’yeferred, submitted a report, accompanied by a bill (8S. 3064) au- 

thorizing the purchase by the United States and the making free 
of the toll roads passing over the Yosemite National Park, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1572) for the relief of W. L. Hall, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (8.1035) authorizing the Sioux City and Omaha 
Railway Company to construct and operate a railway through the 
Omaha and Winnebago Reservation in Thurston County, Nebr., 
and for other purposes, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.2913) granting a pension to Nettie A. 
Cheeks, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8, 2489) granting a pension to Jackson Lucus; 

A bill (8. 2880) granting a pension to Charles E. Mann; 

A bill (8. 2879) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; and 

A bill (S. 2433) granting a pension to William F. Gowdy. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports thereon; 
which were agreed to, and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (8. 2648) granting a pension to George F. Burrage; 

A bill (8. 922) to increase the pension of Graham McClosson; 

A bill (8. 2651) granting a pension to William Herriott; 

A bill (8. 2647) granting a pension to Robert J. Miller; 

A bill (8.919) granting a pension to Christian White; and 

A bill (S. 2831) granting an increase of pension to John Fletcher. 

Mr. PASCO submitted a report to accompany the bill (S. 2962) 
to confer jurisdiction on the Court of Claims, in the case of the 
book agents of the Methodist Episcopal Church South against the 
os States, heretoforereported by him; which wasordered to be 

rinted. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.525) for the relief of Thomas Guinean, of 
Oregon, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. LODGE (for Mr. Hoar) introduced a bill (S. 3050) to vali- 
date the appointments, acts, and services of certain deputy United 
States marshals in the Indian Territory, and for other p ; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (8.3051) defining the rights and 


Mr. VILAS introduced a bill (8S. 3059) granting a pensi., 
William Soden; which was read twice by its title, and refe,, 
the Committee on Pensions. : 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (8.3060) to furnish old , rip. 
ments to the Illinois Naval Veterans’ Association of Chica. 1) . 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompa) 5, 
paper, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

ir. LINDSAY introduced a bill (S.3061) to amend an » en- 
titled “An act to correct the enrollment of an act approved March 
8, 1887, entitled ‘An act to amend sections 1, 2, 3, and 10 0; n act 
to determine the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of the Uniteg 
States, and toregulate the removal of causes from the State ¢onrt. 
and for other purposes,’ approved March 3, 1875,” approved Ay rast 
13, 1888; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the J oe F 

Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 3062) for securing costs accrueg 
in State courts when suits are removed to the courts of the Uniteg 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Coy. 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BUTLER inteodaced a bill (8.3063) for the purchase of g 
site and the construction of a suitable school building for a schoo] 
for the Croatan Indians in Robeson County, N. C.; which was reaq 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian A fairs, 

Mr. McBRIDE introduced a bill (S. 3065) granting an increasg 
of pension to Joseph Hayburn; which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. , 
Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3066) for the 
relief of Adel Virginia Spangler, of Frederick County, Va.; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3067) for the relief of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church South, of Fox Hill, Elizabeth City County, Va,; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 142) to an. 
thorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to dispose 
of the Force School property on Massachusetts avenue and to 
obtain another site for that school; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. DANIEL submitted two amendments intended to be pro. 
posed to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

REPORT UPON NICARAGUA CANAL. 

Mr. COCKRELL submitted the following resolution; which was 

referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved, That there be printed 10,000 copies of the report made by Messrs, 
Ludlow, Endicott, and Noble, of date October 31, 1895, upon the Nicaragua 
Canal, together with all the appendixes, maps, plans, and profiles accom- 
panying the same, as submitted by them; 6,000 of which shall be for the use 


of the House of Representatives and 4,000 for the use of the Senate. 
CAPTURE OF SCHOONER COMPETITOR. 
Mr. CALL. I submit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


on 


privil of mixed-blood Indians under the treaties and statutes 
of the United States, confirming the title of said Indians to their 
lands, allowing the same to be alienated under certain circum- 
stances, and for other pur ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 3052) to correct the mili- 
tary record of and grant an honorable discharge to Peter Rourke, 
late of Company C, Seventh Regiment of Rhode Island Infantry 
Volunteers; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (8S. 3053) granting a pension to Mary R. 
Dean, widow of Amos G. Thomas, late captain in the Eleventh 
Regiment of Rhode Island Volunteers; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.3054) granting a —- to Mar- 

t McTighe, mother of Michael McTighe, alias John Smith, late 
tswain’s mate on the U. 8. 8. C. P. Williams; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8.3055) granting a pension to Dr. 
Charles G. McKnight, late lieutenant and assistant surgeon from 
Rhode Island in the war of the rebellion; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3056) to correct the naval record 
of and nt an honorable discharge to Thomas H. Holden, of 
Pawtucket, R. I.; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 8057) granting a pension to 
Adolph Schrei; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (8. 3058) to in- 
crease the pay of letter carriers; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to protest against the execution of the citizens of the Unite! States 
captured on board the schooner Competitor by a Spanish cruiser, an to re 
quest and demand of the Government of Spain that they shall not be sulije. 
to cruel treatment, but be held only as prisoners of war, unless it shall be 
established that they were engaged only in carrying merchandise wh ch was 
contraband and for which they were subjected to no punishment other than 
the confiscation of the property. 

Mr. CALL. I hope there will be no objection to the resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is thereobjection to the present con- 
sideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none, and thie res- 
olution will be omees to, without objection. “we 

Mr. WOLCOTT. What has been done with the resolution’ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submitted whether there 
was objection. Is there objection to the present consideration of 
the resolution? . 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that this is a question about 
which the United States is asked to protest against the action of 
some country, Ido not know what. I think would rather see 
the resolution in print. 


The VICE-PR ENT. Objection being made, the resolution 


will go over. 5 . 
Mr. CALL. Ih the Senator from Colorado will not object 
trust there will be no objection to it. The 


re- 
‘ted 


to the resolution. 
United States should ask that citizens of this country caj ‘sted 
on board a vessel carrying contraband of war should not be sum- 
marily executed under trial by court-martial. We are info! a 
by the newspapers that this is threatened, and the relatives © 
these le are in a state of extreme anxiety. ; 

I submit to the Senate that there is no reason either in the law 
of nations or in the customs of civilized war why the resolution 
should not be promptly passed. These e were on @ vessel 0 
the United States that had a right to go toCuba under our treaty 








1896. 


ep etneeesesercseecenees 


relations. In England similar questions have arisen. The pre- | 
mier of Great Britain, Lord Palmerston, said on one occasion 
when protest was made against allowing vessels carrying contra- 
hand of war, ‘* Your only remedy is to capture them, if you can 
capture them; they are not subject to any other punishment than 
the loss of property.” _ ov E 

Our citizens have a right to take munitions of war and goods of | 
any description into the Island of Cuba, and when in Spanish | 
waters they are subject to capture, and capture alone, or the con- 
fiscation of the property, and the men on board the vessels are 
not subject to punishment. I hope the Senator from Colorado 
will not object to the resolution. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate, Is 
there objection to the present consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I am entirely unfamiliar with the subject- | 
matter of the resolution —— as explained by the Senator from 
Florida. As I understand the explanation of the Senator, it is 
the manifest duty of the President of the United States to inter- 
fere in this case, under the statement made by the Senator from 
Florida. If that be so, I think we should consider the phraseol- 
ogy of a resolution to be passed by this body requesting the Pres- 
ident to do his duty. I think the resolution should go over for a | 
day at least, that we may see how it looks in print. 

Mr. CALL. If the objection is insisted upon, of course the | 
resolution must go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
objection. 





SUGGESTION OF ABSENCE OF A QUORUM. 


Mr. CHANDLER. The Senate adjourned yesterday afternoon 

nding a suggestion by me of the absence of aquorum. The | 
Presiding Officer, the Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco] then be- 
ing in the chair, decided that a motion to adjourn ‘does not re- 

uire a quorum, the Chair will state.” I will only detain the 
denate now by offering a resolution, which may go over until to- 
morrow. I shall then ask to have it taken up and acted upon. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the suggestion of the absence of a quorum, requiring a call 
of the Senate, may be made pending a motion to adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over under 
the rule. 


ELECTIONS IN FLORIDA. 


Mr. CALL submitted the following resolution; which was or- 
dered to lie over and to be printed: 

Resolved, That a select committee of five Senators shall be appointed, who 
shall be charged with the duty of investigating and reporting to the Senate 
whether there are any influences affecting the elections of members of Con- 
gress in the State of Florida which are properly the subject of action by 
Congress, and without interfering in any way with the exclusive right and 
power of the States to regulate the same, except as to time and place. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GEAR. Iask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis. 

Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa has asked 
unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration of a bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I will yield to the Senator from Iowa after the 
river and harbor bill is taken up. I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7977) oe appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 


The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 





Allen, Cockrell, Martin, Sherman, 
Bacon, Cullom, Mills, Shoup, 
Baker, Daniel, Mitchell, Oreg. Stewart, 
Bate, Dubois, Morrill, Teller, 
Berry Frye. elson, urston, 
Blackburn, r, Palmer, Tillman, 
Blanchard, Geer. Pasco, Turpie, 
Brown, Gordon, Peffer, Vest, 
Burrows, rman, Perkins, Vilas. 
Butler, Harris, Pettigrew, Walthall, 
Call, Hill, Prite ‘ Wetmore, 
Gr El _ io 

, * son, 
Chandler, - Sewell, Wolcott. 


Mr. FRYE. While the clerks are making up the record I sim- 
ply desire to state that I regard myself as instructed by the vote 
ot y and that I have no intention of moving again at 2 
oclock to proceed with this bill until after the bond resolution is 
finally disposed of. I merely want to improve the time there is 
between now and 2 o'clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Fifty-six Senators have answered to 


sir names. A quorum is present. The question is upon the 
motion of the Senator from Maine to scceed to the conel eration 
of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 
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| the Senator from Missouri? 


ASI3 


Mr. FRYE. Several Senators desire to call up some bills for 
present consideration, and as I do not wish to be invidious in the 
matter of objecting, I will allow the river and harbor bill to be 
suspended until a quarter of 1, and I shall object to anythi 
that time. ; 

Mr. TELLER. 
a short bill. 

Mr. GEAR. I beg to remind the Chair that I have already been 
recognized to call up a bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Senator 
from Colorado that the Senator from Iowa had been recognized. 

Mr. TELLER. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me suggest that we take up by unani- 
mous consent unobjected House bills and dispose of them as a 
class. Wecanrun through them. There is quite a number of 
Senators who want to have those bills passed, and such a course 
will save any trouble. That can be done inside of the time. If 
the Senate will agree to this course we will dispose of all the un- 
objected House cases. I ask that that may be done, and I hope 
the Senator from Iowa will consent to it. 

Mr. GEAR. Iwill consent. The bill I wish to call up being 
the first in order, of course I will not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Missouri re- 
state his request? 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is that the Senate consider the unobjected 
House bills that are upon the Calendar which have been reported 
favorably. 

Mr. ALLISON. After my colleague gets through. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 


ic alter 


I ask leave to call up House bill 3018, which is 


Mr. SHERMAN. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Grar] ought 
to have an opportunity to call up his bill. 

Mr. GEAR. It is a House bill, and I make no objection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none. The first 
House bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

ENOCH DAVIS. 

The bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis was an- 
nounced as the first House bill on the Calendar, and the Senate, 
as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. It 
directs the proper accounting officers of the Government to liqui- 
date and settle the claim of Enoch Davis, late a member of Com- 
pany G of the Sixth Regiment of lowa Volunteer Infantry, for pay 
and bounty, and appropriates $300 for the payment of the amount 
that may be awarded to him on account of the claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bills be called in their order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The bills will be called in their order. 
That is the unanimous agreement. 
REGULATIONS CONCERNING BILLIARD TABLES, ETC. 
The bill (H. R. 5490) to license billiard and pool tables in the 


District of Columbia, and for other purposes, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been heretofore read. 
The pending question is on the amendment hg by the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, section 4, after the word ‘“‘ Colum- 
bia,” strike out: 


To sell or to allow to be sold in the same room ora room connected with 
and opening out of or adjacent to such room spirituous, vinous, or malt 
liquors. 


And insert: 


To allow any person under the age of 21 years to play at any game of 
billiards, pool, shuffleboard, or any game that may be played on such tables 
or boards, or play at bowls on said alleys, or permit such person to come 
into or remain in their pool or billiard rooms, saloons, or bowling alleys, 
where spirituous, vinous, or malt liquors are sold. 

So as to make the section read: 

Sec. 4. That it shall not be lawful for the proprietors of billiard tables, pool 
tables, telle tables, jenny lind tables, or other tables of the kind men- 
tioned in the first section of this act, shuffleboards, and bowling alleys, kept 
for public hire and gain in the District of Columbia, to allow any person un- 
der the age of 21 years to play at any game of billiards, pool, shuffleboard, or 
any game that may be played on such tables or boards, or play at bowls on 
said alleys, or permit such person to come into or remain in their pool or bil- 
liard rooms, saloons, or bowling alleys, where spirituous, vinous, or malt 
liquors are sold; and all such places shall be closed during the entire twenty- 
four hours of each and every Sunday, and also during the hours that bar- 
rooms are required to be closed. ike 

Any person violating the provisions of this section shall, on conviction, be 

unished by a fine of not less than five nor more than forty dollars, and shall 
fi addition forfeit his or her license, in the discretion of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Has the bill been read at all? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read, the Chair 
will state to the Senator. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It was read on a former occasion. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. All right, then. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

PORT OF SYRACUSE, N. Y. 

The bill (H. R. 6) constituting Syracuse, N. Y., a port of de- 
livery was announced as the next House bill in order on the Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. LODGE. Let that bill go over. j 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over, objection being 
made, 

MERCHANT MARINE ENGINEER SERVICE. 


The bill (BH. R. 3013) to amend section 4131 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, to improve the merchant marine 
engineer service, and thereby also to increase the efficiency of the 
Naval Reserve, was considered as in Comittee of the ole. 

Mr. FRYE. That does not require reading. It has been read 
once. The amendment of the Committee on Commerce, which is 
a substitute for the bill, has been adopted, and the ouestion is 
simply on ordering it to be engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to hearthe amendment read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 


The Secretary. Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 


That section 4191 of the Revised Statutes of the United States be amended 
80 as to read as follows: 

“Spo. 4131. Vessels —— ursuant to law, and no others, except such 
as shall be duly qualifted according to law for carrying on the coasting or 
fishing trade, shall be deemed vessels of the United States, and entitled to 
the benefits and privileges appertaining to such vessels; but no such vessel 
shall enjoy such benefits and privileges longer than it shall continue to be 
wholly owned by a citizen or citizens of the United States or a corporation 
created under the laws of any of the States thereof, and be commanded by a 
citizen of the United States. And all the officers of vessels of the United 
States who shall have charge of a watch, ineludh.¢ pilots, shall in all cases 
be citizens of the Unitec States. The word ‘officers’ sha:l include the chief 
ee and each assistant engimeer in charge of », y/atch on vessels pro- 
pelled wae or in part by steam; and after the Ist da; of January, 1897, no 
person shall be qualified to hold a license as a commar «cer or watch officer of 
a merchant vessel of the United States who is not a native-born citizen or 
whose naturalization as a citizen shall not have been fully completed." 

Seo. 2. That all licenses issued to such officers shall be for a term of three 

ears, but the holder of a license may have the same renewed for another 
three years at any time before its expiration: Provided, however, That any 
officer holding a license, and who is engaged in a service which necessitates 
his continuous absence from the United States, may make application in 
writing for one renewal and transmit the same to the board of loeal inspect- 
ors with a statement of the applicant verified before a consul, or other offi- 
cer of the United States authorized to administer an oath, setting forth the 
reasons for not appearing in person; and upon receiving the same the board 
of local om that origivally issued such license shall renew the same 
for one 2an tional term of such license, and shall notify the applicant of such 
renewal. 

No master, mate, pilot, or engineer of steam vessels licensed under Title 
LILof the Revised Statutes shall be liable to draft in time of war, exeept for 
the performance of duties such as required by his license; and while per- 
Coming such duties in the service of the United States every such master, 
mate, pilot, or engineer shall be entitled to the highest rate of wages paid in 
the merchant marine of the United States for similar services: and if killed 
or wounded while performing such duties under the United States they, or 
their heirs, or their legal representatives shall be entitled to all the privi- 
leges accorded to soldiers and sailors serving in the Army and Navy under 
the pension laws of the United States, 

Sec. 3. That all laws or parts of laws in conflict with this act are hereby 
repealed, But this shall not be construed to modify or repeal that provision 
of the act of June 26, 1884, which reads as follows: ‘‘ In cases where ona foreign 
voyage, or ona voyage from an Atlantic toa Pacific port of the United States, 
any such vessel is for any reason deprived of the services of an officer below 
the grade of master, his place, or a vacancy caused by the promotion of an- 
other officer to such place, may be supplied by a person not a citizen of the 
United States until the first return of such vessel to its home pert;. and such 
vessel shall not be liable to any penalty or penal tax for such employment of 
an alien officer.” 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment was agreed to when 
the bill was formerly under consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
= was concurred in. 


ent was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 


The bill was read the third time, and 
The title was amended so as to read: 


passed. 
“A bill to amend section 
4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to improve the 
merchant-marine engineer service and thereby aiso to increase the 
“ae the Naval Reserve, and for other purposes.” 

r. 


YE. I move that the Senate request a conference with 
the House of Representatives on the bill and amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. Frys, 
r. SQUIRE, and Mr. GORMAN were appointed. 
PRACTICE OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY. 


The bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and 


surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish per- 
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sons violating the provisions thereof in the District of Coly, 
was announced as next in order on the Calendar. - 
Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to make a brief stateme; 
cerning the bill. 
Mr. ALLEN. I should like to kave the bill go over. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I think when I make the statemen: j; ill 
satisfy the Senator from Nebraska. 7 
The bill was once up for consideration and was objected {5 },y 
the Senator from Florida[Mr. Cath]. TheSenator from PF} or; la 


| informs me that he will not object if I ask unanimous cons, 


some future time for the consideration of the bill, except thy; \\o 
desires to be heard on the bill, and as it will consume some ¢)), 
I ask that it may go over without prejudice, retaining its ))),,.. 
I desire to state that at the earliest ible opportunity, as [ re 
gard this as being a very important bill, I shall ask conse:; for 
its consideration. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the bill wii) op 
over without — The next House bill on the Calendar 
will be announce 


ALASKA FUR-BEARING ANIMALS. 


The bill (H. R. 3206) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to pre. 
vent the extermination of fur-bearing animals in Alaska.” ang 
for other purposes, was ann as next in order. 

Mr. FRYE. That bill may as well be passed over, because it 
will provoke discussion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without | 


udice. The next House bill om the Calendar will be Semouncel, 


FP. L. TAYLOR. 


The bill (H. R. 1889) granting an honorable discharge to F. 1, 
Taylor from December 2, 1864, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It p es to correct the military record of Capt. 
F.L. Taylor, late of the Thirty-fourth New Jersey Volunteers, 
and to issue to him a certificate of honorable discharge as of 
December 2, 1864. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


THE STORAGE BUSINESS. 


The bill (H. R. 3462) to regulate the business of storage in the 
District of Columbia was anmnou as next in order. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let the bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e bill will go over under objection. 


LANDS IN CALIFORNIA, 


The bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the examination and classi- 
fication of certain lands in the State of California was announced 
as the next House bill in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be passed over without losing 
its place. It will probably lead to diseussion. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. It is so ordered. 


ARKANSAS RIVER BRIDGE, 


The bill (H.R. 6505) to revive and reenact: an act to authorize 
the construction of a free bridge acress Arkansas River, connect- 
ing Little Rock and Argenta, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FRYE (at 12 o'clock and 45 minutes p.m.). Mr. President, 
the quarter of an hour has expired. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Will not the Senator from Maine extend the 
time a little, so as to get rid of bills Senators are calling up every 
og 
atin YE. Iwish to get rid of the important river and har- 

r bill. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Give us~ quarter of an hour more. 

Mr. GORDON. I hope we will go forward with the river and 
harbor bill. 

Mr. FRYE. I guess I shall have to ask the Senate to take up 
the river and harbor bill. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 


rivers and harbors, and Soci Ss 
The ng of the bill on page 4, line |”. 


The next amendment of the Conunittee on Commerce was, 0” 
4, line 11, before the word “thousand,” to strike out ‘thirty 
insert ‘‘ twenty ”; so as to make the clause read: 
Improving harbor at Lynn, Mass.: Continuing improvement, $20,000, 
Mr. LODGE. [ask the ee from Maine to have the kind- 
ness to to me w e reduction is proposed. 
Mr. FRYE. wuecoumitteoes investigation found that $20.) 
would practically complete all of the works as laid out by the 
Engineer Department up to the present time, and therefore they 








1896. 
eee sah a 
to reduce the appropriation from $30,000 to $20,000, and | The next amendment was, on } 


jaced in the bill a provision for the survey of another project. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of | 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 4, after line 21, to | 
ee Stage Harbor at Chatham, Mass.: Completing improvement, 
$5,000. 

t was agreed to. 

bo mn was, on page 5, line 16, after the word 
‘* Massachusetts,” to strike out “$20,000”; in line 17, after the 
word “project,” to strike out “‘ approved by Chief of Engineers ” 
and insert “* submitted in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engi- | 
neers for 1895, $20,000”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Woods Hole Channel, Massachusetts, in accordance with proj- | 

axeu im the Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1895, $20,000. | 

The amendment was agreed to. : 
The next amendment was, on page 5, line 23, after the word 
“to,” to strike out “‘ make a resurvey of Manchester Harbor ” and 
insert ‘‘ cause a survey and estimate of cost of improvement to be 
made”; in line 25, after the word ‘‘ between,” to strike out “its ” 
and insert “the”; and in the same line, after the word ‘‘ mouth,” 
to insert ‘‘ of Manchester Harbor’’; so as to make the clause read: 
Manchester Harbor, Massachusetts: The Secretary of War is directed, out 
of the appropriation on hand, to cause a survey estimate of cost of im- 
to be made with a view of straightening the channel between the 
mouth of Manchester Harbor and Proctors Point, removing obstructions at 
the mouth of the.channel and at the point of rocks, dredging the channel for 
its entire between its mouth and the town whart toa width of from 
20 feet narrowing to 150 feet and a depth of 8 feet, and providing turning 
basins and anchorage for boats by the dredging of the flats for that purpose. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 6, line 11, after the word 
“gnbmitted,” to strike out “‘ by Maj. D. W. Lockwood, in House 
Document No. 59, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session,” and insert 
“November 29, 1895”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving New Bedford Harbor, Massachusetts: Continuing improvement, 


with a view of'securing an increased area for anchorage in the upper harbor 
in accordance with report submitted November 29, 1895, $10,000. _ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 16, after the words 
“Rhode Island,” to strike ont ‘‘$10,000”; in the same line, after 
the words “‘ report of,” to strike out ‘‘ Chief of Engineers”; andin 
line 18, after the word ‘‘ ninety-five,” to insert ‘* $40,000”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

harbor, Great Salt Pond, Block Island, R. L, in accordance with 
the report of November 29, 1896, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 20, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out “fifteen” and insert ‘‘ten”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Newport, R. I.: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 6, line 21, after the words 
“Rhode Island,” to strike out ‘‘ $6,300”; in line 22, after the word 
“ project,” to strike out ‘‘ of September 4” and insert ‘‘ submitted 
in the Annual of the Chief of Engineers for’’; and in line 
24, after the word “ ninety-five,” to insert ‘‘ $6,300”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Wickford, R. L., in accordance with project submitted 
in the Annual Report: of the Chief of Engineers for 1895, $6,300, which said 


sum the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to expend from the 
balance on hand heretofore appropriated for entrance to Point Judith Pond. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 2, to insert: 

Im harbor at Block Island, R. I., $5,000, in accordance with the ap- 
proved project of December 14, 1895. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was,on page 7, line 8, after the word “ im- 

” to strike out ‘‘ $18,000”; and in line 9, after the word 

“project,” to strike out ‘‘ for the improvement thereof ” and insert: 


$28,000, $10,000 of which shall be expended upon Yellow Mill Pond for con- 
-— a channel 12 feet deep and 200 feet wide from the main channel to 





id 2 
ey : upon the city of Bridgeport constructing a draw 
So as to make the clause read: 


Impr: harbor at Bridgeport. Conn. : Continuing improvement in ac- 
cordenes oie the modified project, $28,000, $10,000 of which s be expended 
wae Aellow Mill Pond for constructing a channel |2 feet deep and 200 feet 

from the main channel to the causeway, conditioned upon the city of 
Bridgeport a drawbridge at the causeway. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 9, after the word 
“improvement,” to strike out “« $8,000”; in line 10, after the word 
“modified,” to strike out ‘‘ and approved,” and in the same line, 
after the word “ project,” to insert “$8,000”; so as to make the 
clause read: 

Improving harbor at Coscob and Miamns River. Connecticut: Continuin 
improvement in accordance with the modilied project, $3,000. F 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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| “* Connecticut,” to strike out ** 


ASI5 


vage 8, line 12, after the word 
$10,000"; in line 13, before the word 
** modified,” to strike out ‘‘ approved,” and in the same line, after 
the word ** project,” to strike out ‘‘ for the improvement thereof” 
and insert ‘* $10,000"; so as to make the clause read 

Improving harbor at Norwalk, Conn., in accordance with the modified 
project, $10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 8, line 16, after the word 
‘“* with,” to strike out “approved project for the improvement 
thereof. The” and insert ** project submitted November 29, 1895, 
$3,000, which said sum the”; in line 19, after the word ‘‘ expend,” 
to strike out “‘ the sum of $3,000 out of the balance unexpended” 
and insert ‘‘ from the balance on hand heretofore appropriated ”; 
and in line 22, after the words ‘‘ Rhode Island,” to strike out “‘ for 
the improvement of said harbor at Westport, Conn.”; so as to 


| make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Westport, Conn., in accordance with project submit 
ted November 29, 1895, $5,000, whieh said sum the Secretary of War is hereby 
authorized and directed to expend from the balance on hand heretofore ap- 
propriated for entrance to Point Judith Pond, R. | 

Mr. FRYE. 
stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. After the word “dollars,” in line 18, page 8, 
it is proposed to strike out all of the remainder of the paragraph 
down to and including line 23. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 8, after line 2%, toinsert: 

Improving Greenwich Harbor, Connecticut, according to the plan submit- 
ted by the Chief of Engineers in House Executive Document No. 25, Fifty- 
third Congress, third session, $6,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 9, line 12, after the word 
line,” to strike out: 


Ata cost not exceeding $55,000, and that the northerly section of 
tension to Stony Point and the sand-catch pier extension shall first 
structed. 

And in line 17, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert: 

And provided further, That the unexpended balance of former appropria- 
tions is hereby made available for this work and the care of existing harbor 
structures in addition to the amounts herein named: And provided further, 
That the rough stone and gravel required in the building of the breakwater 
may be brought from Canadian waters and shores free of duty. 


So as to make the clause read: 


In line 18, all after the word “dollars” may be 


aid ex- 
be Con- 


Improving harbor at Buffalo, N. Y.: Improvement by extending the break- 
water southerly to Stony Point: Provided, That contracts may be entered 
inte by the Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be neces 
sary to carry out such extension and the plan of such improvement as mod- 
ified in the report of the Chief of Engineers for the improvement of that 
harbor for 1895, such contracts to provide that the sand-catch pier be extended 
to the bulkhead line, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time 
be made by law, in the aggregate not to exceed $2.201),000; A iced furt! 


That the unexpended balance of former appropriations is hereby made availa 
ble for this work and the care of existing harbor structures in addition to 
the amounts herein named: And provided further, That the rou stone and 
gravel required in the building of the breakwater may be brought from Cana- 
dian waters and shores free of duty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 2, before the word 
thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ten” and insert *‘ two”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Canarsie Bay, New York: Continuing improvement, 
$2,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 6, after the word 
‘¢ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ to be immediately available”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Wilson, N. Y.: 
to be immediately available. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 10, line 22, after the words 
‘“*Bay Ridge,” to strike out ‘‘Gowanus Creek, Red Hook, and 
Buttermilk channels, and removing triangular area between Red 
Hook and Bay Ridge channels” and insert ‘‘ channel, the triangu- 
lar area between Bay Ridge and Red Hook channels and Red 
Hook and Buttermilk channels”; on page 11, line 2, before the 
word “‘thousand,” to strike out “sixty” and insert “two hun- 
dred”; im line5, after the word ‘“‘ others,” to strike out ‘‘ northerly, 
until completed” and insert ‘‘in the order named, until each, as 
the work advances northerly, is completed in turn”; in line 13, 
after the word “‘ whole,” to strike out “‘or any part”; in line 16, 
before the word ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘seven” and insert 
“six.” and in the same line, before the word ‘‘thousand,” to 
strike out “seventy-seven” and insert “thirty-seven”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Bay Ridge Channel, the triangular area between Bay Ridge and 
Red Hook channels, and Red Hook and Buttermilk channels, in the harbor of 
New York, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $200,000: Provided, That the work 





For dredging and maintenance, $5,000, 
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shal! be begun at the southerly end of Bay Ridge Channel and continue through 
it and the others, in the order named, until each, as the work advances north- 
erly, is completed in turn, so that each shall have a uniform mean low-water 
depth of 26 feet and width as recommended for each: And provided further, 
That out of said sum $5,000 shall be expended in dredging Gowanus Canal 
from Percival street to Hamilton Avenue Bridge: And provided further, 
That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War, for the comple- 
tion of the whole of said work, to be paid for as appropriations may be made 
from time totime by law, not exceeding in the aggregate $637,300, exclusive 
of the amount herein and heretofore appropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 4, on 
page 12. : Pad 

Mr. HILL. There is a statute of New York which limits the 
distance between pier bulkhead lines to about 70 feet, I am in- 
formed, I have some papers in regard to it at my house. I did 
not suppose the bill was coming up this morning. I would there- 
fore suggest to the Senator from Maine that this item be passed 
over for the present. 

Mr. FRYE. It need not be passed over, but the Senator from 
New York, after the committee amendments are attended to, can 
investigate the matter and see whether or not anything should be 
done. My judgment is that the law of Congress is preeminently 
powerful in arranging the matter of piers. 

Mr. HILL. I may desire to offer an amendment to the effect 
that nothing herein shall conflict with the statute of New York. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from New York to offer the amendment hereafter. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 12, after line 4, to strike 
out: 

For the purpose of straightening the channel of Gowanus Bay, the harbor 
line of the northerly shore of Gowanus Bay, instead of extending froma point 
on the easterly side of Court street (as said Court street existed and was laid 
out May 20, 1875), distant 500 feet southerly from the intersection of the said 
easterly side of Court street with the southerly side of Bryant street (as said 
Bryant street existed and was laid out May 20, 1875), ranning thence westerly 
parallel with said Bryant street and 500 feet therefrom, 380 feet, and thence 
southerly and at right angles to the last-mentioned line and on wey with 
Ciinton street 303 feet, to the exterior sea wall as at present established, shall 
extend from the point first above described in a straight line in a southwest- 
erly direction to said point where the above-described line parallel with Clin- 
ton — and 303 feet in length intersects the above-mentioned exterior sea- 
wall line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 1, after the word 
‘‘snbmitted,” to strike out ‘‘in report of ye H. M. Adams, Corps 
of Engineers, United States Army, dated March 24,” and insert 
‘* March 25”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Newtown Creek, part of the harbor at New York: Continuing 
imo yvernent in accordance with modified project submitted March 25, 1896, 
000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 13, line 19, after the word 
‘‘improvement,” to insert ‘‘and $15,000 thereof may, in the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of War, be used in the repair of the break- 
water ”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Oswego, N. Y,: Continuing improvement, 000, in 
accordance with the modified project for its improvement, and $15,000 thereof 
may i! in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be used for the repair of the 

reakwater. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 10, before the word 
‘‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ thirteen ” and insert ‘‘ ten,” and in the 
same line, after the word “ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ out of which 
sum $5,000 shall be used in dredging Lemon Creek, on Staten 
Island”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving channel between Staten Island and the New Jersey shore, New 
York and New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 14, to strike out: 

Improving harbor at Larchmont, N. Y.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 22, after the word 
‘*submitted,” to strike out ‘‘ by Col. G. L. Gillespie, Corps of En- 

ineers, November 26” and insert ‘‘ December 1”; so as to make 

e clause read: 


Improving harbor at Peekskill, N. Y.,in accordance with report submitted 
December 1, 1894, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 1, after the word 
“the,” co strike out “approved project for the improvement 
thereof” and insert ‘‘ project submitted in the Annual Report of 
the Chief of Engineers for 1891”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Mattituck, N. Y., according to eR submitted 
in the Annual Report of the Chie? of Engineers for 1891, . 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 5, after the word 
‘“‘the,” to strike out “approved project for the improvement 
thereof,” and insert ‘‘ preject submitted in the Annual Report of 
the Chief of Engineers for 1889”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at » we 
mitted in the Annual Revere Ot toe Chine x a eeeeben 1880, EOS oa 
The amendment was agreed to, 


AY 5, 


The next amendment was, on page 15, line 11, before the 
thousand,” to strike out “fifty” and insert “ seventy-five” 
in the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert: 

Provided, That two-thirds of said amount shall be expended betwee, : 
Amboy and Great Beds light, in accordance with report in House Ex..;; ‘h 
Document No. 298, Fifty-third Congress, third session. aor 

So as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Raritan Bay, New corey: Continuing impr. 
in accordance with modified project, $75,000: Provided, That two-t} 
said amount shall be expended between South Amboy and Great Ry ht 
in accordance with report in House Executive Document No. 208, Fifty .:))j,3 
Congress, third session. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 19, before the word 
“to,” to strike out “ resurvey ” and insert “‘survey”; in line 29 
after the word ‘‘ Pennsylvania,” to strike out “ out of” and insert 
‘“‘and the cost of improvement to be estimated, the expenses o¢ 
the same to be paid from”; and in line 22, after the word © unex. 
pended,” to strike out ‘‘money” and insert “‘ balance of funds”. 
so as to make the clause read: : 

Improving harbor at Erie, Pa.: The Secretary of War is hereby dir 
cause a survey to be made of the harbor at Erie, Pa., and the cost of j; 
ment to be estimated, the expenses of the same tobe paid from the unex. 
pended balance of funds heretofore appropriated for the improvements 
said harbor. . 

Mr. QUAY. In relation to the amendment made in the item 
with reference to the improvement at Erie, I do not desire, of 
course, to contest the amendment _of the committee, but to men. 
tion the fact that the amendment I offered to the bill some two or 
three weeks ago at the suggestion of the Board of Trade of the 
city of Erie has been abandoned in deference to what seeins to 
have been a preliminary report of the Engineer Department, and 
with the expectation that after the resurvey is made the appro- 
priation asked for will be granted. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 16, line 10, after the 
word “‘ appropriated,” to insert: 

Provided further, That in making such contracts the Secretary of War 
shall not obligate the Government to pay in any one fiscal year, beginning 


July 1, 1897, more than 25 per cent of the whole amount authorized to be ex: 
pended. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Constructing harbor of setaae, Delaware Bay, Delaware, in accordance 
with plans submitted by the Chief of Engineers, January 29, 1892, $5,000; Pro- 
vided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for such 
material and work as may be necessary to complete said harbor of refuge 


to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, not 
to exceed in the aggre 


9% ,660,000, exclusive of the amount herein appro 
riated: Provided further, t in making such contracts the Secretary of 


ar shall not obligate the Government to pay in any one fiscal year, begir 
ning July 1, 1897, more than 25 per cent of the whole amount authorized t 
be expended. 

“The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 16, after the word 
‘‘improvement,” to strike out ‘‘ $20,000”; and in line 17, after the 
word ‘‘ project,” to strike out ‘‘ for the improvement of the same” 
and insert ‘‘ $20,000”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Wilmington, and Christiana River, Delaware: Con- 
tinuing improvement, in accordance with the modified project, $20,010) 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 2, after the word 
‘*Delaware,” to strike out “: Continuing improvement”; so as to 
make the clause read: 
oes maintenance and repairs of iron pier, Delaware Bay, near Lewes 


The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 3, to insert: 

Improving deep channel in Baltimore Harbor, Maryland, in accordance 
with the project submitted December 1, 1804, $400,000: Provided, That this 
sum ma used in the discretion of the Secretary of War, under the direc- 
tons . e Chief of Engineers, for deepening the present channel to « depth 
0 eet. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 17, line 13, after the word 
‘“‘Craighill,” to strike out “‘in House Executive Document No. 
200, Fifty-third Congress, third session,” and insert ‘Corps of 
Engineers, January 7, 1895”; so as to make the clause read: 

Im Rock Hall Harbor, land: Completing im pment, in 
quoctiones With gabunitied by Gen: Willisn POraighill, Corps of 
Engineers, January 7, 1895, $9,600, 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 16, to insert: 

Impro’ inner harbor at Rock Hall, Md., in accordance with report sub: 
mitted b of Engineers in House Executive Document No. 2, third 
session, Fifty-third Congress, $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. < : ‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 17, after line 20, to strike out: 


garters Queenstown Harbor, Maryland: Continuing improvement 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment was, on page 17, line 24, after the word 
“re ” to strike out ‘‘ of Col. Peter C. Hains, dated” and insert 
“submitted”; so as to make the clause read: 


harbor of Southwest Baltimore (Spring Garden), Md., in accord- 
os aerey weport submitted March 7, 1896, for constructing channel 100 feet 
wide on the bottom, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 3, to strike out: 

viso relating to the appropriation of $10,000 for continuing the im 
ee of harbor at Cope harles City, Va., and its approaches, as con- 
Prod in the act of July 13, 1892, be, and the same is hereby, repealed. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 

The next amendment was, on page 18, line 15, before the word 
“thousand,” to strikeout ‘‘one hundred and ten” and insert ‘‘sev- 
enty-five”; and in the same line, after the word “ dollars,” toinsert: 

Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War 
for such materials and work as may be necessary to complete the present 

roject, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by 
an to exceed in the aggregate $1,996,250, exclusive of the amount herein 
appropriated. 

So as to make the clause read: 


Impro harbor at Winyaw Bay, South Carolina: Continuing improve- 
ment, $75,000: Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary 
of War, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 21, to strike 
out: 

Harbor of Savannah, Ga.: Continuing improvement, $5,000: Provided, That 
contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for such materials 
and work as may be necessary to complete the project of further improve- 
ment recommended by Capt. O. M. Carter in his reports of December 7, 1894, 
and July 1, 1895, and to complete the project for the steamboat channel be- 
tween ufort, S. C., and Savannah, Ga., recommended by Capt. O. M. Car- 
ter in his report of December 4, 1895, and mentioned in that report as route 
2, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, 
not to exceed the amounts recommended in said reports, the aggregate of 
which for both mane is $1,093,950, exclusive of amount herein or Eeocte- 
fore a: 


Mr. GORDON. After conference with my colleague [Mr. 
Bacon], not now in the Chamber, I ask that this item may be 
wa Spry for the present, and a little later in the progress of 

e bill we will ask the Senate to restore the House provision. 

Mr. FRYE. It may be passed over for the present. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be p over as indicated 
by the Senator from Georgia. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 20, line 2, after the 
word “‘ made,” to insert ‘‘ personally under the supervision of the 
Secretary of War,” and in line 4, after the words ‘‘ Secretary of 
War,” to insert: 

And that when said C. P. Goodyear, his heirs and assigns, have procured a 


200-foot channel of a minimum depth of 23 feet at mean high tide, $30,000 shall 
be paid therefor; and when he has secured a channel 300 feet wide, of 23 feet 


depth at mean high tide,an additional $30,000 shall be paid therefor; and 
when he has secured achannel 200 feet wide, 24 feet deep at mean high tide, 
an additional $40,000 shall be paid therefor; and when he has procured a chan- 
nel 300 feet wide, 24 feet deep at mean high tide, an additional $40,000 shall 
be paid therefor; and when he has procured a channel 20 feet wide, 25 feet 
see mean high tide, an additional $50,000 shall be paid therefor; and when 
he a channel 300 feet wide, 25 feet deep at mean high tide, an 
additional $50,000 shall be paid therefor. And that the words “ and not other- 
= en from the twenty-fifth line of the fifth page of the river and 
of 1894, in the item providing for deepening the outer bar of Bruns- 
, and that the words “ and removing material therefrom” be added 
word “ bar,” in the twenty-sixth line of said item of said act; and 
said deepening of said bar shall be completed within four years 
date of the of this act: Provided, That no payments shall be 
said sookres or legal representatives except upon a certificate 
of War, made after personal warvey by an experienced offi- 
of the and Geodetic Garvey selected by him for that purpose, that 
such depths and widths have severally been obtained by him or them; 


So as to make the clause read: 
Improving the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga.: C. P. Goodyear, the contractor 
with the Government of the United States to deepen the outer bar of Bruns- 
Ga., under the river and harbor act of 1894, shall be paid the sum of 
for a 23-foot depth when he shall receive a certificate that a 24-foot 
has been obtained under said act, together with the $40,000 to which he 
be entitled for such 24-foot depth, out of moneys heretofore appropri- 
ated by said river and harbor act of 1894. The survey provided for in said act 
shall be made ly, under the supervision of the Secretary of War, by 
an official of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be designated by 
the Secretary of War. And that when said C. P. Goodyear, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. , 
The next amendment was, on page 21, line 17, to increase the 
tion for rns Cumberland Sound, Georgia, from 
641,500 to $2,345,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. : , 
The next arendment was, on page 22, toincrease the appropria- 
tion for improving the harbor at Pensacola, Fla., from $100,000 to 


The amendment was agreed to. ‘ 
next amendment was, on page 22, line 8, to increase the 
improving the entrance to the harbor at Key 
Fla., from 4'80,000 to $100,000. 
amendment was agreed 


epee 
re 


aapze 
He 


The to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, line 10, to increase the 
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appropriation for improving Charlotte Harbor and Pease Creek, 
Florida, from $16,000 to $20,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 14, to insert: 


Improving Mobile Harbor, Alabama: For maintenance of the channel by 
dredging, $60,000, $10,000 of which may,in the discretion of the S ) 


War 7 . ecretary of 
ar, be used for engineering and contingent expenses connected with the 
superintendence and inspection of the work of dredging carried on under the 


provisions of the joint resolution of Congress approved Mar h 16 1806 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 24, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to strike out “ ten” and insert ‘“‘twenty ”: and on 
page 23, line 5, before the word *‘ thousand,” to strike out “ twenty- 
five ” and insert “‘ fifteen”; so as to make the clause read: : 


Improving mouth and passes of Calcasieu River, Louisiana: Continuing 
improvement, $20,000: Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the 
Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be necessary to com- 
plete the present project of improvement, to be paid for as appropriations 


may from time to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $315,- 
000, exclusive of the amount herein and heretofore appropriated 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, after line 9, to insert: 

For dredging the bar at Galveston, Tex., $5,000 

Mr. MILLS. I suggest to the Senator from Maine that there is 
a mistake there. The word “five ” ought to be “ fifty.” It says, 
‘‘For dredging bar at Galveston, Tex., $5,000.” Fifty thousand 
dollars is what the committee allowed. ; 

Mr. VEST. That is right. It should be $50,000 instead of 
$5,000. 

Mr. MILLS, It is printed wrong. 

Mr. FRYE. This is the outside bar at Galveston. 

Mr. MILLS. It says, ‘‘For dredging the bar.” I suppose it is, 

Mr. VEST. Yes; it is. 

Mr. FRYE. Here isaclause, ‘‘ For improving and maintaining 
ship channel in Galveston Bay, $50,000.” Was it also $50,000 for 
Galveston? 

Mr. VEST. For dredging the bar. 

Mr. MILLS. It was. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam inclined to think the Senator from Texas is 
right. 

Mr. VEST. I know he is. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the change be made. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Itis proposed to amend the committee amend- 
ment by striking out “‘ five” and inserting “fifty”; so as to read: 

For dredging the bar at Galveston, Tex., $50,000. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 23, after line 14, to 
insert: 

For the purpose of ascertaining the character and value of the improve- 
ments made at the mouth of the Brazos River, Texas, by the Brazos River 
Channel and Dock Company, a board of engineers, one of whom shall be a 
civil engineer, to be appointed by the President, one a member of the Corps 
of Engineers of the United States Army, to be selected by the Secretary of 
War, and onea member of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be selected by 
the yy of the Survey, shall personally make examination of the 

A 


work done by said company for the purpose of deepening the channel and 
removing the bar at or near the mouth of said river. It shall be the duty of 
the board so constituted to report the depth of water upon the bar at the 
time of their examination, the character of the work doneand the cost of the 


same, together with the value of said work to the Government of the United 
States, and such other information as they may deem essential. Said board 
shall report the result of their investigation to the Secretary of War on or 
before the first day of the next session, and the Secretary sha!l immediately 
transmit the report to Congress, and $5,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, is hereby appropriated to pay the expenses of the said board and 
for the services of the said engineer, the amount of such compensation for 
said services to be fixed by the Secretary of War. 

Mr. VEST. I move to strike out the words “ the first day of 
the next session” and insert ‘‘ the first Monday in December next.” 
The paragraph as it stands is susceptible of the interpretation that 
the report shall be made by the first day of an extra session, if one 
should intervene. It says ‘‘ the first day of the next session.” To 
make it certain I move to strike out those words and to insert 
‘the first Monday in December next.” 

Mr. FRYE. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, page 24,it is proposed to amend the 
committee amendment by striking out ‘‘ the first day of the next 
session ” and insert “‘ the first Monday in December next.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Does the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILLs] propose 
to discuss the next item, relative to the improvement of the harbor 
at Sabine Pass, Tex.? 

Mr. MILLS. Yes; alittle. 

Mr. FRYE. Then I guess we had better pass it over for the 
present. 
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Mr. MILLS. Why can we not settle it now? I am going to 
take but a few minutes. In fact, I think the chairman of the 
committee ought to withdraw the amendment proposed by the 
comumittee. 

Mr. FRYE. The chairman of the committee has not authority 
from the committee to withdraw the amendment. 

Mr. MILLS. We may as well determine it right now. It will 
not take long. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam entirely willing. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 24, line 15, before the 
word ‘‘ fifty,” to insert ‘‘ one hundred and,” and in the same line, 
after the word ‘“‘ dollars,” to strike out: 

Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for 
such materials and work as may be necessary to complete the present project 
of improvement, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be 


made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $1,408,856, exclusive of the amount 
herein and heretofore appropriated. 


So as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Sabine Pass, Tex.: Continuing improvement, $150,000. 

Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, I ask that the question be first put 
on agreeing to the amendment increasing the amount of the appro- 
priaticns from $50,000 to $150,000. I have no objection, of course, 
to 


that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment referred to. 

The Secrerary. On page 24, line 15, before the words “ fifty 
ow it is proposed to insert ‘‘one hundred and”; so as ‘o 
read: 

Improving harbor at Sabine Pass, Tex.: Continuing improvement, $150,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has been read. 

Mr. QUAY. If the clause from line 15 to line 22, which the 
committee reported to strike out, is to be reinstated, then I think 
the amendment of the committee, in line 15, increasing the amount 
of the appropriation, ought to be voted down, because the increase 
of $100,000 there was based upon the supposition that this work 
was to be put under a continuing contract. 

Mr. FRYE. The amendment which the committee reported 
should not be agreed to at present. 

Mr. MiLLS. Then I propose as a compromise that we let the 
bill stand as it came from the other House, and let the sum appro- 
priated stand at $50,000 and the proviso stand for the continuing 
contract 


Mr. FRYE. The motion of the Senator is that the second 
amendment of the committee be disag to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 


of the committee will be di to. 

Mr. MILLS. Let the whole of it be disagreed to. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to understand the matter. As I under- 
stand, the effect of the suggestion of the Senator from Texas, if 
adopted, will be to leave the item as it stood in the billas it came 
from the House. If the $150,000 is appropriated it would not be 
desirable to ru for a continuing contract. 

Mr. QUAY. The entire amendment, then, Mr. President, in 
this clause should be voted down, inciuding the insertion of the 
words “‘ one hundred and.” in line 15, and amendment strik- 
ing out the remainder of the clause after the word “ dollars,” at 
the end of line 15, down t» and including line 22. Is that the un- 


ing? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. FRYE. Is it understood that that is to? 

Mr. MILLS. I propose to let the bill stand as it came from the 
other House. 

Mr. FRYE. I understand exactly what the Senator wants. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator wants the Senate to 
vote down the t. 

Mr. FRYE. What I want to know is whether theSenate agrees 
to the proposition of the Senator from Texas? 

Th ICE-PRESIDEN T. Is there objection? 

Mr. BROWN. Let the question be again stated. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Chair will allow me, I will state it. The 
House appropriated for Sabine Pass $50,000 and placed it under 
the continuing contract ciause. The Senate committee struck out 
the continuing contract clause and increased the appropriation 
from $50,000 to $150,000. The Senator from Texas [Mr. Minis] 
desires the Senate to di to both of those amendments, so that 
it will stand $50,000 and with the continuing contract clause. 

Mr. BROWN. I should like to have the question on these 
amendments separated. I ask the Senator, first, as to whether 
the committee consent to the appropriation of $50,000 or $150,000? 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator has a right to demand a separate 


vote. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair, according to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Brown], will submit to the 


Senate the question of agreeing to the amendment, which 
will be stated. . 


— 


_24, line 15, before the words « £¢; 
to insert “ one hundred and” 


The SecreTary. On 
thousand,” it is p 


read: 
Improving harbor at Sabine Pass, Tex.: Continuing improvement, 315). 


Mr. GRAY. I would ask the Senator from Texas are not })9+) 
of those amendments so connected that they are not divisi}| 

Mr. MILLS. That was the understanding of the comin: 

If we are to give up the $100,000 additi , We want to bi 
that we shall have our work under the continuing contrac: 
tem. 

Mr. TELLER. There isso much noise in the Chamber ¢) 
do not hear a word the Senator from Texas is saying, and we »,,, 
over here absolutely without any knowledge as to what the s:)- 
ate has done. 

Mr. MILLS. I should like to hear the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. I was saying that in this part of the Chamber 
we do not know what is going on and can not hear a wor tho 
ve from Texas says; and it is not the fault of the Senator. 
either. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requests Senators { 
seated and to refrain from conversation. 

Mr. MILLS. I simply state that it is but fair, if we are going 
to disagree to one part of the amendment, that we should dic. 
agree to the whole of it. Of course we should be glad to hay» 
the $100,000 additional appropriation, but I say thatis a part of the 
amendment striking out the continuing contract system from th. 
bill, and if we are to have the benefit of one of them taken away 
we ought to have the advantage of the other. Therefore [ ask tho 
Senate to disagree to both of the amendments of the Senate com. 
mittee and to let the bill stand as it came from the House of 

resentatives. 

. TELLER. I only want to say a word about the harbor at 
Sabine Pass. It is undoubtedly the place on the whole coast 
for a good harbor, and it can be made so with very much less ex- 
pense than can a harbor be made at Galveston. It is the natur:\| 
outlet for the Northwest, the section of country which | in part 
represent, and it is about the only thing im this bill in which we 
have the slightest possible interest, except, of course, as we have 
a general interest in the whole country. It seems to me that if 
any port ought to have the benefit of the continuing contract sys- 
tem this is one of the places that ought to have it. 

Mr. BLANCHARD. The improvement of Sabine Pass has 
been going on now for the last twelve or fifteen years, and it is 
time that it should be brought toaconclusion. It is the nearest 
deep-water port, as the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Triirr 
says, not only to his State, but to Kansas and those States nort! 
of Kansas and the States immediately west of Kansas. [+ pre- 
sents the best conditions on the Texas coast for a deep-water 


harbor. It is the Eee Texas and Louisiana, 
though Texas has always clai the improvement. 

In addition to that, Mr. President, there is a railroad called the 
Kansas City, Pittsburg and Gulf Railroad, which has start! 
from Kansas City, Mo., and has been constructed to Shreveport, 
La., where I live, and has 1,500 men at work now between Shreve- 
port and Sabine Pass. It will reach Sabine Pass in the course of 
the next twelve months. This railroad hasalready pur- 
chased and laid off a town in the Sabine Pass, which is to be a city 
in the near future, and this improvement ought to be speedily 
constructed and finished by the Government. So far as it has 
gone, the results have been very satisfactory. It is one of those 
projects which to go under the continuous contract system. 

As the Senator Colorado has said, I know from long exp:- 
rience in the other Chamber, in reference to this improvement, 
that the ee of the Northwest, particularly north of Sabino 
Pass, have more interest in the development of that harbor 
and that of Galveston than in any other harbor upon the South 
Atlantic or Gulf Coast. Those States up there do not ask for any- 
thing themselves outside of an ion for the Missouri 
River, but are interested in a deep-water port both at (ial- 
veston and at the mouth of Sabine een neve 

I think this amendment, taking thisimprovement from the «0- 
tract system, should be voted down, and this project there)y 
restored to the continuous work or contract system, and, as (!° 
Senator from Texas has said, let the amount stand at $50,000 as t.> 
wer FRYE. I very freely admit th importance of this : 

r. . ve y e i o is im- 
———- Sabine Pass, and the committee — ome l- 
ie to improvement ever since ve been on it. 
ingly frie ted from one hundred and fifty '» 
two hun and fifty thousand dollars. I have no doubt it has 
been well expended, but this bill came here from the House o' 
Representati 


thirty ing contract clauses. 
The Senate was desirous of putting 


>; 80 as? 


08 


on some others, and our com 
mittee examined with great care to see where it could economize 
to a certain extent by striking out some of the clauses which tho 
House had put in. We had executive sessions, and the committve 











understood to be perfectly silent in regard to what we 
hed done, but the moment we touched a little House a 


tion or & continuing clause in less than an hour from that time 
was a procession from somewhere else marching into the 
committee room, earnestly opposing any change whatever, and 
when arriving there not only opposing any c e to cut off 
iations, but immediately proposing c es to increase. 
n the improvement of Sabine Pass was struck out, I said to 
the committee myself that must not be known, because we shall 
be overwhelmed; and yet in less than an hour from that time a 
was received from Mr. Kountz, who is away up in Col- 
somewhere, informing us that that had been stricken out, 
that it was an outrage, that it ought to be retained. The 
birds of the air carried everywhere every pocpetitien that we 
made for the slightest reduction in the bill, and we have been 
compelled to put back item after item until, my recollection is, 
that of the continuing clauses only three are now left, one at 
Sabine Pass, one at Yazoo, and one at Savannah, and the distin- 
guished from Georgia are going to make a furious on- 
slanght on the Senate of the United States to have Savannah 
restored, and I have no doubt they will succeed. 
Mr. BACON. On the contrary, we are going to throw ourselves 
on the sense of justice of the committee and ask them to consent 


it. 
Or. FRYE. You will fail in that utterly. You will have to 
it ieaeeae tat the ittee i rned particular! 
do committee is conce cularly 
about thisamendment. I do not a they care particalariy 
whether they are overruled or not. This is a good improvement, 
and the committee all so understand it, but the Senate must un- 
derstand if this is done the others will be restored, and in confer- 
ence there will be nothing left to confer about, except Senatorial 


: 


iz 


Mr. MILLS. Mr. President, 1 do not see any reason why this 
should not be restored as the others have been. The Senator from 
Maine has given a very strong argument in favor of that, when 
he says so soon as the committee struck ont Sabine Pass he 
was telegraphed to from the great Northwest in opposition to it. 
Mr. President, that whole population has been looking for years 
to going through Texas to the sea. Their railway systems are 
pointing toward the coast of Texas. We all want all the open 
ports we can get on the Gulf in order to stimulate competition 
and reduce frei . The thing which is eating up the produce 
of the Northwestern is enormous freights they have to 

te get to the sea ,and Texas is, I su , a thousand 
UT oasseet to Ociarado than the city of New York. I therefore 
ask in all earnestness that the Senate will not to the amend- 
ment proposed to the House bill striking out this continuing con- 
tract system for Sabine Pass. 

Mr. GORDON. T'want to say to the Senator from Texas, al- 
though not living in Texas, and with a constituency which has no 
interest in Sabine Pass whatever, that I have been applied to from 
as far west as Nebraska to help Sabine Pass. I trust, therefore, 
ha of the Senator from Texas will prevail. 


. The question is on thesecond amend- 
ment proposed by the committee, which will be stated. 
The Szcrerany. On page 24, after the word “ dollars,” in line 
15, it is proposed to strike out: 
That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for 


such materials and work as may be necessary to complete the —— project 
of improvement, to be paid for as appropriations may from 


made law, not to exceed in the J exclusive of th 
Seeneeeitecsteters emenanitel’ — 7 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
ne om Commanense, wiich des fast boon 


Tne amendment was rejected. 

Mr.GORDON. Mr. nonees ot my a a coatapeee 
to pass tem: y the amend- 

to the harbor of Savannah. 

disagree to the committee's amendment 

ee ee. 

I it hardly necessary to detain the Senate on this matter. 
The report of the demonstrates that this additional im- 
provement at Savannah will save to the Government in mainte- 
nancenotless than $200,000 per annum, which is the interest upon 
all ‘ : enon that great 
out the appropriation ‘or 
which I think now has some $150,000,000 of commerce and 
increasing. 1 trust the Senate will disagree to 
of the Senate committee striking out this item. 

. The amendment will be stated. 
Commerce 


Harbor es erent os Provided, That 
contracts may be entered late by the Secre of War forsuch materials and 
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work as may be necessary to complete the project of further improvement 
recommended by Capt. ©. M. Carter in his reports of December 7, 18, and 
~_ I, 1895, and to complete the project for the steamboat channel between 
eautort, 5. C.,and Savannah, Ga., recommended by Capt. O. M. Carter in 
his report of December 4, 1895, and mentioned in that report as route 2; to 
be paid for as appropriations may from time to ti nade by law, not to 
a amounts recommended in said repo ® aggregate of which 
a ts is $1,003,950, exclusive of amount herein r heretofore ap- 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not desien that there shall 
be any such onslenght made upon the Senate as was suggested or 
anticipated by the distinguished Senator from Maine | Mr. Frye). 
I do think, however, that proper and careful consideration of this 
matter would induce the committee itself to consent to restore the 
provision as it came from the other Hose. We are not here ask- 
ing any amendment to be put upon the Houseappropriation. We 
are simply asking that the Senate will agree to that which the 
other House has already adjudged to be the proper appropriation 
in this matter, and not an appropriation, either, as I will suggest 
a little further on. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate, Mr. President, to the 
fact that this is not a local matter in its broadest sense. Savan- 
nah is a port from which are shipped the products of a very large 
section of country. While this matter was under investigation 
by the Senate committee, or rather after the Senate committee 
had acted, there was in session in Charleston what was known as 
the South and West Grain and Trade Congress, composed of del- 
egates from almost all the Southern and Western States, and dur- 
ing the session of that congress I received a telegram which I ask 
the Secretary to read from the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Senator A. O. BAcon, Washington, D. C.; 


The South and West Grain and Trade Congress now assembled in third an- 
nual session at Charleston, 8.C., composed of delegates from the Southern 
and Western States, and especially engaged in formulating and maturing 
— for the active utilization of the ports of the Gulf and South Atlantic 

or the direct foreign shipment of the grain and other products of these sec- 
tions, have learned with profound disappointment that your Committee on 
Commerce recommend that the appropriation in the House river and harbor 
bill for completing and making permanent the improvement of the Savan 
nah River and Harbor be stricken out. and therefore the South and West 
Grain and Trade Congress do most earnestly appeal to the Senate of the 
United States in the interest of international trade aud commerce to restore 
to the House bill the appropriation for Savannah River and Harbor which 
a Committeeon Commerce recommend be stricken out from said House 












CHARLESTON, 8.C., April 30, 1896. 


H. 8. POTTER, President 
JNO. 4. SMITH, Secretary. 

Mr. DUBOIS. May I ask the Senator from Georgia a question? 

Mr. BACON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I have not a copy of the bill before me, but dol 
understand the Senate committee propose to strike out the Honse 
provision, and that the Senator desires to have the bill amended 
so that it will be the same as it came from the House of Represent- 
atives? 

Mr. BACON. That, and that only; and the main feature of the 
provision is not an appropriation at this time, but simply the 
authorization of a contract to be appropriated for in the future. 
I trust that the Senate will restore the bill to the condition it was 
in when it came from the other House. 

Mr. FRYE. I supposed the Senator would ask that all of this 
provision might be restored, except that which relates to the com- 
pletion of a project for a steamboat channel between Beaufort, 
5.C., and Savannah, Ga. 

Mr.GORDON. Mr. President, in answer to the chairman of 
the committee, I would say that we greatly prefer to have the 
provision retained in the bill as it came from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. But if it is a matter of great moment to the com- 
mittee, and if it will prevent the consumption of time in debate, 
I would rather agree to the portion being left out to which the 
Senator has just referred. 

Mr. FRYE. I should be more vigorous and aggressive in my 
defense of the action of the Rivers and Harbors Comunittee of 
the other House if that provision was to remain in the bill. The 
idea of putting a 7-foot channel between Beaufort, S. C., and 
tet er a continuing contract clause, which is going to 
cost about $120,000, is utterly absurd. 
into the bill elsewhere, and never ought to have been placed there 
atell. Imever heard of such a case before. I suggested to the 
junior Senator from Georgia { Mr. Bacon] that if he was going to 
make a proposition of this kind and he did not expect to meet 
with a pretty vigorous defense of the action of the Senate com- 
mittee, he should not ask that on page 19 the words between line 
8 and line 9 should be retained. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine was kind 
enough to make that suggestion to me in the interest of what pos- 
sibly might conduce to an understanding on the part of the Senate 
favorable to the Savannah project. I have had some telegraphic 
correspondence with the people of Savammah since upon that sub- 
ject. They say,of course, that if theSenate of the United States is 
unwilling that the channel shall be opened they must necessarily 


It has been simply smuggled 
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submit, but that they are extremely anxious that this change shall 
not be made. 

In that connection, I desire to say that the work already done 
by the Government in the opening of the Savannah River has ob- 
structed the very channel which it is now sought to reopen; that 
is, the channel between the town of Beaufort, in South Carolina, 
and the city of Savannah. I am not prepared to say to the Senate 
exactly how this has been done; but a very large portion of this 
appropriation, if made, will be devoted to removing the obstruc- 
tion that the Government itself has put inthat channel. In other 
words, in the work of opening the Savannah River the Govern- 
ment has obstructed this other channel. Of course I do not pre- 
tend that all of this money is for that purpose. 

Mr. GORDON. If my colleague will permit, he refers to the 
money appropriated for that particular channel. 

Mr. BACON. For that particular channel only. 

Mr. GORDON. And not for the whole improvement. 

Mr. BACON, It amounts to$105,000. This is a separate enter- 
prise, although these provisions are put in the bill together, but 
the two works are entirely separate. The work, so far as it con- 
cerns the Savannah River, is confined in this bill to a provision 
for a contract, and not for an appropriation, except to the amount 
of $5,000. The work that is to be done on the channel between 
Beaufort and Savannah is independent of that,and embraces, if 
I am correctly informed, about $105,000 of this total amount. 

Mr. President, it does look like a matter of simple justice, It 
is not only the people of Savannah who are interested in fhis 
work, but also the people of South Carolina; and the Govern- 
ment in the prosecution of a great work, a very important work, 
in opening the harbor of Savannah, has obstructed another chan- 
nel, and should remove that obstruction. If in the removal of 
that obstruction it is found necessary to go still further in order 
to open the channel, it would be the = of economy to do the 
whole thing at once, rather than do a little piece now and under- 
take the rest in the future. 

The distinguished Senator from Maine speaks of this feature of 
this appropriation as having been smuggled into the bill. Of 
course the Senate will understand that the Senator has no refer- 
ence to anything that has occurred in the Senate, because that 
feature of the bill, as well as the other features of it, came from 
the House of Representatives in that shape, and has not been in 
any manner modified by the Senate or by the Senate committee, 
except to strike the whole thing out. I do not know to what the 
Senator refers when he speaks of the provision being smuggled in. 

Mr. FRYE. This Senator is not at liberty to say. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that the Senator from Maine is not 
at liberty to say; but the Senator from Georgia is at liberty to say 
that it no reference to anything which has occurred in the 
Senate, because it came from the other House in that shape. 

Mr. FRYE. If it had occurred in the Senate I should not have 
mentioned it. 

Mr. BACON. Probably it is not necessary for me, then, to press 
that point, but take it for granted. I thought it due, however, in 
view of the statement of the Senator from Maine, to make this 
explanation as to the character of these two branches of this great 
work. Itis not an extravagant appropriation for this particular 
feature to which the distinguished Senator from Maine, the chair- 
man of the committee, now objects. While it is a comparatively 
small matter in amount, it is really an important matter, in that 
it is the great water highway between two of the principal cities 
in the South. I trust the distinguished Senator may not oppose 
any part of it, and that not only the Savannah River scheme but 
the Revuiert channel project improvement also be allowed to go 
through. It is certainly modest compared with a great many 
other appropriations in this bill. 

Mr. RY«. There is no more reason why that channel should 
be put under the continuing contract clause than there is why 
every river and channel in the United States should be put under 
the continuing contract clause. No reason can be given. Every 
river in the South where the improvement is not going to cost 
over $100,000 with the same propriety could go under the contin- 
uing contract clause, and every river in the North and North- 
west. I certainly shall not consent to the restoration of the clause 
with that proposition remaining there. 

Mr. GORDON. I doubt whether the Senator from Maine is 
informed of the fact that this river, which that small appropria- 
tion is d ed to open, carries a very large amount of local trade. 

,»” because it is trade between the ports of South Caro- 
lina and Georgia. 

Mr. FRYE. Only $600,000 worth ina year, Thatis not avery 
large amount to go under the continuing contract clause, 

. GORDON. It is an inside channel. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
meee re by the committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Iaskif the Georgia Senators still insist upon keep- 

that channel in the bill? 
- GORDON. I will ask the Senator from Maine if we con- 


sent to that coming out, will he, as chairman of the committee 
consent to the other portion of the clause being restored? : 

Mr. FRYE. I have no right to doso. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, let me say this: I feel exceedin 
kind toward this improvement at Savannah. I think I un, 
stand it. It has been before the Commerce Committee frequently 
while I have been a member of that committee, and I must = 
to my friends from Georgia that if this precedent is adopted cf 
interjecting into this t improvement this little side improve. 
ment from Beaufort down to Savannah, as the chairman of {}), 
committee has properly said, we must apply the continuing eo). 
tract system to every other improvement in the bill. The remain. 
der of us can not stand here and see this thing done in justice to 
our constituents without demanding that the same legislation 
shall apply all along the line; and instead of having a bill of gy - 
000,000 upon the continuing contract system you will have a bil] 
of $170,000,000or $270,000,000. I think those Senators ought to ho 
satisfied, for I believe I can assure them, if they take out this 
inside arrangement from Beaufort to Savannah there will be no 
trouble about the continuing clause. 

Mr. GORDON. Then we assent to that portion of it coming 
out; and I move to amend by striking out lines 4,5, 6, 7,8, and9. 
and including the words “said reports,” in line 10. ’ 

Mr. ALLISON. Let us see what is stricken out. 

Mr. FRYE. From line 3. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The words stricken out will be read, 

‘The Secretary. After the words “eighteen hundred and 
ninety-five,” in line 8, strike out all of the paragraph down to 
and including the word ‘‘ reports,” in line 10. 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

Mr. GORDON. The words “ both projects,” in line 10, are also 
stricken out. 

Mr. FRYE. Strike out the word “‘ both” and change the word 
ee eee ” so as to make it singular, and change the aggrevate, 

r. BACON. I suggest to my colleague that I have the para- 
graph marked as it would be amended, and I have handed it to 
the chairman of the committee. He will indicate to the clerks 
the words to be stricken out. 

Mr. GORDON. That is all right. 

The paragraph as proposed to be amended was read by the Sec- 
retary, as follows: 

Harbor of Savannah, improvement, $5,000: Provided, 


Georgia: Continu 
That a contract may be entered into by the retary of War for such mate. 
rials and work as may be necessary to complete the project of further im- 
Ng oe recommended by Capt. O. M. Carter inhis a of December 7, 
804, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law 
not to exceed the amount of $987,250 recommended in said report, exclusive of 
amount herein or heretofore appropriated. 


The amendment was 
The VICE-PRESID 


gly 


; 
ler- 


to. 

T. The paragraph having been per- 
fected, the question recurs on the amendment of the committee 
to strike it out. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 23, page 24. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
page 25, line 1, after the words “according to a,” to strike out 


‘*survey and recommendation approved in 1894” and insert ‘‘proj- 
ect submitted in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 
1895”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Ashtabula, Ohio: Continuing improvements, $50,000, 
of w ward 


ch amount not less than $40,000 shall be core to the construction 
of breakwaters acco toa project submitted in the Annual Report of the 
Chief of Engineers for 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on » WO 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ twen and insert “‘ thirty”; in line 
9, after the word ‘‘ made,” toi *‘and the cost of improvement 
to be estimated”; and in line 10, after the word ‘‘ to,” to strike out 
‘** recommending such improvements as may be necessary to pro- 
vide” and ** provi *: so as to make the clause read: 

: ui i ove- 
teint hort, Back Bite, oman) Og, amoring dr 
of War is authorized an to cause & querer of said harbor to be 
made and the cost of im t to be estimated, with a view to providing 
better access to said har and the safety of boats therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 25, line 15, after the word 
“also,” to strike out ‘‘in accordance with the recent report an 
recommendation of the local engineer, Col. Jared A. Smith”; in 
line 21, after the word “ h,” to insert ‘‘ in accordance with re- 

submitted March 25, 1896”; in line 28, after the word “ That, 
strike out ‘‘ the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to enter into” and insert ‘‘ contracts may be entered into 
by the Secretary of War”; so as to make the clause read: 
proving : ts, $80,000 
enttenaiibsstennal Obito: Continging ies heretofore sdopted: 
also, for repair and rebuilding, as well as relocation, when desirable, of the 
and breakwater already constructed, and for widening and extending 
channel between the piers and in the outer harbor and majutaining the 


25, line 7, before the word 











necessary depth in accordance with report submitted March 25, 1896: Pro- 
vided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for the 
completion of the above projects, to be paid for as sagreyetatiens may from 
time to time be made by law, the cost not to exceed in the aggregate $1,354,000: 
And provided also, That the Secretary of War be directed to cause a survey 
to be made of the said breakwater as heretofore planned, with a view of 
determi the advisability of changing the plan thereof so as to abandon 
the ae construction of the eastern shore arm, and in lieu thereof ex- 
ten the said breakwater eastwardly in a general direction parallel with 
the shore; and the sums hereby appropriated, or authorized to be expended, 
may be expended in such manner as the Secretary of War may deem best for 
the improvement of said harbor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 26, line 18, after the word 
“the,” to strike out ‘‘approved project for the improvement 
thereof” and insert ‘project submitted April 3, 1896”; so as to 


make the clause read: 
ving harbor at Fairport, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $50,000), of 
wile vamount not less than $20,000 shall be applied toward the construction 


of a breakwater according to the project submitted April 3, 1896. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 4, after the word 
“harbor,” to insert ‘‘ and the cost of improvement to be estimated,” 
and in line 5, after the word ‘‘to,” to strike out ‘‘ recommending 
such means as shall secure and maintain” and insert “securing 
and maintaining”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving harbor at Sandusky, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $40,000; 
and the Secre of War is directed to cause a survey to be made of the bar 
at the mouth of the harbor and the cost of improvement to be estimated, with 
a view to securing and maintaining a permanent navigable channel of suf- 
ficient depth next to Cedar Point. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 16, before the word 
“ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ four” and insert ‘‘ two”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Vermillion, Ohio: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 27, line 20, after the word 
“the,” to strike out ‘‘ latest approved project recommended for 
the improvement thereof,” and insert ‘‘ project submitted March 
24, 1896”; so as to make the clause read: 

Impro harbor at Conneaut, Ohio: For improvements under existin 

lans, $40,000, of which amount not less than $20,000 shall be applied toward 
the — of a breakwater according to the project submitted March 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, after line 2, to strike out: 

Impro’ outlet to Wolf Lake, Indiana, in accordance with the approved 
project for the improvement thereof, $8,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 7, after the word 
“project,” to strike out “ a by Maj. W. L. Marshall, of 
the of Engineers of the United States Army, under date of 
June 30,” and insert ‘‘submitted in the Annual Report of the | 
Chief of Engineers for”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Calumet Harbor, at Chicago, Ill.: Continuing improvement, in- 
cluding the amended project submitted in the Annual Report of the Chief of 
Engineers for 1895, $75,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The eon Pa e page 28, a - after the word 
repairs, insert ‘‘ and providing a navigable depth of 18 feet”; 
so as to make the clause read: . 

Improving harbor at Frankfort, Mich.: Continuing improvement and 
re providing a navigable depth of 18 feet, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 28, line 25, after the word 
“and,” to strike out “for repairs, twelve” and insert ‘dredging 
interior channel, fifteen”; on page 29, line 1, after the word “ dol- 
lars,” to strike out ‘‘Provided, That” and insert ‘‘and”; in line 2, 
after the word “appropriated,” to insert ‘‘ for said improvement”; 
in the same line, atter the word “now,” to strike out ‘‘on hand”; 
and in line 3, after the word ‘‘ may,” to strike out ‘‘ also be used in 
the same Pe ogee ” and insert ‘‘ be used for dredging such interior 
channel, in the discretion of the Chief of Engineers, United States 
Army: Provided, That the former requirements have been com- 
plied with”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving harbor at Manistee, Mich.: Continuing improvements and 


interior channel, $15,000; and all money heretofore appropriated 
for said improvement and now unexpended may be used for drole such 


terior channel, in the discretion of the Chief of Engineers, United States 
Army: Provided, That the former requirements have been complied with. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 29, line 8, to increase the 


Terrain forimproving the harbor at Holland (Black Lake), 
from $8,000 to $10,000. 
amen 


The dment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, line 6, to increase the 


for improving the harbor at Marquette, Mich., 
from Ei 000 to $29,000. - 
_ The amendment was agreed to. 


“ee 
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The next amendment was, on page 30, line 8, to increase the 
appropriation for improving the harbor at Ludington, Mich., from 
$20,000 to $25,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 15, after the word 








‘* dollars,” to insert ** for maintenance of channel and pier”; soas 
to make the clause read: 
Improving harbor at Menominee, Michigan and Wisconsin: Continuing im- 


provements, $7,150, for maintenance of channel and pier 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 21, after the word 
‘*report,” to strike out ‘‘ of Chief of Engineers under date of ” and 
insert ‘‘ submitted,” and in line 23, after the word “ ninety-six,” 
to strike out ‘‘in House Document No. 318, of Fifty-fourth Con- 
gress, first session’’; so as to make the clause read: 

Constructing harbor of refuge at Presque Isle Point, Marquette Bay, Mich 
igan, in accordance with report submitted March 21, 1896, $20,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. According to the agreement. I will not ask the 
further consideration of the pending bill at the present time. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the third committee of conference on the disagree- 
ing votes of the two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes, further insisted 
on its disagreement to the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
numbered 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 19, 22, 23, 36, 37, 38, 83, 108, 109, 142, 144, 
233, 305, 8306, 307, 308, 309, 310, 313, and 314, asked a further confer- 
ence with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. Brinauam, Mr. McCatu of Ten- 
nessee, and Mr. DocKERY managers atthe further conference on 
the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills, each with an amendment; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 673) granting to Joseph R. West, brigadier and brevet 
major-general, United States Army Volunteers; and 

A bill (S. 1365) for the relief of the National New Haven Bank 
of the State of Connecticut. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H.R. 2) disposing of condemned cannon; 

A bill (H. R. 1345) to amend the military record of Charles 
Hentz, late private of Company C, Eleventh Regiment Connecticut 
Infantry Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 2708) to constitute a new division of the eastern 
judicial district of Texas, and to provide for the holding of terms 
of court at Beaumont, Tex., and for the appointment of a clerk 
for said court; 

A bill (H. R. 4528) granting a pension to Katherine S. McCart- 
ney, widow of William H. McCartney; 

A bill (H. R. 5280) for the relief of George W. Freeman; 

A bill (H. R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster; 

A bill (H. R. 6037) granting a pension to Mrs. Amanda Wood- 
cock; 

A bill (H. R. 7324) to authorize and empower the State of South 
Dakota to select the Fort Sully Military Reservation in said State 
as a part of the lands granted tothe State under the provisions of 
an act to provide for the admission of South Dakota into the 
Union, approved February 22, 1889, and for indemnity school 
lands, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7973) to establish a railroad bridge across the Ili- 
nois River near Grafton, M11.; 

A bill (H. R.7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware; 

A bill (H. R. 8038) for the protection of yacht owners and ship- 
builders of the United States; and 

A bill (H.R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on the subject of 
bankruptcies throughout the United States. 


JOINT SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON CONGRESSIONAL LIBRARY, ETC. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the resolution passed by the 
Senate April 24, 1896. 

The amendment of the House of Representatives was to strike 
out all after the resolving clause and insert: 


That the Joint Committee on the Library of the House of Representatives 
and of the Senate be authorized to sit in Washington, D. C., during the re- 
cess of Congress, for the purpose of inquiring into the condition of the Library 
of Congress, and to report upon the same at the next session of Congress 
with such recommendations as may be deemed advisable; also to report a 

lan for the organization, custody, and management of the new Library 
puilding and the Library of Congress. 

The said joint committee is also authorized to employ a stenographer 
whenever necessary during the course of the inquiry. The necessary ex- 
penses of the sittings of the said joint committee, including the pay of the 
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r, are to be paid out of the co t fund of the House of Rep- 
as Senate, on vouchers approved by the ch -— of said joint 
committee: Prov That the ———- incurred under this concurrent 
resolution be re awe to the second session of this ry 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I move that the Senate agree to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. VEST. Is that a conference report? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is not. 

Mr. VEST. What is it? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is a substitute for a resolution passed 
by the Senate some weeks ago, which is accepted by the Commit- 
tee on the Library. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to inquire what is the necessity for 
having a standing committee here upon the Library, which will 
not be finished. understand, for a year. The committee is di- 
rected to assemble here, as I caught the resolution, in the vacation 
of Congress and to pass vouchers and arrangements 
for the L. Library. It is an extraordinary proceeding, it seems to 
me. I want to be as good-natured rr courteous as anybody on 
the floor, but it seems to me that this is rather stretching parlia- 
mentary precedent. 

Mr. NSBROUGH. I will state to the Senator from Mis- 
souri that the special committee now in existence ne to 
the aa a simply to look after the Library d the 
course of the construction of that building, and that the purpose 
of the work to be performed by the Joimt Committee on the 
Library, in accordance with the asutelion, pertains tothe Library 
building after it is completed and accepted by the Government. 

Mr. T. Will the Senator be kind enough to tell us what 
his information is as to the time of completion of the 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The resolution has nothing whatewe to 
do with the building prior to its completion and a 

Mr. VEST. But I understand the resolution provi that the 
committee shall sit here during the coming vacation? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. To formulate a plan for the future man- 
agement of the Library of Congress when it occupies the new 
building, after the building is completed and accepted. 

Mr. VEST. Do I understand the Senator to claim that the 
committee ought to be in session here to formulate that plan? It 
— me that it is rather that they can not formulate a 

an for the government of Library outside of Washington 
Bit as well as in it. It is an extraordinary proposition. 

r. HANSBROUGH. The resolution does not provide thatthe 
comunittee shall sit outsideof Washington. It provides thatitshall 
sit in Washi during the recess and examine——- 


ashington during 
Mr. VEST. That is the very point. 
to meet here in the recess to formulate a plan for the government 
of the Library? Iam informed (I have no information about it 


Task, why is it necessary 


except from the present Librarian) that the building will not be 
ready for occupation for a year at least; and that the committee 
shall be here duri summer months in advance of the com- 
pletion of the building in order to formulate rules for its govern- 
ment is a little extraordinary. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand that the Library 
will be ready for occupancy next February. It is not 
that the Couealatet shall sit during the entire recess of 
The understanding is that perhaps two or three weeks during the 
month of November will be ne in formulating a for 
the future management and c y of the Library buil and 
the Library of Congress. 

Mr. VEST. That is almost a year from now. There isa differ- 
enceof two months in the time. > the resolution just introduced? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The resolution passed the Senate origi- 
nally and the House amended it. The Committee on the Library 
accepts the amendment, and my motion is that the substitute sent 
ast by the House be to by the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The t Chair laid before the Senate the 
amendment of the House. The — is upon the motion of 
the Senator from North Dakota, that the Senate agree to the 
amendment. 

Mr. CHANDLER. When the Senate resolution was under con- 
sideration I asked that the words ‘in W. ” might be in- 
serted so that by no possibility should we authorize a committee 
to make trips. e suggestion was at once accepted by the Sena- 
tor from North Dakota. ya My nse Faced iaocinn "tee deieb ome 

morning they are very brief simply authorize ¢ com- 
mittee to sit here in Washington during the recess and prepare 
such recommendations as may seem wise to them in reference to 

of the Li to the new 
ae that it 
I am opposed to 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
peor eg p not an 
recess —— 
servative and in every 

Mr. HANSBROUGH 
— = the information of Senators. 

misunderstood the resclution, 
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Mr. CHANDLER. Let the amendment of the House be reag. 
The read the amendment. 
The VICE- The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from North Dakota, to agree to the amendment. 

The motion was agreed to. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, » 
ee na 

A bill (H. R. 2) disposing of condemned cannon; 

A bill (H. R. 1345) to amend the military record of Charles 
Hentz, ee. Eleventh Regiment Connectic), 


Infantry Volunteers; 

A bili (H. R. 5280 ‘sor the relief of George W. Freeman. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, ang 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (H.R. 4528) panama McCart- 
ney, widow of William H. 

A bill (H. R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster; 


A bill (H.R. 6037) anting a to Mrs. Amanda Wo. 
and ) gr pension 


bill (H. RB. 7983) to pension Frances E. Wickware. 
bills were several read twice by their titles, anq 


to the ittee on Commerce: 
(H. R. 7978) to establish a railroad bridge across the I\ji- 
see R. 8038) f a eatin of yacht 
( ) for owners and ship- 
builders of the United States. 
The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: 
A bill (H. R. 2708) to i & new division of the east me 
judicial district of Texas, and to re for the holding of te 
of court at. Beaumont, Tex., and for the appointment of a c)) lerk 
for said court; and 
A bill (H. R. 8110) to establish a uniform law on the subject of 
the United States. 
The the State of 


South Dakota to select the Fort Sully Reservation in 
said State asa part of the lands granted to the State under the 
provisions of an act to provide for the admission of South Dak: 
into the Union, a see ee 1889, and Ser Sndemnity 
school lands, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hourof 20’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 8, Which 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. A resolution submitted by Mr. Perrrr, pr . 
viding for a committee of five Senators to investigate and rc) 
generally all the material facts and circumstances.connected \\ 
the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury 
in a . PEFFER _ — and 1896. 

Mr. President, I shall ask the Senate to remain 
a nui to-day until the resolution is disposed of. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, have I not the floor? I believe I have 


the floor on the resolution. 

The VICE-P. The Chair will state that the Senator 
from New York is entitled to the floor. The Chair did not kn 
for what e the Senator from Kansas had risen. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think it was a very proper p 
) meen ar a ae et cement 

oO 
. HILL. I would have been entirely willing to yield the 
if the Senator from Kansas had asked me, but I do not wish tu! ha 
the floor taken from me arbitrarily to make any sort of annown- 
ment. 


Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from New York yield to me 
one moment in order that I may offer an amendment to the pend- 


“or sis 


Yes, 
Mr. GORDON. I will state that the amendment simply = 
to change the words “a committee of five Senators” to © 
Scmeuiibtec on Wienien” T ask that the amendment, lie on 


tale ee eee A ae eee ee tm 
The VICE- . The amendment on the table 
as requested. 
fet the question what Objection Thad tothe pasonge of the pr 
asked the question what objection tothe Dassageo reat the pre 
ent resolution, now that oe Visio! 
have been eliminated. I said I would answer that before 
this debate terminated. I might as well devote a few momeu's 
to that question now. 
I am pre de resolution because I consider it whol|y 
and uncalled for, in its character, 
a most and unwise precedent. |' 


and as 
is a sufficient o of the resolution that it is 
unnecessary. is sosntutien aie must go, if it should pass, to the 


I simply 
resolution is 








1896. 


Ree mem a aac ieee 


to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 


on ate before it can become tive. I will call the attention 
of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLcort] to the fact that that 
will involve still further delay, and will not permit us to secure 
that information deemed so necessary by some to enable us to vote 
on the river and harbor bill, which was the argument urged yes- 
terday for the consideration of this resolution at this time. 

Every single fact sought to be investigated by the resolution, 
with the exception of three, is before the Senate either in docu- 
ments presented by the Secretary of the Treasury or in the form 
of other information now pending before us. I am opposed to the 
resolution because I want to protect the Senate from making 
itself ridiculous. It does that often enough without having any 
additional provocation or inducement. 

I propose to analyze the resolution for a few moments. What 
facts are to be investigated? What is the information sought? 
To what points are the minds of the committee to be directed? 

First. “To investigate and report specially what amount of 
available funds, classified, was in the United States Treasury and 
on deposit in other places, subject to the order of the Secretary of 
the ary at the time the bonds were sold or offered for sale.” 

Second. ‘*‘ Whether there was or was not coin enough on hand 
to meet all coin obligations of the Goverument due at the time 
gaid bonds were sold or when they were offered for sale.” 

Third. *‘ What obligations were due at that time and the amount 
of each, stated separately.” 

Fourth. ‘‘Who purchased the bonds, in what amounts, and 
where, whether in the United States or in foreign countries, and 
in what p' tions, and from what persons or classes of persons.” 

Fifth. “ + was the market price of our Government bonds 
at the time.” 

Sixth. “‘To investigate and report as tothe manner of disposing 
of said bonds; by what authority.” 

Seventh. ‘* ¢ contracts, advertisements, or proposals were 
made by the Secretary of the Treasury in relation thereto.” 

Bighth. ‘‘What agreements or contracts, and whether oral or 
in writing, were entered into hy the Secretary of the Treasury 
with respect to the sale and purchase of the bonds.” 

Every one of these eight subdivisions of information has been 
fully ——— documents on file before the Senate, and 1 ob- 
ject to ing here and attempting to justify their votes 

‘or the resolution upon the plea of ignorance upon these points. 
If Senators need information upon those eight distinct points let 
them read their own files. Let them read the reports of the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury. Let them read the very elaborate infor- 

ion which is subject to t} ~ir disposal before they set up the 
ea that they want information. The suggestion that they want 

need further information is uncomplimentary to themselves as 

as to the Senate. I do not think that Senators can well vote 
upon the great public questions involved affecting the finances 
when they rise and say that taey want information upon these 
eight inct questions. No Senator has a right, in my humble 
judgment, ve his vote in regard to the great and important 
questions relating to our finances when he steps forward and says, 
“T want information upon eight distinct propositions,” where the 
information is already at his disposal. 

The amount of classified funds appears in every monthly state- 
ment of the Secretary of the Treasury. The amount of coin on 
hand and available appears in every daily statement of the Treas- 
ury. What obligations are due from the Government at any time 
can be seenin every report made by the Secretary of the Treasury. 
“Who e bonds, in what amounts?”—that, it seems, is 
what they want to know; and where the purchasers live is also 
be in ee —— in my nee = available to everyone 

a report e Secretary of t reasury, containing the 
names of the , the amounts of the bids, and where the 

reside. What more is wanted? 

Mr. GRAY. Does anybody suggest that those reports are 
erroneous or mistaken? 

Mr. HILL. No one has suggested it. They have not even read 
the reports. admit they have not. The passageof the reso- 

confession of ignorance. I would not vote 
for such a resolution because it would stigmatize me as an igno- 
ramus unworthy of a seat in this body, and, in my humble judg- 
ion on the part of every Senator who votes 
for itthat he desires to be considered an ignoramus. 

““Who purchased the bonds?” Read the reports, I answer. 
“In what amounts?” Here it is, clearly stated in Carlisle’s spe- 
cial capes. ““Where do they reside?” Here it is, all set forth. 

. This appears to be and is a foolish, a contemptible, an 
absurd resolution. There is no law against its passage, of course. 
You can pass the resolution if you have the power—if the major- 

it. There is no law against the Senate making a fool 

itself if it is so disposed. ‘‘In what proportions and from what 
or ” is one of the facts desired. All that appears 

the report. ‘ did the bonds sell for?” Thatap . The 
Committee is to investigate and report ‘by what authority” the 
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bonds were sold. That presents a question of law. 
statutes of your country if you want to know. If you can not 
comprehend them, then resign your seats. ‘“ What contracts or 
agreements were entered into for the purchase of bonds?” They 
are all stated in the recent report, which I hold in my hand, and 
which every Senator has in his possession. : 

Mr. President, I have stated concisely the eight distinct facts 
about which the resolution purports to want information. What 
are the subjects which do not appear in any report upon which 
information is desired? ‘‘ What was the reason for any unusual 
withdrawal of coin from the Treasury shortly before bonds were 
sold or offered for sale?” is one of these points. Who knows? If 
the committee is appointed, it may sit here until its members are 
gray-headed, and it will never obtain that information. Why 
does a person present greenbacks and ask gold for them? That is 
what the abettors of this resolution want to know. A man has a 
greenback and wants to get gold for it. He presents it at the 
Treasury. This inquisitive resolution wants to know why he pre- 
sented it to the Treasury? Why? Because Congress way back in 
1875 passed a law which says that the paper obligations of your 
Government, such as greenbacks, shall be redeemed in coin. 
When any person has one of these greenbacks he has a right un- 
der the law of the land to present it and ask gold or coin for it. 
But there are some Senators who want to know why he presents 
it. The inquiry is absurd and ridiculous upon its face. That is 
one of the facts, of course, about which the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury can not know anything. It is a fact that nobody can know 
——s about, except the person who presents the greenback for 
redemption. What their private motives were, what their private 
purposes were are immaterial for purposes of legislation. They 
are immaterial to any matter upon which we as Senators are called 
upon to act. 

Now here is the second item. The information sought does not 
appear in any report and it can not of necessity appear in any re- 
port. Whatisit? We are to inquire— 

What effect the bond sales had on the credit and business of the people of 
the United States. 

That isa great problem. It involves no specific information 
to be readily ascertained. It involves more than a mere question 
of fact. It involves the whole gold and silver question. Is it 
seriously proposed that we are to have a special committee to in- 
vestigate what effect the bond sales had on the credit and busi- 
ness of the people of the Ynited States? Are not Senators com- 

tent to argue upon either side of that question without any more 
information? It is a question about which men will readily and 
continuously differ. The silver men will assertit had a bad effect 
on the credit of the United States, and the gold men will contend 
that it had a good effect. The great mass of the people will say 
it was absolutely necessary, because there was no other way to 
protect the honor and the credit of the Government. But youare 
simply investigating an abstract question. You are simply in- 
vestigating what might be termed a hypothetical question. You 
are simply making an experimental investigation. ‘‘ What effect 
have the bond sales had?” No one can definitely determine. I 
realize that this is a Presidential year, a campaign year, when 
every opportunity is sought to make political capital, but I do 
think it is unwise to appoint a special committee to investigate 
the general subject of the effect of bond sales on the credit and 
business of the people of the United States. 

What is the next point? The authors of the resolution want to 
know the profits made—‘‘ made or to be made ”-~by the syndicate 
that purchased the bonds. ‘‘ Profits made or to be made!” Who 
knows what prices the Government bonds are going to be to-mor- 
row? Who can forecast the future? If I, as a member of the 
syndicate, purchased Government bonds, how can I know or any 
committee know what I am going to get for those bonds next 
week? What profits are to be made in the future by the syndi- 
cate? Whocan tell? The other day a distinguished Senator rose 
in his place and objected to any law that allowed dealing in 
futures. He said it was gambling. Here is a proposition on the 
part of the Senate of the United States seriously to engage in the 
transaction of investigating what profits are ‘‘to be made” in 
the future sale of bonds. Of course the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury can not tell that. Nobody can tell precisely what the syndi- 
cate made or is going to make except by asking the syndicate 
itself. 

The questions which I have mentioned, of course, are three 

uestions which can not be determined by the printed record. 

hey must be determiried by outside investigation, if at all. I 
submit to the good sense of the Senate that these three items of 
information which are proposed to be obtained outside of the 
actual reports upon our desks are unworthy of inquiry. Itisa 
speculative inquiry. Itis a gamblinginquiry. Itissemipolitical, 
in its character, involving in one respect the whole question be- 
tween the gold side and the silver side; and a report is seriously 
expected to be made upon the matter. How are you going to’ 
examine the syndicate? Will some Senator rise in his place and 


—— 


ae 


zm 


* 
ty 
: 
ut 
i 
y 
i 
ue 
ME 
Lf 
' 
f 








4824 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Ma Y 5, 


EE eee 


tell me how it is to be done under the resolution? I say you can 
not subpoena a single witness under the resolution as it now stands. 
I say you have no constitutional, power under the resolution to 
compel a single member of the syndicate to answer any question 
relating to what he received for his bonds when he sold them to 
Tom, Dick, or Harry. I suppose the friends of the resolution will 
say, ‘*‘We will determine that afterwards.” Yes; run up against 
the Constitution. It will not be the first time they have done it. 
They propose to antagonize the laws. You have no power, you 
have no authority in the resolution for summoning witnesses; 
no power to subpoena witnesses, no power to compel answers to 
questions about the private transactions of syndicates or of men 
who buy bonds. I assert as a proposition of law that if I put in 
a bid for the purchase of bonds and receive an allotment of them, 
and I should voluntarily go before the committee, I could refuse 
to answer to whom I sold the bonds or what profits I made by 
such sale. Theresolution is not based upon any allegation that the 
information is desired for future legislation. It is not based upon 
an allegation of misconduct against any member of the Senate. 
It involves no question of high privilege. Therefore it does not 
come within any of the decisions of the courts in which it is held 
that you can inquire into private transactions of individuals. 

Mr. GRAY. We can not investigate as ground of impeachment. 

Mr. HILL. And, sir, we can not investigate for grounds of im- 
peachment. The Constitution settles that question. But we 
ought to have an investigating committee to determine what the 
Constitution is, because some Senators do not seem to understand 
it. They are going to investigate by what authority the bonds 
were issued; a legal question. hy not investigate what the Con- 
stitution is? 

Need I remind the Senate that under the Constitution of the 
United States the House has the sole power of impeachment? As 
a matter of propriety, if nothing else, it would be better that the 
Senate should wait. Let the House, fresh from the poe present 
its articles of impeachment against the Secretary of the Treasury, 
because if there is anything at all to investigate here it is simply 
a question which might or might not constitute a matter of im- 
peachment, which the House should originate. Therefore I have 
answered the question put to me yesterday as to what objection I 
have now to the resolution in its amended form. I¢ still retains 
the provision for a special committee, objectionable to all the tra- 
ditions of this body. There is contained in it a proposed inquiry 
as to facts not needed or really demanded, andif any Senator here 
wants this information for any honest purpose, for the purpose of 
aiding him in casting his vote upon any public question involved 
here, he has only to read the records on file now before him. 

When I was discussing this question yesterday just prior to the 
adjournment of the Senate, I was considering in detail the alleged 

ounds for the investigation so far as the last public sale of 

nds is concerned, A great deal has been said in the public 
—- and elsewhere in regard to what is called the Graves bid. 

thought it undignified that the Senate should proceed to inves- 
tigate what was the occasion or subject-matter of a lawsuit 
against the Secretary of the Treasury. I pointed out the fact 
that Mr. Graves had gone into court. I pointed to the fact that 
Mr. Graves had made serious allegations against the Secretary of 
the Treasury. I pointed to the further fact that in the litigation 
the Secretary of the Treasury had replied. I pointed to the fact 
that the plaintiff had abandoned the litigation. Is that not enough 
for the Senate? Do you want to invite Mr. Graves to go ahead? 
Are you not satisfied with his withdrawal of the litigation? Do 
you want to aid litigation against the officers of your Treasury by 
stirring up resolutions of inquiry? Are we retained to aid this 
litigation? No,no, Mr. President, it is unworthy of dignified Sen- 
ators. Let the lawsuit stand upon its own merits. Let the law- 
yers of Mr. Graves fight the question in the courts, where both 
sides can be heard, where Mr. Carlisle can have his day in court. 
But, notwithstanding the withdrawal of the litigation, notwith- 
standing the abandonment of it, the resolution is pressed to take 
the place of great appropriation bills, pressed because it is seem- 
ingly of tremendous importance, pressed as though the whole fate 
of the present Administration was to hangin the balance, depend- 
ent on the determination of this investigation. 

I put in evidence yesterday the proposal for bids by the Secre- 

of the Treasury. I answe some of the criticisms which 
had been made against the pro I have investigated the de- 
tails of this Graves matter a little more thoroughly than I had 
theretofore. I am now prepared to say that I am perfectly satis- 
fied that the Secretary of the , 80 far as Mr. Graves’s bid 
was concerned, absolutely disch his duty. 

The Morgan bid was a full bid for the $100,000,000 of bonds. I 


will read it: 
FEBRUARY 3, 1896. 
We hereby propose, under the terms of your circular of January 6, 1896, 
to purchase hited States 4 per cent thirty-year bonds described in said cir- 
our of the face value of $1 nT an to pay therefor at the rate of 
110.6877 and accrued interest per We further agree upon due notice of 


and we wish them to be delivered to us at such places as may be designat nd 
after receipt of notice that - proposal has been accepted. y 





the acceptance of this subscription to sapaels the amount thereof in gold eo; 
or gold certificates with the United States assistant treasurer at New y = 
or other cities mentioned in the circular, to be ap roved by the Secretary of 
the Treasury in accordance with the terms of sa’ a circular. : 


We desire (registered or coupon) bonds in denominations as stated be}, 


GAN & CO 
Tne NATIONAL Crry BANK or NE 
By JAS. STILLMAN, President. 
DevuTscHE BANK OF BERLIN, 
By EDWARD D. ADAMS, Attorney in fact, 
HARVEY FISK & SONS. 


To the SECRETARY oF THE TREASURY. 


W Yorks, 
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It will be observed that this bid was for the full amount of the 
$100,000,000 of bonds. It being for the full amount, and tho 
greater including the less, it was for every part of the $100,000.09 
of bonds. There was no provision, any more than there was in 


any other bid, that if the full amount of the bid should not be op- 


tained the parties did not want totakea part. The bid, therefore, 
was for the full $100,000,000 of bonds or, in legal effect, any part 
of the $100,000,000. 

There were 4,641 distinct bona fide bids. The highest accepted 
bid was 130.8749 for $50 only. In other words, the highes* bid was 
130 and a fraction for $50 only. Thelowestaccepted bid was that 
of Morgan & Co., at 110.6877. It is the lowest accepted bid so far 
as the Government is concerned. The bid was for the full sum of 
$100,000,000, and there was first awarded to a & Co. what 
was left of the bonds after all previous higher bids had been ac- 
cepted, to wit, $37,915,850. Thenext highest bid to Morgan’s was 
that of Kidder, eee & Co., of Boston, 110.69 for $2,000,000, 
There were 830 accepted bids, of which 829 were higher than that 
of the Morgan bid, leaving 3,811 bids lower than that of Morgan 
& Co. 

The Graves bid was for $4,500,000 at 115.3391, which made the 
rate of interest 3,4,. When Mr. Graves failed to produce his gold 
on the day specified in the proposal there were two courses to pur- 
sue: Frst, to advertise and sell the bonds again or not advertise and 
sell them, or else to accept the next highest bid, which was that 
of Morgan & Co. I didnot state that fact yesterday because I had 
not then examined fully the rt recently presented here, not 
expecting that the debate would be resumed yesterday. It isa 
fact, not heretofore fully stated to the — that Morgan & Co.'s 
bid was the next highest bid for the benefit of the Government, 
and therefore when Mr. Graves’s bid failed, collapsed, forfeited, 
because he did not produce the gold, the Secretary of the Treasury 
said he would accept the next highest bid, which was that of Mor- 

an & Co. 

: There is but one possible criticism to make, and that is that he 
should have put the bonds up and sold them again. What then 
would have been the criticism? If the bonds on the resale had 
not brought as much as Morgan & Co. had bid for them, ihen it 
would have been said that Mor & Co. had bid a hundred mil- 
lion dollars and the Secretary of the Treasury had a right to hold 
them to it; that he ought to have made them take the bonds at 
that figure, because their bid was higher than 3,811 other bids. 
Therefore I am prepared to say that in my humble judgment the 
Secretary of the Treasury acted wisely, acted discreetly, acted as 
a business man, acted legally, and that there is no sort of criticism 
which can be made in regard to his conduct. 

When grave Senators propose here to pass a resolution asking 
for the names of the bidders, as the resolution does, asking infor- 
mation as to the amounts of the bids, asking what the bonds were 
sold for, Iam inclined to ask the Secretary to read, as a part of 
my remarks, the report which I holdin myhand. If you are going 
to pass the resolution saying you want that information, you might 
as well have it now as at any other time. Strike that portion of 
the resolution out. You do not need it. Here is the information 
in the book. Youcanreadit. I will reserve, however, that ques- 
tion for the future. : 
How many bids were there which were forfeited? My friend 


the Senator from Missouri . Vest] last evening asked me in 
to that matter, and I was unable to furnish the exact 
ormation. 


There were 7 ten forfeited bids, of which Graves's 
bid was one. The Graves bid, as I have said, was for $4,500,000. 
The nine other forfeited bids amounted to only $237,000. Those 
were given to Morgan & Co., because Morgan & Co. were the 
next highest bidders. I wish to ask the Secretary to read the 
names of the forfeited bidders with the amounts, because I want 
the facts to go into . ; 
The P. IDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Without objection, the Secretary will read as indicated. 








1896. 


The Secretary read as follows: 





ee ctaiedasititpetsiiiaidds tins nids itiaiiatiae ttbd 
No.| Subscriber Residence. | eres | Price. 
i erent ‘ ‘etal n etiaedilneadiaieiibie 
sais 
| L. Farwell, jr -- | Claremont, N. H............ $100 | 120 
e | one DOGREP..c.cce---- 913 Guaranty Loan build- 500 114, 286 
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490 | Ra M. Gallaway...... Madison, N.C .......22... 300 | 114 
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street, Chicago, Ill. | 
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Mr. HILL. So, Mr. President, aside from the Graves bid, 
which was $4,500,000 of itself, instead of there being millions of 
other forfeited bids, there were only bids to the amount of $237,- 
000—ten in all—and those bids, I say, were properly and legiti- 
mately given to the next highest bidders, which were Morgan & 
Co. There were a few bids thrown out, of which there has been 
no criticism anywhere. I stated yesterday that I knew of a cer- 
tain gentleman in my own State who had bid for a large amount 
of the bonds, and whose bid was thrown out for good and valid 
reasons, Ifind thatthe A. P. A. Daughters, whatever they may be, 
of Moores Hill, Ind., subscribed for the wholesum of $100,000,000. 
The newspapers gave the reasons why these bids were thrown 
out; and there was alsoone from Vernon, Tex. Nobody has made 
any criticism of such action of the Secretary of the Treasury or 
pretended but what those bids were absolutely fictitious. One of 
the bidders was insane, and had made a bid when he had not a 
dollar in the world and was confined in an asylum. Nobody has 
made any criticism, and there is not any point in regard to such 
bids; so I will not put them in the REcorD, because it is not nec- 
essary to refer to them further. Therefore, resuming my argu- 
ment on the Graves bid, Isay the Graves bid was properly thrown 
out and the Morgan bid was properly accepted. It will not do 
for the Secretary of the Treasury to advertise $100,000,000 of 
bonds and let capitalists make their figures accordingly—Morgan 
& Co.’s bid being higher for the Government than some 3,000 
others—and then, when certain people forfeited their right to 
secure bonds, to assert that Morgan & Co. should be ignored, or 
that the bonds should be put up for sale again. We wanted no 
mock-auction business in regard to this affair. When the Gov- 
ernment puts up its bonds, let them be sold to the highest bidders, 
and such bidders obtained them here. The situation, legal and 
otherwise, was exactly as though the Graves bid had never been 
made, and if it had never been made Morgan & Co., being the next 
highest bidder, would have received the bonds in the first instance. 
ow, Mr. President, it may do for the press, which sometimes 
wants sensational matter—and I do not blame them for it—to talk 
about the Graves suit. I do not know that I ought to follow this 
matter up; I do not know that that is necessary, but I want to put 
in evidence here the affidavit of Secretary Carlisle himself in this 
litigation, which has now been withdrawn, which details just 
what sort of a fraud Mr. Graves was. Ihave already commented 
on the fact that on the day before he was to fulfill his bond con- 
tract he was peddling these bonds around the city of New York, 
and he could not obtain the amount of his bid for them. On that 
day the market price of the bonds was considerably less, and he 
could not get in that great city ay to take his bid off his 
hands, and that is the reason he failed; and I have here the affidavit 
of Mr. Carlisle in this litigation. If we are going to make our- 
selves a tender to litigation in the District of Columbia; if we are 
not going to be satisfhed with the matter when the complainant is 
beaten in court and when he withdraws his suit, abandons it, 
but if we are still going to continue this investigation which is 
ig more nor less t rsecution, getting up a scandal and 
thr mud—if the record which we are making here to-day is 
to go down to history, let us accompany it with the affidavit of the 
of the Treasury in the litigation, which I ask the Secre- 
tary to read, so that we may have the whole truth for this fall’s 
cam 


IDING OFFICER. In the absence of objection, the 
will read as requested. 

The read as follows: 

Un the Supreme Court of the District of Columbia. No. 39805 atlaw. The 
United States, ex relatione William Graves, vs. John G. Carlisle, Secretary 
of the Treasury of the United States. } 

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN G. CARLISLE. 
—- STATES OF AMERICA, District of Columbia: 4 ‘ 
‘ohn G. Carlisle, hav been first duly sworn, deposes and says: 
real 6, 1896, a circular was euned by me, as Becreta " of the Treas: 
United States, inviting sealed proposals for the pur > 
States bonds. It was stated that “purchasers will be required to pay in 
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United States gold coin or gold certificates for the bonds aw arded to them 
and the interest accrued theron after the Ist day of February, 1896, up to 
the time of payment for the bonds."’ Payments for th 


; » bonds were required 
to be made at the various subtreasuries of the 


United States by installments 








as follows: Twenty per cent and accrued interest upon receipt of notice of 
acceptance of bids and 20 per cent and accrued interest at the end of each 
ten days thereafter; that all accepted bidders were given the privilege of 
paving the whole amount at the date of the first installment, and those who 
1ad paid all installments previously maturing were wed to pay the whole 


amount of their bids at any time not later than the maturity of the last in- 
stallment. ; 

_ On January 6, 1896, a circular was issued by me which contained the follow- 
ing: 

‘The subscriber should state pay the amount of bonds desired, the price 
which he proposes to pay, and the place where the bonds should be delivered 
which may be at the subscriber's home, or any other convenient place.” r 
mee the proposals received was one from “ William Graves and associ- 

es. 

Said Graves was wholly unknown tothe Department, and the facts that 
he failed to give his street or office address, that the names of his associates 
were not disclosed, and that the price he proposed to pay for the bonds was 
considerably higher than responsible and bona fide bidders were offering 
were sufficient, in affiant’s opinion, to justify an inquiry concerning his finan- 
cial character and standing Selure disposing of his proposal. Affiant accord- 
ingly caused inquiries to be made at once in the city of New York. but no 
definite or satisfactory information concerning his business or financial stand- 
ing was obtained, and on the 7th day of February, 1896, affiant caused a tele- 
gram to be sent to the assistant treasurer of the United States at San Fran- 
cisco, inquiring as to the financial standing and responsibility of said Graves, 
and received on the same day in reply a telegram to the effect that Graves 
ve known very slightly as a promoter or financial agent, but not as a capi- 
alist. 

Although the information thus secured was not considered sufficient to 
show to affiant’s satisfaction the ability of the bidder to pay for such a large 
amount of bonds, yet as he appeared to have been known asa financial agent, 
and as he professed to have Giese associated with him in making his bid, it 
was deemed better not to reject his offer without first giving him an oppor 
tunity to comply with the terms of the circularand his bid. Out of abundant 
caution, therefore, and in order to avoid a possible mistake in a matter of 
such importance to the bidder and tothe Government, a notice of acceptance 
was mailed. The proposal of Graves and associates was dated ‘New York 
City, N. Y."". No other address was given. The body of the bid contained 
the following: 

“We desire (registered or coupon) bonds in denominations as stated be- 
low, and we wish them to be delivered to us at I. B. Newcomb's, Mills Build- 
ing. New York City, or Bank of California, San Francisco, Cal.”’ 

This was understood to refer alone to the delivery of the bonds at one or 
both of the places named, as the bidder might decide, if successful, and was 
not understood to have any reference to the address to which the acceptance 
of the bid should be sent. There was no “ designated office.” as stated in 
paragragh 7 of the petition, to which communications were to be directed 

On the evening of February 9, 1896, being the same day on which the other 
notices to accepted bidders were mailed, a notice of acceptance was mailed to 
“ William Graves and associates, New York, N. Y.,"" which was in accordance 
with the address given in his bid of February 4, 1896. 

This letter was received at the post-office in New York on the morning of 
February 10. 

All notices to other bidders were mailed according to the address given in 
the bid. 

The acceptance of this bid was on the printed form used in notifying all 
other bidders, the only variation being in the filling of blanks in each case 
according to the bids. 

The acceptance contained the following: 

“You are therefore requested to deposit with the United States assistant 
treasurer at New York on or before the 15th day of February, 1896, the sum 
of $1,088,051.90, which is 20 per cent of the amount of your subscription at the 
price above named.” 

And also the following: 

“The bonds will be issued only upon receipt by the Secretary of the origi- 
nal certificate of deposit of the assistant treasurer receiving the payments.” 

A list of the accepted bidders, which included William Graves and associ- 
ates, was published in the principal newspapers of New York City and of the 
country generally on the morning of February 9 

Graves knew on Monday, February 10, all the facts which it was necessary 
for him to know, and which he would have known if he had that morning 
received the formal acceptance of his bid. 

He knew through the newspapers of the acceptance of his bid, as is shown 
by Exhibit J to his petition, in which he says: “Eventhough the newspapers 
quoted the accepted bidders, the bank absolutely refused to continue until 
my notice from you was in hand.”’ 

On February 10 he sent to affiant a telegram as follows: 

“Bank of California received their bond allotment. 
warded? Wire.” 

To the above telegram an immediate reply was sent, stating that his noti- 
fication had been forwarded. 

On the ilth day of February, which was four days before he was required 
to make any payment, he received a duplicate of the original letter of notifi- 
cation of allotment. 

The statement in the ninth paragraph of the petition that petitioner “ im- 
mediately upon the receipt of this duplicate notice applied to the Secretary 
of the Treasury, requesting an allowance of the time lost to him by the neg- 
ligent act of the Department in misdirecting the original notice of allotment, 
but that said allowance was declined by said Department through a tele- 
gram received by your petitioner on the 15th day of February, 1596,” is false. 

The first application for an extension was made February 15, at 12 m., 
through Mr. Nailor, of Washington. 

At the same time Mr. Nailor presented a letter which was written to him 
by William Graves from New York on the 12th day of February, 1496, which 
is as follows: 


Has ours been for- 


“WaLu Street, Mitus Burtpinc, New Yorx«K. 


“My DeAR Mr. Natvor: Iam among the fortunate bidders for $4,500,000 
Government fours, and Iam going to carry my negotiations to an issue, and 
of course every day counts, and [ want this favor from some one to Secre- 
tary Carlisle: 

“First. Because all bids were euppomd to have been forwarded on Satur- 
day last or Sunday and due here Monday. My notice I did not receive, and 
on Monday I wired, but got no answer until the following day (Tuesday). 
Gold advanced, the bonds sold for less, and my notification of acceptance 
marked ‘duplicate’ came wrongly addressed, and it found me yesterday p-m., 
but only after my advising the letter carrier, whom I know, to hunt it for 
me; and I have the envelope to prove its clerical error. In view of this fact 
Iam behind nearly two days, and quotations prove my loss to be at this writ- 
ing over $30,000. 

“Tam, however, peogens® to carry the loss and pay my deposit of, say, one 
million and over on Saturday. 
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“ But I want all this explained to Hon. J. G. Carlisle by you in pagum you 

will do so, avd ask him to wire or write this extension until Wednesday, 11 

a. m., for me to make my 2) per cent 

-, however, prepared to meet any 
806, 


8 ind regards to you and yours. 
“ Most sincerly, WILLIAM GRAVES.” 

It appears from this letter, — that petitioner was asking afavor; second, 
that he was a mere speculator did not have the gold to out con 
tract, but was dependent — hawking his bid about on the market; third 
that he did not apply immediately upon receipt of the duplicate notice for an 
extension, as in paragraph 9 of his petition, but waited until the next 
day, and then wrote to Mr. Nailor and made his apgteaiion through him; 
fourth, that, according to his own assertions, he had not suffered by not receiv- 
ing the notice so far as impairing his ability to carry out 
concerned, but only as a 


yment if I desire the pri ; but I 
as required under circular of January 


. 


his contract was 
sulator, for he distinctly says that, notwithstand- 


ing what had happened, ‘I am, however, prepared to carry the loss and pay | 


my deposit of, say, $1,000,000 and over on Saturday.” * * * “Iam, how- 
ever, prepared to meet my bid as required under circular of January 15, 1896."’ 

No extension was d or granted. 

On February 13, 1896, said Graves wrote to affiant stating that he had heard 
from Mr. Nailor; that he had gone to the subtreasury that day preparatory 
to depositing the 20 per cent in accordance with his bid, and 
bonds be delivered to the subtreasury to be given to him upon anticipated pay- 
ments being made, including the first 20 per cent payment. 

Thus, after failing to get an_ extension of time, petitioner next sought to 
have the contract so modified that the bonds should be delivered in New 
York before any pa nt had been made. 

To this letter, which was received February 14, 1896, an immediate answer 
was sent as follows: 

“Letter received. Bonds are issued only upon receipt at this office of the 
original certificate representing payment therefor.” 

Duving the morning of the day the first imstallment of 20 per cent was due, 
February 15, 1896, Mr. Graves made another application, by te mes- 
sage, for an extension of the time. To this request a reply by telegram was 
sent immediately as follows: 

Mn ey for extension is declined by 

Said Graves sent to afflant a telegram, w! 
February 16, } which is as follows: 

“Dnder your c of February 6, 9, and 15 you say 20 per cent may be 

sited for the first payment by subscribers to the new bonds. 
this privilege as you do without demand this payment, we tender you 


proposition, a ing to deposit 20 per cent toward a a to r aad 
ail ds which may be qupahhanell tay you a default on this date, our td be- 
ing $1.13}, giving you satisfactory financial indorsements by Wednesday, leb- 
ruury 19, 1896, of our ability to fulfill this eet. 
“WILLIAM VES AND ASSOCIATES.” 


appears 
no effect if he failed to 
He knew that all bids on 
in default. With knowledge of these facts he, in the above telegram, made a 
new bid on all the bonds which affiant might consider in default, which 
included his own, and he thus bid a premium of 13} per cent upon bonds which 
been awarded to him ata premium of 15.3391 3g cent. 

Graves did not make any deposit on this new bid, but asked until Wednes- 

, February 19, to give satisfac financial indorsements. 

o notice was taken by the Department of this second bid, and su vent 
commuuzications by Graves in d to it, for the reason that acco: to 
the terms of the ciroular under w ich the bonds were offered to the public 
the time for receiving bids had expired on February 5, 1896, at 12 o'clock m. 
and a — mace oe — — that time ao been or —_ be properly 
considered. s been made in good faith by responsible parties in 
= — - gy 2 a — S Pecvowe, for 

whole proposed partmen 
declined to consider any bid which was not so made. 
After making his second bid, Graves, on February 15, w 
acopy of which is Exhibit H to the petition. Having 
for pa extended, having failed eure toe 
York] vefore he dsposited the gold, he, in letter last referred 
to cate a right under his original bid wpon alleged clerical 


ment.”* 
was received at 11.50a. m. 


dein sin the Treasury Department, and to reenforce his claim by insinua- 
tions and threats. ~ 


See. of the petition it is stated that the telegram of February 14 
i hove set out, a co fe 3 ee Se ee aes See see 
Tet 1b. letter was 


the petitioner's Jetter of the following day, February 
written February 15, and was not received in Washington until February 1 
whereas the =A referred to was sent and was received bh Saen ae 
February 14, and was in repl 3B, that 
— pores 12 of the ot 15, 1896, petitione 
» r 
notified the ent by letter that he did not want or desirean extension 
of the time wi which to y with his 


led ‘letter. His letter of February 
letter as it really was are here set out in 
= Exurerr J. siden 
subscription to $4,500,000 
aun Gena 2a 
good faith, and Iam to live 
u 


to the letter of the transaction. 
Deltversne the bonds and I 


seemeiienn the 

to thesum 

Oot Coctonae ante te good tele’ 
san to live up to the letter 


Daiver san the tantpend f wll wey 
. IT inclose to Mr. 


asking that the | 
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Again, the United States Govern- 
ment can not afford to lose $239,000, 
which is the sum of money the Gov- 
ernment get from me over the 
next bidder, provided Fa make the 
allotment to such bidder in place of 
getting the market quotations. Ican 
not afford to have myself and family 
sacrificed for this transaction, neither 
will I do so. 

I refer you to the Bank of California 
that the = was promised me on 

Sel 


ly want the time made goo, t,, 
nee was lost by th areer, tome 
law and equity Iam entitled t) j; d 
I know you will not want the i. 
ernment to lone $280,900, which is +h. 
sum of money I pay in excess of 5:),.. 
—— unless you sell them iy Onen 

t. I refer you to the Ban: .- 
California of this city. to Seliem,s, 
Co., Von Hoffman & Co., Ladenin». 
Thalman & Co., and others, aS an ‘ x 
dence of my ability to carry +... 
transaction to an issue, and the Ban 
of California refused to contin)... 
Monday until I presented my jo++. 
from you. a, 

Now, my honorable Secretary , 
not allow the Government { 
this justsum; do not allow me 
my good name because of my { 
to meet conditions over whic} 
no control—namely, the drop 
ues after your notice came {. } 
but on eee give mo what 
‘ou are ina ion to, in justi |. 
and believe me, ' cis 
Very truly, yours. 


It appears from his mine letter that he could not get the gold in the 
Bank of California until he produced a letter of acceptance from affian:: ¢),.; 
at the time he received the letter the bonds had gone dewn so that he @.)) 
not use them as collateral at the price he had bid; that he was on the mayo 
as a borrower, and that what prevented him from com lying with his bia 
was ‘‘the drop in values after your (my) notice came to hand. , wa 

In the thirteenth ioner states that on the 17th day of Pop. 


he learned of a move the Department to deprive hin o¢ 
his allotenests of bonds, and he sent a written protest ieetite. me 


of write is set out as Exhibit K. The last sentence of this protest is a 
OWS: 

“T protest such action, if contemplated, and I demand the ri¢ 
to have the offer made by Graves and associates considered favorabl; if e 
bid is above at hand.” 

The above statement that this protest lied to the or’ 
bonds to petitioner is palpably false. Thee sentence of the protest above 

uoted shows that Graves referred to his bid 1B}, made by telegram of 

ebruary 15, for all bonds upon which there had a default. 

This further appears from a letter sent to affiant by Graves, as follows: 

“New York, February 17, 1590 

“T forwarded your Department a telegraphic offer on Saturday morning 
which [ now ve by mail, with the correction by substitution « Ja — F 
the error ostas Oe we mentioned February, in speaking of circulars. t)\. 
6th, and , 1896. Weshall be pleased to have this proposition ent r 
coined by your t+ that we may enter into further negotiations 
Sana suppressed by petitioner in his statement of f 

was r 8 Of facts. It 
shows that on 7 petitioner was on his second bid on th 
bonds w Ohh he he oe ie fet tad — 

To sathor aeons eae ao say. Petitioner then, on February 18, and 

: out 


r 


meet my demands, to 

, n, to the ex-Secre- 

tary, Fairchild, and others, upon de- 

sone from you; but _— though 

e newspapers accepted 

bidders, the bank absolutely refused 

tocontinue until my notice from you 
was in hand. 


mal allotment of 


not on February 17, as is in paragraph 18 and Exhibit |. of the 
tition, sent a telegram to as follows: 

* for the bonds allotted to me? Kindly wire 
wer. 


“Will accept payment 

On the same date, February 18, he wrote to affiant a letter, as follows: 

Oo ee wate Lotoniene Yhakenn & Oo of ot Treasury Depart- 
coast in Gite iy om Saturday a.m., the 15th, to the gold for payment 
ot Pasiieal - ee eet ane tee our bid 

500,000. wired you this day, which I now confirm, you accept 
Payment for bonds wllotted to met Wire answer.’” 
the fifteenth it is stated that on February 14 
1896, sent burg. Thalman 
ew York City in 
offer had been 
and not on Feb- 
in his petition 
as ly stated it 
said parties did not 
account of the Graves allotment, but pr: 
any sum whatever on his account 
should accept from Graves a power 
the certificates of deposit. 
entire bid, which was con- 
to its practice in all cases, 


tin 


18 of the pe 

after he was of ~~ of 

said bonds according to the terms 
circular letters of the Treasury | 

he had the gold ready to 

terms of his bid; that it is 

of any installments 


ury Department in any 
was for the p' 4 
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not withstanding which he failed to make any deposit whatever on aceount of 


his bid. further says that the statement in paragraph 19 that the require- 

After’ otitioner deposit ‘old in the eae at New York, and trans- 
ihe certificate of such deposit to the Treasury Department at 
mitt ington was and is a requirement not exacted of other bidders, is 
untrue. further states that the averment in paragraph 2 of the petition 

serial allotments of said bonds were sent to New York, and that in this 
— bidders were favored, is untrue. It is not true that any bonds were 
coal to the subtreasury in New York and were there delivered as the gold 


was deposited. t in 


The 21, that the Treasury mt accepted 
assignments of bids and powers of attorney in case of other successful bid- 
ag oeee + in ih 22, that the Secre of the Treasury could 


: reasonable conditions for the forfeiture of bids on account of non- 
= ae with them within a stipulated time, ignores the whole purpose 
for which the loan was undertaken. It was ne that the loan should 

“y carried h. This could not be done unless a time was 


Reed for with acondition that the rights of accepted bidders should 
be forfei noncompliance. It was necessary that the loan should be 
carried t im such a way as to prevent gold oon in the Treasury 

ould be as widely 


ing drawn outofit. It wasdesirable that the loans 

from Patel as possible and among bona fide bidders. None of these ends 

vuld have beem accomplished if persons had been permitted to bid with no 

imitations as to time for making payments, thus being enabled to keep the 

Government from realizing on the loan except at their pleasure and turn- 
ing the whole scheme into a mere speculation. 

Re statement in pereqreph 24, that there are still in the Treasury Depart- 
ment, of thesaid issue of bonds undelivered and undisposed of, an amount of 
bonds ex 000, is untrue. All the bonds of said one hundred- 
million-dollar issue have been sold to bona fide purchasers, in accordance with 
the terms of the circulars offering the bonds to the public and the bids made 
thereunder. Some bonds have not been delivered to the purchasers, but all 
of them were disposed of before this petition was filed and became the prop- 
erty of bona aw who have the right to demand their delivery 


upon paying ts not yet due. 
7 r JOHN G. CARLISLE. 
Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence this 2éth day of April, 


= , Notary Public. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, no Senator around this circle need 

hereafter complain that he wants any further information in re- 

to the details of the Graves bid and the litigation which fol- 
prea. The affidavit of the distinguished Secretary of the Treasury 
explains the whole case and leaves not a single particle of ground 
upon which to predicate the suit. I do not know that Senators 
who favor the resolution will still be satisfied. I a they are 
disappointed that Mr. Graves has not continued that litigation. I 
sup that the next thing in order will be a resolution request- 
a Graves to institute his suit again for the benefit of the 
Senate and the country. 

Mr. President, it isa miserable, contemptible proposition here 
to propose to have an investigation involving a recently pending 
litigation with the Secretary of the Treasury. There is nothing 
of the Graves business, there never has been; there is nothing of 
this whole bond business, there never has been, that is not as clear 
as the ight of heaven. Senators may differ with the Secre- 
tary about silver question. That is another matter. But so 
far as the bond transaction was concerned there never was the 
slightest ground for an investigation, except to gratify curiosity, 
to gratify venom, to gratify spite, because the Secretary of the 
Treasury was what was called a ‘‘ gold bug.” 

ken, President, I am not alone in this view of the case. I 
want to read from the Philadelphia Inquirer, a leading Repub- 
ican paper of Philadelphia, and the organ of the distinguished 
Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Quay], a recent candidate for 

nomination for the Presidency. [Laughter.] 
IS THE LOAN A FAILURE?—WHERE THE RESPONSIBILITY RESTS. 
It is evident that the bond question is going to be thoroughly ventilated in 
“ir. TILLMAN’s effort to secure an investigation— 

The editor has got Mr. TixiMAN mixed with Mr. Perrer. In 
the light of recent developments I do not wonder at it. 

Mr. TILLMAN’s effort— 

It should be, of course, Mr. PErrer’s effort— 
to secure an of the various issues has been followed by a some- 

offered by— 








41) 


what similar 


I strike out the offensive term and will not read it— 
Mr. Lopez of Massachusetts. The fact that the Administration has handed 
in bonds bid for by other par- 
; other fai to come to 
an investment company of New York a to take these 


os - . Sa 
have eactpting that ‘er certain w 
fixed for bids. The were offered and the awards were made. The > 
Sat See can not go outside of those Therefore it 
is not to be criticised over the 04,108,009 to the Morgan people. 
renty may be a field for a Ee Se ae 4 een 
entered negotiation syndicate for disposal 
last fifty: issue, but what is of much more to the point now is 








That is, in my judgment, the public estimation of the bond trans- 
action. The Graves bid can not hereafter cut any serious figure 
in the discussion of the question. , 

I have already commented upon the fact that investigations 
should not be inconsiderately ordered or ordered upon light or 
trivial reasons. I have given some samples which have been sent 
tome. I have stated that the tendency of the times is toward 
the investigation of every conceivable thing; that if the Senate is 
to investigate every subject upon the bare suggestion of a Senator 
there is no telling what would soon be investigated. I will reada 
letter showing that when the Senator from Kansas is encouraged 
to offer resolutions of investigation other people are encouraged 
to ask them also, and when the Senate proposes to treat such 
resolutions seriously it will be overwhelmed with similar applica- 
tions of all kinds: 

(Woman's Christian Temperance Union of the State of New York.]} 
OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 
217 West ONE HUNDRED AND THIRTY Oye STREET, 
New rk, Ap? ° 

DEAR Sir: My attention has been drawn to the removal of Governor 
Hughes, of Arizona. Governor Hughes, I am informed, has always stood for 
the best interests of temperance and morality, and I respectfully ask that 
you will urge a thorough investigation into the causes of his ren 


10OVal 
With respect, I am, very truly, yours, 


MARY T. BURT, 
President W. C. T. U. of the State of New York. 
Hon. Davip B. Hr, 

Senate Chamber, Washington, D. C 
_ Mr. President, the precedent will be set here that every time an 
important public and official transaction occurs it must be inves 
tigated by a committee, no matter whether there is any ground 
for it or not, no matter whether there is any good reason for it or 
not. Everything which we do is to be subject to investigation at 
the caprice, the whim, the desire of a Senator. 

I have some other resolutions which have been forwarded to me, 
disapproving of the present action which I am taking, and it is in 
justice to those people, as well as my sense of fairness, that I 
think they ought to go upon the record of the Senate: 

BROOKLYN, February 29, 18 

Srr: The inclosed resolutions were adopted at a meeting of Anti-Trust 
Legion of America, held last night at headquarters, 3 Fifth avenue 

Yours, truly, 
H. V. MONAHAN, 


President Anti-Trust Legion. 
Senator D. B. Hz, 


Senate Chamber, Washington, D.C 

That comes from a suspicious place—“ Fifth avenue,” Brooklyn, 
as headquarters of the Anti-Trust Legion of America. The elab- 
orate and high-sounding name reminds me of a church up in my 
own part of the country; it is that of the African-American 
Methodist Episcopal Zion Church of the United States of North 
America and elsewhere. [Laughter.] I will ask the Secretary 
to read these resolutions to see the difficulties, the labors, which 
the Anti-Trust Legion of America are involved in, the difficulties 
which confront the American people, the things that ought to 
be investigated, and the concluding trifling matter of censure,of 
myself. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Secre- 
tary will read as indicated. 
e Secretary read as follows: 

Whereas an attempt has been made to give up a portion of our public 
streets (known as the Bridge plaza) for the use of a favorite railroad cor- 
poration, the cost of the same to the people being about $1,000,000, w 
sire to know by what authority our worthy mayor has given away our | 
erty, and by what authority Messrs. Howell and Keeney, bridge 
should present to Messrs. Howell and Keeney (the same gentlemen), stock- 
holders in the Brooklyn Heights Traction Company, the plaza, the property 
of the people. 

Whereas Mr. Uhlmann, president of the Brooklyn Union Elevated Rail- 
road Company, the deepest watered stock corporation in this city (so heavily 
watered it can not or will not pay its lawful taxes), sold to our officials a cer- 
tain charter known as the East River bridge charter. given him by our legis 
lators to build a bridge, which he made no attempt to build, and he now has 
another charter —_, sell the city, presumably, for $200,000 more of the 
= le’s money, will Mr. Uhimann permit the inquiry, How many charters 

e got from our politicians, and if this new industry is likely to be oper- 
ated by all the watered stock and political gentlemen in our city, the object 
being to increase their personal bank account by emptying the people's 
treasury? 








Whereas the whole system of trusts are devouring the substance of the peo 
ple, ey the Morgan bond trust, Morgan coal trust, railroad trusts, 
sugar trust, beef trust, Standard Oil trust, and the dozens of other trusts, it 
is absolutely necessary the people, their ministers of all denominations, and 


the independent press combine in self-defense against the trusts 

Whereas it is plainly evident Wall street has a more than friendly interest 
in the White House; their relations should be rigidly investigated, and the 
attempt of Senator D. B. Hii to cover up the tracks of the bond trust we 
strongly condemn, and, as his constituents, call on him to support the motion 
to investigate the bond scandal or resign his seat in the United States Sen- 
ate, because he misrepresents the people of this State. 

Resolved, That not one foot of our streets be given to any railroad company. 
A lease of twenty-one years ata reasonable rental should be given until the 

are prepared for municipal ownership of railroads. 

Resolved, 'That under no consideration should our city establish the princi- 

2 < cvieg Mr. Uhimann and his partner politicians who championed his 
bin a r this year, the object being to buy it back next year for $200,000. 

Resolwed, — the whole v of ae is dishonest, immoral, and un- 
American, and must give way before the advancing tide of popular disap- 
proval, to the end that the whole people be no longer beasts of burden for a 
very few favored gentlemen. 
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Resolved, That the persistent attempts to loot our depleted treasury before 
consolidation by prockiva's present officials should receive the condemnation 
of the people. Mayor Wurster, will you kindly say what is the amount of 
burglaries committed in Brooklyn in one year? It seems to us they must be 
considerably less than $500,000, while the plaza job and bridge francliise job 
amount to $1,200,000, and the other watered-stock jobs in Brooklyn toa few 
millions more yearly. We employ about 1,700 policemen in the attempt to 
save the $500,000. Why not employ policemen to save the $1,200,000? They 
could be placed at the doors of all the watered-stock ——— and their 
political allies to warn the people against the nature of their business, as is 
done with other places of questionable character. 


Resolved, That copies of these resolutions be furnished President Cleveland, 
Senator HILL, Mayor Wurster, and the independent press. 

We simply ask the people to investigate these resolutions for themselves 
as to whether they are true or untrue. 

Mr.HILL. There isa most delightful mixture of investigation of 
Brooklyn bridges, Brooklyn bends, Brooklyn burglaries, trusts of 
all kinds in the United States, including a censure upon myself. 
There is a great field for this Anti-Trust Legion of America, but 
it is that sort of a feeling and sentiment that the United States is 
truckling to. It is the Populist sentiment which is being encour- 
aged—a sentiment which is clamoring against capital, whether 
capital is acquired properly or improperly. It is an effort to an- 
tagonize men of wealth; it is an effort to Sincaans men who have 
accumulated property or men who have obtained public position. 
We are simply fooling with fire here when we attempt to set this 
example, clamoring against your Secretaries of the Treasury and 
other public officials when there is no reason for it and when there 
is no ground for-it. 

I have introduced the last two communications in order to show 
whither we are drifting, what precedents we are setting here, and 
how ridiculous is the attempt to make serious allegations out of 
this bond matter that could not stand investigation a single hour 
in any court, Do you want another spectacle of the utter failure 
and collapse of your investigation like the sugar investigation, 
which simply cast discredit over the Senate in the estimation of 
the people and disclosed little or nothing? Do you want to have 
an investigation as was proposed by the Senator from Nevada 
[Mr. STEWART] a short time ago, to investigate every Senator who 
owned national-bank stock? And that was deemed worthy of dis- 
cussion and worthy of consideration for a day or so here in the 
Senate of the United States! The next thing you will want will 
be to investigate those who own mining stock. 

Mr. President, how ridiculous this whole performance is and 
how unworthy of men who are competent to be Senators of the 
United States. If there is any matter presented that in good 
faith requires investigation I am the last one to opposeit. Wecan 
always find enough trumped-up charges lying around loose with- 
out seeking to investigate matters in which there is really nothing. 

Mr. President, there is nothing new in these accusations in re- 
gard to bond issues. Similar accusations occurred during all the 
resumption and refunding periods of the past. Senators have for- 
gotten the fact; the public press seems to have forgotten it; the 
— seem to have forgotten it. There were syndicates in those 
days as there are syndicates now, and necessarily or inevitably so. 
There is nothing about a syndicate that requires an spacial om. 
planation. A syndicate is simply a number of men having mon- 
eys to invest making an agreement to make a common bid or to 
take a common action. It is the same thing as a number of labor- 
ing men organizing a trades union and operating together for the 
common benefit; that is all. A syndicate of capitalists is nothing 
more nor less than a syndicate of workingmen who put their labor 
in common with each other. . If labor has a right to combine—and 
I say it has—capital has a right to combine, too. I believe in the 
personal liberty of a citizen. I believe in the right of men to or- 
ganize and act together as one man, legitimately, properly, within 
reasonable bounds; and when you attempt to stifle the spirit of 
liberty you aim a blow at your free institutions. 

But you would think from the remarks of Senators that there 
never had been a syndicate in the United States until a syndicate 
was organized under the Cleveland Administration. Such is the 
ignorance displayed that men now ask what is this syndicate? 
Who are Morgan & Co.? Some people have forgotten about the 
syndicates that we had during the — of resumption and re- 
funding. Some people imagine, and some Senators imagine, that 
syndicates are something new, an invention of the present Ad- 
ministration; something that has come into life and prospered 
under the present Democratic National Administration. It is not 
so. There were syndicates for the purchase of Government bonds 
during the war. There were syndicates organized in the resump- 
tion period and the refunding period of our history. There always 
have been. Sir, but for these organizations of capitalists I do not 
know what this Government would have done during its war 
period. i. 


Mr. President, for the purpose of showing to the coun 
large that syndicates are not new, that they are not some 

that Mr. Cleveland has invented, that they are not something that 
Mr. Carlisle has invented, to aid the gold policy, but that they 
are something which existed heretofore, that they occurred after 
the war, I wish to put in evidence a few contracts made years 


May 5. 


ago. Iam going to ask the Secretary to spell me a little w),;), 
and I will put in an early contract, dated August 24, 1875. hick 
I wish the Reorwary to read. eae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the x, 
tary will read as indicated. 

Mr. PEFFER. I object to the reading of the contract. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, ¢}» wes 
tion will be submitted to the Senate. _— 

Mr. PEFFER. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum is sue. 
gested. The Secretary will call the roll. ” 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Sena 
swered to their names: 
Allen, Cockrell, 
Allison, Cullom, 

con, Daniel, 
Baker, Dubois, 
Bate, Gallinger, 
Berry, Gec 
Blackburn, 
Blanchard, 
Brice, 
aoa: 
os tery, 
Cannon, Lodge, . Wolcott. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. sae Senators have an. 
swered to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. Tha 
Chair will state for the information of the Senate that the Senator 
from New York requested the reading of a paper, to which the 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFrER] objected. The Chair wil] 
have the rule in relation to the matter read. 

The Secretary read Rule XI, as follows: 


When the reading of a paper is called for, and objected to, it shall be deter. 
mined by a vote of the Senate without debate. 


= OFFICER. The question is, Shall the paper 
be read? 
ELLER. What is it? We would like to know what the 


cre- 


Ts an- 


Sherman, 
Shoup, 
Squire, 
Stewart, 
Teller, 
Tillman, 
Turpie, 
Vest, 
Vilas, 
Walthall, 
Wetmore, 
ite, 


Martin 
Mitchell, Oreg. 
Mitchell, Wis. 


Morgan, 
Nelson, 
Pasco, 


Mr. 


aper is. 
¥ The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from New York wil] 
state what the pot is. 

Mr. HILL. will explain it, if the Senator from Colorado de- 
sires. I was commenting upon the fact, in the course of my dis- 
cussion, that charges and accusations made against syniicates 
were nothing new; that syndicates had occurred before in the his- 
tory of the country; that they had existed all during the refund. 
ing period and the resumption period. In proof of that statement 
I produced one of the first contracts, which was made with Morgan 
& Co. and others, of London, by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
and asked the Secretary to read the contract. Objection was 
interposed. The Senator from Kansas [Mr. PEFrFrEeR] asked fora 
call of the Senate. Thatis the question before the Senate. | will 
not trouble the Secretary to read the contract. I will read it 
myself. 

r. GRAY. Let the Secretary read it. 

Mr. HILL. I will read it. 

Mr. GRAY. Question! 

Mr. HILL. Senators suggest that I let the question be voted 
upon. I will do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The question is, Shall the paper 
be read by the Secretary? ; a ' 

The question having been decided in the affirmative, the Sec- 
retary read as follows: 

CONTRACT DATED AUGUST 2%, 1876, BETWEEN THE SECRETARY OF THE TREAS 
URY (HON. LOT M. MORRILL) AND MESSRS. N. M. ROTHSCHILD & SONS PT AL. 


[Nore.—This contract was in force at the beginning of Secretary Sher- 
man’s administration of the Treasury Department. } 
No. 1. 


This ment, entered into this 24th day of August, in the year of our 
Lord 1876, between the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States of 
America, of the firs and Messrs. August Belmont & Co., of New Yor, 
in behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & of London, England, an 
ciates, and Messrs. J. & W. Seligman & Co., of New York, for thems«|\ 
associates, and Messrs. Drexel, Morgan & Uo., on behalf of PS. « r 
gan & Co., of London, Englaad,and Messrs. Morton, Bliss & Co., of New York, 
representing the First National Bank of the City of New York, the Amer 
can Bpchenge National Bank of New York, the Merchants’ National Bank of 
New York, the Third National Bank of New York, Messrs. Kuhn. |e) & 
Co., of New York, the Bank of New York National Banking Associat 
Messrs. Morton, Rose & Co., of Lond d oO 

Witnesse A Co.|. 
ereby agree 

of the United States 

, issued under the a me 
hase from the Secretary 
fore described; and that 
a. Morgan & Co., of 
the Secre of the Treas 
essrs, Morton, 

of the City of 

American Exchange National Ban 
the Merchants’ National Bank of New 

National Bank of the City of New 


and 
Messrs. J. 5. Mor- 


Messrs. K 


x 
York to the extent of tee eS New York, tothe 
extent of $1,050,000, the Bank of New York National Banking Association © 
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$300,000, Messrs. Morton, Rose & Co., of London, to the extent 
of i ~ Ne ‘e Messrs. Morton, Bliss & Co., of New York, to the extent of 


the 


1,125,000, here to the extent severally for each as above stated, to 
: irchase from the Secretary of the Treasury $10,000,000 in the agerogate of 
Pre ponds hereinbefore described, making a total aggregate $40,000,000, 

om the terms and conditions following, to wit: 
u ‘rst. Of the said te amount not less than $10,000,000 are hereby 
pscribed for, the su ption to take effect on the Ist day of September, 
+576 ‘and the ing amount, namely, $30,000,000, may be divided at the 
jeasure of the parties of the second part into several successive subscrip- 
Pious of not less than $5,000,000 each, to be made prior to the 4th day of March, 
1877. 

: . The parties of the second part shall have the exclusive right to 

Recond. Lak me roportion to each of the subscribers, for the remain- 
i. namely, 000,000, or any portion of said loan authorized to be issued 
by the acts of Congress aforesaid, Ls 4 even notice thereof to the Secretary 
of the Treasury on or before the 30th day of June, 1877; but the party of the 
first reserves the right to terminate this contract at any time after 
March 4, 1877, by giving ten days’ notice thereof to the parties of the second 


Per rd. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall, when subscriptions are 
made by the said parties of the second part, issue calls with even date with 
said subscriptions, for the redemption of an equivalent amount of 6 7 cent 
5-20 bonds of the United States, as provided by said act of July 14, 1870. 
Fourth. The jes of the second part agree to pay for said 44 per cent 
bonds and interest accrued to the date of application for delivery of said 
bonds 1d oom, metered United States gold-coin coupons, or any of the 6 
per te 0 bonds called for redemption, or in United States gold certifi- 
cates of deposit issued under the act of March 3, 1863, with the understand- 
ing that pa mt to the extent of the amount of any colt shall be made 
within the p hoy during which such call shall mature: Provided, That if the 
parties of the second aa elect so to do, they may have the privilege of 
making any of said su ptions payable specifically in uncalled 6 per cent 
5-20 bonds of the United States, in which case the ree? of the Treasury 
may, to the extent of such payments, omit the calls mentioned in condition 


. 3. 

Woitth. The parties of the second part shall receive in coin a commission of 
one-half of 1 per cent on all bonds taken by them, as allowed by the act of 
July 14, 1870, and shall assume and defray all expenses which may be incurred 
in sending bonds to London upon their request or by transmitting bonds, 
coupons, or coin from there to the Treasury Department at Washington, in- 
cluding all cost of making exchange of bonds, and shall also be charged with 
the preparation and issuing of the bonds. 

Sixth. No bonds shal) be delivered tothe parties of the second part, or 
either of them, until payment shall have been made in full therefor in ac- 
cordance with the terms of this contract. 

Seventh. During the continuance of this contract any sales of bonds ordered 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, by —— of law, except those that it 
may become necessary to sell to pay judgment of the Court of Commissioners 
of Alabama Claims, shall be made to the parties of the second part, who shall 
be allowed thereon a commission of 1 per cent in gold coin. And it is pro- 
vided that the amount of bonds so ordered shall not exceed in the aggregate 
$25,000,000, unless by mutual agreement of the parties. 

LOT M. MORRILL, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
AUG. BELMONT & CO., 
On behalf of N. M. Rothschild & Son, London. 
J. & W. SELIGMAN & CO., 
On behalf of Seligman Bros, 
DREXEL, MORGAN & CO., 
On behalf of Messrs. J. S. Morgan & Co., of London, 
MORTON, BLISS & Co., 
For Themselves and Associates,as named above. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I do not know whether the Secretary so read 
it or whether it is stated that that contract was made by me. It 
- os made by me. It was made by my predecessor, Lot M. 

orrill, 

Mr. HILL. It was made by Mr. Morrill. 

Mr. SHERMAN. It was substantially renewed in the same 
terms, I think, the year following for a short time. Itonly lasted 


during the period of that season. 
Mr. HILL. That is correct. I now ask the Secretary to turn 


to page 61 and to read the contract to be found there. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


CONTRACT OF JUNE 9, 1877. 


This pqrooment, entered into this 9th day of June, 1877, between the Secre- 
tary of Treasury of the United States of the first part, and Messrs. 
ro Belmont & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild 
& of London, land, and associates and themselves; Messrs. Drexel, 
Moi & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. J. 8S. Morgan & Co., of 

and themselves; Messrs. J. & W. Seligman & Co., of New York, 

of Messrs. Seligman Bros., of London, and themselves; Messrs. 

orton, Bliss & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. Morton, Rose & Co., 
London, and themselyes, and the First National Bank of the City of New 


or’ 
itnesseth: That the said Messrs. August Belmont & Co.,on behalf of 
N. M. Rothschild & Sons and associates and themselves, hereby agree 
to from the Secretary of the Treasury $10,312,500 of the bonds known 
as the 4 = cent consols of the United States, issued under the acts of July 
an 


4, 1870, ees SS and January 14, 1875; and that Messrs. Drexel, Mor- 
gan & Co., on of Messrs. J. 8S. organ & Co. and themselves, agree to 
purchase $4,082,000 of said bonds; and that Messrs. J. & W. Seligman & Co., on 
of Bros. and themselves, agree to purchase $4,062,500 

of said bonds; and that Messrs. Morton, Bliss & Co.,on behalf of Messrs. Mor- 
Rose & Co. and themselves, agree urchase $4,062,500 of said bonds; and 


lat 


— 


ton, to 
that the First National Bank of the City of New York agree to purchase |. 


$2,500,000 of said poking 5 total aggregate of $25,000,000 of said bonds, 
ions following: 

First. Of the said te amount not more than $5,000,000 shall be sold 
for resumption e remaining $20,000,000 to be sold for funding pur- 
for by the parties of the second part during the months 


of July and A’ 1877. 
Second. The of the second part shall have the exclusive right to 
bseribe in pe parties same rtion to each of the subscribers for the remainder 
the United States, or any portion of said consols, 
authorized to be issued = the acts of Congress aforesaid, by giving notice 
the Treasury on or before the 0th day of June, 
1878; but the party of the first part reserves the right to terminate this con- 


: 


¥ 


tract at any time after the 3lst day of December, 1877, by giving ten days’ 
notice thereof to the parties of the second part ae 7 s 

Third. That the Secretary of the Treasury shall not sell for resumption 
purposes exceeding five millions per month during the continuance of this 
contract, except by mutual agreement of the parties hereto. When sub 
scriptions are made for other than resumption purposes by the parties of the 
second part the party of the first part shall issue calls of even date with said 
subscriptions for the redemption of an equal amount of 6 per cent 5-20 bonds 
of the United States, as provided for in said act of July 14, 1870 

Fourth. The parties of the second part agree to pay for said 4 per cent 
bonds par and interest accrued to the date of application for delivery of said 
bonds in gold coin, matured United States gold-coin coupons, or any of the 6 
per cent 5-20 bonds called for redemption, or in United States wold cer- 
tificates of deposit, issued under the act of March 3, 1863, with the under- 
standing that payment to the extent of the amount of any call! shall be made 
within the time Satine which such call shall mature: Provided, That if the 
parties of the second part shall elect so to do, they may have the privilege of 
making any of said subscriptions payable specifically in uncalled 6 per cent 
5-20 bonds of the United States, in which case the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, may to the extent of such payments, omit the calls mentiored in con- 
dition No. 3. 


Fifth. The parties of the second part shall receive in coin a commission of 


one half of 1 per cent on all bonds taken by them as allowed by the act of 

July 14,1870, and shall assume and defray all expenses which may be incurred 

in sending bonds to London or elsewhere upon their request or by transmit- 

png bonds, coupons, or coin to the Treasury Department at Washington, 
U 


including all costs of making the exchange of bonds, and shall also be charged 
with the cost of the preparation and issuing of the bonds 

Sixth. No bonds shall be delivered to the parties of the second part or 
either of them until payment shall have been made in full therefor, in accord- 
ance with the terms of this contract. 

Seventh. During the continuance of this contract any sales of bonds ordered 
by the Secretary of the Treasury by authority of law shall be made through 
the parties of the second part, who shall be allowed thereon a commission 
similar in amount and subject to the same deductions as prescribed in the 
fifth clause of this contract. 

Eighth. It is also agreed that the parties of the second part shall offer to 
the people of the United States at par and accrued interest in coin the 4 per 
cent registered consols and 4 per cent coupon consols of the denominations of 
$50 and $100 embraced in this contract for a period of thirty days from the 
public notice of such subscriptions and in such cities and upon such notice as 
the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe prior to the opening of the lists, 
and, further, to offer to the subscribers the option of paying in installments 
extending through three months. 

JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
AUGUST BELMONT & CO., 
On be half of N. M. Rothschild & Sons, of London, 
and Associates and Themselves, 
DREXEL, MORGAN & CO., 
On behalf of J.S. Morgan & Co.,of London,and Themselves. 
J. & W. SELIGMAN & CO 
On behalf of Seliqman Bros. and Themselves, 
MORTON, BLISS & CO., 
On behalf of Morton, Rose & Co.,of London, and Themselves. 
Tue First NATIONAL BANK OF THE Crry OF New Yorg, 
By H. C. FAHNESTOCK. 
Witnesses as to all: 
R. C. McCorMIckK. 
E. J. BABCOCK. 


Mr. HILL. I find that under that contract there had been re- 
ceived to July 16, 1877, subscriptions as follows: 
August Belmont & Co. ..............-.. midesipas ibubeinduneniadihicalasindgpactanih $39, 726, 900 


First National Bank of New York...... ome santineaabia 30, 500, 000 
National banks and other financial institutions together............ 2,011,350 
ns da arengadacinesadpsnsteddescaqcescensecsere 4, 104, 900 

TET aaeehnieeccmewensscces ... 76,343,150 


That was a popular loan, which was authorized in the contract 
itself, but at its conclusion it was found that the popular subscrip- 
tions only amounted to $4,104,900. A few small institutions and 
national banks bid for $2,011,350, and August Belmont and asso- 
ciates and the First National Bank of the City of New York bid 
for over $70,000,000. 

There was a clamor a short time ago for a popular loan, and it 
was said in the argument had along in January that if the bonds 
were only submitted to a popular loan, as they had been formerly, 
they would all be taken by the people. I then stated that it was 
my recollection that under many contracts where the syndicate 
was given the contract and required to allow the people to sub- 
scribe within certain periods the popular-loan feature was a fail- 
ure; that after all the syndicates got the bonds. The figures 
which I have given are those taken under the very contract-which 
has just been read, and the total amount received up to July 16, 
1877, under this very contract isstated. So it seems that Mr. Car- 
lisle is not the only Secretary of the Treasury under whom syndi- 
cates have taken bonds or under whom subscriptions by popular 
loans have been very few. Sometimes popular loans can be a suc- 
cess, but not always. Sometimes you have to fall back upon cap- 
italists and syndicates who are willing to take the bonds. It de- 
pends upon the time; it depends upon whether or not money is 
scarce; it depends upon numerous conditions. 

I merely procured these figures from the books in order to show 
that while under some of thecontracts popular subscriptions were 
provided for in the first instance, in the end then as now the 
syndicate usually got the bonds. You can not change things. 

othi>~ has been done differently under this Administration than 
was don: under previous Administrations. The purchase of bonds 
is open to the worldasa rule. Men of moneysubscribe. Men who 
have not money can notsubscribe. The men who pay the most get 
the bonds. That is all there is of it, and there is no use, especially 
on the part of Democrats, to attempt to throw mud at our own 
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Administration. when in the past, and in the very near past, simi- 
lar transactions have been had by Republican Secretaries of the 
Treasury. 

All I ask is fair play, and that we do not play into the hands 
of this coterie of Populists who want us to join them in throwing 
mudon a Democratic Administration. Let me say to Democrats, 
_ you can not keep up your party that way. You will drag it 

own. 

Ido not blame the Populists. I do not blame those Repub- 
licans who favor the resolution. I think they already have about 
enough political capital for their purposes—enough to be satisfied 
with, if we are to believe their professions. I do not blame them 
if they want to support this resolution without regard to the 
merits of the question; if they do not wish to consider the merits 
of the case; if they do not wish to consider the unfairness of it, 
the unusual character of this proceeding. If they want to throw 
all such conditions aside and to enter upon a questionable pro- 
ceeding in the effort to make party capital I do not blame them. 
My object here is not that I care anything about the political 
future of Mr. Carlisle or of this Administration, but that in this 
fall's campaign we can put side by side with Carlisle’s syndicate 
contract the Republican contracts made after the war. e will 
comment upon them on the stump, and we will see which side 
gets the best of the argument. The Populists and Republicans 
are seeking to make political capital. That is their mme. 
That is all there is of it. There is a coterie of Populists holding 
the balance of power in the Senate, and we must bow to them, 
we must be ite to them, we must take off our hats to them, 
because they hold the balance of power. I am through with that, 
so far as [am concerned. I will vote the way which I think is 
right. I will sustain any investigation that has merit to it. Iam 
through with trumped-up investigations just to keep our Popu- 
list friends good-natured or merely to gratify them. 

On page 295 of the volume is another of these Republican con- 
tracts, and I ask the Secretary to read it. It is the contract dated 
April 11, 1878. I wish to state right here before it is read that it 
was made with Drexel, Morgan & Co. and J. P. Morgan & Co. 
Who is another? Morton, Bliss & Co. These are Republicans. 
The same Mr. Morgan whom we have been talking about now, 
the same Morgan for whom you seem to hold President Cleveland 
responsible. Itis the same Mor an and the same London crowd. 
Here are the names of Seen, ieee & Co. and J. 8. Morgan 
& Co. All the Morgans are here; Republicans, all of them. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


CONTRACT OF APRIL I, 1878. 


This agreement, entered into this llth day of fee, 1878, between the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of the United States, of the first part, Messrs. 
é st Belmont & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. N. M. Roth- 
schild & Sons, of London, England, and associates, and themselves; Messrs. 
Drexel, Morgan & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. J. 5S. M & Co., 
of London, and themselves; Messrs. J. & W. Seligman & Co., of New York, 
on behalf of Messrs. Seligman Bros, of London, and themselves; Messrs. 
Morton, Bliss & Co., of New York, on behalf of Messrs. Morton, Rose & Co., 
of London, and themselves; and the First National Bank of the City of New 


York— 
Witnesseth: That the said Messrs. Augvst Belmont & Co., on behalf of 


tes and themsel here > 
Treasury #150005 the ly por Sent 
of July 14, 1870, Jan 
1871, and January 14, 1875; and that Messrs. Drexel, Morgan & ©o., on 


Messrs. J. &. Mor; & Co. and themselves, to $1,625,000 of said 
bonds; and that J.&W.8e SCo.o Messrs. 


of 
. and themselves, to 625,000 of said : 
Messrs. Morton, Bliss & Co., on Morton, 


behalf 
themselves, agree to hase $1,625, 
National ‘Bank of the Bity of New York te oe 
benée. 2 a total aggregate of $1 of bonds, 
conditions : 


by the aforesaid; 
be less than $5,000,000 for each and every month after the 


poses, ex 
Fourth. of agree to for said cent 
interest accrued to the date Hf epEl 

d coin or matured United States 
mente pesteinsenin® 


onl * io ; second 
8 an Tr cen = 
cotton tee Solvers « of said ds in 


coin or any of the 6 cent 5-20 
the United aoa 


gold 


either of them, until payment shall have been made i a 
cordance with the terms of this contract. min fall theres. 
JOHN SHERMAN, 


Secretary of the Ty, 
; AUG. BELMONT & CO. 
On behalf of N. M. Rothachild & Sons.and Associates and T)h,., 
DREXEL, MORGAN «& 
On behalf of J. S. Morgan & Co., ¥ London, and 7), 
. J. & W. SELIGMAN & 
On behalf of Seligman Bros., of London, and 7) 
: ORTON, BLISS & (o 
On behalf of Morton, Rose & Co., of London, and 7) 
Tue First NATIONAL BANK OF THE CITY OF New 


You 
By GEO. F. BAKER, idl 
Witnesses as to all: . on Boos 


THos. HiLLHousE, 
Assistant Treasurer of the United States. 
E. J. BaBcock. ; 


Mr. HILL. There was subsequently a modification of t}a+ con. 
tract, but I do not care about pine it in evidence. [ ack 4 @ 
Secretary to now turn to page 482, and read what is there 1),.)|...) 
That is the last of these contracts which I care about putting i, 
evidence, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as 1. quested, 
The Secretary read as follows: ¥ 


CONTRACT OF JANUARY 21, 1879. 

This agreement entered into this 2lst day of January. 1879, between », 
Stas soe of the United States of the first part, and Moe. 
* = t & Co., of New York, on behalf Mes w. } 


5. &C alien 
ves; Messrs. J. & W. & Co., of New York, on beh 

Messrs. Seligman Bros., of London, and themselves; and Messrs. \\o-+.», 
Miles &Co..t Hew Vert, em behalf of Messrs. Morton, & Co., of London’ 


ves— 
Wituesseth: That the parties of the second part hereby several! y s.)})s-»)} 

as of this date for $10,000,000 of the bonds known as eralty auth a 

sahataaaaaatae the folowing we AE Sertins Samnary 20, 1871, 
ac 2 » to wit, one-fourt} 

rt by each of the said several rit t 

el A shal 


la 


— ne 
plied, in compliance with said 
y of the first part w l, 
a subscription under this contract for not less than $5.\10)\10)! 
issue a call for the redemption of United States 6 per cent 5-2) bond 


3 equal 
guree topay to the rty of the first 
part, at the partmen re. within’ the running of 
such call, the amount of 4 per cent bonds su bed for under this contract, 
at par and accrued interest to thedate of subscription, in United States go\i 
coin, United States matured coin coupons, certificates of deposit issued 
under the act of Be ee eee cees OW bonds ulled for 
redemption not later than date of the subscription to which the | 


lies. 
; parties of the second part shall receive a commission of 
fourth of 1 percent on all bonds taken by them under this contract. and for 
such sums in excess of 000 su for and taken by said parties they 
shall receive an additional commission of one-tenth of 1 per cent on the 


ment @ 
Thi 


: Secretary of the shall transmit to London, England, 
at the risk and expense of the United States, the bonds subscribed for, and 
will receive in London, for tion to the Treasury Department at 
Washington, any of the coupons or called bonds receivable unde: this. 
tract, the amount thereof, to be credited upon verification by the Treasurer 
of the United . further agrees to maintain an agency in Lor 
of the United States, for the convenience of m r de 

of the second of said 4 per cent bonds 
be delivered to of second part u 
ment shall made in full therefor in accordance with the t: f 
this contract: ees That the said parties of the second part 
shall provide for said agency, without expense to the United States, a suitable 
office room or rooms, with vault accommodation for the safe-keeping of its 


ween the that this contract shall ren 

vi terminated, as above ided, until the 3)th 
pert the Secretary af the Treasasy shall t cell 

any of the said 4 per cent bonds, but thi 

the ry of the Treasury 

ens eeibed fort ther 

shall considered as a rst subscription 

Penida sum shall be allowed to 


ain in 
lay of 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
AUGUST BELMONT & ©0., 
and Associatesand Themse!ves. 
behalf of Messrs. J.8. Morgan & Co., of es Those $ 
. Ne a hemse ves. 
cx = J.& Ww. SELIGMAN & CO. 
behalf Messrs. Seligman Bros., London. a hem selves. 
“- “s MORTON, BLISS & CO, 
On behalf of Messrs. Morton, Rose & Co., of London, and The s:!'* 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator from New York yield to 
me, as I to make some remarks upon the pending bond rcs» 


I to the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I simply wish to give 1; 
tory, so that it may appear in the RecorD, of the numerous | 

dministration. 

present Administration to destroy 

metal, and to manipulate the creit 

a manner as to h its favorites, 

to oppress the whole people. The 
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first step was the extra session of Congress, called for the purpose 
oo »ealing the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act. The call 
h ion was a direct — upon bar credit of the 
y ited States, and it was preceded by a concerted movement of 
ee New York, inspired frofn Washington, to curtail 
mercantile credits and bring about the panic of 1898 as an object 
jesson to Congress. The panic started by the banks soon passed 
peyond their control, and involved the country in disasters from 
which it has not yet recovered. ; 

Then came the enactment of the Wilson tariff for a deficit, a 
measure framed upon sectional lines, and intended to protect all 
Southern industries and those of districts represented by Demo- 
crats, while the industries of Republican States and Congressional 
districts were intended to be left defenseless against foreign com- 

tition. ranean for the country, the rules of the Senate of 
ive United States afforded an opportunity for debate and for 
careful consideration of the provisions of the tariff as it came to 
ns, and it was amended so as to be a little less obnoxious, in fact 
quite sati , to the iron, cotton, and most Eastern industries 
before it became a law without the President’s signature. 

‘As soon as the Democratic Administration came into power the 
revenues to decrease, because the expectation that the 
tariff would be reduced checked the importation of all foreign 
goods, and thereby diminished the receipts from customs. 

The act repealing the purchasing clause of the act of July 14, 
1990, known as the Sherman law, was signed by the President 
November 1, 1893, it having passed the House August 28 and the 
Senate October 31; but though it had been promised that this 
would restore confidence, it failed to do so, but rather increased 
the distress and misery by further contracting the volume of 
money, driving prices to a still lower level, closing mills and fac- 
tories, and causing a steady increase in the number of bankrupt- 
cies in all ing industries to the present time. 

On December 27, 1894, the cash ance of the Treasury was 
reduced to $88,914,006, the lowest on record. The Secretary of 
the Treasury then applied to Congress for relief, suggesting an 
issue of 3 per cent five-year bonds for the purpose of augmenting 
the gold reserve and ing deficiencies. January 15, 1894, Mr. 
Carlisle, in a communication to the chairman of the Senate Fi- 
nance O ittee, stated that unless new legislation could be 
obtained he would feel compelled to resort to the resumption act 
of 1875, and issue bonds for the purpose of replenishing the gold 
reserve. 

The chairman, the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. Voor- 
HEES], replied to Mr. Carlisle that he could not give an assurance 
of prompt action any new financial measure, and therefore 


Secretary Carlisle ided to issue $50,000,000 5 per cent ten-year 
bonds, and mts were accordingly made. 

The price fixed for the issue was 117.223, which would net about 
8 per cent interest. The large ——— would reduce the inter- 
est which the Government would have to pay to 3 per cent. 


The question was raised that no portion of the proceeds of those 
bonds could be used for any other purpose than for the redemp- 
tion of United States notes, and this brought out a statement by 
Mr. Carlisle that the gold reserve was and always had been held 
a of the Treasury cash, and not as a separate fund. 

of this question had somewhat of a deterring effect 
subscribers, and Mr. Carlisle went on to New 

had a conversation with some of the bankers. 
the formation of a syndicate, arranged by Mr. 

Stewart, of the United States Trust Company, through 
influence subscriptions amounting to $58,002,250 were ob- 


oe 
up 
: 


ETFs 


, on which 


its 


day the net gold in the Treasury was reported at 
cash, including this sum, $82,975,908. 
resulted in an increase in the net gold in 
703 at the end of February, 1894. 
of the Government were running ahead 
wanted in Europe to carry out the 
mold be with Austria by which that country was 
a 
exchange advanced, and on March 2, 1894, $1,250,- 
000 gold was taken for shipment to Europe, followed by a similar 
amount during the next week, making $2,500,000 for the month. 
In April $8,874,000 was shi and in May $18,150,000; and the 
net gold in the at the end of that month ‘vas $80,692,962. 
In June the continued drain of gold from the Treasury caused 
some and a few of the New York banks agreed to 


: 
a 
E 
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of 


8 
F 
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supply the demand for export, but only a little was so furnished; 
and on the 22d of June the net gold was down to $61,903,746, and 
the total movement to at month was $21,150,000. 
oa were $10,700,000, and the net gold was reduced 
The tariff bill was on August 14 and it became a 
law August 27; but the f had been done; trade and manu- 
facturing had been so far by the contraction of our cur- 
Teucy by the repeal of the wand the export of gold 
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that prices continued to decline; trade and manufactures had been 
so far depressed that recovery was impossible without a reform of 
our financial system. The deficiency in the revenue 
increase, and in September there w yme 
of bonds. 

November 14 the Secretary of the Treasury issned a call for 


NATE. 








continued to 
talk about a new issue 


a Ot 


$50,000,000 5 per cent ten-year bonds under the resumption act. 
The conditions prevailing at the time this issue was made were 
peculiar. 

The bonds sold in January had been absorbed at home and none 
had been taken abroad. The Stewart syndicate had been treated 
fairly by the Government, and there was a disposition on the part 
of these bankers freely to subscribe for the new issue. 

Mr. Stewart and Mr. J. P. Morgan visited Washington in the 
interest of the syndicate, and it is represented and generally b 


lieved that Mr. Stewart, at least, had net understanding 
with the President and with Mr. Carlisle that nothing would be 
done by the Administration in any way whatever to interfere with 
the marketing of the bonds. 

These bankers went back to New York and forwarded a bid for 
the round amount of the bonds at 117.077. 

The total subscriptions were $178,341,550. The award was made 
to the Stewart syndicate on the understandirg that the gold to be 
paid for the bonds would not be taken from the Treasury, and 
payment was prompt, $29,021,518 having been turned into the sub- 
treasury by the end of November. 

The syndicate immediately arranged to sell the bonds they had 
bought, and offered a lot of $5,000,000 at 119. It is believed that 
this amount was sold at the price named, but before they had an 
opportunity to dispose of many more the President's message and 
the report of the Secretary of the Treasury recommending changes 
in the currency effectually stopped the marketing of any more of 
the bonds. 

The particular section of Mr. Carlisle’s bill which did the busi- 
ness for the Stewart syndicate was section 1: 


a dist 


Be it enacted, That all acts which require or authorize the deposit of Unit 
States bonds to secure circulating notes issued by national banking a 
tions be and the same are hereby repealed, and such notes her er 
pared shall not contain the statement that they are s 


d 
cia 
. after pre- 
» Secured 

Now, Mr. President, let it be borne in mind that Messrs. Stew- 
art and Morgan visited Washington in relation to the bond issue 
on or about November 24; that in all probability had it not been 
for the assurance given by Mr. Carlisle and the President that 
nothing would be done by the Administration to interfere with 
the marketing of the bonds, these bankers, and particularly Mr. 
Stewart, would not have bid for them at all, much less have bid 
a high price for the whole or none; that the formulation of a bill 
so important as that prepared by Mr. Carlisle must have been 
under consideration for some time prior to its presentation to 
Congress at the beginning of the session, and the President must 
have known the views of his Secretary long before their publica- 
tion in the annual reports, or had inspired them; and there is the 
explanation of the statement made by Mr. Stewart early in De- 
cember that his syndicate would dissolve December 27, 1894. It 
was also then stated that not more than $10,500,000 of the bonds 
bought by the Stewart syndicate of the Government had 
sold, and only $5,000,000 at 119. 

It is my opinion that this bad faith on the part of the Adminis- 
tration was planned in advance and for the purpose of depressing 
the price of the bonds and ruin the credit of the Government, so 
as to compel Congress to enact such financial legislation as the 
President might demand, and afterwards turned to account in 


been 


at from 117.223 to 120.829, and the award was made Janu- enriching the favorites of the President, if not the President himself. 


The net gold proceeds of the fifty-million-dollar bond sale in 
January, amounting to $58,000,000, went to Europe during the 
summer of 1894, and there was no reason to expect that the pro- 
ceeds of the $50,000,000 sold in November, 1894, amounting to 
$53,472,319, would long remain in the Treasury. 

Europeans were laughing at us, and sneeringly alluded to the 
financial methods pursued for rehabilitating our gold reserve 
American bankers were coolly calculating upon the time when a 
new issue of bonds would have to be made and wondering who 
would buy them. 

On the 8th of December, 1894, gold again began to flow out of 
the Treasury to Europe, and even then redemptions of legal ten- 
ders for the purpose of hoarding gold were well under way, hav- 
ing really begun toward the close of November, for concurrently 
with the settlement by the syndicate for the bonds bought by 
them there was a withdrawal of large sums of gold with which to 
pay for the bonds. 

By the end of December the net gold in the Treasury had been 
reduced to $86,244,445, against $111,142,020 December 6, and 
$9,680,000 gold was shipped to Europe during the month. With- 
drawals thus exceeding shipments by over $15,000,000. 

In January, 1895, the withdrawals of gold for shipment were 
large, and considerable amounts were taken for hoarding by indi- 


viduals and by banks. Confidence was unsettled, and the situation 
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was regarded by Treasury officials at Washington as grave, but 
none recalled the blundering of the Administration which had 
precipitated it by discrediting the bonds bought by the Stewart 
syndicate. 

January 30, Subtreasurer Jordan, at New York, reported that 
he thought he could hold out until February 2 with the gold coin 
in the New York subtreasury, but the next day might decide the 
situation. 

The single day of January 25 had seen $6,902,081 in gold with- 
drawn from the New York subtreasury, and the evening of Feb- 
ruary 2 arrived with only $9,700,000 in gold coin available for the 
redemption of United States notes in New York. A day and a 
half like the 25th of January might have seen the United. States 
compelled to refuse the redemption of its notes in gold at the sub- 
treasury in New York, the only place at which they are by law 
redeemable. 

Gold was hurried from Philadelphia and every available point, 
even at the risk of reducing below the point of safety the gold fund 
at other subtreasuries for the redemption of coin notes, with the 
result that on Monday, February 3, 1895, the available gold fund 
had been increased about $1,000,000. Assistant Secretary Curtis, 
who was then in New York, telegraphed to Secretary Carlisle for 
authority to sell bullion to exporters at a reduced rate in order to 
prevent the absolute exhaustion of gold coin. The Treasury had 
already violated the law requiring gold coin to be held against 

old certificates, and had practically borrowed from the trust 
und of the certificate holders several millions of dollars. 

There was gold bullion still left in the Treasury to cover the 
certificates, which would have been adequate if it had not been 
feared that the certificates would be presented in large quantities 
for redemption. 

The gold coin available for all purposes at New York on Feb- 
ruary 2 was $20,465,334, but it was absolutely known that $10,- 
765,000 in gold certificates were in New York in the hands of a few 
holders, which were liable to be presented at any moment. 

The further sum of $37,069,869 was outstanding in gold certifi- 
cates, without exact information at the subtreasury as to where 
it was held, but with the probability that the bulk of it was also 
held in New York and was liable to be presented at any moment 
for redemption. 

If only half of the certificate holders had decided that their gold 
coin was safer in their own custody than in that of the Treasury, 
there would have been scarcely a dollar left for the redemption of 
legal-tender paper, and the suspension of specie payments would 
have been decreed by Assistant Treasurer Jordan. The remain- 
der of the gold held by the United States, outside of insignificant 
sums of coin at other subtreasuries, was in the form of uncoined 
bullion, of which there was $22,446,828 in the mint at Philadel- 
phia and $18,301,470 in the assay office at New York. 

The mints had been ordered to work full time in the coinage of 
gold, but rolled ingots and machinery were not in readiness, and 
the net daily product was but a drop in the bucket to the payments 
on account of redemptions. The demonstration that the crisis 
was too acute to be longer trifled with, and that gold was being 
withdrawn by the million for hoarding, was afforded, in the opin- 
ion of the Treasury officials, by the awful gap between the with- 
drawals from the subtreasuries and the exports. 

The total withdrawals of gold from the subtreasuries from De- 
cember 1, 1894, to February 13, 1895, were $80,786,302. 

The exports during the same period are computed by the Treas- 
ury at $36,852,389, leaving a difference of $44,000,000 to be other- 
wise accounted for. 

The New York bank reserve in the meantime had declined from 
$96,000,000 in = to $82,000,000 in gold, indicating that another 
$14,000,000 had swelled to $58,000,000 the fund which had a 
peared from circulation and from official knowledge. That hoard- 
ing was really going on, under the belief that the Treasury of the 
United States would be forced to suspend gold payments, was 
proved to the satisfaction of the Treasury officials by reports made 
to them by New York bankers who were withdrawing gold at 
the request of customers. One New York bank repo that on 
the single day of January 30 it received requests from over 150 
different sources for gold coin. Before the repeal of the Sherman 
law of 1890 there was practically no difference between the with- 
drawals and shipments of gold. 

These facts, Mr. President, constitute theevidence of a deliberate 
= or conspiracy upon the part of the Administration to break 

own the credit of the United States and to discourage American 
bankers from investing in the bonds of the United States by 
threatening to discontinue the use of the bonds as security for 
bank circulation, for the pu of enabling certain favo: r- 
sons to realize enormous profits at the expense of the people of the 
United States or of compelling Congress to enact certain legisla- 
tion at the demand of the President. 

While this drain of gold was going on the Administration was 
actively negotiating with Messrs. Belmont and Morgan regardin 
measures of relief for the critical condition of the Treasury ca’ 
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by the deliberate action or the criminal blunders of the Aj, ink 
tration itself. — 

For reasons just stated nothing could be expected fron 
can bankers, and Mr. a as one of the Stewart syn 
well knew how that comPination had been treated, and jy ; 
had been so treated. Negotiations were transferred to New \, fy 
and Assistant a Curtis took charge there. , 

Messrs. Belmont and Morgan well understood the sity}; vn 
and the necessities of the Government, which they and the Pres. 
dent had helped to create, and they refused to make the (, sired 
loan at the maximum of 3} per cent. They pointed out th; the 
price of the former 5 per cent bond issues had fluctuated fro 
119, at which they were taken immediately after their issy.. ,, wn 
to 114, more than 3 per cent below the price received by the (joy. 
ernment. 

The representatives of the foreign houses declared th»; they 
could not take the risk of this fluctuation and the cost of :,jy. 
taining a favorable rate of exchange without getting a highor 
interest than Mr. Curtis, under Mr. Carlisle’s instructions, was 
willing to yield. 

One of the elements in placing the bonds abroad was the tax of 
14 per cent imposed by the British Government upon the face yalye 
of foreign securities. The syndicate, it was represented, would 
not only have to consider that fact in placing bonds in (reat 
Britain, but the cost of transporting foreign coin and bullion as 
well as controlling the exchanges. The differences in price )e. 
tween a 34 per cent rate and the rate at which tho bargain wag 
made—a little under 3% per cent—was 4% per cent on the selling 
price of the securities, amounting to about $3,000,000 on the entire 
amount. The negotiations were finally completed and the cop. 
tract was made on February 8, and these bonds were bargained to 
this combination at 104} as against 117.077 which the Stewart 
syndicate had paid for the last issue and $8,325,000 less than the 
market price for similar bonds on that day for the total issue of g 
little over sixty-two million of bonds. This was asecret contract, 
from which the public was excluded, participated in by the Presi. 
dent’s former law partner. ill not comment on this trans. 
action. I leave it to the American people to pass upon and for the 
judgment of ce ng, Ny much may be said, however: If a 
similar negotiation been conducted by the governor of any 
American State or the mayor of any city instead of the President 
of the United States, impeachment or criminal prosecution would 
have followed at once. 


The contract of February 8, 1895, is as follows: 
THE BELMONT-MORGAN CONTRACT. 


The agreement is as follows: 


This agreement, entered into this 8th day of February, 1895, bet we.» 1! 
Secretary of the acnee of the United States, of the first part, and Messrs, 
August Belmont & Co., of New York, on be! of Messrs. N. M. } schil 
& Sons, of London, England, and themselves, and Messrs. J. P. Morgan & Co., 
of New York, on behalf of Messrs. J. 8. Morgan & Co., of London, and them- 
selves, parties of the second part— 

Witnesseth: Whereas it is provided by the Revised Statutes of the United 
States (section 3700) that the Secretary of the Treasury may purchase coir 
with any of the bonds or notes of the United States authorized by law « 
such rates and upon such terms as he may deem most advantageous tot 
public interests; and the Gooretery of the Treasury now deems that an 
emergency exists in which the public interests uire that, as hereinafter 

rovided, coin shall be purchased with the bonds of the United States of the 
Seecription hereinafter mentioned, authorized to be issued under the act en- 
titled ‘“‘An act to provide forthe resumption of specie payments,” approve 
January 14, 1875, ing bonds of the United States described in an act of Con- 

approved July 14, 1870, entitled “An act to authorize the refunding of 
he national debt’: Now, therefore, do the said parties of the second part 
hereby agree to sell and deliver to the United States 3,500,000 ounces of stand- 
ard gold coin of the United States at the rate of $17.80441 per ounce, jayable 
in United States 4 per cent thirty-year coupon or registered bonds, said 
bonds to be dated February 1, 1895, and i pew: at the pleasure of the United 
States after warty veers from date, issued under the acts of Congress 0f July 
14, 1870, January 20, 1871, and January 14, 1875, bearing interest at the rate of 
4 per cons per annum, payable geasteets. ae 
vine Such purchase and sale of gold coin being made on the following 
conditions: 

1, At least one-half of all coin delivered hereinunder shall be obtained in 
and shipped from Eu , but the shipments shall not be required to exceed 
ee per seeuth, unless the parties to the second part shal! consent 
thereto. 

2. All deliveries shall be made at any of the subtreasuries, or at any other 
1 depository of the United States. - 

. All gold coins delivered shall be received on the basis of 25.8 grains © 
standard gold per dollar, if within the limit of tolerance. - 

4. Bonds delivered under contract are to be delivered free of accrue 
interest, which is to be assumed and paid by the parties of the secon part 
at the time of their delivery to them. tae 

Second. Should the Secretary of the desire to offer or s«!! yu 
bonds of the United States on or before October 1, 1895, he shall first ofler the 
same to the + but thereafter he shall be free from 

second part. 
hereby reserves the right within ten 
receive authority from Congress 
the United States bearing 3 per cent 10 
shall be specifically payalilc in the 
Uni tates gold weight and fineness for the bonds = 
- raneery to, _ 3 sin a by ~ parties of the seco 
a .@., a 60465 ounce of stan ; s 
oi Ho bande sell 8 dalvered tothe perbes &f ie room 2 t 
either of them, ex in t for 8 me received her 
under; w <0 sa Secretary of the Treasury of the United States shall 
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i liver the bonds as herein provided, at such places as shall be desig- 
ont ¥ a of the second part. : " 
‘Any expense of delivery out of the United States shall be assumed and 
id by the parties of the second part. 
Pr itth. In consideration of the purchase of such coin the parties of the 
part and their associates hereunder assume and will bear all the ex- 
nse and inevitable loss of bringing gold from Europe hereunder; and, as 
iar as lies in their power, will exert all financial influence and will make all 
jegitimate efforts to protect the Treasury of the United States against the 
withdrawals of gold pending the complete performance of this contract. 
In witness whe the parties hereto have hereunto set their hands in five 
parts this 8th day of February, 1595. 
J. G. CARLISLE, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 
AUGUST BELMONT & CO., 
On behalf of Messrs. N. M. Rothschild & Sons, London, and Themselves, 
J. P. MORGAN & CoO., 
On behalf of J. 8S. Morgan & Co., London, and Themselves. 


it: 
~— R. Cuntis— 


Representing the Treasury in the negotiation at New York. 
Prancts LynpE StTerson— 


The law partner of Grover Cleveland at the time he was last 
elected President. 

After the contract was signed the right was reserved to the 
Treasury Department, under the third section of the compact, to 
substitute any bonds of the United States bearing 3 per cent in- 
terest, payable in gold. 

The ident at once communicated to Congress the terms of 
the contract, at the same time asking for the passage of a law 
authorizing the issue of 3 per cent gold bonds, but the authority 
was not given, and the contract went into full effect February 
18. Two days thereafter it was announced, with great circum- 
stantiality, that the syndicate had then paid into the Treasury 
$32,558,137.50 gold for the American half of the bonds. 

Immediately upon the signing of the contract there was an ear- 
nest desire on the part of American bankers and capitalists to get 
in. Application was made to the syndicate, and the applicants 
were let in; but under this stipulation: All who were admitted 
were required to unite in a practical underwriting of the entire 
issue of bonds. That is to say, as one-half of the bonds were re- 
served for Americans, these subscribers were required to deposit 
with the syndicate gold coin, not obtained from the Treasury, to 
double the amount of their subscriptions, which gold was to be 
placed under the absolute control of Messrs. Morgan and Belmont, 
to be used by them as they saw proper. The subscriptions came 
from every quarter, and it was stated by the syndicate that they 
were so large that not more than 50 per cent could be awarded. 

The bonds were offered in New York at 1124 and in London at 
£227 per $1,000 bond, equal, with exchange at $4.90, to 111.23. 

The subscribers agreed to the stipulation of the syndicate, and 
therefore these bankers were enabled promptly to make full pay- 
ment for the bonds immediately after the closing of the books. 

But, Mr. President, the gold so paid did not go mto the Treas- 
ury, though it was credited in the Treasury accounts, for as late 
as June 21, 1895, $6,856,752 gold was transferred to the Treasury 
from one or more of the banks selected by the syndicate as de- 
positories of their money. 

Immediately upon the signing of the contract it was announced 
that £1,685,000 gold had been bought in London for the syndi- 
cate, and on the 2ist of February they paid over to the Treasury 
143,102 ounces of gold on foreign account. 

Not all the American bankers who subscribed for the bonds 
paidin full their quota of gold until some time in May, and then 
the full amount due from them was collected, and there was turned 
over to the Treasury on June 8 $10,449,462, and credited on the for- 
eign bond account. 

As at that time $14,545,972 had been imported, there remained 
to be * m $7,562,702. The Campania arrived on Saturday, June 
22, 1 with about $880,000 gold for the syndicate, leaving 
$6, 680,621.79 due, and this amount was announced at the Treasury 
as having been paid on Tuesday, June 25, 1895, thus closing the 

But the terms of the ment were not literally complied 
with 7 this payment, it is evident that either the President 
or the y of the Treasury waived that provision of the con- 


tract which required that one-half of the gold should be imported 


The amount of — to be imported under the original contract 
Was $32.558,137. The amount actually imported was a little over 


eee the balance having been made up from the contribu- 


: 


tions of the banks which were interested in the syndicate opera- 
tions er was re- 


quired to twice as much gold as he received in bonds. 
Now, Me Pree siiveea ide syndicate permitted to close 
without imported from Europe nearly $17,- 
the gold which they had agreed to bring hither? 
to reac an extract from a New York paper of that 
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date, as it so clearly details not only what had happened, but what 
would happen. It is as follows: 











WASHINGTON, D. C., M h 3. 

The Administration contract with the bond syndicate was more infamous 
than at first appeared. : 

T ‘© Was a secret verbal contract with the syndicat f bankers to whom 
the Administration intrusted the negotiation of t] ast batch of I is 
_ This contract was not reduced to writing for a very s reas The 
Treasury Department has no authority of iw to en ha uzree- 
ment with any person or combination of bankers 

The written contract submitted to Congress was quite ol tionable on 
account of the enormous profit which it permitted th« it 
tiie verbal contract, constituted the syndicate fi he 
United States, in return for which the bankers " i e to 
protect the Treasury against any further raid uj; he reir ; 

This they are to do by keeping the price of sterling inge in New York 
below the point at which gold can profitably be ex 

In this way the gains of the firms who used to export ld wher r there 
was a clear profit, however small, from the operation | been « a 
But the syndicate is making much more aumse the Adr atra r 
mits the bankers to hold in London the gold received from foreign sales 
of bonds, so that they can sell exchange in New York on London ch: r 
than anyone else can afford to. They can do \this because the gold upon 
which exchange is drawn is already in London. ; 

In this way there is at present no demand upon the Treasury for gold for 
export, for no one could export gold except at a loss. ‘I fact that yn- 
dicate is now operating under this verbal contract explains t whess 
with which gold is coming into the Treasury. It also explains rful- 
ness with which the Administration contemplates the situa a the 
Administration flatters itself that the endless chain is »ken 

But is the endless chain really broken? [f there isa demand for gold from 
this country, can the syndicate stop the endless chain from working any longer 
than their gold receipts from the sale of bonds in Europ 1 out ii ive 
not the bankers, who have been constituted the fiscal agents of tl ry 
by a verbal contract not authorized by law, always ea i the rx ta if 
taking the best possible care of themselvesin every transaction in which they 
have been engaged? 

Was not the clause in the written contract giving to them the option upon 
all other issues of bonds until October drawn to meet this very case? Did 
not the members of the syndicate know that they could 1 continue ell 
exchange low enough to prevent gold exportations during all of the 1 ix 
months without sacrificing some of their profits unless more bonds were 
given to them to sell in Europe? 

These questions need only to be stated, the rep! suggest themselves, 
From them can be seen what the Administration has rea one 

It has not broken the endless chain, it has simply substituted for gold. tem- 
porarily, an export of thirty-year 4 per cent bond As mas the pi eds 
of these bonds have been exhausted by exchange drafts and the gold received 
in New York for the sale of exchange has been deposited in the Treasury 


the endless chain will begin to work again. As soon as and 


greenbacks 





Treasury notes begin again to be presented for rec tion more bonds will 
be issued to the syndicate and more profits will accrue to these patriotie 
bankers. 

While the endless chain was in operation the people knew what the sale of 
bonds to buy gold to replenish the Treasury was going to cost them in the 
way of interest. They had public notice of the time when bids for nde 
would be received and opened, and that awards would be made to the best 
bidders. They knew also that the bonds weve to be paid for at once and the 
gold deposited in the Treasury in plain sight of people of the United States, 


to whom it belonged. 
Now, they knew that the men who undertook to negotiate the last bonds 
were not only presented by the Administration with an enormous gratuity 






of from $90,000 to $100,000 at least upon every million under the writt con- 
tract, but by the secret verbal contract were and are permitted to retain in 
their own hands in London the gold received from the sale of bondsin Europe 
until they can make an additional profit by selling this gold tomercha and 
bankers in New York in the form of exchange upon London 

And all this without the expenditure of one cent by the members of the 
syndicate, except traveling expenses to Washington, for these patriot ik- 
ers did not buy the bonds themselves; they merely contracted tosell themat 
a certain price, when they knew they could get a great ul more for them. 


And yet the Administration actually takes great credit to itself for this 
transaction. But the syndicate takes the cash and lets the credit go. 

In the face of these facts it seems to me there is something to 
investigate; that it is exceedingly proper to go to the bottom of 
this transaction and ascertain all there is in connection with the 
secret bond contract. I presume it is not to prevent the disclos- 
ures which must come from laying bare this secret transaction 
that the Senator from New York is making such frantic efforts to 
prevent the proposed investigation. I think the American people 
demand it, and the Senate should probe this transaction to the 
bottom. 

So this transaction was closed and the American people paid a 
premium of over eight millions of money for sixty-three millions 
of gold which did not maintain the gold reserve seven months, or 
from February 8 until September, 1895; for long before Congress 
assembled in 1895 it was apparent to everyone that another bond 
sale must be resorted to, and in November the gold reserve had 
been reduced to less than eighty millions. Early in December 
members of the Morgan syndicate visited Washington to negoti- 
ate for the delivery to them of one hundred millions of bonds at 
104% and the transaction was about completed by the 20th, but the 
President hesitated, and on the 21st of December the members of 
the Morgan-Belmont syndicate and others joining, sent the Secre- 
tary or the President a telegram that they would furnish one hun- 
dred millions of American gold if their offer of 104% was accepted 
at once; that the credit of the United States was so bad that not 
a dollar of gold could be secured from Europe, and that if the 
Government delayed accepting their offer this chance would be 
lost and the Government would find it impossible to obtain gold 


at all, This telegram was supposed to produce the desired effect, 
and Iam of the opinion that contract was closed. 
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reported that enough bankers had been taken into the syndicate 
at an advance price over what Morgan-Belmont were to pay to 
afford them several millions of profit, and that these bankers con- 
trolled all the available gold in the United States, except what 
was in the Treasury. 

Resolutions were introduced in this body condemning the pri- 
vate sale of bonds, and the New York World began an exposure 
of this transaction that startled the country. I quote from the 
New York World of January 1,1895: 

MORGAN ET AL.'S PROFITS FOR 1895. 


If this new loan is negotiated the account of J. Pierpont Morgan and his 
associated gold brokers with the Government of the United States will show 
the following handsome book profits for the year 1895: 


HOW THE ACCOUNTS STAND—FIRST TRANSACTION—LOAN OF FEBRUARY 18 


$62, 315, 000 
2, 797, 943 

65, 112, 43 
69, 948, 587 
EG REL. eet 4, 835, 644 
73, 531, 700 


United States got 
Morgan-Belmont got from bankers’ syndicate at 112}-............. 
pen Belmont syndicate’s first profit.........-..--.- 
Bankers’ syndicate got from public, at 118 
Bankers’ syndicate’s second profit 3, 583, 113 
United States lost by transaction and the bond syndicace made 

an apparent clear profit of 8, 418, 757 

The United States, therefore, lost by this trau:action the differ- 
ence between the price they took and the market price the sum of 
$8,418,757. 

SECOND TRANSACTION (PROPOSED)—DECEMBER 31. 


Face of loan (with $100,000,000 more in premen, Re eee 
Morgan, as syndicate manager, pays about 104; premium 4, 750, 000 
I IRN i I ess ebbeee pdenanniinwe. aes eee 
Morgan syndicate will get from public a premium of 117} (yester- 

Fe RE NES a ccncitetidaddasitnhiad sinibipeawane ceeseaese . 117,500,000 


Morgan and other bankers’ profit 


“12, 750, 000 
Morgan and other bankers’ profit in February 


&, 418, 757 


Total for 1895 if new contract is accepted 21, 168, 757 


This is an appalling sum, $21,000,000; a sum greater than the 
average savings of 400,000 laborers for a year donated to men 
who never produced one element of wealth, but who have spent 
their lives in gathering together that which others have produced. 

In the face of these facts and the attitude of the Senate on this 
subject, the Administration did not dare to carry out its contract, 
and so in January advertised for bids. No price was stated, and 
the officers of the Treasury did not expect the popular loan to be 
successful, They looked and hoped for failure. It was well 
known that the syndicate had most of the goldin this country 
cornered. The people did not bid, as they were afraid they could 
not get the gold to pay for the bonds, 

At this juncture some of the banks that had been members of 
the syndicate _ in independent bids, and Morgan & Co., fearing 
that they would be shut out of participation in any profit in the 
transaction, bid 110.6877, or a fraction less than 110.7, for the whole 
one hundred million or any part thereof. Sixty-seven millions of 
the bonds went for a higher price. Thirty-three million dollars 
was awarded to the Morgan syndicate at their bid of 110.7 or 6 per 
cent moreon the dollar than their private contract with the Seq 
retary called for, thus saving to the people between six and seven 
millions on thistransaction. These bonds would have sold at 1174 
on the day the bids were opened, if this had been an honest effort 
on the part of the Treasury Department to offer them to the public 
and a price or range of prices been published, showing the term of 
the bonds and the rate of interest they would draw at the various 
prices and payment accepted in lawful money, and thus over six 
millions more would have been saved to the people. It is no ex- 
cuse to say that this sale was for the purpose of obtaining gold, 
for, if the bonds had been sold for lawful money, for a fraction of 
a - on the dollar, lawful money could have been exchanged for 
gold, 

But other favors were to be showered upon Morgan & Co. W. 
R. Graves, of New York, had bid 115.81 for $4,500,000 of the 
bonds and was unable to secure the gold to pay for them. Re- 
liable parties thereupon bid 114.5 for these bonds, but the Secre- 
tary soid them to the syndicate for 110.7. The Secretary should, 
in law and equity, have sold all bonds not taken by bidders at the 
best obtainable price and looked to the defaulting bidders for the 
difference. This would have been done by any private individual, 
but the Secretary chose to turn the bonds over to this syndicate 
for their bid price, or at $190,000 less than the bid made by re- 
sponsible parties. I will now read the bid which the Secretary 
received on the 15th of February and refused to accept: 

WaAsHINGTON, D. C., February 15, 1896. 


Srr: The Investment Conperaties of New York hereby bids 114.50 for any 
or all bonds allotted to De es who did not comply with the terms of their 
bids | 7 payment of 20 per cent or more of the amount awarded them by 
noon Saturday, the 15th instant, in accordance with the terms of the circular 
tssued by you. We offer 114.50, with the understanding and condition that 
none of the gold to be paid for the bonds shall be drawn from the United 
States Treasury. We are prepared to deposit the gold on the receipt of ad- 
vice from you that this bid will be en ed. The Investment Corporation 
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It was generally understood that the contract was closed and 


Ds 


May 


& Co. is not entitled to any further ; 
d you herewith our memorandum 1 


insists that the bid of J. P. Mor 
ment of bonds, and we beg to 
upon that proposition. 

Very respectfully, 


ree 


INVESTMENT CORPORATION OF NEw York 
By H. L. McDONALD, Presi,} 


Post-office and office address, Room 4, ninth floor, Mills Building, 15 Broaq 
street, New York. ™ 


To the HONORABLE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 
Tashington, D. C. 


This company had already bid for $5,000,000 of bonds and haq 
been awarded $2,000,000 of bonds at a higher price than the }iq o¢ 
Morgan & Co., and had paid for the bonds and received t}\.)) 
They were entirely responsible and able to carry out the })\j 
which they had made, and yet the er of the Treasury chose 
to refuse a bid of 1144 cents on the dollar for this four and a })a)¢ 
million of bonds and turned them over to the Morgan syndicats 
for 110.7, thus apparently openly, intentionally taking out of tie 
pockets of the people $190,000 to turn over to this syndicate of 
bankers already enormously enriched at the expense of the people 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator allow me? What would the Sen- 
ator have had the Secretary of the Treasury do after the forfeiture 
of Graves’s bid? : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What was the question? I did not hear 
the question of the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] corrects 
me. I thought you were speaking of the Graves bid. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I did speak of the Graves bid. I said that 
Graves forfeited, and after he forfeited the Investment Corjyora- 
tion of New York bid 114.50 for those bonds; that their bid was 
refused; that no attention was paid to it, and the bonds were 
turned over to the syndicate. 

Mr. HILL. I ask what would you have had the Secretary of 
the Treasury do then? ? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I would have had him do what any indi- 
vidual would have done. 

Mr. HILL. What is that? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I would have sold them at the highest 
attainable price. 

Mr. HILL. Would you have advertised them, or would you 
have accepted a private bid? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. He should pro 
he did not advertise them he should 
which he could get. 

Mr. HILL. And not accept any of the bids already in? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No, sir; he should have done exactly what 
an individual would have done, and he would have protected the 
Treasury there 

Mr. HILL. 


‘ 
i 


rly advertise them, and if 
ave accepted the best bid 


by. 
‘The Senator, then, would not have accepted the 
next a bid? 


Mr. PETTIGREW. No, sir. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator knows the fact, does he not, that the 
bid of Morgan & Co. was the next highest bid? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I think likely the bid of Morgan & (. 
was the next highest bid. 

Mr. HILL. there any doubt about it in the Senator's mind? 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I have this to say in regard to that point: 
If their bid was the next highest bid, the Secretary of the Treasury 
was not bound to give the bonds to them, nor would they have 
accepted the bonds if the price in the market that day had been 
below 110.7. They would have laughed at the Secretary of the 
Treasury if he had offered the bonds to them if the market price 
on that day had been lower than their bid. But with a protit of 
$190,000 in the transaction, of course Morgan & Co. took the bonds. 

Mr. HILL. What would the Senator have said as to this state 
of facts, which might or might not have occurred, depending on 
the market: If, after the forfeiture of Graves’s bid, the bonds had 

ne down and the Government had refused to accept the |id of 
Morgan & Co. and had placed the bonds on the market again ani 
the bonds had not realized the amount of the Morgan bid’ 
Where, then, would the Secretary of the Treasury have |een 


laced? 
' Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow 
me in this connection? i 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I will yield to the Senator from Nevada 
in a moment. 
Mr. STEWART. He reserved the right—— ' 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to answer the question of the Sen- 
ator from New York. ; 
Mr. STEWART. All right. F 
Mr. PETTIGREW. If the bonds had gone below 110.7 in tle 
market the Morgan syndicate would have refused to accept them, 
and would have said that their contract was closed when they t 
ceived the $33,000,000 of bonds. TheSenator knows that very well. 
Mr. HILL. How-—— ' 
Mr. PETTIGREW. If the market price of the bonds had gone 
below Morgan’s bid on the date when Graves defaulted, and Morg:.n 
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was still anxious to take them at his price, of course it would 
have been the duty of the Secretary to have accepted it, for that 
would be carrying out what I believe proper—that the Secretary 
should have obtained the best possible price for the bonds in order 


to protect the interests of the people of the United States, whose 
servant he was. - 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me now? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Nevada. 

Mr. HILL. I am not through yet. 

Mr. STEWART. In the proposal the Secretary reserved the 
right to reject any and all bids, and he had a perfect right to sell 
the bonds as he pleased under that reservation. He was not 
pound when he was offered 114 to take 110 or 111. Certainly not, 
because he had the absolute power reserved to himself. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. This seems to have been a transaction 
where there was a partnership as to profit between the Secretary 
and a syndicate of bankers, and the interest of the people of the 
United States was entirely left out of the reckoning. That seems 
to have been the sum and substance and gist of the whole trans- 
action, rotten and dishonest and corrupt to the core. It seems to 
me it is entirely proper and timely for the Senate of the United 
States thoroughly to investigate the transaction. 

Here is a telegram from the pe syndicate sent on the 2Ist 
day of December to the President and Secretary of the Treasury, 
telling the Government officials that the gold can not be procured 
in Europe because the credit of the United States is so bad, and that 
if their bid of 104% is not accepted at once they will withdraw the bid 
and refuse to furnish the gold in the United States, knowing as 
they did, and as the Secretary knew, that all the gold not already 
inthe Treasury had been thoroughly cornered by Morgan and the 
banks associated with him. 

The Secretary of the Treasury could not have been ignorant of 
what Morgan was doing, because Morgan came to Washington— 
he says on the invitation of the President, which the President 
denies, but admits the interview when the negotiation with the 
syndicate took place. Morgan immediately after that interview 
formed his syndicate, described the bonds as running twenty-nine 
years, and assumed that the price would be 104%. The arrange- 
ments that Morgan was making with the syndicate were public, and 
it was understood at the time that the gold in the country had been 
pooled or cornered for the purpose of purchas:.ug the $100,000,000 
of bonds by the syndicate. Under these circumstances the threat 
that they would deprive the Government of the means of obtain- 
ing gold was most significant. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I understood the Senator to speak of what Morgan 
& Co. would have done if the bonds had diminished in market 
value. I understood the Senator to say that they would not then 
have insisted upon them taking the bonds under their bid. Is that 


correct? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator can goon with his statement, 
whatever it is. 

Mr. HILL. Of course Iam not authorized to speak for Mor- 
gan & Co., and I assume the Senator from South Dakota is not 
authorized to speak for them. Therefore I ask him whether his 
argument comes down to this, that whether the Secretary of the 
Treasury should have given the Graves bonds to the next high- 
est bidder depends upon the fact as to what the market value of 
the bonds was. In other words, if the market value the next 
day was away below the bid, then he should have insisted upon 
Morgan & Co. taking the bonds, but if it was higher, then he 
ae have let them have the bonds. That is what I com- 


of. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator from New York seems deter- 
mined—I do not know that he is trying to misrepresent me—not to 
understand what I say. I simply say the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury was bound to get the best price he could get for the bonds 
after they were not taken by the original bidders, and that Morgan 
& Co. were not bound in law to take them. Their transaction 
= or They had taken the bonds that were not awarded 

other ’ 

Mr. LL. Then let me see if I understand the Senator, for I 
am endeavoring to do so in faith. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ithinkso. I have no doubt of it. 

my sy ieee case the bonds decreased in ee Ld aes 
says of the Treasury was not bound in law, 
and of course, then, he was not bound in fact, to compel Morgan & 
Co. to take the bonds. Now, what would he have done in case 
the bonds went up in value? 

Mr. PETTIG . Isaid I would have sold the bonds at the 
obtainable price. It is possible—— 

. HILL. Then, in either event, no matter whether the bonds 
went below the Morgan bid or beyond and higher than the Mor- 
ga bid, the Senator would have sold them to the highest bidder. 

would have made a new advertisement. 

. PETTIGREW. I will say further, in reply to the Senator 


F 
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from New York, that the Secretary reserved the right to reject 
any and all bids. , : 

Mr. STEWART. That is it. 

Mr. HILL. That is a different question. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And inasmuch as at the time Graves failed 
to take the bonds the market price was very much higher, the 
Government could have made $190,000 or more than that if the 
Secretary of the Treasury had put the bonds upon the market, 
and it was his duty to protect the people and the 
doing so, 


Mr. HILL. 





Treasury by 


. Does not the Senator know that on the verv dav 
before the gold was to be paid by the bidder on the Graves bid 
the market value of the bonds was below the price bid? 


Mr, PETTIGREW. No; I do not know that fact. 

Mr. HILL. It is the fact. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. But I do know that the Secretary on the 
day Graves defaulted on his payment was offered 114.50 for those 
identical bonds and for all bonds not taken. 

[t is impossible for the Senator from New York to so obscure 
the question as to deceive the public. The Secretary reserved the 
right to reject any and all bids. He was under no legal obligation 
to accept the Morgan bid for any part of the loan. When he ac- 
cepted the Morgan bid at 110.7 for $33,000,000 the transaction with 
Morgan was closed. He had no other bid and had no other claim 
upon the Secretary. When the Graves bid failed it was as if no 
bid had been made. The Secretary then was at liberty to adver- 
tise for new bids or to sell to whomsoever he pleased, for if he had 
any power at all to sell, the mode of sale was entirely discretion- 
ary with him, provided he acted honestly. He did dispose of the 
Graves bid at private sale. He was offered by another respon- 
sible bidder nearly $200,000 more. It is true the bid was not made 
in pursuance of an advertisement, nor was the bid of Morgan made 
in pursuance of advertisement. They were both private bids. 
The simple fact is that the Secretary of the Treasury sold $5,000,- 
000 of bonds to his friend on a private bid for nearly $200,000 less 
than another responsible bidder offered. Is that honest? 

Mr. HILL. What right had the Secretary of the Treasury to 
take an outside and a private bid which had not competed with 
any of the others? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It would have been better to have taken 
an outside bid, a private bid, which would have saved the Treas- 
ury of the United States $190,000, than to have sold the bonds to 
an outside or an inside private bid which lost to the Treasury 
$190,000. 

Mr. President, I ask to have incorporated as a part of myspeech 
a brief statement by these people who offered 14} cents premium 
for the bonds. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
none. 

Mr. HILL. What is it that the Senator asks shall be incorpo- 
rated in the RecorD? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 

Mr. HILL. 
idea. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Itissimply astatement by the Investment 
Company of New York as to the reasons why those bonds should 
not have been awarded to the Morgan syndicate. 

Mr. HILL. When was it prepared and where did the Senator 
get it, may lask him? [A pause.] He may decline to answer if 
he wants to. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator can secure a copy by calling 
upon the Treasury Department for it by resolution. 

Mr. HILL. I should like a little more definite description of 
what the Senator proposes to putintothe Recorp. Whereabouts 
did the firm make this statement? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator desires, I will have the state- 
ment read by the Secretary. 

Mr. HILL. I do not care to take up the time to do that, for I 
am anxious to progress in this matter. But I should like to have 
a little more definite idea of what the Senator is going to putin, 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is a statement—— 

Mr. HILL. Astatement prepared by whomand when? 
does it come from? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It was prepared on the 15th of February 
last. It is addressed to the Secretary of the Treasury, and is signed 
by the Investment Corporation, per H. M. McDonald, its presi- 
dent. ‘It gives the reasons why the bonds should have been 
assigned to them instead of to Morgan & Co. 

Mr. HILL. Assigned to them, although they were not bidders? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Assigned to them upon their bid which 
they put in at the same time. 

Mr. HILL. Upon their subsequent bid, after the failure of 
Graves? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes. 

Mr. HILL. Is that it? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Exactly. 
derstands it. 


Is there objection? The Chair hears 


Does the Senator from New York object? 
I want to know what itis. Ihave not the slightest 


W here 


I am very glad the Senator un- 
The Secretary refused to deliver the bonds on this 
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subsequent bid of 114.50, but delivered them to Morgan & Co., on 
their subsequent bid for $190,000 less money. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senator thinks they can explain that trans- 
action and their right to have those bonds, although they bid for 
them in a subsequent bid, the Senator is welcome to all the argu- 
ment he can make from the statement. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I will leave to the public and to the Sen- 


ate to determine whether or not the syndicate the Senator from 
New York champions—— 


Mr. HILL. I do not object. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Hada better right to those bonds at $190,- 
000 less than the Investment Corporation bid for them. 
The statement referred to is as follows: 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 15, 1896. 
DEAR Sir: We respectfully submit the following statement: 


FACTS. 


The Secretary of the Treasury, under circular of January 5, 1896, and cir- 
culars amendatory thereto, invited proposals for $100,000,000 United States 4 
per cent bonds maturing February 1, 1925. 

Such proposals were received up to 12 m. February 6, 1896. 

These proposals aggregated many times the amount of the offered loan. 

Among other proposals was one made by Messrs. J. P. Morgan & Co., of 
+A portent associates for $100,000,000 of the loan or any portion thereof at 

Under the terms of this proposal something over $33,000,000 of the sum was 
allotted Messrs. Morgan & Co. and associates. 

This allotment was definite in amount, precise in terms, and unaccompanied 
by any condition or intimation that an increased amount of the bonds might 
thereafter be given Messrs. Morgan & Co. under their proposal of February 6. 

Among the bidders for the loan was W. R. Graves, of New York, who pro- 
posed to purchase $4,500,000 of the bonds at 115.31. 

e above amount of bonds was awarded Mr. Graves and associates. 

Mr. Graves has not paid for the bonds allotted him, as required by the terms 
of the honorable Secretary's circulars. 

Other allottees for comparatively small amounts may also have defaulted 
in their payments. 

The Investment Corporation of New York offers, by the terms of its ac- 
companying proposal, to purchase the bonds awarded Mr. Graves and all 
other bonds upon which the first installment has not been met, paying there- 
for 114.50 and interest. 

ARGUMENT. 


The Investment Corporation urges, to the honorable Secretary of the 
Treasury, that Mr. Graves put in his bid in good faith; is an actual person; 
the bonds were allotted to him in the regular routine of the Department, 
and he became entitled to the bonds on the payment of his gold. 

Mr. Graves's bid was about $250,000 better than the bid of Messrs. J. P. 
Morgan & Co. and associates. 

Undoubtedly Mr. Graves depended on arranging with banks to carry out 
his bid. The high price he offered and the manipulation of the Government 
bond market at the great-money center by those who bid much less for their 
bonds compelled Mr. Graves to default. 


Messrs. Morgan & Co. bid for any or all of the $100,000,000 issue. By the 
ti 


terms of their bid ow were only entitled to “ any ” left tothem after bids at 
higher prices were filled. When Messrs. Morgan & Co. were allotted their 
bonds they received all to which they were entitled. Their rights were fixed. 
No further moral or legal —- remained in abeyance to spring up ona 
future contingency; they h what they asked for, to wit, ‘‘any” of the 
bonds at their price. 

No question of good faith or moral obligation on the part of the Govern- 
ment toward Messrs. Morgan & Co. can arise. The transaction was ended so 
far as award of bonds was concerned. 

With the default of Mr. Graves, Messrs. Morgan & Co. have no concern; 
they have now no interest in Mr. Graves’s bid or in the relation of the Gov- 
ernment to him. 

If the Government has any legal rights to enforce under the contract with 
ere there can be no legal or moral equity in favor of Messrs. Morgan 


If the Government saw fit, they could bring either of several forms of action 
against Mr. Graves, as specific performance for damages, for difference in 
price, ete., as it might elect. e think this undoubted. 

Or, if the Government were a bank, they could put up the bonds for sale 
and charge Mr. Graves for the loss, if any. 

With the legal rights thus fixed, jt is impossible to conceive of the exist- 
ence of any o nee in favor of any party as residuary legatee of all 
defaulted awards or contracts. 

Furthermore, Graves’s bid was in round numbers a quarter million of dol- 
lars more than the Morgan bid upon the amount involved. 

The transaction contemplated by Mr. Graves was legal and procienly such 
as was, with a wider margin, carried out by most of the larger bidders, includ- 
ing Messrs. Morgan & Co. 

. pe =e price of Government bonds is fixed by the Wall street trading 
n these bonds. 

Recently the strongest factor in fixing the Wall street prices has been the 
dealings in this issue of bonds by Messrs. Morgan & Co. (Read the financial 
reports in all the New York papers.) 

V hat moral equity can Messrs. Morgan & Co. have when it has been by the 
manipulation of their firm that the market for Government bonds has been 
depressed to the extent that Graves has been ‘‘shaken out” and thus pre- 
vented from complying with the terms of his bid by the very parties who 
now seek to claim a moral obligation to receive the bonds allotted Mr. Graves 
on their = ata —_ to the eens of $250,000 and to their advantage to 
a very much greater amoun 

But sup acondition. If the market price of Government bonds to-day 
was 109, eat would become of the moral obligation in favor of Messrs. Mor- 

& Go. to = bonds at their bid of 110.6877? It is a poor rule 
at will not wor wa 

We feel assured that the zeoral obligation of the Government is not to 
recognize Messrs. Morgan & Co.'s bid as entitled to any defaulted award, and 
for this cogent reason: It is the desire of the Government to obtain the very 
highest price possible for its bonds; no prudent responsible bidder will here- 
after dare venture to bid close to the range of market quotation if a far lower 
bidder can manipulate the market and make it im ble for him to carry 
out his contract in the light of an established -p: ent that the lower bidder 
shall thereupon receive the bonds, with the serious loss which would follow 
to the Government. 

The ——— of the bid of Messrs. Morgan & Co. in this instance would 
puta premium upon market manipulation to warn off all bidding close to the 


average market price, to the very serious loss to the Government in a] ; 
bidding under existing laws. , 


Asa matter of good morals the Government can not afford to ado, 
such course. : 


As a matter of law the bid of Messrs. Morgan & Co. has n ar 
The proposition is denied by all the law books. eae 


: epee should be again sold at the best private sale possible or new 
invited. 


Either course is warranted by the statute, at the Secretary's discret i>, 
CONCLUSION. 


One of two courses, as po! indicated, are open for dealing wi 
Graves and other unpaid-for bonds, viz: Either readvertise these boy 
sell them to the highest bidder or sell them by private contract uj) 
most advantageous terms readily attainable by the honorable Secret, 

The first-mentioned course involves considerable expense and th : 
tion of extensive governmental machinery of detail in comparison wit), 
amount involved. 


It is also open to the objection that some bidders to whom bonds s) 


ewarded may not fulfill their contracts, thus necessitating another ress). , 
vonds. 


On the other hand, a sale by private contract is expeditious and entiy.| 
free from complications. 


The Investment Corporation, therefore, respectfully requests the ; 
ance of its offer herewith made. > os 


The price named, viz, $114.50 and interest, is fair, being only slightly below 


the present market value of the bonds. 


The price is also advantageous to the Government, as it is an increaso of 
more than 3 per cent over the average price at which the recent loan wag 
allotted, or in amount at least $150,000. , 

THE INVESTMENT CORPORATION 
By H. M. McDONALD, President.’ 


W. B. BURNET, Counsel. 
Hon. Jonn G. CARLISLE, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. But the most remarkable of all is that 
while the Senator from New York is so anxious that this transac. 
tion shall not be investigated by a committee of this body, the 
senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] should come in and 
indorse the whole transaction, for on the 29th of April the Senator 
from Ohio, referring to this issue of bonds, said: 

sey did —. =pough I nels a. Sirens apeaiene from them on many 
dnancial affairs during the present condition of things I think the Scrr.sacr 
of the Treasury and the President have done their full duty, and I could no 
more if there were a Republican President in office. 
page 4560. ) 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me? 
Who is more competent to s upon that subject than the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Ohio, who for so many years had char; 
of the great finances of the country? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. My answer to that question would be a 
matter of opinion, and therefore I will not burden the Senate with 
it. I do not doubt that the Senator from New York and the Mor- 
gan syndicate will forever proclaim that the Senator from (hio 
is the best authority who can possibly be found so long as his 
opinions indorse the plunder of the people and the robbery of the 

reasury. 

Mr. President, the plain statement of the facts connected with 
the several bond issues by the present Administration constitutes 
an arraignment which no eloquence could make stronger. | irst, 
there was the attack upon the credit of the United States by the 
inspired object lesson from the banks of New York; then the 
extra session of the Fifty-third Congress; then the passage of the 
Wilson tariff for a deficit; the further depreciation of the national 
credit by the demonstration that the revenues were not equal to 
the necessary expenditures of the Government; then the eniless 
chain, the first bond issue of $50,000,000 of 5 per cent ten-year bonds 
at a fixed price of 117.233; then the second issue of similar bonds 
at an accepted bid of 117.077; the depreciation of the market value 
of these bonds by the recommendation to Congress that a |)ill be 
passed discontinuing the use of them as a basis of bank-note cir- 
culation; then the secret contract with the Belmont-Morgan syn- 
dicate for the sale of $62,000,000 of thirty-year 4 per cent bor|s at 
104%, which bonds were quoted last December at 121; finally the 
attempt to give tothe Morgan syndicate the last loan of $100,000). 
at the same figures, and the actual award to them at their }id of 
110.6877 of about $5,000,000 upon which default was made in jy- 
ment, for which other offered 116, and which were quoted 
in open market at a higher price. oe . 

Upon this record, Mr. President, the Administration and the 
Democratic party must go before the people next November, ind 
the verdict °* the people will be even more emphatic in cond: 1- 
nation that. it was in 1894 and in 1895. 

Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me to 
ask whether the Democratic can not quote with great effect 
the remarks the Senator has from the Senator from ()i0 
he SHERMAN], a disti leader of the Republican party, 
showing that the bond transaction was all right? Can not 1° 
Democratic party stand well on that statement? ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. ey undoubtedly will quote it; but that 
will not justify the iniquity of this whole transaction. 


JOSEPH R, WEST. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amendment 
of the House of Representatives to the bill (5.673) granting & 


i 
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nsion to Joseph R. West, brigadier and brevet major general, 
[ited States Army Volunteers. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate nonconcur in the 
amendment of the House of Representatives and request a con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was agreed to. ba 

By unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 


appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. GAL- | 


LINGER, Mr. SHoup, and Mr. Roacu were appointed. 
FRANCIS WALSH. ; 


Mr. ALLEN. 
Calendar 


Mr. HILL. Will the Senator from Nebraska assure me that it | 


will not lead to any debate? 

Mr. ALLEN. It will not lead to any debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yject? 

a HILL. I do not, under the circumstances. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 491) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me for 
a moment? If the Senator from New York does not wish to pro- 
ceed further to-night with his discussion of the bond resolution, 
I see no reason why we might not devote a half hour to private 
bills, by unanimous consent. I should have no objection. 

Mr. KRELL. Let us continue the order of this morning 
for the consideration of unobjected House bills. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let this bill be first disposed of. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present con- 
sideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN]? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “* seventy-two” and insert 
“fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 


Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and lim tations of the pension laws, the name of Francis Walsh, fate 
a member of Conxpany B, Third Regiment Wisconsin Infantry Volunteers, 
at the rate of $50 per month, in lieu of the pension which he is now receiving. 

Mr. ALLEY. Ihope the committee will not insist upon the 
amendment, but will let the bill stand as it passed the other 
House. This party is totally disabled, as the report shows, and 
unable to be without an attendant at any time. It is a very 
meritorious case, and one in which I think the claimant is en- 
titled to $72. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I feel sure I speak for the committee when 
I say that in view of all the facts in the case it will not insist 
upon its amendment and is quite willing that’ the amendment 
shall be disagreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. PEFFER. I ask unanimous consent that the bond resolu- 
tion may be temporarily laid aside so that Senators may be per- 
mitted to call up private bills. 

The VICE-P IDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Kansas? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator from Missouri 
| a COCKRELL] that, as a great many Senators have requested 

tI should get speedy action on pension bills which are on the 
Calendar, we might devote a little time to the consideration of 
those bills. 
_ Mr. COCKRELL. I wish to facilitate the passage of unob- 
jected bills without having Senators getting up and asking unani- 
mous consent for their consideration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us goon with the unobjected pension cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. What is the request of the Senator 
from Missouri? 


Mr. COCKRELL. To go on, under the order of this morning, 
with the consideration of unobjected House bills on the Calendar. 

Mr, GALLINGER. The Senator will agree to modify his re- 
quest as I suggest? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
New Ham: to take up pension bills. 

Mr. . Ihave no objection to that course, but I would 
prefer very much that Senators should have an opportunity to 
call up other bills in which they are interested. However, I donot 
wish to oppose the suggestion of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
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i ask unanimous consent to call up a bill on the | 
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Mr. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Kansas 
{Mr. Perrer]}, who has in charge the resolution which has been 
laid aside, when he expects to secure a vote on the resolution 

| Mr. PEFFER. I will say to the Senator from Iowa that I 
think we will surely be able to reach a vote some time to-morrow, 

Mr. ALLISON. Verywell. Then might we n 

s-consent agreement to vote on th 


t have a unani- 
n 


resolution at a certain 


1 an arrange- 
ment, if it can be made with the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. 

Mr. PEFFER. 
| bond resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would ask if it is not possible to agree t 
hour for taking a vote on the resolution? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator from lowa has not been listening to 
the debate. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam sorry I have not been able to d . but 
I understand the debate has progressed very satisfactorily d 
the day and that the resolution has been discuss: 
ability by the Senator from New York. 

Mr. HILL. I was going to suggest to the Senator from Iowa 
| that out of extreme courtesy to the Senator from South Dakota 
{[Mr. Pettigrew] I yielded for an honr and over, and he has 
| been taking the time of the Senate. Therefore it is imp ible 
| now to fix an hour for a vote on the resolution. 

Mr. ALLISON. I merely desired to express the wish that we 
might some time agree to take a vote. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Why not go on with the bond 
resolution this evening? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits to the Senate the 
| request of the Senator from New Hampshire. 
| Mr. BACON. I will first ask what 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. To take up unobjected pension bills, 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

TESTIMONY IN LAND CONTESTS. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I am directed by the Committee on Public 
Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4804) to amend sub- 
division 10 of section 2238 and to repeal subdivision 12 of section 
2238 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to report it 
favorably with an amendment. I ask the Senator from New 
| Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to yield to me to put the bill upon 
| its passage. It will not take two minutes. Th: 


What is the req 


i 


| mo 

ho rs 

Mr. PEFFER. I should be very glad to have such 
To arrange a time for tak 


a vote on the 


uring 
ring 


d with creat 


the request 1s 


re is no objection 


to it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have no objection, if there will be no 
debate. 





Mr. DUBOIS. There will be no debate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Public Lands was to 
strike out section 2,in the following words: 

Sec. 2. That subdivision 12 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of tl 
United States is hereby repealed. 

So as to make the bill read: 





16 


Be it enacted. etc., That subdivision 10 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States is hereby amended so as to read as fol 

* Tenth. Registers and receivers are allowed, j tly. at a rate not exceed- 
ing 10 cents per hundred words for testimony reduced by them to writing 
for claimants in all cases, and in all cases where they ca ‘ re a compe 
tent person to reduce the testimony to writing for a sum js per f » than 


| the sum herein prescribed it shall be their duty to do so 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was agreed to. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
| read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill to amend sub- 
division 10 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States.” 








JERUSHA STURGIS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first bill on the Calendar under 
the order just made will be announced. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Jerusha Sturgis, 
widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 7, 
before the word “ dollars,” to strike out “one hundred” and in- 
sert ‘“‘seventy-five”; and in line 8 to insert “‘ in lieu of the pension 
she is now receiving’; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jerusha Sturgis, widow of 
Brig. Gen. Samuel Davis Sturgis, and pay her a pension of $15 per month 


from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of the pension she is now 
receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended soastoread: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Jerusha Sturgis, widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. 
Sturgis.” 

SAMUEL E. LISCOM. 


The bill (S. 2828) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Liscom was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

»8es8 to place on the pension roll the name of Samuel E. Liscom, 
ate of Company A, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PLUMY E. MARDEN. 

The bill (S. 2829) granting a pension to Plumy E. Marden was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Plumy E. Marden, daughter of 
Benjamin Chote, late a soldier in Colonel Poor’s regiment and 
afterwards in Capt. Edward Burbank’s company in the war of the 
Revolution, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SIMPSON EVERETT STILWELL. 


The bill (S. 2787) granting a pension to Simpson Everett Stil- 
well was considered as in. Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to place on the pension roll the name of Simpson Everett Stilwell, 
late scout and guide in the United States Army, at $20 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARY ANN TRACY, 


The bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tracy was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Mary Ann Tracy, as daughter of 
David Tracy, late lieutenantin the Thirty-seventh Regiment United 
States Volunteers in the war of 1812, and to allow her a pension 
of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SOPHRONIA 8. STOWELL. 


The bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia 8. Stowell was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place the 
name of Sophronia 8. Stowell on the pension roll as the surviving 
widow of Maj. David P. Stowell, late of First Maine Cavalry, 
and to pay her a pension of $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
LYDIA A. TAFT. 

The bill (H. R. 577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
upon the pension roll the name of Lydia A. Taft as the widow of 
Lowell Taft, late a private in Company G, Eighteenth Regiment 
Connecticut Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EBENEZER G. HOWELL. 


The bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
G. Howell, late a private of Company F, One hundred and six- 
tieth New York Volunteers, was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to place upon the pension roll the name 
of Ebenezer G. Howell, late a private in Company F, One hundred 
and sixtieth New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pen- 
sion of $30 per month in lieu of all other pensions. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CAROLINE D, MOWATT. 


The bill (H. R. 1139) ween a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Caroline D. Mowatt, as widow 
of Alfred B. Soule, late major of the Twenty-third Regiment Maine 
Volunteers. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RIGHT OF WAY ON PUBLIC LANDS FOR ELECTRIC POWER. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask the Senator from New Hampshire if he 
will allow me to call up a bill of some local importance. There is 
some necessity for its immediate passage. It is a House bill and 
will not take up any time. If there is any discussion over it I 
will withdraw it. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I yield for that purpose. 


May 5 


“ Mr. TELLER. Iask unanimous consent for the present oy. 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act approved Ma), h 
8, 1891, granting the right of way upon the public lands for r, 
voir and canal pu ; 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of }}\, 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to amend {}\o 
act entitled “An act to permit the use of the right of way throu.) 
the public lands for tramroads, canals, and reservoirs, and for 0: ),,.- 

urposes,” approved January 21, 1895, by adding thereto the fo). 

owing: 

Sxc. 2. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and hereby is, authorized and 
empowered, under general regulations to be fixed by him, to permit the \., 
of right of way to the extent of 25 feet, together with the use of neces. ry 
ground, not exceeding 40 acres, upon the public lands and forest resery:;;,,., 
of the United States, by any citizen or association of citizens of the Upite 
States, for the purposes of generating, manufacturing, or distributing «| 
trig power. 

The bill Was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EUGENIA R. SWEENY. 


The bill (H. R, 3426) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia 
R. Sweeney, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney, deceased. 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in lines 6 and 7, to strike out the name “Sweeney” 
where it occurs and insert ‘‘ Sweeny”; so as to make the bill re:d: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eugenia R. Sweeny, wi 
of Thomas W. Sweeny, deceased, } 


ser. 
I 


L ate a brigadier-general, United s: on 
Army, and pay her a pain at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of the pen- 
sion she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill wasreported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Eugenia R. Sweeny, widow of Brig. Gen, 
Thomas F. Sweeny, deceased.” 


CHARLOTTE 0. VAN CLEVE. 


The bill (S. 1883) to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van Cleve, 
widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 
** one hundred” and insert “ fifty ”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the general pension laws, the name of Mrs. Charlotte 


O. Van Cleve, widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Horatio P. Van 
Cleve, at the rate of $50 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


STEPHEN MAINES, 


The bill (S. 2542) granting a pension to Stephen Maines was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “ dollars,” to strike out 
‘twelve ” and insert “‘ eight”; so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and direc to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Stephen Maines, late a privit 
in Company K, Te RTeED Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension of $8 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SAMANTHA BARNES. 


The bill (S. 586) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 
Barnes was considered oh Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place upon the on roll, at $20 per month, the name 
of Samantha Barnes, of Denver, Colo., widow of Newcom) \I. 
Barnes, late captain of Company I, One hundred and first Res'- 
ment of Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in lieu of the pension of $8 pT 
month she is now ee. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, order«l 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET C, M’KAY. 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Will the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to me for a moment, as I am compelled to leave the 
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Senate, to ask to take up a bill a little farther along on the Cal- 
endar? It is a case in which | take some interest, Senate bill 527. 

Mr. GALLINGER. _I yield for that purpose. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pasco in the chair). The 
Senator from Oregon asks unanimous consent forthe present con- 
sideration of a bill the title of which will be stated. 

The SecRETARY. A bill (S. 527) for the relief of Margaret C. 


ABRAHAM RHODES. 

The bill (S. 2158) granting a pension to Abraham Rhodes was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment,in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“twenty-four” and insert “ sixteen”; so as to make the bill read: 


McKay, widow of the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon. mustiueetaed anol Aipcened to nimee ans the pee eae be te herebe, 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Abraham R 5 lave pri 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had beem reported | vats in.fompany L Sixth Kentucky Cavalry” au pay him, a pension atthe 

from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 7. to | receiving. I 1 the passage of this act, in lieu of that he is now 

fill the blank before the — —— by inserting the word The amendment was agreed to. 

“twenty”; so as to make the bill read: The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


, it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, vas cone di 
anu to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions of the pension ment was concurred in. 


laws, the name of Margaret C. McKay. widow of the late Dr. William C. The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
McKay, of Oregon, at the rate of $20 per month. the third time, and passed. 
The amendment was agreed to. The title was amended so as to read: ‘A bill granting an increase 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | of pension to Abraham Rhodes.” 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


JAMES W. WHITNEY. The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 

The bill (S. 2430) granting a pension to James W. Whitney was | amendments, after the word “regiment,” in line 7, to insert 

considered as inCommittee of the Whole. It proposes to place on | ‘‘ Wisconsin”; and in the same line, before the word *‘ dollars,” to 

the pension roll the name of James W. Whitney, late private, | strike out ‘‘twelve” and insert ‘eight; so as to make the bill read: 
Company D, First Ohio Light Artillery Volunteers, at $12 per | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and h 


GEORGE D,. NOBLE, 
The bill (S. 2441) granting a pension to George D. Noble was 


is hereby 
month fey 0 er oy ae a 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | vate Ce ympany E, Fort yaixt h Regiment Wisconsin \ olunt r in t ant r y.a t he 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. | rate of $8 per month from the passage of this act. 
JACOB P. FLETCHER. The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill (S. 2428) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. | The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


a0 nC : a ments were concurred in. 

Vite ccieceed tom og ae adhe bene al with an | The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
amendment, in line 6, after the name “Fletcher,” to strike out | the third time, and passed. 

“Jate captain Company A, Nineteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer RICHARD T. SELTZER. 

Infantry, at the rate of $24 per month from the passage of this The bill (S. 2077) granting a pension to Richard T. Seltzer was 
act, in lieu of that he is now receiving,” and insert, ‘‘late a lieu- | considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

tenant, Company A, One hundred and ninety-fifth Ohio Volunteer The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
Infantry, at the rate of $17 per month,in lieu of the pension he | amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 


now receives”; so as to make the bill read: ‘*twelve” and insert ‘* eight”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heishereby, | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject oe ine provisions authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob P. Fletcher, late a | sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard T. Seltzer, late 
lieutenant, Company A, One hundred and ninety-fifth Ohio Volunteer In- | private Company F, Fortieth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and 


fantry, at the rate of $17 per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. pay him a pension at the rate of $3 per month from the passage of this act 
The amendment was agreed to. The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 





ment was concurred in. : f | ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE E. TUTTLE. ° ELIJAH A. GILBERT. 


The bill (S. 2341) granting a pension to George E. Tuttle was| The bill (S. 1465) granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill was reported | Giibert was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 8, be- The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
fore the word “dollars,” to strike out ‘‘twelve” and insert | an amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out 
“eight”; and after the word ‘‘ months,” in the same line, to strike | twenty-five,” and insert ‘‘ twenty”; so as to make the bill read: 
out “ from the passage of this act "5 so as to make the bill read: Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions | and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elijah A. Gilbert, late of Com 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George E. Tuttle, late of | pany E, One hundred and second Regiment Illinois Infantry, and pay him a 
Company G, Two hundred and eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer | pension of $20 per month, in lieu of the pension he now receives. 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month. The amendment was agreed to. 


The amendments were agreed to. The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- | yyent was concurred in. 

ments were concurred in. : \ The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | the third time, and passed. 

the third time, and passed. THEODORE V. PURDY. 


oe The bill (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy 
Mr. TURPIE. I ask permission of the honorable Senator from | was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 


New Hampshire to allow me to request the immediate considera- | place on the pension roll the name of Theodore V. Purdy, late 
tion of Senate bill 2601, granting an increase of pension to Ambrose 


»the provisions 





private Company F, First Michigan Sharpshooters, and to pay him 
B. Carlton. ; a pension of $50 a month, in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 
Mr. COCKRELL. We shall soon reachit. The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
= GALLINGER. I believe it is a pension bill. to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ee It is a pension bill, and we shall soon SATRAN MEFCURLL. 

. . ; a7 ‘ ing ¢ sensic ( lathan Mitche 
Mr.GALLINGER. I have no objection to its present consider- | __The bill (S. 1857) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell was 
; : considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 

ation. It is just as well to consider it now ; "ae *. ae 
Mr . If weare going to have a rule we should | 0? the pension roll the name of Nathan Mitchell, a soldier in the 


bserv There man ; . sj - | Mexican war, at $8 per month. 
bills, We can oes them ie dcerasaments, and I do nenthion The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


it is to make exceptions to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. M. I do not think so either. EMMA WEIR CASE Y. r 4 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let the regular order proceed. The bill (S. 2729) granting a pension to Emma Weir Casey was 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next pension bill in order | considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


will be proceeded with. The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
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amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
**one hundred” and insert “‘ seventy-five ”; so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the general pension laws, the namne of Emma Weir Casey, 


widow of the late Brig. Gen. Thomas Lincoln Casey, Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, at the rate of $75 a month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SARAH G. IVES, 


The bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Sarah G. Ives, widow of Joseph 
C. Ives, late of Company A, Iowa Volunteer Infantry, in the war 
with Mexico, at $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HELEN A, JACKMAN, 


The bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to Helen A. Jackman, 
dependent daughter of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company 
I, Fourteenth Regiment of Maine Volunteers, was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension 
roll the name of Helen A. Jackman, dependent daughter of Lieut. 
William Jackman, late of Company I, Fourteenth Regiment of 
Maine Volunteers, at $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMBROSE B, CARLTON, 

The bill (S. 2601) granting a pension to Ambrose B, Carlton 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The Committee on Pensions reported an amendment, in line 8, 
before the word ‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘ seventy-two ” and insert 
‘* fifty”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ambrose B. Carlton, of Terre 
Haute, Vigo County, Ind., late a private in the Mexican war, and that he be 
paid a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. TURPIE. I move to amend the amendment =z insertin: 
“sixty” in place of ‘‘fifty.” Iam authorized by the chairman o 
the committee to move that amendment. The pensioner is already 
drawing $50 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that amendment ought to be made. 
I am satisfied the committee intended to report the rate at $60, 
inasmuch as the soldier is now wing $50. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
striking out “fifty” and inserting “‘ sixty.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was — to. 

Mr. TURPIE. The pensioner is described in the bill as a pri- 
vate, when he was a corporal, and he was also described as a cor- 
poral in a previous bill. I ask to have that corrected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That can be reached by simply striking out 
the word “ private” and inserting ‘‘corporal.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, after the words “ late a,” it is pro- 

to amend by striking out “private” and inserting “ cor- 
poral.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LANDS IN CALIFORNIA AND OREGON, ' 


Mr. WHITE. Iask unanimous consent for the present consid- 
eration of House bill 5819. It is a matter of great importance to 
California and Oregon and affects no other State. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is it a pension bill? 

Mr. WHITE. No. The Senators from both the States of Ore- 
gon and California are very much interested in the bill, and we 
should like to have an opportunity to get it passed this evening. 

Mr. PALMER. We 1 be able to get to it directly. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I hope the bill may be taken up 
and disposed of at this time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield for that a. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection if it leads to no debate. 

Mr. WHITE. Oh,no. It is exactly the same as the law which 
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is now applicable to Idaho and Montana, except that this is |. 
expensive. 
r. GALLINGER. Let the bill be read. 

Mr. WHITE. I suggest that the bill has been once read 
- amendments may now be stated. They are printed wit), 

ill. 

Mr. HILL. What bill is that? 

Mr. WHITE. A bill to provide for the examination and ¢| 
fication of certain lands in the State of California. It is th, 
as the law now in force in Idaho and Montana. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of i), 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5819) to provide fo, 
the examination and classification of certain lands in the Stats o¢ 
California, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments. : 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 3, line 7, aft 
word ‘ lands,” to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That where 1 bodies of land within the limits of said ora); 
are commonly sme generally known to be nonmineral the Commissi......, 
the General Land Office s! commissioners to take eviden : i+) 
relation thereto, and if it be found that such bodies of land are noni . 


they shall classify the same accordingly in a body without actual insp tic 
by legal subdivision. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 2, 
word ‘‘ compensation,” to strike out the w 


and 


i the 


33i- 


r the 


4, line 9, after the 
‘their actual nec. 


essary expenses incurred while in the performance of their oficial 
duties, and in addition thereto the further sum of”; soas to read 


The oath of office of said commissioners shall be filed by them in the oijoo 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office. Said commissioners s}),\] 
receive for their compensation $10 for each day they may be actually envavad 
in the performance of their duties; and their accounts shall be audited Ly the 
Secretary of the Interior and paid monthly. 


The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, in section 2, page 4, after the word 
‘*act,” in line 23, to insert “‘and shall fully complete said classj- 
ee the term of four years from date of this act”: so 
as to read: 


And ow shall, immediately eo a ntment, proceed to examine 
and classify the lands herein men within their respective land districts, 
as provided in this act, and shall fully complete said classification within the 
term of four years from date of this act. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 8, page 10, line 11, before 
the word ‘‘thousand,” tostrike out “ twenty” and insert “forty”; 
so as to read: 


That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise pe e sum of $40,000, or so much thereof as may be 
eee expended to carry into effect the provisions of this act, the 
same to be paid out upon the order of the Secretary of the Interior. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I submit the amendment whichI 
send to the desk and ask for its adoption. 

‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. e amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Oregon will be read. 


The Secretary. After section 7 of the bill add the following 
as additional sections: 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
y as , to cause all unpatented lands within 
ty land districts in the te of Oregon within 
land-grant limits of what is known as the 
California as ge being lands in the State of 
Oregon granted by an act entitled “An act lands to aid in the con- 
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Central Pacific Railroad 
in California to Portland, in Oregon,” July 25, 1866, and acts sup- 
plemental thereto and amendatory thereof, to be examined and classi tie! )y 
commissioners to be appointed as hereinafter provided, with special refer- 
ence to the mineral or nonmineral character of such lands, and to reject, 
cancel, and disallow any and all claims or filings heretofore made, or which 
may hereafter be made by or on behalf of the said railroad company, or on 
any unpatented lands in said State of Oregon which upon examination shall 
be classified, as ro in this as mineral lands: Provided, That where 
large bodies of land within the of said grants are commonly and gen- 
erally known to be the Commissi of the General Land Oitice 
shall direct said to take evidence with relation thereto, «ni if 
it be found that such bodies of land are nonmineral, they shall classiiy the 
same in a body Se ee | subdivision 
“Sec. 9. That for the purpose of making the examination herein provided 
for, three oners shall be ted by the President of the United 
States as soon as p 
<i three 


passage of this act; that at least one 
shall be a practical miner and : 

id State of Oregon. Before upon their duties each of said com- 
missioners shall an oath to a the duties of his office. 
The oath of office of said commissioners be filed by them in the office of 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office. joners shall 
receive for their compeneees cme each day they may be actually engaged 
in the performance of their du and their accounts beaudited by the 
Secre' ot the Interior and t commissioners shal! make 
exam: the lands men within their respective land <is- 
tricts, and may also take the testimony of witnesses as to the mineral or 100- 
m™m of any of said landsand receive any other evidence relating 
to said matter, and shall have power to summon to a r before 
them, and to administer oaths; and they shall, immediately upon their 4p- 
pointment, proceed to examine and classify the lands herein mentione:, 
within their ve land districts, as provided in this act, and shal! fully 
complete said within the term of four years from the date of 
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; All testimony taken by said commissioners shall be reduced to By unanimous conse » Presidine Officer was : orizes 
this act gabacrived by the witnessen and filed with the report of the. com: | gy it the mong ene, the Presiding Officer was authorized to 
missioners hereinafter required. The action or decision of a majority of al I etc nterees on the part of the Senate; and Mr, DuBOIs, 
any one of boards of commissioners shall control in all matters herein | - ir. PETTIGREW, and Mr. Pasco were appointed. 
srovided for within the jurisdiction of such board. | Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate adjourn 
: “Sec. 10. That all said lands shall be classified as mineral which by reason The motion was agreedto: and (at 6 } eel cai neciaaiiias oe oe 
of valuable mineral deposits are open to exploration, occupation, and pur } ; on Was agreed to, and (at 6 o ClocK ind 6 minutes p. m.) 
chase under the ,provisions of the United States mining laws, and the com- | the senate adjourned until to-morrow, W¢ dnesday, May 6, 1596, 
missioners in meking the classification hereinafter provided for shall take | at 12 o'clock meridian. 
into consideration the mineral discovered or developed on or adjacent to such 
jand, and the geological formation of all lands to be examined and classified, or 
the landsadjacent thereto, and the reasonable probabilities of such land con , ’ _ 
taining valuable mineral deposits because of its said formation, location, or lai ee 
character. The classification herein provided for shall be by each legal sub HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
division where the lands have been surveyed. If the lands examined are not 
surveyed, classification shall be made by tracts of such extent and designated 


per : S a . na TUESDAY, May 5, 1896. 

by such ques’ or er bese peentity meapes eenenneeeen . : . 

ps may determine. e re issued for mining ground in any use vt § 2 o'clock _ ee ™ 
oretion of land this shall be taken as prima facie evidence that the 40-acre he House met at 12 o'clock m, Px syer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


subdivision within which it is located is mineral land: Provided, That the HEN RY N. Cot DEN. : 

word ‘mineral,’ where it occurs in this act, shall not be held to include iron rhe Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 

or coal: And provided further, That the examination and classification of | proved. 

jands hereby authorized shall be made without reference or regard to any re ae = 
revious examination or report or classification thereof. EXPLANATION OF A VOTE. 
“Sec. 11. That such of the lands herein mentioned as have been surveyed Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker. I wish to cal as San iin 

prior to the passage of this act shall be first examined and classified as herein Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention to the Rro- 

provided, and afterwards, and as speedily as practicable, the lands herein | ORD of last evening. I voted upon the resolution offered by the 

mentioned which have not been surveyed, 


until all the lands herein men- | gentleman from South Dakota [ Mr. PickLEeR]. the understanding 

tioned have been examined and classified as herein provided. being that 1 rg it] M . At neve i eT eal : ; ; _— a 
“Seo. 12. That said commissioners shall, on or before the 5th day of each & that my pair with Air. TCHESON ol exas had been can- 
month, file in the office of the register and receiver of the land office of the celed by striking out my name and inserting Mr. BRoMWELL’s 


land district in which the land examined and classified is situated a full | instead. I find that was a mistake, and consequently my vote was 
report, in duplicate, in such form as the Secretary of the Interior may pre- cast through a misapprehension ; ee — 
scribe, showing ~ pas ememined by thom Sanne. Se preceding month, > * apy : 7 

nd specifying clearly by legal subdivisions, where the land is surveyed, or :waIHen aT . > . 2 PENSION R el ba 
pre a —— objects En ee ae yp ees ey the same, CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE PENSION BILLS, ETC. 
the lands classified by them as mineral lands and those classified as nonmin- -NDERSON > Sneaker desiva to antynit a nriet.* 
eral; and with said report shuil be filed all testimony taken and written hee HE ee N. ‘ Mr. 4 _— r, J . ire to submit a privi- 

communications receive’ by said commissioners ro? to the lands em- | leged report from the Committee on Rules. 





braced in the re . The register and receiver shall file one duplicate of The SPEAKER. The report and accompanying resolution will 
said report in their office, together with all accompanying testimony and | He read ’ 
pers, and the other duplicate shall be by them forwarded direct to the The Cl wir read as follows: 
of the Interior, and said commissioners shall furnish to the Secre- 1e Clerk read as follows: 
tary ot e Interior at any time such further or additional report or infor- The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 288 
mation as he may uire concerning any matters relating to their duties or | having had the same under consideration ienan 


, ask leave tor ‘t the foll y 
the performance of the same. Upon receipt of such report the register of ee nee cee 


a - substitute therefor: 
the land office shall, at the expense of the United States, cause to be pub- 











: he | s “Resolved, That on Wednesday, May 6, 1896, and Wednesday, May 153, 1896, 
lished in a newspaper of general circulation in each county in which the land | immediately after the reading of the Journal on each day, the House shall 
so classified is located, at least once a week for four consecutive weeks, notice | resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of 
of the classification of lands as shown by said report; and any person, cor- | such bills as are in order on the sessions of Friday evenings: and that in the 
ion, or company feeling aggrieved by such classification may, at any | consideration of such bills under this resolation ten minutes’ debate shall be 

e within sixty days after the first publication of said notice, file with the | allowed on each bill, with the amendments thereto, such time to be divided 


register and receiver of the land office a verified — against the accept 
ance of said classification, which protest shall set forth in concise language 
the grounds of objection to the classification as to the particular land in said 
rotest described, whereupon a hearing shall be ordered by and conducted 
‘ore the said register and receiver, under rules and regulations as nearly 
Bs in conformity with the rules and practice of such land office 
in contests invol the mineral or nonmineral character of land in other 
an @ from the decision of the register and receiver shall be 
the oner of the General Land Office and to the Secretary 


equally between those favoring and those opposing the bill: Provid how- 
ever, That nothing in this resolution shall be construed as interfering with 
general appropriation bills and conference reports thereon 


Mr. HENDERSON. Lask the previous question on the adop- 
tion of the resolution. 

The previous question was ordered. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker 


z5 


i 


of the Interior, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the In- Mr. HENDERSON. Does the gentleman from Georgia desire 
terior may prescribe: Provided, That at such hearings the United States dis- | to occupy time? 


trict attorney or his assistants for the judicial district in which the land is 
situated appear and defend the interests of the United States, and for 
such services he shall receive compensation not exceeding $10 per day for 
each day's actual services before the register and receiver, to be paid out of 
the fun vided for the examination and classification of said mineral lands. 
“Sec. 13. That as to the lands inst the classification whereof no protest 
we been filed as hereinbefore provided, the classification, when ap- 
proved by the Secretary of the Interior, shall be considered final, except in 
case of fraud, and all plats and records of the local and general land offices 
shall be made to conform to such classification; and as to the lands against 
the classification whereof ye may be filed, the final ruling made after 
the day set for shall determine the srper classification, and all 
records of the local and general land offices shall be made to conform to the 


Mr. CRISP. When the gentleman gets through I shall occupy 
the floor for a few moments. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I will make a brief explanation first and 
then hear what my colleague on the committee has to say. 

Mr. CRISP. Very well. 

Mr. HENDERSON. This resolution, Mr. Speaker, is the same 
as the one which the House voted upon last night, with the single 
exception that we have added thereto an exception in behalf of 
appropriation bills, so that conference reports on appropriation 


Caine diburmined by cach fal ruling, and all ecets of such bear. — may be pe ames on at any time during the two 
ings shall be paid by the unsuccessful party, under such rulesas the Secretary | G@YS S€t apart by this resolution. : re 

of the Interior ma be; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby he effect of the rule is to allow Wednesday of this week and 
authorized to esta such rules and regulations as may be necessary to | Wednesday of next week for the consideration of such bills, and 


nee effect the true intent and provisions of this act as speedily as 


“Sec. 14. That no patent or other evidence of title shall be issued or deliv- 
ered to said Oregon and California Railroad Company for any land in said 
State, or to any assignee company, until the examination and classification 

for in this act shall have been made, and such patent or other evi- 
title shall only issue then to such land, if any, n said State as said 
company may be, by law and compliance therewith, and by the said classifica- 
tion, ; and any tent, certificate, or record of selection, or other 


such bills only, as are in order for consideration under the rule 
on Friday nights. And I wish to call the attention of the House 
to the fact that the Calendar of May 4 shows that there are 387 
prvate pension bills pending on the Calendar, reported from 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions and from the Committee on 
Pensions, and that there are 18 bills which have already passed 


a 


evidence of title or rict sion of any land in said State, issued, en- ~ ee — a and are? still pending, undisp. wed of 
tered, or delivered to said railroad company in violation of the provisions of | by the House—bills reported from the same committees—making 
this act shall zo wa Provided, That —— contained ej = om pe a total of 405 private pension bills undisposed of. Ht is because 
taken or — a ss izing, ) phe rming any grant of land or the | of this condition of the Calendar and the great need for the con- 
aul: anuieeect af the United Btates against ¢ e said reload | Sideration of these bills that this rule is presented for the consid- 
company to a forfeiture of any land grant heretofore made to said | eration of the House. 
company.” For reasons which I will not now discuss, no great progress has 
The amendment was agreed to. been made at the Friday night sessions, and it has been thought 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
a third time. 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon the title was amended 
80 as to read: ‘A bill to provide for the examination and classi- 
fication of certain lands in the States of California and Oregon.” 

Mr. DUBOIS. I move that the Senate request a conference 
with the House of Representatives upon the bill and amendments. 

The motion was agreed to. 


wise to allow the House one day of this week and one day of next 
week to be devoted to the consideration of these bills exclusively, 

Mr. HULL. Will my colleague yield for a question? 

Mr. HENDERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. HULL. I take it from your statement that the special rule 
is to be devoted only to private pensions. There arealarge num- 
ber of desertion cases upon the Calendar; and if you propose to 
limit it to pension cases alone it will be necessary to amend the 
resolution. 

Mr. DALZELu. If they are in order on Friday night, they are 
included in this rule. 
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Mr. HENDERSON. I will say to my colleague that I did not 
count up the desertion cases, for I was not familiar with that 
class. But they are in order for consideration under this special 
rule because they are in order at the Friday night sessions. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The point is, as I understand the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. Eons that the two days should be limited to 
pension cases only, and not desertion cases. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That was not the intention of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, whose wishes we considered in re- 
gard to the matter. 

I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I am not one of those that oppose 
reasonable and equitable pension bills, but I want to say a word 
or two before the House adopts this order. Of course I know well 
the majority are going to adopt it, that nothing I might say would 
affect it, and yet I want to say a word to justify my own vote 
against this proposition. 

In the first place, all men must admit that our reneral pension 
laws are very liberal. I suppose no man, no matter how anxious 
he may be to appear as a special friend and champion of the sol- 
dier, will deny that our general laws are very liberal in relation 
to the granting of pensions to soldiers of the late war. Of course 
there are exceptional cases that arise, cases which the general law 
does not cover, which it is proper should be considered by Con- 
gress on their merits. Now, the first criticism I make of the prac- 
tice here is that the Committee on Pensions does not confine itself 
to the consideration of cases which equitably come within the 
» spirit of existing law, and yet by its strict terms are not included; 
but the Committee on Invalid Pensions report in favor of distinct 
classes of pensioners who, under the general law, are not included. 
I have always thought, and I now maintain, that it never was 
intended that the Committee on Invalid Pensions should report 
pension bills in favor of distinct classes of people who, under the 
general law, are not entitled to pensions, but it was intended rather 
to be like a court of equity, which might afford relief in certain 
cases where the general law, by reason of its universality, was de- 
ficient—some cases where specific proof could not be made, or 
something of that sort; but the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
does not limit itself in that way. 

Now, in spite of the liberal law to which I have referred, I am 
told that there are more than 3,000 applications for pensions which 
have been introduced during this Congress. 

Mr. LOUD. They are still coming. 

Mr. CRISP. Now, a great number have been reported. A 
great number have been considered under the rules of the House, 
to which I make no objection. 

This proposition is to change the rules of the House and to pro- 
vide for the consideration of these bills during two days of this 
month, and that no more than ten minutes’ debate or consideration 
shall be given to any one bill. 

Now, think of thatfor a moment. If the reportis read, it must 
come out of the ten minutes’ time. I venture to say there are 
cases in which the report can not be read in five minutes. We 
can not even understand the ground upon which the committee 
recommend the pension, and yet we are told that this is equitable 
and just. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if the House felt bound to accept the verdict 
or judgment of any of its committees absolutely, then, of course, 
there would be no occasion for any debate; but if the House re- 
serves to itself the right to consider a bill reported by a commit- 
tee, then I submit, Mr. Speaker, that ten minutes is too little time 
in which to permit the House intelligently to pass upon an appli- 
cation for a pension. Now, why should this be done? hy 
should the rules bechanged inthis way? Surely this House wants 
to pass intelligeatly upon these cases, and surely no gentleman 
upon that side will insist that you can do that in ten minutes. I 
undertake to produce—at least Iam informed that I can produce— 
reports from the Committee on Pensions that can not be read in 
five minutes, and that is all the time allowed in favor of the prop- 
osition. Therefore by this rule you deprive the House of hearing 
even a report from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and I sub- 
mit, Mr. Speaker, no matter how anxious gentlemen may be to 
consider these bills, this is not the proper way in which to con- 
sider them. 

Again, the House of Representatives for some days has been 
through with all the general appropriation bills. Why can not 
the House, under its rules, proceed from day to day to consider 
gee bills, if that is the purpose or the desire of its majority? 

f these bills are regarded as so important that the rules of the 
House must be changed, so important that they must be consid- 
ered without the House even knowing the reason why the com- 
mittee report them, let me ask why it is that you can not proceed 
from day to day to consider them under the rules? Five days last 
week you gave to the consideration of the bankruptcy bill. Five 
days or more you gave the week before to general debate on the 
pension bill, a mere gs ayttaene | to permit gentlemen to make 
speeches to send home for campaign purposes. Why now, if it is 
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so important that these bills should be considered—and I arog 
that they ought to be considered—why not proceed to consii.; 
them in the same manner that you consider other business? \\ 
not give a reasonable time in which to discuss them? Is it ¢;);, 
that gentlemen have reported bills when they are afraid that ;),, 
country shall see and hear the reasons they allege for their },.. 
sage? Is it true that gentlemen on that side of the House desi). 
to pass bills which they are ashamed to have discussed in the «),,., 
hearing of the House? It seems to me, sir, that this is not 6).\\ 
unusual, but that it is unjust, and can only be defended by t},, ,, 
who believe that every man who served in the war on the Uni, 
side is entitled to a pension irrespective of existing law. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I shall oppose this resolution, 
I shall vote against it, and in doing so I shall feel that I am 4.0; 
my duty as a Representative to vote against any rule which pr. 
vides that I shall be forced to pass upon a question when you (, 
not afford me sufficient opportunity even to hear the report red, 
m.. a, five minutes to the gentleman from California | \{r, 

OUD]. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I shall vote against this rule; and 
man recognizes better than I the imaginary idea prevailing 1 
our side of the Chamber of the delicate ground upon whi) [ 
tread; but I do not believe that even the claim of an old soldicr js 
so sacred that the ple of this country desire to pass his cso 
without due consideration. I have repeatedly heard it uttered 
here on Friday nights, ‘‘ Why, the committee have investivate 
this case and we will follow the committee.” I have heard i: 
stated that there have been 400 cases reported. Permit me to say 
that there are no committees in this House that can carefully oon. 
sider 400 cases in the length of time they have devoted to those 
cases. 

I assume, Mr. Speaker, in cases where a great deal more caro 
and thought is given to the consideration of matters by a whole 
committee than is given to these pension cases, this House in many 
instances has overturned the deliberations of the committee. In 
many instances, Mr. § er, the committee has carefully consid- 
ered bills for weeks and weeks and yet the sober judgment of this 
House hasoverturned the conclusions of the committee. 1 do not 
believe, Mr. Speaker, that there is any bill so sacred that it should 
be denied the light of day. Now,then,if the cases that have 
passed this House could bear that close investigation that they 
ought there might be some excuse for passing this rule. But [ 
have been brought to contemplate, when we look at the cases that 
have been passed here on Friday nights, whether there were any 
private soldiers left at the close of the late rebellion! Mr. Speaker, 
50 per cent of the cases that have passed have been to place upon 
the pension rolls, at a high rate, widows of officers; 25 per cont 
of the cases that you have have been to remove the charge 
of desertion from what I believe to be bona fide deserters. 

Now, then, let me to say to you, gentlemen, that I think you 
mistake the temper of the ple of this country when you pro- 

to pass through this House, or any legislative body, cases 
under the rule that you have presented here. I know what | say 
to-day will fall upon deaf ears; no one recognizes that better than 
Ido. But there is no man on this floor, Mr. Speaker, who will 
not recognize that one of the princi ar, ents used for the 
passage of the act of 1890 was that it would do away with the 
vicious pension legislation that had confronted Congress for 
many and many a session. 

The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Crisp] says 3,000 cases have 
already been presented, and I said in an undertone to the geutle- 
man that they were still coming. Look at your Recorp from 


m 


day to day and see if what I say is not a fact, and the party with 
which I am associated are, under the guise of this rule, to force 
ae this House cases that have had, permit me to say. no 


consideration whatever. Cases of pensioners and private claims, 
Mr. Speaker, do not receive deliberate consideration in committee. 
I know whereof I speak. These cases are referred to one inil- 
vidual member of the committee, and as the result of his delibera- 
tion this House is called upon to act. Yesterday I believe | was 
the only Republican who voted against this resolution, ani | 
shall do so to-day, perfectly satisfied, Mr. Speaker, that | am 
doing what is right and just and what the Republican party 
ought to do. ; 

Mr. HULICK. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a qucs- 
tion? 

Mr. LOUD. If I have time. , 

Mr. HULICK. i would like to ask what your remedy is, and 
how would you dispose of these several thousand private bills’ 
Should they remain for consideration on Friday nights and mvet 
with the o — we all know, or shall we pass this rule? 

Mr. LOUD. Ninety-eight per cent of your cases have no ment 
whatever, and investigation will show it. If you will present 
meritorious cases to House there will be an abundance of 
time to pass them. 

Mr. CRISP. I reserve the remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six minutes. 
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Mr. HENDERSON. How much time has that side remaining? 

The SPEAKER. Six minutes, , 

Mr. CRISP. Ireservethat. Of course if the gentleman wants 
to close, I will give him an opportunity. 

Mr. HENDERSON. What time have I remaining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has sixteen minutes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. r. Speaker, it is true, as the gentleman 
from Georgia says, that the pension laws, the general pension 
laws, are liberal; and no thanks to that side of the House for that 
fact. The Republican party alone, with a few assistants from 
the North, and one or two, as I remember it, from the South, have 
made them so. Under a friendly administration of the pension 
laws it has been found necessary in the = to pass special pen- 
sion bills; and now, with a mailed hand protruding from every 
Executive Department of this Government, when the interests of 
the old soldier are brought forward it needs some special legisla- 
tion to take care of the unfortunate ones who have difficulty in 
getting their proofs. [Applause on the Republican side.] Every 
man who has served a single term in this body knows that there 
are special difficulties surrounding the old soldier in getting his 
proofs. The Angel of Death is swift among the ranks of that 
class, carrying away witnesses, and it is difficult, after the lapse | 
of thirty years, to procure the necessary evidence in these cases; 
and the Con of the people has been called upon, is called | 
upon, and will be called upon, to provide for such defects. 

The gentleman from Georgia complains of the ten minutes. 
Mr. Speaker, if you had ten hours on a pension bill Democratic 
tongues would be found on that side charged with bitterness and 
gall to consume that time in order to defeat the passage of all 
such bills. [Applause on the Republican side.] The first time 
that I ever crossed swords with the gentleman from Georgia, when 
we were both commencing our term in Congress, was on account 
of his opposition to a private pension bill for the widow of a poor 
soldier. The gentleman soon saw that he was not in the proper 
field. His greater abilities called him to a higher plane, and he 
turned over to the petty little Gatling guns of-his party this petty 
warfare on the honored and maimed veterans of the Union. 
[Applause on the Republican side.} I congratulate him on his 
promotion. Ileave those who took his place to make = a con- 
science fund, from their own standpoint, to settle with their 
Maker. [Laughter; applause on the Republican side.] Ten 
minutes isample. Why? There are no new principles involved 
in these cases. They are settled on rules and principles well 
known to this House and to the country; the reading of the re- 
port, which on an_ average consumes about two minutes, will 
state each case, and five minutes will be left for the ancient, oft- 
repeated, abusive attacks coming from the Democratic side. 

One gentleman on that side says that the Republican party has 
a ‘soldiers’ trust” that we depend upon. I concede to most of 
you gentlemen on the Democratic side that in that matter and | 
in that alone you are conscientious antitrusters. (Laughter; ap- 
pause on the Republican side.] These pension bills are consid- | 
ered carefully in subcommittee and they are again considered and | 
voted upon in full committee. They come here based on simple | 
principles, and this rule is brought in because it is absolutely | 
coelale for on Friday nights the mass of -you gentlemen on that 
side are found, as you were found yesterday when we asked for | 
this order under a s msion of the rules, obstructing the way | 
and trying to defeat this pension legislation. | 

The gentleman from Georgia said something about our doing | 
this for campaign purposes. When I presented this report, Mr. | 
Speaker, I used no partisan word; I presented the report as a busi- | 
ness nee representing the committee of which the gentle- 

I 
| 








man and I are both members; but when the leader of the Demo- 
cratic party in this House hurls that venomous imputation against 
the members on this side, most of whom have served side by side | 
with the poor fellows who are sending us their petitions for this | 
legislation, I hurl it back in his teeth, and assert that under this | 
dome men can act for their constituents conscientiously in behalf | 
of the old soldiers of the Union as well as for filled-cheese insol- | 
vents and other classes of unfortunates. [Laughter; applause 
on the Republican side.} And when you talk about campaign | 
pe aan possibly the thought isin the minds of some of you who | 
lossom here perennially on Friday nights and on every other occa- 
sion that you have campaigns at home in which you can make 
your boasts of ha been obstructionists and strong assailants 
of the old Union soldier. Take that comfort home into your cam- 
paigns; but I assert that if the Democratic leaders on the floor of 
this House would lay aside this partisan abuse, if they would treat 
these old Union eciiioes as their defenders as well as ours, we 
would reach reconciliation and that union of hearts for which I 
love to labor as a member of this House and for which I long with- 
out a reservation. You gentlemen are the ones—some of you, I 
will not say it of you all—you gentlemen, the big and the little of 
7 in pe pan _ the ones who keep tearing oe amet tine 
ounds of war reparing your campaign material on lines 
which God and com own semmelences both ought to disapprove. 


{Loud applause on the Republican side.] We reservethe balance 
of our time on this side until we hear agait from the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, just a word. My friend from Iowa 
(Mr. HENDERSON], pursuing his usual custom, with which those 
of us who have served long here are very familiar, proceeds to set 
up a man of straw and then to knock him down. And he does that 
in a loud tone of voice, and he does it as though he felt and wanted 
the whole country to feel that the interest of the old soldier de- 
— at this moment upon the action of the gentleman from 

owa. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I said no word about this proposition being 
made for campaign purposes. I said that for five days you had 
debated a general pension bill which was for campaign purposes, 
and that if you thought as much of the gentlemen who are now 
asking pensions as you profess to think you might have used that 
time in considering private pension bills rather than making 
speeches on the general subject of pensions to send home for cam- 
paign purposes. That is what I said. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is worse than I thought it waa. 
[ Laughter. } 

Mr. CRISP. I made no criticism like that which my friend 
from Iowa has attributed to me. I defy you, Mr. Speaker, or any 
man in this House to make an argument against any proposition 
that is presented by the gentleman from Iowa without his work- 
ing himself into a great passion and claiming that he stands here 
preeminently in the interest of the people and that those who op- 
pose him are the enemies of the public weal. ; 

That isan old cry. It does not mean anything. The centle- 
man himself does not mean anything. It is simply a habit he has 
fallen into. [Laughter.} Of course, if it affords him any pleas- 
ure it does us no harm. ; 

Mr. Speaker, I think I will leave the matter there. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, this is thestatesmanlike reply 
we have heard from the gentleman from Georgia! He attacks my 
voice. I do not brag of my voice. I came honestly by it driving 
breaking teams. [Laughter.] It is the best voice I have. 

I opened this debate without bringing in any politics. The 
gentleman from Georgia seemsincapable of discussing such ques- 
tions on a high plane. Even now, as I understand him, he claims 
that in the passage of the bankruptcy bill we were using it for 
partisan purposes. He seems to treat meas though I thought— 
indeed he charges it—that the interests of the old soldier rest on 
my shoulders. Did I make any reference to myself, | would like 
to ask the gentleman from Georgia? I devoted most of my time 
to complimenting that side of the House on its devotion to the 
determination to fight the Union soldier. I said nothing of my- 
self. No man ever heard me, on the stump or elsewhere, allude 


| to the part thatI playedduring the war—a very simple part. God 


knows there is work enough here for us all in holding you fel- 
lows in check, with your rapiers for the old soldier, without speak- 
ing of ourselves. I know that I have the habit, as the gentleman 
says, of voting in the interest of the old soldiers. I can not retort 
that charge upon the gentleman from Georgia. It is a habit that 
he never has acquired. His associations are such that it would 
be very difficult for him to acquire it; and I presume he never 
will. If thatis a bad habit, lhaveit. Iwish my other bad habits 


| were no more hurtful than that. I will waste no more time on 


the gentleman from Georgia. He has sunk into a petty personal 
response which really answered itself. [Applause. | 

I yield now to my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania {[Mr. DALZELL}. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, the proposition embodied in this 
rule is to give one whole day this week and one whole day next 
week to the consideration of legislation of a particular kind. I 
think this rule can be justified as a plain business proposition. 
The reasons for it are, first, the character of the legislation; and 
second, the impossibility, under the rules of the House, of having 
this business considered in any other way. There are, as my col- 
league has said, some three or four hundred bills of this character 
on the Private Calendar. These bills are of a pressing nature. 
The very fact that they have been before this committee and are 
reported here for action testifies to the necessity for their imme- 
diate consideration. 

Now, the gentleman from Georgia says, why not consider them 
from day to day under the rules of the House? The answer is a 
simple one—that these bills can only be considered in one of two 
ways, either by unanimous consent, which experience shows it is 
absolutely impossible to have, or under an order of business re- 
ported from the Committee on Rules. There are only these two 
methods of securing the consideration of this class of business 
outside of the ordinary Friday evening sessions. Now, why is it 
that Friday evening sessions do not answer the purpose of a fair 
consideration of these measures? No gentleman who comes here 
on Friday evening, or, failing to come, reads the Recorp, is igno- 
rant of the fact that week after week, night after night, gentle- 
men get up on the floor of this House and consume the time of the 
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Committee of the Whole by long debate—possibly not, as my 
friend from Georgia suggested, for campaign purposes, but, for 
whatever purpose, with the result that these bills go unconsid- 
ered, unpassed upon, and remain on the Calendar, blocking the 
business of the House. 

There are, then, I suggest, two reasons why this rule should 
pass, from a purely business point of view—first, the character 
and number of the bills; second, the impossibility of their con- 
sideration in any other way than under such a ruleasthis. Now, 
what are the objections urged against the passage of this rule? 

My friend from Georgia says that the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions has increased the ene of pensioners. I deny it. I 
deny that any bill has been passed or, so far as I have been able 
to ascertain, is now on the Calendar which deals with any other 
than persons equitably entitled to pensions under existing law. 
And I deny that the committee has abused its power or discretion 
in the number of bills that it has reported. According to the 
gentleman from Georgia, there have been referred to that com- 
mittee at least 3,000 bills; yet it has reported only about 10 per 
cent of them; so that the reasons alieged against the passage of 
this rule fall to the ground for lack of truth. Without entering, 
therefore, into partisan discussion or any consideration as to 
whether pensions ought to be granted or ought to be refused, I 
submit that these bills are entitled to the consideration of the 
House, and that they can receive such consideration in no other 
way than by the adoption of this rule. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is it not a fact that most of these 
bills are bills that were on the Calendar of the last two Con- 

resses—bills which have accumulated during those previous 

Jongresses and can not now be considered—— 

Mr. DALZELL. A great many of them are in that situation. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. A majority of them. 

Mr. DALZELL. And if previous Houses had acted as we pro- 

se now to act our Calendar would not be loaded with these bills. 

hether they are worthy or unworthy bills, whether the gentle- 
man from California [Mr. Loup] is right or wrong in the exag- 
erated statement he makes that 98 per cent of them are unworthy 
ills, they can in any event be trusted to the judgment, the dis- 
cretion, the good sense of a Republican House of Representatives. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania one question. How many cases of private pensions have 
been defeated in this Congress? 

Mr. DALZELL. I can not answer the gentleman from Califor- 
nia. I have not the figures. I understand the gentleman from 
California, however, has done his best to defeat a good many of 
them. [Applause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. LOUD. Well, the gentleman is making a statement of 
which he knows nothing personally. Permit me to say it is only 
hearsay testimony. 


Royse, 
Sauerhering, 
Scranton, 
Shafroth, 
Sherman, 
Simpkins, 
Snover, 
Sorg, 


Abbott, 
Allen, Miss. 
Bankhead, 
Bartlett, Ga. 


Bartlett, N. Y. 


ll, Tex. 
Buck, 
Catchings, 
Clardy, 
Cockrell, 
Cooper, Fla. 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cox, 

Crisp, 


Acheson, 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, TM. 
Allen, Utah 
Apsley, 
Arnold, Pa. 
Atwood, 


Béwers, 
Calderhead, 
Clark, lowa 
Clarke, Ala. 
Cobb, 

Coddi 


Crowley, 
Curtis, lowa 
Danford, 


So the resolution was adopted. 


Strong, 
Sulloway, 
8 r, 


Taft, 
Tawney, 
Tayler, 
Towne, 
Tracewell, 
Tracey, 
Updegraff, 
Van Horn, 


NAYS—%6. 


Culberson, 
De Armond, 
muy, 
Dinsmore, 
Ellett, Va. 
Elliott, 8. OC. 


Hall, 
Harrison, 
Hendrick, 
Jones, 
Lester, 
Linney, 
Little, 


Fletcher, 
Foote, 
‘088, 


Grosvenor, 
Grout, 
Hanly, 
Hardy, 
Hart, 


Hatch, 
Heiner, Pa. 
Hemenway, 
Henry, I 
Howard, 
Huff, 
Hutcheson, 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnsor:, N. Dak. 
Kendall, 
Kiefer, 


Loud, 
McClellan, 
McCulloch, 
McDearmon, 
McLaurin, 
McRae, 
Meredith, 
iles, 
Money, 
Ogden, 
Otey, 
ae 
tterson, 
Pendleton, 


NOT VOTING—126. 
Maha 


Meyer, 


Millike 


Miner, N. Y. 


Moses, 
Mozley, 
Murphy, 
Neill, 
Newlands, 
Overstreet, 
Pearson, 
Price, 
Prince, 


The following pairs were announced: 
Until further notice: 


Mr. RaNEy with Mr. CowEn. 


Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. McMILLIN. 


Van Voorhis 
Watson, Ohio 
Willis, 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wood, 
Woodman. 


Russell, Ga, 
Sayers, 
gettie, 
sncer, 
Stokes, , 
ees, 
strowd, N. 
Talbert, a 
Tate, 
Terry, 
Turner, Ga. 
Turner, Va. 
Williams, 
oakum. 


Sea, 
Stalling: 
Bhosle 
Stephens: mn. 
Stewart, N. J, 
Stone, C. W 
Strode, Nebr. 
Swanson, 
homas, 
Thorpe, 
Treloar, 
Tucker, 
Tyler, 
Underwood, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass, 
Walker, Va. 
Walsh, 
Wanger, 
Warner, 
Washington, 
Watson, Ind. 
Wellington, 
Wheeler, 
ite, 
Wilber, 
Wilson, 8.0. 
Woodard, 
oomer, 


Wright. 


The SPEAKE 


lution. 


y 
R. The question is on the adoption of the reso- 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 


resolution was 


zreed to 


Mr. TALBERT. I demand a division. 
Before the count by division was announced, 


Mr. HENDERSON. 


I demand the yeas and nays. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 172, nays 56, not 
voting 126; as follows: 


Adams, 
Aldrich, Ala. 
Anderson, 
Andrews, 
Arnold, R.L 
Paker, Kans. 
Baker, Md. 


YEAS—172. 


Cousins, - 
Soe 


Cummings, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Curtis, N. Y. 
Dalzell, 


Harris, 
Hartman, 
Heatwole, 
Henderson, 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn, 


Mr. Jounson of North Dakota with Mr. Lawson, 
Mr. Curtis of Iowa with Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. Prince with Mr. BAILEY. 
. Grout with Mr. NEILL. 
. DRAPER with Mr. TUCKER. 
. WANGER with Mr. SWANSON. 
. Harpy with Mr. Harr. 
. Jounson of Indiana with Mr. BLack of Georgia. 
. HEMENWAY with Mr. RoBertson of Louisiana, 
. Hurr with Mr. Miner of New York. 
Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. Smits of Michi with Mr. Berry. 
Mr. Moziey with Mr. Mosss. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD with Mr. DocKERY. 
For this day: : 
Mr. Strope of Nebraska with Mr. HuTCHESON, 
Mr. Beacu with Mr. FiITzGERALD. 


Baker, N. H. Daniels, - 
Barker, De Witt, Mr. Coppine with Mr. MaGuIre. 


ney, Dingley, i Mr. Hatcu with Mr. CLARKE of Alabama, 
Bell, Colo, Dolliver, a Mr. BarRTHOLDT with Mr. WASHINGTON. 
— Mr. CHarLes W. Stone with Mr. WALSH. 
Gewveind, Mr. STEELE with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
dy, Mr. WiLBerR with Mr. WHEELER. 
= Mr. RussEexw of Connecticut with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky. 
Fairchild, Mr. TRELOAR with Mr. MEYER. 
Faris, Mr. Waite with Mr. KEnDALL. 
Fenton, Mr, LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. Price. 
Fowler, . Mr. Kuup with Mr. Suaw. 
dner, i Park Mr. N with Mr, LATIMER. 
Gibson, Mr. Goopwyn with Mr. Livingston, 
Gillett, Biase. On this question: 
Graf” Mr. CLARK of Iowa with Mr. TYLER. 
Griffin, Mr. AITKEN with Mr, CRowLEyY. : 
Sees, Mr. ALLEN of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have my 
Hadle: name recorded if I can have it done. 
¥, ‘ 
Hager, The SPEAKER pro tem (Mr. Bennerr in the chair). 
en ewe. Was the gentleman in the Hail at the time and failed to hear his 
terman, 
Harmer, Pa. name? 


Burton, Mo. 
Burton, Ohio 
Cannon, 
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Mr. ALLEN of Utah. I was present,though not on the floor. | present was the regular order 


1 was in the gallery for a moment when my name was called. I 
would like to vote in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the rule the Chair can not 
entertain the gentleman's request. 

Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota. I desire to withdraw my vote, 
being paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. LAWson. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Tennessee, Mr. RICHARDSON, and not knowing how he would 
yote on this question, I desire to withhold my vote. I should vote 
in the affirmative if he were present. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I have been paired with the gen- 
tleman from Texas, Mr. Baiiey, for some time. I do not know 
whether he is aware of the fact that I have returned or not. I 
yoted in the affirmative on this question, but under the circum- 
stances, as he is not present, will withdraw my vote. 

Mr. GAMBLE. r. Speaker, I was unavoidably absent when 
the roll was called. If I had been present, I should have voted in 
the affirmative. I expected to have returned in time to cast my 
yote for the resolution. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


REGULATION OF MARRIAGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a con- 
ference report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 19+), an act to regulate mar- 
riages in the District of Columbia, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective Hopses as 

ollows: 
. That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House, and agree to the same. 

GEO. M. CURTIS, 


B. B. ODELL, 
5S. W. COBB, 
Managers on the part of the House. 
CHAS. J. FAULKNER, 
JAS. McMILLAN, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Is there a statement accompanying the re 


wrt? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. No; itis unnecessary. The Senate re- 
cedes from its disagreement. 

The SPEAKER. Has this been acted upon by the Senate? 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. It has been. 

I will say for the information of the House that the conference 
report recommends that the Senate recede from the disagreement 
to the amendment of the House; or it was agreed in conference 
that that would be the report of the Senate conferees. This re- 
port ere! sets forth the fact. 

Mr. DINGLEY. If the Senate, as I understand it, has receded 
from its action and has concurred in the House amendments, it 
is not necessary to take any further action here. 

Mr. CURTIS of Iowa. I think none is necessary except that I 
am simply submitting a report under instructions from the con- 
ference committee to show what was done. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it needs no action. 

Mr. DINGLEY. The two Houses are brought together? 

eee of Iowa, The two Houses are brought precisely 

ther. 
e SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the report will be 
considered as accepted. 

There was no objection. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have a conference report. 

Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to have the gentleman 
from Texas, Mr. Kleberg, sworn in. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. [ask for the regular order. 

Mr. HOOKER. I hope the resolution which I hold in my hand 
may be considered. It will take only a moment. 

J em The matter mates by & gentleman is 

no more a@ privileged matter than the one I am calling up. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. BouTELLE} 
calls for the order. 

Mr. BING I have a conference report. 

Mr. DANIELS. I ask leave, before the regular order is taken 
up, that this gentleman be sworn in. 

The SP. The regular order has been called. 

Mr. CANNON. I suppose the swearing in of a member is a 
question of the highest privilege. : 

The SPEAKER. But this is a case which requires unanimous 
consent of the House to Lave the member sworn in. It can not 


be done by unanisi: ous consent in this case. 
Mr. HOO . I understood the gentleman from Maine that 
he would give way to permit me to offer a resolution, which I 


send to the Clerk's desk. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
Vania was on the floor and that the matter which he desired to 
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‘; that it was a conference report, and 


hence I gave way. 
LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAI 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I present a con! ce report on 
the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. I ask 
to dispense with the reading of the report, and I will make a brief 
statement, which will, I think, dispose of the matter. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent to dispense with the reading of the conference re- 
port. Is there objecti ne 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I will state for the inform 
of the House that the conference report now to be a Ly 


APPROPRIATION BILL. 


duly considered and agreed to by the House on the 25th of April 
last, in all of its details save two paragraphs. The Senate non 
concurred in the action of the House, for the reason that after | 
report had been made to the re spective bodies it was discoy 
with reference to the judicial district of the State of South Car 
that the committee had reached a conclusion not warrant 
law, in so far as they had failed to use the words of the y 
statute with reference to the disposition of the marshal as well 
as the district attorney for the district of South Carolina 
simply the using of the word “ division ” where r 
trict” should be used, so that the amendment would read: 

For the eastern and western districts of th 

We used the word “ division ” 
of the district of South Carolina, $4,500, $2,500 of which shall be for t! 
formance of the duties of the district attor? f 

It was simply a change in that o1 
the sentence so as to be consistent 
runs with reference to the marshal. 

The other paragraph of change is in reference to a1 
for 10 examiners, to constitute a board of examiner 
$2,000 each, the appointment to be certified to the Civil 
Commission, $20,000. That was a} amendmet 
ate recedes from the amendment in this agreement, for the reas: 
that after examination it is found to be a subject e 
much ground that it wasdeemed wise to postpone 
amination and legislative action. If there 
Speaker—— 

Mr. HENDERSON. I should like to ask the gent 
Pennsylvania, have you agreed entirely on all matters of 
erence? 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; this is simply a modification of a re 
which was presented to the House on April 25. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Itis simply for the correction 
stated by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. [ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The conference report was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move a further insistence on the disagree- 
ment of the House to the remaining amendments of the Senate, 
and that the House ask for a further conference, 

The motion of Mr. BINGHAM was agreed to. 


he 
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word, and the 


with the statute. 
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HENRY T, BAKER. 

Mr. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of a joint resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I understood that when the House adjourned 
with a question pending 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman call it up? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Ido not desire to interfere with any matter 
that will take but a short time. 

Mr. HOOKER. This will only take a few moments. 





Mr. BOUTELLE. There are other gentlemen here who desire 
unanimous consent. I should like to have some idea abont how 
much time is likely to be taken up? I do not want to interfere 
with any matter that can be disposed of briefly. 

Mr. Ho )KER. This is very brief indeed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. wish simply to state that I shall not deem 
it proper to assent to requests for unanimous consent for any gr:at 
length of time, because this important matter must be disposed of. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [ Mr. Hookrr] 


asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a reso 
tion which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution for the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet Henry T. Baker. 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representative ft ted States o 
America in Congress nbled, That tl > ry of the Navy be, and he 
hereby, authorized t 


Sse 


» reappoint Henry T. B "as a naval cadet to fillt 


c 
4 
f 
4 


vacancy in the engineers’ divisiot his « wused by his resignation 
March 7, 1896, with the same standing, righ and privileges in all respec 
as if such resignation had not been tendered: Provided, That he shall n 


receive pay while out of the service 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideratioa 
of the resolution? 
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Mr. BAILEY. I reserve the right to object until I can hear an 
explanation. 

r. HOOKER. Mr. Speaker, six years ago this young man 
Was appointed a cadet upon his eae to the President, being 
one of the ten appointees given by the Secretary of the Navy. 
He served, and was at the Academy for four years, took his ex- 
aminations, passed a creditable examination, and then took his 
two years at sea. He returned about the ist of March this year. 
Some would-be friends of his advised him to resign, wanting him 
to go into the employ of a shipbuilding concern; and, acting upon 
their advice, he resigned, which was en on the 6th or 7th day 
of March of this year, and the resignation was accepted by the 
Secretary of the Navy. The young man came from my district. 
He came to me on Friday of last week and stated the circum- 
stances. I went with him to the Secretary of the Navy, and the 
Secretary stated to us that, inasmuch as the resignation had been 
accepted, he had .\o power to give him any relief, and that the 
only relief he could get would be through a resolution of Con- 

ess, and the resolution was prepared by the Secretary of the 


avy. 
Mr. BAILEY. That is all the more reason why I would object 


to it—— 

Mr. HOOKER, But, the gentleman will bear with me, the 
making of this appointment does not interfere with any other. 
This young man is ane through his course, and all that he has 
to do is simply to take his examination, which will occur next 
week. It does not interfere with any other appointment through- 
out the country, because the vacancy has already been created, 
which will be filled by an appointment next fall, and I hope the 
gentleman will not object. This young man has passed a very 
creditable examination. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And has completed his studies? 

Mr. HOOKER. He has completed his studies. 

Mr. BAILEY. This is simply a case where a young man re- 
signs one place to accept a better one, and failing to get the better 
one, he wants to take the other one back. 

Mr. HOOKER. That is true in some respects, but he isso young 
that I hope the gentleman will not insist on objecting. 

Mr. BAILEY. I shall not object to the consideration, but shall 
vote against the passage of the resolution. 

TheSPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? [After a pause.) The Chair hears none. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third read- 
ing; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HOOKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the joint resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER. 


Mr. DANIELS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent of the 
House now that Mr. Rudolph Kleberg, successor of Mr. Crain, 
may be sworn in as a member of this House. I send up a certifi- 
cate of the State officers. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that Mr. Kleberg, a member-elect from Texas, be 
sworn in, and sends up the following communication to be read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 

EXECUTIVE OFFICE, STATE OF TEXAS, 
Austin, April 27, 1896. 

DEAR Str: Some days ago we sent you a telegram in reference to the spe- 
cial election held in the Eleventh district of this State on the 7th instant to 
fill the vacancy caused by the death of Hon. William H. Crain; but, being re- 
quested to do so, this written statement is forwarded. Although the election 
returns, now in the office of the aocrehany of state, can not opened and 
counted until forty days after said election, including the said day, we can 
state upon general and reliable unofficial information that — Kleberg, 
of Dewitt County, Tex., has received a plurality of votes over his two com- 
a and all other candidates or persons voted for in said election, and 

ond doubt is elected to fill the unexpired term, and there is no contest 


and no probability of such. 
Very respectfully, Cc. A. CULBERSON, 
Governor o, 


ALLISON MAY \ 
Secretary of State. 
M. M. CRANE 


‘Attorney-General. 
Hon. THomas B. Rrep, 
Speaker House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Do those parties who sign the communication 
constitute the canvassing board of Texas? 

Mr. DANIELS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. There can be no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. Kleberg then appeared at the bar of the House and took the 
oath prescribed by law. 

VESSELS PROPELLED BY GAS, NAPHTHA, OR ELECTRIC MOTORS. 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker, 1 ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 1646) providing for certain 


Texas. 


May 5, 


requirements for vessels propelled by gas, fluid, naphtha, or ..),.. 

tric motors. a 
The bill was read. 

Mr. BARTLETT of New York. I would like to ask the o»)+) 
man from New York whether the words “ all vessels so prope|),..\» 
— not force naphtha launches of any size to employ an ¢).. 
neer 

Mr. BENNETT. I believe it does not, as I understand jt +, 
mean vessels of over 15 tons burden that are used for hire <),..)) 
comply with the rules and regulations of the Treasury De)).;+. 
ment, and that all vessels of whatever tonnage should obey ¢)\. 
rules of the road. -% 

Mr. DINGLEY. This applies only to boats propelled by +), 
naphtha power when engaged in carrying freight and passe... 
and not pleasure? 

Mr. BENNETT. No; not pleasure boats. Vessels of over 15 
tons burden that are used for hire shall comply with the rules 4.4 
regulations of the Treasury Department. 

ir. BINGHAM, Of what kind? 

Mr. DINGLEY. It does not apply to pleasure boats? 

Ry BENNETT. It means for carrying passengers, as a ferry. 
at. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. This bill ought to be amended. I haye haq 

several letters from parties owning these small launches on jyorjs 

and lakes, who complain that this will subject them to a vrea; 
deal of inconvenience. : 

Mr. BENNETT. This bill will be misunderstood by mem)ers 
conflicting it with the bill H. R. 4442, a bill that was presented by 
the gentleman from Missouri. . 

— asta. ns Speaker, this is Jr that may affect a 
great many e and put a great many to inconvenience. 

Mr. BENNETT. I can assure the gentleman that this bill as 
amended has passed the Senate, and is one that is generally ac- 
ceptable. The bill has already been passed upon by the Senate, 
and was amended in the Senate to comply with the request made 
by Senator Frye. 

Mr. LOUD. I would ask the gentleman if this provides restric. 
tions for those vessels that do not now comply with the reczula- 
tions that are prescribed for vessels gropeled, by steam? 

Mr. BENNETT. It allows them considerably more latitude. 

Mr. LOUD. Then I would like to know why it should not 


pass. 

Mr. BENNETT. Isee no reason why it should not pass. 

Mr. PERKINS. Has this bill been reported by a committee of 
the House? 

Mr. BENNETT. It has been reported by the Committ: 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. I understand the gentleman to say 
that this bill a _ only to boats of over 15 tons? 

‘ a BENNETT. Yes; and to those only when they are used 

or hire. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, I have no disposition to obstruct 
the gentleman’s bill or to injure its position in any way, ut | 

would like to have it go over until to-morrow, so that I can exai- 

ine it. Ihave received thirty or forty letters in relation to this 

character of legislation. 

Mr. BENNETT. Ican assure the gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia that the bill (Senate bill No. 1646) which has received the 
unanimous report of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce is the bill that was revised and amended according to 
the suggestions that were made to the Senate Committee on Com- 
merce, of which Senator FRYE is chairman. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Dol understand the gentleman to say that 
pleasure craft are protected under the bill? 

Mr. BENNETT. They are. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then I do not object to the consideration of 
the bill at this time. 

Mr. SIMPKINS. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had to the amendment of the 
House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2221) for the relief of set- 
tlers on the Northern Pacific indemnity lands, asked for 
a conference with the House on the ing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Carter, Mr. Dusois, and 
Mr. Berry as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed wit!out 
amendment bills of the following titles: s 

A bill (H. R. 1889) granting an honorable discharge to F. L. 
Taylor from December 2, 1864; 

bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of ¢on- 
demned cannon balls to the ceme association in the city of 
St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the soldiers 
monument in said cemetery; and 


ers 
’ 


® On 
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A bill (H. R. 6505) to revive and reenact an act to authorize the 
construction of a free bridge across Arkansas River, connecting 
Little Rock and Argenta. 
PETER RAFFERTY. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 6293) to increase the pen- 
sion of Peter Rafferty. ? 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to properly place the name of Peter Rafferty, late 

rivate in Company B, Sixty-ninth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
a the pension roll and to pay him $45 per month, the same to be paid in lieu 
of the pension now paid him of $24 per month, upon certificate No. 12469. 

Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect and be in force on and after its pas- 


sage. é 

The Committee on Pensions recommended amendments as 
follows: ¥ : 

Line 4, strike out the word “ properly.” 

oe 7, strike out “ the same a be paid.” 

Lines 8, 9, and 10, strike out “of $24 per month, upon certificate No. 12469." 

Strike out section 2. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and | A , 

On motion of Mr. SULZER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER announced as conferees on the part of the House 
on the legislative, executive, and judicial eon bill Mr. 
BiveuaM, Mr. McCa. of Tennessee, and Mr. DockEry. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. BARTLETT of New York. Mr. Speaker,I call for the 
regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The regular order is called for. The regular | 
order is the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I find by the Recorp that an 
arrangement was made yesterday afternoon that the pending | 
proposition in regard to the naval appropriation bill should come | 
up this morning, at which time the Chair would decide who was 
entitled to the floor. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the original motion 
made in the matter now before the House was the motion of the 
gentleman from Maine, the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, which was that the House should nonconcur in the Sen- 
ate amendment. If a vote were to be taken upon that proposition 
and it were decided in the negative, the Chair wend announce 
that the House had concurred with the Senate. Consequently, 
the motion made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] is 
simply a preferential method of putting the question, favored be- 
cause it is sup’ to look toward an agreement between the 
two Houses. e Chair thinks that that rule, which is a rule of 
ordinary parliamentary law, has little if anything to do with the 

uestion as to who has control of the matter, and the custom of 
the House is so invariable, as well as so entirely suitable, so well 
founded in good sense, that the committee in charge of the bill 
shall continue in charge of it until an adverse vote on the part of 
the House, that the Chair can not see that the making of this 
——— motion makes any change in that aspect of the case. 

he Chair therefore thinks that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
BovuTELLE] in charge of the bill has charge of it until there shall 
be some adverse vote on the part of the House. The Chair recog- 
nizes the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BO LE. I understand that the pending question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SAYERS], to con- | 
cur with the Senate, as an amendment to my motion to non- 
concur. 

The SPEAKER. Not as an amendment, but as a preferential | 
motion, a motion that is entitled to precedence. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will ask the gentleman from Texas how 
much time he desires to occupy in favor of his motion. 

_Mr. SAYERS. There are two or three gentlemen who would 
like to speak briefly on the motion, and if we can have an agree- 
ment for forty minutes’ debate on each side I think that will be 
8a . 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I think, Mr. Speaker, that if the matter is | 
os debated at all, one hour on a side is as little as we ought to 

ve. 

Mr. SAYERS. All right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine proposes that the 
debate on the pending motion be limited to one hour on each side, 
and asks unanimous consent to that effect. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, an hour on a side may not be 
enough, and it may be too much. I should be content with an 
agreement for an hour on a side with the understanding—of course 
not a binding agreement, but an implied understanding—that 
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when that time has expired if the House should desire further dis- 
cussion it can be had. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not see any particular object in making 
such an agreement at this time. 

Mr. CANNON. I do not desire to make an agreement, but I 
should like to have an understanding to that effect. I think it 
very likely that an hour on each side will prove to be sufficient. 
If the gentleman will let the debate run for an hour on a side. and 
then test the disposition of the House 

Mr. Be UTELLE. I suggest that the vote be taken on ordering 
the previous question at the expiration of the two hours. , 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine proposes that at 
the end of two hours, one-half of which shall be controlled by 
each side, the previous question shall be considered as ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Not that it shall be considered as ordered, 
but I give notice that I will move the previous question at the 
expiration of two hours, so that then the House can act as it sees 
fit about closing the debate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maine asks unanimous 
consent that there be two hours’ debate, one-half on either side, 
and gives notice that at the end of the two hours he will move 
the previous question. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I suppose the gentleman from Texas would 
like to be heard on his proposition. 

Mr.SAYERS. Mr.Speaker,when I shall haveconsumed twenty 
minutes the Chair will please let me know. : 

Mr. Speaker, if I can have the attention of the House I believe 
the facts which I, in connection with others, will be able to submit 
will induce a majority of the members present to support the mo- 
tion toconcur. This is purely a business and by no means a po- 
litical question, and if a political discussion should be developed 
it will be because gentlemen who may engage in it will not con- 
tent themselves with discussing the question directly involved in 
the motion, but prefer to divert the minds of members from the 
real matter in issue for the purpose probably of having the motion 
to concur voted down. 

This is not the time, Mr. Speaker, for either side to engage in 
a discussion as to the appropriations of the present Congress as 
compared with the appropriations of preceding Congresses. My 
effort shall be directed entirely to calling the attention of the 
House to the prospective condition of the Treasury and ulso to the 
appropriations already passed by the House and to the demands 
that will rest upon the Treasury because of the contract obliga- 
tions that have been placed upon some of the bills. 

I wish it to be distinctly understood that I am not criticising 
the great body of the specitic appropriations that have been made 
at the present session. The appropriation bills themselves, inde- 
pendent of the contracts which some of them carry, are, in my 
judgment, fair and reasonable, and can not be considered as at ail 


extravagant. I allude especially to the bills which have been re- * 


ported from the Committee on Appropriations, and only speak 


from a general knowledge of the bills which have been reported : 


from other committees. 

The Secretary of the Treasury in his report to the present ses- 
sion of this Congress estimates the revenues for the next fiscal 
year as amounting to $464,793,120.75. This sum isthe total of the 
estimated revenues which will accrue to the Treasury during the 
fiscal year beginning the Ist day of July next. 

Mr. DINGLEY. That includes the postal revenue. 

Mr. SAYERS. It does. Starting with the fact that $464,793,- 
120.75 will constitute our total revenues for the coming fiscal year, 
we find that the appropriations which have already passed the 
House amount to $386 ,025,250.88—not including the estimated sum 
of $3,000,000 appropriated in an indefinite form on the river and 
harbor bill to purchase the Monongahela works. If we add to 
this sum the permanent annual appropriations for 1897, $119,054,- 
160, the different classes of appropriations, annual and permanent, 
will amount to $505,079,410.88 as against $464,793,120.75 which 
will come into the Treasury as revenue during the next fiscal year. 

It is fair to say, Mr. Speaker, that of these permanent appropri- 
ations, amounting to $119,054,160, $50,000,000 is estimated as a 
sinking fund. It has been the custom for years, I believe, begin- 
ning with the Administration of Mr. Harrison, not to set aside 
the sinking fund, upon the theory that in previous years so many 
bonds had been purchased and retired that the sum total of those 
bonds so purchased and retired would be for years largely in ex- 
cess of the sinking fund required to be set apart under the law; 
and for the further reason that the revenues were declining and 
that there was not a sufficiency in the Treasury to meet the cur- 
rent expenditures of the Government and at the same time to 
provide for the sinking fund. If we exclude the sinking fund— 
$50,000,000—we then have $455,079,410.88 as probable current 
expenditures, which is but $9,713,709.87 less than will be the 
probable current revenues if the appropriations shall be lim- 
ited to the bills as they have passed the House and not increased 
at all—and that, too, entirely without reference to the contracts. 


‘wae mea 
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Now, let gentlemen bear in mind that, taking the appropriations, 
excluding contracts, that have passed the House, and including 
permanent appropriations, without the sinking fund, there will be 
a working balance of only $9,713,709.87, comparing current appro- 
wiations with current revenues. Nor have I included certain and 
rge deficiencies which must certainly be appropriated for at the 
next session of this Congress. . 

Mr. DINGLEY. And that on the assumption that the revenue 
will prove to be as large as estimated? 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman is correct. 

Mr. Speaker, let us see what has been done in the way of appro- 
priations at the present session. A fortification bill has been 
passed, I think that it was a fair bill. I am not here to criticise 
it. I gave it my support, both in the committee and in the House. 
But I wish to call the attention of gentlemen to the fact that in 
that bill as it passed the House is contained authority to make 
contracts amounting to $5,542,276, which amount was over and 
above the appropriation actually made. The river and harbor 
bill as it passed the House carries an actual appropriation of 
$10,453,860, besides an indefinite appropriation to purchase the 
Monongahela works, estimated at not less than $3,000,000, and in 
addition it carries contracts amounting to $51,741,210.91. 

The naval bill, that now under consideration, appropriates as 
it passed the House $31,647,239.95, and in addition to that amount 
of actual appropriation contracts are authorized, including the 
specified limit of cost of ships and three-fifths thereof for arma- 
ment, amounting to $26,680,000. So that, Mr. Speaker, we have, 
in addition to the specific appropriations aavenie made by the 
House, $386,025. 250.88, the further sum of $86,963,486.91 in the 
form of authorized contracts and an indefinite appropriation, all 
on three bills—the fortification, naval, and river and harbor bills. 

I have given only the figures as taken from the bills when they 

assed the House. Of course they may be increased or diminished 
fore their final enactment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask gentlemen, Republicans and Democrats 
and Populists alike, is it wise for us to authorize these immense 
contracts to burden the revenues of the Government not only for 
the next vear, but for one, two, and three years to come? That is 
the proposition now before us. It is a proposition that has no 
politics in it whatever. It should bea purely business matter for 
this House to take hold of and to solve—whether or not it will 
impose on the Treasury more than $86,000,000 in addition to the 
ordinary annual and specific appropriations, and to the permanent 
appropriations, and to the contracts already subsisting and author- 
ized by previous Congresses. 

It must be borne in mind that public buildings have been here- 
tofore authorized and are still uncompleted, and that there are 
river and harbor contracts yet to be finished. These must also be 
provided for. 

But as to the pending bill. It carries an appropriation amount- 
ing to $12,779,183 for the increase of the Navy. That is every 
dollar it provides for that purpose. The Secretary of the Navy 
informs us that of that amount $9,522,833 will be required for the 
ships heretofore authorized and now in progress of construction. 
But that is not all. He also says that in addition to this amount 
the further sum of $8,571,796 will be required for the ships already 
authorized before they can be put in commission. herefore, 
the $12,779,000 which the bill carries falls short of completing the 
ships already authorized in the sum of $5,315,496. there is 
carried on this bill for the construction of -ships authorized by 
the bill not e dollar of- specific appropriation, though the appro- 
priation is in such a form that it may be used for the ships so 
authorized. 

But what is the present condition of the Navy? Since 1884 we 
have constructed and put into commission 41 vessels of all classes; 
and in addition to that 24 vessels are now in progress of construc- 
tion, and 1 vessel has not yet been begun. So the number of ves- 
sels that have been authorized amounts to 66,and the total appro- 
priations heretofore made for this purpose have been more 
$102,000,000. 

Mr. HALL. How far does that go back? 

Mr. SAYERS. To 1884. The number of vessels that I have 
mentioned includes only what is denominated the new Navy. 

Mr. HALL. Does it include all other classes of vessels, or only 
the battle ships? 

Mr. SAYERS. It includes all kinds of vessels, battle ships, 
cruisers, to o boats, gunboats, and so on. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And tugboats? 

Mr. SAYERS. It includes everything. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Do I understand the gentleman to say that 
it includes tugboats? 

Mr. SAYERS. No; the gentleman did not understand me to 
say that. 

r. CUMMINGS. If my friend will allow me, he will find 
that they are included in the schedule as belonging to the naval 
branch of the Government. 
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crease, from 8,250 men and apprentices in the Navy, to 10,00) »), 


crease of 1,000 


had stated it the other way, as his mode of putting it might c, 


personnel of the Navy and the Marine 
charge of about $3,000,000 a year for their pay and mainten:; 


mous as it is, but that a vast sum is required to keep them inc 











Mr. SAYERS. Upon examination of the list I have 
I was mistaken and that the list includes five tugs. 
In addition to the new ships Congress has authorized a) ; 


I find that 


and apprentices, and the pending bill authorizes the fur) 
men, bringing the strength of the Navy y), 
11,000. The Marine Corps has been already increased fri), | ~ 
to 1,600 men; and the bill as passed by both Houses authori»... ; 
further increase to 2,026 men for the Marine Corps and 74 ».),;. 
tional petty officers and musicians. es 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Thatis correct. But I wish the gentleman 
a wrong impression upon the minds of the House. He says that 
the number has been increased to 2,026, which might conyey a 
wrong impression. The total increase has only been 500. pe 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, if the statement be correct, I do not see 
why it should not be stated as I have done. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly not; except the impression mig); 


be created in the mind of some one that we have increased it 2 (i) 


whereas the increase is only 500. : 
Mr. SAYERS. This increase, Mr. Speaker, of 3,250 men of ¢}) 


rps means a fixed annua] 


But, sir, battle ships are expensive institutions. The cst of 
running one during a single year is very ey For maintain. 
ing and running the New York, for instance, for the fisc: |! year 


ended June 30, 1895, $488,101.41 was expended. The cost of inaip. 
taining and running the Columbia during the same year was 
$313,421.35; and of the Philadelphia $289,747.73; so that gentlemen 
of the House may understand that the expenditure required for 


the construction of the vessels is not all the cost involved, enor. 


ne 
stant use. 


With this statement, Mr. Speaker, I submit the question to this 
House whether or not it would be better to accept the Senate 
amendment, which provides for the construction of two vessels 
instead of four, and by vessels I mean two battle ships, involving 
as they do such enormous expenditure of money? 

Let us for a moment consider their cost. The Indiana has just 
been completed. Her total cost, she being a vessel of 10,288 tons, 
from the commencement of her construction until she was coinmis- 
sioned for service, was $6,172,786.15. So that these four vessels 
that the House authorized in this bill, if no better contracts 
should be made than for the construction of the Indiana, will cost 
over $24,000,000. 

Mr. COX. That, I understand, is the complete ship; the total 
cost of the vessel. 

Mr. SAYERS. That is the complete vessel, and her entire cost, 
from the time her construction began until she was put into ¢m- 
mission, $6,172,786.15. This sum of $24,000,000 and over the Treas- 
ury must provide for for four battle ships alone. It is true, Mr. 


Speaker, that it will take some three years to build these ships; 


but that will make $8,000,000 a year for four ships; and when it 
be taken into consideration the fact that there are public \)ild- 
ings all over this country which have been authorized, and which 
are now in pr of construction, that are to be completed also; 
that there are works on rivers and harbors which are in progress 
of construction, and for which contracts have already been mace, 
which must be provided for; that there are ships already authior- 
ized by Congress, and they, too, are in pr of construction, 


which must be provided for in addition to the $12,779,000 appro- 
priated in this bill, it mr neem | serious question as to how 
the Treasury Department can meet these large demands. 


Can Congress go to its relief, beginning with the first day of the 
next fiscal year? Suppose that a law should be enacted to increase 
the revenues at the next session of this Congress. Such a law 
certainly could not operate in time to bring revenue sufficient to 
meet the ordinary expenses of the Government and at the same 
time meet these onerous contracts and burdens which are imposed 
upon the Treasury. 


Mr. 8 , 1a to 
— Pirate 


tlemen to lay aside all questions 
and feelings of a 


racter, taking hold of the pending 
question as a purely business ition, and ask themselves as 
to whether or not, under the ces, 4 battle ships and 15 
gunboats should be authorized at the present session. ; 

Mr. COX. How many vesselsare now under construction which 
are not completed? 

Mr. SAYERS. There are 24 in of construction that 
have not been completed, and one vessel not begun. ; 

Mr. HALL. Do you mean that there are 24 battle ships? 

Mr. SAYERS. Not at all. The gentleman asked me how 
many vessels. There are 24 vessels. 

Mr. COX. My question was how many vessels, and I under- 
stand there are 24 now under construction, and that one is not 
commenced. 

Mr. SAYERS. One has not been commenced, 











Mr. HALL. That includes tcrpedo boats, does it not? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly; it includes such boats. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand if the House agrees to your 
motion to concur it will reduce the liabilities of this bill a little 
more than $12,000,000? > 

Mr. SAYERS. A little more than $12,000,000. There are 5 
battleships, the Kearsarge, the Kentucky, the Iowa, Massachusetts, 
and the Oregon; 1 monitor, the Puritan; 4 cruisers, the Brooklyn, 
the Helena, the Wilmington, and the Nashville; 6 gunboats and 7 
torpedo boats, now In progress of construction. The Secretary 
of the Navy ry that it will require every cent of the $12,779,133 
carried in this bill and $5,315,496 more before these vessels which 
I have named can be completed and put in commission. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will state to the gentleman that he is not 
quite accurate there. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, I shall be glad to hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Secretary of the Navy does not state 


t. 
oo SAYERS. Iwill read what the Secretary of the Navy says. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The Secretary of the Navy distinctly says 
that the $12,779,000 did not apply to these vessels that are now 
under construction, but only a portion of that sum, some $9,000,- 
000 of the amount carried by the House bill, is applied to the com- 
pletion of the vessels now under construction or authorized, and 
$3,256,000—I think that is the amount of the sum carried in the 
bill as it the House—will be applied to the construction of 
the vessels as authorized in the House bill. 

Mr. SAYERS. Let ussee what the Secretary of the Navy says. 
I will read the letter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I have his letter here. 

Mr. SAYERS. I aapone the gentleman was furnished with a 
copy of the letter which I hold in my hand. 

Nr. BOUTELLE. Well, I know the fact. I did not need the 
copy. I knewit before the gentleman called for the information. 
Nir. SAYERS. I will read it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am supposed to have paid some attention 
to the details of these matters. 

Mr. SAYERS (reading)— 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 5, 1896. 


Str: In y to your telegram, which reads as follows: “ How much is 
required to be a priated to complete, including armament, vessels for 
the Navy autho prior to this Congress? Would amount in pending 


naval bill ($12,779,000) as passed by House for ‘increase of the Navy’ com- 
plete and arm said vessels? If not, approximately how much additional to 
said sum will be required?” 

This is the answer of the Secretary of the Navy: 

Ihave the honor to state that the total amount of $12,779,133, appropriated 
in the naval appropriation bill as it passed the House, under the Sena of 
“Increase of the Navy,” is not to be charged against the ships already author- 
ized by Congresses prior to this one. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly as I stated. 

Mr. SAYERS. I have no doubt that the Secretary of the Navy 
and the gentleman from Maine are in complete sympathy in the 
effort to get these four ships. 

Mr. BOUTELLE, I have not exchanged a word with him on 


the run 

Mr. SAYERS. I hope that the gentleman will not take my 
time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will say to the gen- 
tleman from Texas that the thirty minutes have expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I will take five or ten minutes more. 

Mr. MILES. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be 
allowed to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish gentlemen to pay attention to this part 
of the letter: 

Of said sum ount estimated for by the Department to 
be expended i on the sich ot 


, therefore, sum of $3,256,250 as the amount appropriated in the 
to be expended on the new ships authorized in the same. 


Now, listen —— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. That is exactly what I stated. 

Mr. SAYERS. Well, but the gentleman did not state it all. I 
think I ht to have sworn him to tell the truth and the whole 
truth. I do not think he told the whole truth. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I told all I had time to tell. 


Mr. SAYERS (continuing). Not if you had a copy of this | 


letter. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, let us see. 

Mr. SAYERS (reading) — 

In addition to this sum of $9,522,833 appropriated in the House bill for the 
com y ships ort horized, the follow 
iidcasa 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Did not the gentleman understand that? 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. So did I. 

Mr. SAYERS. I wish the House to understand it. 

Mr. COX. Now, let us see how much he says will be required. 
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Mr. SAYERS (reading): 


For hulls and machinery $4, 500, 000 


For armor and armament............... cane 4, (21, 796 
Neen eee ee ee re 1, O00 
Making in all_....... eee 8,571,706 


Mr. BOUTELLE. 
year. 
Mr. SAYERS. 


That is to complete these vessels after this 
That is just exactly w 


4 hat I said. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. 


That is what I was trying to say. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, this shows that if everv dol- 
lar that is appropriated by the present bill should be used for the 
construction of ships already authorized by Congress, there would 
still be needed $5,315,496 in order to complete them. Notwith- 
standing this we are asked to authorize 4 battle ships, to cost, in 
round numbers, if they are to be equal to the battle ship to which 
I have called attention, over $24,000,000, besides 15, I believe. smaller 
boats. 
ij Mr. HALL. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a ques- 

ion? 


Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. HALL. You stated a moment ago that there was an in- 
crease in the pers mnel of the Navy of 3,000, 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. HALL. I want toknowif that means an absolute increase, 
or does it authorize the Secretary of the Navy, in an emergency, 
to call in certain men? : ; 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, let me say to the gentleman from 
Missouri that in my judgment if this bill should become law, 
there will not be by a thousand sailors and marines sufficient 
to properly man the vessels which have been authorized when 
they shall have been put in commission. Congress can not prevent 
this increase. It must go on. It must provide for additional 
men; and not only for additional men, Mr. Speaker, but it must 
also provide for additional officers, in order to command and man 
these ships. if they are to be run. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no. 

Mr. HALL. I want to make this point clear for the House. 
We provide that the Secretary of the Navy shall be authorized to 
call a certain number of men into service in an emergency. 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. ; 

Mr. HALL. You have said that for the payment of the men 
now on the list it would cost $3,000,000 a year? 

Mr. SAYERS. Yes. 

Mr. HALL. Now, then, my colleague from Missouri /Mr. 
DocKERY] stated that your motion was to strike out $12,000,000. 
Your motion is not to strike out $12,000,000, but a motion to strike 
out $3,256,260. 


Mr. SAYERS. Let us see, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman ig 


correct. I do not want to get between the two gentlemen from 
Missouri. The gentleman from Missouri upon my left {[Mr. Dock- 


ERY] is amply able to sustain himself. But I believe that 
gentleman from Missouri re DoOcKERY] was correct, 

Mr. DOCKERY. I used the word liabilities. 

Mr. HALL. You intended to include what you understood the 
expense would be of these vessels eventually. 

Mr. SAYERS (to Mr. HALL). Does the gentleman say that it 
is only $3,000,000? : 

Mr. HALL. Three million two hundred and fifty-six thousand 
two hundred and sixty dollars. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman say that it will take only 
the sum named by him to complete these two vessels and put them 
in commission? 

Mr. HALL. Of course not. 

Mr. SAYERS. Then why does he make such a statement? 

Mr. HALL. You are attacking this appropriation bill, and I 
say that this appropriation bill carries the amount I have stated 
for the purpose of starting the construction of these two battle 
ships. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the bill so state? 

Mr. HALL. In substance, yes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Is not the bill indefinite, and can not the Secre- 
tary of the Navy apply all of this money, if he pleases, toward 
the construction of the ships already authorized? But what will 
these ships cost? I understood the gentleman from Missouri [ Mr, 
HALL] to say that it would cost a little over $3,000,000 to complete 
them? 

Mr. HALL. I did not say that. 

Mr. SAYERS. What did the gentleman say? 

Mr. HALL. I said that in the next fiscal year, for the purpose 
of making contracts and starting the building of these two ves- 
sels, there was appropriated $3,256,260, 

Mr. SAYERS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, but I do not think 
he made that statement. I may have been mistaken, but I under- 


the 


stood him to convey the impression that it would require only 
about $3,000,000 to complete each of these ships. 


Mr. HALL, 


I did not mean anything of that kind, 
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Mr. SAYERS. Very well, Mr. Speaker, I acknowledge my 
mistake, but I will say that if these vessels should cost as much as 
the Indiana cost—and she is a 10,288-ton ship—it will require 
twice $6,172,786.15 to complete these ships and put them in com- 
mission, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman from Texas, I know, desires 
to be perfectly candid. 

Mr. SAYERS. I try to be. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Well, the gentleman ought to state that 
since the Indiana was built we have contracted for two ships, 
which are now under construction at Newport News, that are 
each 1,000 tons larger than the Indiana, for $2,255,000, whereas 
the contract price of the Indiana was $3,120,000. So that the re- 
duction in the cost of these ships has been very great. 

Mr. HALL. About 33 per cent. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. About one-third. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman can not 
only look into the future but can also put a limit to the greed and 
avarice of men, then he can tell us what these ships will cost. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iask the gentleman from Texas which is 
fairer, to make an estimate based upon the prices of five years ago 
or to take the latest bids that have been accepted by the Depart- 
ment? 

Mr. SAYERS. When was the Indiana completed? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. She was contracted for in 1890. 

Mr. SAYERS. When was she completed? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. She was contracted for in 1890, and was to 
cost, exclusive of armament, $3,120,000. This year, on the 2d day 
of January, we contracted for two battle ships, larger and finer 
than the ieee for $2,255,000 each, 

Mr. SAYERS. I donot wish the ee to take up my time, 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not wish to occupy the gentleman's 
time if he does not desire the information. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I desire to 
emphasize this proposition. e will most probably have only 
$464,793,120.75 as revenue with which to meet the expenses of 
this Government during the next fiscal year. Leaving out the 
sinking fund entirely, this House has passed appropriations, in- 
cluding the permanent, amounting to $455,079,410.88; $9,713,709.87 
only less than the amount of the estimated revenue for the next 
fiscal year. The appropriation bills have been increased by the 
Senate. Appropriations will continue to be made as long as‘this 
session lasts, and to the gentlemen who control the legislation of 
this House and who are responsible for it lrepeat the question: 
Are they prepared to exact of the Treasury during the coming 
year an expenditure amounting to fully $50,000,000 more than the 
revenues which will accrue during the same period? I am not. 
I shall vote for the pending motion because, as a pure business 
proposition, it commends itself to my judgment. Mr. Speaker, 
10w much time have I left? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BENNETT). The gentleman 
has seventeen minutes remaining. 

Mr. SAYERS. I reserve the balance of my time. I will insert 
in the RecorpD a list of the vessels that have been completed and 
—_ those in progress of construction for the information of the 

ouse. 
























Vessels that have been completed since 1884. 
Displace- 
Name. Type. nant 
. Tos. 

IO. 1 cuts oaninapsncun usa senel MTEC Sibanabinpndidina mendes 10, 288 
DED iiiksnaneessnsabese 4onnen cocelocegestedsatevesepsapaseessniaed 6, 682 
NIN (isos ca ckenighibwades cabelas fs eee boca si dninedbt abe leiesl paledatandde 6,315 
PORROSD inca ceqnccetes cecess oned tor 4, 084 
Miantonomoh.................-..]----. d 3, 990 
BEERS covevncysenccess ancovaleness 8, 990 
OUENOUE, ‘ons cpndacnccsccnccesafecede 8, 990 
PRPER..... .cesascine oonlogns 8,990 
New York..... 8, 200 
Columbia. ..... 7,375 
IED a. ccone cnccevmncets tncuevens 7,375 
SRI ciwccaccecunton susceweucainedee 5, 870 
GED aniviccnnntcnsrcocescsces sedlonuse 4,500 

4,413 

4, 324 

4, 088 

4, 008 


8, 730 
8,218 
8,213 
8, 000 
3, 000 
2,089 
2, 089 
Montgomery ..... 2, 089 
Bennington ...... ae 1,710 
OS TEER ARR EEAS 05: 1,710 
TN dccncciiser biubeskecosukbeue 1,70 
BENIN: 5. «:555c coctwiaalecchaledneesiael 1, 486 
caine ime 1,177 
RII sina0cstun Sainsaide boa dauarieeeaae 1,177 
Ss nis ine os cnisiicees Eesha aaa 892 
DIOR ccnisnncecebidinebendinae 839 
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Vessels that have been completed since 188/,—Continued. 





Name. | Type. Di: p - 








ac Gerad a fone, 
---| Dynamite gun vessel ” oom 


ee an cae ere ooo*o* 





NN ies ons sutndenedne 
DEER jondcts neces . 
ag ie eel eee a ee 


EE ncnegosndekstswcigwideonbtaked a 
Puritan pide aa wedadindgenduhalian 
Brooklyn. .. aa 
Helena -.... 
Wilmington... 
I cio asic Ani iia ainsatin ical! 

a dita creed tis i icmantts ieee Tn ek ae tS in wan on a. 
TTI Tl 005 code ammansuoihabade dens ina eaual Ee sib neeoa 
I A onic iad delist hedged dptincedstbiniea~ecccess cs... 
Gunboat No. 13.... 
Gunboat No. 14...... 
Gunboat No. 15-. 











EY DEE Dadcnes ice biccelosssinensses bcbbdn Scbees nenecs co... | 1x2 
ED intidancienntiinlinGhilnivennaddinn coke éibemns coucsc-. 1? 
TT Th niin cudminsnennhinniinsdidsimisewededevesbnsece coc... | 142 
Torpedo boat No.5...........--.-- RAS NA Aden iavenebenase as. Ww? 
Es andad cided cvctenstdblbemudics Seccec'sevvenccces. : 


Torpedo boat No.7......... 
Submarine torpedo boat ... 
Tug No.5 








* Practically completed. 


All vessels authorized by Congress are in process of construction. exeryt 
“one swift to o cruiser of about 750 tons displacement” authorized by 
ss 30, 1890. (Bids for this vessel were all in excess of amount appro- 
pr h 


Total cost of maintaining and running and of repairs of the following-iamed 
vessels for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1895. 





Rep 
Cost of main- | cluded in 








ist 
Name. taining and | of maintain- 
running. ing and run- 
ning 

OE is vine sched. dehtdadadbbiiucinticinpineiny $438, 101. 41 $06, 532.17 
SI 5b. docntartsuvene navies canebdannawumaieee 813, 421.35 15, 130.77 
Philadelphia 289, 747,73 29, 370.17 
ND Jccdhusogsdahowunde stminviipebetaayinnaosdes 253, 123. 60 24.76 
NE, ocr nccninp the cabinesduatocesesoedanusdal 71, 562. 35 8,915.45 
GR ciiidtreetenancidesekoun atesdvehasketbue 191, 191. 90 8,212.18 
ND sinned odmmdbanicesne tncecoceccssuinneta 156, 159. 22 3, 927.51 

SOG. scikcnenascatnbnapaebclintpumivquhigoadiis 14, 506. 53 |........ 
Cost of the U. 8. S. Indiana from commencement to date of being comin issioned 

Sor service. 
Hull and machinery (including hull armor, premium, and cost 

Sci vaticnedtideiiliagincntbchoneindaidianbacknsitencs--- $4, 1353, 393.10 
DEGREE BOE BIE SOTO bas Condindtacectnbthabnasude caswenes---- 977, 134.(r 
DPEREERGRS « cncks stig ecthens Cepiapricdeens ect csewdessee coscce cone sece 65, 567. 58 
MGRIDERORS 2... ~ cnccencccccccsunee cocseceseccectvecnsos cons ccceccoe cece 95, GUL. 45 
OD -cconttstaniibaabcndphens ctesdaiddihbetiude sececose 6,172, 786.15 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, in some aspects of the case it 
would seem a great pity t the gentleman from Texas | Mr. 
SayErs],and such other gentlemen as agree with him in this 
matter, did not indulge in these ‘‘ business” propositions at an 
earlier period in the session. No one can tell what influence for 
peace, good will, and common sense might have been exried 
upon this House and upon the country if the gentleman frm 
Texas and others who assent to his views had arisen here «1 
time when the di tion of Congress and of a large portion! 
the public press might have been - described as ‘‘ flamboyant 
and had suggested to the representatives of the people that «s-rt- 
ing the ‘‘ primacy” of the “‘great Republic” among the nations 
might cost a few dollars; that if we were to undertake to resuiate 
all the South American boundaries and to compose all the ‘lis 
turbances in the adjacent islands around this hemisphere. i! we 
were to take a new and aggressive attitude in regard to the (1 Spo- 
sition of all the great international questions affecting the po )''s 
of the earth, it might entail the expenditure of something bes)\''s 
resolutions of Congress, and that a dictatorial attitude by a «1 «" 
nation might have to run u something else besides wind. 

Laughter.] I think if the tleman taken this position 

en it would have been very y: 7" 

Now, I desire to say, Mr. Speaker, that as a member of t's 
House, charged under the rules and by the designation of its pre 
siding officer with the chairmanship of one of the important 








1896. 


EEE 
committees of the House, I felt myself under obligations to consider 


not simply my own views and impressions, but the disposition, 
the manifest pu " the public policy, declared upon the floor of 
this House and in the Senate by such unanimous expression as 
has rarely if ever been known in the history of our legislation. 
The future historian, if he devotes any of his attention to the 
work of the Fifty-fourth Congress in its first session, will cer- 
tainly declare that the dominant spirit was in favor of the assump- 


tion of an aggressive attitude by this country in regard to mat- | 


ters beyond our own borders, and that that attitude was asserted 
in a remarkable and emphatic manner. 

That was the condition when the Committee on Naval Affairs 
were en, in framing this bill. I make a moderate statement 
when I say that at the time the bill was reported to this House 
recommending authorization for the construction of six battle 
ships it was far within what plainly appeared to be the aggressive 
desires of members of this House and of the ‘‘ public sentiment” 
yoiced by the press. Iam bound in all candor to say that from 
the first session of our committee, throughout our entire delibera- 
tions, we felt pressing upon us an aggressive and belligerent spirit 
on the part of the membership of this House and the other branch 
of Congress that tended to urge even beyond the recommenda- 
tions that we made. 

Mr.MAHON. Doesthe gentleman think this House has changed 
its attitude in re to a strong foreign policy? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I trust not, so far as the strengthening of 
our Navy is concerned. 

Mr. MAHON. It has not. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I wish the gentleman could give me more 
than his individual assurance. 

Mr. MAHON. The votes will show it. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am glad to have this prophecy, and hope 
it will be fully confirmed when the vote is taken. 

Iam reminding the House of its attitude when the Committee on 
Naval Affairs broughtin this bill. The only question raised onthe 
floor of this House when the bill was pending ewe was whether we 
should authorize six battle ships or four. There was a great deal 


of ‘Cuba libre” in the air; there was a great deal of Venezuelan | 
enthusiasm afloat, and not even my economical friend from Texas | 
ventured at that time, when public sentiment was represented | 
here to be rising in arms and anxious to embark for some foreign | 


shore, not even my friend from Texas made a whispered sugzes- 
tion that we had better cut the number of ships down below four. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does the gentleman say—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am stating the matter to the best of my 
recollection. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman state to this House that I 
was in favor of four battle ships? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Why, I Reve to state that as my understand- 
ing. Ihave had no official information that the gentleman was 
— to them. 

r. SAYERS. When the House adjourns, if'the gentleman 
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will come to me, he will find that I tried to be of material help in | 


cutting down the number still lower. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Does the gentleman say he voted against the 
four battle ships? 
Mr. SAYERS. Certainly I voted against them, if there was 
vote on the proposition. 


an 
tr. BOUTELLE. Did you vote against authorizing the four | 


battle ships? 

Mr. SA be 
vote. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I donot wish to do the gentleman the slight- 
est injustice—— 

Mr. SAYERS. I state to the gentleman that I can not remem- 
ber now how I voted. 

A MemBer. There was no division. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I can tell the gentleman how he did not 
vote. He did not vote against the four battle ships. 

Mr.SAYERS. The 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I know the record of the House. 

Mr. SAYERS. On that question there was no record kept. 


I do not remember that there was any recorded 


mtleman does not know anything about it. | 


| 





But I will state to the gentleman that I was exceedingly anxious | 
that, instead of having four battle ships, there should be but two, | 
and I can substantiate what I say by an authority that will be | 


satisf even to the gentleman himself. 

Mr. BO . Lam speaking of the official action of mem- 
bers of this House, as recorded in a yea-and-nay vote. 

Mr. SAYERS. I do not know anything about that. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I do not know what the gentleman may have 


said in private, but on the floor of this House I recall no motion | 


tocut down the number of these battle ships. I recall no utter- 
ance either on the part of the gentleman from Texas or anybody 
else against them. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Naval Affairs reported a 
bill au the construction of four battle ships. We did that 
a3 @ reasonable recognition of what seemed to us the demands of 


| friend from Texas is present and will recognize its | 


| 
| 
| 


| own borders or jurisdiction and at the same time are 


| honor and dignity in our intercourse with the 








this House, and such as we thought we had reason to believe at 
that time would be acceptable to the other branch of Congress, to 
which I desire to allude with all that awesome r spect and vague 
ness which the rules of Congress art supposed to require. I had 
no reason to suppose that in any ‘‘other place” there would be a 
desire to reduce the number of those ships. The only appreh« 
sion of the committee and of myself was that in “ other places” 
as well as here the desire to go beyond the autho 

committee might prevail. 

The gentleman from Texas tells us that it costs some monev to 
build ships. Why, sir, I supposed he had discovered long ‘a 
that a navy, like everything else that is valuable. costs 1 ioney, 
I realized that when I was being pressed on all sides in favor of 
authorizing six of these battle ships. The gentleman says, as in 
the nature of original information, that we actually enlist men 
and pay them for manning and sailing these ships. I supposed 
that was to be understood. I did not suppose anybody expected 
that we could assume an aggressive attitude toward the greatest 
naval power on the globe and then keep up our pretensions of 
dignity with ships that had neither men nor guns. I supposed it 
was understood by the people of this country that if we under- 
took to establish ourselves as even a respectable naval power 
among the nations of the earth it would cost something. 

Mr. Speaker, what we have already done in this direction has 
cost far less than we anticipated instead of more; and [ undertake 
to say that in no direction of the progress of the people of the 
United States in the last twenty-five years have there been such 
splendid results for the same amount of expenditure as have fol 
lowed the work of rehabilitation of the new American Navy. It is 
a matter of pride to every citizen of America who has any pride in 
his composition that we have a Navy which, while comparatively 
small, is composed of ships that, class for class and ship for ship, 
are the equals, and many of them, as we fondly believe, the supe- 
riors, of any other war vessels afloat. This costssome money. I 
might refer to the record of what this policy has cost. But I under- 
take to say that the people of this country do not regret one dollar 
that has been expended to build up the new Navy of the United 
States. 

Now, so far as concerns the question of funds, when we were 
discussing the warlike propositions on this floor I did not hear 
any suggestion from any quarter that considerations of revenue, 
of economy, should deter us from taking extraordinarily po 
positions in regard to questions that were entirely outside 


Nn 
ii- 


ization of the 


ro 
~ 


itive 


1 
the 


ordinary and legitimate business of the people of the United 
States. On the contrary, there was a remarkable display of en 
thusiasm in asserting thatin spite of all business considerations 
affecting the revenues or the expenditures of the Government we 


should send out declarations to all the world that « 


yuld only be 


supported and sustained by our possession of at least a respect- 
ably powerful naval force. 

Mr. Speaker, I have no respect for either nations or individuals 
who go about interfering with the concerns of other people and 
manifesting a domineering spirit in regard to affairs beyond their 


not willing 


to assume the responsibility or cost of maintaining that assump 
tion. I do not believe that the Government of the United States 
can afford to plead to-day that ‘‘economy” will not permit us to 
follow up our public declarations of policy by proper a 


pporopria 
. . ae t 
tions of money to defend our own coast and maint: 


our own 


other nations of the 


n 


world whenever it may be necessary to do so. 

Now, the question as to whether we have available funds or not, 
or whether the revenues are sufficient, is a matter in dispute. [ 
have my own idea as to the facts in regard to our financial matters; 
the Democratic Administration has its ideas; and I want to 
my friend from Texas that in assisting to formulate legislation on 
an appropriation bill during a Democratic Administration I took 
particular pains to acquaint myself fully with the views of the 


say to 


responsible officials of that Administration as to the propriety as 
well asthe desirability of the expenditure we are proposing to 
make. 

I hold in my hand the printed report of a hearing before th 


Committee on Naval Affairs, to which weinvited the pr 
retary of the Navy, who attended and gave his views on t 
ject. Lasked the Secretary this specific question, and I hope 1 


The CHAIRMAN. Mr. Secretary, you will 


remember that r the issue of 
your report in December, 1883, in which you re me l orization 
of a number of new ships, the President, in h nnual 1 age unseled 
Congress to consider the depleted condition of the Treasury before increas 
ing naval expenditures. Will you kindly state your view as to how far the 








condition of the revenues has improved in regard to ying a considerable 
authorization of new naval vessels at this session of Congress? 


justif 
ju 


The Secretary understood very well that the proposition we had 
under consideration was the question of building either four or 
six battle ships. In response to the inquiry he replied: 

Secretary HERBERT. There seems to be no reason to be drawn from the 
condition and prospects of the Treasury against a liberal appropriation for 
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new vessels. The Secretary of the Treasury estimated in his last annual re- 
port that there would be a deficit of about $17,000,000 at the end of the pres- 
ent fiscal year—June 30, 1806. He now thinks that the deficit will be less than 
he then estimated. He also estimated on the basis of existing laws the reve- 
nues of the Government for the fiscal po 1897. His conelusion was that 
there would be a surplus for next year of something over $6,900,000—in round 
numbers $7,000,000. Outside of these revenues to come in in the ordinar 
way, and which the pvenate Department has estimated as more than suffi- 
cient to meet expenditures, there will be on the Ist of July next, excluding 
the $100,000,000 which the Government attempts always to hold for redemp- 
tion purposes, $170,000,000 over and above the amount required for matured 
obligations, so that, in my opinion, the condition of the Treasury justifies as 
liberal appropriation for new ships as I have asked for to-day. 

He then favored as high as 4 or 6 battle ships and 15 torpedo 
boats, which we authorized. And, Mr. Speaker, whatever may 
be the opinion of gentlemen on this side of the Chamber, I hold 
that the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] is estopped by the 
public official declaration of this head of a Department of an Ad- 
ministration of his own party from pleading poverty here against 
the authorization of expenditures for the construction of vessels 
recommended by his own Secretary of the Navy. 

As to this bill and the question of economy which has been sug- 
gested, what are the facts? How extravagant a bill is it? Keep 
in mind all the time that the duty of this country and the trend of 
public sentiment on the great questions affecting the relations and 
welfare of our nation, and especially in connection with its atti- 
tude toward foreign nations, have developed conditions which 
have pointed more directly to an increase in our naval establish- 
ment than in any other direction. In asserting a more strenuous 
policy in dealing with questions arising outside of our own terri- 
torial jurisdiction we necessarily directed the attention of Con- 
gress and the public to the strengthening of our naval power. 

It is the Navy of the United States which must be depended on 
to maintain the prestige of our country in any controversy with 
a foreign power; and never before in my experience in Congress 
has there n a time when the action of the legislative branches 
and the expressions emanating from the executive branch of the 
Government have assumed so strongly the form of a demand 
upon Congress to strengthen the naval power of the United States 
asnow. And yet this bill, against which the cry of extravagance 
is now raised, carried a less amount in gross as it passed the House 
this year than the bill that was passed by the House in the last 
session of Congress—and I hope my friend from Missouri [Mr. 
DocKERY] will take the figures right down, for I usually speak 
carefully of such matters—this bill that you are trying to help the 
other branch of Congress to mutilate, that you are condemning 


as extravagant, carried as it oo the House nearly $200,000 less 


than the aggregate amount that was carried by the bill passed by 
the House last year, which was reduced by the Senate for reasons 
I have not time to state. 

That bill as it passed the House carried $31,807,023.86. This 
bill as it passed the House carried $31,611,084.95. Now, is it not 
an awful increase and extravagance on the part of the Naval 
Committee of this year? 

In regard to the amount which is devoted expressly to the in- 
crease of vessels: In the House bill—and I will confine my atten- 
tion to that, because I trust that when we get through we shall 
return substantially to the basis of the legislation of the House, 
where appropriations are properly initiated—in the House bill, 
before the Senate committee had it in hand, we provided for the 
increase of the Navy a gross amount of $12,779,133 for construc- 
tion and armament of the new ships of the Navy. 

Now, I address myself to my friend from Missouri [Mr. Dock- 
ERY], because I do not see my other esteemed friend, the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. Savers], present. 

Mr. DOCKERY. It might be well for the gentleman from 
Maine to address the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. CANNON] also 
upon the same question. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, I assume thatall Republicans are going 
to vote patriotically on this question. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope my friend will be impartial in his 
attentions, and will also include the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON], chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr, BOUTELLE, Iam not going to waste any persuasion on 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, because I can 
not doubt that he is imbued with such a spirit of Americanism 
that he will be more likely to want to put on an additional - 
instead of striking out any. It is my Democratic friends whom 
wish to convert. This House bill provided for $12,779,133 for the 
“increase of the es Now, how much do you think that was 
increased over the bill that was passed by this House in the last 
Congress? Instead of being more, it was less. The bill does 

rovide for $12,779,183 for ‘‘ increase of the Navy,” but the bill 
fast year provided for $13,234,422. That is not so very extrayv- 
agant a record, it seems to me. 

Now, what of the future? The gentleman from Texas called 
our attention to the fact, which I supposed everybody understood, 
that the ships that are on the stocks and being built will require 
work to be done upon them after this year, and that the work will 


have to be paid for, because we have not yet reached the point 
where we impress workmen to build the ships of the Navy with. 
out pay. He seemed to think that it was an important thin. ¢5 
inform the House that it would take $8,571,796 after this year {, 
finish the vessels heretofore authorized. That includes tho /,,,,,, 
the Massachusetts, the two great battle ships just started dow a} 
Newport News, and the gunboats and torpedo boats under oy. 
struction. 

Now, if we add to that all that it will require to complete anq 
put into commission the vessels authorized in this bill, with a\) tho 
others, it will make an ag te for all these ships (includin> 
the four battle ships proposed in the House bill, and assumin, ¢),, 
cost of these ships to be approximately the same as those oop. 
tracted for this year at Ne News), it would amount, for ajj 
the ships now building and the ships that we propose, includ. 
ing the four, to $40,957,679, to be expended during a — of four 
years, which it will probably consume to build and finish thes 
ships, making an average annual appropriation for the increas» of 
the Navy, including ships and armament, of $10,239,419. Ang 
yet I find that.as far back as the Fifty-first Congress, when therg 
was not a war cloud or a speck of war cloud in the sky, long je. 
fore any statesman had dreamed of suggesting that we should 
rise up and assert our “ primacy ”—which I believe is the favorita 
a ee any resolutions or _ had been introduced in 
either branch of Congress proposin appropriate $100,000,000 
for the President to use as a war fund. iene baht any of the recent 
— bellicose pronunciamentos by the Executive or either 

ranch of Congress either been made or dreamed of, we ap- 
po in the Fifty-first Congress, for the increase of the 
avy, the sum of $16,607,000 at one session. 

Mr. SAYERS. Will the gentleman allow me a question there? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Certainly; with pleasure. 

Mr. SAYERS. The bill provides that each of the foregoing 
ships, exclvsive of armament, shall not exceed $3,750,000. Now, 
will the gentleman explain to the House, if these shipscan be built 
for a less sum, why should the committee put the maximum cost 
of the 2 exclusive of armament, at $3,750,000? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I assume that my friend from Texas is de- 
siring me to answer that question for the information of the 
House—— 

Mr. SAYERS. Certainly. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. And not for himself, because I am sure that 
he understands it. 

Mr. SAYERS. Does not the bill permit the Secretary of the 
Navy to contract for the vessels to the extent of $3,750,000, exclu- 
sive of armament? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The bill itself authorizes the Secretary of 
the Navy to make contracts for these ships up to an amount, ex- 
clusive of armament, not to exceed $3,750,000, but nobody on the 
committee e ts him to do anything of the kind. Every bill 

rior to this in authorizing battle ships has made the outside 
imit of cost exclusive of armament $4,000,000. The bill under 
which the two ships are now being constructed at Newport News 
authorized an outside limit of $4,000,000, but they are under con- 
tract aoe for $2,255,000. We have reduced that limitation inthe 
present bill by $250,000, more as a matter of form than anything 
else, because we authorize the construction of ships of a certain 
character, of a certain approximate size, and under carefully pre- 
pared legislation that has been perfected year after year, and upon 
which the Secretary of the Navy is obliged to advertise for bids, 
and to award contracts tothe lowest bidder. As a matter of fact, 
a have never cost anywhere near the limit, and they never 


Mr. SAYERS. I will ask the gentleman, in good faith, if he 
thinks that these ships, exclusive of armament, will cost less, why 
put the maximum limit at $3,750,000? If the gentleman does not 
— that the ships will cost so much, why do so? 

. BOUTELLE. For the very same reason that we put $!.'\0),- 
000 as the limit a we did not desire to cramp 
the ent as to its designs, knowing that the Secretary must 


‘advertise for bids for the construction of these vessels and that 


they would have to accept, under the law, the bids of the lowest 
bidder; and under the $4,000,000 authorization we have constructed 
three at $3,120,000, and have two more now under contract at 
$2,225,000 each. We have reduced the authorization about 52!,- 
000, leaving the limit at $3,750,000; but there is no expectation on 
the part of anybody that these ships will cost near that amount. 
Of course the committee put the limitation considerably outsile 
of the probable contract a These ships have to be advertised 
and open to competition by all the shipbuilders of the country; 
and there has already been a decrease made from $3,120,000, con- 
tract price of the first three battle ships, without their armament, 
to $2,225,000 for these two ships at Newport News which are now 
under contract. . 

We inaugurated the policy when the first battle ships were 4u- 
thorized of requiring one of these ships to be built on the Pacific 
Coast if it could possibly be done at a reasonable compensation fo? 








disadvantages of that locality on account of distance from 
I believed, the committee be- 


ne source of supplies of material. 


lieved, and Congress believed that it was desirable to sustain and 


the building up of the great private plants on both the 
Atlantic and Pacific coasts that could be utilized by the Govern- 
ment whenever needed. I think the result has vindicated the 
wisdom of that view. ; ; 

I believe I have already given, while the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. SAYERS] was absent, statistics of the cost of building these 
ships, which will repeat to him, that if we legislate just as the 
House previously legislated on this bill it will require to complete 
all the vessels authorized, including those in the present bill, in- 
side uf $41,000,000, to be expended in four years or over that they 
will probably be under construction, which would be an average 
of $10,000,000, as against over $16,000,000 that was appropriated 
for the new Navy in the Fifty-first Congress at one session and 

| 


encourage 


over $13,000,000 that this House authorized in the last bill that 
“a Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to take up the whole time. I 
simply want to call the attention of this House to the aspect we 
alt present to the people of the world if we heavily reduce the 
rovision made by the House for war ships at this time, when 
important foreign complications which we have precipitated are | 
nding; complications that, when they were discussed in this 
ouse, Ca attention to be called by members on both sides to 
the great military and naval preparations and disposition of for- 
eign powers and the necessity for such action in the matter of | 
strengthening our naval force as would indicate to other nations 
that we meant something more than mere bombast and bun- 
mbe. 
a ask members of the House to consider what will be the opin- 
ion of the civilized world if, in the face of the declarations we 
have made, in the faceof the attitude we have assumed, instead of 
making even a reasonable progress toward putting ourselves into 
a position to maintain a foreign controversy, we shall deliberately, 
on the ground of economy, declare that we “can not afford” to 
even put under construction four battle ships that will be ready 
in three or four years from now to uphold the prestige and the 


dignity of the United States. 
r.S er, I do not believe in that kind of economical patri- 
otism. I wish there had been a little more economy of bluster 


evinced at an earlier stage; but after we have taken a position, 
after we have put our banners on the outer wall, for us to plead 
“economy” as @ reason why we should reduce by one-half the 

rovision we made at an earlier date of the session of Congress 
or strengthening our naval force, it seems to me, will present the 
American Government in a pitiable aspect in the eyes of the 
world. Here we have our attention called to a naval expenditure 
in Great Britain of $91,000,000, in France of $52,000,000, and in 
Russia of $26,000,000, and so on all up and down the list of foreign 
naval powers; and yet, at this stage in our new departure in the 
field of international dispute, we are asked to stop and say, not only 
that we do not mean it, but that we will not even provide for four 
battle ships to strengthen a Navy that to-day can only claim that 
it might compete successfully with that of Spain. 

Gentlemen, there is a place for economy, but economy should 
not be exercised against making reasonable and proper preparation 
for safeguarding the peace of the country by providing against 
attack, and for maintaining the dignity of this Government 
among the nations of the earth. Mr. - ane I yield ten or fif- 
teen minutes, as he may desire, to my colleague on the committee, 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. CuMMINGs}. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Mr. Speaker, there are only ten 
or fifteen minutes left of the gentleman’s time, and there are sev- 
eral members who desire to speak on this proposition. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine has 
twenty-two minutes remaining. 

Mr, CUMMINGS. I will be content with ten minutes. 

Mr. SAYERS. Before the gentleman from New York proceeds 
I wish to make a suggestion to the gentleman from Maine. In 
view of the fact that I was interrupted so frequently, and con- 
sumed more time than I intended, I would like to have unanimous 
consent—— 

Mr.BOUTELLE. Letus exhaust the remaining time, and then 
we can come to an understanding. 

Mr.SAYERS. Very well. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, if I should say that the mi- 
nority of the Committee on Naval Affairs unanimously voted for 
six battle ships I would not be very far from the truth. The Senate 
in its erudite wisdom has seen fit to strike off two of those battle 
ships. I would not presume to complain now of the action of such 
an august body, but Ido complain when a prominent member of 
the House of Representatives, who silently, at least, sanctioned the 
action of the House in voting four battle ships, now proposes that 

shall throw down its arms, fall upon its knees, and | 


accept the Senate amendment. It seems to me, sir, that is hardly i 
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| cumstances. 
| The *‘lower bodies,” as they are called, would stand upon 


| upon its dignity and have some say with regard to appropr 


ASS: 


— 





courteous to the majority of the committee, and in view of the 
action of the minority and of the political personality of the Rep- 
resentative, it is certainly not courteous to them. 

Mr. Chairman, I have not forgotten the action of the Senate last 
year. The House then made provisions for three battle ships, 
rhe Senate struck out one battle ship, and then maneuvered the 
matter so adroitly that the House never had an opportunity of 
voting upon their action. We did not get even a committee of con- 
ference. Driven tothe wall, we were compelled to accept the naval 
appropriation bill as it came from the Senate or lose the bil] 
tirely. Thusa provision of the Constitution was virtually violated 
to maintain a Senatorial whim. I have not forgotten, sir, that the 
Senate returned to the House of Representatives a tariff bill full 
of errors, and that the House, under the arbitrary Senatorial dic- 
tum, was compelled to accept that tariff bill with all its errors, 
The country has been suffering from the errors ever since. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. Speaker, we appear to be the American House of Commons 
and they the House of Lords. I can imagine how such a propo- 
sition as this coming from the House of Lords in Great Britain 
would be received by the House of Commons under similar cir- 
I can imagine how such a proposition would be re- 
ceived coming from the French Senate to the Corps Legislatif. 
their 
stand 
lation 
bills at least. I remember that toward the close of the Fiftieth 


Congress the Senate of the United States, under the order of its Pre- 


en- 


dignity, and I think the time has arrived for this House to 


siding Officer, nailed up the doors leading to the rotunda of the 
Capitol. It assumed to bar the Representatives from entering the 
rotunda on inauguration day without a card from the Presiding 


Officer of the Senate. The complaint of the Hi was long and 
loud, and axes would have been used if the barrier had not been 
removed. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have listened to the gentleman from Texas 
Mr. SAYERS| with great interest. He is always an economist. 
‘he country grows, and I hope that inthe progress of time the 

arithmetical calculations of the gentleman from Texas will crow 
with it. [Laughter and applause.| We can not run the country 
now on the basis of thirty years ago. The gentleman expatiated 
upon what he termed the extravagances of this bill, and he was 
not always correct in his statements. I refer to one made with 
regard to the increase in the enlisted force in the Navy. He said 
that this bill increases it 3,250 men. 

Mr. SAYERS. I did not state that. 
stood me. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Well, whatever you stated, you gave the 
impression that the increase in the enlisted force was 3,250 men, 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the increase in the enlisted force in seamen is 
actually 1,000men. TheSecretary asked for 1,500, and he thought, 
in addition, that the President, in a war emergency, should have 
authority to increase the force to 2,500. I advocated that propo- 
sition, but it was voted down by the committee. I stood by the 
action of the committee, but I never dreamed that anybody would 

ropose to cut off the 1,000. You have not men enough in the 
Navy now to man your ships when they are in commission. To 
put a crew upon a new vessel you have to put another vessel out 
of commission and transfer her crew. As for the 500 men in the 
Marine Corps, they are needed just as much as the sailors. When 
there are not enough sailors to man guns in action the marines 
are called upon. Inview of the clouds upon the horizon—possibly 
because of your own action in this House—it secms to me that an 
increase of 500 men in the Marine Corps is a very small increase 
indeed, and uncommonly reasonable. 

The gentleman from Texas alluded to the expense of maintain- 

ing our war vessels in commission. It is no greater in proportion 
than the expense of other nations. The gentleman from Maine 
hems BOuTELLE] alluded to the naval appropriations of Great 
3ritain. Why, sir, the appropriations of Great Britain for the 
increase of her navy alone at this session of Parliament is $52,- 
000,000—more than double our whole appropriation for the main- 
tenance as well as the increase of our Rove. Think of it; $52,- 
000,000 for the building of new battle ships for the British navy. 
Our four ships are not in ratio in comparison with the strength 
of the two navies. By making the appropriation for four ships 
you do-not sustain the ratio that we now hold with Great Britain. 
This is one of the reasons why I so earnestly advocated the 
building of six battle chips instead of four. 

Now, if the argument of the gentleman from Texas with regard 
to our receipts and expenditures is valid, he ought to move to 
strike off all these ships. He ought to move to kill the river and 
harbor bill. He ought to move to cut off expenses at all points, 
regardless of the interests and welfare of the nation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BENNET! The time of the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CuMMINGs] has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I would like to have five minutes more, 


nse 


The gentleman misunder- 


- 
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Mr. BOUTELLE. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Maine has 
twelve minutes remaining. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I thank the gentleman from Maine. Mr. 
Speaker, men build houses when lumber is cheap; and nations in 
a warlike atmosphere ought to built ships when material is cheap. 
There are warlike clouds on our horizon. The Secretary of the 
Navy, while before the Committee on Naval Affairs, expressly 
asserted that ships can now be built 30 per cent cheaper than the last 
ships were built. How long this percentage of cost will be main- 
tained, as the gentleman from Texas truly says, can not be told. 
But if we pass this appropriation for four ships, we shall get the 
contracts while the prices are low; and no matter whether they 
should hereafter be doubled or not, the contractors will be forced 
to fill the orders. 

The Senate, as I reckon from reading the REcorRD, voted for two 
ships only on the score of economy. Why did not the economical 
“streak” reach other appropriation bills before that imposing body? 
Why is it that the naval appropriation, vital not only to the in- 
terests but to the safety of the country, is picked out for econom- 
ical pent Why is it that in the same breath the river and 
harbor bill is increased over $2,000,000 by the Senate? And if 
they are honest in their economical tendencies, why is it that they 
do not begin work at home? Reading a speech of a Senator made 
in the other wing of the Capitol a month ago, I learned that it 
costs in the way of perquisites twice as much to keep a Senator 
of the United States in Congress as it does a Representative. 

Mr. DOCKERY. About five times as much. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Five times as much. I thank the gentle- 
man from Missouri; I stand corrected. The expenses of the 90 
United States Senators (inde er, of salaries) are nearly as 
much as the expenses of the House of Representatives, with 357 
members. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I am greatly interested in what the gentle- 
man is saying; but as a friend I wish merely to suggest that I 
hope be is conscious of the form of parliamentary discourtesy in 
which he is indulging. [Laughter. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. I did not catch the gentleman's words, but 
I suppose my time is out. I will say, however, that we made a 
great concession in economy on the naval appropriation bill when 
we reduced the number of —— battle ships from 6 to 4, and I 
trust no further concession will be made. Means of offense is the 
best defense, and the best way of avoiding war is to be prepared 
for war. This is true economy. I trust the House will stand by 
its original proposition. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that so much 
time has been consumed by three of us, and as several gentlemen 
desire yet to speak, I ask that the time for discussion be extended 
say until 5 ovdicck, and that then we take a vote. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the gentleman want a vote to-night? 

Mr. SAYERS. Oh, yes. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Maine [Mr. Boure.e] 
can call the previous question at any time he chooses. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. see no reason why we should have so long 
an extension of the debate as the gentleman from Texas suggests. 
I desire to be entirely reasonable. I understand that under the 
arrangement already made, the limit of debate would be reached 
at a quarter before 4 o'clock. Iam willing, if it will be satisfc- 
tory, that the time be extended from quarter before 4 o’clock until 
quarter past 4 o’cleck, with the understanding that there shall be 
no further request for additional time. 

Mr.CANNON. Parliamentarily, the gentleman from Maine has 
complete control over the duration of the debate. He can demand 
the previous question at any time after quarter before 4 o'clock. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. But we do not want to have a vote on the 
previous question if we can arrange without it. Ido not wish to 
be arbitrary. I want to consult the wishes of the House so far as 
I can, but I am not willing to yield to the extent of not having a 
vote on this bill to-night, because members have come here and 
stayed here for the purpose of voting. Ido not assume that any 
of them have stayed to listen to me, although they may have stayed 
to listen to others. I will agree that the time be extended until 
quarter past 4 o’clock. 

Mr. SAYERS. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] 
desires to speak, and so does the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DocKERY]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Very well, if the gentleman objects, then 
we will goon. I hope the House understands that I am perfectly 
willing to extend the time for half an hour more. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. As the Chair understands, the 
A money of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sayers] is ob- 
jected to. 

Mr. SAYERS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from Tli- 
nois [Mr. Cannon], and hope that he will yield a ah of his time, 
if he can do so, to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DockEry]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. There are only seventeen minutes left. 

Mr. CANNON. Lhope the House will give a little extension 
of time, as indicated, when the hour of a quarter to 4 has been 


reached, provided, of course, that the discussion is confined +. 4) 
pending proposition. I think, perhaps, there will be no ohio; 
to getting an extension. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BENNETT). The gent)... 
from Illinois is recognized for the remainder of the time .¢ +) 
gentleman from Texas, fifteen minutes. —_— 

Mr. SAYERS. I thought I had seventeen minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman had seyo); 
minutes, but some time has been occupied in determin), 
question of an extension of time. 

Mr. SAYERS. Why not take it from the other side? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Itistaken from each side eq y.)), 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I think I can say what I di<i;..; 
say in ten minutes and perhaps less, but if I should need 4 5... 
minutes’ extension I will trust to the House in its generisity ;, 
give it to me. : 

This is a question to be considered in the light of fact. 


PEN 
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And 


want to say in the very beginning that my work as a mem)er ,¢ 
this House touching appropriations for the eer and the honor 


of our common country has, in my judgment, been from «5 
motives as the work of other members of the House. Iam he 

in sympathy with the Republic—the Republic that belongs 

of the people—being armed at every point to protect the property 
the person, and the rights of the citizen, and being able to assy} 
itself among the nations of the earth. 

But, nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, it is well enough for us once jp 
a while to forsake the field of declamation and get down to t) 
facts. Now, what are the facts? There are in sight now, outside 
of river and harbor contracts, contracts in this bill, or contracts 
on any other bill, there are in sight, appropriations for the services 
of the Government for the fiscal year coming, an aggregate oj 
$510,000,000—a large sum. Thank God, it is a large country, too, 
and I do not think it is too much. It is far more than was »). 
propriated the last year or the year before. But the country 
grows. 

Now, then, it is admitted by all that this will be, in round nun- 
bers, $50,000,000 more than we will collect from every source of 
revenue. The fiscal year for which we appropriate commences 
on the ist day of next July and ends on the 30th day of June, 
1897. So we run up all the ordinary expenses of the Government 
about $50,000,000 more than we have reason to expect money will 
come in to pay them with. We all understand that. 

Now, a step further. We have reached out on the naval appro- 
priation bill and, from a patriotic standpoint, authorized the con- 
struction or the making of contracts involving some twenty-tive 
to thirty millions more than we actually appropriated—— 

Mr. BOUTELLE. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. CANNON. I have only a moment or two. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I hope the gentleman will state that we are 
authorizing less this year than for years before. We appropriate 


_| a million dollars less in this bill. 


Mr. CANNON. We appropriate a million dollars less than the 
bill of last year, that is true; but there is an authorization of con- 
tracts to the extent of about thirty millions to be appropriated for 
and hereafter paid, whichis much greater than it ever was before. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; for years before. But the bill asa 
whole is less. 

Mr. CANNON. I say the amount authorized and not appro- 
— for is greater than for any year before this time. Now, 

et us inquire further. 

Mr. Speaker, we not only appropriate $50,000,000 for the coming 
year more than our revenues will be, but there is in sight on th 
various appropriation bills authority to the Administration t 
contract for the building of ships, improvement of rivers and har- 
bors, and other public works to the amount of $112,000,000, pay- 
able substantially in one, two, three, and four years from the |st 
day of July, 1897. ; 

To put it another way, when we inaugurate a Republican Pre=- 
dent on the 4th day of March next, he will have to borrow »)).- 
000,000 to pay the ordinary e ses of the Government from 
that time until the ist day of July, 1897. The Republican (on- 
gress and President will also have to provide the money for the 
ordinary expenditures of the coming four years, and, besides, w1!! 
have to pay off the $112,000,000 of extraordinary expenditures 
which is authorized oe and other bills by way of contra: 
work. In addition to that, when we come in power we ourse!y's 
will want some river and harbor improvements; we wil! want 
some public buildings; we will want some internal improvemen's: 
but we will find by this and other contract work authorized t!'s 
session of Con that we will have first to meet by appropr' 
tion $25,000,000 a year for every year of the coming Administr'- 
tion; that is, we will have to take care of each year and pay the 
$112,000,000 we now go in debt for. 

Now, there is the truth. a 

‘‘ But,” says somebody, ‘‘ Mr. CANNON, we are not getting all we 
want now for public works.” Thatis true. We are not gettin 
what we want. For you know, gentlemen, the ee of this House 
is not to authorize a single public building. hy? Because 
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from the standpoint of economy. Not one is to be authorized. 


There is no mone ytopayforit. Now, then,if there is such a war 
ressure and such a danger menacing us that within the next 
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twelve months we will have a war with all the world, should we | 


break the record in the matter of authorization by contracts up 
to the extent of $30,000,000 for the Navy? But I state it takes 
four years to construct one of these ships. Each ship costs, in 


round numbers, $6,000,000. If you strike off two of them you de- | 


crease the mortgage to be placed on the future to the extent of 
$12,000,000, If you leave the four battle ships on, you increase the 
mortgage that amount. 

«Oh, but,” says somebody, ‘‘ when we come in we shall get the 
revenue. We shall play the part of Moses and strike the rock 
that will bring the revenue, as the water came from the rock in 
the wilderness.” How long will it take todo it? It will take us 
eighteen months to write a revenue-getting law upon the statute 
books and have it go into operation and produce revenue. So that 
when you mortgage the future to the extent of the $100,000,000 or 
$112,000,000 to commence with the incoming of a Republican Ad- 
ministration you say to that Administration: ‘‘ You shall borrow 
to pay this mortgage that is placed upon this country during this 
Administration, and to meet contracts made by the present Ad- 
ministration by virtue of laws of this session of Congress.” Now, 
if it is wise, if it is patriotic, if it is necessary to advance the 


ublic good and the public honor, let us do it, and do it although | 


it would amount to ten times as much. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. Is there any appropriation that comes so 
near defending the public honor as that for the Navy? 


Mr. CANNON. Oh, Iam proud of the Navy, and I have fol- | 


lowed substantially the chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs in his contest, because his wisdom and knowledge are 

ater than mine. I followed him when he said to strike out six 

ttle ships and put in four, and I would follow him now if he 
would follow what I believe to be his true feeling, that two battle 
ships are sufficient. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I ask my friend not to make that statement. 

Mr. CANNON. I will take it back if it is not correct. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. It is not so. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam glad to make the correction. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. I never made a buncombe proposition to | 


this House in my life. 

Mr.CANNON. ThenifIamunderamisapprehension—I would 
not do my friend an injustice. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Lhope not. I never say anything that I do 
not mean. 

Mr. CANNON. Now, Mr. Speaker, what have we done for 
public defense? When we reported the fortification bill we found 
150 built-up guns that were not emplaced, and we wrote in that 
fortification bill appropriations and authorizations of $11,000,000 
plus, for what? Within the next twelve months to emplace those 
guns? Within the next twelve months New York and Boston 
and Portland and Washington and San Francisco and Puget 
Sound will be substantially fortified. Why, in that fortification 
bill alone we have provided in twelve months to do more than 
has been done from 1888 up to the present time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ten minutes allotted to the gentleman 
from Illinois have expired. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Illinois. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin (to Mr. CANNON). You have set- 
tled it for four battle ships? 

Mr. CANNON. I thank my friend, and if he by silence or 
speech can do as much, he will have done well. 

Mr. MINOR of Wisconsin. We will do better than you will. 

Mr. CANNON. Very well; that remains to be seen. At least 
I shall be courteous when I address my fellow-members, and shall 
ask the Speaker if I may have the privilege of interrupting, under 
the rules. 

Mr. Speaker, let me say again that we have four battle ships 
now, Se, and two that were authorized a year ago; that is 
six. this authorization passes as the Senate provides, it will 
make eight. We have four substantially completed. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Oh, no; they are not a2!! completed. 

Mr. CANNON. But they approach completion. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Ican not let the gentleman make such state- | House is not inclined to extend the time, I shall not + 


ments. 
Mr. CANNON. They approach completion. 
Mr. BOUTELLE. I¢ will take eighteen months on one of them. 
Mr. CANNON. They are authorized now. The contract for 
the two battle ships that were authorized a year ago was let last 


| ready to see public buildings and internal improvemer 
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Now, my information is—and I believe it to be reliable—that 
Bethlehem and Carnegie can not more than complete those con- 
tracts for the two battle ships and the two more to be authorized, 
I hope, by this bill for eighteen months to come. So that we had 
just as well go over until next winter as to at least two of these 
battle ships, and leave something to be do by tl 
follow after us. 

Now, I trust no man will misinterpret my m 


» who are to 


S. I stand 


its In my 
section of the country stand still if it is necessary for the defense of 
the country; but I want to see the necessity for it, when we from 
the interior are called upon to wait without apy 


, or } propriations for 
| public buildings, and when, if this mortgaging of the future goes 
on, next winter and the winter after we shall be asked to wait 
and still to wait until we pay off these mortgages. I am content 





if it is necessary for the public good, but if it is a mere utilization 
of the patriotic sentiment of the country to authorize great naval 
expenditures of doubtful utility, and, if meritorious, are not ur- 
gent, then I object. 

{ am content, having briefly referred to this matter, to leave it 
with the House. I believe, in closing, that we will subserve the 
best interests of the country, the best interests of the seacoast de 
fense now by authorizing but two of these battle ships and proceed- 
ing with our fortifications next year as we are proceeding this year, 

I yield the gentleman from Texas any time I have remaining. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BENNET The gentleman 


| from Texas has one minute and a half remaining. 


Mr. SAYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the time be ex 
tended ten minutes longer, so that I may yield it to the gentle 
man from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY]. Ihave consumed more time 
than I intended in consequence of interruptions. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Now, Mr. Speaker, the tlouse will recognize 
the entire fairness and courtesy of the proposition I made a while 
ago when I asked consent to extend this time a half an hour, to a 
quarter past 4. 

Mr. SAYERS. Now, the gentleman wants to thrust his indi 
viduality or personality, or whatever he may term it, constantly 
on the House. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I call the gentleman to order. 

Mr. SAYERS. The reason [ declined 

Mr. BOUTELLE. He has noright to speak of my thrusting 
my individuality or personality on the House. 

Mr. SAYERS (continuing). Was simply this 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Iam performing my duty as chairman sim 
ply and exhibiting a courtesy to the gentleman from Texas that 
the House will regard as a good example for him to follow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Iask unanimous consent that de- 
bate on this matter be continued until quarter after 4 o’clock. 

The SPEAKER protempore. Unanim 


us consent is asked that 


ithe time for closing debate be extended until fifteen minutes 


i 
| 





| 





January. The contract for the armor has not yet been let. It is | 


a million and a half for each ship. The bids are open. Bethle- 


after 4. 

Mr. SAYERS. The time to be equally divided. 

Mr. HICKS. Lobject. I think we had better have a vote. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. SAYERS. ILlask unanimous consent for a further exten- 
sion of the time for ten minutes, in order that the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] may have an opportunity to speak upon 
this question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Unanimous consent is asked that 
the time be extended for ten minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I object. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. I will not object to that, if the 
same length of time can be occupied on the other side. [Cries of 
** Vote!”} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Has the other side exhausted its time? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas has 
a minute and a half remaining and the gentleman from Maine has 
six minutes. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will wait until they conclude. 

Mr. SAYERS. I yield a minute and a half to th 
from Missouri. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ican not occupyaminnuteand a half. If the 

cupy that 


centleman 


time. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why not letthe debate run: 
if gentlemen want to talk? 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Other 
sé bail 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman from 
Texas has expired. The gentleman from Maine has five minutes 


a om 
ntoward 5 o'clock, 


gentlemen have objected. [Cries of 


is to get one and Carnegie is to get the other. Iam glad | remaining. 
that they are going to. I am delighted that they have the capac- | 


ity to do the work. I believe they are the only two establishments 
we have. These other two contracts for two battle ships will 
follow the two that they are soon to have. That makes four. 


Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a very few 
words in reply to some of the excited and extraordinary state- 
ments of the gentleman from [llinois, the chairman of the Com- 
mittse on Appropriations. It seems a very strange thing in the 
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legislation of this House, although I have observed it for many 
years, that one of the committees of the House is so distrustful 
of the capacity of anybody else in the House to attend to the busi- 
ness assigned them. Fifteen members of this House have been 
assigned to the committee that prepared the bill for the naval 
establishment. 

I happen for the time to be chairman of that committee. I 
have served thirteen years as a member of that committee; part 
of thetimeaschairman. I have given my best thought and labor 
to the work of that committee; and I may without immodesty say 
that I came to the committee with some prior knowledge of the 
subject-matters with which it has to deal; and yet, on nearly 
every occasion when that committee presents a measure in the 
House, it is confronted by gentlemen m one of the other com- 
mittees of this House, the Appropriations Committee, who seem to 
insist that the 15 members on the Naval Committee are incapable 
of preparing and conducting one of the appropriation bills, while 
they accord to themselves sufficient wisdom to prepare and man- 
age six or seven of the great appropriation bills of the House, and 
then to supervise all the rest. 

I wish to say that those ee are assuming a great deal. 
I do not know what kind of success Ishould have in dealing with 
the ‘‘ legislative bill,” or the ‘‘ sundry civil bill,” or some other 
bill, but I havesome knowledge of the matters that are provided 
for in the naval appropriation bill. I have had the assistance of 
a gentleman who for years has been a member and for part of the 
time chairman of the committee; of another gentleman who was 
for years an officer of the Navy, after graduating at Annapolis, 
and of other experienced and competent gentlemen; and we have 
the right to ask this House to repose some confidence in our judg- 
ment and in ourstatements about matters that affect naval aoute” 
priations and naval construction. Yet the gentleman from IIli- 
nois gets up here and, as an argument in favor of the mutilation 
of this bill, that has once the House, makes the distinct 
statement on the floor that the manufacturers of the armor can 
not possibly furnish their material in time. 

I answer him by saying that the communications received by 
our committee from the Carnegie and Bethlehem companies de- 
clared that they can furnish all the armor of these battle ships 
inside of thirty months. We have not brought these details in 
here, and there was no need of bringing them in here. We had 
the right to believe that this House would take some for 
granted, and a in us some confidence, when the Naval Com- 
mittee come in here and make a general statement of facts. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. And that letter is borne out by the letter of 
Commodore oe 

Mr. BOUTELLE, And that letter is indorsed by the Chief of 
the Bureau of Ordnance of the Navy. 

The gentlemen on the Committee on A ae always 
want to cut down all bills except their own. they really desire to 
economize, why do not they economize on their own bills? Why 
do they increase the fortifications bill and other bills under their 
control and then come into the House and talk about how much 
we are mortgaged for the future, and a7 to put all the nsi- 
bility upon the naval appropriation bill, which to-day for 
less money for the increase of the Navy than was appropriated in 
the naval bill by the House a yearago? It is not fair; it is not 
—e — the House as I think the House has a right to be 

t with. 


we repeat, the proposition before this House is perfectly simple. 
e 
tain 


— for four battle ships at a time when the House cer- 
y gave every indication that it wanted more. There is no 
reason why we should want less now than we did then, and I hope 
that when the vote of the House is recorded it will not put us, 
after all that has been said, and while the whole world is looking 
at us, in the ition of ing from the provision heretofore 


aoe by the House for the protection of our coasts and the defense 
or our 


ag. 
Here the hammer fell. ] 
r. BOUTELLE. Has my time expired? 

The SPEAKER. The time for debate has expired. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

The a uestion was ordered. 

The SP’ . The question is on concurring in the amend- 
ment of the Senate. 

Mr, SAYERS and Mr. BOUTELLE called for the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BOUTELLE (during the roll call). Mr. Speaker, I sup- 
pose it is entirely out of order to interrupt the roll call, but 
gentlemen are coming to me and saying that there is some mis- 
understanding as to the question on which the vote is being 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated it to the House. The 
question is on concurring in the amendment of theSenate. Those 
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who favor it will say “‘ yea” and those who are opposed to it wil] 


 * —, 
ir. UTELLE. The effect of an affirmative vote will be to 
strike out the two battle ships. 

Mr. SAYERS. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 81, nays 141, not 
voting, 183; as follows: F 


Aldrich, Ala. 
Andrews, 
Bailey, 
Baker, Kans. 
Baker, Md. 
Bartlett, Ga. 
Bell, Co) 


Shuford, 
Skinner, 
Strait, 
Strode, Nebr. 
Strowd, N.C. 
Talbe re 

rt, 
Tate 


NAYS—141. 


Hurley, 
Johnson, 
Kerr, 
Kleberg, 
Knox, 
Lacey, 
La 


Pendleton, 
Phillips, 
pom, 

lowers, 
Pugh, 
eorpere. 
Robinson, Pa. 
Royse, 
Russell, Ga. 
Sauerhering, 
Scranton, 
Shafroth, 
She 


Gillett, Mass. 
Griffin, 
Griswold, 

te 


ng, 

Sulloway, 
Sulzer, 
Fai 

‘awney, 
Tayler, 
Thorpe, 
Towne, 
U 


Van oorhis, 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Woodman. 


Goodwyn, 
Grosvenor, 
Aldrich, Tl. 
Allen, M 
ra, 
ey, 
Arnold, Pa. 
Pabeock, 
Barrett, 
eh 
Bartlett, N. ¥. 
Beach, 


Li 
Lorimer. 
Londeniager . 


Maddox, 


. South . 
onal pairs were announced: 
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Seen, a 


is bill: 

On eeTLaTT of New York with Mr. Parrerson, 

Mr. BRODERICK with Mr. McLaurin, 

Mr. Brostus with Mr. Hatt. 

Mr. SeTTLe with Mr. TRACEWELL. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. NEWLANDs. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with my 
coll e, Mr. Catcuines. If he were here I would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the gentleman 
from Kansas, Mr. Bur, I am paired for this day with his col- 
jeague, Mr. CALDERHEAD. I am advised that if present he would 
yote “aye”; so, after consultation with Mr. BuivE, [have voted. 

Mr. TUCKER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, Mr. Draper. If he were present, I would 
rote “aye.” 
v°The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 81 and the nays 
are 141. The House nonconcurs in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The House having yesterday nonconcurred 
in the other amendments of the Senate, and having now noncon- 
curred in this, I move that a conference with the Senate be re- 
quested on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses. 

The motion was @ to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Pending the motion to adjourn, leave of absence was granted 
as follows: . 
To Mr. McCauu of Tennessee, for twenty days, on account of 
important business. ; 
o Mr. Goopwyvn, for ten days, on account of sickness, 
To Mr. Harpy, for five days,on account of important business. 
To Mr. CLARK of Iowa, for ten days, on account of important 
business. 
To Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, for three days, on account of death in 
his family. ; ; Bie ; 
To Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
To Mr. Lewis, for ten days, on account of important business. 
To Mr. Faris, for one week, on account of important business. 


REPRINT OF A BILL, 


On motion of Mr, CURTIS of Kansas, by unanimous consent, 
it was 

Ordered, That the bill (H.R.7907) for the protection of the people of the 
Indian Territory, extending the jurisdiction of the United States courts, 
providing for the laying out of towns, for the leasing of coal and other min- 
eral, umber, farming, and grazing lands, and for other purposes, be reprinted. 

The motion of Mr. DINGLEY was then agreed to; and accord- 
ingly (at 4 o’clock and 15 minutes p.m.) the House adjourned, 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were severally 
reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to 
the several Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. DALZELL, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2508) entitled ‘‘An 
act to establish customs ports of delivery at Pueblo, Durango, and 
Leadville, Colo., and for other purposes,” reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1609); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5376) granting condemned 
cannon to the State of Iowa, reported the same with amendment, 


accompanied by a rt (No. 1610); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


Mr. GRIFFIN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2568) authorizing 
the construction of a road from the Mill Springs National Ceme- 
tery, in Pulaski County, Ky., to the town of Somerset, in said 
pony the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 1614): which said bill and report were referred to the 

mmittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. WILSON of Idaho, from the Committee on the Public Lands, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.8562) granting 
to the Territory of Arizona a portion of the Camp Verde Military 
Reservation, in Arizona, and the buildings and improvements 
thereon, fornormal school purposes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a rt (No. 1631); which said bill and 
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ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1634); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 


severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. TRACEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 3866) for the relief of George W. Gi an, 
(Report No. 1611.) 

The bill (H. R. 4188) tocorrect the military record of Joseph Gra- 


ham. (Report No. 1612.) 
By Mr. BUCK, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 4766) to refer claim of Thomas M. Hobbs to the 
Court of Claims. (Report No. 1615.) 
The bill (H.R.1809) for the relief of the Protestant Orphan 


Asylum of Natchez, in the State of Mississippi. (Report No. 1616.) 
By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: T! ll 
(H. R. 1480) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of Me- 
Minnville, Tenn. (Report No. 1617.) 
By Mr. HURLEY, from the Committee on War Claims: The 


bill (H. R. 8251) for the relief of Frank G. Osburn. 
1618. ) 
By Mr. LESTER, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (House Res. No. 301) to refer the bill (H.R 
for the relief of Abner D. Lewis, of Shelby County, Tenn.. with 
all accompanying papers, to the Court of Claims, reported in lieu 
of House bill No. 2076. (Report No. 1619.) 


(Report No. 


. 2076) 


A resolution (House Res. No. 302) to refer the bill (H.R. 2680) 
for the relief of the heirs of Joseph B. Seabrook, deceased, late of 
Charleston, 5. C., with all accompanying papers, to the Court of 
Claims, reported in lieu of House bill No. 3680. (Report No. 
1620.) 


A resolution (House Res. No. 308) to refer the bill (H. R. 8142) 
for the relief of Gertrude A. Leftwich, widow of John W. Left- 
wich, with all accompanying papers, to the Court of Claims, re- 
ported in lieu of House bill No. si4°. ( Rep a | \ oOo. 1621.) 

By Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: 


The bill (H. R. 546) for the relief of Albert J. Pratt, adminis- 


trator. (Report No. 1622.) 

The bill (H. R. 8417) to refer to the Court of Claims the war 
claims of the State of New Hampshire. (Report No. 1623 

The bill (H. R. 6873) for the relief of James B. Treadwell, of 
Somerset, Pa. (Report No. 1624.) 

By Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (House Res. No. 304) to refer the bill (H. R. 4772) for the 


relief of the estates of John Flower and Thomas B. Flower, etc., 
with all accompanying papers, to the Court of Claims, reported 
in lieu of House bill No. 4772. (Report No. 1625.) 
By Mr. PUGH, from the Committee on War Claims: 
The bill (H. R. 1796) for the relief of those suffering from the 
destruction of the salt works near Manchester, Ky., pursuant to 
the orders of Maj. Gen. Carlos Buell. (Report No. 1626.) 

The bill (H. R. 6139) for the relief of Elizabeth Fulwiler. 
port No. 162s.) 

By Mr. WILSON of Ohio, from the Committee on War Claims: 

The bill (S. 2289) entitled ‘‘An act for the relief of James and 
Emma 8. Cameron for occupation and damages to property and 
for fuel taken and used by the United States Army during the 
war.” (Report No. 1627.) 

The bill (H. R. 7425) for the relief of GeorgeS. Simon. 
No. 1629.) 

By Mr. FENTON, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 


(Re- 


(Report 





The bill (S. 559) entitled *‘An act for the relief of Bvt. Col. 
Thomas P. O'Reilly.” (Report No. 1632.) 
The bill (H. R. 1496) for the relief of William H. Hugo. (Re- 
port No. 1633.) 
ADVERSE REPORT. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. TRACEY, from the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs, reported adversely (Report No. 1613) the 


rges in cases of removal of 


and report were laid on the 


bill (H. R. 12) providing for disch 
charges of desertion; which said bill 
table, 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 


Teport were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the | of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
State of the Union. follows: 

Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8693) donating 2 con- 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 502) entitled ‘‘An | demned cannon and 10 condemned cannon balls to Shelly Norman 


act to @ compromise and settlement between the United 


Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Muscatine, lowa—to the 


States and the State of Arkansas,” reported the same with amend- | Committee on Naval Affairs, 
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By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 8694) granting condemned 
cannon and balls to the Ephrata Monument Association, Ephrata, 
Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R.8695) to authorize the Sec- 
retary of War to purchase the Gettysburg battlefield—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H. R. 8696) providing for four cannon 
and four pyramids of cannon balls to be donated to the commis- 
sioners of Putnam Park, Redding, Conn.—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 8697) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Navy to donate one condemned cannon 
and four pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Francis Wash- 
burn Post, No. 92, Grand Army of the Republic, of Brighton, 
Mass., and for other purposes—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HENDERSON: A bill (H.R.8698) to validate the ap- 
pointments, acts, and services of certair. deputy United States 
marshals in the Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8699) in relation to the put- 
ting up of smoking and fine-cut chewing tobacco, and also cigars— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STALLINGS: A bill (H. R. 8723) to authorize the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Cahaba River,in Bibb County, 
Ala., by the Mobile and Ohio Railroad Company—to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 1047) for 
the relief of Harriet A. Phillips; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following titles 
were presented and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 8700) granting a pension to 
Clelia Eakins, widow of Samuel Eakins, late acting master of the 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 8701) to make Commodore 
William P. McCann, of the Navy, a rear-admiral on the retired 
list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8702) for the relief of Daniel Hettesheimer 
and to remove charges of desertion—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8703) for the relief of Mary Landfrit—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 8704) granting a pension to 
John Keen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 8705) for the relief of Thomas 
Caldwell, of Bradley County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. COOK of Wisconsin: A bill (H.R. 8706) to correct the 
military record of Patrick Hanley—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill =. R. 8707) for the relief of George 
W. Frush, late of Company B, Third West Virginia Infantry, 
and later of Company B, Sixth West Virginia Cavalry Volun- 
teers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8708) for the relief of Maramon H. Martin, 
late private of Company A, Sixth Regiment of West Virginia 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8709) for the relief of James Humes, late 
captain of Company A, Fifteenth Regiment of West Virginia 
Infantry—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULICK: A bill (H. R. 8710) to refer to the Court of 
Claims the claim of John A. Binzer for compensation for the loss 
of supplies taken by the United States troops during the Kirby 
Smith raid—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H.R.8711) to grant pension to Eliza- 
beth A. Griswold, mother of Seneca S. Marshall, Company B, 
Eighth United States Cavalry—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Iso, a bill (H. R. 8712) to grant $72 per month pension to Wil- 
liam E. Miller, late colonel Twenty-eighth lowa Infantry—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R.8713) for the relief of Capt. Mc- 
Curdy Tate, late captain of Company H, Fifty-third Pennsylvania 
Volunteers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LINTON: A bill (H. R. 8714) granting accrued pension 
to John E. Carland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 8715) nting an honorable 
——- to David J. Albaugh—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 
By Mr. TRACEY: A bill (H. R. 8716) to remove charge of 
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‘‘absent without leave” from military record of Ab 
Runyon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8717) granting a pension to John H. Jenkin. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. an 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8718) granting to the Agricultural (‘5))...., ‘ 
Missouri the right to select additional lands—to the Com),)\\-... 
on the Public Lands. : 7 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8719) for the relief of ()).,).. 
N. Stephens, of Jackson County, Ala.—to the Committee oy \ - 
Claims. ) 

By Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 8720) granting ay jy. 
crease of pension to Thomas Jones—to the Committee on [nyaliq 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8721) granting an increase of pension to Sto. 
phen Fowler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

» KERR: A bill (H. R. 8722) granting a pension to Sarah 
M. Kingsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


raham M 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ARNOLD of Pennsylvania: Papers to accompany House 
bill No, 8624, for the relief of James Eagan—to the Committee »» 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire: Petition of the Central 
Labor Union of Concord, N. H., in favor of House bill No. 6119. 
relating to the limitations of the hours of daily service of laborers 
and mechanics employed — the public works of the United 
States and the District of Columbia—to the Committee on Labor, 

By Mr. CANNON: Letter of 8. H. Walker, of the Nationa] 
Capital Investment Company, Washington, D. C., relating to the 
building at No. 464 Louisiana avenue—to the Committee oy 


eae 

y Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: Resolutions of the North Capitol and 
Eckington Citizens’ Association, in favor of Senate bill No. 202s, 
to extend the routes of the Eckington and Soldiers’ Home Rail- 
way Company, and for other purposes—to the Committee on tho 
District of Columbia. 

7 Mr. CURTIS of Kansas: Resolutions of Local Union, No. 25, 
of Topeka, Kans., of the Journeyman Barbers’ International! Union 
of America, asking for the passage of a bill to secure Government 
ownership and control of teleg:aph lines—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolution of the council of the Seneca 
Nation of Indians, King Tallchief, clerk, favoring the passage of 
bill No. 8670, in relation to marriage between white men and 
Indian women—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of E. A. Ormsby and others, of 
of Emmetsburg, [owa, praying for favorable action on House bills 
Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DOVENER: Resolution of Enterprise Council, No. 5, 
Order United American Mechanics, of Wheeling, W. Va., in favor 
of the Stone immigration bill—to the Committee on Inmigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of A. R. Jacob and 38 other citizens of Ohio 
County, W. Va., asking that a duty be placed on wool—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Memorial of Sedgwick Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Santa Ana, Cal., — nting special pen- 
sions at high rates, and asking that widows of officers be pensioned 
under existing laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, resolutions of the Manufacturers and Producers’ Associa- 
tion of California, in favor of Senate bill No. 2447, for a bureau 
of commerce and manufactures—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of D. Edward Collins, in favor of the passage of 
House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter, and }ill 
No. 838, to reduce letter postage—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. HILL: Resolution of the Florida Society of the Sons of 
the Revolution, favoring the publication of certain records and 
papers of the Continental Congress—to the Committee on Print 


ing — 
Also, petition of E. B. Phillips, secretary of Young Men’s Chr 


tian Association, of Winsted, 
bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to second-class 
matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

— HURLEY: Petition of the Florida Society of Sons of 
the Revolution, relating to the publication of Revolutionary rec 
ords—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Resolution of Tulare Granze, 
No. 198, Patronsof Husbandry of California, favoring the passage 


n., for favorable action on House 








1896. 





of House bill No. 2626, for the protection of agricultural staples 
by an export duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LINTON: Statement regarding House bill No. 2855, 

nting an honorable discharge to Frederick Stewart—to the 
‘ommittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NORTHWAY: Petition of the faculty of Hiram Col- 
lege, Hiram, Ohio, in favor of the adoption of the metric system— 
to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. THORP: Petition of J. F. Walton and others of Janes- 
ville, Va., for the passage of House bills Nos. 4566 and 838, amend- | 
ing the postal laws; also praying for legislation authorizing the 
Post-Office Department to prohibit the use of the mails in adver- 
tising frauds on the business public—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TRACEY: Papers to accompany House bill relating to 
the claim of John H. Jenkins, scout and guide—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to remove the charge of 
«absent without leave” in the case of Abraham M. Runyon—to | 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of the United States | 
Maimed Soldiers’ League of Philadelphia, favoring the passage 
of House bill No. 8354, to adjust the pensions of maimed Union 
soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, Jlay 6, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Miusury, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. KyL&, and by unanimous con- | 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from the 
Chief of Engineers, United States Army, together with a report 
from Maj. J. H. Willard, Corps of Engineers, dated April 4, 1896, 
of a preli i examination made by him in scnialinnes with 


imina 
the provisions of the river and harbor act of August 17, 1894, of 
Big Sunflower River, Mississippi; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to rin 


He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of War, transmitting, in response to the joint resolution ap- 
proved February 26, 1896, a letter from the Chief of Engineers 
expressing the opinion that the construction of a breakwater at 
Palm Beach, Fla., for the purpose of protecting and facilitating 
landing at the pier now constructed at that place, would cost 
about ,000; which, on motion of Mr. Pasco, was, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 


FANNIE KAUTZ, 


Mr. SHERMAN. Iask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S.989) to place the 
name of Fannie Kautz, widow of August V. Kautz, deceased, late | 
brigadier-general, United States Army, retired, on the pension | 
roll at the rate of $175 per month. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 8, 
to strike out *‘ $175 per month, in lieu of the pension she is now 
entitled to receive, in recognition of the distinguished services 
rendered his country in the Mexican war, the war of the rebellion, | 
and in the Indian wars of the West,” and insert ‘‘ $50 per month ”; 
so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, | 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject _to the provi- | 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fannie Kautz, widow 


of August V. Kautz, deceased, late a brigadier-gencral, retired, United States 
Army, at the rate of $0 per month. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I think the amount ought to be increased. 

Mr. §$ MAN. I thinkso, too, but the beneficiary isso needy 
at this time that I hope the Senate will fix the pension at $50 a 
month as the committee have reported. 

Mr. “re I am very sorry to have the Dill passed in this | 
shape. e lady is a citizen of my State; I know her situation, 
and that she needs the money. I think the pension ought to be 
mnade $100a month. Her husband was a very distinguished offi- 
cer in the Mexican war and the late war. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I know that is all true; but I think we had | 
better allow $50 a month now, and if Congress hereafter chooses 
to give her more, well and good. The committee have proposed 
$50, and I think the bill ought to be passed in that form. 
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_ Mr. SQUIRE. Very well. Under the circumstances I will not 
insist upon an increase over what is proposed by the committee. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting 
to Fannie Kautz, widow of August V. Kautz. late 
general, United States Army.” 


b pension 
brigadier 


SARAH K. M’LEAN. 

Mr. TURPIE. I ask unanimous consent for the consider 

of the bill (S. 606) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean. w 
the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in C 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


ition 
dow of 


ommittee of the 
It directs the proper ac 


| counting officers to settle and adjust to Sarah K. McLean, widow 


of the late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean, all back pay and 
emoluments that would have been due and payable to him asa 
major from July 23, 1864, to the date of his reinstatement March 
3, 1875. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


LEGISLATIVE, EXECUTIVE, AND JUDICIAL APPROPRIATION BILL 
Mr. CULLOM submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6248) making appro 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of th 
ment for the fiscal year ending June W, 1807, and for other purposes, 
met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 99, 101, 131, 133, 134, 

MH, 22, 226, BLT, 2S, BVO, ZAO, 231, V2, 2h4, VAT, VIS, Wao, 240, 241, Va i 


25) , 252, 258, 254, 255, 257, 250, 261, 262, 264, 265, 266, 267, 260, 272, 2 





having 


recom 






245, 247, 248, 249, 250, 


13, 277, 278, 270, 280, Val 


and 288. 

ihat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate numbered 88, 98, 132, 135, 156, 157, 158, 219, 220, 221, 222. 224. 2h, 285 286, 
as 


287, 280, 202, 300, and 302, and agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 55, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $4,500"; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Se 


t n 
ate numbered 56, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $39,000"; and the Senate agree to tl me 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen 
ate numbered &, and agree to the same with an amendment as fol] In 
’ 





lien of the sum proposed insert ‘* $3,000"; and the Senate agree to the ¢ 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 8 
ate numbered 89, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following 

‘For printing, binding, and wrapping 1,000 additional copies of series 1, 
volumes 1, 2,3, and 4, for supplying officers of the Navy who have not re 
ceived the work, $2,400." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen 
ate numbered 115, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert * $8,500"’; and the Senate agree to the same 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the S« 
ate numbered 116, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: lh 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $10,500"; and the Senate a 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Ser 
ate numbered 117, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 


3: In 


rree to the sa 





lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $6,500"; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen 

| ate numbered LI8, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘ $8,500"; and the Senate agree to the sam 
That the Honse recede from its disagreement tothe amendment of the Sen 

ate numbered 119, and agree to the same with an amendment as f ws: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $6,000"; and the Senat ree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen 


ate numbered 12), and agree to the same with an amendment as follow In 
1 : 


lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $8,000"; and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the ar 








m nt« hig wear 
ate numbered 121, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ** $6,300"; and the Senate agree to the sam 

That the House recede from its disagreement of the amendment of the Sen 
ate numbered 122, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $8,300"; and the Senate e to same 

| That the House recede from its disagreement to the ainendment of the Sen 
ate numbered 130, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow In 
lieu of the number proposed insert **four’’; and the Senate agree to the sam 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the a ndment of the Se 
ate numbered 137, and agree to the same with an amendment as f y In 
lien of the sum proposed insert * $164,010"; and the Senate agree t i 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Ser 


ate numbered 155, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow In 






lieu of the numbe« r proposed insert : *: and the Senate agree to the aa 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen 
ate numbered 159, and agree to the same with an amendment as follow In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the fol I ‘Eke i 
and thirteen”; and the Senate agree to the same 
That the House recede from its disagree 


nent to the amendments of the Sen 
ate numbered 160, 161, 162, 163, 164, 165, 166, 167, 168, 16°, 170 +, 173, 174, 175, 176, 
177. 178, 179, 180, 181, 182, 183, 184, 185, 186, 187, 188, 186, 190, 191, 192, 195, 194, 195, 196, 197, 
198, 199, 200, 201, 202, 208, 204, 205, 206, 207, 20 710, 211, 212, 213, 214, 215, 216, and 217, 
and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the amended 
section insert the following: 

“Sc. 7. That the United States district attorney for each of the following 
judicial districts of the United States shall be paid, in lieu of the salaries, fees, 
percentums, and other compensations now allowed by law,an annual salary, 
as follows: For the northern and middle districts of the State of Alabama. each 
$4,000; for the southern district of the State of Alabama, $3,000; for the Terri- 
tory of Arizona, $4,000; for the eastern district of Arkansas, $4,000; for the 











CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


western district of Arkansas, $5,000; for the northern district of California, 
$4,500; for the southern district of California, $3,500; for the district of Colo- 
rado, $4,000; for the district of Connecticut, $2,500; for the district of Dela- 
ware, $2,000; for the northern district of Florida, $3,500; for the southern 
district of Florida, $3,500; for the northern district of pecrgin, $5,000; for the 
southern district of Georgia, $3,500; for the district of Idaho # 000; for the 
northern district of Illinois, $5,000; for the southern district of llinois, $5,000; 
for the district of Indiana, $5,000; for the northern and southern districts of 
Iowa, each $4,500; for the district of Kansas, $4,500; for the district of Ken- 
tucky, $5,000; for the eastern district of Louisiana, $3,500; for the western 
district of Louisiana, $2,500; for the district of Maine, $3,000; for the district 
of Maryland, $4,000; for the district of Massachusetts, $5,000; for the eastern 
district of Michigan, $4,000; for the western district of Michigan, $3,500; 
for the district of Minnesota, $4,000; for the northern and southern districts 
of a each $3,500; for the eastern district of Missouri, $4,500; for the 
western district of Missouri, $4,500; for the district of Montana, $4,000; for 
the district of Nebraska, $4,000; for the district of Nevada, $3,000; for the 
district of New _——— $2,000; for the district of New Jerse 000; for 
the district of New Mexico, $4,000; for the northern district of ew York 
$4,500; for the eastern district of New York, $4,500; for the castern district of 
North Carolina, $4,000; for the western district of North Carolina, $4,300; for 
the district of North Dakota, $4,000; for the northern and southern districts 
of Ohio, each $4,500; for the district of Oklahoma, $5,000; for the district of 
Oregon, $4,500; for the eastern district of Pennsylvania, $4,500; for the west- 
ern district of penay trast, $4,500; for the district of Rhode Island, $2,500: 
for the eastern and western districts of the district of South Carolina, $4,500, 
$2,500 of which shall be for the performance of the duties of district attorney 
for the western district; for the district of South Dakota, $4,000; for the 
eastern, middle, and western districts of Tennessee, each $4,500; for the 
northern district of Texas, $3,500; for the eastern district of Texas, $5,000; 
for the western district of Texas, $4,000; for the district of Utah, $4,000; for 
the district of Vermont, $3,000; for the eastern district of Virginia, $4,000; 
for the western district of Virginia, $4,500; for the district of Washington 
i: for the district of West Virginia, $4,500; for the eastern district of 

isconsin, $4,000; for the western district of Wisconsin, $4,000; for the dis- 
trict of Wyoming, $41,000.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 214, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert “eight”; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 223, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number pro: insert “ nine"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 235, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ ”; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its d ent to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 236, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert * $3,000"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 243, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $3,000"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the ame: nt of the Sen- 
ate numbered 244, and © to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed tans’ $2,500"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 246, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro insert “ $3,500"; and the Senate agree to the same, 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 256, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum p insert “ $2,500"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 260, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert ‘* $4,000"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from batemutieat to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 264, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “$4,000”; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 268, and to same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum p insert “$4,000”; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the am ent of the Sen- 
ate numbered 270, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the te “For the 
eastern and western districts of the district of South Carolina, $4,500, $2,500 
of which shall be for the performance of the duties of marshal of the west- 
ern district; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 271, and, to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro’ insert ‘* $4,000°"; and the Senate to the same. 

hat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
~ ——— 274,and : = the — — i — as a In 
eu the sum pro nsert $4,000"; an: Sena’ same. 

That the House recede from its oman to the cmanimnen® of the Sen- 
ate numbered 275, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum insert “ $3,500"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 276, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum pro insert * $2,500"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment tothe amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 282, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert “ $4,000"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its ment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate num 283, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the sum proposed insert * $3,500"; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 284, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the —— insert “ ten’; and the Senate to the same. 

That the House from its disagreement to the am ment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 200, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
- . the matter out and inserted by said amendment insert the 

OllOW” . 


“Seco, ll. That at any time when, in the opinion of the marshal of any dis- 
trict, the public interest will thereby be promoted, he may appoint one or 
more deputy marshals for such districts, who shall be known as field outs, 
and who, unless sooner removed by the district court, as now provided by 
law, shall hold office during the pleasure of the marshal, except as hereinafter 
provided, and whoshall each, as his compensation, receive three-fourths of the 
gross fees, including mileage, as vided by law, earned by him, not to ex- 
ceed $1,500 per fiscal year, or at t rate for any part of a fiscal year; and in 
addition shall be allowed his actual necessary expenses, not ex Raday, 
while endeavoring to arrest, under austees, a@ person charged with or con- 
victed of crime: Provided, Thata field deputy may elect to receive actual ex- 


mses on any trip ir lieu of : Provided, That in special cases, who, 
fr his judgment ju«’ {ve requires, Attorney-General ay make an” here 
tional allowance, not, however, in any case to make the aggregate annual 
compensation of any field deputy in excess of $2,500 nor more than thr.n 
fourths of the gross fees earned by such field deputy. The marshal im... 
diately after making any appointment or appointments under this sec; 2 
shall report the same to the Attorney-General, stating the facts as dis; n- 
ed from conclusions constituting the reason for such ap tment, and 
he Attorney-General may at any time cancel any such appointment as ;¢}\, 
ublic interest may mire. The field deputies herein provided for of th 
districts of California, Colorado, enates. Montana, North Dakota, South 
Dakota, Nevada, Oregon, Wyoming, and Idaho shall, for the services thay 
may perform during the fiscal year 1897, receive double the fees allowed },y 
law to like officers in other States for performing similar duties, but neith>» 
of them shall be allowed to receive of such fees any sum exceeding the avyre. 
gate compensation of such officer as provided herein.” 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen. 
ate numbered 291, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: [pn 
lieu of the number proposed insert “twelve”; and the Senate agree to tha 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen. 
ate numbered 293, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: [pn 
lieu of the number proposed insert “thirteen”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 294, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
line 6 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the words © rep- 
resent or’’; and the Senate agree to the same. : 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen. 
ate numbered 295, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert “fourteen; and the Senate agree to tho 


same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen. 
ate numbered 296, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: [pn 
lieu of the number proposed insert “fifteen”; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 297, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: [pn 
lieu of the number proposed insert “sixteen”; and the Senate agree t 
same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 208, and agree tothe same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: * Soc- 
tions 6 to 15, inclusive, of ’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its ent to the amendment of the Sen. 
ate numbered 200, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert “seventeen”; and the Senate agree tothe 


same. 

That the House recede from its nt to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate aumbered 301, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “6 to 15, 
inclusive’; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 303, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the number proposed insert “ eighteen”; and the Senate agree to the 


same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 304, and to the same with an amendment as follows: In 


lieu of the matter i dment insert the following: * Sec- 


by amen 0 
tions 6 to 15, inclusive, of"; and the Senate agree to the same. 


That the House its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 311, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted said amendment insert the following: *‘\ to 
23”; and on 127 of the bill, in line 10, strike out the words “ June 3)” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “the ist day of July”; and the Senate 


to the same. 

*erhat the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the Sen- 
ate numbered 312, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following: “6,5, or 
15"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

The committee of conference have been unable to agree on the amendments 
of at ae ee, ll, as 14, 16, 19, 22, 23, 36, 37, 38, 83, 108, 109, 142, 144, 233, 

’ ’ and 
8. M. CULLOM, 


H. M. TELLER, 

F. M. COCKRELL, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 

HENRY H. BINGHAM, 

JNO. E. McoCALL, 

ALEX. M. DOCKERY, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in the 


rt. 

Mr. HILL. If the Senate desires to intelligently it is 
important that the conference report be printed, that we 
may have an op to examine it. We are not familiar 
with what the amendmentsare. They are simply stated by num- 
bers—for instance, that the Senate shall sensi from its amend- 
ment numbered 129, and we do not know anything about what 
amendment numbered 129 is. If we vote to concur so far as there 
has been an agreement we vote entirely in the dark. What 
objection can there be to the report being primted and going over 
until to-morrow a we may have an opportunity to 
know — what has done? 

Mr. ULLOM. I do not desire to occupy the attention of the 
Senate more than a moment. The Senator New York states 
correctly that in a very few instances where the rt proposes 
that the Senate shall recede from amendment numbered 129, for 
— without any further explanation, of course the Senate 
would not know what it meant, but in nearly all the instances—in 
all, in fact, of any consequence—the c of the amendment 
agreed to by the conferees on the of the two Honses is set out 
in the report and has been read at the desk. For instance, take 
the important features of the bill which have been agreed to by 


re- 


» the 











the conferees, the ae relating to attorneys and marshals. 


y the conferees have been read and can be 


The salaries fixed 


inted out. I have a table in my hand showing exactly what 
the House to as to any given attorney or marshal, what 
the Senate to, and what the conferees have finally agreed 
upo 


n. 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator permit a suggestion right here? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Of course I have no doubt that by making inqui- 
ries of the Senator from Illinois, who is perfectly familiar with 
the subject, every Senator here may understand what has been 
done; but it was to relieve the Senator from being subjected to 
the various inquiries, because Senators are naturally somewhat 
inquisitive to know what has been done, that I thought we could 
examine the question for ourselves. For instance, I am interested 
in several items, and so are my people. I am only interested in 
them because my people are interested. I could not quite catch 
what was done in regard to the salaries of the district attorneys 
for the three districts in my State. Of course I can ask, but will 
not that lead to other Senators asking, and take more time really, 
when we could dispose of it to-morrow morning without any 
trouble? Thatis one point. Another point I should like to be 
informed upon is as to what has been done with the question of 
the United States commissioners, a very important matter to my 
people, and to which I called the especial attention of the con- 
ference committee when it was appointed and when we had the 
question up for discussion before the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no special objection to the renort going 
over until to-morrow morning, if it is the desire of Senators. All 
that I want is to facilitate business as rapidly as possible con- 
sistent with intelligent action. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Had it not better be printed? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to its going over and being 
printed, with the understanding that we shall take it up in the 
morning among the very first things done after the early morn- 
ing business. 

Mr. HILL. It will be printed? 

Mr. CULLOM. It will be printed, of course, in the Recorp. 

a The report will go over and be 

rinted. 

. Mr. DUBOIS. I rose to say that I think the Senator from New 
York is entirely right in regard to this matter. The instance 
which the Senator from Illinois mentioned is a way good one. I 
caught as the report was read something in regard to the fees of 
marshals and attorneys in Idaho. There is a very good reason 
why the fees in that part of the country should be different from 
the fees in most other States. I think some change was made by 
the conferees and the Senate is asked to agree to it, if I caught the 
reading correctly. I believe that on this bill and all other bills the 
report of the conferees ought to be printed in such a way that the 
Senate can understand it. We make our fight here for items and 
get them in the bill and we do not know what becomes of them in 
conference. I believe the precedent ought to be established of 
printing conference reports. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say in justification of the commit- 
tee and myself that we have been especially anxious that the Sen- 
ate should not act blindly upon the appropriation bills when con- 
ference reports are brought in. Therefore, when I made a former 
report upon this bill, I was careful to note, so that the Senate could 
understand exactly what we were doing, the items yet disagreed 
to, calling attention at the same time to the important items that 
were to by the conferees. I am prepared now, if it were 
desired that we should go on, to point out exactly the action of 
the conferees in reference to any particular item. But it may 
probably save time to let the — go over and be printed, so 
that the Senate can see it for itsel 

I wish to say in addition before I sit down that the question of 
fixing the fees of attorneys and marshals has been an embarrass- 
ing one. It has required a good deal of attention on the part of 
the conferees of the two Houses, and while we have not the items 
in the bill exactly as some of us would like, we found that it was 


impossible to do anything in that direction in most instances ex- 
cept upon a basis of compromise. I hope that Senators who may 
feel dissatisfied with the salaries fixed for the marshals and dis- 


trict attorneys in the diiferent States will realize when they come 

to look it over that however much they may think a salary fixed 

1s too small, they must understand that if we are to make any 

in this matter at all we have got to give and take a little 

In g with the conferees of the body which has control of the 
bill in another place. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Petitions and memorialsare in order, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Stone Cutters’ As- 
sociation of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the use of convict labor in the construction of 
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public buildings erected by the Government; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented a petition of the Congregational church, of 
Bay City, Mich., praying for the enactment of a Sunday-rest law 
for the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WILSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of the 
State of Washington, remonstrating against placing the statue of 
Pére Marquette in Statuary Hall; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
County, Wash., remonstrating against the appropriati 
lic money for sectarian institutions; which were o1 
the table. 

Mr. PRITCHARD presented the petition of George C. Haynie, 
of Madison County, N.C., praying that he be granted the pay and 
allowances of a captain from September 15, 1863, to August 16, 
1865; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present a resolution adopted by Local 
Union No. 51, of Boot and Shoe Workers’ Union of Manchester, N. 
H., in favor of the passage of a law giving to the people of the United 
States free and unlimited coinage of silver at a ratio of 16 to 1, 


a 


Snohomish 
tion of pub- 


dered to lie on 


Without waiting for the aid or consent of any other nation. This 
organization states that ‘‘ we are of the opinion that to do so would 


relieve the present monetary stringency and contribute toward 
bringing to us a return of national prosperity.” The resolution is 
signed by William E. Bailey, president, and James Damory, sec- 
retary. 

While I do not agree with the views represented in this resolu- 
tion, 1 am happy to present the petition to the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will lie on the table. 

Mr. THURSTON presented sundry memorials of citizens of 
Omaha, remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére Mar- 
quette in Statuary Hall; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the faculty of the University of 
Nebraska, at Lincoln, Nebr., praying for the establishment of an 
international board of arbitration between Great Britain and the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. SQUIRE presented sundry memorials of citizens of Seattle, 
Port Angeles, Snohomish and Tolt, all in the State of Washing- 
ton, remonstrating against placing the statue of Pére Marquette 
in Statuary Hall; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Wholesale Liquor 
Dealers’ Association of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the passage 
of the proposed amendment to section 48 of the tariff law, restrict- 
ing the bonded period on whisky to be made on and after July 1, 
1896, and up to July 1, 1898, to one year; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WHITE. I present by request resolutions adopted at a 
meeting of sundry citizens of southern California, relative to the 
settlement of interstate railroad matters and the investment of 
Governisent funds. I move that the resolutions lie on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WHITE presenied a petition of members of the bar of San 
Diego, Cai., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
for the holding of stated terms of the United States circuit and 
district courts of the southern district of California in that city 
for the purpose of the hearing and trial of all cases arising in the 
county of San Diego; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Men’s Democratic 
Club of Massachusetts, praying for the election of United States 
Senators by a direct vote of the people; which was ordered to lie 
on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the members of the California 
Yearly Meeting of Friends, of Whittier, Cal., remonstrating against 
the introduction of military training in the public schools of the 
country; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the establishment of a department 


of commerce and manufactures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the enactment of a voluntary bank- 


ruptcy law; which was ordered to lie om the table. 
He: also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., praying for the passage of the so-called Torrey 


bankruptcy bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Club of St. 
Paul, Minn., remorstrating against the construction of a bridge 


across the Straits of Detroit; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the adoption of the pro- 
posed amendment to the Post-Office appropriation bill prohibiting 
the Postmaster-General from consolidating smaller post-offices 
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outside the corporate limits of cities; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CALL. I present a peti¢ion of the Federation of Labor of 
the District of Columbia, by request, signed by James F. McHugh, 
president, and Arthur Keep, secretary. The petition prays, in the 
interest of the workingmen in the District of Columbia, that rail- 
road companies applying for new franchises shall be placed under 
certain restrictions in regard to the interests and the rights of the 
laborers employed by them. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WETMORE es a resolution adopted by the legisla- 
ture of the State of Rhode Island, praying for the establishment of 
a national military park to commemorate the campaign, siege, and 
defense of Vicksburg; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the REcorD, as 
follows: 


[State of Rhode Island, etc. In general assembly, January session, A. D. 1896. ] 
Resoiution. 


‘Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill (H. R. 4339) to establish a 
national ers ark to commemorate the campaign, siege, and defense of 
ome. Yaa been favorably reported by the Committee on Military 

airs; an 

Whereas Gettysburg and Vicksburg, being inseparably connected and con- 
stituting the greatest epoch in the war of the rebellion, should be equally 
commemorated in the most uguemnye and enduring manner possible; and 

hereas the establishment of a national military park to commemorate the 
campaign and siege of Vicksburg will be a most appropriate monument to 
the commander whose genius planned these operations and directed them 
toa anecquanes issue, and whose fame and character are so dear to all Ameri- 
cans; an 

Whereas the State of Rhode Island has not only a general, but also an es- 

cial interest in this bill, for the reason that one of her gallant regiments of 

nfantry volunteers, the Seventh, participated in the operations it proposes 
to commemorate, and has Vicksburg inscribed on its colors; therefore 

The legislature of the State of Rhode Island by this concurrent resolution 
asks its Senators and Representatives in Congress to do all or woe can to 
secure the prompt by Congress at this session of the bi HR. 4339, 
and requests the House Committee on Rules to give the earliest ble date 
for its consideration by the House; and the secretary of state is hereby in- 
structed to send a copy of this resolution to the Senators and members of the 
House of Representatives in Congress from Rhode Island, and to the Hon. 
THomAs B. Reep, Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United 
States of America. 

STATE OF RHopE IsLAND, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Providence, A>»<) 0, 1896. 


lcertify the foregoing to be a true copy of a resolution oy the gen- 
eral assembly of said State on the 17th day of April, A. D. 1896. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State aforesaid the date and year first above written. 
CHARLES P. BENNETT, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. WETMORE presented a resolution adopted by the legisla- 
ture of the State of Rhode Island, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the pay of letter carriers; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to 
be printed in the RecorD, as follows: 


[State of Rhode Island, etc. In generalassembly, January session, A. D. 1896.] 


Resolution recommending to Congress the of the bill now pending 
in he National House of Representatives to increase the pay of letter 
carriers. 


Whereas there is now pending in Congress a bill (H. R. 260) which has been 
favorably reported by the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of the 
House of Representatives, entitled “A bill to increase the pay of letter car- 
riers,’ by the provisions of which the compensation would range from $600 
for the first year of regular service, with annually added, toa maximum 
of $1,000 a year in cities of a population of less than 75,000, and a maximum of 
$1,200 in larger cities; and 

Whereas granting the proposed increase the free-delivery service of the 
Post-Office Department would still be not only self-supporting, but the source 
of a large revenue to the Government; ana 

Whereas the duties of a letter carrier are of an arduous, responsible char- 
acter, requiring for their best discharge the services of faithful and capable 
men permanently employed: Now, therefore, it is 

Resolved, That in the judgment of the general assembly of the State of 
Rhode Island, the bill aforesaid to increase the pay of letter carriers should 
be promptly gomeed by ere, that the Senators and Representatives of 
this State at Washington be, and they are hereby, requested to urge the pas- 
sage of said bill at the pecnens session of Congress, and that the secretary of 
state of Rhode Island be, and he hereby is, instructed to send a copy of this 
resolution to each of our said Senators and kepresentatives in Congress, as 
well as tothe Hon. Tuomas B. Rexp, Speaker of the National House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

STATE OF RHODE ISLAND, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE, 
Providence, April 27, 1896. 

I certify the foregoing to be a true copy of a resolution passed by the gen- 
eral assembly of sald State on the 24th an of April, A. D. 1896. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the seal of 
the State aforesaid the date and year first above written. 

CHARLES P. BENNETT, 
Secretary of State. 


Mr. MANTLE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Colum- 
bia Falls, Mont., and a petition of sundry citizens of Hamilton, 
Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation to amend the postal 
laws relating to second-class mail matter, and aiso to reduce letter 


postage to 1 cent per half ounce; which were referred to the Com- 
anittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
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CUSTOMS EXPENSES. 


Mr. ALLISON. I present a letter from the Secretary of 4) 
Treasury, transmitting a statement of the increase and decre.., in 
force, salary, and expenses at the various customs ports f,; ;), ; 
first nine months of the fiscal year 1896 over the corresponding 
period of the fiscal year 1895. _— 

The letter from the Secretary of the Treasury is accompani, 
sundry tables and documents relating to an item of importa), 
the deficiency appropriation bill. These tables and docun nis 
require careful examination by the committee and perhaps |)y ;},, 
two Houses, and I ask unanimous consent that the letter ani) ,¢. 
——— pa rs be printed for the use of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair), | 
there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. THURSTON, from the Select Committee on Internationa) 
Expositions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2889) to aid ang 
encourage the a the Tennessee Centennial Exposition at 
Nashville, Tenn., in the year 1897, and making an appropriation 
therefor, reported it without amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referre] the 
joint resolution (H. Res. 167) eng tartan exhibitors at the 
Tensenate Centennial Exposition, to be held in Nashville, Tenn, 
in 1897, to bring tothis country foreign laborers from their respec. 
tive countries for the purpose of preparing for and making their 
exhibits, and allowing articles imported from foreign countries 
for the sole purpose of exhibition at said e ition to be imported 
free of duty, under regulations prescribed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BUR OWS, from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 1602) for the relief 
of A. P. Brown, late at Le Mars, Iowa, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6037) granting a pension to Mrs, 
Amanda Woodcock, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5140) for the relief of Michael H. J. Crouch, late of 
Company M, Sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5814) granting a pension to Cassie A. Davis, widow of 
James P. Davis and mother of Mary T. Davis, an invalid daughter, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. WILSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 412) for the relief of Mrs. Emma D. Larsh, 
of Denver, Colo., reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 413) for the relief of Charles M. Larsh, of Denver. Colo., 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mir. FRYE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom 
was referred the resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the immediate establishment «0! a 
cable between the Pacific coast of the United States and the Ha- 
waiian Islands, submitted a report thereon, accompanied by a ill 
(S. 3068) to facilitate the construction and maintenance of tele- 

aphic communication between the United States, the Hawaiian 

slands, and Japan, and to promote commerce; which was read 
twice by its title. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported adversely thereon, and the bills were 
postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1816) to facilitate the construction and maintenance 
of telegraphic cables in the Pacific Ocean for the use of the (ivv- 
ernment in its foreign intercourse; and - 

A bill (S. 876) to provide for telegraphic communication |:- 
tween the United States of America, the Hawaiian Islands, and 
Japan, and to promote commerce. 

r. ROACH, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wis 
referred the bill (S. 1300) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barr«tt, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report therev. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whim 
was referred the bill (H.R. 6431) ey Peter P. Ferguson $1‘, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report therm. 

r. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of (o- 
lumbia, to whom were referred the following bills, submitted 
adverse — thereon, and the bills were postponed indefinit«'y: 

A bill (8. 2842) to incorporate the Columbia Subway Company; 


and 

A bill (S. 2128) to test the improved methods for the disposal of 
sewage and water filtration of villages and cities. a 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee to Establish the University of 
the United States, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4750) © 
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incorporate the National University, reported it without amend- 
mir, PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. DANIEL on the 5th 
instant providing for the production of copies of the drawings of the 
weekly issues of patents for inventions, etc. , intended to be proposed 
to the general deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations and printed; which was agreed to. 
r. GEAR, from the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
to whom was referred the bill (5S. 353) to provide for fixing a uni- 
form standard of classification and grading of wheat, corn, oats, 
parley, and rye, and for other purposes, reported it with amend- 
— PASCO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2953) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of Mattie S. Whitney, administratrix of Frank- 
lin 8. Whitney, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. h 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (S. 2087) for the relief of the legal representative of Franklin 
S. Whitney, deceased, reported adversely thereon, and the bill was 
postponed indefinitely. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1335) for the relief of John Veeley, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to whom 
the subject was referred, reported a bill (S. 3080) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to effect an adjustment between the 
United States and the Sioux City and Pacific Railway Company 
in relation to certain bonds issued by the United States in aid of 
the construction of said railway; which was read twice by its title. 


PAPERS OF MILITARY INFORMATION DIVISION, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 128) 

roposing an amendment to section £9, paragraph 2, of the act of 
January 12, 1895, providing for the public printing and binding and 
the distribution of public documents, to report it without amend- 
ment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes to 
amend section 89, paragraph 2, of the act of January 12, 1895, by 
inserting in the last line, after the word ‘‘ require,” the words 
‘and the Secretary of War may authorize, as a maximum num- 
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ber, the printing of 2,500 copies of each of the professional papers | 


pubiished by the military information division of the War De- 


rtment, or a lesser number, if the interests of the public service | 


justify it.” 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. ; 


REGISTERS OF THE ARMY AND NAVY, 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 127) 
—— amendments to section 73, paragraph 32, of the act of 

anuary 12, 1895, 
and distribution of documents, to report it without amendment, 
and I ask for its present consideration. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
to amend paragraph 32 of section 73 of the act so as to read: 

Of the ra of the Army and Navy, 2,500 copies of each; 1,000 for the 
Senate and 1,500 for the House. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 


STATUE OF JAMES SHIELDS. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Printing, to whom 
was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. CULLoM 
December 10, 1895, reported it without amendment, and it was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed and beund in one volume the proceedings in Congress upon the 
cccepennce of the statue of James Shields, 16,500 copies, of which 5,000 copies 

be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and 500 each for use and distribution by the governors of Illinois, 
Minnesota, and Missouri; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby di- 
rected to have printed an engraving of said statue, to accompany said pro- 


ceedings, said to be paid for out of the appropriation for the Bureau 
of Engraving aia 
JACOB A. WOLFSON, 


Mr. BACON. Iam directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2382) for the relief of Jacob A. 


roviding for the public printing and binding | Joseph S. Bunker; which was read twice by its title, and, with 


It proposes | 


ASO: 





Wolfson, to report it with an amendment; and I am further in- 
structed by the committee to ask the Senate, upon the adoption 
of the amendment, to agree to a resolution which I report from 
the committee referring the claim to the Court of Claims. I ask 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment of the Committee on Claims was. in line 5. after 
the word ** to,” to insert ‘‘ the estate of”; soas to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be 


: and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other 
wise appropriated, to the estate of Jacob A. Wolfson, of Natchitoches Parish 
La , the sum of $23,600, in full compensation for property taken as a military 
necessity by the United States Army during the year 1864 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘“‘A bill for the relief of 
the estate of Jacob A. Wolfson.” 

Mr. BACON. I now ask for the adoption of the resolution. 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the bill (S. 2382) entitled “A bill for the relief of the estate of 
Jacob A. Wolfson,” now pending in the Senate, together with all the accom 
panying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, 
in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the 
bringing of suits against the Government of the United States.” approved 
March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance 
with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate the facts of the case 
in accordance with section 14 of said act 


EMPLOYEES OF GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I ask that the Committee on Civil Serv- 
ice and Retrenchment be discharged from the further considera- 
tion of the communication from the Public Printer relative to the 


| amount of ‘‘ leave money” claimed to be due employees of the Gov- 


ernment Printing Office, and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so 
or¢ lered . 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S.3069) for the relief of 
W.N. Hedden; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3070) to correct the military record 
of George C. Haynie; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (8. 3071) to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge over the Monongahela River from the borough of 
Braddock to the township of Mifflin, Pa.; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3072) to prevent the 
spread of contagious diseases in the District of Columbia; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. DAVIS (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3073) to extend 
the limits of the city of Washington, in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3074) granting a pension to 


the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (5S. to incorporate the 
Washington, Burnt Mills, and Sandyspring Railway Company; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (8.3976) in relation to the putting up 
of smoking and fine-cut chewing tobacco and also cigarettes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committec 
on Finance. 

Mr. CAFFERY (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3077) for the 
relief of the estate of J. K. Benjamin, deceased, late of New Or- 
leans, La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3078) for the relief of 
the estate of Hypolite Chretien, deceased, late of New Orleans, 
La.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin introduced a bill (S. 3079) grant- 
ing a pension to Harrison Brott; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 4081) for the relief of Edward 
T. Latta; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. SQUIRE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 
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Mr. CALL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed by 
him to the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred to 
the Committee on Coast Defenses, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which 
— a to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 

rinted. ZA 

r. WHITE submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr.GORDON submitted an amendment intended to be pen 
by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the general deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
—— to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the amendment which I offered yes- 
terday, intended to be proposed to the deficiency appropriation 
bill, may be referred to the Committee on Patents instead of the 
Committee on Claims. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Tuurstoninthechair). The 
change of reference will be made, in the absence of objection. 

Mr. DANIEL. Iask that a new print of the amendment be 


made. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered, 
CONTEMPTS OF COURT. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (S. 2984) in relation to contempts of court; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


TOWBOAT ASSOCIATION OF NEW ORLEANS, 
On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 


Ordered, That the Secretary request the House of Representatives to return 
to the Senate 8. 862, for the relief of the receivers of the Towboat Associa- 
tion of New Orleans, La 


COTTON STATES AND INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION, 


Mr. GORDON submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolwed, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hereby is, directed to 
transmit to the Senate the report of the officer in charge relating to the ad- 


ministration of customs at the Cotton States and International Exposition, 
lately held at Atlanta, Ga., and that the same be printed when received 


CAPTURE OF SCHOONER COMPETITOR. 


Mr. FRYE. Isthe morning business completed, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Itisnot yet completed. Concurrent 
and other resolutions are in order. 

Mr. CALL. lask to have laid before the Senate a resolution I 
offered yesterday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there be no concurrent or other 
resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate a resolution submit- 
ted yesterday by the Senator from Florida | Mr. Cauu], as follows: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to protest against the execution of the citizens of the United States 
captured on board the schooner Competitor “T° oe - cruiser, and to re- 
quest and demand of the Government of Spain t they shall not be subjected 
to cruel treatment, but be held only as prisoners of war, unless it shall be 
established that they were engaged only in carrying merchandise which was 


contraband and for which they were subjected tono punishment other than 
the confiscation of their property. 


Mr. SHERMAN, I think that that resolution ought to be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. We have not the 
facts before the Senate, and therefore I move that the resolution 
be referred. 

Mr. CALL. Do I understand the Senator to move that the reso- 
lution be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALL. It is useless to object, Mr. President; but with 
death hanging over these citizens of the United States, as we are 
told in all the dispatches that come from there, with the extreme 
anxiety of the friends of these people, and with the fact that they 
are not liable to anything more than the usual treatment of 
prisoners captured on board vessels carrying things contraband 
of war, it seemsto me we might act in this case without delay. 
The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wotcott] objected yesterday 
upon the ground that it was a matter for the President of the 


nited States, but surely we are a part of the executive power and 
equally responsible with him that protection should be given to 
American citizens and to see that all their rights are accorded 


to them. Still, 1 have no power to prevent the reference of the 
resolution. 


May 6, 


Mr. PASCO. Mr. President, I should like to state with refer. 
ence to the prisoners taken on board the Competitor that, at the 
request of citizens of Florida who have written me upon the <1). 
ject, I have had one or two interviews with the Secretary of <; ate 
and have been assured that all proper steps will be taken to secure 
just treatment for the American citizens among them ani to 
obtain a fair trial for them. I am satisfied, Mr. President, th; 
the State Department is doing all that can be properly done with 
reference to these persons. my different interviews with th 
Secretary in relation to this and other like cases I have been sat. 
isfied that American interests were being properly sustained, ay 
I take pleasure in saying that the Department, in my opinion, })as 
done and is doing its full duty toward our Florida people who 
have been drawn into trouble thro ugh the disturbances in Cuba 

Mr. CALL. I wish to saya word. I do not agree with my 
colleague that this resolution should not be passed. I think it js 
the duty, the imperative duty, of this body to speak in no doubt. 
ful terms in reference to thethreatened execution of these citizens 
of the United States, and I do not feel that I have acquitted my- 
self of 7 responsibility to the people of Florida and to the rela. 
tives of these unfortunate men if I am not heard here demanding 
so far as I have any power, immediate action on the part of this 
Government for their protection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] torefer the pending resolution 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SUGGESTION OF ABSENCE OF A QUORUM. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate g 
resolution submitted by the Senator from New Hampshire | Mr, 
CHANDLER], coming over from a previous day, which will be read, 

The ne read the resolution submitted yesterday |)y Mr, 
CHANDLER, as follows: 


Resolved, That the suggestion of the absen & quorum, uiring a cal 
of the Senate, may be made pending a motion is aljeers. lee 
Mr. GALLINGER. In the absence of my colleague | Mr, 
CHANDLER], I ask that that resolution go over without prejudice, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it will 
be so ordered. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to enter a motion, as I may not he pres- 
ent when the resolution comes up again, that it be referred to the 
Committee on Rules, as it proposes to make a change in the rules 
of the Senate. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I will say to the Senator from Tennessee 
that my colleague is absent necessarily. 

Mr. HARRIS. I say thatI enter the motion now. Ido notask 
action on it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over without 
—" and the motion of the Senator from Tennessee will be 
entered. 


ELECTIONS IN FLORIDA. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate a 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Florida [Mr. Ca 1], 
coming over from a previous day, which will be read. 

The Secretary the resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
CALL, as follows: 


Resolved, That a select committee shall be appointed of five Senators, who 
be charged with the duty of investigating and reporting to the Senate 
whether there are any influences affecting the ons of members of Con- 


ess in the State of Florida which are properly the subject of action by 
Goneress. and without interfering in any way with the exclusive riglt and 
power of the States to regulate the same except as to time and place. 


Mr. GRAY. I move that that resolution be referred to the 
Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. CALL. Mr. President, I do not propose to delay the Sen- 
ate with any discussion of this resolution further than to say that, 
met A Ya we itisa extraordin condition of things in 
whi Senate of the United States hesitates to make an in- 
quiry into the facts whether or not persons beyond the juris:lic- 
tion of the States are ee ee money to debauch 
and degrade and —- the franchise. Senators can 
not avoid the responsibility by claiming that this is an interference 
with the powers of the State. Is the power of the State to be 
destroyed by money from foreigners? Is this body to be debauched 
and men holding seats by purchase? Is there no 
power in Government to ai State in the protec- 
tion of the legislative yen vested in this body and in the other 
House of Congress? I submit that, in the case of a citizen of 
another State contributing willfully great sums of money to pur- 
chase the elections of members of beyond the jurisdic- 
tion of the State, impossible of indictment and trial, and only the 
agents through which the money is to be disbursed—for Senators 
$e any that they will participate in this offense by maintaining 
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ngress has no power to legislate prospectively for the pun- 
— of acts of this description and no power to make an in- 
quiry into them is amazing to me. — : 

Mr. President, I wish the distinction to be drawn between those 
who are the advocates of republican government, who are dem- 
ocrats in fact,and those who are maintaining and sustaining the 
mone wer in its attempt to destroy this Government and to | 
establish over it a government of aristocratical power. That is | 
the distinction in all parties, and it is being made broader and 
plainer every day. Men can not protect themselves by the name | 
of Republican or Democrat who are aiding in the destruction of 
the liberties of the people and of the Government itself. 

We know that there is a public — abroad throughout this 
country that corruption is used, and that it emanates from men of | 
great fortunes, and we know that the power of taxation in public 
franchises conveyed to — persons monopolizes the larger part 
of the eae wer of this country until more than half of its 
wealth is held by 65,000 persons in the power of taxation. If no 
one else, Mr. President, raises his voice against this evil, I am here 
to do it, and to continue the doing of it, relying upon the Ameri- | 
can people of both parties to sustain the efforts which I endeavor 
to make for the protection of our form of government and of the 
rights of the ee. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Delaware [Mr. Gray] to refer the pending resoln- 
tion to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. {Putting the 
question.] The _— appear to — 

Mr. CHELL of Oregon. Let us have the yeas and nays, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Then let the vote be taken again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again submit the 
question on the reference of the resolution. 

Mr. ALLEN. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SmirTH}. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a standing 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriL], but being 
satisfied that, he and I would vote the same way on this question, 
I vote ‘‘ yea. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). Iam paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. PUGH (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Hoar}. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from South Carolina (Mr. TILLMAN]. If he were 
present, I should vote ‘‘nay.” : 

Mr. WALTHALL (when the name of Mr. VoorHeeEs was | 
called). The Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoornHess] is paired 
with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Cameron}. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PASCO. I am paired with the Senator from Washington 
[Mr. Witson]. In his absence, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. GRAY (after having voted in the affirmative). I ask if 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLoM] has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not voted. 

Mr. GRAY. Then I withdraw my vote, as I have a general | 
pair with that Senator. 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 20; as follows: 








YEAS—29. 
Bacon, Faulkner, Lod Vest, 
Bate, Frye, McMillan, Vilas, 
perry, Gear, Mills, Walthall, 
burn, Gordon, organ, etmore, 
Burrows, - Harris, Palmer, Wolcott. 
Caffery, Hill, y. > 
Carter, Jones, Ark. well, 
Daniel, Lindsay, Sherman, 
NAYS—20. 
Allen, Hansbrough, Nelson, Shoup, 
ae a Kyle, Peffer, feuiee. 
Chilton, Mitchell, Oreg Pottigne at 
° Ww, arren, 
Gallinger, Mitchell, Wis. tana,” White. 
NOT VOTING—4. 
Aldrich, Cockrell, Hawley, Pritchard, 
Allison. Cullom, Hoar, Proctor, 
Baker, Irby, Pugh, 
Blanchard, ; Dubois, Jones, Nev. Smith, 
Brown, George Martin’ Th ae 
n, u m, 
Cameron, Gibson, Morrill, Tillman, 
Cannon, Gorman, Murphy, Turpie, 
Sater. Gray, Pasco, Voorhees, 
Hale, Platt, Wilson. 


the motion to refer the resolution to the Committee on Privi- 
and Elections was agreed to. 
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WAR IN CURA, 
Mr. FRYE. I now ask that the Senate proceed to the consid- 

eration of the river and harbor bill. ns 
Mr. MORGAN. I desire to ask the President of the Senate to 
lay before the Senate a joint resolution which I offered some time 
ago, which lies upon the table, relating toa recognition of the bel- 
ligerent rights of Cuba, and I ask the Senator from Maine to \ ield 
to me for a moment, as I wish to have it referred. ; 
Mr. FRYE. tLhave no objection toa reference of the resolution. 
Mr. MORGAN. I wish to make a motion to refer the joint res- 
olution to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and I wish to 
make a statement in that connection after the joint resolution 


| has been read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
joint resolution referred to by the Senator from Alabama: which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 105) declaring that 
a state of public war exists in the Island of Cuba, as follows: 


Resolved, etc.,. That it is hereby declared that a state of public war exists 
in the Island of Cuba between the Government of Spain and the people of 
that island, who are supporting a separate Government under the name of 


the Republic of Cuba, and the state of belligerency between 
ments is hereby recognized. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I introduced that joint resolu- 
tion in the Senate at the time when the conference report from 
the conference committee of the two Houses was pending in one 
of the Houses, I think in the House of Representatives, intending, 
if that conference report should fail, that I would immediately 
press the resolution upon the consideration of the Senate. Cir- 
cumstances have prevented me from being here since that time, 
and in that way delay has occurred, and new developments have 
occurred in regard to the situation in Cuba which still further 
demonstrate the truth of the proposition upon which the Senate 
and the House of Representatives have voted, that a state of pub- 
lic war exists in the Island of Cuba. We expressed an opinion 
that it was proper under those circumstances that belligerent 
rights should be accorded to both parties in our ports and upon 
our territory. Having expressed an opinion of that kind, and 
made a declaration to the effect that public war exists there, I de- 
sire now to ask the opinion of the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions of the Senate upon the state of facts existing which have 
been developed since the introduction of that resolution, which, I 
think, go greatly to strengthen and to confirm the proposition 
which the two Houses have united in voting upon, and in voting 
favorably upon. 

I believe, Mr. President, that the time has arrived when in sheer 
justice to our own people, without reference to any effect it may 
have upon the promotion of the war in Cuba or the fortunes of 
either side, that it is our duty to declare that a state of public war 
exists there and that the laws of war as they are recognized among 
the nations of the earth should be applicable to that situation, and 
that we should not be left here in a state of doubt and uncertainty 
as to whether our relations to the people of Cuba or whether 


aid CGovern- 


| either the Spanish Government or the Republic are to be con- 


trolled by the laws of war, or whether they are to be controlled 
by the laws of peace. 
I can not reconcile it to myself to affirm as a matter of fact that 


| no war exisisin Cuba. The Spanish Government recognizes the 


existence of war there, not only in reference to the conduct that 
she holds toward the people that she is trying to suppress, but 
also in regard to our own people and our own commerce. She 
treats our commerce asif it were a contraband of war. No nation 
has a right to do that with reference to the Government of the 
United States when that nation is in a condition of peace. She 
can not hold that her relations to our own people are those of per- 
fect peace, and at the same time that she has the right to impose 
upon the Government of the United States and upon its commerce 
orupon its people the laws of war, which they are continually 
doing. 

I hope that some speedy action will be taken; that is to say, 
proper action—deliberate, of course; firm and consistent and ener- 
getic—to determine the solution of this question before this Con- 
gress adjourns. I wish to say that I do not believe that the 
Congress of the United States can by a final adjournment of this 
session afford to leave that question in the shape it is now in before 
the world. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. CALL. Will the Senator from Maine allow me one word 


= 
r. FRYE. Yes; one word. 

Mr. CALL. Lintroduced a resolution on the same subject some 
time ago, which still lies upon the table. I had hoped to obtain 
early action upon it, but I will ask that the same reference may 
be made of that resolution as that asked for by the Senator from 
Alabama as to his resolution. 


1 
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Mr. FRYE. 
lutions. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolutions 
will be referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. FRYE. I now move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The motion was a 2d to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.7977) 
— appropriations for the construction, repair, and rva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 


pu es, 

Mr. FRYE. I ask that the Secretary read the amendment on 
page 6 of the bill, after the word “dollars,” in line 25, to strike 
out the remainder of the item. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “ dollars,” on page 2, line 25, 
it is proposed to strike out: 


Which said sum the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to ex 


nd 
from the balance on hand heretofore appropriated for entrance to Point 
Jadith Pond. 


There is no objection to the reference of the reso- 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
- Committee on ne oo tae ee 

© appropriation for improv e har 
from $25,000 to $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 31, line 11, after the word 
“basin,” to insert “and removing wreck therefrom”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Im harbor at Kenosha, Wis.: Continuing improvement, sponded 


which sum $4,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be e 
ete = Se harbor basin and rem: wreck therefrom, and the bal- 
ance 


Sr, or so much thereof as may be necessary, may be used for 
anal snme conn pata toten main 


The next amendment of 
31, line 4, to increase 
at Greenbay, Wis., 


channel. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 81, line 19, before the word 
“improvement,” to strike out ‘‘ Continuing” and insert ‘‘ Complet- 


ing”; in line 20, before the word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out ‘‘tventy- 
four thousand five hundred ” and insert ‘‘ forty-four thousand four 
hundred and forty”; and in line 21, after the word “ submitted,” 
to strike out “‘and approved by the Chief of Engineers in House 
Pocument No. 300, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session,” and insert 
** March 10, 1896”; so as to make the clause read: 

Impro harbor at Manitowoc, Wis.: Oo tnbe hn improvement, $44, 


to be expen on plan submitted March 10, for extending piers to the 
22-foot contour and deepening channel. 


The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on 
“ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ and so mu reof as may be neeessary 
may be used for the maintenance, operating, and care of the 
works”; so as to make the clause read: 
” Improving turgeon Ba and Lake Mich Ship Canal: i . 
——_ ay , and so much, ae os may be necessary aoe 

maintenance, operating, care or: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 33, line 10, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out “‘ by Capt. Carl F. Palfrey, ee 


———— July 8,” and insert ‘‘in the ee 
of Engineers for”; so as to make the clause 3 


Sepreteg tent South Milwaukee, Wis.,in accordance with and 
plan submi in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 1, after the word 
“ ninety-four,” to strike out ‘consisting of Col. O. M. Poe, Maj. 
James F. Gregory, and Maj. Clinton B. Sears”; and in line 7, 
after the word ‘‘ appropriated,” to strike out: 

Provided, That such of improvement may be subject to modifica- 
tion in the interests of commerce, as the Secretary of War may direct, as 
the work progresses, without, however, increasing the above aggregate. 


And insert: 


, That in making such contracts the Secretary of War shall not 


Provided. 
obligate the Government to pay in any one fiscal year, Dn July 1, 1897, 
ee ee r cent of hat sees aida eae aenkea: 
And provided further. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For improving the harbor at Duluth, Minn., 
west end of Lake Superior: Continuing 
s#hall be expended u the Duluth portion of said harbor and 
be expended upon Superior portion ; and contracts may be 
tered into by the Secretary of War for such materials and work as may 


necessary to complete the project for deepening said harborand the entrances 
thereto. re to the War by the 


——— 
appvinted under the joint resolution of Congress 


and rior, Wis., at the 
anne, SonOOD. whereof 


gEEe 


88, line 6, after the word 


z 


approved Junedi, bi, $0. 


be d for as appropriati from a. 
nat in the aggregate naan oe Fi 3, cpanel te marl “ to 
and heretofore appropriated: ed, t in making such contracts +). 
Secretary of War, etc. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 23, to increa. 
appropriation for ee harbor at Agate Bay, Minn: 
from $30,000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 34, line 25, after the worg 
‘*‘improvement,” to strike out: 

One hundred thousand dollars, of which $12,000, or so much thereof »- , 


+} 
n6 
ta, 


be necessary, shall be used in opening the western end of the tidal c., ru 
said harbor to the depth of 8 feet below low tide. a © 
And insert: ‘ 
Under existing hoch, 375 s00: Provided, That contracts may be enterog 
into by the Becretary of War for such materials and work as may be }).cos. 
sary to complete improvement, to be paid for as appropriation. 1.) 


from time to time be made b 
exclisive of the amounts h and here 


So as to make the clause read: 
Improving harbor at Sera: Continuing improvement under ris: 


ing project. ne 9 Provided, + contracts may entered into by the 
Secre of War for such materials and work as may be necessary (.) (1). 


lete said i ve fo ro om time 
Lime be made by taw, mot toenesed in the aqpreguee QOUN/OD, oxclucly cr? 
amounts herein and heretofore é 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on pase 35, line 12, to increase the 
appropriation for improving the harbor at San Diego, Cal., fro.) 

.000 to $50,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

— FRYE aeoes item - one to = Santa Monica 
rovement may be passed over the present. 
r. WHITE. Isu that it be passed over. 

Mr. FRYE. The tor from California [Mr. Warr), | be 
lieve, wants to make a few feeble remarks in relation to it. 
uae WHITE. A fewremarks. Whether they are feeble or not 

epend upon a developments. 
The reading of the was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 36, line 12, to increase 
the appropriation for improving the harbor at San Luis Oj ispo, 
Cal., from $32,000 to $40,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next was, on page 36, line 14, after the word 
“the,” to strike out: 

Report of Col. W. H. H. Benyaurd, submitted in Senate Executive Docu- 
ment No. 61, Fifty-third Congress, third session, $50,000. 

And insert: 

ect submitted 7, e That contracts may 
be entered into by ea". or War or eaneeenatinde and work as may 
be necessary te complete ane pesgont, to be paid for as appropriations may 
from time to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $3+?\1)), -x- 


law, not to exceed in the te $666.00) 
tofore eppropriatel, = 


clusive of the amount herein 

So as to make the clause read: 

Improvin btleens Harbor, Calif in accordance with the project 
submitted SD scuces . $50,000: Pecaaed ‘Tint cantons may be entered 
into by the ae of _—— = eens, be Does 
sary to complete pro, paid as appropriations may fro: time 
to time be ate by law, ie cakinte eaoregnae $342,000, exclusive of 
the amount herein a 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 87, line 10, after the worl 
** Oregon,” to strike out **: to complete”; in line 14, after 
the word ‘‘ dredge,” to insert ‘‘and two hopper scows”; and in line 
15, after the word ‘‘ dredging,” to insert ‘* within the limit of this 
appropriation”; so as to make the clause read: 

Im harbor at Coos e : Provided, That ach of 
this pan Eo be Bed emetng be ad oe the amount now a hand for 
the or ar of a dredge and two hupper scows, and that 
dredging within the t of this may be contracted for in the 
discretion of the Chief of Engineers, in such portion of the bay as may be 
found necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The next amendment was, on page 87, after line 17, to strike out: 

Improving Port Orford Harbor, at Grave Yard Point, Oregon, according to 
plan rpeenpeee’ we ant ‘W. Symons. of the pervs i ipenginecrs 
ish. to cost not to exceed $ Oh ad the unexpended balance of the ap)"0- 


priation heretofore made 1879, for the establishment of a harbor of 
roche ob She See ans transferred to be expended on this :m- 
provem 


Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I inquire of the chairman of tle 


committee upon what grounds this appropriation is proposed (0 
be stricken out? 


Mr. FRYE. On the that the of a dollar of 
Government money at point would be simply a waste. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Upon what report 


. does the Sena- 
tor from Maine base that statement? ; 
Mr. FRYE. Upon all the reports that have ever been made to 
the Engineer Department. 
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Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
few words as to the amendment. 

There has been an effort, dating back a good many years, as far 
as 1878, to secure some a se spe for the improvement of the 
harbor at Port Orford. e first effort was to secure an appro- 
priation sufficient to create at that point a harbor of refuge for 
vessels. In 1873 Maj. H. M. Robert, Corps of Engineers, made a 

ject for constructing a harbor at Port Orford by building a 
Preakwater 1,500 yards long, at an estimated cost of about 
9,000,000, In 1877 the of engineers for the Pacific coast, 
com of Lieutenant-Colonels Alexander, Williamson, and 
Stewart and Major Mendell, made a second plan and location for 
a breakwater for a harbor at Port Orford. estimated cost of 
their project was $10,507,343. & in 1878, another survey and 
estimate were made by Maj. J. M. Wilson, Corps of Engineers, 
then in charge of river and harbor improvements on the Pacific 
Coast. t was with a view of creating a harbor of refuge at 
this t, and his estimate for a breakwater 5,000 feet long was 

000. 

a pursuance of an act of Congress authorizing a report from 
the as to the best location for a harbor of refuge on the 
Pacific Coast, taking in the whole coast—California, Oregon, 
Alaska—a was made favoring Port Orford as the proper 
place, as the one above all others at which a harbor of refuge 
should be located, and for which an appropriation should be made. 
Following that report Congress, in 1879, in March, the last month 
of the session, passed an ac% appropriating $150,000 looking to the 
commencement of the work at that place with a view to the estab- 
lishment of a harbor of refuge. The Secretary of War declined 
to expend the money, for the single reason, not that there could 
not be a harborof gecreated at that port by a proper expendi- 
ture of money, but for the reason that the appropriation was so 
small, considered in connection with the estimates for the work, 
that he would not expend the money, and he did not. 

That money has never been expended. It has never gone back 
into the fund in the Treasury. It stands to-day credited 
to Port Orford; for improvements at that point, $150,000. It was 
believed, however, by those interested in the navigation of the 
Pacific Ocean on that coast and by delegations representing Cali- 
fornia and Oregon that it would be impossible to secure from Con- 
gress the necessary appropriation, mounting up into the millions, 
eight or nine or ten millions, whatever it was, for a work of this 
kind at that point. Consequently we went to work to have an- 
other survey made with a view of ascertaining whether it was 
acticable and advisable to expend this money and perhaps a 

additional in the improvement of the harbor with two ends 
in view, one that of creating a harbor of refuge on a smaller scale, 
and the other the improvement of shipping facilities at that point. 

It was in view of facts of that kind that the latest report was 
made, which was submitted last year by Captain Symons. It is 
true that Captain Symons in his report states the improvements 
suggested in the act authorizing the survey are not advisable so 
far as creating a harbor of refuge is concerned, but he does say 
that the shi facilities of the place could be improved, as I 
understand report, by the expenditure of $203,000. It was in 
pursuance of that report which the chairman of the Committee 
on Commerce condemns that the House of Representatives put 
this provision in the bill, applying the $150,000 heretofore appro- 
priated, which has stood credited to the harbor since 1879, and 


eae it eno to make it $203,000. 
I I have 
priations 


Mr. President, I wish to say a 


FF 


rly stated the history of legislation and appro- 

i in regard to this harbor. I concede that the commerce 
of this port at present is not great, and it never will be very great 
until the harbor isimproved. When it is improved the commerce 
will be considerable. There is one of the finest timber countries 
adjacent to this harbor that there is in the world. The report 
_ which is condemned by the chairman of the committee states, I 

think, in terms that there are 100 square miles of the finest timber 
extant, fir and white cedar, adjacent to this harbor. 

It is a very large tract of timber. I have traveled through that 
ent myself. There is the finest fir, cedar, myrtle, and also 
live in the world in Coos and Curry counties, Oreg. There 
is a It is one of the finest dairy countries in 
the world. are hundreds of tons of butter and cheese man- 
ufactared in Curry County, Oreg., to-day, and in Coos County, 
; and because it is a portion of the State some- 
isolated, as stated in the report, is no reason why it should 
red when we are improving our rivers and harbors. 
willing to cut the appropriation down so that it will 
money from the Treasury, and simply allow the 
in 1879, which has never gone back into the 
Treasury and is credited to this place, to be 


batt 
ie 


at the present session for this work. I hope the 

of the committee can see his way clear to consent to do 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, the business to be accommodated 
by this great harbor is 1 daily stage, 2 hotels, 1 store, 1 feed stable, 
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1 apothecary shop, 1 newspaper, 1 carpenter shop, 1 blacksmith 
shop, 1 boot shop, 1 church, 1 school, 1 saloon, and I small sawmill. 
_ Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. The Senator from Maine is stat- 
ing the business done at that particular point? 

Mr. FRYE. At Port Orford Iam not amazed at anything 
that Oregon asks. I have got over that. But Oregon has three 
| times had a board of entineers to go and visit this place with ref- 
| erence to establishing and creating a harbor of refuge. One board 
| reported that it would require $10,000,000; anot 00,000, and 

the third $11,000,000. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 
one of them. 

Mr. FRYE. In favor of it? They reported that it 
made with the expenditure of those various sums of money 
Finally an appropriation was made. That does not astonish me, 
because my friend the Senator from Oregon |Mr. MircHE..), 
acting as he does for the State of Oregon, with his influence in 
the United States Senate and with the influence of the other Sena- 
tor who was here at that time-—— 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I do not appear to have much 
influence with the committee in reference to this matter. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam not surprised at any kind of an appropriation. 
Congress appropriated one hundred and fifty or one hundred and 
sixty thousand dollars to go on to the $10,000,000; and the engi- 
neer very sensibly refused to follow Congress and spend it, and it 
never has been expended. 

The Senator from Oregon wants to compromise. 
proposition? To expend $150,000 in doing what? To build a 
wharf for Port Orford. Captain Symons was before the commit- 
tee, and he said it is nothing under the sun except a proposition to 
build a wharf, and in his report he says it is nothing but a prop- 
osition to build a wharf. He says that the wharf will be so 
exposed to the southeasterly storms of the Pacific Ocean that it 
can be used but four months in summer time. He says still fur- 
ther that it is so exposed that there must be heavy anchors sunk 
off some distance in front of the wharf, and that then there must 
be buoys attached to those anchors to which vessels which happen 
to be at the wharf can attach their hawsers and pull themselves 
out against the wind, so as not to goashore. He savsstill further 
that the wharf must be made of iron, the most powerful, the 
strongest wharf that by any possibility can be made. It must be 
attached to legs at the bottom of the sea, and even then there is a 
serious doubt whether it will stay there. They may need a break- 
water then. 

Yet the Senator from Oregon is asking the Senate to strike out 
the amendment. The Senate is putting back every single pro- 
vision we did strike out. I recognize that fact, but I do not think 
that even the United States Senate, with its liberal and gracious 
moods, will, at the request of the Senator from Oregon, restore the 
provision to build a wharf for one sawmill. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I move to amend the committee 
amendment by limiting the appropriation to the $150,000 hereto- 
fore appropriated. 

In response to the statement of the chairman of the committee 
in regard to what he deems the unimportance of this port, I will 
state that the necessity for the improvement is not to be deter 
mined by the number of houses on the banks of the coast at this 
particular place. You must take a wider view of the matter than 
that. You must take into consideration the adjacent country, its 
character, its timber, its products, its capacity, its capabilities, and 
its possibilities. 

I undertake to say that there is not a more interesting piece of 
| countryin the United States to-day than that adjacent to the pro- 
| posed harbor at Port Orford, in the county of Curry. There is no 
| great amount of population there yet, and there never will be 
| unless they have a helping hand. 

Mr. FRYE. By building a wharf? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. That is all very well. If by the 
building of a wharf you will facilitate the shipping interests and 
improve them, why not build the wharf, so far as that is con- 
cerned? 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator from Oregon a 
question. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the Senator in his wide experience ever known 
any State or Territory or section, except the State of Oregon and 
Port Orford, to ask the Government of the United States to build 
a wharf for them? 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Oh, well, Ido not know what has 
been done heretofore. I am talking about what onght to be done 
now, in this particular case. I donot care whether it has been 
done heretofore or not. The question is, Can the shipping facili- 
ties be improved by the appropriation of this money, according to 
the report of the engineer? That is the question. 

Mr. FRYE. Of course it will help the sawmill there to have a 





her 5v,! 


All reported in favor of it—every 


could be 


What is the 


net LL LLL OL 


wharf. 
Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Thereport of the engineer is to the 


‘seuer*s 


eT eer ne 
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effect that the shipping facilities will be improved by the appro- 
priation of $203,000, which is only a fraction more than the money 
that is left jdle and will remain in the Treasury for years to come 
for all we know. It has been there now seventeen years, lying 
idle, credited to this harbor. 

Now, all I ask is that the $150,000 shall be applied to this work. 
There is an estimate giving the plan and all about it. I will take 
the chances of getting more moneyhereafter. But it does seem 
to me that it is useless to allow this money to lie idle when it can 
be applied there to the purposes stated in the report of the engi- 
neer, As I said before, this is a very interesting country. There 
were 82 tons of butter alone shipped from that port last year, 
small as the facilities are. 

Mr. FRYE. That would not take a 100-ton schooner. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. We want to improve the harbor 
so that the country can be developed. Itisanewcountry. All 
1 am asking is that we amend the amendment so as to give us the 
$150,000 a in 1879, and let it go at that. I hope the 
Senate will stand by me and the committee. I trust the chair- 
man of the committee himself will see the justice of the claim I 
am making in behalf of Port Orford, 

I hope the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], who is also a 
member of the Committee on Commerce, and who, I see, is on 
his feet, will not feel it incumbent on himself to make any obser- 
vations simply for the purpose of standing by the committee. I 
know that away down in his mind he agrees with me that some- 
thing ought to be done for Port Orford. 

I ask for a vote on the amendment to the amendment. 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I know that the Senator from 


Oregon has something of prophetic talent and prescience which is 
unrivaled in regard to the river and harbor bill, but he has no 
X rays that will tell him what conclusion I have come to upon 
the evidence before the committee in regard to this improvement. 

The Committee on Commerce has been unusually generous to 
the Pacific States. I use the word ‘‘ generous” in its full accepta- 
tion. Of the aggregate appropriation in this bill, which in con- 
tinuing contracts and direct appropriations amounts to something 
like $70,000,000 as it stands now, $11,000,000 has gone to the three 
States of See Oregon, and California. Oregon has been 
peculiarly bl , if I may use the expression, in these appropria- 
tions. It has had the largest share of the amount given to that 
coast. 

I have every disposition in the world to make liberal appropria- 
tions for river and harbor improvements. When this appropria- 
tion to which the Senator from Oregon refers was originally made 
his former colleague, Mr. Dolph, was a member of the committee. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No; he was not. 

Mr. VEST. I said his former colleague. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. No; my former colleague, Mr. 
Dolph, was not then a member of the Senate. I was a member 
myself, and I was not on the committee either. 

r. VEST. One of the Oregon Senators was upon the commit- 
tee, as has always been the case during my service in the Senate. 
All three of those States have members on the Committee on Com- 


merce. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. It was ex-Senator Grover of Ore- 
gon who was a member of the committee at that time. 

Mr. VEST. There has never been a time when Oregon was not 
represented on that committee. 

r. FRYE. On the committees in both Houses, too. 

Mr. VEST. In both Houses. Now, all three of those States 
have members _— the Commerce Committee. Idonot complain 
of any Senator for doing the best he can for his constituents and 
for appropriations for rivers and harbors in his State, but there is 
a responsibility resting upon the Commerce Committee and upon 
the Senate which can not be delegated to the Senators from any 
an State, either as to the necessity for appropriations or 

e estimate as to cost. 

Now, in this icular instance, I mean at the present session 
the engineer, Captain Symons, who had charge of this work an 
was stationed there for a number of years, according to his testi- 
mony, was before us. He testified fully and was cross-examined 
in regard to his opinion as to the necessity for this improvement. 
The t ar ent made was for a harbor of refuge at this point; 
and i will the Secretary to read what I have marked as the 
succinct statement of that engineer. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. e Secretary will read as indicated. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The Solhoving are extracts from the repens of Captain Symons 


* Port Orf is an m roadstead and vil on the coast of Oregon, 51 
miles north of the California and boun line. A of en, — 
gen- 


and its vicinity is submitted, in order that acorrect unde 

a eiereentens cn shows that Port Orford is wide open to the sea 
“An on of the ma 

ees the southward. the direction from which come the worst storms,and that 


refuge.’ Therefore e prceposed im 
i cast aside, and they must be considered solely ie relation to their use 


of 
en 
i aleeiee purposes’ as mentioned in the law. 


“These constructions for ‘shipping purposes’ are therefore c 
be piers or wharves, and the estimate Nerewith is for their ‘comatre ~ i . ° 
wharves for commercial shipping purposes.” = 


Mr. VEST. That eliminates, if the report is to be taken ¢, 
anything, the consideration of a harbor of refuge at that join; 
and it remits ys entirely to the demand in favor of the constr. 
tion of a wharf or wharves at that place. As was pertinent|y 
and appropriately asked by the chairman of the committee, who, 
was it the custom of Congress openly and undisguisedly to 11). \¢, 
appropriations for wharves at any place? Is that within the jy, 
view and jurisdiction of the national legislative body? I; yj». 
enter upon the construction of wharves at different har! ors in 
the United States there is no limit to the appropriations, ayq 
instead of the clamor which is now here in regard to rivers ynq 
ow there will be a burst of righteous indignation all over t),, 
and. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. May I ask the Senator from Mis. 
souri a question? What is the difference in principle between an 
appropriation of money by Congress for the fg a of building 
a jetty out so as to deepen the water and the building a w),,;/ 
out soas to reach deep water to accommodate shipping? Is there 
7. difference between them? 

r. VEST. With t respect to the Senator, the two things 
are not at all alike. en you build a jetty — 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. One is a jetty and the other is g 
wharf. That is the difference. 

Mr. VEST. When you build a jetty you deepen the har} and 
add to its navigability. You put more water there for the pur- 
pose of letting ships come in and unload and discharge their car- 
goes and be reloaded for an outward ree When you put a 
wharf there you do not add one inch of water; and nobody can 
pretend that you do. You simply puta structure there, a faci). 
ity for putting freight upon a vessel and taking freight from a 
vessel. It does not add one inch to the navigability of the stream, 
and therefore it is outside the jurisdiction of the Congress of the 
United States. My friend the Senator from Delaware | Mr. 
GRAY] suggests to me that you might as well a a derrick there 
to lift — a cargo from an incoming vessel and to put a cargo on 
a vessel. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam sorry the Senator suggested that. It will be 
asked for. 

Mr. VEST. As a matter of course, if you go on building 
wauarves, there is no harbor in the United States which wil! not 
say, ““You built a wharf in Oregon; build one here”; and every 
Senator upon this floor will feel himself called upon in the inter- 
est of his constituents to follow the example of the Senator from 
Cregeen This thing is too plain. 

r. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President, I have the closing 
of this ent, I believe. 

Mr. T. Of course the Senator can close. 

Mr. MITCHELL of m. Lundertake tosay there is not one 
particle of difference in principle between building a jetty out so 
as to increase the depth of water for ships in a port and building 
a wharf out over shallow water so that the ships and the land cau 
be connected. There is not one particle of difference. I under- 
take to say as a matter of law, of constitutional law, that if Con- 
gress has the jurisdiction, if it has the power, if it has the riyht 

the one case it has the right in the other, because neither the 
Senator from Missouri nor any other lawyer can draw a distinc- 
tion except to say that the one is a wharf and the other is a jetty. 
Each is intended to improve the commerce, to improve the ship- 
ping facilities of the . One does it by building a jetty, the 
other does it by buil a wharf. If there is a constitutional 
right to appropriate money for the one there is a constitutional 
— tooppeopente money for the other. 

} . Has it ever been done by Congress? . 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Ido not care a cent whether it 
has ever been done or not; that is not the question. We are ona 
constitutional question now. The Senator from Missouri unier- 
takes to say that there is no constitutional power to Smeropriste 
money to build a wharf out over the shallow water so that ships 
can be accommodated. I undertake to deny the proposition, and 
I contend, and I stand on solid ground, as I think, that if ther: is 
constitu power in Congress to appr te money to build a 
jetty so as or to aa water, and have deep water to connect 
the ships with the land to facilitate commerce, then the same 
power exists for the p of bnilding a wharf over the shallow 
water so as to connect the land with the shi 

This is all I desire to say, Mr. President. I ask for a vote on my 
amendment to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. MircHE.i] to the 
amendment of the committee. ; 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tlie question recurs on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, 00 
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88, line 6, after the word ‘‘ Washington,” to strike out 

0,000, as recommended by Capt. T. W. Symons, Corps of En- 

; March 20,” and insert ‘in accordance with plan submit- 

in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for”; in line 

10, after the word “ninety-five,” to insert ‘*$20,000”; in line 15, 
after the word ‘‘and,” tostrike out ‘“ ninety ” and insert “eighty”; 
and in line 16, after the word ‘‘ appropriated,” to insert ‘‘and the 
Secretary of Warmay, in his discretion, transfer the Government 
plant, or any of it, now at the mouth of the Columbia River, 
to Grays Harbor”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Geoye, Barber and bar entrance, Washington, in accordance 
with plan submit’ in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1595, 
: Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of 
Wer tor such materials and work as may be necessary to complete said im- 
rovement, to be d for as appropriations may from time to time be made 
by law, not ex ing in the aggregate $980,000, exclusive of the sum herein 
appropriated, and the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, transfer the 
Gevernment pant, or any part of it, now at the mouth of the Columbia River, 
to Grays Harbor. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 38, line 23, after the word 
“Harbor,” to strike out ‘“‘ with a view to its improvement ” and 
insert ‘‘and the cost of its improvement to be estimated”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving {Olympia ye Washington: Continuing improvement, $32,- 


000; and that a survey be e of the Deschutes River at its entrance in 
Olympia Harbor, and the cost of its improvement to be estimated. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 2, to increase the 
appropriation for improving Everett Harbor, Washington, from 

,000 to $30,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 6, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ forty” and insert “fifty-five,” and in 
the same line, after the word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert: 

And the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, expend so much of this 


as may be necessary for repairing damages to improvements, heretofore 
made, by the recent freshet. 


So as to make the clause read: 
Improving Kennebec maven, Madea: Continuing improvement, $55,000; and 


the Secretary of War may, in his discretion, expend so much of this as may 
ho necesuaty Sor sepeiring damages to improvements, heretofore made, by 
the recen 


Mr. FRYE. The comma after the word “improvements,” in 
line 8, should be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The comma will be stricken out. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee 
as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 15, to insert: 

Improving Union River, Maine, by dredging, $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. ° 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 19, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out ‘‘ by Col. D. P. Heap, January 10” and 
insert “ January 21”; so as to make the clause read: 


Im River, Maine, in accordance with plans submitted Jan- 
nary 2h 1806, $10,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 23, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out ‘‘ by Col. D. P. Heap, December 13” 
and insert “‘ December 19”; and in line 24, after the word “ ninety- 
four,” to strike out ‘‘ twelve” and insert ‘‘ completing improve- 
ment, nineteen”; so as to make the clause read: 

er ns Sasanoa River, Maine, according to plan submitted December 
19, completing improvement, $19,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 40, line 10, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ fifteen ” and insert ‘‘ ten”; and in the 
same line, after the word ‘‘ which,” to strike out ‘‘ ten” and insert 
“five”; so as to make the clause read: 


Robe or ae th River, Massachusetts: Continuing improvement, 
£h of 000 shall be used in the improvement of Weymouth Back 
iver. 


Mr. LODGE. I hope the committee will not insist on the 
amendment here proposed. It isa very small matter. I think 
it on a misunderstanding, that the appropriation was 

uced from $10,000 to $5,000 on the idea that a survey of a por- 
tion of the river had not been completed. It is true that a part 


of the has not been completed, but for the portion abso- 
1 completed the engineer estimates $22,000. Twenty-five 
— was appropriated in the Fifty-third Congress. 


appropriation was toosmall to begin the work. With $5,000, 
in a 500, it would still be too small to begin the work 
= 4 the whole business would be left to a protracted 
y. have here a letter from one of the large manufacturing 
bee ers on the stream, which states that— 
very ppoin i n that we have been 
‘ing for } Son aickeneh tens on eer Soe At 
we have but rr feet 


of water at high tide and 8 feet at low tide. The 
channel is very narrow and crooked, wate is with difficulty that we can get 


in vessels carrying 800 to 900 tons. Even our own towboat can not reach our 
works at less than about half tide. One hundred and fifty thousand tons of 
goods go in and out of this river annually, and as we are remote from the 
railroad, we are dependent upon water transportation. 


The letter then goes on to make the statement which I have 
made in regard to the amount needed. It is a tide-water river, 
flowing into Boston Harbor. It is a large manufacturing town, 
which lies apart, off from the line of the railroad. , 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. How many tons? 

Mr. LODGE. One hundred and fifty thousand tons of goods 
came down the river last year. The amount asked altogether is 
$10,000, which is not an excessive appropriation. Twenty-two 
thousand dollars is needed to complete the improvement now esti- 
mated for by the engineers. There is a large business there and 
the people are dependent on this water service. I think there have 
been no increases asked in the Senate of any of the Massachusetts 
appropriations, but I do hope that the committee will be willing 
to allow the House appropriation to stand. I do not seek any 
increase, but simply that it shall stand at $10,000 instead of $5,000, 

Mr. FRYE. It is just to the Senator from Massachusetts to 
state that when the committee made this amendment they did not 
have the papers showing a second project to which the Senator 
refers. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not have it then, ‘ut I have it here in the 
report of the committee: 

The project for the improvement of Weymouth ( Back) River was submitted 
February 7, 1891. It proposed to dredge a channel through the outer bar 200 
feet wide and 12 feet deep at mean low water 

At an estimated cost of $22,000. That is for the survey actually 
made. As I understood it, the appropriation was reduced $5,000 
because the upper = of the river had not been surveyed, and at 
the time I supposed that it was to cover all parts of the river. 

Mr. FRYE. I thinkit is all right to disagree to the amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The hext amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
page 41, line 2, after the word ‘“‘ submitted,” to strike out “ by 
Col. 8. M. Mansfield, December 31, 1890,” and insert ‘‘in the An- 
nual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1891”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving Town River, Massachusetts, in accordance with recommenda 
tions submitted in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1891, 
$10,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 13, to increase the 
appropriation for improving Pawcatuck River, Rhode Island and 
Connecticut, from $6,000 to $15,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 41, line 15, after the word 
“improvement,” to strike out ‘‘ $14,000” and insert: 

According to the report of the Chief of Engineers, dated April 9, 1896, $25, 
000: Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War 
for such materials and work as may be necessary for the completion of such 
yroject, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by 


oar, not to exceed in the aggregate $707,000, exclusive of the amount herein 
and heretofore appropriated. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Providence River and Narragansett Bay, Rhode Island: Con- 
tinuing improvement, according to the report of the Chief of Engineers, ete. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 42, line 13, after the word 
dollars, to insert: 


And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to prescribe 
suitable rules and regulations in respect tothe height and construction of the 
pilot houses, i and smokestacks of all tugs propelled by steam, with 
or without vessels in tow, habitually using said river, from and after the 
completion of the bridges at Third and Fourth avenues, now being modified 
by direction of the Secretary of War in accordance with the act of Congress 
approved September 19, 1890, entitled ““An act making appropriations for the 
construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers and 
harbors, and for other purposes,” to the end that the draws of 
shall not be required to be opened or operated oftcner than necessary between 
10 o’clock in the forenoon and 5 o'clock in the afternoon: Provided. That the 
draw of the bridge at the mouth of my howe Duyvil Creek, authorized by the 
Secretary of War August 28, 184, to be reconstructed at the height of only 
3} feet above high water, be opened at all times during the day and night 
when approached by boats desiring to pass it: 


So as to make the clause read: 


Iniproving Harlem River, New York: Continuing improvement, $125,000. 
And the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed, etc 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 13 on page 43. 

Mr. FRYE. In line 13 I move to strike out the words “‘ For 
maintenance” and insert ‘‘Continuing improvement” 
make the clause read: 

Improving Browns Creek, Sayville, Long Island, N. Y.: Continuing im- 
provement, $4,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
page 43, line 16, after the words ‘‘ New York,” to strike out ‘‘ Con- 

\ tinuing” and insert ‘‘ Completing”; and in line 17, before the word 


said bridge s 


; 80 as to 


¢ 
F 
14 
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“thousand,” to strike out “‘ nine” and insert ‘‘thirteen”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Patchogue River, New York: Completing improvement, $13,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 20, before the word 
“thonsex4,” to strike out “ twenty-five” and insert “eight”; and 
in line 22, after the words ‘‘Cross-Over Light,” to strike out ‘‘in 
the St. Lawrence River between Ogdensburg and the foot of Lake 
Ontario”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving shoal between Sister Islands and Cross-Over Light, St. Lawrence 
River, New York: Continuing improvement, $8,000, to be expended for im- 
proving shoals between Sister Islands and Cross-Over Light. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 43, line 25, before the word 
*‘ river,” to insert ‘‘Congress in the,” and on page 44, line 2, be- 
fore the word “thousand,” to strike out “fifteen” and insert 
**ten”; eo as to make the clause read: 

Improving Niagara River from Tonawanda to Port Day, in accordance 


with plan adop by Congress in the river and harbor act of August 17, 1804: 
Continuing improvement, $10,000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 5, after the word 
‘‘ submitted,” to strike out ‘‘ by Col. G. L. Gillespie, August 25” 
and insert ‘‘in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for ”; 
80 as to make the clause read: 

Improving Bronx River, New York, in accordance with the plan submitted 
in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1801, $10,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 19, after the word 
“the,” to strike out ‘‘ approved project for its improvement” and 
insert ‘‘ project submitted January 7, 1895”; so as to make the 
clause read: 


Improving Dennis Creek, New Jersey, in accordance with the project sub- 
mitted January 7, 1895, $5,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 44, line 23, before the word 
“improvement,” to strike out “ Continuing” and insert ‘‘Com- 
pleting ”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Elizabeth River, New Jersey: Completing improvement, $3,160. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 45, line 14, after the word 
“plan,” to strike out ‘recommended by Maj. C. W. Raymond, 
and printed in House Executive Document No. 176, Fifty-third Con- 

8, third session, thirty-five” and insert ‘‘submitted January 
, 1895, thirty-seven,” and in line 20, after the word “be,” to strike 
out “immediately available, to be”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Cooper Creek, New Jersey: Completin pagrowsmnent in accord- 
ance with the plan submitted January 4, 1895. 000; of which amount 


.500, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be expended in rebuild- 
ng the dike on Government reservation in the Delaware River at Woodbury 
Oreek 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 45, after line 24, to strike out: 
For completion of lock and dam at Herr Island, Allegheny River, and con- 


struction of the two locks and dams referred to in the report of Maj. R. L. 
Hoxie, in House Document No. 204, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session 
And insert: 

For continuing construction of lock and dam at Herr Island, Allegheny 
River, under existing project, and commencing construction of two addi- 
tional locks and dams on said river, one above the head of Six Mile Island and 
the other at Springdale, according to report submitted Janunry 22, 1896. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For continuing construction of lock and dam at Herr Island, Alleghen 
River, under existing project, and commencing construction ot two addi. 
tional locks and dams on said river, one above the head of Six Mile Island 
and the other at Springdale, according to re’ submitted January 22, 1896, 
wee Provided, That contracts may be en into by the Secretary of 

ar for such materiais and work as may be necessary to complete the proj- 
ects of pmynovensent, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to 


time 
be made by law, not to exceed in the te $894,500, exclusive of the 
amount herein and heretofore eggeugunael. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I notice on pages 44 and 45, as well as through 
the bill generally, there are a number of appropriations for 
improvement of creeks, and without any statement as to the char- 
acter of the creek or the ends to be accomplished by their improve- 
ment. For instance, on page 44, “improving Alloway k, 
New Jersey,” $3,000; “improving Dennis Creek, New Jersey,” 
$5,000; on page 45, “improving Goshen Creek, New Jersey,” 
$3,000; ‘‘improving Cooper C , New Jersey,” $37,000, ete. I 
have not observed that it is we shall improve any ditches. 
I have not examined the bill closely enough to see whether =e 
ditches are to be improved or not, but when we go from rivers 
harbors down to creeks I think we ought to have an explanation 
from the honorable chairman of the committee showing the char- 
acter of the creeks, their width, their present depth without the 
improvement, what will be required to improve them, the final cost 
of the improvement, what the improvements are to be, and what 


will be accomplished in aid of commerce when the improvements 
have been ae. 


Mr. FRYE. Some of these creeks are more important than a 
large majority of the rivers. One-half of Louisiana at least, as t)\, 
Senator from Nebraska must be aware, is a very flat, low Sta:. 
and it is bisectedallaround by tide water. Thetide water exte),). 
up into the State for miles and miles and it is unfortunately ¢a\),.4 
a creek. There area great many of them in the South of the sare 
character. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am not speaking of Louisiana. 

Mr. FRYE. They call them bayous in Louisiana. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lam _ not speaking of the lagoons or bayous of 
Louisiana. I am familiarwith them to some extent, and they ar. 
rivers as a matter of fact. p 

Mr. FRYE. The creeks in New Jersey are precisely the sao 
as bayous. 

Mr, ALLEN. But the creeks where there is barely a foun... 
tion or barely a ditch, and that by a lavish expenditure of mi ),.y 
can_be converted into a river or achannel, I think, require soi. 
explanation at the hands of the Senator. 

. FRYE, If the Senator will look at the report of the eom- 
mittee he will find in every one of these cases just what the 
creekis. It is an unfortunate name, as bayou is an unfortunate 
name. If they were called rivers it would be all right and no- 
body would raise any question at all. But the creeks may be car 
rying a commerce which is hardly equaled by any of the great 
rivers in the country. There are a creeks in New 
York. Take Newtown Creek, in New York. There is a provision 
in the bill for continuing contract. The commerce on that river 
l think amounted last year to about $86,000,000. That is New- 
town Creek. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of mtatives, by Mr. W. J, 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, etl tee the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

a (H. R. 6293) to increase the pension of Peter Rafferty; 
an 

A joint resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of Ex-Naval Cadet 
Henry T. er. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution authorizing the President of the Senate and the 
Speaker of the House of Representatives to close the present s-s- 
sion by adjourning their respective Houses on Monday, the sth 
day of May, at 2 o’clock p. m. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL. 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President }had 
on the 4th instant approved and signed the act (S. 67) for the re- 
lief of E. R. Shipley. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATIQN OF BOND SALES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The hour of 2 0’clock having arrived, 
the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, the title 
of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A resolution submitted by Mr. Perrer, pro- 
viding for a committee of five Senators to investigate and report 
generally all the material facts and circumstances connected with 
the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury 
in the years 1894, 1895, and 1896. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution, on which the Senator from New York [Mr. H111| is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PEFFER, Will the Senator from New York yield to me 


for a moment? 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. PEFFER. I desire to whether it suits the conven- 
ience of the Senator from New York to upon a time—some 
time during the day—when we might a vote upon the pend- 
ing resolution? 


r. HILL. I am unable at present to fix such a time, I will 
inform the Senator. 


as possible and pre- 


su 
eet the Senator from 
his argument this 


am extremely anxious, 


of . ~ 
tion soon—as soon as convenient, at least. I will ask the Senator, 
then, whether he would be willing to fix some hour to-night—s*y 
OS cn Fee aoe Nee J 
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consideration of every other proceeding except the bond resolution | 
until it is disposed of, and I will ask the Senate to remain in ses- | 


sion and to oppose all motions to adjourn until we have concluded 
the consideration of the resolution. 

Mr. HILL. The course marked out for himself by the Senator 
from Kansas, namely, the refusal to allow any Senator to call up 
any other business in the meantime, will not specially inconven- 


jence me; it will only inconvenience other Senators who desire to 


transact the public business. 

Mr. PEFFER. I will state to the Senator that I have no other 
understanding than that no Senators, except probably himself and 
one or two upon the other side of the Chamber and none on this 
side, e to take any further part in the discussion of the resolu- 
tion. Tam not trying to cut off 

Mr. HILL. The difficulty seems to be that the distinguished 
Senator from Kansas really obtained the consent of the Senate to 
proceed with the resolution under what in other places might be 
termed false pretenses. I called the attention of the Senate to the 
fact that the Senator from Kansas assured the Senate when it took 





up the resolution that the friends of the resolution did not propose | 


to submit any further remarks. 
Mr. PEFFER. That was my understanding. 


Mr. HILL. The Senate will recall the fact that I questioned | 


the authority of the Senator from Kansas to make that statement. 
I said he assumed to speak for all the friends of the resolution 
when it was very questionable whether he had the power to do so. 

Mr. PEFFER. Will the Senator allow me at that point? He 
surely misunderstood me. 

Mr. HILL. I will yield in a moment, please. Yesterday, after 
Thad spoken an hour or so, I was unexpectedly called upon to yield 
by the Senator from South Dakota {[Mr. Pettigrew], who had a 

lar prepared written speech of an hour and a quarter, and 





with that courtesy which I usually exercise or endeavor to exer- | 


cise I felt constrained to yield to him. 

Mr. PEFFER. Now, will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HILL. The Senator may be just as much mistaken now 
about the fact that no friend of the resolution proposes to speak 


as when he first obtained the consent of the Senate to take up the | 
resolution upon the assurance that the friends of the resolution | 


did not to make any further remarks. 
Mr. PEF . I suppose the Senator from New York under- 


stands well enough that I did not assume to speak for every Sen- 
ator. I only gave what was my opinion in the premises, that 


there would be no disposition upon the part of the friends of the | 


resolution to consume time in discussingit. I had no knowledge 


until yesterday, probably about this time or later in the day, that | 


the Senator from South Dakota had in his mind a desire to: ecupy 
some time. It was as much a surprise tome as it Was to the Sen- 
ator from New York. I do not now presume to speak for any- 
one personally. 

Mr. HILL. There was, then, a mutual surprise. 

Mr. President, I do not begrudge the time that was taken by the 
Senator from South Dakota upon the pending question. He con- 
tributed some new ideas to the discussion, and it has given me an 
opportunityto reply. I thought the friends of the measure would 
not feel as though it was incumbent upon them to remain entirely 
silent in regard to the arguments presented against the resolution, 
and the Senator from South Dakota seems to have been prepared 
for some time to enter into the discussion. J welcome him into 
the arena of this debate. 

I was a little surprised at some of the suggestions made by the 
Senator from South Dakota. 
a from what he called the metropolitan or city press. 


press. He commented upon articles which had appeared in such 
Bae as tho they were conclusive of the questions involved. 

ndoubtedly he has a very high opinion of the press of New York 
City or he would not have taken the pains to put large extracts 
from the m litan newspapers in the Recorp. It was the 
confidence that he had exhibited in the New York papers which 
ores induced him to make the extracts. 


r from South Dakota is rather a new convert in his | 


for the great metropolitan city dailies. Someone has 
honored me with a speech, elaborately gotten up in pamphlet form 
and beautifully covered, upon the subject of ‘‘ The editor in poli- 
tics,” Sativered at an editorial banquet at Sioux Falls, S. Dak., 
October 2, 1895. It is entitled ‘‘ The editor in politics—Response 
by R.F. REW.” I want to read a few extracts from that 


The opening sentence is very good. He was speaking before 
itis editorial sasociation. He ane in 

I stand before you to-night because you have called me— 

That was very kind of him— 
not because I expect to say anything that will be of value toyou. 


I was surprised at his frequent | 


j 


. 
e . i 
| head, like an ostrich, in the sand, encountering 


ASTI 


And from an examination of the speech I think it is evident th: 
neither he nor his audience v 
[Laughter.] He then proceeded to pay a « 
generally. I will read a few extracts: 


it 18 a trite saying tha I iS 


; 


t 
il in dis expectations. 


impliment to the press 


3 cDsappom 


ihat is absolutely a new idea. No one had ever ¢ 
that sentiment before. Then he further sa 
A government for all the pex 


contributed 


yple « iD 


dominated by any influence except t —s 

Then he proceeds to speak of the dangers that an ‘ ng the 
press of the country. The dear cood soul seer 1 ead 1 ed 
over the stability of our free institutions on a n ex 
ence of the metropolitan press. He says: 

if the voice of the press is merely an echo of the voice of mono und 
trusts, of jugglers in money and gamblers in stock 

Then he has great fear of the permanency of our institutions. 


Have we not— 
He says— 
in this country reasons for forebodings in this direction? 
Then he says: 
There i 


s no cause for inflammatory language, but he is n 
tells o 1 


real danger, nor is he a wise man who hides his head 


st 


hin the sand 


The Senator from South Dakota does not 


o alarmist who 
I t oan 
ostrix 
rope to hide his 
any peril that may 
exist to the rest of his person im case he does so, 

He further says in this speech: 

What of the future? Is there no: 
the heavens the menace of that e 
great Republic may pass? 


ause for vigilance 
ipse of virtue 


Who does not 
in the shadow of 


see in 
which the 


Now comes & surprising st 


papers, from which he 


itement in regard to the city news- 
quoted so liberally y rday in condemna- 


tion of the President and the Secretary of the Treasury: 

Most of the creat p rs ino eat c sare ned by corporations, and 
they are striving to shape the sentiment and direc tl pinion the people 
of this country, not in the interest of right or of pu | but to ad 
vance the interests, pecuniary r otherwise. of the owns the st " Che 
olum f these gr papers are no longer filled with the wr great 
men whose souls are stirred by a love of country and a sense of duty, but by 
hired men 

é< Tle ” 

Hired men ”— 
who are directed from the busin hest 


the purpose of the soulless gar 
nals refuse to publish any atta ‘ 
system. but their columns are always 0 
of public liberty. 

These sentiments are very high-toned; they are put upon an ele- 
vated plane. Then he proceeds toadvise the newspaper fraternity, 
and says: 

You should lead and form that sentiment uninftuenced 
press and by corrupt influences of every tc 7 


} 


ubpo 
cu 





by the « ate 
s hope for the future is 


por 
' 


sor 


| with you. 


| ready-print or plate matter, 





Having unloaded the hopes of the future u 
comes a most surprising statement: 


[ should examine with ca articles in any 
and if it did not accord with my sentiments it 


pon the editors, then 


If I were editing a paper re th 


should not go to my readers. 


Just a word in regard to that. If he were editing a newspaper 
he never would publish the speech of an adversary; he never would 


| publish a comment of an opposition paper; he would not educate 


the people who should read the newspaper, but he would keep out 
of his particular newspaper anything which did not accord with 
his own particular sentiments. How delightful and elevated that 
would make the newspaper press! How greatly it would edneate 
the people if a newspaper were conducted upon that narrow plane 
of keeping everything out of it which did not agree with the par- 
ticular sentiments of the man who was running the newspaper, 


| and yet expect the people to acquire knowledge and information! 


read several long extracts from a portion of the New York | 


It would be a fine and valuable newspaper which my friend from 
South Dakota would conduct. 

Then, further—and I want to call attention to that.one thing— 
ne winds up by saying: 

One thing is sure, no man of merit was ever destroyed by falseho 

There is nothing like having one thing that is sure. 

Mr. President, that remark is opportune to-day, because I think 
in the speech of the Senator yesterday he was disposed to utter 
some calumnies against high public officials whose reputations 
will live in this country in years to come when the distinguished 
Senator from South Dakota and myself shall probably be forgot- 
ten. Yet we may be assured from this speech that one thing is 
sure, that no man of merit was ever destroyed by falsehood. 
President Cleveland and Secretary Carlisle may therefore take 
hope and courage. They will not be injured by these attacks, 
Their good reputations will live in all the ages to come, because 
their good names can not be destroyed by falsehood. 

Further, he speaks of the metropolitan press, from which, yes- 
terday, he quoted so liberally: 

Generally, however, an anonymous corporate press is the paid advocate of 


some interest, and its editorials are ordered from the business office often by 
men who can not speak the English language correctly. 


dd. 
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Exactly what New York newspaper the Senator is now con- 
demning or criticising I do not know. It has been supposed that 
there were some rather pro-English or other foreigners editing or 
controlling some of our New Yorknewspapers. Possibly the crit- 
icism was intended to apply to those. 

Mr, President, I shall not quote further from this elegant speech 
of the Senator from South Dakota, but shall proceed to notice 
some of the suggestions which he made yesterday upon the ques- 
tions here involved. 

Not much information is usually to be obtained during an argu- 
ment before the Senate by quoting the opinions of partisan news- 
papers. I myself very seldom adopt thatcourse. Once in a while, 
to illustrate an argument, I put in a newspaper extract. My 
attention is also called to a speech delivered by the Senator from 
South Dakota in the city of Sioux Falls, February 19, 1896, when 
it is understood that he went home to that city for the purpose of 
looking after the a primaries. It was a red-hot silver 
speech. 1] want to ask the Secretary to read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. THURSTON in the chair). 
The Secretary will read as requested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

PETTIGREW ON SILVER. 


The following extract from the speech of Senator PerrrGRew in the city 
of Sioux Falls, February 19, 1896, hits the nail square on the head. The Sena- 
tor is not a Republican on the silver question, and he can not be consistent 
with himself nor honest with the people while he sails under Republican 


colors: 

“If the Republican party will be honest with itself, and declare for honest 
money, for sound money, for eogulaticn and control of railroad transporta- 
tion, we can carry the State of South Dakota as we have always carried it. 

“IT say sound money—honest money—because an honest dollar is a steady, 
even, unchanging measure of value—qualities which do not pertain to gold. 
A gold dollar is the thieves’ money, that grows in the night— 


Mr. HILL. What was that? I did not catch that sentence. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


A gold dollar is the thieves’ money, that grows in the night, aoe 
! 


each day more of the result of toil and human sacrifice. Unchangeable go 
What rotten nonsense. If when you contract a debt, agreeing to pay it in 
gold five years hence, = find at the end of that time it takes twice as much 
as the results of your labor, twice as much as the ey of your farm, to 
securé the gold dollar with which to cancel your debt as it did when you con- 
tracted the debt, you have been robbed to that extent in the interests of 
the idle. The dollar has increased in value; your products were worth as 
much as everthey were. Did you know that it is a fact that a pound of silver 
as silver, uncoined, not as money, will to-day =z as much of all the things 
that human toil and human sacrifice produce as it would wonty Toate ago? 
An ounce of gold, a pound of gold, will buy twice as much of a e thin, 
that are produced by human toil and human efforts—of all of the things whic 
you wear and eat and use—as it would twenty years ago. If that is the case 
what bas changed in value? But it say that silver and all the products of 
the world have declined while gold has remained stationary. t is one 
way of putting it. The fact is that gold has doubled in value while silver and 
all the products of toil have kept together. They have remained staple, un- 
changed, while your gold has gone up each oy igher and higher, growing 
in value, until it has laid all the burden upon the toiling masses, in the inter 
ests of the owner of credits. If I had my way | would demonetize gold. 


Mr. HILL. What was that? Read that again. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


If I had my way I would demonetize gold. I would refuse it the power of 
legal tender, and I would prohibit and prevent, if n by taxation, the 
making of another debt in the United States payable in gold. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. HILL. Not now. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I want to say that I indorse that doctrine 
now as I did then, 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, then in view of that statement, I 
shall now quote from a newspaper of Sioux Falls a description of 
the part which the Senator took-in the proceedings at the Repub- 
lican convention which was recently held and which instructed 
for Mr. McKinley and also in favor of what they called sound 


money. 
The 1 PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
uested. 

. The Secretary read as follows: 


HE MET HIS WATERLOO. 


of politics has a United States Senator received a 
more complete and emphatic turndown than_that which was given to Sena- 
tor PeTTIGREW by the Huron convention. He gets to g° to Louis—as a 
matter of grace—but he goes er to work nst free silver, though 
believing or professing to believe that the e of his State are being 
robbed oary 7 Se gold standard,and he nstructed to work for the 
nomination of his pe enemy, William McKinley, for President. He 
was put at the foot of the delegation, all of the rest of which is anti-PErtt- 
GREW. He will have no voice in the work of the delegation at St. Lo will 
have nothing to say about the choice of a national committeeman, will 
be merely a figurehead ona delegation where he is alone and on which he 
was placed by the generosity of the opposition. The effort of the PETTIGREW 
crowd to put Harvey Jewett, of Aberdeen, on the delegation, despite the 
action of the Fifth district, was defeated by a vote of 276 to 321, which shows 
that Perr:arew himself could have been denied even the sorry comfort of 
atrip to St. Louis had there been a dis tion on the part of the anti-PETT1- 

GREW people to further humiliate the r. 
At the beginning of this cam PEeTTIGREW made a rank free-silver 
the citizens of this 


Seldom in the histo: 


paign Mr. 
eh at the opera house in this city. He declared that 
te were being robbed daily by the gold standard, that the Jews had a 
corner on gold, and were exacti ucers a heavy daily tribute. He 
declared that he did not care whether he went to St. Louis or not, but that if 
the Republicans of the State war.ted him to go to St. Louis to use his influ- 
ence and acquaintance to secure a free-silver plank in the national platform 


he would accept the commission. This speech is too recent 
men here and over the State to need further hewn. to oe ¢ 
Huron the Senator pledged himself to go to St. Louis and work fo: 


tion of an anti free-silver plank. He a to stand upon a a. —- 
plank. He kept silent while speakers in the convention were denoun« 


views on the money question as rank a 
tion to work for the Ley apne 5 of that syste: 
weeks ago was robbing the ple of his State, and which had crippled the 
industries of his country! He said not a werd in defense of his Principles 
but abandoned them all with pitiable humility, and all this in order to get to 
go at the foot of the delegation to St. Louis. 

The Argus-Leader did not believe that Senator PerriGREw would ac -ept 
such a small crumb at so ta ce. It brings into serious question 
the sincerity of his principles. Most self-respecting men would have refused 
to go on the delegation under the conditions named. He had declared that 


he wanted to go to St. Louis—not because he wanted the honor or the trip, 


but because he hoped to yy me something for his State in the Way ofa 
free-silver platform. But the Republicans of State told him emphatically 
that what this State wanted was a sound-money pitttoem. And then the 
Senator rises and declares that if the people would let him go to St. Louis 
he would abandon his free-silver views and work against the promotion of 
what he Vw om oy only one short month ago was his sole motive in wanting 
to go! e doubt if there is another public man in the State, and we are sure 
there is not another United States Senator in the West. who would put him- 
self in so humiliating and ote a position. If Mr. Perriagrew had ro- 
fused the conditions, and declined to accept a place on the delegation, there 
would have been something of honor and dignity in his defeat. But there 
is nothing but humiliation and sorriness in a victory which means the aban- 
donment of every principle. Mr. PeETTIGREW’S acceptance promptly proves 
that what he repeatedly said here about his motive in ing to go to St. 
Louis is untrue, for he is just as anxious to go when that motive is removed. 
He has repudiated his views and foresworn himself, in order to make it ap- 
pear that he has won a fight in which all thinking men will at once see an 
almost crushing defeat. 


Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his ques- 
tion of order. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It certainly is in violation of every canon of 
decency and of good taste, in my opinion, for a Senator to ask to 
have read an irresponsible editorial in some newspaper the effect 
of which is personally to slander and abuse a brother member of 
this body; but if any Senator believes that such a course is fitting 
and wise and proper I insist that he read the article himself. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in answer to the unnecessary and 
unbecoming suggestion of the Senator from Colorado, I think it 
is entirely ae and a a Senator the day be- 
fore had and had inserted in the RecorD an article froma 
New York newspaper attacking the President of the United States 
and the Secretary of the Treasury, and that not an irresponsible 
newspaper article either, that another article from another news- 
paper upon the other side in to the Senator himself 
should read. The attention of the Senator from Colorado 
possibly has not been called to the Recorp of yesterday, in which 
the President of the United States and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury are most shamefully abused. I, sir, should not have proposed 
to read that Sioux Falls article had not the Senator from South 
Dakota himself put that New York newspaper article in evidence. 
I will the Senator from Colorado and read the rest of the 
article myself, and request that it be to me for that purpose. 
[The newspaper slip was handed to Mr. Hitt]. The article con- 
tinues: 

Nor is this all. Mr. PerrigREw to St. Louis instructed to help secure 

omina\ enemy for President. To prevent these 

. For his personal organ, the 

of asking that the con- 
instructions, onqumen was used to persuade against 
instructions, but in spite of this, when PETTIGREW tion from this 
co’ prenmnes Rages, Se Sines Se er, cry, . PETTIGREW 


unt; 
himself had not only to to see teaerected doiegeten, but to promise 
that if he went he voull not treak his instructions. It was a double dose, 
and there was no sugar coating on either. 

There are some other Senators here who can appreciate that as 
well as the Senator from South Dakota. 

In view of these facts the solemn declaration of the Press that everything 
was onious and lovely at Huron and that there never was a State con- 


harm 
vention “ which left as that of to-day” is a perform- 
ance calculated to make a brazen monkey convulse with la e fact 


ughter. 
gave a more signal or complete 
toa man that administered to Mr. PerTiGReEw and his gang. 
or cruel slap could not have been , and if Mr. 
ve no“ Sr ” it is not because they 
have no reason but because they have developed Christian virtues of hu- 
mility and resignation to an excessive and unexpected degree. 

In addition, the distinguished Senator from South Dakota yes- 
terday saw fit to characterize me as the champion of Morgan & 
Co.’s syndicate. I had commented upon the dealings of the syn- 
dicate; I had defended, as I thought was proper, the transactions 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, and that was all; but I was to 
be characterized and stigmatized as the champion of Morgan & 
Co. when I never met more than one member of that firm in my 
life, and that was in my official capacity when governor of the 
BE adit Ad aie the distinguished Senator fit to allude 

n on nator saw a 
to my o tion to resolution as the “frantic efforts” of the 
Senator New York. My efforts have not been quite so fran- 
tic in opposition to this resolution as were the efforts of the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota to become a sound-money delegate to the 
St. Louis convention. 
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Mr. President, ne per articles do not count for much upon 
either side, I concede, but when Senators rise in their places and 
read from New York and other newspapers elaborate attacks 
against citizens of my State, I retaliate in kind. I know it has 
become @ popular thing here in the Senate when a speech is made 
upon certain subjects to abuse New York. We have listened to 
many speeches to which I could call the attention of the Senate, 
speeches against the business men of New York, its millionaires, 
its men of wealth, and its business men who have given honor and 
credit to my State, and I have sat here day after day and month 
after month and year after year, and have said but little in reply. 
Mr. President, that sort of abuse has got to be stopped, unless I 
have the opportunity to retaliate in kind. If newspaper articles 
are to be against citizens of my State, against high public 
officials who have received the suffrages of the people of the 
country, then, sir, 1 propose to read extracts against those who 
see fit to resort to that sort of argument. 

Mr. President, after these few preliminary observations, I will 

roceed to renew this discussion upon the lines where it was left 

stevening. TheSenator from South Dakota argued—and he had 
a right so to argue from his peculiar standpoint—that there was 
some wrong done in some way in the turning over of the Graves 
bid to the Morgan syndicate. I have discussed that question 
about as fully as [care to. - I have shown that Morgan & Co. were 
the highest bidders, and that, therefore, they were entitled to have 
the Graves bid turned over to them. I want to read one remark, 
one admission, made by the Senator from South Dakota in the 
discussion of this question. He said— 


When the Graves bid failed it was as if no bid had been made. 


That statement gives away the whole case. I am ready to take 
judgment upon that admission, ‘it was as if no bid had been 
e.” Then, for the co gy of the argument, I will strike that 
bid out entirely, as though it was naught, as though it had not 
been presented, as though there never had been a Graves bid. 
The syndicate, Morgan & Co., would then have had every one of 
the $4,500,000 of bonds, because they were the next highest bid- 
ders. There is no answer to this proposition; and there can not 
be an answer to it. The Graves bid was not in the case; it was 
not there; it was not entitled to be considered. The Graves bid 
was first ted, and then, when default was made, the Senator 
is right tiaeing that it was as though nosuch bid had been made, 
and therefore in looking at the bids the Secretary of the Treasury 
had a right to fall back to the next highest bid. That was good 
faith toward every man who made a bid, and every bidder had 
made his calculations upon that very course being pursued. 
I have a answered the proposition that it was the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to readvertise for bids. I am not 
to spend oo upon the point that it was the duty of the 
of the Treasury to accept a private bid made after the 
defaulting day. It was easy enough to make ‘‘a bluff.” Certain 
tlemen whose letters to the Department have been put in the 
ECORD say they offered the Secretary of the Treasury to pay a 
higher sum than the Morgan bid after the Graves default. The 
of that offer would have been unjust to every other 
bidder, and especially unjust to the Morgan syndicate. When the 
Secretary of the Treasury offered these bonds for sale it meant 
ps they would all be ag er of at that time. There was not to 
a a public bidding; there was not to be subsequent 
i bids. There were not to be readvertisements and relet- 
; it was to be one complete transaction. Therefore, I am not 
going to spend any further time on that branch of thecase. Sena- 
tors who seem to think that some wrong was done in regard to 
the Graves bid should volunteer to become Mr. Graves’s counsel, 
in need of a defender in the courts. His counsel 


There are others who say that Graves had a legal right, 

he should have recovered, that he should have continued the 

a. and have gone on with it; and the Senate of the 
nited States 


is proposed to be made an instrument by which to 
in that Fitigation. 

What further? Let me call the attention of the Senator from 
Colorado . WoLtcoTT]. Iam sorry that he is not present. I 
want to iw what that distinguished and fastidious Senator 
thinks of this pogenge which yesterday passed from the lips of 
the Senator from Dakota. The Senator from South Dakota 
had read a of the speech of the distinguished Senator from 
a (Mr. AN], in which that Senator had taken occasion 


say, undoubtedly under the dictates of his best judgment, that 
was little or no criticism to be made of the conduct of the 
of the Treasury so far as the bond transactions were 
The Senator from South Dakota seems to think in 
judgment that that was a bad admission for the Sen- 
Ohio to make. He knows better, of course, about the 
the country than the Senator from Ohio. With all his 

in the management of the finances of South Da- 
he ever had any, he would likely know better than the 


a 
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Senator from Ohio. I am not going to say the Senator from Ohio 
was right or wrong. That is his business. I think he made that 
statement from his conscientious conviction that he ought to make 
it. Whether he did so or not, he said it, and he alone is respon- 
sible for it, and he undoubtedly will stand by it. It did not hein 
the mouth of the Senator from South Dakota to rebuke the Sena- 
tor from Ohio. Where is the Senator from Colorado now. the 
friend of the Senator from South Dakota? I interrupted the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota and said: 


Mr. HILu. Will the Senator from South Dakota allow me? 


Who is 


: is more 
competent to speak upon that subject than the distinguished Senator from 
Ohio, who for so many years had charge of the great finances of the country? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. My answer to that question would be a matter of opinion, 


and therefore [ will not burden the Senate with it 


Then he proceeded immediately to burden the Senate with it. 


I do not doubt that the Senator from New York and the Morgan syndicate 
will forever oe that the Senator from Ohio is the best authority who 
can possibly be found so long as his opinions indorse the plunder of the people 
and the robbery of the Treasury. 

Where was the Senator from Colorado when that coarse fling 
was made on the floor of the Senate Chamber—he who gratui- 
tously sets himself up to defend the dignity of this Senate and to 
rebuke little mild newspaper utterances which I had the honor of 
reading here? 

What further? New York must be abused, of course. Thatis 
the fashion. There has not been a speech made in the Senate 
upon the financial question by some parties in the last three or 
four years in which New York was not traduced, its business men 
held up to scorn, its public men condemned, and legislation advo- 
cated directly against its interests, and yet the Senator from New 
York must remain here quiet, he must permit his constituents to 
be assailed by coarse epithets and not speak a word in their de- 
fense. That time has passed. 

What further? I want to quote now from the Senator from 
South Dakota: 

It is my opinion that this bad faith on the part of the Administration was 
planned in advance— 

The Senator from South Dakota has discovered a deep-laid con- 
spiracy— 
and for the purpose of depressing the price of the bonds and ruin the credit 
of the Government, so as to compel Congress to enact such financial legisla- 
tion as the President might demand, and afterwards turned to account in 
enriching the favorites of the President, if not the President himself 

Where is the Senator from Colorado now? It was all right for 
him to sit here in his seat last night and permit the insinuation 
that the President of the United States is sharing the profits of 
bonds with his favorites. Not one word did my English friend 
from Colorado have to say in regard to that. He defends the 
English Government, English statesmen, English soldiers, English 
policy. He has not one word to say in defense of an American 
President of the United States. 

Then, further, simply because Mr. Francis Lynde Stetson, a 
prominent lawyer of New York, is a subscribing witness to the 
syndicate agreement, Mr. Stetson must be dragged into the con- 
troversy as the law partner of the President. The President has 
had no connection with that firm for some time, and it was a 
mere nominal one even when it existed years ago. It is a well- 
known fact, as I am advised, that Mr. Stetson is related to one of 
the numerous members of the firm of J. P. Morgan & Co., and 
that he has been the counsel for that firm in many transactions 
in the past, and most important ones. He is an able lawyer, em- 
ployed by numerous business men in the city of New York. He 
simply witnessed the contract, being one of the counsel engaged 
by those people. 

Yet without any sort of reason it is sought to suggest that 
there was some wrong in the fact that Mr. Stetson signed his 
name as witness to the contract. There is no disputing the fact 
that he acted for his relativeif not for the firm. There was noth- 
ing to conceal about it; if there had been, they might have adopted 
the South Dakota tactics and put some other name in the place of 
that of the law partner. No,no! The very fact that Mr. Stetson 
boldly and openly signed his name to the paper is evidence of the 
consciousness that there was nothing wrong. Yet his name must 
be dragged into the debate over and over again, with coarse 
insinuations that the President of the United States is personally 
in some way enriching his favorites. That is the term that the 
Senator from South Dakota used—‘‘ enriching his favorites.” 

Mr. President, what further does the Senator say? Where is 
the Senator from Colorado now, when I read this statement? 

Mr. PerricRew. This seems to have been a transaction where there was a 
partnership as to profits between the Secretary and a syndicate of bankers, 
and the interest of the people of the United States was entirely left out of 
the reckoning. 

I will read it again: 


This seems to have been a transaction where there was a partnership as to 
profits between the Secretary and a syndicate of bankers. 


What further, then, does the Senator from Soc‘h Dakota say? 
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After having charged that this seems to have been a transaction 
where there was a partnership as to profits, he says: 

That seems to have been the sum and substance and gist of the whole trans- 
action—rotten and dishonest and corrupt to the core. 

If there was a partnership in the profits between the Secretary 
of the Treasury and the syndicate it follows, asa matter of course, 
and it would so be camieiens I think, even in South Dakota, that 
it was rotten and dishonest and corrupt to the core. 

Mr. President, the other day in answer to some suggestions of 
the Senator from Massachusetts, the Senator from Kansas, who 
is usually very deliberate, and I must say usually fair in his state- 
ments, disclaimed any idea of casting any reflections upon the 
integrity either of the President of the United States or the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury; and I was asked what objection I could 
have to the resolution of investigation when there was this dis- 
claimer upon the part of the distinguished author of the resolu- 
tion. The Senator this morning said he was surprised, as I was, 
at the remarks made yesterday by the Senator from South Da- 
kota; that is, they were unexpected at that time from anybody. 
What becomes of the disclaimer now in the light of the accusa- 
tions of the Senator from South Dakota? Can Senators justify 
themselves in voting for the resolution now, even though its form 
has been modified and changed so as to make it less offensive, 
when other Senators rise in their places and indulge in serious 
accusations like these without proof? Has it come to this—that 
we are to order an investigation simply upon the ipse dixit of 
Senators who in the heat of the discussion make serious reflec- 
tions upon public officials like these? 

The Senator from Colorado {Mr. WoLcoTT] spoke a short time 
ago about conduct ‘ contrary to every canon of decency and good 
taste.” I reply and say it would be unbecoming the Senate—a 
violation of decency and good taste—to dignify this proceeding, 
after what was said yesterday by the Senator from South Dakota 
a PETTIGREW], by passing any sort of resolution of investiga- 

ion. When somebody will bring in a written accusation, when 
somebody will give us some proof of wrongdoing, when somebod 
will present evidence that can besifted and analyzed, then it wi 
be time enough to proceed with an investigation such as this. 


There are some other allusions in the speech of the Senator from |. 


South Dakota to which I will refer, 
the Treasury, he says: 

He did dispose of the Graves bid at private sale. 

My answer to that statement is that he disposed of the Graves 
bid to a bidder who had duly made his bid with all the others prior 
to the opening of the bids. 

It is true the bid was not made in pursnance of an advertisement— 

Referring to the other bid, which was made intermediately— 


nor was the bid of Morgan made in pursuance of advertisement. They were 
both private bids. Thesimple fact is that the Secretary of the Treasury sold 
$5,000,000 of bonds to his friend on a private bid for nearly $200,000 less than 
another responsible bidder offered. 


And then he makes the simple inquiry: 

Is that honest? 

I need not take the time of the Senate in any elaborate argu- 
ment to show that it was the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury 
when he offered these bonds for sale to have a completed trans- 
action, and it was his duty to give tothe next highest bidder 
bid that was forfeited by nonpayment. That was his duty in law, 
that was his duty in morals, and that was the duty which he in 
fact discharged, 

Yesterday 1 put in evidence—I use the term “‘ put in evidence,” 
because it comes nat to me from my practice in court—I 
rather read to the Senate the syndicate contracts which were 
made years ago by previous Secretaries of the Treasury. I did it 
not for the purpose of intimating that there was anything wrong 
in them, but in order that the country i know that this is 
not the first time the Government has t with syndicates. I 
read them in order that gentlemen here who did not seem to 
know the nature of syndicates might understand them. I have 
no reflections to cast upon distinguished gentlemen whose 
names are signed to those old syndicate contracts—Drexel, Mor- 

& Co., J. P. Morgan & Co., August Belmont & Co., the First 
ational Bank of New York, and hschild & Co., of London. 

I have no disposition to e — vile or contemptible fling at 
Rothschild & Co. because it is said they are Jews. It has been 
hissed out in this Chamber, amid hter, that the Adminis- 
tration gave bonds to favorite Jews. it come to this, that 
in this land of the free nationality is to be urged as —— of 
objection te a man or men in the te of the United A 


Speaking of the Secretary of 


aie citizen is as good as any other citizen if he behaves him- 


Jewish citizen has a right to live 
obeys the law and is a good citizen. He hasa 
respectfully. 


us so as he 
nt to be tented 


The Jews constitute a race which it is not nm T should 
defend or eulogize. They may have their faults. have, 
however, their good qualities. But I do think it unbecoming 
Senators here to rise in their places and hiss out that the bonds 


were given to a Jew, as though that settled the question, as thou,}, 
that was proof positive of infamy, of corruption, of fraud. . 
Where was the Senator from Colorado (Mr. WoLcort] then—;),, 
defender and protector of the dignity, of the honor and pro), 
conduct of the Senate? Where was he when Senators rose |)... 
as several have on different occasions, and hissed out the 
“Jews” asa term of reproach. It proves thecorrectness of y 
was said the other day, when a certain Senator who favors :}, . 
resolution rose in his place and said, ‘‘ Weare getting desper.; 
They are, indeed, desperately in want of arguments. Let 
Senators consult their Jewish constituents, and see what {),, , 
think of these vile flings. Yes; asthe Senator from Nel. 
[| Mr. ALLEN] suggests to me, the Jews are a good race of peop |. 
many respects. ey do not ask other nationalities to take ¢.), 
of their poor. They take care of them themselves. They }),\, 
their dand noble charities. They arenoted for them thron.-)). 
out the length and breadth of the world. One of the greates; .f 
Jews, who did much for his race and his people, has just died, 4». 
he left many grand bequests. It is not necessary that I should at 
this time enter into any review of the great men who jaye 
adorned the Jewish race. You have not forgotten the groit 
Disraeli, who was formerly the premier of England. [t do.s 
show the f these Senators when all the argume: 


1 
a 


on oO 
they can make is ‘‘ Oh, they gave the bonds to a Jew.” 
was the highest bidder he was entitled to the bonds. 
such ee arguments, Mr. President! 

I have aisocommented upon the fact that objections were raised 
to the form of proposal issued by the Secretary of the Treasury, 
I want to show now that the calls made years ago for bonds were 
just about the same in form, except they were made by the syn ji- 
cates themselves. The syndicates were given control of the sale 
of bonds. For a short period of time they had substantially the 
absolute control of the sale of bonds. I wish the Secretary io 
read the published advertisement of the syndicate, found on pages 
210 and 211, away back in 1877. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


UNITED STATES 4 PER CENT FUNDED LOAN, 


The bonds are dated Ist July, 1877; bear interest payable quarterly in coin 
on ist days of January, April, July, and October, and are redeemable in coin 


after Ist July, 1907. 
The loan is issued in coupon bonds, in denominations of $50, $100, $500. and 
000, and in registered stock, in denominations of $50, $100, $500, §)\70, 
000, and $10,000. 
The interest on the ese will be ng check issued by the 
Sygewares of ap ME gy antes > Genenee os ho a a med to his 
e ec 3 © on on, r ndorsed, at the 
offices of the Treasurer Gal anuiohenit treapaters of the United States. The 
coupons and interest checks can be cashed at any bank or bankers. 

e bonds are exempt from the payment of taxes or duties to the United 
States, as well as from taxation in any form by or under State, munici): 
local authority. Under authority of a contract with the Secretary « 
Treasury, the —— will, until further notive, receive subscriptions 
for the United States cent bends at par and accrued interest, in gold 
coin, or, in lieu of coin, United States notes or drafts on New York, at their 
coin value on the day of receipt in the city scriptions 
for sums not ex ven phen eed rs. 
mont & Co., New York, at the fixed rate for , but eveng the right to 
change that rate from to day, or discontinue such rate altogether, by 
notice in any newspaper a’ Washington or New York. 1 

of application will be furnished by the Treasurer at Washington, 
Chieago, Cincinnati, New Or- 

Francisco, by the national 

<4 the United States postmasters. To 


amoun denominations required, and for 
Er Geeeeear tee eee to m 
be forwarded by registered mail; the coupon 


AdUsi BELMONT & CO., New York 


MORGAN & ©O., New York. 

. & Ww MAN & ©O., New York. 
RTON & 
NATIONAL 
OF THE CITY 


., New York. 
DREXEL & OO., Philadelphia. 


If a Jew 


Out with 


The stock 
bonds wil be forwarded to 


NEW YORE, N.Y. 
DeEcEeMBER 17, 1877. 


Mr. HILL. Now I ask the Secretary to read from page ‘1, 
where there is another . 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Treasury DerparTMENT, Washington, D.C., June 1, 1377. 
Messrs. Aucust BeLmMont & Oo., New York: 
GENTLEMEN: notice to the public of the 4 per cent loan, a copy of 
vn here 
ery 


rerroattalie’ war JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


[{Inclosure with letter of Secretary to Belmont & Co. of June 14, 1877.} . 

contract with the Secretary of the Treasury, the 
‘Eivenotice that from thisdu mad ental July 16, ato tod 
as stated below, at par and accrued interest in 6. 


years from 1, 1877, and carry 

and are from the payment 

as well as from taxation in any form 
authority. 


“ipetordee of Booholisr, and maaied tok 
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The check is payable on 
address. Treasurer 





resentation, Properly indorsed, at the 
Offices of the and assistant treasurers of the U ited States. 
The subscriptions will be for coupon bonds of $50 and $100, and registered 
stock in denominations of $50, $100, , $1,000, $5,000, and $10,000. 


The bonds, both coupon and registered, will be ready for delivery July 2, 


aii. will be furnished b Tashi 

‘ y the Treasurer at Washington, 
emcees rers at Baltimore, Boston, Chicago, Cincinnati, New Or- 
jeans, New York, Philadelphia, St. Louis, and San Francisco, and by the na- 
dont banks and bankers generally. The applications must specify the 


amount and denominati 


-, per cent of the purchase money must accompany the subscription; the 


be d at the pleasure of the purchaser, either at time of 
remeinetion OF at any time prior to October 16, 1577, with interest added at 4 
per cent to of payment. ; , — 
The payments may be made in gold coin to the Treasurer of the United 
States at or assistant treasurers at Baltimore, Boston, Chicago, 
Cincinnati, New Orleans, and St. Louis, and to the assistant treasurer at San 
Francisco, with exchange on New York. or to either of the undersigned. 
To p the convenience of subscribers, the undersigned will also 
receive 


coin day of receipt in the city of New York. 


AUGUST BELMONT & CO., New York. 
DREXEL, MORGAN & CO., New York. 
J. & W. SELIGMAN & CO., New York. 
MORTON, BLISS & CO.. New York. 
FIRST NATIONAL BANK 
OF THE CITY OF NEW YORE, N. Y. 
DREXEL & CO., Philadelphia. 
Jonn 14, 1877. . : 
Mr. HILL. The statements just read show that a syndicate 
com: of these very worthy gentlemen had substantial control 


of 


in me coin, United States notes or drafis on New York at their | 
on 
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ions required and, for registered stock, the full name | 
and post-office address of the person to whom the bonds shall be made pay- | 





AS7T5 


paid, principal and interest, in gold, recognizing that as the duty 
of the Government and giving that interpretation of existing 
law. On the faith of that bonds were sold and transf ‘rred: on 


the faith of that declaration ownership was acquired, and in 
view of what has been said in this Chamber I cite the letter to 
show, whether legally payable in gold or in silver, the good faith 


of the Government of the United States was pledyed to their pay- 
ment in gold. 

I will also read another letter from Mr. Sherman 
19, 1877: 


Str: Your letter of the 18th instant, in which you inquire whether t} 
cent bonds now being sold by the Government are payabl 
terest in gold coin, is received. The subject. fr 
demanded and received careful cornsiderat 


Mr. GRAY. To whom was the letter addressed? 
Mr. HILL. It was addressed to Mr. French, Assistant Secre- 
tary, 94 Broadway, New York. 


Under laws now in force, there is no coin issued or issuable in which the 
ya of the 4 per cent bonds is redeemable or the interest payab : t 
the gold coins of the United States of the standard value fixed by laws in for 
on the léth of July, 1870, when the bonds were authorized ; 


, dated June 


m its great im, tance, has 
m 


The Government exacts in exchange for these bonds payment at their face 
in such gold coin, and it ia not to be anticipated that any future legislation of 
Congress or any action of any Department of the Government would sar 
tion or tolerate the redemption of the principal of these bonds or pay nt 
of the interest thereon in coin of less value than the coin authorized by law 

| at the time of the issue of the bonds, being the coin exacted by eG n- 


sale of the bonds of the United States in behalf of the | 


United States. I will now read the statement of the Assistant | 


Secretary, Mr. French: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., June 11, 1877. 
PAYMENT OF UNITED STATES BONDS. 
1. The act of July 14.1870, provides for the issue of United States bonds 
“redeemable in coin of the present standard value.” 
2 The then legal coin was 
grains of pure to the dollar and 371; grains of pure silver to the dollar. 
3. While the law remained unchanged the contract was legally performed 
by pa nt in such standard coin of gold or silver. 
4 The act of April i 18738, declared silver not to be a tender for such bonds. 
5. That act was an nt in all sales of bonds after that date by the Gov- 
ernment or by individuals, the buyer having the promise of the United States 
to pay in coin, i. e., coin recognized as legal, i. e., gold coin. 
y oe act which shall deciare silver coin a tender for such bonds is an at- 
to insert an element not in the contract, an element expressly excluded 


promisor the act of 1873. 
. And as it a not be known what bonds have been transferred since the 


er the act of 1870 must be paid in gold coin of the 
rein—23.22 grains of pure gold to the dollar. 


; H. F. FRENCH, Assistant Secretary. 

To the SECRETARY. 
Talso desire to read a letter from Secretary SHERMAN to Hon. 
August Belmont, of New York. In order toe 
I want the letter put in my remarks in full, but 


E 
gE 
lL 
Fe 


will skip certain 


of the letter and simply emphasize those points to which | 


wish to call attention. 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, June 16, 1877. 


Dear Str: Your private note, the letter of your firm, and one from Messrs. 
Seligman & Uo. me to make a public statement over my own signa- 
ture similar to that . French, are received. I have given to this impor- 
tant the most serious consideration, and have come to the firm 

that such an act on my part would be inexpedient and defeat the 

very object you have in view. Asa purely executive officer I have no power 
to pass upon the question mooted. y at t to do so would at once unite 
all those who are seized with this mania and those who oppose executive en- 
ive power. It would create excitement, personal 

and we mingle with it, and it would tend more than 
an else to defeat the success of the loan. Iam quite sure this would 


As to whether Congreas or the le would ever undertake to pay either 


nee or interest of the bonded debt. and especially the bonds sold since 

in silver, I have a firm conviction that the question will never seri- 

ously be raised. These bonds wil! be paid,” vincigal and interest, in gold 

coin. The of the United States have always been extremely sensitive 

Folded: Seeticstne mp aerer hove. ae the sake of an apparent profit, 
the public honor. 

The satisfaction that will arise from the funding of the loan at a low 


together with their strong sense of public honor and public 
_* always secure the payment of these bonds. principal and interest, 


or factions may for a time raise and contest questions, but they are 
but ‘bobbin, —= Aap , and like all other questions fuvetving the 
anon righttully settled in due time by Congress and the 


aioe so tend to disturb this result as unauthorized “ theses" or 
an executive officer u a question purely legislative or judicial. 
7 be that too much has already been said about this matter by 
both the t and myself, and I assure you that you will have no occa- 

to be disturbed by anything truthfully reported of either of us hereafter. 

better way is to move right along, making your own statements, and if 
oceasion for a strong expression of my opinion, I 


it. 
Please show this toMr. Scligman and such of your associates as you deem 
proper as an anawer to all. 
ery truly, yours, JOHN SHERMAN. 


Hon. Aucust BeLmonr, New York. - 
the p of showing that at this very 
were being transfe from one hand to 
another and being sold in the public market there was the assur- 

Secretary of the Speneney that the bonds would be 


2° 
i 


ld and silver, the standard value being 23.22 | 


ite the matter | 


mentinexchangeforthesame. 
Theessential element of good faith in preserving the equality in value be 
h 


tween the coinage in which the Government receives and that in wh it 
pays these bonds will be sacredly observed by the Government and the 
people of the United States whatever may be the system of « re which 
the general policy of the nation may at any time adopt 

This principle is impressed upon the text of the law of July 14, 1870, under 
which the 4 per cent bonds are issued, and requires, in the opinion the 
executive department of the Government, the redemption of th i 
and the payment of their interest in coin of equal value with that which the 
Government receives from its issue. 


Very respectfully, 
Francis O. Frencu, Esq., 
o% Broadway, New York, 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretar; 


g 


This question was very much discussed in 1878 by the men who 
were dealing in Government bonds, and | want to read now a joint 
cable telegram from London from Messrs. Morgan, Morton, and 
Seligman to the President: 

LONDON, Fel 
To His EXCELLENCY THE PRESIDENT, Washington: 

The universal feeling here is that public faith [is] solemnly pledged ¢ 

ment in gold of all bonds issued under funding act 18) 


uary | 


on Y- 
) y 





‘, Under wh hh (wor 
ernment deman ted and received gold coin therefor. In our opinion it will 
justly be considered breach of public honor now to break the ple iven 
by the Cabinet in Secretary Sherman's letter June 19, 1877 1 which is 
stated that the essential element of good faith in preserving the e ty in 
value between the coinage in which the Government receives and that in 
which it pays these bonds wil! be sacredly observed by the Government and 


the people of the United States. 

Whatever may be the system of coinage which the general policy of the 
nation may at any time adopt it is this pledge which public faith and public 
honor alike demand shall be held inviolable 

MORGAN, MORTON, SELIGMAN 


Signing their names as though they were partners, ‘‘ Morgan, 
Morton, and Seligman.” Attention is called to the fact that Mr 


Morton is the Hon. Levi P. Morton, now the present governor of 
the State of New York, and until recently also a candidate for the 
Republican nomination for President. [Laughter.] ‘‘ Morgan, 
Morton, and Seligman.” Ifthe Presidential nominating iightning 
should strike the distinguished governor, whom I personally 
esteem very highly, I will have some fun during the campaign in 
reading the joint telegram, ‘‘ Morgan, Morton, and Seligman,” 
upon the question of the payment of the Government bonds in 
gold; and I expect to read with interest the remarks of my dis- 
tinguished friend from Colorado [Mr. Wo.Lcorr] (who intends to 
support the Republican ticket no matter what the platform may 
be or who the candidate may be) eulogizing this firm in his 
speeches in behalf of the gold policy—‘* Morgan, Morton, and 
Seligman,” and victory. 

I also read another letter, dated New York, June 20, 1877, t« 
found in this book, page 85, from Morton, Bliss & Co., of 
York, in regard to the bond transactions. I will not tal 
trouble now to read it, but with the permission of the Senate wil 
insert it in my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


Messrs. Morton, Bliss & Co. to Mr 


Without objection, it will be so 


Sherman, 


New York, June 00, 1877. 

DEAR Sir: Some of the parties interested in the contract for the 44 per cent 
bonds claim that in signing, on the 9th instant, the paper prepared by you, 
in which the syndicate subscribed for the remaining 4; per cent bonds up to 
two hundred millions and formally terminated the contract for their nego 
tiation, we relinquished a then existing right on their part for their propor 
tion of the third hundred millions. 

In your letter of May 23, addressed to Messrs. A. Belmont & Co., you state 
as your understanding that the right of the syndicate to take over two hun- 
dred millions has terminated. Will you oblige us by informing us when and 
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ee ee ee ee ye antes 


in what manner the notice called for under the contract had been given; and 
also whether you understood the termination of the 4} per cent contract 
and the contract for 4 per cent bonds one or two distinct transactions? 


We remain, etc., 
MORTON, BLISS & CO. 
Hon. JouHN SHERMAN, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, it may have been forgotten that 
those bond transactions evoked considerable criticism at the time 
they were had. It was inevitable that great transactions involy- 
ing millions of money should find some critics throughout the 
country. The House of Representatives was induced to interfere, 
= on November 5, 1877, passed a resolution, which I will now 
read: 

Resolution House of Representatives, November 5, 1877, requesting copies of 
contract with syndicate, etc. 
(Forty-fifth Congress, first session. ] 


CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATEs, 
In the House of Representatives, November 5, 1877. 
On motion of Mr. Wood, from the Committee of Ways and Means— 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to furnish the House of Representatives, at the earliest practicable 
moment, conies of the contract made with a certain syndicate of American 
and foreign bankers for the negotiation of the 4 per cent bonds of the United 
States, together with copies of all other papers ae thereto, and also 
with a statement as to the present condition of such negotiation, and whether 
it remains in force as originally made, without modification or change. 


test: 
GEO. M. ADAMS, Clerk. 


I cite the resolution for the purpose of showing and demonstrat- 
ing that there is nothing new about sensitiveness over great bond 
transactions; that the criticisms have not been confined to the 
present Administration; that there was restlessness in 1878 as 
now; that there were Senators and members of the House who 
wanted to take a hand in the bond business then as now; and to 
show so far asI can that there is nothing in these attacks; that 
they are inevitable in the Congress of the United States; that 
there always seems to be an inevitable sort of friction between 
the Treasury Department and Congress, but I do not cite them 
because there is anything wrong in the transactions themselves. 
History has vindicated the Senator from Ohio [Mr. SHERMAN] and 
history, sir, will vindicate the present distinguished Secretary of 
the Treasury, the gentleman from Kentucky. The mere fact 
that the affairs of their offices were conducted so that criticism 
should have been avoided amounts to nothing. They could not 
avoid criticism. 

Mr. Sherman did notescape. The bond syndicates did not esca 
then. Secretary Carlisle can not hope to escape criticism. e 
bond syndicate can not hope to escape criticism. Transactions 
involving millions of dollars of course give rise to su tions 
and fault-findings of all kinds and character. When the mil- 
lennium comes it will be ible to negotiate $100,000,000 of 
bonds when there will be nobody finding any fault, but not until 
the millennium comes. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate and the country to the 
fact that the House of Representatives did not order an investi- 
gating committee. The mocratic House of Representatives 
treated the Republican Secretary of the Treasury with great re- 
spect. They had the right toorder aninvestigation. They passed 
a resolution requesting information of the Secretary in the ordi- 
nary and usual form, and to that the distinguished Secretary of 
the Treasury made reply on November 19, 1877. I will ask the 
Secretary to read that letter of Mr. Sherman to the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


quested. 
Mr. HILL. 1 will say before the letter is read that I cite it for 


the purpose of showing the proper way to ascertain information; 

the proper way to treat the officers of the Government. The 

House of Representatives, the Democratic House of Representa- 

tives, simply — a resolution asking for information, submit- 

ting it to the Secretary of the Treasury, and awaiting his reply. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, November 19, 1377. 

Srr: I am in receipt of resolution introducéd by Mr. Wood, of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means, as follows: 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish the House of Representatives at the earliest practicable moment 
copies of the contract made with a certain syndicate of American and fore’ 
bankers for the negotiation of the 4 per cent bonds of the United States, to- 
gether with copies of allother papers relating thereto; and also with a state- 
ment as to the present condition of such negotiation, and whether it remains 
in force as originally made, without modification or change.” 

In compliance with this request, I have the honor to inclose herewith copies 
of the contract referred to and other papers which have a definite bearing 
upon the subject. Before this contract was entered into [ met the contract- 

arties both in New York and Washington, and discussed at some soa 
the feasibility of placing the 4 per cent loan u the market, and, on the 
of soee, 1877, perfec arrangements for t purpose by executing said 
contract. 

During the thirty days which were set apart mutual consent for the 
reception of popular subscriptions, the amount o' —-— was solid the 
urer and assistant treasurers of the United States, and subscrip 
to the amount of $69,423,300 were procured through the efforts of the con 

tracting parties. 


The business of punting progressed satisfactorily and arran 
been perfected fer the continuance of the sale of 4 oe cent bone anne nod 
was about to be made when fears of the effect of the proposed legislation = 
Congress remonetizing silver arrested for the time the sale of suc bonds oe 
caused a temporary postponement. and 
Below is a statement of the present condition of the 4 per cent loan. a, a 
would add that the contract remains in force as originally made)... 
modification or change. ae 
CONDITION OF UNITED STATES 4 PER CENT BONDS OF 197 NOVEMBER 
OS BERN iii no nctdh bolts budgnlidnbbtinwicwncawercees... 875.498, nan 
Amoun against which calls for 6 per cent 5-20 bonds have been is.” na 
su 


5D.000 000 
Balance account of resumption act ...........------------.---.--.... + 


2 4\" 550 
Very respectfully, 


JOHN SHERMAN, Seer: y 
Hon. SAMUEL J. RANDA ’ 


aker House of Dapreemntetten. 

Mr. HILL. I will read, or rather insert in my remarks, with 
the permission of the Senate, a letter from Fisk & Hatch to) Seo. 
retary Sherman, of date April 16, 1878. I will not take the timo 
now to read the letters, but simply to say that they asked t)) havo 
placed in their hands certain bonds of the United States, w) jc) 
they should have the exclusive Late to sell, and that the Secre. 
tary of the Treasury substantially gave them the control 01 the 
sale of the bonds. I will read the opening sentence: : 


GENTLEMEN: Your letter of yesterday is received, in which you ask jf 1 
will entertain a proposition from a combmmation of banks and bankers for the 
negotiation of 4 per cent bonds upon certain terms named by you. 


I cite this letter for the purpose of showing that in 187% thore 
were dealings with combinations of banks and bankers; that the 

uestion of the combination of banks and bankers is not a new 
thing, but that it existed all through the resumption period and 
all through the refunding period. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the letters 
will be inserted in the remarks of the Senator from New York. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 


New YorK, April 1¢, 1573. 
Hon. JoHN SHERMAN 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


DeAR Sir: Will you please advise us whether you are prepared to enter- 
tain a proposition from a combination of banks and bankers, whose naines 
should be satisfactory to you, for the negotiation of 4 per cent bonds on the 
basis of an amount to be u to be taken at once with an option for 
any of the remainder for the balance of the year or for such other period 
as might be mutually satisfactory; the sales of — cent bonds to be made 
during the pendency of the — only through the parties entering into the 
as and the proceeds of sales to be applied to the redemption of 5-2 

nds. 

If you are inclined to consider favorably a proposition to this effect, pro- 

vided the details can be made satisfactory to you, it is probable that it will 

be made. The parties having the matter under consideration would be vlad 

to have an indication of your readiness to entertain such a negotiation be- 

fore proceeding further in the preation of details, and have requested us 
an expression from you on that point. 

An early reply will greatly oblige. 

Very truly, yours, FISK & HATCH. 
“P.S.—In case any negotiation, as indicated above, should be entered into, 
the ies interested would be glad to have the matter considered as confi- 
dential between the Treasury Department and themselves until concluded, 
and your reply to this will be so treated if desired. 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 17, 1573. 
Messrs. Fisk & Harton, New York. 


GENTLEMEN: Your letter of yesterday is received, in which you ask if I 
will entertain a p tion from a combination of banks and bankers for 
the negotiation of 4 | ag cent bonds upon certain terms named by you 
I would be happy to receive such a ees from the banks and bankers 
whom I suppose bie represent, and I would give the bonds to you on as fa- 
vorable terms and with every er fone the law will allow. I am under 
no embarrassment or restraint as to sale of the 4 per cent bonds, but I do 
not think it would be policy for me to give you an exclusive option for any 
period of time, though, perhaps, if the amount was large I t do so fora 
short time. I am not under any obligations to the purchasers of the 4; per 
me = sey way in the n tion of the 4 per cent 

circular, it 


law. 
Treasu 
tender and 


in view of a large sub- 

a = ee not gree 
depend upon amount and nature o 
if icable, in case an offer is made 

ies for the rcent bends, 

two classes 0! mds will not 

nt being equally con- 


it 
by the general circular, 
yor subscription. I would like, 

y ou, that you include in it the con 
al feast ao far that the agents in the sale of 
conflict with each other, the interest of the 
cerned in the negotiation of both classes of bonds. 


Very respectfully, 
JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 

‘0 a be considered by me as con- 

a a P 
Mr. HILL. That was in 1878. The resumption act had been 
which required cepumaption to take place on the ist day of 
anuary, 1879. There were skeptics in those daysas now. There 
were men who were constantly doubting the a of the Gov- 
ernment to resume specie ae on the day fixed by the statute. 
There were constant predictions of failure made by worthy gentle- 
men who thought that the Government was pursuing an unwise 
— There were men in those days, as now, who thought the 
vernment was running headlong to destruction. They became 
desperate, as men become desperate now, in their criticisms of the 

conduct of the officers of the Government. 








1896. 





This volume is full of letters written to the Secretary of the 
Treasury in 1878 urging him to pone a different course from what 
he was pursuing, and predictec disaster to the Government on the 
ist day of January, 1879. It wassaid, ‘‘ The Government will not 
be able to resume —- seme Where will the coin come 
from? Where will the gold come from? How can specie pay- 
ments be resumed and how can they be maintained?” There was 
the same uncertainty then as now,if not more so. There was the 
came distrust of public men, the same vile insinuations as now, 
the same unfounded charges then as now. People have forgotten 
what took place here only a few years ago. 

I will read a letter from Peter Cooper to Mr. Sherman, written 
in New York April, 1878. Mr. Cooper was a very estimable gen- 
tleman, a mati of large means. He had got the greenback craze 
in his head; he thought the country was going to destruction un- 
less the greenbacks were kept afloat. He doubted the policy of 
redeeming the greenbacks. He feared the country was not strong 
enough for that purpose. There was a large element in the coun- 
try, in different parts of the country, who called themselves 
greenbackers, who were fearful that the country was taking a haz- 
ardous step and making a most dangerous experiment in the 
effort to resume specie payments. How the speeches of those 
greenbackers would read now, in the light of history, their denun- 
ciations of Mr. Sherman! How they would like to be refreshed 
by reading those speeches again delivered here in the Senate, pre- 
dicting failure, predicting disaster. 

CooPER UNION, ETc., New York, April 18, 1878. 


Dear Sir: In the brief interview which you did me the honor to give me 
at my house a few days ago I was impressed with your desire to give all the 
information that would throw light upon the financial policy of the Govern 


ment and in the De ent of which you are the executive head. But we 
had not the time to ‘uss fully some of those practical questions that involve 
this financial , and I therefore now take the liberty, in a more delib- 


erate manner, to of you an answer to questions which might throw light 
upon the public mind on these at interests and allay the anxiety which 
rvades the hearts of our people in reference to their future prospects of 
usiness and employment, and show more clearly how the present policy of 
the Government in enforcing “specie payments” by law and carrying out 
the resumption act could be attended with any wholesome results to the 
financial interests of this country, both in the present and the future. 
First. Can you “resume” in the presence of $645,000,000 of legal-tender and 
bank notes with what gold and silver you may have at your command with- 
out an actual shrinkage of this currency either on the part of the Govern- 


ment or of the banks? 

Secondly. Can een * be maintained after the law has placed a pre- 
mium on coin and virtually demonetized the paper by rendering its convert- 
ibility compulsory? s 

In other words, can the present “par value” of paper and coin be taken as 
an index that after the law has thrown its whole weight in favor of coin, by 


the pa “convertible,” the present equilibrium between the two 
can still be shafatained! 


Thirdly. In connection with the fact that by purely commercial laws we 
have already arrived at specie payments, or the par between coin and paper 
money, what good will it do to thrust in the further power of the law on the 
side of coin? 


How can we avoid placing the paper at the mercy of those who will have 
control of Se Sine capectn the paper of the national banks, whose chief 
credit will consist in maintaining ‘‘ specie payments ’’? 

Fourthly. After “ resumption’ how much money will the people have with 


which to employ labor, enter into new enterprises, and use 
“cash payments” instead of ‘‘intlating credits” to a ruinous degree, as in 


under the system of specie payments and convertibility by law? 
» At one Se duty of Congress to make the necessary and proper 
laws for carrying into execution a system of money, weights, and measures 
as the only means to late commerce with foreign nations and among the 
several States, oe le. as far as possible, an “ unfluctuating currency,” a 

measure of prices, how can you prevent great and disastrous fluctua- 
tions in our “ convertible money" and coin arising out of the great demands 
for gold and silver that may at any time be made upon us from the commer- 
cial relations of this country with Europe, over which the Government can 
have no direct control? E 

With great respect, | remain, your obedient servant, 


PETER COOPER. 

Hon. Joun SHERMAN, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. President, the world moved on just the same, steady, steps 
forward toward a right basis. The Secretary of the Treasury 
kept moving on unmindful of the clamor of the men who criti- 
cised him, unmindful of the threats made against him, unmindful 
of all the ; ies of disaster, and to-day,I say, simply review- 
ing the , how futile seem the efforts that were made to 
stop resumption; how men fought desperately for the good old 

back currency; how official efforts to curtail and contract 
currency met with determined opposition in the two Houses 


of —— 

But, Mr. President, the policy of the Government went on; it 
could not be resisted; it went on to success, and the men who criti-° 
cised it would not want to read to-day their speeches in the Recorp. 
Mr. ian made a reply to Mr. Cooper, which I want the Sec- 
retary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 


q 
The Secretary read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, D. C., April 20, 1878. 
DEAR Sir: Your letter of the 18th instant is received. The questions which 
ask me have been, in the main, answered to the committees of the two 
and [{ perhaps, best reply to your letter by sending these 
order of the respec 


printed tive Houses; but my sincere re- 
Spect for you to allay any doubts you may entertain of the suc- 
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cess of the present plan of resumption induce me to answer your letter as 





| fully as my time will allow. 


As to.your first question, ‘Can you resume in the presence of $645,000,000 
of legal-tender and bank notes with what gold and silver you may have at 
your command without an actual shrinkage of this currency, either on the 
part of the Government or of the banks?” : 

You must bear in mind that the aggregate amount of legal-tender notes and 
bank notes stated by you may be gradually diminished, so far as the legal 
tenders are concerned, to $00,000,000, and by the banks to such sum as they 
find can be maintained at par with the United States notes. i 
that the aggregate should be about the present amount, and remem! ering 
always that the bank notes can be redeemed in legal-tender notes and are not 
required to be redeemed in coin, I do express the opinion that resumption in 
a country like ours can be maintained in the presence of the existing volume 
of circulation; but if this should prove to be too great the reduction will be 
gradually of the bank notes, or, if Congress so direct, of the legal-tender notes. 

As to your second question, ‘‘Can resumption be maintained after the law 
has placed a premium on coin and virtually demonetized the paper by ren- 
dering its convertibility compulsory? In other words, can the present ‘par 
value’ of paper and coin be taken as an index that after the law has thrown 
its whole weight in favor of coin, by making paper ‘convertible,’ the present 
—— between the two can still be maintained?" 

respectfully deny that the law places a premium on coin. One-half of 
this circulation is not redeemable in coin at all, but in legal-tenders; nor does 
the law fix a premium on coin as against legal-tenders, but simply requires 
an equality. Its convertibility is not compulsory. It is upon the demand of 
the holder. The holder is as likely to deposit the coin if he has it, as to de- 
posit the notes for coin. The currency would rest upon the presumption 
that all paper money rests upon, that its use and convenience and converti- 
bility will always keep it at par with coin. 

To your third question, “In connection with the fact that by purely com- 
mercial laws, we have already arrived at specie payments, or the par between 
coin and paper money, what good will it do to thrust in the further power of 
the law on the side of coin? How can we avoid placing the paper at the 
mercy of those who will have control of the coin—especially the paper of the 
national banks, whose chief credit will consist in maintaining ‘specie pay- 
ments.’” 

1 have simply to say that we have only arrived at our present position ap- 
precehing spect payments by the accumulation of coin in the Treasury and 

xy the gradual and slow reduction of the volume of notes; and the very 
measures which have enabled us to reach so near the specie standard are 
necessary to be continued to enable us to maintain resumption. If resump- 
tion is desirable it can not be maintained by a repeal of the law which re- 
quires resumption and grants the necessary powers to prepare for it and to 
maintain it. 

As to your fourth question, “After resumption how much money will the 
people have with which to transact business, employ labor, enter into new 
enterprises, and use ‘cash payments’ instead of ‘inflating credit’ to a ruin- 
ous degree, as in times past under the system of specie payments and con- 
vertibility by law?” It is answered, I think, by what I have said in reply to 
your first question. We will have the United States notes, the bank notes, 
the coin certificates, both gold and silver, together with the gold and silver 
itself, all in circulation. he actual amount of carrency in circulation, I 
think, will be as large in specie times as now, and its equality and converti- 
bility will rather increase than prevent the circulation of either. ‘The depre- 
ciation of paper money is not necessarily caused solely by its excess, but by 
the uncertainty of its value and confidence in its redemption. 

In reply to your fifth question, “It being the duty of Congress to make the 
necessary ond proper laws for carrying into execution a system of money, 
weights, and measures, as the only means to regulate commerce with foreign 
nations and among the several States, to provide as far as possible, an ‘un- 
fluctuating currency,’ a steady measure of prices, how can you prevent great 
and disastrous fluctuations in our ‘convertible money’ —t coin, arising out 
of the great demand for gold and silver that may at any time be made upon 
us from the commercial relations of this country with Europe over which the 
Government can have no direct control?’ 1 have only to say that it is un- 
doubtedly the duty of Congress to provide for the possible contingencies that 
would make it necessary to suspend specie payments, though, as the circum- 
stances which would compel suspension are necessarily unforeseen, unknown, 
difficult to be defined or to be provided for, lam not sure but it is better to 
leave the question of suspension to the necessities of the case rather than to 
legislation, which must be founded upon uncertainty. When the Treasury 
is actually unable to redeem its notes in coin, suspension comes necessarily, 
but resumption would come again from the absolute necessity of currency 
for our daily wants, and Congress could provide better in view of the actual 
facts than anticipated facts. 

I think the real difficulty that has stood in the way of resumption is the 
nightmare of things that have existence only in the brain and not in fact, 
We can only deal with the current course of events based upon probabilities, 
and can not provide for unforeseen contingencies. 

It is my earnest hope that you, and gentlemen like you, who I know are 
sincere in your convictions, may see your way to trust to the policy that is 
now entered upon, which seeks to provide as much paper currency as can be 
maintained at par in coin, and to secure its active circulation in aid of indus- 


try and enterprise. ‘ : 
lam, with great respect, JOHN SHERMAN. 


Hon. Peter Cooper, New York. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I have also a letter from Secretary 
Sherman of date May 24, 1878, which I shall insert in my remarks 
without reading it in full. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
be so inserted. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


MR. SHERMAN TO WILBER NATIONAL BANK, ONEONTA, N. ¥ 
TREASURY DePpARTMENT, May 24, 1878. 

Srr: Your letter of the 21st instant, asking what action is necessary in order 
to become a depositary and subscription agent for the 4 and 4} per cent loans, 
has been received. in) 

In reply I have to inform you that subscriptions to the 4} per cent loan are 
received only through Messrs. Belmont & Co., of New York, and their asso- 
ciates. 

oo to the 4 per cent consols of 1907 are received at the Depart- 
ment and through the subtreasury officers and national banks which ve 
been designated for that purpose. — 

linclose herewith Department's circular of January 21, 1878, under the pro- 
visions of which, if you desire it and will so inform this office, the bank of 
which you are cashier will be designated a United States depositary to re- 
ceive deposits on account of subscriptions to the 4 per cent consols of 1907. 


Very respectfully, 
3 . JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 
CASHIER WILBER NATIONAL BANK, Oneonta, N. Y. 





But, assuming 


If there be no objection, it will 


} 
} 
t 
ti 
ie 
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Mr. HILL. The point I wish to emphasize is that in this letter 
Secretary Sherman says he can not accept subscriptions to the 44 
cent loan; that they can be ‘‘received only through Messrs. 
mont & Co., of New York, and their associates.” The point 
being to establish the fact that in the history of our country it is 
not an unusual thing to deal with syndicates, and that while un- 
der the present Administration we have had several popular loans, 
the popular subscriptions, so-called, ander Mr. Sherman's admin- 
istration ofthe Treasury Department, weremainly through acombi- 
nation of bankers, and he said that subscriptions to the 44 per cent 
lean could ** be received only through Messrs, Belmont & Co., of 
New York, and their associates.” 

Tam not complaining cf this, Mr. President. It was unques- 
tionably the proper thing to do under the circumstances. I am 
simply illustrating the point that history repeats itself. I am an- 
swering the skeptics of those days; I am answering the critics of 
those days as I ara answering the skeptics and the critics now. 

I should infer from some of the speeches which have been made 
t this subject that the policy of paying out either gold or 
lear on demand at the Treasury was a new one, invented by the 

t Administration, and had never existed before. It has 
spoken of as an invention of the present Administration; it 

has been spoken of as a scheme of Mr. Carlisle; and it has been 
characterized as a questionable transaction, an ill-advised - 
iat, OU cae ott teeglin a omba a in the 
previous h of the country. The policy of paying out either 
gold or silver on demand, I repeat, is not a new one. It was the 
policy that was pursued years ago, a wise policy, unquestionably, 
or it would not have been . It was a policy which gave 
success to the adminis of the ial affairs of the Gov- 
ernment; it was a policy that tided us over critical times; it was 
a which gave honor and credit to the Government and 
_— is Government upon a high financial standing with the 
vernments of the world. Senators now want to reverse all this 
polar: want to attack. this Administration for doing only what 


desk, from Secretary 
Wheeler, the then President of the United States Senate. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
— in the absence . — 
read as follows: 
Secretary ai 


ARTMENT, 
Washington, D. C., December 16, 1878. 


* 


Decembe 
“Resolved, That the of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, di- 
rected to inform the Senate what amount and denomination of silver coin 
ved pol i re of customs dues since th ng of the 
current fiseal a 
or 


whether or not he has the silver so re- 

part to the payment of the interest on the bonds or 

notes of the United States, If it has noth: to cake acne 

: lied to that purpose in part only, to state what por- 
has and on what character of obligations. He is di 

rest he has on the bonds and 

year began, and the 

oo such interest which 


‘And in reply to close herewith et Bein gn dated 9th instant, from the 
Treasurer Sane Sta Fs the resolution had been referred, 
ormation ¢ ‘or. 


Treauarer of al =. 
rer, 
ination of oes Grek 
The manifest object of the 
restore its legal-tender character, when constra 
act, is that 
maintai at 
paying out suc 
paid, and not to force upon 
Any other course would 
and tead to its depreciation. 
Very respectfully, 
Hon. WraaamM A. WHEELER, 
President United States Senate. 
Mr. HILL. Mr. President, that-letter shows the —- the 
Government, instituted in a critical period of our his- 
tory, and which has been cnetutaiael by every Secretary of the 
ea day to the present. Iam not now going to 
argue it is right or whether it is wrong. It has existed 
since 1878, and I simply cite it for the purpose of showing that at 
least our Republican friends are esto from questioning the 
wisdom of the policy of Mr. Carlisle. I do not know that they do 
so. In the ma = I a — eee of a blican 
Senators u e other approve icy Secre- 
of the Seeusuny which has thus been ‘ndioataa in the letter 
of Mr. Secretary Sherman, and which has been followed from that 
day to the present. 
ossibly, Mr. President, some other course might have been 
wiser. No one can tell. This policy, however, has been a suc- 
cessful one; this policy brought us resumption; ae made 
the greenback dollar the equal of the dollar; y has 
kept them at par from that day to this; and we can t to it as 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


gold and silver coin respec- 


a matter of pride. Some other course might have worked: som. 
other course might have been better; but this policy laid down ;,, 
1878 has been strictly followed. Possibly there are some yy... 
men who are wiser than those who then conducted the admiy,\.. 
tration of affairs; possibly there are new financiers, and you . 
find them on the street corners and in the groceries and all aroy), | 
who know better how to conduct financial affairs than al) ;\,, 
Secretaries of the Treasury from that day to the present. 

It may be so. We may be disappointed. Perhaps these pow 
men can give us new points as to how to conduct the finance... 
the country; but I do not believe it. I am inclined to think ;),,; 
the correct policy has been pursued, and because of that \, ;, 

licy to-day we can point to the fact that our currencies aro | 

ept upon a parity; and any other course would have either a)... 
ciated the gold dollar or depreciated the greenback dollar. | 
election must be given tothe holders of the securities. Ther»; 
other proper course. Theelection can not bereservedsimply +, ; |, 
Government, because we know, as a matter of fact, that wi. 
you refuse to give a certain form of currency toa holder of ;},, 
obligations of the Government, that would be the very curr)... 
which the holder would want. We do not change the jay + 
legal tender. We leave it as itis. It is a question of adininixi;.- 
tion; it is a question of business policy; it is a question of th. :+ 
of nena the — financial affairs of a great country. 

Mr. President, 1 do not know that it is necessary that the a/!:;, 
of the country should be conducted to satisfy a mere contin +» 
of the people. If it satisfies the t mass of the two good old 
parties that is enough for me. you satisfy the Republicans 
and the Democrats there is not much left after that [laugh ior), 
only a few men hanging on the outskirts, you know, a few guerri|- 
las in polities, as there always are in battles and in war, ready to 
attack first one party and then the other. I mean no disres)).+ 
to my Populist friends, especially the distinguished }>ajer 
who sits before me and whom I esteem as my personal friend | Mr, 
aaa. but, after all, I am beginning to nk there is a good 
deal of merit in the two old in this country. I know [ 
have seen my friend here day day arise and heard him criti- 
cise the two old parties, and there are some over on the other sie 
of the Chamber who are anxious and eager to join with him in 
his criticism. But the two old parties have mcted the affairs 
of the country ty suecessfully; one or the other of them has 
had charge of oluninietention of public affairs during nearly 
our entire history. It will be a cold day when our third-party 
friends squeeze into power. If they get in at all, it will be by a 
tight squeeze. [Laughter.] They do not expect to succeed in 
the coming campaign, we are told, but they are going to make it 
very interesting for us in 1900. It will always be in the future 
when they are going to put out of power one of the two old jar- 
ties. 

Mr. President, Isimply cite what has been done in the past for the 
one oe estopping our Republican friends from criticism of \ir. 

isle’s policy. lam free to say that nine-tenths of them really 
have nocriticism to make in regard toit. They do not join inthe 
coarse inst the honesty and integrity of the President. 
No; no. The tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar} spoke «1 
thissubject the other day, and while I diff with him in the senti- 
ments which he ressed, he said no one would cast any reflection 
Peter erent at Yan ara endl aE 
be to assa ty; may have wrong theories 
on financial policies, but that is a question of judgment. There 
was a Jackson party in 1828 and there was an anti-Jackson party. 
There was a Li party and an anti-Lincoln party. We dil- 
fered, and have always differed, about financial policies; differed 
about tariff policies; differed about banking ies. We may 
have substantial differences a us here, and yet we need not 
assail the character or i t ts. 

The Senator from i (at. sones Sees to make a few 

the subject, t, and I have deeme:! 
yield to him, which [ do fur 


f 


ho 


observations w ‘ 
it my duty and felt constrained to 


the present, but I shall resume my remarks at the conclusion of 
his speech. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 6293) to increase the of Peter Rafferty ws 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The jcimt resolution (H. Res. 180) for the relief of Ex-Naval 
Cadet T. Baker was read tale by its title, and referre: 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing concurrent resolution of the House of Representatives; whic! 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 

ene wep Ee ay ee ep ene Seas net ge ge gt od 
pre = cae the Speaker of the House of 
Houses on Monday, the l8th day of May, at 2 o'clock p. m. 

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution sub- 

mitted by Mr. Perrer, providing for a committee of five Senators 








1896. 





to investigate and report generally all the material facts and cir- 
cumstances connected with the sale of United States bonds by the 
secretary of the Treasury in the years 1894, 1896, and 1896. 


(Mr. CALL addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 


Mr. HILL rose. ; . 

Mr. GORDON. Will the Senator from New York allow me to 
make an i ~y of the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. HILL. Yertainly. 

Mr. GORDON. Eeneeeg I offered an amendment to the 

nding resolution, which I afterwards found had been offered pre- 
viously by the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. WotcotT], the 


: g to allow the investigation to be conducted 
-— Sean Fienen Committee. I wish to inquire of the 


cae from Kansas who moved the resolution whether that 
amendment would be agreeable to him? 
Mr. . I answer in the negative, Mr. President. I 


suppose the Senator from Georgia does not care about any special 
reasons 


ven. 
Mr. GO . Ido not at this moment, for I want to give one 


reason or two why it occurs to me the Committee on Finance is | motion pending, the resolution went over until the next 


the only pre committee to make the investigation. _. | submitted some 
Mr. t, Lam not on my feet to make a speech, I wish | 

to say, however, that if we are on the verge of all the ills which | ing interfered with 

my friend from Florida [Mr. CaLt] has just delineated it is im- | 


ible for me to conceive how a committee of five can better 

1! us what they are or more effectively build barriers inst 
our progress to destruction than the strong, able, ven- 
erable committee constituted by this body under its regular forms 
and modes of procedure. : 

Mr. President, what is that committee? At the head of itis the 
oldest and mest venerable man who sits upon this floor, an oppo- 
nent in politics to the Secretary of the Treasury. AsI trace down 
the names of those thirteen honorable men I fail to find one man 
upon the committee who agrees with the honorable Secretary of the 

both in tics and in financial policy. Surely no com- 
mittee less biased in favor of that officer 
possibly be selected. Why gentlemen stand upon this floor with 
such a committee already organized, respec not only by this 
body but by every citizen in the country, and seek to have a select 
committee to investigate subjects with which that committee it- 
self was chosen to deal is more than I can understand. There is 
some reason for it, and I am at a loss to know what that reason 
is. I might have my opinions upon the subject, but I have too 


much respect for this body and for myself as a member of it to 


state the reasons which might be : . 
Mr. the country ought to know that there is a com- 


ittee of thirteen men as unimpeachable as any who ever 
in from the organization of the Government to this 
hour, and that there are Senators on both sides of: the Chamber 


8 
E 


appealing that the investigation shall be made by that 
a yet it 1s resisted. there any man on this floor 
afraid of ished and venerable Senator from Vermont 
[Mr. MorriL1]? he to be bribed by the millions about which 


my friend from Florida talks so eloquently? Are not the gentle- 
men upon that committee who advocate the free coinage of sil- 
ver, and’ who are therefore not in sympathy with the Secretary of 
the Treasury, to be trusted? I stand here to say that I will guar- 
antee, Thave never heard it from him, that the Secretary 
of the is ready to meet any investigation, and I dare say 
that he would trust his honor and his reputation and his fidelity 
and responsibility to the Government and its people as readily 
in the hands of that committee—upon which there is not one man 
who sympathizes with him both in politics and financial policies— 
as readily as he would trust them to a committee of his own 


Now, why should not that be done? My distinguished friend 
from Colorado had that conviction upon his mind when he offered 
- Mo yore rw which I repeated yesterday without knowing that 

e me. 

Mr. Will the Senator from Georgia allow me a moment? 
Mr. GORDON. Certainly. 
Mr. HILL. The Senator from Colorado did not offer such an 
the Senator is mistaken. It was offered by the dis- 
tor from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]. There was 
a resolution offered by the junior Senator from Massa- 
to refer the subject to the Com- 
t is now pending or not I do not 


° 
= 


origi 

chusetts [Mr. eet pre 

mittee on Finance. ether 
Mr. HARRIS. That is the pending question. I looked at the 


Recorp yesterday. I had given notice of my intention to make 


such a motion, but upon looking at the REcorp I saw that the 
junior Senator from Massac 


husetts had entered the motion before 
See that is now the pending question. 

- Itisa matter of gratification to me to learn 
that there are a number of gentlemen here who take the same 
view of this subject. For myself I haye not any doubt that if a 
vote were had to-day upon the simple question as to whether the 


the Government could | 
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Committee on Finance is worthy to be trusted with this investi- 
gation there would be a unanimous “‘ yea” in response in this 
Chamber. ; 
But, Mr. President, I said I did not intend to make a speech, and 
I will not do it. I received an answer from the Senator from Kan- 
sas, but I insist that before the discussion closes we shall have a 
vote upon that question. 
Mr. HI. rose. 


Mr. GORDON. Would the Senator from New York object to 
a vote upon thatamendment now? He can afterwardy discuss the 
question as to whether we shall have any investigation at all, 

Mr. HILL. No; I have no objection to having that branch of 


the case disposed of now. 

Mr. GORDON. Now, will the Senator from Kansas allow the 
Senate to vove upon that amendment? 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Georgia is mistaken about 
the parliamentary status of the resolution. In the first place, the 
resolution as modified was presented to the Senate by myself. A 
motion was made by the Senator from Ohio [Mr.SmerMan] to 
refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance, and, with that 
day. I 
remarks upon it, and the Senator from New York 
Mr. Hii}, L believe, followed me; and the hour of 2 o'clock hav 
his discussion it went upon the Calendar. 
The next day the Senator from Massachnsetts | Mr. Love®} offered 
a resolution similar to mine, except that it was not quite so long, 
and he proposed that the investigation should be conducted by 
the Committee on Finance. That resolution the next day like- 
wise was disposed of; it seems it never went to the Calendar, so 
that the resolution which is now pending is the one which I orig- 
inally introduced, with the motion of the Senator from Omo 
pending to refer it to the Committee on Finance. The suggestion 
made by the Senator from Tennessee was in reference to the reso 
lution presented by the Senator from Massachusetts, and of that 
resolution it seems there is no record anywhere. I did not find 
any record of it. 

Mr. GORDON. The question can not be disposed of in that 
way, because if there has been no amendment offered to the r 
olution by the Senator from Colorado or the Senator from Mass:- 
. certainly the Senator 
from Georgia, myself, did offer one yesterday. 

Mr. PEFFER. That is true. 

Mr. GORDON. So that, in a parliamentary sense, the amend 
ment proposing that the investigation shall be conducted by the 
Committee on Finance is pending. 

Mr. HARRIS. There can be no trouble about the parliamen 
tary status of the resolution. The motion of the Senator from 
Ohio | Mr. SHERMAN | is to refer the resolution as it stands to the 
Committee on Finance, which, I take it, is the first question the 
Chair will put to tae Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unquestionably that is correct. 

Mr.HARRIS. BettheSenator from Massachusetts | Mr. LopGe] 
moved to strike out that part of the resolution which proposes to 
raise a select committee and to require the Committee on Finance 
to make just such an inquiry as the resolution of the Senator from 
Kansas provides shall be made. Those are the two questions pend 


ert 


ing. If the resolution is referred, it goes just as it is to the com 
mittee. If it is not referred, the next question is upon the motion 


of the Senator from Massachusetts to amend. 

Mr. LODGE. The resolution which I introduced was voted 
down, as I remember, and disposed of. I had not made a motion 
to substitute the Finance Committee for the select committee, but 
when the question is reached on the pending resolution I shall 
certainly doso. It will be simply renewing the resolution which 
lL introduced. I think the Finance Committee is the proper com- 
mittee to make the inquiry. 

Mr. HARRIS. Did I understand the Senator from Massachu- 
setts to say that his motion was voted down? 

Mr. LODGE. No; my original resolution was voted down. 

Mr. HARRIS. Oh, yes; your original resolution. 

Mr. LODGE. Itwasa separate resolution. My motion has not 
been voted down. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator is correct. 

Mr. HILL. If think the Senator from Massachusett 
taken in regard to the situation. 
offered a distinct resolution—— 

Mr. LODGE. That is what I said. 

Mr. HILL. It was a distinct resolution, proposing an investi- 
gation by the Finance Committee. He did not offer it as an 
amendment; he did not offerit as asubstitute. The Senator from 
Kansas offered his resolution. Subsequently the Senator from 
Ohio moved to refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance. 
In the meantime the Senator from Massachusetts moved to lay 
upon the table the resolution of the Senator from Kansas. That 
was voted upon and the motion was voted down. I voted against 
laying it upon the table because [ was just upon the point of dis- 
cussing it. After that motion was voted down-the Senator from 
Tennessee moved to amend the Peffer resolution by striking out 


is mis- 
The Senator from Massachusetts 
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“a special committee of five” and inserting ‘‘ the Committeeon Fi-| Mr. LODGE. The amendment that I offered, to substitute ¢),. 
nance.” That motion is still pending. Of course the motion to | Committee on Finance for a select committee. _ 
refer will have to be taken first, and I assume next will follow The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the ar, 
the motion of the Senator from Tennessee. That is the parlia- | ment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Longe}, 
mentary status. The motion of the Senator from Massachusetts | amendment will be stated. 

had not been voted upon at all. The Senate simply refused to The Secretary. After the first word, “That,” strike oy; Sa 
lay the Peffer resolution upon the table, I myself saying that I | committee of five Senators shall be appointed by the Vice-Py.<; 
did not wish to have it laid upon the table. dent, whose duty it shvll be” and insert “‘the Committee ,), 

Mr. HARRIS. I simply wish to remind the Senator from New | Finance shall be directeu.” 
York that my recollection was exactly in accord with the state- Mr. PEFFER. On that question let us have the yeas and nays 
ment he has just made until I examined the record at the Clerk's The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceso 
desk yesterday. I find that before I offered my amendment the | to call the roll. 
junior Senator from Massachusetts had proposed the amendment | Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). I am paired wit); t}jo 
that I had given notice of my intention to move. Senator from Indiana [Mr. Turpie]. If he were present, | shoujq 

Mr. LODGE. That is correct. I have looked at the record and | vote “‘ yea.” 
find that my amendment is pending. Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I wish toannonycg 

Mr. HARRIS. That is the statement of the record. the pair of the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Sarrii} wit}, 

Mr. LODGE. I had forgotten it. the Seaetor from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. I vote ‘‘nay.” : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the first; Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired wit), 
question is upon the motion of the Senator from Ohio [Mr.S#HEr- | the Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBripE]. If he were presi. | 
MAN] to refer the resolution to the Committee on Finance, should vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER and others. Question. Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Being paired wit) 

Mr. GORDON. Now let us have a vote on that question. the senior Senator from ee deed MORRILL], I transfer that 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Thatis the pending question. Is the | pair to the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Inpy | ang 
Senate ready for the question? record my vote. I vote ‘‘yea.” 

Mr, PEFFER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded | with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. 
to call the roll. Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen. 

Mr. GEORGE (when his name was called). Iam paired with | eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. TiLL- 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr.McBripr]. If he were present, I maxi. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 
should vote ‘‘ nay.” The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I am paired with Mr.GALLINGER. I wish toannounce the pair of my colleague 
the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorriLt]}. I really donot know | [Mr. CHanpDLER] with the junior Senator from New York | \r, 
how he would vote upon this question, and therefore I do not feel maser). My colleague is unavoidably absent from the Senate. 
at liberty to vote. and will be absent for several days. 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired Mr. PASCO. LIannounce, as before, the transfer of my pair with 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were | the Senator from Washington [Mr. WILson] to the Senator from 
present, I should vote “‘ nay.” Indiana [Mr. VooRHEES], and I vote “ yea.’ 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair I wish to state that the Senator from ietestpns {Mr. Wat- 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. If he were pres- | rua] is paired generally on’ all questions this afternoon with 
ent, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” the Senator from Pennsylvania {[Mr. CAMERON]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). 1 havea genm-| Mr. BERRY. Mycolleague [Mr. Jones of Arkansas] is paired 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILL- | with the Senator from Maine (Mr. Hate]. If my colleague were 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote “‘ nay.” present, he would vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. Mr. QUAY. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from Ala- 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam paired with the senior Senator from New | bama[Mr. Morgan]. Probably the junior Senator from Alabama 
Jersey [Mr. Smiru], but I will transfer that pair_to the Senator | (Mr. PugH] can mention the views of his colleague upon this sub- 
from 3 pe Cannon]. If the Senator from Utah were pres- | ject. 
ent, he would vote ‘‘nay.” I vote ‘‘ nay.” Mr. PUGH. Iam able to state to the Senator from Pennsyl- 

Mr. PASCO. Iam paired with the Senator from Washington | yvania that my colleague, if present, would vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. WILson]. I transfer my pair to the Senator from Indiana | ~ Mr. QUAY. ThenI will vote. I vote “‘ yea.” 
Mr. VoorHEES] and vote “ nay.” i Mr. WARREN. I wish to announce that my colleague { Mr, 

Mr. FAULKNER. I transfer my pair with my colleague [Mr. | CLark] is absent, and is paired with the junior Senator from 
ELKINs] to the Senator from New York [Mr. MurpHy] and vote | Maryland [Mr. Gipson]. 

“yom Mr. BURROWS (after having voted in the affirmative). I 

Mr. DAVIS. Iam paired with the Senator from Indiana [Mr. | withdraw my vote, as the senior Senator from Louisiana | Mr. 
be mig If he were here, I should vote “nay.” CAPFERY], with whom I am paired, is not in his seat. 

Mr. BURROWS (after as voted in the ae. I ob-| Mr. THURSTON. I er my pair to the Senator from Con- 
serve that the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], | necticut [Mr. HAWLEY] and vote “ yea.” 
with whom I am paired, is not in his seat, and I will therefore| The result was announced—yeas 35, nays 20; as follows: 
withdraw my vote. YEAS—35. 

The result was announced—yeas 17, nays 35; as follows: dite, ilies. Roach, 

YEAS—17. Bacon, ery Metittian, Sewell, 
Mitchell, Wis. Vilas, Baker, linger, 
Palmer, Wetmore. Bate, 


1 


Berry, Gordon, 
Blackburn, Gray, 
Brice, 


Chilton, 
Cockrell, 
Cullom, 
Daniel, 
Dubois, 


Frye, 
Gear. 
Hansbrough, 


Lindsay, . 
NOT VOTING—37. 
Kyle, 
McBride, 
eartin. 
organ, 
Morrill, 
Murphy, 
Plat’ 
Pri 


Clar I 

Bikins, J Sherman, Mr. VILAS to submit a motion to 
So the Senate refused to refer the resolution to the Committee hs of this resolution. so 

on Finance. as to leave the resolution i peragraph which 
Mr. FAULKNER. Let us vote now on the amendment of the | undoubtedly comprehends-all that is menti in the others as 

Senator from Massachusetts. well, 
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Mr.STEWART. Has not that been done? 

Mr. VILAS. It has not yet been done, but I suppose the Sen- 
ator from Kansas will not object to its being done. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, while Iam of the opinion that 
the first peragreph of the resolution is sufficiently wide in scope 
to authorize the committee to go into all the facts and details that 
are material, yet, at the same time, in drawing the resolution I 
thought it well to be more specific. Senators will observe that 
in the first paragraph the language is: 

To investigate and report generally all the material facts and circum- 
stances connected with the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, etc. 

“@enerally;” but there is nothing to indicate that the com- 
mittee is expected to go into details. Hence I thought in the 





draft of the resolution that it would be better to be more specific | 


and to point out by way of suggestion, if for no other purpose, to 
the committee what lines of investigation the Senate desired the 
committee to pursue. 

But, as I stated a moment ago, while I think the first paragraph 
covers all the ground that really need be covered after the discus- 
sion we have had here, still I prefer to have the resolution remain 
as it is, and especially when it goes to the Committee on Finance, 
instead. of to a select committee. I assume that, instead of 13 
members undertaking to make this investigation, it will be done 
by a subcommittee; that the report of the subcommittee will be 
submitted to the full committee, and that the action of the full com- 
mittee will be made on the report of the subcommittee. Hence 
I still think that it will be better to leave the language just as it is. 

Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I should have supposed that the 
Senator would agree to my suggestion, inasmuch as he has agreed 
that the language of the first clause covers the whole subject. 

Mr. PEFFER. I should have been willing to agree to that if 
the Senate had seen proper to intrust the investigation to a select 
committee. 

Mr. VILAS. I see no reason to suppose that the Finance Com- 
mittee will not intelligently interpret the instruction which is 
given by the Senate to the resolution. 

Mr. PEFFER. If the Senator will allow me, the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GoRDON] a little while ago made the same mistake, 


and he emphasized it with considerable fervor and gesticulation, | 
that there must be something else that moved the author of the | 


resolution than an honorable, fair, and equitable investigation. 
While that was not the language of the Senator, yet it was what 
he meant to say, and as we all understood it. 

Now, I say, once for all, that I have no manner of objection to 
the Committee on Finance making this investigation. I make no 
imputation upon the character, the integrity, the intelligence, the 
honor, or the patriotism of any member of that committee, but it 
occurred to me, Mr. President, that with a cumbrous committee 
of 13 members, not chosen and appointed for the special purpose 
of making investigations of transactions in the Executive Depart- 
ments, but for other purposes connected with the body here, as 
one of the arms of the body, so to speak, it would be less liable to 
make this investigation thorough and complete as the public de- 
mand, if there is a public demand, expects that it will be done. 

More than that, Mr. President, that committee has remained 


ee, during all of these peculiar bond transactions 
which this resolution proposes to investigate, saying not one word; 


and one of the members of the committee upon this floor—and I 
do not know but others, but one particularly—gave it as his opin- 
ion that the members of the Administration had done exactly 
right; had done just what he thought they oughttodo. Thecom- 
mittee, I say, sat silently by, seeing all these things, noticing the 
clamor in the newspapers and the scandal that was being published 
broadcast over the country, saying not a word; and it seemed to 
me that a body so inert, that required so much to move it as our 
Finance Committee, would probably not be so zealous, so earnest, 
and so thorough in the investigation of this unusual transaction of 
the executive department as a special committee, specially commis- 
sioned for that particular purpose, to go out and do thus and so. 
t was the view I had in my mind. 

One other word, and that is all I have tosay. It has been as- 
sumed by the Senator from New York—and probably from his 
eloquence by others—that this resolution is from the incubation 
of Populism, if I may use that expression; in other words, that it 
was the resultof a conference and caucus among Populist Sena- 
tors. I want todisabuse the mind of the Senator from New York 
and that of all other Senators here on that subject. The Populist 
Senators, as such, have had no more to do with the preparation and 

tation of that resolution than had the Senator from New 
ork. It was my own product exclusively, and no living soul 
saw it until within just a few minutes before it was offered to the 
Senate, and then I showed it to the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
ALLEN], who had hardly time to read one-half of it until he handed 
it back to me, and I offered it to the Senate, and whatever there 
is in it to be censured or approved I am responsible for. 
- Mr. VILAS. Mr. President, I had hoped that if we could re- 


XXVITI—306 








a a 


move from this resolution one or two of those details which are 
unnecessary and leave the resolution just as the Senator from 
Kansas says it ought to be, we might have an end of it. I hoped 
for that reason, among others, that he would readily agree to the 
suggestion, and, indeed, I expected that he would, and that there 
would be no occasion to present my reasons in support of my mo- 
tion. Indeed, what he states is a sufficient reason for th » adop- 
tion of the motion, because, if it be true, as the Senator from 
Kansas concedes, that the first paragraph of this resolution com- 
prehends all the various details which are set out at some length 
mm the second and third paragraphs, I think it is true that there 
ought to be no occasion to direct specifically a committee like the 
Committee on Finance, which is abundantly directed generally in 
the first paragraph of the resolution. 

It ought to be further said, too, that there is a certain risk if 
you begin with a general declaration, intending thereby to impose 
a comprehensive view, which shall require the committee to pur- 
sue whatever path the investigation may itself indicate to them, 
you do, by giving them specific and limited directions afterwards 
in a certain sense limit and restrict them to pursue those partic- 
ular points. If Senators notice the several things mentioned in 


the second paragraph, it seems to me it will occur to everyone at 
once that it is mere surpiusage to repeat them in the resolution. 
Mr. STEWART. Read them. 
Mr. VILAS. I will read the second paragraph. 
Mr. HILL. Will the Senator read the first paragraph? There 


are several Senators here who wish to hear the first paragraph 
read. I ask the Senator to read the first paragraph as amended. 
Mr. VILAS. The first paragraph is not amended. The declar- 
atory part of the resolution has been amended; so that it reads: 
That the Committee on Finance is directed, etc 
The first paragraph of that declaration, unchanged as it was 
introduced by the Senator from Kansas, is: 
First. To investigate and report generally all the 


material facts and cir- 
cumstances connected with the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary 
of the Treasury in the years 1894, 1895, and 1806 

Now, take the second paragraph: 

Second. To investigate and report specially what amount of available 
funds, classified, was in the United States Treasury and on deposit in other 
penees, subject to the order of the Secretary of the Treasury at the time the 
yonds were sold or offered for sale 


Necessarily one of the facts and circumstances connected with 
the bond investigation. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. 

Mr. VILAS. 


Necessarily? 
Yes; necessarily. 


Second— 

_ Whether there was or was not coin enough on hand to meet ail coin obliga- 
tions of the Government due at the time said bonds were sold or when they 
were offered for sale. 

The very reason upon which the bonds were sold. 

Third (these enumerations of paragraphs are my own) 

What obligations were due at that time and the amount of each, stated 
separately. 

Fourth— 

What was the reason for any unusual withdrawal of coin from the Treas- 
ury shortly before bonds were sold or offered for sale, if such unusual with 
drawals were in fact made 

Fifth— 


And by what persons or classes of persons and for what purpos 
account such withdrawals were made 


Sixth— 

Who purchased the bonds, in what amounts, and where 
United States or in foreign countries, and in what prop: 

And seventh— 

And from what persons or classes of persons the gold was procured with 
which to pay for the bonds, what the bonds sold for, and what was the 
market price of our Government bonds at the time. and what effect the bond 
sales had on the credit and business of the people of the United States 

That isthe whole of thesecond paragraph. If a committee were 
to investigate intelligently the subject committed to them gener 
ally to pursue and inquire about under that first 
could they possibly omit any circumstance? 

Now take the third paragraph. This embraces one thing which 
seems to me ought not to beembraced. If we were to repeat these 
specific directions in addition to the general directions, one of 
them ought to be omitted; but as it is all comprehended except 
that one, perhaps the better way is to strike them all out. 


oron what 


whether in the 
rtion 


resolution, how 


Third. To investigate and report as to the manner of disposing of said 

bonds, by what authority, and what contracts, advertisements, or proposals 
1 it. pro 

were made by the Secretary of the Treasury in relation thereto; what agree- 


ments or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether publicly 
or privately, were entered into by the Secretary of the Treasury and any 
syndicate or person or persons with respect to the sale and purchase of the 
bonds— 


Of course necessarily involved in every circumstance— 
and the profits made— 
Now, here is one clause embraced in these words 


or to be made by such syndicate, or any person or persons connected with 
such syndicate, directly or indirectly. 
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Mr. President, it does seem to me quite ridiculous to charge the 
Committee on Finance with an investigation or with an inquiry 
into what profits are ‘‘to be made” by any syndicate out of their 
having purchased bonds in the past. It is a speculative inquiry, 
which it would be better to omit from the resolution. It is the 
only indication of an inquiry in the whole specification of particu- 
lar inquiries which, it seems to me, would not immediately occur 
to every member of the Committee on Finance as within the duty 
charged upon him by the first resolution. There is added to it— 
whether such contract or agreement had any and what effect on the prices 
offered for the bonds, what the effect was, and who, if any person, profited 
by it, and to what extent. 

Which is mere repetition. It seems to me that we do harm to 
the resolution by adding these particular and specific directions. 
We had better leave it to a committee instructed to pursue the 
inquiry, a committee like the Committee on Finance, into all 
material facts and circumstances. Some new lines may be opened 
up by them as they make inquiries which are not mentioned in 
the specific suggestion in the second and third parts of the reso- 
lution; and as the first part is enough, it is not even becoming in 
us to repeat and specify more particularly the directions. That 
is all there was in my mind on the subject, and I did not expect 
to have said half so much by way of interposing what seems to 
me the plain propriety of this motion, because I supposed it would 
have been assented to. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I have no disposition to discuss this 
resolution or the amendments to it, but when the Senator from 
Kansas | Mr. Perrer] attacks the Committee on Finance for inert- 
ness it seems to me he makes a charge which is utterly unfounded. 
I do not think it was the duty of that committee, without any 
action on the part of the Senate, to take this matter up in regard 
to the sale of these bonds; but speaking for myself, as a member 
of that committee, I desire to state that, although the other day as 
a matter of courtesy to the Senator from Kansas I voted to take 
up his resolution, though the river and harbor bill was then pend- 
ing and I was a member of the Commerce Committee, which had 
reported it, I did not then mean to state—and I distinctly want 
that understood now—that I believed there was any necessity for 
this investigation by any committee. 

The intelligent portion of the le of the United States know 
all the facts connected with these bond sales. The real essence 
of the whole matter lies in the policy of the Administration. 
There is no man in this country who is worthy to cast his ballot 
at an election who does not know why these bond sales were 
made and how they were made. If the Administration believed 
honestly, as it doubtless did, that the gold standard must be pre- 
served, their only way to do it was by the sale of bonds. I differ 
in toto with the Administration upon that question; but a fur- 
ther explanation of my opinions in regard to that would involve 
the whole financial qnestion. 

As to the details of this investigation, I desire to say that, as a 
member of the Committee on Finance, whatever may be my opin- 
ion as to the necessity for it, I shall honestly act as the agent of 
the Senate in making that investigation, and I shall not stand upon 
any technical terms or phrases contained in the resolution. I 
understand the Senate to mean that this whole _———— is to 
be investigated. Let mesay to the Senator from Kansas that this 
resolution, in whatever form it comes to the committee, will not 
be pigeonholed and die in that committee. There will be a report 
upon it, full, ample, with all the information that the committee 
can possibly obtain. 

It is unjust to the Committee on Finance, whose chairman is 
absent this afternoon, to charge that we have been guilty of any 
neglect of duty or any inertness, as the Senator expressed it. That 
committee is up with its docket; it has discharged all the duties 
imposed upon it, and will continue to do so; and I undertake to 
say, although not authorized to do so by any other member of the 
committee, that not one of us will be di to shirk the duty 
imposed by this resolution in any form. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vias] to the 
a of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Perrer], which will 
be stated. 

The SecrRETARY. It is proposed to strike out the second and 
third clauses of the resolution, in the following words: 

. nt oO 

funda classitiod, ‘was in the Uniien Btetes Tasemury and.on deposit tn other 
ps, subject to the order of the Secretary of the , at the time the 
ds were sold or offered for sale; whether there was or was not coin 
enough on hand to meet all coin obligations of the Government due at the 
time said bonds were sold or when they were offered for sale; what i. 

tions were due at that time and the amount of each, stated separately; w 
was the reason for any unusual withdrawal of coin from the Treasury shortly 
before bonds were sold or offered for sale, if such unusual withdrawals were 


in fact made, and by what persons or ¢ of persons and for what pur- 
— or on what account such withdrawals were made; who 
n 


urchased the 

ds, in what amounts, and where, whether in the United States or in for- 
eign countries, and in what proportions. and from what persons or classes of 
— the gold was procu with which to pay for the bonds, what the 
dis sold for, and what was the market price of our Government 


bonds at 
the time, and what effect the bond sales had on the credit and business of the 
people of the United States. 
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Third. To investigate and report as to the manner of disposing of s)) 
bonds, by what authority, and what contracts, advertisements, or propos. |, 
were made by the Secretary of the Treasury in relation thereto; what 


agr 


ments or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether publicly 
privately, were entered into by the Secretary of the Treasury and any - 
dicate or person or persons with ae to the sale and purchase of the fh. 
and the profits e or to be made by such syndicate, or any person or 
sons connected with such syndicate, directly or indirectly; whether 
contract or agreement had any and what effect on the prices offered { 
eae, what the effect was, and who, if any person, profited by it, and to 
extent. 

Mr. FAULKNER. Iask the Secretary to read the reso}; 
as it will stand if amended under the motion of the Senator £; 
Wisconsin [Mr. VILAs]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as indi: 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Finance shall be directed to inves; 
and report generally all the material factsand circumstances connect) 
the sale of United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in th: 

1894, 1895, and 1896. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tho 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin | \\r, 
Vinas}. 

Mr. BACON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded io 
call the roll. 

Mr. BURROWS (when his name wascalled). Iam paired wit); 
the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. Carrery]. I will trans- 
fer my pair to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricu} ani 
vote. yote “ nay.” 

Mr. DAVIS (when his name was called). 
Senator from Indiana | Mr. TuRPIE]. 
vote “‘nay.” 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). I announce the pir 
of the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smiru] with the 
ator from Utah [Mr. Cannon]. That enables me to vote, ani | 
vote ‘‘ nay.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). Being paired with 
the senior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Morri11}, I transfer my 
pair to the senior Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Irpy}, and 
vote : = 

Mr. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I have a een- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLaycu- 
ARD]. If he were present, I should vote ee 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I havea general )air 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. If he were pres- 
ent, I should vote *‘ yea.” 

Mr. SEWELL (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from eee ee MITCHELL], who, I notice, has 
not voted on this question. If he were here, [should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I havea eo 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. T1\.1- 
MAN]. Iwill transfer my pair to the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. Haw ey], and vote. I vote “nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GALLINGER (after having voted in the negative). I 
have a general pair with the senior Senator from Texas | Mr. 
MiLLs}], who is not otherwise paired on this vote, and I therefure 
withdraw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 7, nays 44; as follows: 


YEAS—7. 


Lam paired with the 
If he were present, I should 


Brice, 


Gordon, 
Faulkner. 


Gray, 
Allen, oan 
Bacon, 
Baker, 
Bate, 


2 


Berry 

Blackburn, Gear, 

owe = i 
Butler, Harris, 


' Cullom, 
Daniel, 
Du 


Jones, Nev. 
NOT VOTING—3. 


So the amendment was rejected. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is upon agreeing 
to the resolution as amended. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President—— : 

Mr. VILAS. Does the Senator from New York desire to go on 
to-night? 

Mr. HILL. I wish tosay a word. While I am gratified at the 
action of the Senate in changing the form of the resolution, 








1896. 


eo ——————————— 
dispensing with the appointment of a special committee and direct- 


the Finance Committee to make the investigation, I am, of 
course, as I stated at the outset, opposed to any investigation 
whatever. Iwas willing to suspend my remarks at the suggestion 
of several Senators to « nable a vote to be taken on this test ques- 
tion. I desire to assure the Senate that I shall not detain it very 
long, but I have marked out for myself some things which I desire 
to say. I do not desire, unless it 1s the pleasure of the Senate, to 
complete my remarks to-night, but I shall be able to conclude 
them within an hour to-morrow. I will then finish what I have 
to say upon this question, and the Senate may, so far as I am con- 
cerned, take a vote. 

Mr. PEFFER. I think that if the Senator from New York can 
conclude his remarks in the course of an hour, he ought to be 
able to do so to-night. 
noon, and Senators are very anxious to dispose of the resolution. 
I hope the Senator from New York will proceed. 

Mr. HILL. Itis immaterial tome. Then I will go on. 

Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

Mr. FRYE. Will not the Senator from Wisconsin let me ask 
the Senate to go on with the river and harbor bill? 

Mr. VILAS. Yes; if the Senate will agree to that course. 

Mr. HILL. Iam entirely agreeable to anything. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us take a recess. 

Mr. HILL. The contest is substantially over, and I wish to 
conclude my remarks in form and shape. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


ing 
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He has had a good deal of rest this after- | 


motion of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Vinas] that the Sen- | 


ate proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. FRYE. I understood the Senator from Wisconsin to yield 
to me to call up the river and harbor bill. 

Mr. VEST. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] that the Senate 
adjourn. 

Mr. ALLISON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state, in order that 
there may be no misunderstanding 

Mr. ALLISON. lask the Senator from Missouri to withdraw 
his motion for a moment. 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
York and to other Senators that if we can have an understanding 
that a vote upon this question shall be taken at some reasonable 
hour to-morrow, early in the day, I shali not object to an adjourn- 
ment at this time. The Senator from New York states that he 
desires to occupy an hour. 





I should like to state to the Senator from New | 


Mr. PUGH. The Senator said he could conclude his remarks | 


within an hour. : 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope to take up the resolution immediately 
after the routine business in the morning, and allow the Senator 
from New York to complete his observations, which he certainly 
can do in an hour and a half. I presume that no other Senator 
will desire to speak. If that be true, we can vote—— 

Mr. FRYE. At half past 1 o'clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask unanimous consent that we may take a 
vote upon the resolution at 2 o'clock to-morrow. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit to the Senate 
the request of the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. HILL. Let me say a word. It is immaterial to me, I 
would just as lief go on now—— 

Mr. STEWART. I object to the request. 

Mr. HILL. And close the discussion to-night, so far as I am 
concerned. It is just as convenient to me. 

Mr. STEWART. That is right. 

Mr. FRYE. Let us close the discussion to-night. 

Mr. HILL. I will proceed and will close the discussion to-night. 

Mr. BLACKBURN . Let us do that. 

Mr. FRYE. All right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Missouri with- 
draw his motion? 

Mr. VEST. I do. 

Mr. HILL. Iam as anxious to reach the river and harbor bill, 
although New York has not very much in it, as any other Sena- 
tor. erefore I will not unnecessarily detain the Senate. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Now let us go on. 

Mr. ALLISON. I believe it is now understood that we shall 
take a vote upon the question to-night before adjournment. I 
only mention it at this time because some Senators will soon leave 
the Chamber unless that is understood. 

Mr. HILL. I have not the slightest objection to that course. 

Mr. FRYE. Let us vote to-night. 

Mr. GRAY. Let us go on. 

Mr. HILL. Of course I can not control other Senators. 

Mr. President, it is unnecessary that I should refer to the speech 
of the distinguished Senator from Florida [Mr. CaLL] who spoke 


ig ily wish to call the 
attention of the Senate to the fact that to-day it ref i 
tion to investigate the election of members ( t 
State of Florida to a standing committee of ¢ S te rath 
summarily order an investigation 1 ni :qu 
tion involving a hundred million dollars ¢ Sena ) oses to 
proceed immediately and summarily in ord ivest n. 

When I was interrupted and yielded to t 5 ym 
Florida [Mr. Cau], I was speaking upon the fa was 
repeating itself; 1 wish now to read a k l { of 
the Nevada Bank of San Francisco to Mr. S \ New 
y ork, December 21, IS78: 

AGENCY OF THE NEVADA BANK \ ‘ 

DEAR Sir: We received at noor 
following closing remarks: 

“It should be understood by voursel-, at 
is little doubt that the money will rem 
the seventy-fifth call, yet the Departmer 

| qualification or condition, to draw the money out at 

We very much regret that this proviso has now ° 
l ir previous correspondence v your a a re ip 
tion we find nothing that would lead us to expect it , 

On the 18th instant we inquired by telegraph if we « l hscribe “ with 
privilege of three months in which to set 1 1 i 
on the same day by telegraph Can n " 

Can only accept subscription a reir ar 

| able to you as your offer. § r ! l 

circular of August 1, 1878, which distinctly aut! . 

to retain the subscription money until th all i 

|} cent bonds mature ety days hence, and wi the words it 
you will make the subscription on these te1 

Thus you will perceive that not a word in 5 telegram 
that you would reserve the right to call for the m: 
of the ninety days, and we felt | ‘ y justified 
office on the 19th Just res ved letter Secretary 
months’ time if subscription 1 le through de 

| We now beg confirm t lowil vra Ww i 1 upon 
receipt oi yesterday 's communicatio 

“Yesterday's letter received. | d t t 1st ! 
August circular therewith incl l 
tanding that ninety days’ pri was unqguestior te If any 
doubts exist on this point, we fear he ‘ ) 
scription. Kindly re p! promptly 

Very respectfully yours. Cc. T. CHRISTE? EN ‘ ‘ 
P. 8.—2.15 p. m.— We are this moment in rece 
lows: “ The money will remain on ; 
nly done by reason of the misappr nsi j 0 
making the subscription, and must not stand as a 
Very respecttully, 
( Pr. CHRI EN 
Hon. JOHN SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. ¢ 

I wish to show from this letter that in 1878 as n there v 
complaints in reference to bids; that banks and individuals wer 
complaining of the Secretary of the Treasury that 1 had { 
been treated properly and rightly in reference to the awa 
bids. Thatis the only point | make, namely, to show that t) 
is nothing new in these allegations, but that all during the 1 
sumption p riod there were complaints by bankers and ot! 

Mr. HARRIS. Willthe Senator from New York alloy to 
ask—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in th Do 

ithe Senator from New York yield to the Senator from Ten 
nessee: 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. HARRIS. I wish to suggest that an hour from now we 
will not have a voting quorum on this floor. | un come to 
an agreement to take a vote not later than 2 oc! : to-morrow 
giving the Senator from New York an opportunity to conclude 
his remarks to-morrow morning, I think it would be the wiser 
policy, and with his permission | will ask unanimous consent for 
such an agreement. 

Mr. HILL. To take a vote when? 

Mr. HARRIS. To take the final vote on the resolution not 


| 
| 


| who has left the Char ber would object to such a 


| 
| 
| 
| 


| take the final vote at an) 


in favor of the proposed investigation. I simy 

















later than 2 o’clock to-morrow. 
Mr. HILL. That is satisfactory. so far as I am 
Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent 
ment. 
Mr. DUBOIS. 


concerned. 
for such an agree- 
I do not desire to object, but I think a Senator 
n arrangement, 
We will go ahead 
Senator from New 


t o'clock? 


and the 


Can the Senator not fix the time at 
with business and vote at 4 o'clock, 
York can conclude at 2 o'clock. 


Mr. FAULKNER. Why not modify the request for unani- 
mous consent by asking for a vote at 2 o'clock, o1 yoner, if the 


debate is concluded? 
Mr. HARRIS. If I can get a unanimous- 


hour named to-n 


sent agreement to 
rrow, it will suit me. 
Mr. DUBOIS t o'clock, 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. What hour was designated by 
the Senator from Tennessee? 
. Mr. HARRIS. I designated 2 0% but other 
gest other hours. The earlier the hour the better it suits 


Mr. DUBOIS. I suggest 4 


Say 


} 
‘lock, Senators su 
. 5 


+.) 1 
O CLOCK, 
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Mr. HARRIS. Then I ask unanimous consent that the final 
vote on the resolution shall be taken not later than 4 o’clock to- 
morrow. 

Mr. DANIEL. Make it 2 o’clock. 

Mr. HILL. I wouldsuggest 3 o0’clock. TheSenator from Maine 
[Mr. coe can go on with the river and harbor bill for an hour, 
and I will finish at 3 o’clock. If I do not conclude by that time 
you can have the vote. 

Mr. WHITE. I desire to inquire of the Senator from Idaho 
whether he is aware that any other Senator desires to be heard 
upon this subject? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Iam not certain about it. 

Mr. WHITE. Of course I would not be a party to any agree- 
ment that would exclude any Senator who has left here with 

Mr. DUBOIS. AsI said, a Senator left the Chamber who would 
object to taking a vote at 2 o’clock. I am willing to make it 4 
o’clock. The Senator from New York can conclude his remarks 
at 2 o'clock. Thenif no one wants to speak we can goon with 
the river and harbor bill, and vote on the resolution at 4 o’clock. 

Mr. HILL. When do I begin? 

Mr. HARRIS. Immediately after the routine business to-mor- 
row morning. I make this distinct proposition—— 

Mr. HILL. Say 4o’clock. If I conclude sooner—— 

Mr. HARRIS. That immediately after the routine morning 
business to-morrow the resolution shall be taken up. 

Mr. HILL. At what hour? 

Mr. HARRIS. Immediately after the routine morning business 
to-morrow morning the resolution shall be taken up—— 

Mr. HILL. Ido not know exactly when that will be, but I do 
not object. 

Mr. HARRIS. And that the final vote shall be taken not later 
than 4 o’clock to-morrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senators have heard the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee for unanimous consent. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. ALLEN. I observe that the Senator from Kansas [Mr. 
PEFFER] is temporarily absent from the Chamber. I suppose he 
will be here in a moment or so. 

Mr. TELLER. I think we ought to wait until he comes in. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not think a unanimous-consent agreement 
ought to be made until the Senator from Kansas comes into the 
Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. I think not. 

Mr. PEFFER entered the Chamber. 

Mr. HARRIS. The Senator from Kansas was absent when I 
made my request a while ago. I call the attention of the Senator 
from Kansas to the fact that I have just asked unanimous consent 
that the pending resolution shall be taken up immediately after 
the routine morning business to-morrow and that the final vote 
shall be taken upon the resolution not later than 4 o'clock to- 


morrow. 
Mr. PEFFER. If that is satisfactory to the members of the 
Appropriations Committee it will be satisfactory to me. 


r. ALLISON. 
by it. 
Mr. HARRIS. If it is just barely satisfactory—— 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Harris]? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 


WILLIAM GRAY, 


Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Finance be discharged from the further consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Gray. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The chair 
hears none. 

Mr. TELLER. The bill involves the small sum of $174, and I 
ask that it may be put on its passage. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to issue to 
William Gray, late a private in Company D, First Regiment of 
New York (Lincoln) Cavalry, a warrant for the sum of $174.43, 
in full for his claim heretofore allowed by the Treasury Depart- 
ment, and for which claim the De ment issued to him Treas- 
ury pay warrant No. 3960, da September 20, 1865, which 
warrant was paid on a forged indorsement of the name of the 
claimant without his authority or knowledge, and for which he 
has never received any return or benefit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoutamendment, ordercd 
to a third reading, read the third time, and 

Mr. VILAS. I move that the Senate proceed 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock and 5 
min:tes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, 
May 7, 1896, at 12 o'clock meridian, 


It is not quite satisfactory, but we will abide 


to the considera- 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 6, 1896, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm. 

Lieut. Col. William John Lyster, Twenty-first Infantry, to jo 
colonel, May 1, 1896, vice Bartlett, Ninth Infantry, retired from 
active service. 

Maj. Chambers McKibbin, Twenty-fifth Infantry, to be lieuten- 
an May 1, 1896, vice Lyster, Twenty-first Infantry, pro 
moted. ; 

Capt. Mott Hooton, Twenty-second Infantry, to be major, May 
1, 1896, vice McKibbin, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

First Lieut. Frank Beall Jones, Twenty-second Infantry, to be 
— May 1, 1896, vice Hooton, Twenty-second Infantry, pro- 
moted. F 

Second Lieut. Wilson Chase, Twentieth Infantry, to be first 
i May 1, 1896, vice Jones, Twenty-second ilentry. pro- 
moted. . 


PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Assistant Engineer William W. Bush, to be a passed assistant 
engineer in the Navy, from the 28th of March, 1896, vice Passed 
Assistant Engineer Albert B. Willits, promoted. 

POSTMASTERS, 


Walter B. Woodward, to be tmaster at Two Harbors. in the 
county of Lake and State of Minnesota, in the place of Martial 
Filiatrault, deceased. 

Edward H. Chase, to be postmaster at Dexter, in the county of 
Penobscot and State of Maine, in the place of Nathan F. Roberts, 
whose commission expired April 4, 1896. 

Fred M. Noyes, to be postmaster at Gardiner, in the county of 
Kennebec and State of Maine, in the place of Fred E. Milliken, 
whose commission — April 18, 1896. 

Mark A. Drane, to be postmaster at Charleston, in the county 
of Mississippi and State of Missouri, in the place of Lowery Hay, 
deceased. 

Charles McCray, to be postmaster at Ash Grove, in the county 
of Greene and State of Missouri, in the place of William Comegys, 
whose commission expired January 19, 1896. 

Sylvester H. Day, to be postmaster at Carson City, in the county 
of Ormsby and State of Nevada, in the place of George H. Bell, 
removed. 

Jacob H. Fank, to be postmaster at Hackensack, in the county 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey, in the place of William 0. 
Labagh, whose commission expires May 9, 1896. 

Giles M. Stoddard, to be postmaster at Groton, in the county of 
Tompkins and State of New York, in the place of Eugene A. 
Marsh, whose commission expired February 29, 1896. 

John Q. Baker, to be postmaster at Middletown, in the county 
of Butler and State of Ohio, in the place of Charles E. Barnett, 
whose commission will expire May 20, 1896. 

Henry F. Shannon, to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county 
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio, in the _ of Charles J. Wheeler, 
whose commission expired April 23, 1896. 

Amos Kendall Jones, to be postmaster at Union, in the county 
of Union and State of Oregon, in the place of James Raymond, 
whose commission expired ember 17, 1895. 

Henry Miller, to be postmaster at Mount Joy, in the county of 
Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of John B. 5. 
Zeller, whose commission expired April 8, 1896. 

Benjamin Steward, to be postmaster at Birdsboro, in the county 
of Berks and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Lewis R. 
Bland, whose commission will expire May 9, 1896. 

William H. Chapman, to be postmaster at Farmersville, in the 
county of Collin and State of Texas, in the place of William N. 
Merritt, whose commission expired ber 17, 1895. 

Lewis W. Christian, to be postmaster at Weatherford, in the 
county of Parker and State of Texas, in the place of Charles KR. 
Van Giesen, whose commission expired April 18, 1896. 

James Tiernan, to be postmaster at Fort Howard, in the county 
of Brown and State of Wisconsin, in the place of Andrew E. El- 
more, whose commission expired March 21, 1896, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 6, 1896. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 
First Lieut. Harry Taylor, to be captain. 
First Lieut. William Luther Sibert, to be captain. 
Second Lieut. Charles Patton Echols, to be first lieutenant. 
Second Lieut. James Francis McIndoe, to be first lieutenant. 
Infantry arm. 
First Lieut. James Alexander Leyden, Fourth Infantry, to be 
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Second Lieut. Percival Greene Lowe, Eighteenth Infantry, to 


the House on the bill and amendment; and had appointed Mr. 


be first lieutenant. : | GALLINGER, Mr. SHoup, and Mr. Roacu as the conferees on the 
Second Lieut. John Moore Sigworth, Tenth Infantry, to be first | part of the Senate. 

lieutenant. | ‘The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
PROMOTIONS IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. amendment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent 
First Lieut. Samuel E. Maguire, of Louisiana, to be a captain. bes lution authorizing the chairman of the Committee on the Li- 
Second Lieut. James H. Brown, of the District of Columbia, to | Libre of re ne and the chairman of the Committee on the 
be a first lieutenant. - rary of t 1e House of Representatives and one ther member of 
the Joint Committee on the Library, etc., to sit during the recess 
REGISTER OF THE LAND OFFICE. of Congress for the purpose of inquiring into the condition of the 

Edwin E. Sluder, of Santa Fe, N. Mex., to be register of the | Congressional Library, etc. 
land office at Las Cruces, N. Mex. | The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
POSTMASTERS. | and resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence 


s : f the House was requested: 

E rath, to be postmaster seve he | ‘ . ap thpe i 

Rin es oe and State of wot rte, in the | A bill (8.2746) to remove the political disabilities of Col. John 
ree x « . - . 


William J. Flynn, to be postmaster at Staples, in the county of | Taylor Wood; 


A bill (S. 1741) to authorize the Muscogee, Oklahoma and West- 
an of Minnesota. _ ; : gee, Okl: 1a an ( 

a ~ deena be postmaster at Pella, in the county of Marion | °'” Railroad Company to construct and operate a line of railway 

and State of lowa , . | through Oklahoma and the Indian Territory, and for other pur- 


OSes: 

A bill (S. 581) for the relief of the legal representatives of Hiram 
Somerville; 
A bill (S. 122) granting a pension to Jerusha Sturgis, widow of 
Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis; 
A bill (S. 2828) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 
Liscom; 
A bill (5. 2829) granting a pension to Plumy E. Marden; 
A bill (S. 2787) granting a pension to Simpson Everett Stilwell; 
A bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia 8S. Stowell: 
A bill (S. 1883) to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van Cleve, 
widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve; 
A bill (S. 2542) granting a pension to Stephen Maines: 
A bill (8S. 536) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 

- ‘ , | Barnes; 

Charles L. Pohe, to be postmaster at Catawissa, in the county | “4 pilj ($.527) for the relief of Margaret C. McKay, widow of 

of Columbia and State of Pennsylvania. pine. af ~ eggs suri , 
Oru . e : . the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon; 
William H. Klie, to be postmaster at Cambridgeboro, in the : “Sy ees : ai eatin 
; _ , A bill (S. 2480) granting a pension to James W. Whitney; 

county of Crawford and State of Pennsylvania. ; A bill (S.2428) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P 

Herman A. Kohuke, to be postmaster at Hammond, in the county | py, ve . ™ _ - . 


of Steele and State of Minnesota. 

Thomas M. Ryan, to be postmaster at Anoka, in the county of 
Anoka and State of Minnesota. 

Duncan G. Campbell, to be postmaster at Rockford, in the 
county of Floyd and State of Iowa. 

John W. Irwin, to be postmaster at New Sharon, in the county 
of Mahaska and State of Iowa. 

L. 8. Kennington, to be postmaster at Newton, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Iowa. 

E. F. Bogert, to be postmaster at Wilkesbarre, in the county of 
Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 

Thomas H. Tulley, to be postmaster at Silverton, in the county 


Michael J. Toher, to be postmaster at Owatonna, in the county I 
of San Juan and State of Colorado. | 





aa Fletcher; 
of Tangipahoa and State of Louisiana. fg Ee a ; 
Landrum Padgett, to be postmaster at Pelzer, in the county of | pill (3.2158) granting a pension to Abraban Rherlen 
Anderson and State of South Caroline. Plano. in the county of | 4 bill (8.2441) granting a pension to George D. Noble; 
Collin and State of Pores P ae ’ y A bill (8. 2077) granting a pension to Richard T. Seltzer; 


. * £ i 5. 465 rTi ing i j ‘Tease of TLIS1O 0 ‘ ‘ f 
John ie Seliwin. to be povneaie at Hennessey, in the county ono <= 655) granting am incren f pension to Elijah A. 
of Kingfisher and Territory of Oklahoma. RE A OR Bl Ren i eel of Pinedo UT Dasdy: 
Richard H. Smith, jr., to be postmaster at Scotland Neck, in| “+ Dill (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy; 


: ; . : A bill (S. 1857) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell; 
the county of Halifax and State of North Carolina. A bill (S. 2729) granting a pension to Emma Weir Casey; and 


A bill (S. 2601) granting a pension to Ambrose B. Carlton. 
WITHDRAWALS. ’ The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
Executive nominations withdrawn May 6, 1896. amendments the bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the examination 


i 3 and classification of certain lands in the State of California, aske« 
Capt. Allen V. Reed, to be a commodore in the Navy. wey a a or oe 7 ; a SE asi eee = sere 

; ; ect a conference with the House on the bill and amendments; and 
Commander Francis A. Cook, to be a captain in the Navy. 


: . : . | had appointed Mr. Dunois, Mr. Pettigrew, and Mr. Pasco as 
—— Charles T. Hutchins, to be a commander in | the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence 





y 7 > ‘OEN MIU ERR of the House was requested: 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. A bill (H. R.5490) to license billiard and pool tables in the Dis- 
WEDNESDAY, May 6, 1896 trict of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
“il . é 5 4 f ; . 


‘ A bill (H.R. 4804) to amend subdivision 10 of section 2238 and 
The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. | to repeal subdivision 12 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of 


Henry N. Coupen. the United States; and 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- A bill (H. R. 3426) granting an increase of pension to Eugenia 
proved. R. Sweeney, widow of Brig. Gen. Thomas W. Sweeney, deceased. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
A m from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, amendment the bill (H. R. 3013) to amend section 4131 of the Re- 
announ that the Senate had passed without amendment bills of vised Statutes of the United States, to improve the merchant ma- 
the following titles: rine engineer service, and thereby also to increase the efficiency of 
A bill (H.R. 491) granting an increase of pension to Francis | the Naval Reserve, asked a conference with the House on the bill 
Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr.; and amendment; and had appointed Mr. Frye, Mr. Squire, and 
A bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tracy; Mr. GORMAN as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 
A bill (H. R.577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft; The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
A bill 


a 5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer lowing resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
G. , late a private of Company F, One hundred and six- requested: ‘ - 
tieth New York Volunteers: net.cn) Serene of Papeete nos la Contaata enum the 
A bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt: acceptance of the statue of J umes Shields. 16,5410 « opi s, of which 5,000 copies 
bill (H. R. 3018) to amend an act approved March 3, 1891, shall be for the use of the Senate and 10,000 for the use of the House of Rep- 


A 
granting ‘ s Ic ( . i ne resentatives, and 500 eachtfor use and distribution by the g rvernors of Illi- 
the right of ww “oe the public lands for reservoir and nois, Minnesota, and Missouri; and the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 
directed to have printed an engraving of said statue, to accompany said pro- 


“A DAT CR 1 
A (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives; and ceedings, said engraving to be paid for out of the appropriation for the Bureau 
A bill (H. R. 4968) nting a pension to Helen A. Jackman, de- | of Engraving and Printing. 
peatent daughter of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED. _ 
, Fourteenth iment of Maine Volunteers. Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bills and 
The message also announced that the Senate had disagreed to | resolutions were taken from the Speaker's table and referred by 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 673) | the Speaker as follows: 
granting a pension to Joseph R. West, brigadier and brevet major A bill (S. 2542) granting a pension to Stephen Maines—to the 
general, United States Army Volunteers, asked a conference with | Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





hen 


Sager ie staat 


‘iS 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


A bill (S. 2601). granting an increase of pension to Ambrose B. 
Carlton—to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 586) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 
Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (5. 1465) granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. Gil- 
bert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1857) granting a pension to Nathan Mitchell—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2077) granting a pension to Richard T. Seltzer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2158) granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
Rhodes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 2341) granting a pension to George E. Tuttle—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8S. 2428) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 
Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2430) granting a pension to James W. Whitney—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2441) granting a pension to George D. Noble—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 2829) granting a pension to Plumy E. Marden—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2828) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. Lis- 
com—-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2221) for the relief of settlers on the Northern Pacific 
Railroad indemnity lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

A bill (S. 1867) for the relief of the heirs of Jacob R. Davis—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 5819) to provide for the examination and classifi- 
cation of certain lands in the State of California, with Senate 
amendments—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Concurrent resolution— 

Resolved by the Senate (the Houseof ye concurring), That there 
be printed and bound in one yolume the proceedings in Congress upon the 
acceptance of the statue of James Shields; 16,000 copies shall be for the use of 
the Senate, and 10,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 500 each 
for use and distribution by the governors of Illinois, Minnesota, and Missouri; 
and the Secretary of the ~asury is hereby di to have printed an en- 
graving of said statue, to accompany said proceedings, said engraving to be 
paid for out of the appropriation for the Bureau of Engraving and Printing— 

To the Committee on Printing. 

FINAL ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. DINGLEY. By instruction of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, I present a privileged resolution relative to final adjourn- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives be 


authorized to close the present session by adjourning their respective Houses 
on Monday, the 18th day of May, at 2 o’clock p. m. 


fap ylause. 
?. ‘DIN GLEY. On that resolution I move the previous ques- 
tion. 
Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, is not this question debatable? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I have felt that under the circumstances, this 
day having been set apart for the business of another committee, 
I ought to move the previous question. : 
Mr. WHEELER. Will not my colleague on the committee con- 


sent to put off action on this resolution until to-morrow, and then 
have debate upon it? There is, I think, great division of opinion 
upon this subject. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think there is a practically unanimous desire 
that there should be no debate. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER, The question is now on agreeing to the reso- 


lution. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. er, the = question having 
been ordered, is it not true that under the rule a debate of twenty 
minutes is allowed on each side? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has the impression that, strictly 
speaking, debate has been had between the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. WHEELER] and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Dinc- 


LEY}. 

Me WHEELER. I simply asked that the resolution lie over 
until to-morrow. Under the rules, Mr. Speaker, we are entitled 
to debate. I should like, asa member of the committee, to occupy 
a few minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair does not like to rule very sharply 
upon such a question as this, although it has been ruled once or 
twice, upon less debate than has occurred in this case, that the 
previous question cut off further debate. The Chair hopes that 
the gentleman from Alabama will not press the point. 

Mr. WHEELER. I will not insist upon twenty minutes, but 
should like to have five minutes. 

Mr. DINGLEY. In view of the fact that this day has been set 
apart by a special rule for the business of another committee, I 
have felt that we ought not to occupy any time with debate on 
this resolution. But I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Alabama {Mr. WHEELER] be allowed five minutes. 

There was no objection, 


May 6, 


Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, during the canvass of Nove). 
ber, 1894, the Republican party most solemnly pledged that ,; 
intrusted with power they would enact all necessary legislat. . 
to relieve the people from the depression under which the coun: -» 
was ae ° 

Mr. MILLIKEN. Caused by the Democratic party being ;, 


power. 

Mr. WHEELER. No, sir; the four years of unbridled Repul 
lican rule, which terminated on March 4, 1893, bequeathed to };- 
Cleveland’s Administration a prostrate country, an empty Tr... 
“ and a discreditable public service. 3 

he country was like a drunkard after a long debauch. 

On March 4 Mr. Cleveland suddenly checked this condition. «», 
as withholding stimulant from the slave to drink is follow.) }, 
lassitude, so a somewhat similar effect followed the halt ¢.)),.| 
by Mr. Cleveland in the practices which had characterized {),. 
oe of affairs since he left the helm of state on M.;. 

Mr, Cleveland found $117,927,395 of net gold in the Treasury jy 
March, 1885, and in four years of Democratic silver-coinage (1. 
ministration we increased the net gold in the Treasury to $.\s - 
818,253, which Mr. Cleveland turned over to President Harrison 
on March 4, 1889, and when Mr. Cleveland relieved President H.,- 
rison, in March, 1893, he found the net gold was only $103,284.29. 

Under a silver-coinage Democratic Administration gold stead. 
ily flowed to our country, and under the Republican sily-y- 
demonetizing Administration which succeeded the tide was 
turned and gold flowed from our country to the four corners o{ 
the earth. 

Mr. Cleveland left a balance of profitable trade in our favor. and 
he found, after four years of Republican rule, the balance of trade 
and the tide of ae turned fearfully against us. 

He left a tariff which taxed the people 47 per cent, and he found 
one which increased the tax to an average of 60 cent and a tax 
of 120 per cent on the necessaries of life which the wage worker is 
compelled to buy. He left a country in the boom of prosperity, 
the result of his wise Administration from 1885 to 1889, and in 
1893, after four years of Republican rule, he found it in poverty 
and distress, shrinking commerce, falling prices, reduced revenues, 
and paralyzed industries. 

Before Mr. Cleveland had fairly taken the reins of Government 
the Republican party comsiamall the exercise of all its power to 
attribute the existing evils to Mr. Cleveland and his Adminis- 
tration. 

This was the battle cry in the campaign of 1894, and they prom- 
ised, if intrusted with the control of Congress, that every evil would 
= remedied, prosperity restored, and the country again made 

appy. 

Under this pledge the people gave them a majority of 150 in the 
House and a decided sienatiy in the Senate. 

The question before the American people is, Has that promise 
been redeemed? 

I reply that the history of the world does not show another in- 
stance of such utter di of the promises by virtue of which 
a party was intrusted with position and power. 

rou have not the poor, threadbare excuse that yon were ob- 
structed in your efforts by filibustering Democrats, because no 
such action in a single instance has been even attempted. 

You can not say that as the session advanced your wisdom ad- 
monished you that i¢ would not be sagacious to comply with your 
pledges to the le, because the first utterance of your great. 
your distinguished, trusted, and worshiped leader announced that 
nothing would be done, and this was certainly an announcement 
and a confession that all of the promises made by the Republican 
party would be violated. 

In his inaugural address when Congress convened, in his first 
eo as to the proposed Republican policy, Speaker Rev) 


if we do someting wiles: for the moment seems inadequate, it may be that 
time, which has justified itself of us on many occasions, may do so again. 

This expression was understood to mean that nonaction on the 
part of a majority of this House would be approved by the peop!:. 
and this was corroborated by the following expression, which w:s 
widely published as his utterance: 

If vre received the applause of the country for what we did in the Fifty- 
first Congress, we may receive applause for what we do not do in this Con- 
gress. 

I hold in my hand a newspaper account of the Republican cat 
cus of April 11. It seems very clear from its statements that tho 
Republicans were quite unanimous in their determination not to 
allow the enactment of any general legislation. The newspap Tt 
account says: 

Speaker REED was not t, but Mr. DiInGLEY e, outlining the views 
upon general legislation held by the leaders of the House. 

The account then says: 
aa tendency of his (DINGLEY’s) advice was that the blicans 

use every endeavor to bring about an early adjournment of Congress; 


to adjourn, if ; a month, as soon as appropriation bills 
be by both Houses. 
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This shows that the first day the House met your greatest leader 
announced that the policy of the Republican party was not to en- 
act legislation. — ; 

It shows that prior to April 11 the Republican leaders had de- 
termined upon an early adjournment, to adjourn as soon as the 


appropriation bills could be passed; and that determination on | 
the part of the leaders has been repeatedly manifested, and not a | 
Tience of honest effort has been made to enact legislation for | 


sem 
the benefit of the people. 


Mr. Speaker, is not this policy the grossest violation of the | 


pledges made by the Republicans to the people in the election two 


years ago? With no legislation accomplished for the benefit of | 


the people, with bills introduced and pending which should be 
considered by the House and which would give relief to the 
people, the great Republican majority propose to abandon their 


st, to fly from their duty, and to escape in this way the just re- | 


sponsibility which rests upon their heads. Is not this action like 


that of soldiers who fly from the field of battle? Is it not like | 
sentinels guarding important trusts abandoning their duty? In | 
my opinion, not a single honest effort has been made by the Re- | 


publican majority to relieve the people from the thraldom under 
which they are suffering. Instead of reducing taxes you have used 
your best efforts to raise them. 

Every measure you have presented to the House upon this ques- 
tion has been to raise taxation and sorely add to the people’s 
burdens. 

I read from the Scriptures the fate of the raiser of taxes. I find 
in Daniel xi, 20, that— 

Then shall stand upin his estatearaiser oftaxes, * * * but within afew 
days he shall be destroyed. 


That, Mr. Speaker, will be the fate of a party who desert their 


ts and are false to the people. They will receive the execra- | 
tion of the people, as a soldier who runs from battle or a sentinel | 
who leaves the post at which he has been placed intrusted with | 


the honor and ‘defense of the people. I hope that every member 
of this House who loves the people, who feels the responsibility of 
his obligation, who feels that his pledges are to be kept, will, when 
this question is brought up, vote “no,” and pledge himself to stay 
here until Congress has legislated for the people. [Applause. | 

Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested that some efforts have been 
made by the Republican majority toward relief legislation. 

It is true'that on December 26 the premier of the House, Mr. 
Dinevey, thrust a tariff bill upon us. Lhold the billin my hands. 
It was dated December 26. It was introduced and printed that 
day and, as I said in my speech, while the ink was still wet its 
consideration was forced upon the Honse and it was crammed 
down the throats of the subservient followers of the proud leader 
whose friends delight in giving him the appellation, the American 
Czar—the imperial captain-general of the Republican party. 

This nnwise measure sought to exact and collect burdensome 
taxes from the people in the face of the report of the Secretary of 
the Treasury that he already had (I read from page 53) a balance 
of $177,406,388.62 in the Treasury, and that there was— 

No-:reason to doubt the ability of the Government to discharge all its cur- 


vent obligations during the present fiscal year, and have a large cash bal- 
anceat its close, without imposing additiona! taxation.in any form upon the 


Mr. Carlisle also told you in his report (page 52) that while the 
kind of bill you proposed would place unnecessary burdens upon 
the'people, the probable tendency of such a bill would be to par- 
— industries and decrease rather than increase revenues. He 
‘Said; 

The revenue derived from customs during the fiscal year 1805 exceeded the 
revenue derived from the same source in 1834 by the sum of §20,340,086.83. 

Now, as the principal items of the Wilson bill went into opera- 
tion January 1, 1895, we see by these figures that the low-tariff 
Wilson bill gave ‘more revenue than the hig‘h-tariff McKinley bill. 

Unwise, impolitic,-and unnecessary as was any measure of this 
character, it was exceeded by the unwisdom and impolicy of its 

“proposed methods and provisions. 

1. The largest increase of tax was on many articles which are 

used by laboring people. 

2. The bill was a horizontal bill; a kind of bill which Presi- 
dential Candidate Mr. McKinley said was— 

~eantension spon. its face of absolute incapacity to grapple with the great 

He also said: 

It gives no evidences of the expert's skill. It is the invention of indo- 


‘He repeats: 
It isnotonly theinvention of indolence, but it is the mechanism of a botch 
Workman. : 


For two years the Republican party have vehemently denounced 
“the wise Democratic 


y solemnly pled that if placed in power they would imme- 
odtinbel y.exmet Boe iocinintion of the most. approved character. 


ic tariff ‘bill which was enacted by the last Con- | 
, and in asking for votes ‘at the last Congressional election | 





promises than the attempted enactment of a measure which their 
; : 
leading Presidential candidate denounces a 


| The mechanism of a botch workman—the invention of indolence 
| Another evil feature of this bill was the badly concealed and 
| finally admitted purpose to enable and finally compel the Secre- 


tary of the Treasury to use tie money thus collected from the 
people to pay running expenses and withhold and hoard all Treas- 
|} ury notes and thus fearfully contract the volume of money and 
still further cripple enterprises which employ labor and encourage 
progress and prosperity. 

If this had been accomplished you would, no doubt, have held 
| Mr. Cleveland’s Administration responsible for the distress whicl 
of necessity would have followed, and thus seek to add to the 
chances of a Republican victory in the coming election. 

The exposure of the bill's fearful infirmities and deformities by 
| the little band of Democrats sent the measure limping on cru 1 
| to the other side of the Capitol, where it was promptly disposed 
of by the Senators without regard to party affihations. 

The leader in the assault and the first to thrust his javelin into 
its bleeding breast was the distinguished field marshal of the Re- 
publican hosts—its greatest leader, the chairman of the executive 
committee of that organization. 

On December 27,in the same way, you forced through the 
House what was called a currency bill, the atrocities of which 
| were so fully exposed by the few tried and true Democrats who 
remain in this body that, like the tariff bill, it dragged its limping 
form to the Senate Chamber, where, amidst its dying groans, that 
body, by a decided majority, transformed it into a silver-coinag 
bill, and in that condition sent it back for our consideration. 

The SPEAKER, The time of the gentleman from Alabama 
has expired. 

Mr. WHEELER. I hope that every man here will vote against 
the resolution reported by the gentleman from Maine. 

The question being taken, the resolution submitted by Mr. 
DINGLEY was agreed to. [Loud applause. | 

On motion of Mr. DINGLEY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was.laid on the table. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—YOST VS. TUCKER, 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of 
Elections Committee No. 3, I present the report of the contested- 
election case of Yost against Tucker. I ask that the report be 
| printed, and also that the minority of the committee, who desire 
| to file their views, may have leave to do so during the present 
week, and that they be printed with the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER, In the absence of objection, that order will be 
made. 

There was no objection. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—THOMPSON VS. SHAW. 

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of 
Elections Committee No. 2, I desire to present the report of the 
committee in the contested-election case of Thompson against 
Shaw, from the Third Congressional district of North Carolina. 
This is the unanimous report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire immediate action? 

Mr. MILLER of West Virginia. Yes, Mr. Speaker. I move 
the adoption of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The resolution will be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Cyrus Thompson was not elected a Representative in the 
Fifty fourth Congress from the Third Congressional district of North Caro- 
lina, and is not entitled to a seat therein 

Resolved, That John G. Shaw was elected a Representative in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress from the Third Congressional district of North Carolina, 
and is entitled to retain his seat therein. 

The resolutions were agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER of West Virginia, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 

CONTESTED ELECTION—JOHNSON VS. STOKES. 

Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, in the case of 
Johnson against Stokes, considered by Elections Committee No. 3, 
I ask that the minority have leave to file their views to-day, and 
that they be printed with the report of the committee. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of bills 
on the Private Calendar under special order fixed for to-day, and 
pending that motion will yield to the gentleman from New Mex- 
ico {[Mr. Catron}, who desires to make a request. 

Mr. CATRON. Mr. Speaker, I move that Honse bill 4052, in 
relation to the issue of certain bonds by the Territory of New 
| Mexico, be set for consideration immediately after the approval 
| of the Journal on next Tuesday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that the consent was 
| to be asked for to-morrow morning. 
| Mr. DOOKERY. I hope the gentleman will defer that request 





| 


The people gave them 150 majority, and now propose to | forthe present. My colleague {Mr. HALL} has some objection to 
adjourn withoutieny further of thait pledges and | this bi 
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Mr. LACEY. I think thegentleman from Missouri has no objec- 
tion to the consideration of the matter, but desired to be heard 
when it came up. 

Mr. DOCKERY. My understanding was that he objected to the 
consideration of the matter. Did he consent to its consideration? 

Mr. LACEY. That is my understanding. He did not want it 
done by unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Mexico asks unani- 
mous consent-—— 

Mr. CATRON. I will modify the request, and ask that it be 
taken up to-morrow morning after the Journal is read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
to-morrow, after the reading of the Journal, the bill indicated by 
him may be taken up for consideration. Is there objection? 

Mr. MOODY. I object. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I hope that request will go over for the 

resent. 

The SPEAKER. Objection has been made. 

The motion of Mr. PicKLER was then agreed to. 


CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE PENSION BILLS, ETC, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House, Mr. Payne in the ch.ir. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the special order 
fixed for to-day. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 288, 


having had the same under consideration, ask leave to report the following 
substitute therefor: 

“Resolved, That on Wednesday, May 6, 1896, and ena May 13, 1896, 
immediately after the reading of the Journal on each day, the House shall 
resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of 
such bills as are in order on the sessions of Friday evenings; and that in the 
consideration of such bills under this resolution ten minutes’ debate shall be 
allowed on each bill, with the amendments thereto, such time to be divided 
equally between those favoring and those opposing the bill: Provided, how- 
ever, That nothing in this resolution shall be construed as interfering with 
general appropriation bills and conference reports thereon.” 


HIRAM P, PAULEY. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
986) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Hiram P. 
Pauley, late a private in the Morgan raid militia of Seventh Indiana Legion, 
and to pay him a pension, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pen- 
ow Regge for injuries received in what was known as the Morgan raid in 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the adoption 
of the following amendment: 

Strike out the words, in the seventh and eighth lines, ‘‘ subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the peosion laws, for injuries received in what was 
snows as the Morgan raid in Indiana,’ and insert “at the rate of $12 per 
montn. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
does not want to have the report rea 
the policy oa on yesterday, in accordance with the gag law 
opp ied yesterday, we are not to know what we are passing on. 

e are to take for granted everything, withont question, that 
appears on the face of these bills, and pass upon them without an 
opportunity of comment or examination. 

he other side is afraid this country will know what they are 
doing. They are afraid the country will see the flimsy ground 

on which the bills are b 
I see that they do not propose to have the 


receive that the other side 
in this case. According to 


report read if they 
can help it. This is a new class—militiamen wae are to be pen- 
sioned for disease—and I ask to have the report read in my time. 
The report (by Mr. KtRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 


986) for the relief of Hiram P. Pauley, submit the a report: 
The affiant, Hiram P. Pauley, was a member of om . Marion Blair’s com- 


pany of what was known as the Indiana Legion, a militia organization of the 
tate of Indiana. During the Morgan raid the company was ordered to In- 
dianapolis to prepare to meet the invading army. J+ went to the United 
States arsenal to secure arms, and the affiant among others was ordered to 
open the boxes containing arms for the company, and while so e , in lift- 
ing a box of guns, received a serious injury producing hernia of a serious 
character. From this injury the claimant has never since recovered, and by 
reason thereof is rendered totally mangers of performing manual labor. 
He is now old and destitute. He can not nsioned under the existing law 
for the reason that he was never mustered into the United States service. 
oe ee that oe —— oan = eee 

while in an organ company pre efen e coun 

ee army he has just claims on that country for relief. They therefore 
report the bill back the House with the recommendation that it be 
amended by striking out all after the word “* ion,” in line 6, and adding 
the words “at the rate of $12 per month,” and that the bill as amended do 


pass. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


HATTIE A, BEACH, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4903) for the relief of Hattie A. Beach, child of Erastus D. Beach, 
late a _. in Company H, One hundred and forty-third New 
York Volunteers. : 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and is hereby 
authorized and directed to grant a pension, under the provisions of the »,° 
of Congress approved June 27, 1890, to Hattie A. Beach, the helpless chili or 
Erastus D. Beach, late eae Company H, One hundred and forty-thip. 
New York Volunteers; that this pension shall be at the rate fixed by +) 
said act of June 27, 1890, so far as said act relates to the pensioning of per). 
nently helpless children, and that said pension shall be granted from ¢},. 
date of the filing of the original —ae for pension under the aforesaid 
act, to wit, on or about December 27, 1890. v 


_ The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the follow. 
ing amendment: 


Strike out all after the word es in line 4, and insert the followine- 
‘At the rate of $12 a month to Hattie A. Beach, child of Erastus D. Pe.) 
late private of Company H, One hundred and forty-third Regiment Now 
York Infan..y Volunteers.” 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


LAMBERT L, MULFORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert L. Mulford. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is herehy 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Lambert L. Mulford. Jats 
of Company A, Second New Jerse valry, and first lieutenant Third 
United States Cavalry, to the sum of $50 per month, the same to be in lieu of 
the pension now drawn by him under certificate No. 856371. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendment: 


In line 7 strike out the word “fifty” and insert the word “thirty,” and 
strike out all after the word “ him” in line 8. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall this bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink the report ought to be read,so that 
we may know what the facts are. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the report. 

The report (by Mr. PooLE) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
4753) granting an increase of pension to Lambert L. Mulford, late of Company 
A, Second New Jersey Cavalry Volunteers, and first lieutenant Third United 
States Cavalry, r ane repens as follows: 

Soldier enlisted August as second lieutenant Company K, Second 
New Jersey Cavalry; promoted captain Company A of same regiment 
September 1, 1864, and mustered out with company November 1, 1865. He was 
appointed second lieutenant Third United States Cavalry February 23, 1s; 

romoted to first lieutenant December 24, 1866, and honorably discharged 

anuary 1, 1871, after eight years of almost continuous service. 

He filed claim for pension June 28, 1894, omens rheumatism from exposure 
in frontier service and resulting sis of right side, totally incapacitating 
him for any kind of manual labor. He has a hospital record in service for 
rheumatism and a number of other disabilities, and Dr. B. A. Waddington, of 
the hest professional pends. testifies to treating him for rheumatism 
ever since discharged, and that the same is the direct and undoubted cause 
of his present helplessness from paralysis. He says: 

“His rheumatism is of a chronic nature and peculiar, in that it produces 
cramps, aoe leaving an ecchymosed condition of the areola tissue of the 
parts affected. On the night of November 2, 1891, he had an attack of these 
cramps, and getting up to bathe himself, he fell upon the floor with hemi- 
plegia. Isaw him in an hour after with partial loss of s h, motion, con- 
sciousness, etc., from which he has never recovered, and rheumatism con- 
tinues in spite of treatment, rendering him entirely unfit to make a livelihood, 
and rendering him, in my opinion, deserving a liberal pension from the Gov- 


ernment.” 
The medical examinations by pension boards show that he is so disabled by 
ralysis that he can walk y by the aid of a cane and assistant, and that 
e is totally incapacitated for performing manual labor, and that he will 
gradually grow worse. 

He is pensioned at $12 under act of June 27, 1890, his claim under the gen- 
eral law being rejected on the ground that his paralysis can not be accepted 
as the result of rheumatism. 

Your committee is of opinion that the claim is meritorious and should have 
been allowed, and that from the evidence the paralysis is a result of disabil- 
ities contracted in service, as no other cause is shown, and claimant's habits 
are temperate and exemplary. The claimant is poor, helpless, and requires 
a constant attendant. : 

Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by strik- 
ing out the word “fifty,” in line 7, and inserting “thirty’’ in lieu thereof, 
and bY striking out all after the word “him,” in 8, and as amended that 
the bill do pass. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
ELIZABETH SADLER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8421) to grant a pension to Elizabeth Sadler. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enac etc., That the 
authorized directed to 
month, sub; to the 


ite 


: of the ee y oo and - a nety. 

pension © rate o' pe 
“a limitations of the msion laws, the 
name of be t sister of James r, deceased, for- 
-second Regiment Illinois Volunteers, and Com- 


th . 

merly of Com G, Fort 
pany K, Fourth Regiment nited States Cavalry. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the be ted in the RECORD. 
- Mr. McC - Lobject. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. It can be read in the 
time of the tleman. 

Mr. DINGLEY. . Let it be read in my time then. 
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The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
3421) granting a pension to Elizabeth Sadler, submit the following report: 

The committee, having carefully examined the evidence in support of this 
pill, find the following undisputed and uncontradicted facts: 

James er was enrolled September 12, 1861, in Company G, Forty-second 
Illinois Volunteers; was discharged toe join Fourth United States Cavalry, in 
which he served until August 20, 1864. On the muster rolls of Fourth United 
ee since August 20, 1864; supposed to be dead.” No record of deser- 
tion or dishonorable conduct is against him. He has not been heard from 

j ugust 20, . 
sin ceaberh Sadler was the only sister of James Sadler; parents both dead. 
She was de ndent on James Sadler, her only brother, for her support before 
the war and during the war. He sent her money regularly during his serv- 
ice. Since the war she has been so broken down in health that she is unable 


for November and December, 1864, he is dropped as “ Missing | 
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to labor, and is dependent upon friends—she has no relatives—for her entire | 


t. e 
eupPi9 years old. The soldier left no widow, child, or children. 


she made application for pension, but it was rejected on the ground that 
Py wan ust pensionable—that she was 19 years old at date of soldier's 
oe ccommittes, on these facts, recommend the passage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ARMINDA WHITE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9358) for the relief of Arminda White, widow of Israel White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place the name of Arminda White on the pension 
roll, and that she be paid a pension at the legal rate as the widow of Israel 
White, captain of Twenty-fifth Ohio Infantry, from the date of her'applica- 
tion for pension as appears on the files of the Pension Office. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the following 
amendments: 

In line 5 strike out the word “ legal” and in line 6 insert the words “ of 

per month.” Also in lines 7 and5 strike out the words “from the date of 
. application for pension as appears on the files of the Pension Office ’ and 
insert in lieu thereof the words “said pension to terminate should the sol- 
dier be found to be alive.” . 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported | 


to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to take up 
the bill on the Calendar, No. 980, and to make this statement 
about it—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] 
asks unanimous consent to take up the bill, Calendar number 980, 
for present consideration. Is there objection? 

rt. BAKER of New Hampshire and Mr. ALLEN of Utah ob- 
jected. 
’ Mr. COX. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlemen permit me to 
make a statement? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Regular order. , 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the next bill on the 
Calendar. 

HELEN M. JACOB. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (5S. 149) 
granting a pension to Helen M. Jacob. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ae to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Helen M. Jacob, of 
Rochester, Ind., widow of Benjamin Oden West, deceased, late private in 
Company C of Mounted Riflemen, in the war with Mexico, and pay her a 
pendion of $16 per month. 


The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment strik- 
ing out the word ‘‘sixteen” and inserting the word “twelve” in 
ine 9, 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
to be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Harpy) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 149) grant- 


inga to Helen M. Jacob, have examined the same and respectfully 
= follows: 


as sworn to by John C. Williams, a resident of Cleveland, Ohio, 
are as follows: 

“Helen M. Jacob was married to Benjamin Oden West December 12, 1850; 
said Oden West enlisted January 28, 1847, in the Mexican war, at 
W. D. C., and he was honorably discharged on or about November 
said Oden West deceased December 3, 1857, and he (Wil- 

) was informed and has always understood that it was from the disease 
contracted while in service in the Mexican war; he left surviving him his 
widow, Helen M. West, and two children, Benjamin West and Helen West; 
said Helen M. West drew a pension as his widow from the date of his death 
to to William W. Jacob, when her pension ceased; said William 
W. Jacob on or about October 18, 1872, at Washington, D. C., and left 
surviving him his said widow, Helen M. West Jacob, and left nothing for her 
for bor she is aow residing at Rochester, Ind., and is entirely dependent 
for su upon what is given her by others; she has no income or no 
ae t's knowledge, and she is 65 years of age, and further 

Theabove facts are also corroborated by William J. Craign, a physician in 
active for fifty-seven years: 

“He and has been acquainted with Mrs. Helen M. Jacob during the 
past thirty-five years or longer; he knew her when she was the wife of Ben- 


no means or property. At the date of soldier's death she | 
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jamin Oden West, and knows that the said Benjamin Oden West is now de- 
ceased, and knew she married William W. Jacob, and said William W. Jacob 
is now deceased. He also knows that prior to r marriage to William W. 
Jacob she was without means of support and was 4 ident on her own ex- 
ertions for the support of herself and fam and also knew that said William 
W. Jacob died, leaving her dependent and without means of support for her- 
self and children. He further know he is now a widow without means of 
support, and that she is dependent on her children for a livelihood. She has 
| always been active and industrious, energetic and faithful in her maternal 
duties while rearing two families of children, and he can truly say she now 
merits the attention and support of her country as the widow of one of its 


defenders who succumbed to disease contracted in the line of his 1 lilitary 
duties. The remarriage of the claimant occurred April 17, 1861." 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of the | 
ment fixing the rate of pension at $12 per month 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must protest against this con- 
sumption of time by the leader of the other side. There is no 
necessity for it. [Laughter.] According to the newspaper decla- 
ration we are going to remain in continuous session until the sat- 
What is the use? The country does not want to 
know. Gentlemen on the other side do not want toknow. They 
have never defeated, they have never amended, they have never 
changed a single bill, and never will. Now, what is the use? JI 
suggest to the leader on the other side that he ought not needlessly 
to consume the time of the House by having the reports read. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I[ ask unanimous consent that 
the reports be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. ERDMAN. To that 1 object, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, I thought you wanted to have the reports 
go in. 

Mr. ERDMAN. If the gentleman wants to pass his bills en 
bloc, let them be passed in that way. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I think this bill is right. I 
think these bills are all right. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. 


with an amend- 


We ought to have the knowledge 
contained in the reports. How do we know what a pension claim 
is about? I do not see any reason why the gentleman from Maine 
should be charged with obstructing legislation by insisting upon 
the reading of the reports. They are all short. They only con- 
sume a few moments’ time. It gives us some knowledge of what 
they are about. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

ELIZA SANDFORD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1189) 
granting a pension to Eliza Sandford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Eliza Sand- 
ford, permanently helpless and destitute daughter of William Sandford, a 
sergeant under Captains Huntington, Wheeler, Squire, and Gilman, in the 


years 1777, 1778, 1779, 1780, and 1781, in the Army of the Revolution, and pay her 
a pension of $25 per month. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, let us have the report read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment ree- 
ommended by the committee. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 


In line 11, strike out the words “ twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” 


The report (by Mr. Corrin) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1189) grant- 
ing a pension to Eliza Sandford, respectfully submit the following report: 

Eliza Sandford is the daughter of William Sandford, of Captain Williams's 
company, Colonel Van Courtland's regiment, New Jersey Volunteers, war of 
the Revolution. The soldier's entire service covered the period of two years 
and seven months. He received a pension under certificate No. 9814, begin- 
ning March 4, 1831, at the rate of $120 per year, which pension ceased March 
4, 1842, the date of his death. His wihow was subsequently pensioned until 
February 12, 1864, when she died. . 

The papers accompanying the bill show that Eliza Sandford was born in 
1816; that she has supported herself during her long life by her own exer- 
tions in the profession of a nurse until 1893, when she became disabled by 
reason of her advanced years. It is alsoshown that she has no near relatives 
to whom she can apply for a support, and is now entirely destitute and likely 
to become a public charge. 

Miss Sandford is an excellent and worthy woman, and has always enjoyed 
the respect of her neighbors and acquaintances. The facts are shown by a 
memorial of the Daughters of the American Revolution of New Jersey, and 
also by the sworn statement of the claimant and of Horace Dodd, an aged 
resident of Essex County, N.J., who has known her for more than fifty years. 

There are several precedents for the proposed legislation, and your com 
mittee recommend that the bill do pass, with an amendment to pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!””] 
he amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MRS. VIRGINIA E. TURTLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8264) to increase the pension of Mrs. Virginia E. Turtle, of the 
District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Virginia E. Turtle, of 
Washington, D. C., widow of Maj. Thomas Turtle, Corps of Engineers, United 
States Army, and pay her a pension of $5) per month, the same to be in lieu 
of the pension now drawn by her. 
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Mr. SPALDING. Read the report. 
The report (by Mr. Corrin) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 3204) 
granting an increase of pension to Virginia E. Turtle, have considered the 
game and respectfully report as follows: 

Mrs. Turtle is the widow of Maj. Thomas Turtle, Corps of Engineers, 
United States Army, who died in the service, and from causes originating in 
the line of his duty, September 18, 1804. The soldier's service began as a 
cadet at the Military Academy aly 1, 1863, and he J 
oe all the grades, until he finally attained the grade of major y 18, 


3. 

His services, as certified to by the War Department, were of a most active 
and valuable character, and covered altogether the long period of thirty-one 
years. 

After his death Mrs. Turtle was granted a pension of $25 a month under the 
general laws, and this sum. together with $2 additional for each of two minor 
children, is practically all that she has on which to depend for a support. 

She married the soldier August 28, 1876, and his brother officers certify 
that, being a man of regular and careful habits, he would have been able to 
have made better provision for his family if it were not for the fact that he 
was obliged to onde his parents, they being in very moderate circumstances. 

Mrs. Turtle is now about 53 years old, with three young children dependent 
upon her for a maintenance. 

here are several precedents for the allowance of an increased rating to 
widows of officers of this rank, and, in view of the facts stated above, your 
committee recommend the passage of the bill with an amendment, striking 
out the word “ fifty,’ in line 8, and substituting therefor “forty ’’; so as to 
allow a pension of per month. 


. The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
‘ollows: 

aaa 8, strike out the word “fifty " and insert in lien thereof the word 
“fo tee 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I must again protest against 
this blocking of pensions for the old soldier. Whenever I have 
stood here on a Friday night and asked for the reports of the com- 
mittees to be read, I have been charged with blocking pensions. 
This is blocking pensions now. Why, ai this rate, you would not 
i to pass your bills in twice twenty-four hours. [Cries of 
7 


ote!” 

Mr. HULICK. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire what 
pension this lady is — 

Mr. COFFIN. Twenty-fivedollarsamonth. [Criesof*‘ Vote!”] 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to be laid aside with 
a favorable recommendation, and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MILNES. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 73, noes 1. 

So the bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZABETH W. SUTHERLAND. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (5S. 1420) 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. Sutherland, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it. enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and theis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. su t to the provisions 
and limitations of the sion laws, the name of Eliza W. Sutherland 
widow of the late Charles Sutherland, deceased, formerly Surgeon-General 
of the United States Army, atthe rate of $100 per month, w rate of $100 
per month shall be in lieu of the pension she isnow receiving. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be read. 
Mr. HOOKER. I ask that the report be:primted in the Recorp. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Ithink we ought to have it read where a pen- 
sion of $75 a month is given. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the report, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred Senate bill 1a granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. Sutherland, have considered same, 
and re tfully report as follows: 

Said bill is cent by Senate re No1?, this session, and the same, 
fully setting forth the facts, is adopted by your committee as their report, 
and the bill is returned with a favorable recommendation. 


[Senate Report No. 172, Fifty fourth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1420) ting 
@ pension to Elizabeth W. Sutherland, have examined the same, eagpess: 
rs. Sutherland is the widow of the late Brig. Gen. Charles Suther! who 
served as Burgeon General of the United States Army with distinguished 
omty, and whose death occurred wag 50.3 “~ The widow was with 
we years, 
he following services of Dr. Sutherland: 
vointed assistant surgeon August, ; after examination served as an 
acting assistant surgeon for ten months prior to. commissioned. 
ais service was at Fort Monroe, Va.,and there six months, 1851 
and 1852. 
In the spring of 1852 served at Jefferson Barracks, Mo. While stationed. 
there an epidemic of cholera prevailed. 


In summer of same yearion du eg ey Uy a lo- 
cated the present site of Fort y, Kans,, and he wagon trail 


to Santa Fe, N. Mex. 
Served in the Department of New Mexico for five and stationed dur- 
n,andSantaFe. Took 


a ee ae ae Ba earn enact 
rtat times with troops se at de men engagemen 
Soothe wad Comanche Sioa. Geanainirel to: the tof ‘Texas, 
‘and served thare two and.a half. Statiorned at Forts Davis and Den- 
can. Was serving at the latter post when the Stute of Semen cones 
the Union. Left the State without being captured, and at Wash- 
ington March, 1861. Sailed one week after by command of 
secret ex, tien to Fort . 
trexpediti Fort Pickens.and Santa Rosa Island, Florida. The 
composing this any, force were the | an 
rt in the war, sailing from New York at their 
on ip She ‘first call for volunteers issued 


ui Pickens one year on h . there, 
two bombardments between United States and the enemy oa the 
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‘Scott on. 


May 6, 


mainland; also in an attack made by Confederates on United States vol; 
teers near hospital. } 

Commended for conduct and services on those occasions in the reports ; 
by a Brown, commanding, since published in Official Records « 

ebellion. 

Commissioned as surgeon, with the rank of major, April, 1862. 

Relieved from duty at Fort Pickens and ordered to Fort Warren, RB 
Harbor. This fort contained several hundred Confederate officers as 
oners, and was garrisoned by a nee of volunteers. 

In summer of same year orde again to the fleld, and reported to (4, 
Halleck, in command at Corinth, Miss. 

Was selected to act as medical purveyor for the armies then concey: »»: 
near that center of military operations. : 

Subsequently, at Columbus, Ky., fitted out large warehouses for the «: 
and distribution of medical supplies for 200,000 men, the estimated st; 
of the army under General Halleck. : 

At Memphis, Tenn., established and organized a second large depot { 
tributing supplies. 


Mr. ERDMAN. A enter inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. or what purpose does the gentleman rise: 

Mr. ERDMAN. In whose time is this report being read: 

The a In the time of a gentleman who was roe 
ognized. : 

Mr. ERDMAN. How much time has he? 

The CHAIRMAN. He had five minutes, and has two minut, 
remaining. 

The Clerk resumed the reading of the report, as follows: 

At the same place fitted out 9 general hospitals, capable of containing ) m9 
patients, for the accommodation of the sick and wounded serving on t)))| 
sissippi River. ; 

A in equipping a floating hospital capable of holding over 8) 
the use of the army under General Grant, stationed at Millikens Beri). yo; 
Vicksburg. Wasattached to the headquarters of General Grant 22111 ¢6)oetod 
as assistant medical director and also as inspector of camps and trans) ort. , 
the Army of the Tennessee, and continued on that duty until the sur 
of Vicksburg, July, 1863. 

Was gress in the battles of Jackson and Champion Hill and essist.( jy 
locating the field hospitals. : 

During siege, actively engaged in examining camps, transferring \ 
to transports for Northern hospitals, and also in es departments sup 
plied with medicines and stores. General Grant, in the first volume «f }).s 
personal memoirs, alluding to his campaign against Vicksburg in th. \ 
of 1862 and 1863, writes that it was one of t hardship to all engaged i 

‘“'Troops could scarcely find dry nd on which to pitch tents. Mala 
fevers broke out the men. easles and smallpox also attacked t}y 
The hospital arrangements and medical attendance were so perfe:'. | 
ever, that the loss of life was much less than = have been expected 

After surrender of Vicksburg, appointed medical director of the Depart- 
ment of Virginia and North Carolina, under the command of Genera! |\\s: er, 
at Fort Monroe, Va. In this d ment, besides troops in the field. had 
supervision of five large general hospitals. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DALZELL. Lask for the reading of the balance of the 
report in my time. 
r. ERDMAN, A lemony inguiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Does the —— oppose this bill? 
Mr. DALZELL. Yes, sir; l am recognized for that purpose. 
Mr. ERDMAN. If the gentleman is in the positionof opposing 
the bill, I have nothing further tosay. 
* The Clerk resumed the reading of the report, as follows: 

Owing to change of commanders a new staff was created; transferred to 
Annapolis, Md., and a: nted medical director of hospitals and parole camp 
located in and near that city. 

Member of retiring: at Wilmington, Del. y 

When General Grant moved with the Army of the Potomac, in the spring 
of 1864, was specially detailed by the tary of War to act as medical pur 
veyor to supply that command, as well as the ‘hospitals located in the «ity 
of ashington, Th 20 general hospitals, capable of holding over 


supplying of these large establishments and the army in the field 
was faithfully maintained for over a yearand until the close of the war. =)a- 
ene amen in the city were kept filled with medical lies of every de- 
scription for immediate use, and a large force yed for promp 
distribution of the same. Disbursed when on this duty over $4,000,000 with- 
out loss to the Government and to the-sa of the accounting officcrs. 
For these services when surgeon and : , without solicitation on his 
part, and on the recommendation of General Grant. then Commanding (ien- 
eral of the Army, aswell as of 5 Barnes, was appoint d by 
President Johnson assistant purveyor with the rank of lieutenant- 
other medical officers were similarly 

oneofthenumber. This ollice 
by receiving the appoint: ut 


ember of retiring board convened ‘in consequence of a reduction of th: 


nder 


nter 


We 


Served as medical director of the division of the Pacific at San Francis, 


edical officers selected from the Army, Navy, «01 
ice, by direction of President re @ proper 


tine station at San Fran : 
session ‘that all medical officers of tho 
es.on the Army Register accor’ 
any for the position 
Ww. lior surgeon was, under t) 
_ and which was vacantatthattime. If Dr.Sutherlan! 
and y a colonel) 


thereto. ” vacancy was 
6 senior lieutenant-colonel of the corps, and 
the provisions of the law, placed the offiee at the foot 


Speed UT! At sri 


the list, 
it 








1896. 


nen nnn nn nnn n nner rere r nner nner e cere r cece nncnn nnn nn ee ee 


in the campaign and siege of Vicksburg, and colonel for diligent discharge 
war. 

— a Surgeon-General, with rank of brigadier-general, in 1890 

(being then the ranking officer of his corps); served in that capacity until 

his retirement for age. ; 

[extract from indorsement by General Grant, when Commanding General 


of the Army, to President Johnson, January 7. 1866, recommending Surgeon | 


Sutherland for the appointment of assistant medical purveyor with the 

rank of lieatenant-colonel, for services rendered during the war. 

‘As to Dr. Sutherland, I know of my own knowledge that he has performed 
satisfactorily about the most important and responsible duties in the field 
and out of it that it has been possible for any officer of his corps to render 


during the rebellion. U.S. GRANT, General. 


[Extract of letter from Surg. Gen. J. K. Barnes, U.S. A., to Senator E. Cowen, 
— of Pennsylvania. } 


WASHINGTON, D. C., January, 1866. 
* * * % # * 


+ 

During the war Colonel Sutherland disbursed millions of money; was med- 
ical purveyor in the field to the great Army of the Southwest, and subse- 
quently had charge of the great depot of the Army of the Potomac. _ 

His qualifications are eminent, and his character, both public and private, 

hable. 

wie pas eorved as surgeon, inspector, purveyor, and medical director. His 
duties have been of the most extensive character, as well as of vast responsi- 


bility. e e ° e 6 - 4 


J. K. BARNES, 
Surgeon-General, VU. S. A. 
{Letter of Surg. Madison Mills, afterwards medical inspector general, United 
States Army, on file in Surgeon-General’s Office. | 
Sr. Loutrs, Mo., March 8, 1886. 

Surg. Charles Sutherland was my principal assistant during the entire 
campaign—Vicksburg—and was constantly under fire in the discharge of his 
duties in the field, superintending the removal of the wounded as fast as they 
fell—— 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire how 
much time is being consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not know; and the reading 
can not be interrupted for such an inquiry as that. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parlamentary inquiry. Have not the ten 
minutes been exhausted on this bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time has not been consumed. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will proceed with the reading of 
the report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


I beg leave to recommend him fora brevet of lieutenant-colonel, todate from 
the 16th , 1868, the battle of Champion Hill, when he wascight hours under 
fire in the harge of his duties. I would alsorecommend him for the brevet 
of colonel, to date the 4th of July, 1863, the surrender of Vicksburg. 


MADISON MILLS, 
Surgeon, U. S. A., Medical Director, Army of the Tennessee. 
SurRGEON-GENERAL UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C. 


[From General Sherman. | 


Sa. Louts, Mo., June £7, 188 
Dear SUTHERLAND: I have received your letter of thé 4 instant, and 
assure you of my hearty sympathy in your claim to the vacancy soon to oc- 
cur in office of Surgeon-General by reason of the retirement of my good 
old friend Dr. Murray. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. Time 
for debate m this bill has expired. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I wish to offer an amend- 
ment. I move to strike out the words “seventy-five” and insert 
the word “fifty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

MRS. WILLIAM LORING SPENCER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4020) granting a sion to Mrs. William Loring Spencer, as 
widow of George ty 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to upon the pension roll the name of Mrs. William Loring 
as of George E. Spencer, late of —-——-, and pay to her a pen- 

of $100 per month, in lieu of the pension which she now receives. 


Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to substitute the Senate bill for the bill just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
STEWART] asks consent that the Senate bill for the same purpose 
be substituted for the House bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the Senate bill be read. 

A BER. What is the request? 

The CHAIRMAN. The House bill has been read, and consent 
has been asked by the gentleman from New Jersey to substitute 
the Senate bill. 

Mr. HULL. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. The question is on the 
amendment recommended by the committee. 

amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 





Was agreed to, as follows: 
Strike out, in lines 6, 7, and 8, the words “of, and pay to hera pension of 
glo per in lieu of the pension which she now receives,” and imsert 


Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $30 per month, 
in lieu of the pension which she now ves.” 
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Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
speak upon this bill. No more meritorious pension case has ever 
come before this House. Mrs. Spencer now, in her old age, is in 
absolute destitution in the city of San Francisco, attempting to 
get employment as a typewriter, or in other fields where she has 
the capacity to serve. Her right hand is partially paralyzed. 
General Spencer served his country in the State and in the field, and 
for gallant and meritorious conduct on the field of battle he was 
brevetted as major-general. He raised the first white r giment of 
Union troops from the State of Alabama. These circumstances 
should appeal to this House when his widow, in her age and her pov- 
erty, asks for this insignificant pension, and I submit that the Senate 
bill should be substituted and passed without a dissentient voi 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to object to anything 
in the pension line, but I know something about this case, and it 
seems to me that my friend from New Jersey is entirely mistaken 
when he pleads the old age of this lady. She is about 40 vears of 
age, and two years ago she was the personification of good health. 
She married Mr. Spencer while he was in the United States Senate, 
and there is no more reason for giving her a high per 
there is for giving such a pension to the widow of e 


ision than 

; very United 

States Senator. They were married fifteen or twenty years after 
; ; a aoe . 

the war, and while I am willing to let this bill go at $80 a month, 

as recommended by the House committee, Iam not willing tg sit 
here and see the Senate bill pass. 

Mr. HULICK. What is she now receiving? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Eight dollars a month—the 
widow of a United States Senator and a distinguished soldier. pro 
moted for gallantry on the field of battle. She is now paralyzed —— 

Mr. HULL. When did she become paralyzed? 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. She can not use the typewriter. 

Mr. HULL. I do not think she ever knew how to use it. She 
was an actress when she married Senator Spencer. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I have rec: 
letters from her. 

Mr.HULL. That may be, but it does not follow that she wrote 
them herself. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I do not suppose the gentle- 
man imputes untruth or want of veracity to this lady? 

Mr. HULL. Iam not so certain about that. I want to say to 
this committee that Spencer received his first commission as colo- 
nel of an Alabam:; regiment. Henever served inany other capac 
ity than as a hotei keeper until he was commissioned colonel of 
that regiment. “Je was married to this lady long after the war. 
and as to the plea of age, she “an not be more than 40 years old. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. I ask for the reading of the 
Senate report, which will show the record of this distinguished 
soldier. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from New Jersey. 

The Clerk read the Senate report in part, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was recommitted the 
granting a pension to William Loring Spencer, have carefully 1 
same and beg leave to report as follows 

Your comrnittee are of opinion that the bili should be amended by striking 
out the word “ fifty,” in line 8, and substituting therefor the word ‘ 
five,” and that as thus amended the bil] should pass 

The facts in this case were snbetantially embodied in the committee's 
former reports, made to the Pifty-third and the present Congress, it appear 
ing that the claimant is the widow of Gen. Gk ge FE. Spencer, late colonel 
First Regiment Alabama Cuvalry, and for twelve years a Senator of the 
United States. Inquiry reveals the fact that applicant was christened * Wil- 
liam,”’ so that the name is correet as printed in the bill 


ived typewritten 


lt can be read ia the time of the gentleman 


bill (S. 1699 


xamined the 


seventy 


The following letter 
from Mrs. Spencer willexplain the grounds upon which she asks for increased 
pension and it also sets forth her necessities: 


“AusTIN, Ngev., February 2, 189%. 

‘*My Dear Str: This, I trust, will be presented to you by one whose name 
and influence will incline you to kindmess; for while I beiieve 1 am asking 
Only justice, yet justice is cold without mercy. 

“My husband, George E. Spencer, was a brave and gallant soldier. His 
record you will find sutisfactory, and Lhave asked that the letters of Sher 
man. Dodge, and Kilpatrick regarding his services be sent you. Unfortu 
nately for me, I did not know Generali Spencer until the war was over for 
sometime. But when I did know him [ found him a sufferer from two mala 








dies, one malaria, contracted during the fatigues of different campaigns, the 
other rheumatism, associated with a wound in his leg, which, as years went 
on, increased, there coming with it an added discoloration of the bone near 
the wound. 

**Fasked him why. like other men, he did not havea pension. He answered 


what he bad done for his country had been done with all his heart, and he 
would doit over again and never ask fora money reward. He was cast ina 
heroic , and I felt the nobility of his thought too much to press the mat- 
ter further. As he became more ill, | changed my thought, and said that for 
his child’s sake he should apply fora pension, and he promised he would when 
he was better; but be died. His widow and his young son are left penniless, 
and the world is hard for a woman, and an ill woman, to make a way to sup- 
port herself and educate her child. 

“It isin this position Icome to you. I ask of the country for which my 
husband fought and suffered the pension of $7> a month. This much | ask, 
for with strict economy I can with it educate my son and support us both 
until L. in some measure, regain my strength. I would not have more, for 
nothing but poverty, absolute poverty, could make me a pensioner, even of 
the Government. I do not ask less, for with less I do not believe nry purpose 
could be accomplished. Senator PALMER, I leave my case m your bands. 

“Very respectfully, yours, 
“Mra. GEORGE C. SPENCER. 
“W. LORING SPENCER. 
“Hon. Senator PALMER.” 
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Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, I rise toa parliamentary inquiry. 
What is the present status of this question? Has the committee 
amended the House bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment to the House bill, recom- 
mended by the Committee on Invalid Pensions, has been adopted, 
and the question is upon laying the bill aside to be reported to 
the House with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. GROW. The amendment fixes the pension at what rate? 

The a . The amendment fixes the pension at $30 

r month. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the remainder of the report be printed in the REcorD. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I object. 

Mr.PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Hut] will withdraw his objection and will let the 
Senate bill be taken up, that the House may take such action upon 
it as it desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on this bill is exhausted except three 
minutes controlled 7 the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HuLu]. 

Mr. HULL. I wil ay say, Mr, Chairman, that I shall not 
withdraw my objection, for the reason that if we take up the 
Senate bill and amend it it will go back to the Senate, and the next 
thing we know this pension will be $75 a month. Iam willing 
that this lady shall have $30 a month, and I think that if we pass 
the House bill at that figure we shall be able to keep it at that 


re. 
aur. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman—— 
A MemsBer. The time is up. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. I believe, Mr. Chairman, I can be recognized 
in my own time. 
The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted upon this bill except 
two minutes remaining to the gentleman from Iowa. 
Mr. FAIRCHILD. DolI understand that the gentleman from 
Iowa controls the whole of the time on this bill? 
The CHATRMAN. The time in opposition to the bill. 


Mr. HULL. Iam perfectly willing that a vote shall be taken 


now. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend _ House bill so as to make the amount $50 instead of $30 
a month. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amount has been already passed upon 
by the committee. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I move to reconsider the vote by which the 
amendiment was adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN. A motion to reconsider is not in order in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


JAMES LOYD YOUNG, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
858) granting a pension toJames Loyd Young, of Company A, Sixth 
Regiment Kentucky Volunteers. 

e bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to —_ a pension to James Loyd Young, late of Com- 
pany A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, for injury to right hip, in 
addition to the pension by him now received. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 


Add at the end of the bill the following: 
“So that he shall receive $17 per month, in lieu of the pension now received.” 


Mr. DALZELL. Let us have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
358) creneng a —— toJames Loyd Young, late of Company A, Sixth Ken- 
tucky Infantry Volunteers, having examined all the facts and circumstances 
in evidence, submit the following rogers: 

James Loyd Young enlisted July 21, 1861, and was disch to date July 
22, 1862. He claimed pension for rheumatism and rosnng of heart; 
and also for an injury of right hip incurred at the battle of Pittsburg Land- 
ing, Tenn., April Thee, by being struck with a piece of timber from Shiloh 
church. His claim was admit for rheumatism and resulting heart disease. 
and he was pensioned at $4 from July 23, 1862; at $8 from August 11, 1886, an 
at $12 from May 7, 1890; but the claim for injury to hip was rejected after 
special examination on the ground of no record and no satisfactory proof of 
incurrence of injury to right hip in service. 

he record in the War paerwmees shows he was admitted on h tal 
steamer Silver Moon at Pittsburg Landing, Tenn., May 16, 1862, with rheu- 
matism, and to No. 1 General Hospital, Louisville, Ky., y 1882, with 
rheumatism, and remained there until July 22, 1862, when he was furloughed 
to await d service. He returned tothe h ital in A 
but what d tion was made of him is not stated, and he was 
by the War Department in 1878, to date July 22, 1862. 

Newton Hicks, a comrade of good asgateeee. testifies that he saw some 
in a wagon, injured, just after the battle of Pittsburg Landing and he sai 
the injury was in the side, and he heard members of company say he was 

ured near Shiloh church. 
ohn Coffey testifies that he saw Young struck with a piece of oe, 
ber near Shiloh church, and he fell forward on his face and was 1} re 
with the piece of timber on him when ant saw him. The special ex- 
aminer was unable to locate or cross-examine this witness, but the adjutant- 
eral reports him present with the company atthat time. His reputation 

repo variable, from “ good "’ to “unreliable.” 

James G. Lindsay, whose reputation is , testifies that when Young re- 
turned from the Army, in 1862, he was crippled and disabled so that he was 
obliged to walk with a cane. 

Mrs. A. D. testifies substantiall; to the same. 


’ 


The board of examining surgeons at Covington, Ky., whic : 
May 7, 1890, rate him ten-cighteenthe for rheumatiem ana eee’ ; ~ 
heart, and eight-eighteenths for injury to hip. ta! 

Your committee believe that the injury tohip was incurred as alleged. 9, 
recommend that the bill do pass, granting him a pension at $17 a mon), a 
lieu of the pension he is now receiving, and that the bill be amended jy.) 
ing after the word “received,” in line 7, the words “so that he shall raj, 
$17 per month in lieu of the pension now received.” ie 


Mr. PICKLER. TheSenate has passed a bill granting the « 


amount of pension, $17 a month, as this House bill. om 


I ask unani- 


mous consent that the Senate bill be substituted for the House {)jj| 
There was no objection. . 
The Senate bill was read, as follows: 


A bill (8. 2175) granting a pension to James Lo 
Sixth Weoiment Kentucky 


d Young, late of Company 4 
olunteers. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is here}y 
authorized and directed to grant a pension to James Loyd Young. |ato }} 
Company A, Sixth Regiment Kentucky Volunteers, for injury to right hip 
in addition to the pension by him now received, so that he shall receiv. «|; 
per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. a 

There being no objection, the Senate bill was laid aside to be 
ayes favorably to the House. _ 

e CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the House bill will pe 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it be laid on 
the table. 

There was no objection. 

SILAS S. WHITE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R, 
4547) granting a pension to Silas 8. White. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and instructed to place the name of Silas 8. White, late a private 
in Company G, Seventy-seventh Regiment New York Infantry Volunteers 
(and also a soldier in the Seminole Indian war in Florida), on the pension roll 
S Sosste of $50 per month, the same to bein lieu of the pension now received 

y é 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

In line 8 strike out ‘fifty’ and insert “thirty; so as to make the amount 
of the pension $30 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House, 

HARRIET C. GREGG, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R, 
2006) to increase the pension of Harriet C. Gregg, widow of Col. 
John Irvin Gregg, from $30 to $50 per month, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Harriet C. G widow of John 
Irvin Gregg, late colonel of the Eighth Regiment of United States Cavalry, 
be, and the same is hereby, increased from $30 per month to $50 per month, 
and the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed 
to place her name on the pension roll at the rate of $50 per month, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report read. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask that in reading the report the military 
record of the soldier be omitted and that the report oe. which 
= prepared by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Exp n}, 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read that portion of the re 
port called for by the gentleman from South ota. 
The Clerk as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2006) granting a widow’s pension to Harriet C. Gregg, submit the following 


report; 

rs. Harriet C. G , the claimant in this case, is the widow of Gen. John 
Irvin Gregg, who died on the 6th day of January, 1892. The widow has had 
a pension nted to her at the rate of per month, her case having been 
made special by the following order filed in the Pension Office: * Mrs. Gregg 
is in destitute circumstances. The Commissioner directs that in view of this 
fact the proper calls be made in the case and action had thereon without 


elay. 

The following is the entire record of the military service of General Gregg: 
* + * * * * * 

The said Mrs. G the w 


and also that of two of her 
port and has no property w 


. ~ Ste gompeatiiee her own affidavit 
bors, showing no means of sup- 

si ver, and her dependence rests entirely on a 
pension. 

General Gregg’s | service, em not only the Mexican war and 
war of the rebe on. bat also on anes plains during frontier tr: vables 
with the Indians, ought to give the lication of this widow for this increase 
of pension special consideration, and the committee therefore recommend 
the passage of the bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
MARTHA LINDSAY. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
126) for the relief of Martha Lindsay. 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enac etc., That the Secre of the Interior and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the limita- 
tions and provisions of the act of approved June 27, 1890, the name 
of Martha meme widow of William Lindsay, late of Company F’, Second 
Regiment Pennsy Volunteers. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 
sda Teh eter care Sian et Ores copreeet Some = 


Mr. PICKLER. I ask that the report in this case be inserted 
in the RecorD without reading. 








1896. 





Mr. LOUD. I object. If we have,not time to hear a report 
read, I object to its insertion in the Recorp. 
The report (by Mr. ErpMAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions have considered the bill (H. R. 126) to 
pension Martha Lindsay, and submit the following report: 

The petitioner is the widow of William Lindsay, who served in Company 
F. Second Pennsylvania Reserve Corps, from February 12, 1864, to March 2%, 
1864, when he was accidentally killed in camp by the explosion of an old shell 
which he was handling. = . } 

It is duly shown by evidence on file in the Pension Bureau that the widow 
is 74 years of age and has no property or other source of income. She was 
married to the soldier January 2), 1853, and had four children at the date of 
his death, Her claim, filed June 20, 1864, was rejected on the ground that 
soldier's death was not incurred in line of duty. She can not be pensioned 
under the act of June 27, 1890, because he did not serve ninety days. 

Two witnesses testify that she has not remarried since the soldier's death. 

The ground of rejection of the claim under the old lawis purely technical. 
There is nothing to show the circumstances of his death, except the state- 
menton records of War Department, as quoted above. It wasclearly through 
no conscious fault of his own that he met his death. Hisconduct may have 
been imprudent, but it was not even, strictly speaking, “ contributory negli- 

ence.” 

6 Your committee recommend that the bill do pass, after being amended by 
striking out the words ‘act of Congress approved June 27, 1590,” in lines 5 
and 6, and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ general pension laws.’ The 
effect of this change will be to give her $12 per month instead of $8, as would 
be the rate in the present form of the bill. 

Asimilar bill for this woman was favorably reported by this committee in 
the Fifty-third Congress, and the above is the language used in their report. 
The bill died on the Calendar of that Congress. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
EMILY B. MUNCEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 705) 
granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls the name of Emily B. 
Muncey, Topeka, Kans , widow of Leonard B. Muncey. late private inG@ Com 
pany of the Forty-eighth Regiment of Dlinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension of $12 per month. 


Mr. LACEY. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the following report (by Mr. BAKER 
of Kansas): 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 705) 
granting a pension to Emily B. Muncey, have carefully considered the mat 
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ter in evidence, and they hereby adopt the following from the Senate report | 


in this case and make it their own: 

“The evidence fully shows that Leonard D. Muncey enlisted as a private in 
Company G of the Forty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteers, on the Ist day 
of September, 1861, and was honorably discharged on the 3ist day of August, 
1 ko expiration of his term of service. 

“Jobn 
Il, some time in November, 1861, and that he. said soldier, was moved to 
Cairo, Ill., and there took a relapse and was left either at Cairo or Mound 
City, not bein able to follow the regiment on foot.’ 

“Dav 
pany D, Forty-eighth Regiment [Illinois Volunteers, and knows ot his own 

rsonal knowledge that said Muncey had the measles while they were at 

Yamp Butler, Illinois, and was sent to the hospital, which was so crowded 
that he was sent out in camp too soon and caught a severe cold and hada 
very severe cough, so that he was not able todo hard duty, and he was de- 
tailed to do light work in the quartermaster’s department. There was such 
a rush of patients, principally with measles, that they would send them out 
from the hospital as soon as possible to make room for others.’ 

“ Peter Cotton testifies that ‘he served in the same company and regiment 
as the soldier, and was with him when he contracted the measles at Camp 


Butler, in November, 1861; that he himself contracted the measles from said | 


soldier; knows that said soldier was Slachosged too soon from hospital, and 
that he contracted cold which settled on his lungs, and that he was assigned 
to duty in the quartermaster'’s department on account of his not being fit for 


duty. 

6 Ezekiel Bass testifies that ‘he was personally acquainted with Leonard D. 
Muncey, and served in the same company and regiment with him, and re- 
mem wrestling and scuffling with him before he took the measles and 
knew him to be stout and robust. We were in the hospital together at Camp 
Butler, [linois, and to the best of my recollection said Muncey was in a ouunt 
of about 15 of us, all sick with measles, and were moved sometime in Novem- 
ber, 1861, from Camp Butler, Illinois, to Cairo, [ll., through a snowstorm, and 
most of us took relapse, and, as best I remember, said Muncey was with me 
in hospital in Cairo, Til, and I well remember of looking out the window 
and our regiment—the pentg af hth [linois —es—paes along the 
street, on what was called the Kentucky scout. The last time I re- 
member of seeing said Muncey was somewhere in Tennessee, and he was then 
v and , scarcely able to walk.’ 

= records of the War Department show that said Muncey was treated 
in hospital from November 9 to 23, 1861, and returned to duty in hiscompany 
and tt December 11, 1861. , 

“J. A. Muncey testifies that ‘he was personally acquainted with Leonard 
D. Muncey previous to his enlistment in the Army, and that he was a man of 
robust th and physical condition; that he has known him since 
his discharge from the Army, and knows from personal knowledge that his 
health and physical condition were entirely changed, and that he wassuffer- 
ing from a severe trouble, attended withacough.’ 

“John W. Ingersoll, late lieutenant Company G and lieutenant-colonel 
Forty at Regiment Illinois Volunteers, testifies that ‘he was acquainted 
with L. D. Muncey, and knows that the said L. D. Muncey is the identical 
person who enlisted as a private in Company D, Forty-eighth Regiment IIli- 
nois Seepenere, endl wae discharged by reason of expiration of term of serv- 
ice. That said D. Muncey, while in line of his duty at or near Camp 
Butler, in the State of Illinois, did, on or about the 9th day of November, 
1861, become disabled in the following manner, viz: Was taken with measles 

Butler, Ifinois, and for want of proper care took cold, which settled 

The regiment received marching orders, went to Cairo, II1., 

not have at the proper time sufficient quarters to protect the 
the inclement weather, and Muncey, having first left hospital, was 
eae weather, took cold, and his lungs became affected, 

left him with a hacking cough up to the time of his leaving the regi- 


Iman testifies that ‘said soldier had the measles at Camp Butler, | 


testifies that ‘he served with Leonard D. Muncey in Com- | 


| 
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ment. He further states that said Muncey frequently complained of lung 
trouble, and did not reenlist in consequence thereof. He further states that 
his knowledge of the foregoing is from being with him—served in the same 
company, enlisted at the same time; that he has no interest in the claim.’ 

“W. H. Murray, who was lieutenant of said Leonard D. Muncey's company 
and regiment, testifies that ‘said soldier was a man of sober and tv mperate 
habits, and when he enlisted was in gocd health and strength, and that said 
soldier was ruptured in the abdomen from overstrain or exertion in tearing 
up and destroying the railroad track at Jackson, Miss., on or about the 17th 
day of January, 1863, sothat soldier had to be placed in hospital, and after- 
wards detailed as a clerk in the quartermaster's department on account of 
his disability for military duty.’ 

‘Said soldier testified that ‘he was examined by a United States surgeon 
when he enlisted; that he was stripped and particularly examined by said 
surgeon as to rupture by his pressing his finger firmly in the region of the 
groin, and was pronounced by said surgeon a sound and healthy man. and 
accordingly was mustered in the service.’ ; 

‘Several witnesses testify that they knew said soldier ever since the time 
he left the Army, and that he had a hacking cough and had lung trouble. 
which he said he had contracted while in the Army, and that he had never 
been entirely well since he left. the Army. Said soldier died April 13, 1889 
The credibility of the witnesses is fully established 

“Emily B. Muncey, the widow of said soldier,is a very worthy woman, 
but in poor circumstances. She made application to the Pension Office for a 
pension as the widow of said soldier, but being unab!e to furnish all the evi 
dence required by the Pension Bureau to show that the soldier had not be- 
fore he entered the service contracted the disease of which he died. her claim 
was rejected. 

“ Having carefully considered all the evidence in the case, your « 
recommend the passage of the bill.” . 


Samay the reading of the report was concluded the hammer 
fell. } 

Mr. LACEY. Iask unanimous consent for the reading of the 
residue of the report. 

Mr. PICKLER. I object. 

Mr. DALZELL. I ask that the remainder of the report be read 
in my time. 

Mr. PICKLER. All these reports are printed in the Recorp 
over in the Senate; and at any rate they are just as much a part 
of the records of the House, whether they are in the Conares- 
SIONAL RECORD or not. 

Mr. LACEY. But how can we tell what they are unless we 
hear them read? 

Mr. PICKLER. Many gentlemen do not listen to them. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] has been recognized, and asks that the remainder of 
the report be read in his time. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

THOMAS BREWER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8857) granting a pension to Thomas Brewer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
ar thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of .the pension laws, the name of Thomas Brewer, 
Companies I and F, Thirty-first Regiment Enlisted Missouri Militia 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

In lines 4 and 5, strike out the words ‘‘ subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws,” and at the end of the billadd 
‘at the rate of $12 per month.” 

The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
3857) granting pension to Thomas Brewer, late private Companies | and F, 
Thirty-first Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, respectfully submit the fol 
lowing: 

His discharge certificate shows that Thomas Brewer enlisted August 10, 1862, 
and was discharged December 8, 1862; but he alleges he was enlisted June 1, 
1861, and discharged May 8, 1863. 

He filed claim for pension under general law November 12, 1889, for vari 
cocele of left testicle, incurred at or near St. Joseph, Mo., October 21, 1862, 
caused by being thrown upon the pommel of his saddle 

This claim was rejected April 15, Y500, on the ground that the organization to 
which claimant belonged was not shown to have been in the military service 
of the United States, and no title to pension under general laws " 

He filed claim under act June 27, 1890, on October 25, 1890, alleging “ 
varicocele, diseas. of kidneys, and hernia.” 

The proof on file in his claim shows that his horse fell with him while ona 
march, throwing him on pommel of saddle, and mashed his left testicle and 
unfitted him for further service 

The testimony of physicians and neighbors shows that he has been unfit for 
manual labor since he came home from the Army, the physicians certifying 
that the injury to testicle caused hypochondria, fits, sensory illusions, and a 
—- diseases entirely disqualifying him for the performance of manual 
abor. 

He wasexamined by the board of examining surgeonsat Albany, Mo., March 
25, 1891, which rated him at eight-eighteenths for hernia, two-eighteenths for 
varicocele, two-eighteenths for epilepsy, and four-cighteenths for heart dis- 
ease. 

In view of the facts and circumstances in evidence in this case, your com- 
mittee earnestly favor the passage of this bill when amended to strike out, 
in lines 4 and 5, the words “subject to the provisions and limitations of the 
pension laws,” and add, after the word * Militia,’’ in line 7, the words “at the 
rate of $12 per month.” 


Mr. CROWTHER. The question, as I understand, is now upon 
the amendment of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report that amendment, if 
the gentleman desires. 

The amendment of the committee was again read. 

Mr.OWENS. As I understand from the reading of the report, 
= man was not in the military service of the United States at 
all. 





omunittee 


late of 
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Mr. CROWTHER. Hewasin the military service of the United 
States, but the organization to which he belonged was not prop- 
erly mustered into the service. 

Mr. OWENS. As I understand, he was simply willing to be in 
the service, but did not get in. 

Mr. CROWTHER. ‘The statement of the report is that he did 
serve in that branch of the Army. 

Mr. OWENS. What branch? 

Mr. CROWTHER. The cavalry branch. 

Mr. OWENS. But the report states that the Department re- 
fused to place him on the roll because he was not in the service of 
the United States. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Because he was not properly mustered into 
the service. That organization was not mustered into the service 
by the proper moustering officer. 

Mr. OWENS. Then he was not in the service. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Certainly he was in. 

Mr. OWENS. As I understand, the report states that he was 
willing to enter the service; was loafing about ready to go in, but 
he did not in fact go in. 

Mr. CROWTHER. That may be the gentleman's idea of the 
record of this soldier. 

Mr. OWENS. The — says that he was not in. 

Mr. CROWTHER. He was not technically in the service—— 

Mr. OWENS. I was quite sure I caught the reading correctly. 

Mr. CROWTHER. According to the records of the War De- 
partment, he was not in the service. 

Mr. OWENS. Then where do you get your information, except 
from the records of the War Department? 

Mr. CROWTHER. The records of the military organization to 
which he belonged. 

Mr. OWENS. But he was not in the military service of the 
United States. 

Mr. BRODERICK. If the gentleman from Missouri will allow 
me I would like to ask a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky is entitled 
to the floor. 

Mr. OWENS. I do not care about objecting to this thing. I 
only wanted to understand the status of it; to find out exactly 
what we are going to do. I have down in my country a large 
number of such people, and have had a great many inquiries. 
They are anxious to get on the rolls, but I have hesitated to ask 
Congress to put them there. If, however, you are going to adopt 
that principle, I will have to take up their cases. I merely want 
to understand the status of the thing. 

Mr. CROWTHER. We have no men from Missouri who are 
anxious to get on the rolls, unless they are entitled to it. 

Mr. OWENS. You seem to be trying to get one on now. Ido 
not know where he is from, but I suppose from Missouri. 

Mr. CROWTHER. But you see he was performing service for 
the country. 

Mr. OWENS. But outside of the service of the United States. 

Mr. PICKLER. If the gentleman will permit me, thisman was 

ractically, although not technically, in the military service of the 
nited States. He performed military duties under the command 
of United States officers. 

It is not a new case, I will state to the gentleman. Pensions of 
this kind have been granted heretofore. I have no doubt that he 
would have been pensionable under the act of 1874—— 

Mr. OWENS. But he was not in the service at all. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, yes; this is simply an exceptional case. 
He performed military service, and such pensions have been 
granted heretofore. 

Mr. OWENS. When was he in the service; during the war, or 
afterwards? 

Mr. PICKLER. During the war, of course. Our committee 
does not have jurisdiction except of cases arising out of the late 


war. 

Mr. OWENS. He came in contact with a saddle, I believe, and 
was hurt? 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, he got hurt. 

Mr. OWENS. Well, I merely wanted to understand the merits 
of the case. 

Mr. PICKLER. Does the gentleman think there is no danger 
in a saddle? 

Mr. OWENS. I do not know; I wanted to find out. 

Mr. BRODERICK. If the gentleman will allow me, I would 
like to ask the gentleman from Missouri this question: If it is not 
true that some of these militia organizations in his State and mine 
were called out by the governors of the State about the time of 
the Price raid, and that after they got into the field they went 
into the regular service; that is, they were under the command of 
United States officers, and were engaged in some of the battles, 
during the war. along the border? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Thatistrue. There were several such regi- 
ments from my own State, and 1 know in certain instances the 
men were not mustered into the United States service, but they 


performed military duty under United States officers. This -. 
is one where the performance of duty was in 1862. 7 

Mr. BRODERICK. And these regiments called out in that. 
for State service served under United States officers and pert 
duty in the United States service under the command of ar) 
cers? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes; and perhaps saved the States from « 
out of the Union. 

I ask a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CROWTHER. There is a typographical error in t} 
enth line of the bill, which should be amended. I move + 
= the word “enlisted,” in that line, and insert “‘ enrolled” 
of it. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the 11 
with favorable recommendation. 


CYRUS THOMAS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bil! 
4910) granting a pension to Cyrus Thomas, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is } 
authorized and directed to pay to Cyrus Thomas a pension at the r 
yer month from and after the passage of this act, in lieu of the pensi. 
= now receives, and sv.bject to the limitations and provisions of the , 
aws. 


Mr. MILNES. I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bi!! 
4910) granting a pension to Cyrus Thomas, submit the following rep 

Cyrus Thomas enlisted August 7, 1862, and served as sergeant and second 
lieutenant in Eleventh Vermont Infantry and Battery B, First Vernon: 
Heavy Artillery, until June 24, 1865. He was promoted to first lientenan: 
meritorious conduct, but seems not to have nm mustered, being al)s 
aceount of wounds received in battle. His discharge and record is hon 

He was twice wounded in battle. At Cedar Creek, Virginia, he received a 
slight scalp wound. At Petersburg he was wounded in left leg by piece of 
shell. For this last wound he is now receiving a pension of $11.25 per mont 

It conclusively appears that claimant, while in service and in |i: 
duty at Monocacy, Va., on July 31, 1864, received a sunstroke. This «))). 
from the affidavits of his captain and two comrades. He is now in | 
health, partially paralyzed, subject to dizziness, and totally unfit for p! 
labor. is trouble in the head causes forgetfulness to such an ext ‘ 
he is totally unfit for mental labor, and he has been obliged, on account. 
such disabilities, to abandon his profession, that of a minister of the |sajtist 
Church. He is 60 years of age, and r a nurse or attendant from one- 
third to one-half of the time. He has little power over his muscles and can 


not dress himself alone. 
by the committee is voluminous. Besides the state- 


H.R. 


n. 


The evidence examined 
ment of claimant, the evidence on file in the Pension Office, there are 4)) aiti- 
davits, which have been carefully considered. The committee believe +! 
the condition of the claimant is from disabilities of service origin. |! 
tain, on account of la of time and lack of memoranda, can only sta'e tho 
fact of the sunstroke. Neither he nor the comrades can state the e!iect of 
this injury or how it affected him, although both state the fact, and «1 
the time wet the claimant's head. Claimant was soon after wounded and 
went to hospital, which reasonably accounts for this lack of evidence, w hiv), 
if it could be obtained, would secure him an increase through the Pension 
Office. As it is, he is without remedy the 

Claimant is Me , 
week which daughter earns. 
under his present condition. 


at 


re. 
His only income is $11.25 pr month pension and $3 per 
y 


It is entirely insufficient for his support 


7 ae een - of the bill with = amendment 
triking out the word “ seventy-five ” inserting “ fifty’; also insert afte 
the wank “ Thomas,” in line + the words “ late second lisatenant Bat: 
First Vermont Heavy 
mont Infantry." 

The amendments recommended b 

The bill as amended was laid asi 
with a favorable recommendation. 

ELIZABETH E, DONAHOE, 

The next business on the oe Meer sara was the bill (S. 746) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth nahoe. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on_the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the the name of Elizabeth E. Donahoo, 


nsion law: 
widow of the late Col. Mic’ T. . of the Tenth New Hampsiiire 
Volunteer Infantry and brevet 


of volunteers, at the rate 
of $30 per month. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read in that case. 
The report (by Mr. SuLLOWAyY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.7!5) 
granting a to Elizabeth E. Donohoe, adopt as their own the Sento 


report, as . 

oMira. Donohoe is the widow of Col. Michael T. Donohoe, of the Tenth New 
Ham re Volunteer Infantry, and brevet brigadier-general of voluntee's. 
The following certificate from the adjutant-general of New Hampshire gives 
the military record of the soldier 


Tr 
ry B, 
, and sergeant Company B, Eleventh Ver- 


the committee were agreed to. 
to be reported to the House 


“Te STate or New HAMPSHIRE, 
“ADJUTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE, _ 
, November 26, 1895. 
ae the following is a correct abstract from the official recor(s 


of this o! : 
“* Michael T. Donohoe, born Lowell, Mass.; age, 23; residence, Manchester, 
N. H.; enlisted August 1, 1861, as vate in pany C, Third Regiment 
New Hampshire Volunteers; appo nted captain Saas 22, 1861; mustered 
into service as captain August 23, 1861; discharged July 31, 1862, to accept 
prom stion: appointed colonel Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers 
August 6, 1863; mustered as colonel September 5, 1862; wounded September 











64, Fort m, Va.; mustered out June 21, 1865, brevet brigadier- 
oe United States Volunteers, for gallant conduct in the field, to date 
“A. D. AYLING, 


C= March 13, 1800, 
“ Adjutant-Genéral State of New Hampshire. 


of 2. and almost at the beginning of the war, Mr. Donohoe 
raised a full company for the Third New Hampshire Regiment, which he 
served with and commanded until promoted to the colonelcy of the Tenth 
Regiment from that State. He commanded a brigade at the close of the 
He was severely wounded at the battle of Fort Harrison, Va., in Sep- 


“At the 


Somber, 1964, being confined in hospital at Hampton and Fortress Monroe for 
many weeks. In consequence of this wound Colonel Donohoe could have 


been placed on the nsion roll at the close of the war, but he preferred not 
to accept aid from the Government while he was able to take care of himself 
and family. Had he accepted a pension he would have doubtless drawn from 
the Treasury more money than will be paid to his widow during her natural 
life under the provisions of this bill. 

“General Donohoe was a brave, loyal, true Irish-American soldier and an 
upright, honored citizen. He was twice named by the Democratic party of 
New Hampshire as their eandidate for railroad commissioner (in those days 
the second name on the ticket), and was twice honored in Massachusetts as 
the party candidate for secretary of state. During the three years 1801, 1802, 
and 18% he served as aid-de-camp on the personal staff of Governor Russell, of 
Massachusetts. During the later years of his life he served as secretary to 
the department of public institutions of Boston, and a few months previous 
to his death he was promoted to the superintendency of the Reformatory for 
Boys at Rainsford Island, Boston Harbor. 

“General ramets = the > day f May, er hemorrhage, 

ring no property w ver. 1is not being a disease of service origin, 
a ow is a fo receiving the pension of $30 per month, the grade 
of a colonel, under the general law. Her only means of relief is either by 
special act or by securing a pension of $3 per month under the act of June 27, 
500. 
Orie view of the fact that General Donohoe served with distinction for 
almost four years; that he declined to apply for pension in consequence of a 
severe wound, and the destitute condition of his widow, your committee 
recommend favorable action on the bill after it has been amended by substi 
tuting ‘Donohoe’ for ‘ Donahoe’ in lines 6 and 7 and also in the title of the 
pill.” 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out “fifty” and 
insert “thirty”; so that it will read ‘thirty dollars a month” in- 
stead of fifty. 

I have but just a word or two to say about the amendment. If 
this soldier had actually been killed in the service of the United 
States his widow could not have received a pension of over $30 a 
month under the law. Now, there are in the United States tens 
of thousands of widows of private soldiers and noncommissioned 
officers who are absolutely unable to receive a pension of over $3 
a month, and I do not think that we ought to go on paying large 
pensions to the widows of officers, but should distribute the pen- 
sions a little more generally and uniformly. 

Therefore, 1 favor cutting down the amount carried by this bill 
to $30 per month. ; 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hope the amend- 
ment of my friend will not prevail. It was my good fortune to 
have known and served for some time with Michael Donohoe. | 
knew him and his regiment. I had an opportunity to see him 
after the war and to know something of his services to the States 
of New Hampshire and Massachusetts. But this ‘bill relates to 
pensioning his widow, and I desire to speak simply in that regard, 
with the desire to call the attention of the House to the fact that 
he was a very deserving man. This lady cared for him in the 
years of his aifliction and suffering from wounds. She is entitled 
to high consideration. I trust it will not be the purpose of any 
member of this House to raise an objection against the continuing 
of the practice which has been established in respect to these meri- 
torious officers and the widows of those who served in the war in 
the ee with the fidelity and ability of General Donohoe. 

Mr. . Mr. Chairman, this widow is now drawing, as 
I understand, $8 a month. If my amendment is adopted it will 
give her $30 a month, all she could possibly get under the law, even 
if herhusband had died by being killed in battle. Now, why should 
we go on and pay $50 a month to these widows of officers while 
there are thousands and tens of thousands of widows of soldiers 

ust as gallant as this soldier who can not get to exceed $8 a month? 
do not believe it is right, and I do not believe the old soldiers of 
this country, of whom I am one, are in favor of that kind of pen- 

; . . I 
sion oo If I know anything about the wishes of the sol- 
diers of this country—and I have been as intimately connected 
with them as 7 on this floor—they are opposed to that kind 
of legislation. erefore I hope this amendment will prevail. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I hope this amendment will not prevail. 
There is no reason why it should. None hasbeen given. I notice 
when a gentleman arises on this floor to oppose a pension he 
always says he does it in the name of the old soldier. e always 
has great and sympathy and pity for the private; but I never 
knew one of them to arise here and propose to do anything for 

not one of them. I have watched that during this 
Session, and there has not been an instance. 

Now, this is the widow of as brave a man as ever stood under 
that flag. He stood under it on many a bloody field, when its 

were torn, its stars shot away, its staff splintered, and its 
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stained with blood. I ask that his widow be treated as | 


widows of other generals have been treated; not as well, because 


we have voted to some $100, to some $75; but for this one we ask | claring peace. 


A895 


general was one of the most successful killers of rebels, at a time 
when that was the best use you could make of them, that 
North produced. [Applause on the Republica: 
drawing no pension whatever, not a penny. I ask 
given 500 a month. 

Mr. POOLE. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for debate is exhausted. TT! 
question is on the amendment of the 
| Mr. MILNEs}. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. SULLOWAY ar 
New Hampshire) there were—ayes 25, noes 

Accordingly the amendment of Mr. MILNes was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to th: 
with a favorable recommendation. 

HANNAH NEWELL BARRETT. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the 
3229) for the relief of Hannah Newell Barrett. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be } i] 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll th H 
Newell Barrett, eldest daughter of Noah Harrod, late a s ( 
Shephard's regiment and Captain Webb's compa f Mass: sett I 
in the war of the Revolution, and pay her a pension at t I cf = 
month from and after the passage of this act 
_ The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment str 
ing out the word ‘‘twenty,” in line 8, and inserting the w: 
‘*twelve.” 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. : 

CELESTIA R. BARRY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar 





the 


fentieman tit in 


1d Mr 


rn of 
nu, 


“ 
ih 


rd 


: was the bill (H. R. 
1891) granting a pension to Celestia R. Barry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and is hereby 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll t name Cele LR 
Barry, widow of Claudius C. Barry, deceased, | priva n Cay 
nor’s company, Bell's regiment, Mexican war volunteers, and to 


said Celestia R. Barry a pension at the rate of $12 a month 

The Committee on Pensions recommended an amendment strik 
ing out the word ‘‘ twelve,” in line &, and inserting in lieu thereof 
the word * eight.” 

Mr. SPALDING. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. BLack of Georgia) ad, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1891 
granting a pension to Celestia R. Barry, have considered the same and ré 
spectfully report as follows: 

The claimant is the widow of Claudius C 


was r 


' Barry. late a private of Capta 
Conner’s company of Texas Mounted Volunteers in the wa } 


Vie 


ar with 
The records of the War Department show that he enlisted May 5, 184s. and 
was discharged with the company December $1, S48 Che rolls further show 
that the regiment was called into service for the protection of the front 
against hostile Mexicans and Indians, and it is also shown that casualties 
occufred in the regiment December 1, 1548, at Brazos River, and Decemben 
30, 1348, at Austin, Tex. 
Che soldier was allowed a pension under the Mexican war act of Januar 

29, 1887, but when his widow made application after his death (which occurred 


May 4, 1894) the rulings of the Pension Bureau had changed and her claim 
was rejected ‘on the ground that the soldier did not serve the requisite sixt 
days in the war with Mexico, as said war closed May ‘), 1848." 

Mrs. Barry is now 56 years old, and the testimony filed at the Pension 
Bureau fully establishes her widowhood and that she has no property or 
income, but is dependent upon others for support. It is also shown that she 
isso disabled by rheumatism as to incapacitate her from earning a main 
tenance by her own labor. 

The soldier's service, notwithstanding the fact that the Pens 
holds that the Mexican war ended May 30, 1548, was of an arduous and dan 
gerous character and extended far beyond the datenamed. As stated above, 
casualties occurred in the regiment as long as six months subsequent to May 
30, 1348. 

Your committee believe that the claimant is deserving of relief, and the 
passage of the bill is therefore recommended with an amendment striking 
out the word “twelve,” in line 8,and substituting therefor the word “ eight”’; 
so as to allow a pension of $8 per month. 

Mr. DINGLEY. As I understand, this is a proposition to pen 
sion the widow of a soldier who did not serve the sixty days re- 
quired by the general law. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Chairman, this is a proposition to pen- 
sion Celestia R. Barry, widow of C.C. Barry, who was a soldier in 
the Mexican war. When General Black was Commissioner of 
Pensions he gave C. C. Barrya pension. After his death Celestia 
R. Barry applied for a pension, and the Pension Office refused to 
grant it, for the reason that the ruling of the Pension Office had 
been changed. 

Barry enlisted in the Army on the 5th of May, 1848. He was 
discharged from the Army on the 3lst day of December, 1848, 
General Black decided that the war had ended on the 4th of 
July, 1848, at the date of the President’s proclamation declaring 
peace between the two countries, and therefore gave Barry a pen- 
sion. After his death, when Mrs. Barry applied for a pension, 
the Pension Office decided that the date when hostilities ceased 
between the United States and Mexico was not the 4th of July, 
1848, but the 30th of May, 1848, when Congress passed an act de 
The entire question is whether peace was declared 


m Bureau 


only $50, I ask it for the very best reason in the world, that this ' by the act of Congress or by the proclamation of the President. 
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Mr. MILNES. I understand that the soldier enlisted May 10, 
1848? 

Mr. PENDLETON. May 5. 

Mr. MILNES. And the war was declared at an end—— 

Mr. PENDLETON, On the 4th of July, 1848, making the sol- 
dier’s service just sixty days —Z- 
aed MILNES. I understood the report to say he enlisted 


ay 10. 
Mr. PENDLETON. No; May 5. General Black gave the sol- 
dier a pension, deciding that the date of the cessation of hostili- 
ties was the 4th of July, the date of the President’s proclamation. 

Now, the soldier served eight months, lacking four days, in the 
Army of the Republic, and he served sixty days before the proc- 
lamation of the President, but only twenty-five days before Con- 
gress passed a resolution declaring peace between the two coun- 
tries. General Black, when he was Commissioner of Pensions, 
decided that it was the day of the President’s proclamation, and 

ave her husband a pension; but the present Commissioner of 
’ensions refuses to grant her a pension because he has decided 

that it was the 30th day of May and not the 4th of July that the 
war was ended. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is the amount provided for in the bill the 
same as she would have received under the law? 

Mr. PENDLETON. The same exactly. The amount I wished 
her to have was $12. 

Mr. DINGLEY, The general law is $8 a month, and that is 
what is provided for here. 

Mr. PENDLETON. That is what is provided; but in her indi- 
gent condition I think she ought to have had more. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


LYDIA BOYNTON FERRIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1511) for the relief of Lydia Boynton Ferris. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Lydia Boynton Ferris, daughter 
of John Boynton, who was a soldier in the war of 1812 in Capt. Joseph Mor- 
rill's company, Vermont Militia, from September 12 to November 30, 1812, on 
the pension roll and pay her a pension of dollars per month. 

Mr. SPALDING. I call for the reading of the report. 

The report (by Mr. Hower) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1511 
granting a pension to Lydia Boynton Ferris, have considered the same an 
respectfully report as follows: 

e claimant is the daughter of John Boynton, who served as a corporal in 
Capt. Joseph Morrill’s company of Vermont Volunteers from September 12 
to November 30, 1812, in the war of that year with Great Britain. It is also 
shown that she is the granddaughter of Isaac Boynton, who is shown by the 
records of the War Department to have served for a period of three years in 
the war of the Revolution. John Boynton, the claimant's father, was, at the 


time of his death, a pensioner at $8 per month on account of his service in 
the war of 1812. 

Her relationship to the above-named soldiers is shown by the sworn state- 
ments of James Owens, Alonzo L. Boynton, Laura Hayes, M. L. Staib, 
Minnie Miller, and Sophia B. Frary. 

The claimant swears that she is 63 years old, a resident of 287 Normal 
avenue, Buffalo, N. Y., and that she is the widow of Joshua C. Ferris, who 
died in 1 leaving her comparatively poe. She further swears that 
by the accidental breaking of her arm in 1884 she has been rendered perma- 
nently unable to provide for herself, and that she is now without any means 
of support whatever. 

~The truthfulness of the claimant's statement is certified to by B. W. Green, 
s ea Pa., in a letter addressed January 12, 1895, to Hon. Charles 
aniels, M. C. 


The soldier, in his application for pension, certified that his wife (the claim- 
ant's mother) was deceased. 

There are precedents for the proposed legislation (one of them being the 
case of Delia Stewart Parnell, pensioned in the Fifty-first Congress as the 
daughter of an officer in the war of 1812), and in view of the claimant's neces- 
sities, the passage of the bill is recommended with an amendment fixing the 
rate of pension at $12 per month. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I dislike very much to see the 
time of the committee taken up by the useless peoeeee of read- 
ing the report, and I am very much annoyed that there is no con- 
tinual valle of ‘* Vote!” ‘* Vote!” on the other side when readi 
the report. as the leader of the House cast his spell over them 
Something is the matter with them. I should like very much to 
hear an explanation of the reason why we must have these reports 
read and why pensions are blocked by it. It would be very inter- 

ing! 


ting! 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Chairman, as this is the second statement 
the gentleman has made in this line, I think it is appropriate that 
some response should be made. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. ERpMAN] on Friday evening sessions, up to the last 
one, has occupied a large part of the time in — speeches 
and repeating them, occupying hours, I understand, talking, not 
for the purpose of ascertaining whether the bill should pass or 
not, but for the purpose of blocking the passing of bills. 

Now, to-day he has chan) his course of procedure. He de- 
sires now that the bills shall be considered without even the read- 
“= the report and without any knowledge respecting them. 
I think it is entirely appropriate that this House, at any time, 


May 6, 


whether on Friday evening session or any other, should hay 
enough said, either by the reading of the report or by a statem, nt 
of some a. that members should know what the chara, te 
of the bill is and its merits, and I think it is entirely appropriat, 
to have the report read. tApgionse), But now a change has 
come over the gentleman from Pennsylvania. The House <}, vald 

roceed in no other way than to deliberately consider each })j\| 7 
it comes up, and ascertain from the report or some statemey: , f 
some gentleman exactly what the merits of the billare. Wes) yjq 
not swing from one extreme to the other, as the gentlemay from 
Pennsylvania seems to have swung, but should consider eac}; }jj) 
upon its merits. I have nothing more to say. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Does the —— think that five minutes j : 
sufficient time to discuss and deliberately consider any }i!|: 

Mr. DINGLEY. Ordinarily I will say that five minutes for 
and five minutes against a bill, where there is simply a qi stioy 
as to whether a person should be pensioned or not, is sufficient 
Now and then there may come up a bill where more time jg 
needed; but ordinarily, in most of these bills, especially referring 
to privates, five minutes on one side and five on the other ; learly 
acquaint the House with the facts. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Did not the gentleman see that five minutes 
for and five minutes against it were exhausted by the reading of 
a —— and was not sufficient for the reading of the report itself 

r. DINGLEY. Yes; and the gentleman objected. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I did. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Undoubtedly we have been compelled to re. 
sort to this procedure for the purpose of doing business that ought 
to have been done at the Fri oa sessions, and the gent 
is responsible. Bg pore on the Republican side. | 

Mr. ERDMAN. point to the REcorD, which will show that 
I did not occupy more than fifteen or twenty minutes’ time on any 
Friday night. 

Mr. COLSON. Which was fifteen minutes toomuch. [| Laugh- 


ter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. LOUD. Unless the time is exhausted, I would like to say 
one word on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks there are two minutes 
remaining. 

Mr. LOUD. I will confine myself to the bill. I would like to 
ask some gentleman, in regard to this bill, whether this lady is to 
be pensioned because her grandfather was in the Revolutionary 
war or because her father was in some other war? 

Mr. DANIELS. It was intended to put it on both grounds; but 
the committee concluded it would be shorter to put it on the 
ground that her grandfather served in the Revolutionary war. 

Mr. LOUD. I would like to discover how far removed by blood 
a person must be before a pension shall not be granted. You have 
gotten to granddaughters now. I do not know why we should 
not go down the whole list to cousins. 

Mr. DANIELS. She is the granddaughter of a soldier of the 
Revolutionary war who served three years. 

Mr. PICKLER. Weare more lenient to those who served in 
the Revolutionary war than others. 

Mr. DANIELS. There are very few of them. 

Mr. LOUD. But there are lots of cousins and granddaughters 
left. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favora- 
ole recommendation. 


KATHERINE ZEIGENHEIM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
2359) es a pension to Katherine Zeigenheim, of Louis- 
ville, Ky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Seseotacs of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place oe chs Saavien roll of the United Sta subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Katherine Zeig- 
enheim, widow of Frank J. Zeigenheim, late private of Third Regiment of 
United States s, Mexican war, at the rate of $8 per month from and 


leman 


The report (by Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 759) 
gran aan ae Zeigenheim, have considered the same and 
as follows: 
claimant is the widow of Francis J. Zeigenheim, who served from May 
16, 1848, to wy, 14, 1848 (a od of atzey Gays). as an w ed recruit in 
the Third United States records of the War Department 
show that he enlisted at Louisville, Ky., for the Mexican war and was [or- 
warded to Jefferson Barracks, Mo. he remained on post duty until 


The io mnie equation fee a pension entoe the Mexican war act ap- 
proved January 29 and the same was allowed, but after his death, which 
occurred January 5, 1892, his widow's claim was because he did not 

serve in Mexico, on the coast or frontier , or en route thereto, a5 
uired by the act in question. 
claimant is now about 61 

w 


Se ace 


in poor health, and without any 
ae a furniture 
by Se 
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ward Duerr, citizens of Louisville, Ky. Her status as the soldier's 
and EA is full established by the proof on file at the Pension Bureau. 

In view of the fact that the soldier enlisted in good faith for service in the 
war with Mexico and was actually en route thereto until assigned to other 
duty at St. Louis, your committee believe that Congress can very properly 
grant the relief prayed for, and the passage of the bill is therefore recom- 
mendee, by changing the spelling of soldier's Christian name to “ Francis." 


The amendment recommended in the last paragraph of the re- 
port was agreed to. canoe 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 
NANCY B. PRINCE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1827) granting a pension to Nancy B. Prince, widow of Elbert 





ince. 
Pthe bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, au- 
thorized ‘and di to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy B. Prince, widow of 
Elbert ce, late private of compaaies commanded by Captains Christmas 
and Spirey, Georgia Volunteers, Indian war of 1836, and that he pay her a 
pension of $8 per month from and after the passage of this act, and to con- 
tinue during her widowhood. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Chairman, the facts inthis case are very 
simple. This lady is the widow of a soldier who actually served 
sixty days in the Indian war, but served in two companies. On the 
widow's application for pension, the Department could only find rec- 
ord of service of thesoldier for about eighteen days in onecompany, 
and therefore the application was denied; but the facts as shown 
establish a service of about sixty days in the two companies. The 
old lady is now about 86 and entirely dependent upon others for 
suppor and I trust there will be no objection to the passage of 
this bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


HENRY PRINCE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1826) ting a pension to Henry Prince. 
The was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry Prince, late 


rivate in com) es commanded by Captains Christmas and Spirey, Georgia 
olunteers, In war of 1536, and that he pay him a pension of $8 per month 
from and r the passage of this act. 


Mr. HARRISON. Mr, Chairman, this is a similar case to the 
last. The applicant in this case is a brother of the soldier to 
whose widow the last bill grants a pension. The Princes were 
brothers and served in the same company. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the re- 


The report (by Mr. STALLINGS) was read, as follows: 


The dint pensions. to oe was sete =. = (H. BR. 1826) 
gran a enry Prince, beg leave to submit the following report: 
The t declares that he enlisted about May 1, 1836, and served Anti 
the last of June, 1836,asa private in Captain Christmas's company of Georgia 
volunteers in the Creek Indian war, and hisallegations as to length of service 
are borneout by the sworn statements of Linson Pickard and John H. Blalock, 
residents of Lee County, Ala., who knew him at the time of his service. 
records, however, fail to show the service except from May 21, 1836, to 

June 7, a and it further appears that no travel-time allowance is included 


within tha: His claim, under the Indian war act of July 27, 1892, was 
disallowed use of inability to find a record except of eighteen days’ 
service. 

The claimant is now 80 years old, in feeble health, and without property or 


income upon which to depend for a support. The facts are shown by the 
certificate of the 


gentleman who introduced the bill in the House, and also 
by the sworn statement of three residents of Lee County, Ala. 
The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 
GEN. JAMES ©. PARROTT. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5226) Ewe increased pension to Gen. James C. Parrott. 
The was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 


thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of James C. Par- 
rott, late colonel of the Seventh [owa Infantry in the war of 1861, and pay 
him pension at the rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


: The Committee on Pensions recommended amendments as fol- 
Ows: 

Line 6, strike out the words ‘in the war of 1861.” 

Line 7, strike out “seventy-two,” before the word “dollars,” and insert 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, this bill was introduced by my 
colleague {Mr. CLarK], who is absent. General Parrott is 85 
oo . He was a soldier in the Regular Army for a period 

330 and 1840. He was 50 years of age when he enlisted 

in the Seventh Iowa Infantry in the late war. He has a distin- 
record as a soldier, and he is now in a helpless condition, 

to some extent, to his advanced years. I believe there can 

‘be no possible objection from any quarter to this bill. Investiga- 


af 
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tion of the case will simply serve to show its highly meritorious 
character. oe 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Chairman, I know Colonel Parrott 
well. He entered the Army as a private and was elected captain 
by hiscompany. He was baptized at Belmont, and his gallantry 
was recognized by General Grant in a letter which he wrote urg- 
ing him to go home to recuperate. He was at Fort Henry. at 
Donelson, at Shiloh, and at Corinth. He was severely wounded 
at Donelson and at Corinth. He was in the battle before Atlanta. 
He marched with Sherman to the sea, and was mustered out at 
the end of the war. He is aman of beautiful character. He is 
now stricken down by paralysis, absolutely prostrated; he is 85 
years of age, and is without a dollar on which to live. I believe 
the case is wisely and well put by the committee when they say 
in their report that they ‘‘ unanimously and cordially ” recom 
mend the passage of this bill, and I want to thank them for that 
assurance, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 

CAROLINE E. PURDUM. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline E. Purdum. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be 





and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subj to the pro 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Caroline E. Purdum 
widow of Elijah F. Purdum, late private in Company F, Thirtieth Regiment. 
and assistant surgeon Eighty-ninth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
to pay her a pension of $12 per month in lieu of the pension she is now 
receiving. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, the report in that case is 
brief, and I ask that it be read. 

The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 


6134) granting an increase of pension to Caroline E. Purdum, have considered 
the same and report as follows: 

Five different pension certificates were issued to 
disease contracted in the service. 

One of the disabilities mentioned in his last certificate was 
heart,” for which disability he was rated at eight-eighteenths 

After the soldier's death his widow, the said Caroline E 
for a pension under the general law 
The declaration alleged that the soldier's death resulted from 
ease.” 
The claim was approved by the medical examiner in the Pension Office and 
submitted for admission by the present ‘‘ medical referee.’ 

The re-reviewer raised some question of doubt, and a special examination 
was subsequently ordered. 


the soldier because of 
‘disease of 
Purdum, applied 


heart dis- 


In the course of that special examination Dr. B. B. Baker, who had been 
the soldier's advisory pe for several years and was his attending phy- 
sician during his final iliness, testified that ‘‘the immediate cause of his death 


was chronic valvular disease of the heart.” 

The report of the special examiner concludes with the following statem 

“TI think the claim could be fairly admitted under the positive medical tes- 
timony of Dr. B. B. Baker that the heart disease was undoubtedly due to the 
typhoid fever and its resulting disease of the circulatory system 

Nevertheless, the claim was rejected. But the facts cited, which are cor- 
roborated by other testimony, lead your committee to believe that the widow 
is clearly entitled to a pension under the general law, and we therefore ree- 
ommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 
FRANCES E. HELFENSTEIN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
979) granting a pension to Frances E. Helfenstein. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension rolls, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Frances E. Helfenstein, 
widow of George W. Helfenstein, late first lieutenant and adjutant of the 
One hundred and seventy-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The committee recommended an amendment, adding. after the 
word “‘ Infantry,” the words “ at the rate of $17 per month. 

The report (by Mr. KERR) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R.979) 
granting a pension to Frances E. Helfenstein, widow of George W. Helfen 
stein, late first lieutenant and adjutant of the One hundred and seventy 
third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, have examined the same, and report 

The claimant is the widow of George W. Helfenstein, who was first lieuten- 
ant of Company D, One hundred and seventy-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and afterwards adjutant of the same regiment. The soldier entered the 
service August 10, 1864, for one year. He was appointed first lieutenant of 
Compan , One hundred and seventy-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, Sep- 
tember 17, 1864, and adjutant of the same regiment December 21, 1804. He 
was discharged May 3, 1865, for disability, the regiment itself being mustered 
out June 26, 1865. He was married January 2, 1463, to Frances E. Spry, and 
she, as his widow, now prosecutes this claim. 

The evidence in the case is voluminous, but the main facts are as follows: 

In the service, about October, 1864, the officer was sent out on a long detail, 
or scout, in which he rode horseback. In that time he bruised his scrotum 
and caught cold. When he returned to camp his scrotum was swollen and 
painful, and a case of orchitis or sarcocle was set up. He was sent to the 
officers’ hospital at Nashville, Tenn., treated for it, and returned to the reg- 
iment. There was a recurrence of the disease, and he was returned to the 
hospital, where his right testicle wasextirpated. He was granted sick leave, 
and sent home in March, 1865. 

He returned to the yeqpment, buton Ma 
the hospital and was disc 
discharging 


ent: 


; 2 - oe, be wae, again Sound te 
scharged, as 0: ate, by virtue of a general order 
all officers in hospital at that date. ’ 
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The soldier applied for ‘ 
service in March, 1879, and was allowed for $8.50, dating from January 5 1882. 
He applied for an increase of pension and was allowed it to the amount of 


nsion on account of the disability arising in the 


$12.75, October 7, 1887, which he was receiving on June 5, 1802, the date of his 


th. 
In August, 1892, Frances E. Helfenstein, the widow, applied for pension on 
the ground that the soldier died of the disability on account of h he was 


pensioned. 
On September 10, 1894, the claim was rejected on the d that the sol- 
in the service. 


dier’s death was not the result of the disability originat: 
The whole case turns we m this one point. re is no doubt but that the 
soldier received the disability in the service, and was persioned for it, and 
that claimant is the wiacow, and the only question is, he soldier die of 
the disability received in the service? 
Upon this point there are five medical witnesses. Dr. Morris, late first assist- 
ant surgeon of the One hundred and seventy-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and Dr. F. B. Mussey, both of whom treated the soldier in the service for 
the disability incurred there, the latter physician treating him on down un- 
til 1881. Then there are Drs. Fulton, McClure, and Halderman, who treated 
the soldier from 1481 until his death. 
Each physician states his own ledge of the case, and then gives his 
inion on his own evidence and on that of the other four. All of these phy- 
tians stand high in their profession. All arrive at the same conclusion, 
namely, that the disease of which the soldier died is traceable to the sarco- 
—-s ich originated in the service and on account of 
oned, 


The Pension Office physicians refuse to draw these conclusions from the 


evidence of the five phy , and say that the soldier did not die of the dis- 
ease on account of which he was akeed If this case had been submitted 
to a court on the evidence of court had been 


e five -— and the 
bound to accept their evidence as experts, n it would have been bound to 
neve allowed the pension, for their evidence establishes the right to a pen- 
on. 
Your committee think that this evidence was competent, and that when 
n the Department was bound to receive it, and to follow what it proved. 

e do not believe that the medical staff of the t can or 


should 
arbitrarily say that they will not accept as proven what theevidence clearly 
The facta in the case warrant the allowance ofa pension, and we therefore 


recommend the passage of the bill with anamendment adding to line 8, after 
the word “ Infantry,” the words “at rate of $17 per month.” 


Mr. DINGLEY. What is the rate provided for in the amend- 
ment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Seventeeen dollars per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ABRAM H. PARKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5946) granting an increase of pension to Abram H. Parker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
, it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Interior hereby, 
ae and Girecbed ~ pune the name bg i. Rte of Com- 
A. Forty-fiftn Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry, on the pension 


Poll of the United States at the rate of per month in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving. 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. Chairman, in order to correct an error in this 
bill I ask that ‘‘Abraham ” be inserted instead of ‘“‘Abram.” 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection that correction 
will be made. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. Chairman 


the beneficiary named in this bill 
entered the Army at the 


of 15 and made as true and brave a 
soldier as ever flashed a saber or shouldered a musket. Although 
entitled many years ago to a pension, he never asked this aid from 
the Government so long as he could get without it; and he 
would now scorn to receive the increase he if it were not due 
to him as an act of justice in every sense of the word. He is in 
an utterly helpless condition and requires the almost constant care 
of an attendant. I personally presented this claim before the 
committee; and when the facts were there heard and considered 
the committee o y expressed the opinion that this claimant is 
entitled to and should receive $72a month. But fearing that to 
ask such an amount might jeopardize the passage of bill, I 
have sought to secure for him a pension of only $50 per month, 
and this amount the committee recommends. I hope the recom- 
mendation will be adopted. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to amend by inserting, after the word 
*‘Jate,” in line 5, the word “‘ private.” I will state that this man 
requires the attendance of another person a large portion of the 
time; and his case brings him within the class of pensioners who 
receive from the Pension Office $50 a month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

MARY PRINCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


1825) granting a pension to Mary Prince, widow of Ellis Prince. 
The bill was read, as follows: : 
me gnasted, ate, Tass the of the Interior be, and a. 
author irected to place u' — su 
sions and limitations of the yao ieee, name of aaiee at 
Ellis Prince, late of company commanded by Captain 
Georgia Volunteers, and late member of commanded by Captain 


Spirey, Volunteers, both of Indian war —— and yy her 
a pension of $8 per month from and after the passage this act, and to co 
tinue during her widowhood. 


Mr. SPALDING. I call for the reading of the report. 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 1995) o», 
titled “A bill gran a pension to Mary Prince, widow of Eick ae) o 7 
This a bill eunsting that be granted ee do pass 

a raus 
the service of her deceased h .. Ellis ince, in Captains i 


and Spire ecompanies of Gocrgle Tensnieere ta the indina war of Rs 
ek at unthedaer t Ellis Prince served from May 31.) — 
; Captain Christmas’s company, but no allowance was made «), 
count of time tin travel. No rolls of Captain Spirey’s company ca), |, 
parce evidence is furnished to show that soldier's service oy. 
ered a od of sixty da 5 


vs. 
tion at the 


The ant’sap Pension Bureau under the Indian way + 
of July 27, 1892, was disallowed because of inability to find a record of 1)5;4 
than the eighteen days of on the above-named ro|! ; 

Ellis Prince died N 


urs 


service appearing 
ovember 1, 1874, and his widow, whois now about 7: 
old, is in a very needy and dependent condition. ; 

The facts as to d ence are shown by the statement of the gen t)om.» 
who introduced the in the House and by the affidavits of three citizen. of 
Lee County, Ala. ' 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
MRS. F. E, MARSHALL. 

ae on eae oo wi (H. RB. 
, g an increase of pension to Mrs. F. E. Marshall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, e , That Secretary Interi . ereby is 
authorized and Sivebted oe =: of ee Penn te be urshall. 
widow of Gen. Humphrey , an officer in the Mexican war, frou, 3 
per month to $25 per month, to take effect from the passage of this }i\! , 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions was 
read, as follows: 

Tn line 7 strike out “ twenty-five” and insert “thirty.” 

Mr.COLSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish tomakeastatement which, 
while it gives me no pleasure, will, I have no doubt, afford a ereat 
deal of satisfaction to at least one gentleman on this floor. The 
widow of that distinguished soldier Humphrey Marshall is de; 
and Iask leave to withdraw this bill which was introduced fur 
the benefit of his widow. 

The CHAIRMAN, In the absence of objection, the bill wil! be 
withdrawn. ’ 





SARAH WEEDON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (Ii. R. 
1S) qpenting a pension to Sarah Weedon. 


was read, as follows: 
etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is her y, 
directed upon the roll mame of &: i 
who was a sergeant in (1 


war, and to pay hera 


oe amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
wes: 


In line 5, after “ Weedon,” insert “‘ Jones, former.” 

In the last line of the bill strike out ‘ twenty-five ” and insert “eight”; so 
make the a month. 

so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Sarah Weedon 


Mr. VAN VOORHIS. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. Harpy) was read, as follows: 

pam he to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1175) 
a 


on Pensions, 
ion to Sarah Weedon, have considered the same, and res) 't- 
as follows: 


was Seusperty the yitew of John H. Weedon, who served as 


ticip avec qh war a nited States Infantry, and as such par- 
reports 


au 

ee ee H. Weedon, 

pany I, Fourth United States Infantry, in the 
pension at the rate of $25 per month. 


exact date of the soldier's death is not known, but the Pension Bu» 

that he was discharged at the City of November 26, 1547, or 

a ‘s certificate of disability, and he directed that his pension certiti 

cate when 4 bye Ohio. This certificate was 

appey Ey sent to Zanesville returned uncalled for, and 
it is now on file in an. ce 

filed widow's pension <oatne, shows it was 

rstood he received a wound at Molino pene. september 

8, 1847, and died soon after from the effects of same. widow remarricd 

ore Enoch Jones, who died September 23, 1891. 

The claimant's ofa at — hey pe] Bureau, filed ae 30, 1890, 
was rejected March 5, 1890, “ on ground of no . applica- 
tion not having been filed within three years uent to soldier's ae uth 
nor prior to remarriage May 13, 1849." a * 


sworn statement! of 
of is nea ein es ence oat 
Geena See Se eee : “A bill granting a ion to Sarah: 
Weedon Jones"; also by inserting the words “ Jones, former “after the wor 's 
out the word “twenty-five,” in line 
“eight”; so as to fix the rate of pen- 
. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
the committee. 
GLEY. I should like to make an ing about this 
or I understand, to ion a w who has 
should like Radenne sceoiner dhle bill conforms to 
So paeeaee I understand has been established by the Com- 
on Invalid Pensions that where a widow has remarried and 
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the second husband has died, the widow is not pensioned unless | bowels, liver, kidneys, and bronchitis, and was pensioned thereunder at $12 


was the wileof the soldier during the time of his service? We 
do not wish to adopt with reference to soldiers of the Mexican war 
a rule which is not made applicable to other soldiers. 
Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This lady did not marry the soldier 
until after his service. ‘ a 
Mr. DINGLEY. I understood that the Committee on Invalid | 
Pensions had steadily refused to — @ pension in any case 
where the widow has remarried unless she was the wife of the 


ldier during his service. 
Mr. PICKLER. Perhaps I stated a little too broadly, or the 
tleman from Maine understood a little too broadly, what had 
n done by our committee. The committee has sought to hold 
jtself down to the rule he states; but there may have mM a case 
or two in which it has been departed from. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I think we should not establish with reference 
to soldiers of the Mexican war a principle which we would not 
apply to soldiers of the late war. 

ht. PICKLER. That is the principle we have adopted in the 
general bill which we have re 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. This lady is the widow of the soldier. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Then this comes within the principle. 

Mr. TALBERT. I did not hear the reading of the report. Is 
this the case of a widow who has remarried? 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TALBERT. What is the amount of pension at 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Bight dollars a month. er husband 
was a soldier in the Mexican war. 

The question being taken on the amendment reported by the 
committee, it was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 








WILLIAM F. SONGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4193) to correct the military record of William F. Songer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to remove the charge of desertion standing against William 


F.8 . late a private of Com y B, Forty-second Regiment of Indiana 
Caenieae on the records of the War Department, and to issue to said Songer 
a certificate of honorable discharge. 


Mr. TALBERT. I should like to hear the report. 





The report (by Mr. WoomeER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
419) entitled “A bill to correct the military record of William F. Songer,” 
beg leave to submit the following report, and recommend that said bill do 


This is a bill enacting that William F. Songer, private Company B, Forty- 
second t Indiana Volunteers, be relieved of the gaan desertion. 
The shows that he served faithfully Going: Ite enlistment; 
that in October, 1864, nine months after his second enlistment, he deserted, 
returning to his home to visit his wife, who was sick, and she remained sick 


oe of his faithful service for three years, the committee are 
of opinion that this bill should pass. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would ask that this bill be 
laid aside with an unfavorable report. It has no merit. Let us 
pass meritorious bills or none. I move that it be laid aside with 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside with 
a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 66, noes 1. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum. 

The CHATRMAN (Mr. Daze in the chair) (having counted 
the committee). One hundred and thirteen members are present, 


a . 
the bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a 
favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM WALDRUP. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4001) to reinstate William Waldrup on the pension roll. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That th of the Interior be instructed to rein- 
state William Waldrup, of Maddox, enn.., Inte of ene FP, Sixth Regi. 
ment Tennessee Ca ,on the pension roll of the United States at the rate 
he was drawing when from the roll. 

Mr. SPALDING. Let us have the report. 

The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
4001) to reinstate William Waldrup, late of Company F, Sixth Tennessee 
Ca Volunteers, on the jon roll at the rate he was drawing when 

from the roll, ha carefully examined all the facts and circum- 


in report: 
William “Wolnee sted - rivate in Company F, Sixth Tennessee 
Cavalry Volunteers, September 21, 1862, and served faithfully until honor- 


J 1865. 
wate applied or ah October 2, 1885, for chronic bronchitis and chronic 


nt =: service, but being poe —— to  fareies nets 
origin, his claim was rejected June 2, under order No. 9. 
“He tied sas under act of June 27, 1800, on July 15, 1800, for disease of 


per month for ‘disease of liver, diarrhea, and bronchitis 
,He was dropped from the pension roll October 18, 1804, on the grou q of 
“not ratably disabled for earning a support by manual labor under act of 
June 27, 1890."” 
Drs. L. E. and J. B. Covey filed affidavit November 2. 1890, that claimant 
* came under our care in 1582. Since that time he has been suffering from 
enlargement of liver, inflammation of bowels, and kidney trouble. He 
not been able to do any manual labor since that time. His wife 
ters have supported the family.” 


has 
and daugh- 


The board of examining surgeons at Savannah, Tenn., which examined him 
December 17, 1890, rate him six-eighteenths for disease of Liv four-eight 
eenths for diarrhea, and two-eighteenths for chronic bronchitis. Another 
board, which examined him May 9%, 184, declined to rate hin t i, 
“There is a history of diarrhea, but health not impaired, ‘and “ he is totally 
— in right eye, the pupil closed, caused by a stroke in the eye followed by 
iritis."”’ 


Thirty-three neighbors certify to the committee that 

“To our personal knowledge he is not able to perform manual labor; he 
years old and has had chronic diarrhea and bronchitis ever since the w 
and his wife and daughters have to make their living by working in the field 

This certificate is indorsed by Dr. James B. Covey, his family physician, 
who is thoroughly reputable, who says he has been his family physician for 
fifteen years and knows that he is badly afflicted and not able to lab 

Your committee believe this applicant justly entitled to the small pension 
he was receiving, and earnestly recommend the passage of this bill 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ISAAC H. WHETSEL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4720) granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. Whetsel, of Louis- 
ville, Ky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to increass the pension of [Isaac H. Whetsel, a soldier 


in the war of the rebellion, now drawing a pension under certificate No. 72087 
of $12 per month, to $25 per month, to take effect from the passage of this act. 
Mr. DINGLEY. What is the present pension in this case? 
Mr. PICKLER. He was pensioned at $4a month from the date 
of his discharge until April, i889, and at $12 since that date, for 
gunshot wound in the right thigh. The ratings put him up to the 
amount fixed in the bill. 


Mr. ERDMAN. I suggest that we let in the report in this 


| Case, 


Mr. EVANS. I suggest that we dispense with the reading of 
the report in this case, and let it be inserted in the Reconrp. 

Mr. ERDMAN. I have no objection to dispensing with the 
reading of the report, but I object to printing it in the Recorp un- 
less it is read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment rec- 
ommended by the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out all 
after the word “ Whetsel,” in line 5, and inserting the following: “ Late 
private in Com y B, Second Regiment United States Cavalry, to $16 per 
month for gunshot wound of right thigh and callouses of buttocks, in lieu of 
the pension which he now receives.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


SARAH ANN WIBLE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5311) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Wible. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to place upon the pension roll the name of Sarah Ann Wibie, de- 
vendent mother of John Wible, deceased, late of Company B, Twenty-tirst 
Regiment Indiana Infantry, also First Indiana Heavy Artillery, at §12 per 
month. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. CROWTHER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (7H. R. 
5811) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Wible, dependent mother of John 
Wible, late of Company B, Twenty-first Regiment Indiana Infantry Volun 
teers, and also of Piret Indiana Heavy Artillery, at $12 per month, having 
considered all the facts and circumstances in evidence, respeetfully submit 
the following report: 

John Wibie served in Company B, First Indiana Heavy Artillery, fron 
July 6, 1861, to January 10, 1866, having an honorable and exemplary record 
He was pensioned at $6 per month from April 2, 15°4, for rheumatism and d 
ane Jungs. He was killed by accident in 1892, a loaded sled upsetting upon 

m. 

His mother, Sarah Ann Wible, applied for pension under both the general 
law and the act of June 27, 1890, both of which were reje« n the ground 
that the soldier's death was not in any manner due to his army service 

The petition of 167 reputable citizens of Nodaway Coun Mo., represent 
and show that she is & years old, respectable and deserving in every par- 
ticular, and that she has no property and was wholly dependent upon her 
son, John Wibie, for her support and maintenance, and has no one legally 
bound to support her 

From the facts presented your committee believe the Government should 
provide for her in her old age, and therefore recommend that the bill be 
amended by adding after the word “ authorized,” in line 4, the words “ and 
directed,” and by striking out all of line 6 after the letter * B,"* and by strik 
ing out the word “also ™ in line 7, and, as amended, that the bill do pass 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was agreed to. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I just want to call the atten- 
tion of gentlemen on the other side who say we are discussing 
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these matters intelligently to what is done as shown in this re- 
port. This soldier was killed bya sled. Now, does the House 
determine that that was due to his army service? I want to ask 
the gentlemen on the other side whether we are to have that es- 
tablished now as a new principle in the granting of pensions? 

Mr. CROWTHER. I would like to answer the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania by stating that the soldier in this case was pen- 
sioned for rheumatism, and that by reason of his rheumatic afflic- 
tion he was unable to get out of the way of a loaded sled, and by 
indirection the result of his death was due to his army service. 

Mr. ERDMAN. There is nothing in the report to show it. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MRS. F. E. MARSHALL, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, a short time ago the House 
bill (No. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. F. E. Mar- 
shall was withdrawn by the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. CoL- 
—e , he stating that the claimant had deceased. No motion was 
made at the time; and that bill, unless otherwise disposed of, will 
remain on the Calendar. I move, therefore, that it be laid aside 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

Mr. PICKLER. 1 do not know whether the gentleman from 
Kentucky has the power or authority to do that. The committee 
authorized him to withdraw the bill. He can do that. 

Mr. SPALDING. The bill has been already withdrawn. 

Mr. PICKLER. I have no objection to the suggestion of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, this bill will be laid 
aside to be reported to the House with the recommendation that 
it lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 


DR. HARRISON WAGNER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6789) granting a pension and for the relief of Dr. Harrison Wagner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Harrison 
‘Wagner, and pay him a pension of $40 per month. 


Mr. TALBERT. I would like to have the report read. 
The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 


The evidence in this matter is very voluminous, and only the substance of 
it can be set forth in this report. In 1862 the beneficiary was an advanced 
medical student in the State of Maryland,and on the 27th day of September. 
1862, he enlisted in the Union service as a hospital nurse at General Hospital 
No. 1, Frederick, Md. 

Soon after his enlistment as nurse he was examined with a view to utilizing 
his services as a physician and surgeon. He passed the examination, and was 
assigned to duty as an assistant su min said hospital. Soon after his as- 
signment to duty, as aforesaid, smallpox broke out in the hospital, and he 
was assigned to attend and treat the patients afflicted with this disease. His 
services in this regard were faithfully performed, and were so laborious and 
constant that his health was completely ruined. 

The evidence shows that upon his enlistment he was a strong, healthy, and 
able-bodied man, but since the expiration of his service his health has con- 
stantly grown worse, until in 1875 he was compelled to give ~~ practice 
as a physician, and since that time has been unable to do any d of labor 
and for long periods he is confined to bed from bleeding hemorrhoids an 
general weakness. 

The evidence is clear, and it may be said to be conclusive, that his disabil- 
ities were contracted during his service in the hospital. While he was thus 
engaged he was attacked with indigestion and constipation and internal bleed- 
ing hemorrhoids, and with them he has been afflicted ever since. 

he petition of the claimant sets out fully the facts of this, and these state- 
ments are fully sustained by the evidence of Dr. William H. fog 8 Dr. 
Luther M. Zimmerman, W. H. Myers, Mrs. Amelia J. Anders, Mary 
Myers, Mrs. Mary Alcott, Elizabeth Flemming, Mrs. Esther Beck, Mrs. 
Barrock, Benjamin Smith, James Woods, William Wilson, William Grimes, 
Henry Working, Samuel Myers, Jacob Hyder, George Gilbert, William Nort, 
Enoch Watz, Henry Hinea, Levi Fipinget: and others. 

Besides this claimant's service and his disabilities, there are some special 
circumstances entitling him to ial consideration. In 1863 he was resid- 
ing at Woodsboro, Md., and gave the Union cee pee. the eve of the battle 
of Gettysburg, some very valuable information. e sentiment in the com- 
munity at that time was almost wholly Confederate, and the claimant's sym- 
pathy with the Union cause and his services brought upon him many perse- 
cutions from the Confederate sympathizers, and to such an extent was he 
oe that he was compelled give up his home and seek a new one 
elsewhere. 

A bill for claimant's benefit and granting a on of per month 
both House and Senate in the first session of the Fifty-first Congress, but it 
failed, with other bills, for lack of time to receive the Executive signature. 

Since that time his condition has grown much worse in that he is now con- 
fined to bed or to the house for periods and requires the attendance of 
others at times. 
wae was honorably discharged, as the records show, on the 12th day of April, 


The committee therefore recommend the passage of the following substi- 
tute, granting the claimant a pension of $40 per month: 


A bill granting a pension and for the relief of Dr. Harrison Wagner. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House o, aeons tatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the wonney of the Interior be, and 
he is hereby, authorized and directed to u the pension roll the name 
of Harrison Wagner and pay him a ion of $40 per month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

GEORGE HAGER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4888) for the relief of George Hager. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary. of the Interior be, and he is here}hy 
authorized and directed to revoke the order of the Commissioner of Pens... 
of the date of April 10, 1895, to recover from George Hager, late a privat. f 
Company B, Ninety-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the late wa,» 
of the rebellion, by withholding from his current pension (certificate »1,,,. 
bered 222172) the sum of $2 per month from July bo. 1863, to September 14 
1881, inclusive. —_ 

Suc. 2. That said Geo: Hager shall not, in any manner, be required {5 
refund or repay to the United States said sum of $2 per month, or any part 
thereof; and the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and dij... d 
to pay said George Hager the pension provided for in his certificate of ),,.,, 
sion bearing date April 10, 1895 (No. 222172), and all additional pension ¢),.; 
may hereafter be allowed him. if pay, wanes deducting therefrom ij 
sum of $2 per month referred to in the first section hereof or any part ther... 


Mr. DALZELL. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. LAYTON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R 
4888) for the relief of George Hager, having examined the evidence in the ease 
with great care, report as follows: 

George Hager enlisted in Company B, Ninety-ninth Ohio Volunteer [n/an. 
try, August 12,1862. He was taken prisoner at Murfreesboro, Tenn., Deven. 
ber 31, 1862; yess at City Point, Va., February 9, 1863; reported at Campy 
Parole, Md., February 11, 1863; admit to hospital at Annapolis, Md., j'«};. 
ruary 11, 1863, and discharged July 28, 1863, for phthisis pulmanalis, wit) 
extreme debility, contracted (as he states) while in prison at Richmond. 
While in hospital at Annapolis, Md., he was treated for catarrh as wel! as for 
the disease for which he was discharged. 

On March 6, 1866, he filed a claim for pension, alleging that he was rendereg 

ially insane by abuse and ip while a prisoner of war, and that jy 
reason of said sickness he had not been able to labor any after leaving tio 
service. For some unexplained reason he was not examined medically oy 
that application. 

On September 15, 1881, he filed another declaration, in which he alleged ty- 
phus fever, causing pains in his neck, which affected hiseyes, and also chronic 
catarrh in right breast. On December 11, 1882, a certificate was issued, al|iw- 
ing him $2 per month for disease of eyesfrom July 29, 1 the date of his dis- 
charge. On November 30, 1887, his pension was inc for same cause to 

per month, whieh he continued to draw until March 4, 1895. Recently it 
as been discovered that in his declaration, filed in 1866, he did not distin¢tly 
name disease of eyes as a cause of disability entitling him to pension. and on 
that account a reissue has been made to c fe the date of commencement 
of ponies for disease of eyes from the date of his discharge to September 15, 
1881, the date of filing the declaration distinctly setting forth disease of ey os. 
and directing the withholding of his pension to recover theamount paid from 
discharge to September 14, 1881. ile this may have mM correct action 
from a strict technical point of view, we feel that in view of the mental eondi- 
tion of the soldier at the time of making his first claim, as shown in the decla- 
ration itself, he should not have been held toan accurate statement of his dis- 
abilities, but should be allowed pension for the disabilities established as of 
service origin. 

The evidence on file in the Pension Office, all of which your committee has 
carefully examined, shows clearly and satisfactorily that prior to his enter. 
ing the service Mr. r was a strong and healthy man, and that his eyes 
and eyesight were good. It is further shown that immediately after his re- 
turn home from the y, and from thence until the present, his eyes were 
sore and diseased, and the eyesight badly affected, and that he was otherwise 
diseased, injured, and disabled. 

These facts are clear] 
of George McAdams, William , William Haru 
Grassley, John Neff, Frederick er, and Darius McIntire, all of whom 
served with him in the same company and regiment and were also neigh }ors 
and knew him well before, during, and after his service. The last named, 
Darius McIntire, was also captured by the Confederates and confined in 
Libby Prison with Mr. r. 

Christian Neff, Daniel Grassley, Godfried Klenk, Charles Mack, Isaac Zerke! 
and Jacob Shaffer, near neighbors of Mr. Hager, also testify as to the physi il 
condition (injury of eyes) of Mr. Hager before and after his army servi-« 

The files of the Pension Department further show that all the witnesses are 
good and credible men. , 2 

It thus clearly appearing that the disease of the eyes was of service origin, 
and that claimant made application for pension in March, 1866, as above stated, 
in which he alleged general disability (which would fairly include disease of 
the eyes), your committee is of the opinion that he should not be deprived 
thereof ly because he failed to set forth in his application the specific 
disease or aa to wit, disease of the eres, Sos which pension was after- 
wards Granted, that the pension paid should not be recovered by 
vases any part of his pension, and therefore the passage of the bill is 
earnestly recommended. 


Mr. DINGLEY. I have not before noticed a bill involving just 
this principle, and would like to ask the gentleman in charze of 
the bill to explain briefly the effect of the action proposed here. 

Mr. LAYTON, I will say to the gentleman that this does not 
carry arrears. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have declined 
in all instances to allow arrears of pension. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This does not allow arrears. But will the 
gentleman in a few words simply state what the case is? 

Mr. LAYTON. _In 1866 or 1867, soon after the close of the war, 
this ore met Mr. , filed an application for a pension, in 
which application he disability incurred in the 
service without the nature of the disability any more 
definitely than that. ran aleng until 1881, when he filed an 
additional application, in which he specifically set forth his disa- 
bility as disease of the eyes, and was allowed $2 per month only 
for that disease of the eyes, commencing from the time of his 
discharge in 1863. 

In 1887 he made an additional application for the same cause 
for an increase of pension, and was allowed $3 per month. 

In 1894 he made another application for an increase, which was 
adjudicated in March, 1895, at which time it was discovered or 
alleged to be the fact that his first pension of $2 should have been 
allowed to commence from the time of his filing his additional 
application in 1881, instead of going back to the time of his dis- 
charge. Hence the Commissioner of Pensions made an order, not 


ensions 


shown _by the sworn teatineny on file in the office, 


ames Haruff, John 











affecting his pension of $8 per month in any way, but that that 
should be withheld until the Government was reimbursed for the 
mistake that had been made in allowing the pension from 1863 to 
1881 at $2 per month. er 

Mr. DINGLEY. I want to ask if it is the practice of the Pen- 
sion Office to order a reimbursement in such a case, where they 
discover a mistake in a former ruling? 

Mr. LAYTON. Yes; itis. Now, thecommittee find, as a mat- 
ter of fact, that in this case it was simply a technical objection 
and mistake. There is no question about the disability of this 
soldier, and that the general application which stated that he had 
been disabled from the performance of manual labor while in the 
service undoubtedly covered the disease of the eyes for which he 
elaimed a ion, and for which he was afterwards allowed a 

nsion. that disability he is now suffering. For that rea- 
son the committee found that the pension should be continued to 
him without this deduction. Thatisall there isinthis bill. There 
js no question of allowing arrears of pension at all involved in 

is case. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported tothe House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


ELIZABETH WATTS KEARNY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6283) granting a pension to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, daughter of 
the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United States Army. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Elizabeth 
Watts Kearny, daughter of the late Philip Kearny, major-general, United 
States Aray, and to pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month during 
her natural life. 


The committee recommended an amendmentstriking out “‘ fifty ” 
and inserting ‘‘ twenty-five.” 
Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the 


rt read. 
"The report (by Mr. McCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6283) granting a pengion to Elizabeth Watts Kearny, have had the same under 
consideration and report as follows: . 

Miss Kearny is the daughter of the late Maj. Gen. Philip Kearny, United 
States Army, whose services appear from the accompanying letters from the 
War Department. She is well advanced in years, in feeble health, almost 
blind, and destitute. E i) > 

In view of these facts, and in recognition of the great service rendered to 
the country by her father, your committee recommend that the bill pass 
with the following amendment: 7 pi 

In line 7 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty-five.” 


RECORD AND PENSION Orrice, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, February 24, 1896. 

Sir: Referring to your letter of the 2ist instant, received to-day, in which 
ou request to be furnished with a statement showing the military record of 

. Gen. Phil. Kearny, for the use of the Committee on Invalid Pensions in 
the consideration of a bill for the relief of his daughter, Iam directed by the 
Secre' of War to inform you that it is shown by the records of this office 
that Philip Kearny was commissioned brigadier-general of volunteers August 
7, 1861, to rank from May 17, 18é1, and accepted the commission August 24, 
1861, and that he was appointed major-general of volunteers July 25, 1862, to 
rank from an and accepted the eupeintnent August 2, 1862. The 

e 


records show he was assigned to the sartment of the Potomac in 

§ Orders, No. 141, dated Headquarters of the Army, August 24, 1861, and 
t he was in action at Chantilly, Va., September 1, 1862. 

lam further directed to inform you that General Kearny had service in the 


Regular Army, and that the records of the permanent military establishment 
are filed in the office of the Adjutant-General of the Army, to whom your 
letter has this day been transmitted. 


Ve tfull F. C. AINSWORTH, 
7 wend, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 
Hon. J. A. PICKLER, 
Chairman Committee on Invalid Pensions, House of Representatives. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear some ad- 
ditional reasons stated by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Omee) we this pension should be granted. 

Mr. RIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, this lady is the 
daughter of a very distinguished officer of the war, who rendered 
valuable services to the Government in the Mexican war, where 
he lost an arm, and later in the rebellion, until he was killed at 
Chantilly, Va., as stated in the report, in 1862. 

His daughter is comparatively, perhaps actually, destitute; ad- 
vanced in years; her eyesight has failed. She is unable to per 
form the labor which persons of her education and qualifications 
might easily do. As no one is receiving a pension on account of 
the military service of General Kearny, it is thought to be en- 
tirely consistent that his child should, in view of her physical dis- 
abilities and her dependence, be placed upon the pension roll. I 
am sure my friend from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] has that 
gallantry of feeling and devotion to those persons thus situated 
which will lead him to be entirely satisfied with this statement. 

amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
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ELEANOR L. CURTISS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
cr . . . ‘ 
9710) granting a pension to Eleanor L. Curtiss. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc 


, That the Secretary of the Interior be 


: eis 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the nam f 
L. Curtiss, widow of Warner H. Curtiss, late captain and pri I 
of the Sixth Congressional district of Iowa, and pay her a pe 1 of 





month. 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the fol! 





wing 
amendments: 

In line 7 strike out “twenty " and insert “ tweive.” 

Insert after the word “ month,” in! “and & per month adk al for 
each of her two children during minority.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. PICKLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (FH. R. 
5710) granting a pension to Eleanor L. Curtiss, having carefully examined the 
saris, respectfully submit the following report 

Warner H. Curtiss was appointed captain and provost-marshal of the Sixth 
Congressional district of Iowa on April 30, 1863; he took the oath May 9. 1868 
and was honorably discharged October 31, 1865. He died March 5, 1805. leav- 
ing a widow and two children, both of whom are minors at the present time. 
At the date of his death he was drawing a pension of $12 under the a f June 
27, 1800, for total loss of right hand 

His widow, the beneficiary named in the bill, filed applica 1 rthe act 
of June 27, 1890, and also applied for the accrued pension du husband at 
his death. Both claims were rejected June 12, 1805 tl ind of “no 
title, the above-named man not having been regularly must i into the 
service.’ 

The fifth subdivision of section 4693 of the Revised St mentions the 
class of officers to which the husband of this widow b ed They were 


held to be pensionable under the act of til November °4, 1 
Department adopted a contrary rule 
The widow is without other means of support than her daily lab 
Your committee respectfully recommend the passage of t] 
following amendments: 
In line 7 strike out * twenty” andinsert “ twelv 
Insert after the word “month,” in line 8, ‘ 
each of her two children during minority 


L890 u vhenthe 


with the 


and $2 per month addit f 


nal for 


The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside 1 bill to 
be reported to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. HOOKER. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 61, noe 

Accordingly the bill was ordered to be laid aside to b: 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


THOMAS D. WALKER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6483) granting an increase of pension to Thomas D. Walker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thoma 
late a private in Company B, Fourth Kentucky Voluntes 
him a pension of $12 per month 


Mr. DALZELL. Let us have the report read, Mr. Chairman. 

The report (by Mr. PIcKLER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was ref 
6483) granting increase of pension to Thomas D. W 
amined the same, and respectfully submit the following repor 

The soldier enlisted as a private in Company B, Fourth Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, on August 20, 1561, and was mustered out and honorably discharged 
on August 17, 1865. 

He applied under the law of June 27, 
account of general debility. 


none, 
re ported 


is here by, 
to the pro- 
LD. Walker, 
r Infantry, and pay 


ferred the bill (H. R. 
ker, have carefully ex 






1890, and was allowed $6 per month on 


April 22, 1895, he made application for increase 
on account of increased debility and old ag June 19, 1895, the medical exami- 
nation shows that heis “ totally unable to perform manual labor and his con 
dition is not the result of vicious habits. Disabled by piles, six-cighteenths; 
by disease of heart, four-cighteenths; by injury to hip and | t eight 


eenths: general debility, six-eighteenths."’ He was alloy 
but $2, however, because he had not alleged the several 
found by the examining board. 

The soldier is 66 y and has no m« 

Your committee respectfully recommend the passa 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to 
House with a favorable recommendation. 

CARRIE L. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1924 
granting a pension to Carrie L. Yeaton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 





increas ol 
specific disabilities 


ears of age ns of suy 
» bill 


be re porte ad to the 


YEATON, 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of t! Tr rior be, and hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pen ! tt ions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name 1 +L. Yea rw of 
Lewis D. Yeaton, late a private in Company Eighth Maine Volunteer In 

a? thy 


fantry, at the rate of $3 per n 
The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the follow- 
ing amendments: 


Strike out, in lines 4 and 5, the word subject to the provisions and lim 
tations of the pension laws.” ‘ 
In line 8, strike out the word “eight” and insert in lieu thereof the word 


” 


“twelve. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New 
Hampshire (Mr. SULLOWAyY], who reported this bill, is familiar 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


with the facts, and can make a statement that I think will satisfy 
the committee, without the reading of this long report. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the gentleman can make 
a statement. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing in this case 
except a question as to the marriage of the soldier to the person 
named in the bill. The soldier was married, but I do not have 
the date before me at this moment. It is stated in the report, 
however. Subsequently he separated from his wife, and in 1872 
was married to the lady in whose interest this bill is offered. She 
believed him to be a single man and she lived with him for twenty- 
one years and bore him three children. They were during that 
time recognized as husband and wife. The first wife, in 1882, I 
think it was, obtained a divorce and subsequently died. The 
soldier and this woman continued to live together until the death 
of the soldier. He died of disease contracted in the service, and 
this lady asks for the $12 a month that she would be entitled to 
under the law. 

Mr. PICKLER. And this is a Senate bill. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. It is a Senate bill. Twelve dollars is all 
that is asked here. That is all there is in it. It is a question 
aie you will say, under the circumstances, she shall receive 
tor not. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, there is nothing the matter 
with this bill! The trifling fact that the soldier had another wife 
living when he married this woman ought not to stand in the 
way! I do not see the necessity of having the report read or hav- 
ing it —— on the RecorD so as to show that there is anything 
to entitle this widow to a pension! 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able report. 


NEIL M'NEIL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1820) granting a pension to Neil McNeil: 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Neil McNeil, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $12 a month. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have the report, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 

1820) granting a pension to Neil McNeil report as follows: 
man alleges that about August 20, 1862, at the uest of Capt. Richard 

Stout, he, with a number of others, joined Company B, Ninth Minnesota Vol- 

gates, peneney, to assist in protecting the settlers on the frontier against 

e Indians. 

he company was divided into squads of about 15 men each, and he had 
command of one of the angst. 

That on September 3, 1862, in what was known as the battle of Acton, an 
sree with Indians, he received a gunshot wound in the left arm, about 
4 inches from the shouider, said shot cutting the upper tendon of the flexor 
muscle, by reason of which he is much disabled in the performance of the 
labor required in his occupation asa er. 

‘The above allegations of McNeil are corroborated by the sworn statements 
of N. R. Thompson and Jacob A. Wolverton, members of Company B, Ninth 
Minnesota Volunteers, with which McNeil was serving when wounded. 

William Reems, another member of the company, testifies under oath that 
he was wounded at the time and and under the circumstances alleged. 

Theevidence penne meme question the fact that McNeil was wounded 

“in battle while serving with United States soldiers and under command of 
United States officers. 

The board of persion examining surgeons find, describe, and rate the wound, 
but the Pension Bureau can not admit it, as claimant was not or mus- 
tered into the United States service. Your committee consider the bill one 
of merit, and recommend that it be amended ne after the name 
“Neil McNeil,"’ in line 6, the words “of Dayton, Hennepin County, Minn.,” 
and that as amended the bill do pass. 

agreed to 


The amendment recommended by the committee was 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


OLIVER DODGE. 


The next business on the Private Calender was the bill (H. R. 


8496) for the relief of Oliver Dodge, and to place him upon the 
pension roll. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Uliver ee adopted father 
of George Alger, late private Company F, Tenth Michigan Infantry, upon the 
pension roll at the rate of $12 per month, 


_ TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to hear the report 
re 


The report (by Mr. THomas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
84%) for relief of Oliver Dodge, having carefully examined the evidence in 
this case, report as follows: 

George Alger, when about 2} years of age, was = by his mother, who 
had been left destitute by her husband, to Oliver ge, who cared for, fed. 
clothed, and educated him until he was about 17 years of age. when he en- 
listed in Company F. Tenth Michigan Infantry, November 18, 1861. Heserved 
continuously until February 25, i864, when reported missing in action. The 
muster-out roll of his company shows that he died at Andersonville, Ga. 
August 13, 1864, while a prisoner of war. Oliver Dodge, the beneficiary of 


this bill, is now 77 years of age, Gisabled for work, and without me. 

port. It he were the father of the soldier he would be pensionable Ly, 

is not he has no title to pension under existing law. Seen 
Your committee are of opinion that since he acted the part of a father + 

the soldier he should receive the same benefit in his old age that he w.. id 

were he the father, and they therefore recommend that the bill do pass. 


Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”’] 
fr. ERDMAN. Only one word. I want to call the attenti, 
of the House to the fact that this isa foster father. We |... 
pea foster mothers pensions; but this is the case of a fox. 
ather. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pen), 
vania would have this committee believe that this is somet};j),> 
new. It is on a par with the thrusts he makes from tie to ¢i;,, 
here. This foster father took this boy when he wus 2} years |) 
and cared for, clothed, fed, and educated him until he wa, {7 
years of age, when he went into the Army; and the boy whey jy 
the service died at Andersonville. This foster father is now +7 
years of age, without means of support, and time and time avajn 
Congress given relief in such cases as this. He was not tho 
father of the boy, or he would be pensionable at the Pension (5. 
fice; but to all intents and purposes he was the father of the }oy 
because he cared for him, educated him, and had charge of }jjn 
until he went into the Army. The gentleman, I suppose, just 
wants this old father, who is now 77 = old, to go to the poor- 
house rather than grant relief which is in the line of the action of 
Congress time and again in this connection. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman knows very w:!| 
that this foster father did not legally adopt this child. 

Mr. PICKLER, I know no such thing. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Your report does not show that he did. 

Mr. PICKLER, The report does not showeverything in a case, 

Mr. ERDMAN. Exactly. 

Mr. PICKLER. The report shows the facts. Now, I suppose 
the gentleman wants the committee to look the records to sea 
whether the boy was technically adopted. I do not think in tho 
case of an old man whois 77 years of age that this country is going 
to be technical about going to the relief of those old men who 
reared these soldiers who died at Andersonville [Applause. | 

Mr. SNOVER. I wish or that the gentleman from Pennsy!- 
vania may possibly be relieved with a knowledge of the fact that 
on or about the time the bill was favorably reported in this caso 
the person named in the bill died, which will make it unnecessary 
for the House to further consider it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does 'the gentleman move that the Commit- 
tee of the Whole recommend that the bill lie on the table? 

Mr. SNOVER. I make that motion. 

Mr. PICKLER. What is the object of that? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is done on the statement of the gentle- 
man that the beneficiary has died since the report was maile. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JOSEPH J. HUDSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R, 
4363) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is here)y. au- 
thorized and directed to increase the pension of J ih J. Hudson, late a 
member of Company I, Ons hundred tenth Regiment of Illinois Intautry, 
from twenty-four to seventy-two dollars per month. 

Mr. MILNES. Read the report. 

The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! (H. R. 
4368) to increase the pension of Joseph J. Hudson, submit the following 


re t 

laimant enlisted A 12, 1862; was discharged June 24, 1863, for this 
disability—“* atrophy of the muscles of both forearms follo an attack of 
typhoid fever since enlistment.” He for pension for lumbag > ani 


spinal disease, and was ee for at $8 from dischary«, and 
at $12 from March 3, 187% * 
Some one having that his rheumatism existed to his enlist- 
~~ aaretacenenmrcatenenament from the pension 
ro. 


to the Secretary of the Interior, who directed his name to be 
‘ rheumatism. 

In this investigation it was 
an attack of nervous fever, which 
of both forearms and some def 


In his restoration he was rated at 
of spine and deformity of wrists, which 
listment.” This 


sup- 
as he 


He @ 


that when 8 or 10 years of age he bad 
him with contraction of the tendvous 
of the wrists. 


“eliminating disease 
to have existed prior to en- 
is true so far as def: of wrists is , but your 
— ittee a = _— = evidence show ng 
claimant to have any or ore ment, an 
for twelve or more eons tees is ooaviieuss to show that he was afflicte! 
with any disease whatever except this slight deformity of wrists, which did 
ee Se as a soldier on enlistment. 

medical referee of the Pension Office. notwithstanding the above state 
of affairs,in an opinion January 4, 1896, affirming rejection of an increase, 


says: 
wT is not possible for me to state the natureof the sickness prior toser vice, 
but whatever it was it caused contraction 


of various tendons, and the pres!’ 
condition of the pensioner appears to. be acontinuation of thisearly trou).e. 

The board of United States surgeons who examined this soldier say: 

“He can not bear his — on his feet fora moment. There are several 
ery npn deposits on dorsum of feet. This condition of hands «od 
est is result of a long case of articular rheumatism. He is able to 
do nothing whatever and a 
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1896. 








It is admitted that the rheumatism for which this soldier is pensioned is of | affecting her hands. On ace: 


service origin. His condition is most pitiab’e, being unable to do a thing to 
help himself. Constant attention from attendants is required in his case 
We think the evidence fairly shows that this condition is the result of disea 
contracted in the service, and not from the nervous fever or from the 
formity of wrists of twelve years prior to enlistment. Whether the med 
referee or the committee are correct in this, we submit that justice and char- 
ity alike demand that the bill do pass. 


1 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recoin- | 


mendation. 
SOPHIA D. CLENDENIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1894) granting a pension to Sophia D. Clendenin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place on the pension roll of the United States the name of Sophia 
D. Clendenin, widow of the late Col. D. R. Clendenin, of the United States 
Army, and pay her during her natura! life and widowhood a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month. 


Mr. WOOD. Mr. Chairman, the Senate bill for the same pur- 
grants precisely the same pension as the House bill, and the 
mate report is substantially the same as the House report, and 
lask consent that the Senate bill be substituted for the House 


bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that is done, Mr. Chairman, let the re- 
port be read. 

The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1804) granting se to Sophia D. Clendenin, submit the following report: 

David R. Clendenin, late the husband of claimant, was first comumiissioned 
May 10, 1861, by President Abraham Lincoln, as first lieutenant Fifth Re 
ment, Third Brigade, Militia of the District of Columbia. On September 1s, 
1861, he became major Eighth Dlinois Cavalry. He was promoted lienten 
colonel of same regiment December 5, 1862. and colonel and brigadier-gen 
eral of volunteers by brevet in 1865 for meritorious services. He became 
major of Eighth United States Cavalry January 22, 1867, lieutenant-colon 
Third United States Cavalry November 1, 1882. colonel Second United St 
Cavairy October 20, 1888, and was retired April 20, 1801. He 


nt 


died March 5, 


His widow, the claimant, shared his dangers in the field. She is now in 
feeble health and straitened circumstances. 

The services of Colonel Clendenin in four years of war were especially 
meritorious, receiving the commendation of Generals Lew Wallace, Hunter 
Kautz, Foster, and Elkin. In his service in Texas, in Indian campaigns sinc: 
the war. he received the special commendation of Governor Ross, of Texas 
and United States Collector Coeke for his vigilance in preserving order on 
the frontier. 

His widow is now on the pension roll at 825 per month under general law 


, 





It is insufficient for her support, and in view of the distinguished services 


of Colonel Clendenin, your committees recommend that this bill do pass 


The CHAIRMAN. Is thereobjection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Woop] that the Senate bill be substi- 
tuted for the House bill? 

There was no objection. 

The Senate bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with 
the recommendation that it do pass. 

On motion of Mr. WOOD, the House bill (H. R. 1894) was laid 
on the table. 

ELLEN KINGSLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1215) 
granting a pension to Ellen Kingsley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Kingsley, widow 
of Henry E. Kingsley, late of Company F, Second New York Cavalry Volun- 


The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was agreed to, inserting after the words ‘ pension roll” 
the words “ at $8 per month.” 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I ask that the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1215) 
—— a pension to Ellen Kingsley, adopt as their own the report of the 

nate Committee on Pensions, No. 137, herewith,and recommend the passage 
of the bill with the following amendment: 

Insert, after the word “roll,” in line 4, the words “at $8 per month.” 


(Senate Report No. 137, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions have considered the bill (8. 1215) grantinga 
pension to Ellen Kingsley, and submit the following report: 

The petitioner was the wife and is, your committee believes, the widow of 
Henry E. Kingsley, who, according to the records of the War Department, 
Was enrolled and mustered into the service of the United States August 2), 

asa vate in Company F, Second New York Cavalry, to serve one year, 
and that he was mustered out with the company June 5, 1865, at Alexandria, 


a. 

From affidavits on file in this case it appears that the petitioner married 
the soldier in 1854, and that after the war they resided in New York State 
until 1871, when they moved to Nebraska. In May, 1875, the husband of the 
claimant suddenly disappeared and has never been seen since by anyone 
known to the family. e has never applied for a pension, nor is his address 

to the Army and Navy Survivors’ Division of the Pension Burean. 

is also ample evidence on file to prove that the claimant has never 
remarried: that her husband has been mourned as dead for many years, and 
that every effort bas been exhausted to find him. : 

As shown by affidavits of neighbors and her family physician, the claimant 
Seabsclutely without any property of any kind, is dependent upon charity 

her support, and in addition she has inflammatory rhenmatiam in a 
ehronic form, obliging her to use two crutches in order to move about, also 
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unt of her phy leond ym she is totally in- 
ipacitated from earning a |! I e applicatio ! 
I t I ea u t death of her husband the 
t h your « ‘ f +) mn that the soldier 
isa uch as th : Arit ¢) friends 
ul rd | ‘ “lents of 
sp n of this kind, the passa bill is recommended 





The bill was laid aside to be reported to th 


' e House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


SAMUEL GOLDWATER, 
The next business on the Private Calendar 


granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


was the bill (S. 404) 








Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension 1 at the rate $15 per 
I th, the name of Samnel Goldwater, la f Company A, First Regiment 
Missouri Volunteer Infantry, National Guard. : r 

Mr. MILNES. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. CRowTHER) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 404) 
granting a pension to Samuel Goldwater, have examined the same and beg 
leave to report: " 

The claimant served a short time in the Missouri militia , and shortly after 
discharge suffered from an affection of th yes, whi he all d was the 
result of sunstre ke received wl in th 3 Ar i li n ¥ ti , {? t 
totally, blind. ‘lhe physicians who examined the case gave it as their op 

n that the disease was occasioned by sunstroke. but the ¢ lence s m t d 

lL to »roeve that fact conclusively, and hence the case was ré é 1 y i 


Pension Bureau 
_ The testimony shows that claimant isa man of 
integrity. 


good reputation and high 





mmittes recommend that the word “ fifteen,” in the fifth line of 
medlgen nd we! p> = word “twelve rted in lieu thereof, and 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I commend this report to gen- 
tlemen on the other side as an illustration of what is deemed in 
this body sufficient ground for granting a pension. This report 
| says that the claimant served a ‘*‘short time” in the Missouri mi- 
litia, but it does not state how long. It speaks of the ‘‘ Missouri 
militia” without specifying what particular branch it referred to, 
when th were half a dozen kinds of Missouri militia. It says 
that he was discharged on account of ‘“‘an affection of the eves” 

| without telling what the affection was. Yet this report prete 
to set forth in these few brief lines sufficient information to jus 

tify Congress in granting a pension! " 
Mr. DINGLEY. Was this soldier ever in the United States 

Se! icer 


Mr. PICKLER. He was a member of the Missouri militia that 
were never technically mustered into the service, but were under 
command of United States officers and actually served in the 
Army. ' 
Mr. DINGLEY. 
Mr. PICKLER,. 


How long did he serve? 
I do not remember. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Probably he served a day or an hour, 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, ‘‘ probably” he served tive years. If 
we are going to suppose about it we can suppose any period we 
please. These Missouri militia, while they were not all mustered 
into the service, were technically, as I have said, under the com- 
mand of the United States officers and rendered very etlicient serv- 
ice. They were ont during the Price raid and other raids. They 
served whenever the United States called upon them. They saved 
Missouri to the Union. They protected the Union people of that 
State. They keptoutinvasion of Missouri from the rebel side, and 
they were as valuable as any other soldiers engaged in service in 
that region. There are several classes of the Missouri militia; 
but, as to most of them, if they had applied for pension before a 
certain date they would have received it under the general law. 
This man belongs to the class of militia that can not get pensions 
regularly in the Pension Office, and in such exceptional cases it 
has been the practice of Congress to grant pensions. This is no 
new question. This is right along the line of precedents. This 
bill is a Senate bill. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the 
recommendation that it do pass. 


WILLIAM BROWN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 4€6) 
granting an increase of pension to William Brown. 

The bill was read, 

Be it enacted, efc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Brown, late of Com- 
pany LD, Fighth Regu I I iga avalry. at the rate of $2) a month. in 


jeu of the pension he is now receiving, from and after the passage of this act. 


CT.BRARY of Minneent: ar —— 

Mr. M CLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, this is a good 
bill, but I would like to have the report read. 

The report (by Mr. Thomas) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 466) 
granting a pension to William Brown, adopt the accompanying Senate report 
(No. 66) as their own, and respectfully recommend its passage 
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as toliows: 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


[Senate Report No. 66, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 466) grant- 
ing a pension to William Brown, have examined the same and report: 

he petitioner, William Brown, was a member of Company D, Eighth 
Regiment Michigan Cavalry; enlisted on the 2ist day of March, 1864, and was 
Gischarged March 10, 1865. He was wounded and taken prisoner August 2, 
1864, and the record of the War Department shows him to have been a pris- 
oner about one hundred and forty days. It is alsoshown by papers herewith 
submitted that he is unable to perform any manual labor, and is unable to 

yrocure the evidence necessary to entitle him to the pension allowed by 
aw for the disabilities from which he is suffering, for the reason that said 
disabilities were incurred while a prisoner of war in the hands of the enemy, 
and he was discharged soon after his escape from prison without having 
opportunity to be sent to a hospital and thereby make a hospital report; 
therefore he does not know the address of 7 comrade who was a prisoner 
with him, or who knows him, and could give evidence in hiscase. He was con- 
fined at Andersonville and Florence, making his escape on December 15, 1864; 
then he resided at Annapolis; when strong enough to travel, was sent home 
on «a furlough, and was sick for two years thereafter with disease of the 
bowels. The committee submit the following affidavits of disease of which 
he is now suffering: 

Dr. C. M. Cannon, M. D., testifies: 

“I was the family physician of Rev. William Brown during the conference 
years of 1888, 1489, and 1800, and during those three years he suffered from 
rheumatism and valvular disease of heart continually. He also had necrosis 
of the upper jawbone, which was caused by an injury in the late war. This 
kept up a constant discharge, rendering him unable many times to a 
He is totally unable to do any kind of work and is very poor. He will very 
soon be out of support, as the decay of tiie jaw will soon terminate his min- 
isterial career, and, in my opinion, his life a 

“Cc. M. CANNON, M. D. 


“ALDEN, MINNW., February 1, 1892." 


Dr. D. L. Kenyon, of Worthington, Minn., certifies that he has been ac- 
quainted with Rev. William Brown a year and a half; that he was his family 
eee that he is suffering from a necrosis of the superior maxilla, result- 

ng from a wound received from a revolver in the hands of a rebel the morn- 
ing he was taken prisoner; that he is suffering froma catarrhal inflammation 
of the stomach and bowels, and has been ever since his prison life; that heis in 
very feeble health; that he can not perform manual labor. Itis very probable 
that Rev. William Brown will not be able to continue his relation to the 
ehurch as a preacher because of his feeble condition. 

Hon. James H. Kye, United States Senator from South Dakota, who is 
peasy acquainted with the petitioner and his condition and all the facts 
n ~~ case, appeared before the committee and made the following state- 
ment: 

“I desire to say that Ihave known Mr. Brown for several years. Heisa 
Methodist minister, in r circumstances, is frail in body and suffers al- 
most continually from the effects of wounds received in the war. I know he 
is often prevented from doing his work for the above reason, and more fre- 
quently talks, when to do so causes great pain. Anyone even casually ac- 
Sr with Mr. Brown would know that physically he is unable to do any 
work.” 

Your committee, in view of all the circumstances in this case, recommend 
the passage of the bill with an amendment to the title, soas to read: “A bill 
granting an increase of pension to William Brown.” 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I know this 


gentleman very well, and I know that the facts are as stated in 
the report. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with tne rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

MARY NEWMAN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1044) 
granting a pension to Mary Newman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Newman, blind and 
dependent daughter of Thomas G. Newman, now deceased, late of Company 
K, Ninth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, who was a pensioner 
under certificate No. 828008, and pay her a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month during her life. 


An’amendment fixing the amount of the pension at $12 a month 
was agreed to. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to hear the report. 

Mr. CROWTHER, Mr. Chairman, I would en that the 
first paragraph of the report presents a very complete statement 
of the case, and the remainder of the report is made up of affidavits 
substantiating the statements. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Will the gentleman make a brief statement of 
the facts? 


Mr. CROWTHER. I suggest that the reading of the first para- 


graph of the report, which contains the gist of the case, will give 
e desired information. 

The first paragraph of the report was read, as follows: 
To the Congress of the United States: 

Your petitioner, Mary Newman, of the city of Hannibal, Mo., soupeeey 
represents that she is the only child of Thomas G. Newman, who was a pri- 
vate soldier in the late war, a member of Company K, Ninth Regiment Mis 
souri State Cavalry, and that her father received an honorable discharge 
from the Army, and afterwards drew a pension of $8 per month, his pension 
eertificate being No. 828008, 

She further represents that her father, on May 15, 1894, died _in the city of 
Hannibal and left her an orphan and entirely dependent upon a. our 
petitioner was born November 15, 1868, and has been almost entirely deprived 
of the use of her eyes since her birth, and at present there are no hopes of 
her recovering her sight, and she is unable to see to do anything save with 
difficulty; walk without someone | her. And not only is your peti- 
tioner almost blind, but she is a confirmed invalid, having suffered for years. 

And your ener prays that you will by act grant her such pen- 
sion as may in such case seem just to you in order that she may no longer be 
an object of charity, and that she may not be obliged to suffer want in addi- 
tion to her other great afflicti 

Y NEWMAN, 


on. 
MAR 
By W. A. PARKER, 
Attorney in Fact. 
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Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, all the facts in the case are 
contained in that paragraph. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


Cc. E. PHILBROOK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 739) 
granting an increase of pension to C. E. Philbrook. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the provi: 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of C. E. Philbrook, widow 
of Alvah Philbrook, major of Twenty-fourth Regiment Wisconsin Volun- 
teers, and pay her a pension of §30 per month, the same to be in lieu of the 
pension she now receives: Provided, That no claim for arrears shall be 
allowed by reason of the passage of this act. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is a bill that ought to pass, 
It is clearly in the line of precedent. I desire, however, to ask 
this Committee of the Whole to consider another question in con- 
nection with this bill. There is a good deal of inquiry as to how 
long we are expected to stay in session under the order of the Com- 
mitteeon Rules. The Committee on Rules have very kindly given 
us two days for the consideration of this pension business, and as 
there is a probability of an early adjournment, it is not likely that 
they will be able to give us any more time during the remainder 
of thesession. We have a long Calendar before us. As has been 
demonstrated by the cases that we have considered so far, most of 
the beneficiaries of these bills are old and helpless and needy, 
Gentlemen must have noticed that of the bills that we have taken 
up for consideration this morning two have been laid aside because 
the beneficiaries have died since the reports were made. I speak 
of these facts as showing the necessity of considering these pension 
bills as rapidly as ones. 
¢ Now, with the requirement that each report shall be read, a good 
deal of time is consumed upon each bill, and we get along rather 
slowly. The question is, What is reasonable, under the circum- 
stances, as to the length of the day’s session? On that point I 
desire to say to gentlemen that this is the anniversary of the bat- 
tle of the Wilderness, and the soldiers of the Union stayed there 
all night. aes I am in favor of sitting here as long as 
gentlemen think it is reasonable to stay with us. The Committee 
on Invalid Pensions are very desirous, of course, that this com- 
mittee shall continue in session as long as possible. Just what we 
may do—whether to remain in session continuously; whether to 
try to take a recess after a while until this evening; whether to 
have another recess reaching over until to-morrow morning—are 
questions which I hope we shall consider during the course of the 
next hour, so as to come to some conclusion as to what we shall do, 

I think, Mr. Chairman, thisis an extraordinary occasion. These 
cases come from almost every State of the Union. There are very 
few gentlemen on the floor who have not been before the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions or some of these other committees 
asking the consideration of their bills, and as many of these gen- 
tlemen have already expressed to members of the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions their willingness to stay here, if necessary, all 
night, I trust that patriotic consideration will induce gentlemen 
to do all that they can in behalf of these r le whose bills 
are on this Calendar and who are generally old and helpless. I 
believe it is our patriotic duty to forego ordinary considerations of 
convenience and stand by this Calendar as long as it is reasonable 
for us to do so. Ane. 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. I wish to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions this question: If we sit here until 
5 o'clock, then take a recess until 8 o’clock, then sit until half 
past 10 o'clock, then take a recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow morn- 
ing; will that be satisfactory to the committee? If so, I think it 
will be so to the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. I do not care to meet that question now. As 
we get further along we can decide whether and when a recess 
shall be taken. I do not care to agree to anything so long in 

vance. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying this bill aside to 
be reported favorably to the House. 

The question was decided in the affirmative. 


NANCY CARSON BLUNT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 246) 
granting a pension to Nancy Carson Blunt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted «tc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the on roll, subject to the — 
sions and lim/j tations of the eee laws, the name of Nancy Carson Blunt, 
widow of Msj. Gen. James G. Blunt, deceased, and pay her a pension at the 
wee Soe eee San ae after the passage of act, in lieu of $30 per 

onth she is; now receiving. 

Mr. BRODERICK. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say only a word 
in explanation of this bill. General Blunt resided in Kansas when 
the war commenced. He did not wait until a commission was 
tendered to him before enlisting in the Army. He enlisted asa 








1896. 


OO 


private soldier in the first company organized in his county. He 
was made lieutenant of that company, and on account of merito- 
rious services was advanced rapidly from grade to grade until, in 
April, 1862, he was a brigadier-general. In April, 1863, he was a 





full major- eneral, and, so far as I have been able to ascertain, he | 


was the only full major-general_who rose to that position from 

the volunteer forces west of the Missouri River. He was a born 

goldier, and distinguished himself in every engagement in which 
ted. 


» partici 
“i daieen here, Mrs. Blunt, was the wife of his early man- | 


hood. She was his wife during the war. While he was in the 
field or on the march she was at home caring for her two chil- 
dren. She hel to bear the burden and hardships of the war. 


She is now well advanced in years, and I trust there will be no | 


objection to granting this increase of her pension. 
very short, and I ask that it be read. 
The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The committee to whom was referred the bill (S. 246) granting a pension 
of $75 per month to Nancy Carson Blunt, widow of Maj. Gen. James G. Blunt, 


The report is 


in lieu of the pension she now receives, having carefully examined the facts | 


| tle 


and cireumstances in evidence as well as the age and necessitous condition 
of the applicant, and the brilliant and magnificent record of General Blunt, 
earnestly recommend the passage of the bill as it came from the Senate, and 
respectfully adopt the report (S. 189) of the Senate Committee on Pensions. 


(Senate Report No. 189, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session. ] 


Mrs. Blunt is the widow of the late Maj. Gen. James G. Blunt. She is now 
drawing a pension of $30 per month. 

General 
14, 1862; a major- 
commission May 1, 1863. : at ’ 

Major-General Blunt went into the war at the beginning as a lieutenant of 
a Kansas regiment, and was advanced, by reason of meritorious service, 
through different grades to_brigadier-general and major-general, and was 
mustered out of the service June 29, 1865. 

General Blunt's services were of vital importance to the Western border, 
and his bravery and daring appear pleinty enough in the official records of 
the war of the rebellion. He undoubtedly incurred a malady from exposure 
in the field that caused his death and left his widow without means. 

His record is a brilliant one, as will epyenr from the appended statement 
furnished by the War Department, and your committee are of the opinion 
that it entitles the widow to a much higher rate of pension than she is now 
drawing. 

Tour sommaittes recommend that the bill be amended by striking out the 
words “one hundred,” in line 8, and substituting the words “seventy-five.” 
As thus amended, the passage of the bill is recommended. 


neral of volunteers March 16, 1863, and he accepted the 


RECORD AND PENSION OFrFfice, WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington City, January 10, 1896. 

to your letter of the 8th instant, addressed to the Adjutant- 
rmy, and by him transmitted to-day to this office, to which 
the subject pertains, in which you request a statement showing the military 
and medical record of the late Maj. Gen. James G. Blunt, of United States 
Volunteers, for the use of your committee in the consideration of Senate bill 
No. 246, 1am directed by the Secretary of War to inform you that the records 
show that James G. Blunt was commissioned brigadier-general of volunteers 
April 14, 1862, to rank from April 8, 1862; that he accepted the commission 
April 22, 1862; that he was commissioned major-general of volunteers March 
16, 1863, to rank from November 29, 1462, and that he acceptetl the commission 


May 1, 1868. 

He commanded the Department of Kansas from May 5, 1862, to some time 
in September, 1862; the district of Kansas, Department of Missouri, from 
September, 1882, to May, 1863; the district of the frontier, Department of 
Missouri, from May, 1863, to October, 1863; the district of the frontier, De- 
partment of Kansas, from February 23, 1864, to April 18, 1864; the district of 
upper Ar’ from August 2, 1864, to October, 1864, and the district of 
south Kansas from October, 1864, to June 3, 1865. 

He wen oe Cooma service in Kansas and Arkansas from October, 1863, to 
February 28, 1864, and on cag of the headquarters, Department of Kansas, 
from April, lst to August, 1364. 

On June 3, 1865, he was ordered home to await orders, and he was honorably 
mustered out of service under Special Orders No. 407, paragraph 37, War De- 
partment, Adjutant-General’s Office, dated June 29, 1865. 

No medical of this officer has been found. 


Very respectfully, 
’ F. C. AINSWORTH, 


Colonel, United States Army, Chief Record and Pension Office. 

Hon. J. H. GALLINGER, 

Chairman Committee on Pensions, United States Senate. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I move to amend by striking out “‘ seventy- 
five ca inserting “fifty,” so as to make this pension $50 a 
month. 

_Mr. BRODERICK. I hope this motion will not prevail. Ever 
since the war closed it has been the practice to give to distinguished 
generals and their widows large pensions. A large number of the 
more prominent generals have been so pensioned, and among them 
some who never attained the distinction that General Blunt did. 
A great many widows of soldiers have received pensions of $75 and 
$100. General Blunt from the day the war commenced was in the 
service, From the firing of the first gun he was active, energetic, 
and heroic until the close of the war. And now when his widow, 
an = lady, is left alone and without property, I say it is wrong 
to reduce her pension below the amount proposed in the bill. 

This bill passed the Senate without a dissenting voice, and it 
ought to be concurred in here without any dissent. Iregret very 
much that a gentleman on the committee should make this motion. 
It ought not to prevail, and I trust it will not. 

Mr. BLUE. . Chairman, I trust the amendment of my col- 
1 from Missouri will not prevail. I do not believe when he 
upon the matter that he will insist upon it himself. 


Sir: Referrin 
General of the 
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lunt was commissioned as brigadier-general of volunteers April | 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Kansas that the time has been exhausted in favorof the bill. The 
remaining time belongs to the gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. CROWTHER. I will yield to my friend from Kansas one 
minute. 
_ Mr. BLUE. I will simply use that one minute to say that this 
is the only man that I remember, and I think it is unquestionably 
true, the only man among the volunteers west of the Mississippi 
River who rose from the ranks to be a major-general. The unani- 
mous report of the Committee is in favor of the action proposed 
here and the amount that the bill carries. 


General Blunt was not of that character of general officer who 
was a mere general in name, but he went into the thickest of the 
fight in every contest in which he participated, and the long list 


of battles in which he took part entitled him to the rank and the 

promotion he received. 
Mr. BRODERICK. 

lost a battle. 
Mr. BLUE. 


And it should be remembered that he never 


And as my colleague says, he never lost a bat- 





Mr. VAN HORN. And did not wait for the enemy to hunt him, 
but hunted them himself. ; 

Mr. BLUE. Yes; that is correct Mr. Chairman. As stated by 
the gentleman from Missouri |Mr. Van Horn}, he did not wait for 
the enemy to hunt him. 

While I have not participated in the action of the House in 
granting large pensions to the widows of distinguished soldiers, 
this is a case that I think is exceptional in its merits, and the pen- 
sion of $75 per month should be granted her. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to agree tothe 
statement of my colleague from Kansas in regard to the military 
record of Gen. James G. Blunt. But we are not considering now 
a pension for General Blunt. We are considering a pension for 
his widow; and it has been the rule that amendments have been 
made by the Committee on Invalid Pensions to reduce the amounts 
to be allowed to the widows of general officers to the sum of $50 
amonth. We believe that that sum amply covers any case that 
comes before us. Wethink it large enough, and there should not 
be this invidious distinction between the amounts allowed to the 
widows of general officers and the amounts voted to the widows 
of private soldiers, many of whom ought to have been general 
officers themselves. 

Mr. POOLE. The gentleman of course only speaks for himself 
and not for the Committee on Invalid Pensions. We madea unan- 
imous report on the bill, fixing it at $75 a month; and I hope the 
amendment will be rejected. 

The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. CROWTHER, 
the committee divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 56. 

So the amendment was rejected. [Applause. | 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


ELIZABETH A. SARGENT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth A. Sargent, of 
Manchester, N. H., dependent mother of Capt. John B. Sargent, late of Com- 
pany B, Tenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteers, and pay her a pension 
of $i7 per month. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. SULLOWaAy) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
6111) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. Sargent, having carefully considered 
the same, respectfully report: 

Elizabeth A. Sargent, mother of First Lieut. John B. Sargent, late of Com- 
pany B, Tenth New Hampshire Volunteers, is 81 years of age. is possessed of 
no property whatever, is supported entirely by charity, and her physical 
condition is such that she can live but a shert time 

Lieutenant Sargent was a brave and faithful soldier and officer, and was 
pensioned at the time of his death. He left a minor daughter, who drewa 
pension from her father’s death until December 12, 1895, when she became 16 
years of age. He left no widow. 

The mother is now a widow, and has been since 
vendent on her son for support, and during his lifetim: 
for her as long as his health permitted him to earn th 
0 80. 

In view of the clearly established facts, your committee earnestly recom- 
mend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, my colleague, 
[Mr. SuLLoway}] in reporting this bill, has been led into some 
error, I presume, by the statements which have been made to him, 
This lady is nowin a home for elderly people in Manchester, N. H., 
and is properly cared for, and her wants supplied. 

The report says that this soldier left no widow. Perhaps in the 
legal sense of the word that is true; but as a matter of fact his 
wife, whom he married in 1863, is still living, and the daughter— 
of whom the report speaks as being 16 years old, is with her mother 
and is being educated, or an attempt is being made to educate her 
by her mother from the proceeds of her own unaided toil. 


1855. She was wholly de- 
she prov ided and « ared 


e means with which to 
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The facts are these: That after having lived with the soldier 
some twenty-odd years she, by reason of his vicious habits, was 
compelled to seek a divorce, which she obtained. The daughter 
has always remained with the mother. When the soldier died— 
he died in Pittsburg, Pa.—this woman, who was his wife during 
the war, sent for his remains, paid all of the expenses of the funeral, 
and interred them with honor in the city of Manchester, N. H. 

I have introduced a bill (House bill No. 7536) , which is now pend- 
ing before the Pension Committee, to pension this woman, who 
procured a divorce not through any fault of her own, but entirely 
through the fault of the soldier. 

Now, there is not a word to be said against this soldier’s mother. 
She is an elderly lady, and is in the Home for the Support of Elderly 
Ladies in Manchester, and not in an almshouse, but in an estab- 
lishment where she has good care. The question for the commit- 
tee is whether, under these circumstances, the mother should be 

nsioned while the woman who is really his widow and support- 
ing and educating his daughter, shall go without. That is all 
there is to the case. My own desire is that the case lie on the 
table until the other bill is reported. 

Mr. HOOKER. Why not amend the bill by substituting the 
widow for the mother, if she is entitled to it? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. The only question is on the 
fact of her having obtained a divorce only a year or two before 
the death of the soldier. I think my colleague will agree with me 
that this is a fair statement of the case. 

Mr.SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the report 
cites the facts literally. This mother is cared for in an institution 
in the city where I live. She is absolutely without any means 
whatever. She has been a widow since 1855; and the son, this sol- 
dier, cared for her until he died, which event took place in Pitts- 
burg, Pa., I think. 

Now, this woman, who was once his wife, got a divorce from 
him years ago, and I say im this report that he left no widow. If 
she is his widow, then | do not understand the meaning of the 
word. Heleftno widow. Heleft this dependent mother, 80 years 
old, without a penny, and I submit to this House that the mother 
is the one who should receive this pension. His wife having 
abandoned him, having got a divorce and fled away from him. 
should not come in here to-day, years after that happened, and 
deprive the mother, whom hecared for so long as he had any means, 


whom he cared for in his early boyhood, of the privilege and the 
right which she has under the law, to take this pension of $17, he 


being a first lieutenant. That is exactly the situation here, gen- 
tlemen, and I submit that the mother should have a pension. 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, let me say 
that this man’s wife never away from him, but that he went 
into the West, away from her. Now, I move to strike out the 
words *‘ Elizabeth A, Sargent, dependent mother,” and to insert 
the words * Fannie J. Sargent, widow.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “ Elizabeth A. Sargent,of Manchester, N. H., 
— mother,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ Fannie J. Sargent, 
widow. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I want to make a point of or- 
der against that amendment. I do not think that on a private 
_ pension bill it is in order to strike out one beneficiary and insert 

another. It seems tome the amendment is out of order. We 
have no jurisdiction to do anything of the kind. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is a novel point, but the Chair is of 
the opinion that it would be germane to the question of pension- 
ing the relative of this deceased soldier and that the committee 
could strike out the name of a wife and insert children, 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman from New 

ire say there was a widow in this case? 

Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I will say, in answer to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. ErpMaN}, that there is a wo- 
man who married this soldier in 1863. She was his wife durin 
the war. In 1885 she obtained a divorce from him on account 
his vicious habits. At that time he had not been supporting her, 
but she had been sup ing him for sometime. I hopemy amend- 
ment will be : 

The amendment of Mr. BAKER of New es was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to reported to the 
House with a favorable recommendation. 


ELIZABETH NEW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1051) 
granting a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of Jethrow New. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the sion roll, subject to the pre 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, name of th New, widow 


of Jethrow New, late captain of Company D, Twenty-ninth Indiana Volun- 
teer Infantry, of the wr of 1861. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
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The report (by Mr. KirKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil] (¢ jo- 
wating a pension to Elizabeth New, widow of Jethrow New, ro, 
ollows: : 
The facts in this case are truly and correctly set forth in the report (> 
of the Senate Committee on msions, and to avoid repetition the « 
adopted as the report of this committee. 
Your committee therefore report the bill back with the recomme; 


that it do pass. 

The following is the Senate $ 
“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 105) 

ing a pension to Elizabeth New, have examined the same and report: 

“ A similar bill was introduced in the Fifty-third Congress, referr:..) ; 
Pension Committee, reported favorably, and passed the Senate. 

* The facts are as follows: 

“Jethrow New was an officer, serving successfully both as lieuter 
captain of Company D, in the Twenty-ninth iment of Indiana V, 
Infantry in the war of 1861. He was mustered into the service Sep: > 
1861, and was di therefrom November 24, 1862, for very serio, , 
abilities incurred in the service. 

* He was a pensioner of the United States from November 21, 180° +) 
after his discharge from the service, until April 9, 1851, at the ra: 

r month, and from the latter date to the time of his death at ¢). ».;, 
15 per month. He died very suddenly at his home at Green Oak, |}, 
Jounty, Ind., on the 27th day of February, 1887. 

The claim of his widow, Elizabeth New, in whose behalf this pet: 

filed, has been rejected by the Pension Bureau upon the ground o{ 
proof that his death was due to the disabilities incurred by him i, : 

ry service aforesaid. husband was pensioned, as appears fro), | 
ords, for chronic bronchitis, chronic diarrhea, loss of sight of the 
and special results. The following is a description of his condition » 
by the board of examining surgeons at Lafayette, Ind , October 26, |- 

“ Total blindness of the left eye; right lateral curvature of the 
glottis paralyzed and ; ps no man living has so gnur 
spine. From it there is perfect paralysis of the epigiottis. [t sta) 
open, like an abandoned old gate on its rusty hinges, never to be clos OF 
course deglutition is impossible, and he has several times nearly sv {f)..; 
in attempting to swallow solid food.” 

The condi of the deceased husband is shown by the record to hay. eon. 
tinued unchanged up to the time of his death, and besides the medica! test; 
mony there is ev ce in the record of his friends and neighbors—aq.),> 
others, his nearest neighbor—to the fact that he remained totally un.)\.; 
psoas any kind of manual labor whatever; that he was unable for a y«: 
vefore his death to take anything but liquid food; that he was extremely 
thin in flesh, very feeble, and debilitated; that he was subject to attacks .: 
wheezing spasms of conghing and smothering. 

This evidence also shows that his death was very sudden; that no)! 
cian or other person was present immediately at the time: that he wa. i 
dead within twenty minutes after he had spoken to a neighbor alwnt jis 
helpless condition. The committee is of the opinion that the ca: 
death was without doubt the disabilities aforementioned, incurred }y | 
in the military service. The applicant, his widow aforesaid, is 72 you i, 
in very moderate circumstances, and we therefore return herewith and 
recommend the passage of the accompanying bill. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a fayor- 
able recommendation. ‘ 
WALLACE M’GRATH. 


The next business on me ae agg was the bill (S. 247) 
granting a pension to Wallace rath. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


spir 
i 


4 
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‘| and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wallace McGrath, late jicu- 


tenant and aid-de-camp of the Fifteenth Re 
teers, and grant him a pension at the rate of 
the passage of this act. 


Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Let the report be read. 
‘The report (by Mr. KrRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.2!7) 
granting a pension to Wallace McGrath, submit the follo report 

The facts in this case are fully set forth in the report of the Senate (om- 
mittee on Pensions, and to avoid repetition the same is referred to and 
adopted by this committee. Your committee therefore reports the bill back 
tothe House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The Senate report is as follows: / 

“ The Committee on Pe to whom was referred the bill (S. 247) entitied 
‘A bill granting a pension to Wallace McGrath,’ have examined the samo 


and report: 

“That on the Ist day of August, 1890, he was granted a pension of $1. per 
month for locomotor ataxia, which sum he claims is not nearly comuiensu- 
rate with the degree of his disability. 

“Tt ap from the evidence that heenlisted on the 23d day of Septem!» 
1861, served until January 27, 1865. That on the 27th day of May. |» 
near Altoona, Ga.. while in actual service, he was w in the br 
that at such time he was standing on a steep sidehill, and from the force 0! 
the blow received he was thrown violen 1 sere ‘oe the hill and 

strack of back. suffered severely 
strong, able-bodied man. ore mm and 

in the bac k 

k anything on 

Sajary poreaeed 

thout the as-ist- 


ent Ohio Infantry Volun- 
per month from and alter 


aforesaid. : 
ted with the applicant, 
the last four years at (Le 
,and his own know ledze 
And as further evidence of his eu''re 
submit a letter from Col. Andrew -. 
worth Kans.. dated 
ucteEN BAKER, which is hereto «t- 


month, but in 
m the inter- 
of July 14, 











192, this rate being granted for a disability in such a degree as to require the 
‘frequent and perio ical, though not regular and constant, personal aid and 
attendance of another person.’ 

“ Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by striking out al! 
after the word ‘volunteers,’ in the seventh line, and adding in lieu thereof 
the words ‘and grant him a pension at the rate of $0 per mouth from and 
after the passage of this act.’ As thus amended we recommend the passaye 
of the bill.” : : . ° 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying aside the bill 
with a favorable recommendation. 

Mr. ROYSE. Mr. Chairman, is there not an amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the amendment referred to in the re- 

rt is a Senate amendment, which was acted upon in the Senate. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


MRS. ANNIE E. COLWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
1931) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Annie E. Colwell. 

Mr. TAFT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that Senate bill 2514 be sub- 
stituted in the place of this bill. The two bills are exactly alike. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will first report the bill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby directed to 
-e on the ion rolis the name of Mrs. Annie FE. Colwell, widow of 
omas W. well, sergeant of Company C, Second Regiment Ohio Infantry, 
Mexican war, and first sergeant of Company H, Fifth Ohio Cavalry, war of 
1861 to 1865, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, in lieu of the 
pension she now receives. 


The report (by Mr. Layton) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R 
1931) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Annie E. Colwell, having exam- 
ined the evidence m the case, report: 

Thomas W. Colwell, husband of claimant, served in Company C, Second 
Ohio Volunteers, in the Mexican war, from August 10. 1847, to July 25, 1848, 
and in Company H, Fifth Ohio Volunteer Cavalry. from October 31, 1861, to 
November 2, 1564, when he was mustered out as first sergeant, having held 
that rank about two and one-half years. He was killed by accident in 1867, 


| 


never having applied for a pension. He was married to the claimant in 1848, | 


and she has never remarried since his death. She is now pensioned at $ as 
a Mexican war widow. She rever applied for pension on account of her hus- 
band’s services in the war of the rebellion. 

She is now 72 years of age. She is now totally blind, and has been so for 
over twenty-one years last past. 

She has no preperty or income whatever except her pension of $8 per 
month, and with that exception is wholly dependent upon friends for her 
su , having no relatives living. She is of excellent character. 

to recapitulate: Her husband served through two wars and was never 

nsioned. She was his wife during the war of the rebellion, is 72 years old, 

tally blind, destitute of property, without relatives on whom to call for 
aid, and with absolutely nothing except her pension of $8 per month, which 
is altogether inadequate to supply her needs in her age, blindness, and help- 


238. 
In view of these facts, your committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Tarr] asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate bill be substituted for the 
House bill. Is there objection? : 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ErDMAN] objects. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, this is a case where the hus- 
band was killed by accident in 1867, and if we pension his widow 
we determine that his death was due to army service. 

Mr. TAFT. She is already pensioned for 38. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favora- 
ble recommendation. 

Subsequently, 

Mr. TAFT said: Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimonusconsent to recur 
to the bill H.R.1931. There was a mistake in regard to it. The 


gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Expman] did not intend to | 


object to substituting the Senate bill. 
eCHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio j Mr. Tart] asks 
unanimous consent to return to the bill H. R. 1931, and to substi- 
tute therefor the bill 8.2514. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Accordingly, the bill S. 2514 was ordered to be laid aside to be 
to the Honse with a favorable recommendation. 
unanimous consent (on motion of Mr. Tarr), the bill H. R. 
1931 was ordered to lie on the table. 


MRS. MARY L, ALESHIRE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4724) to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary L. Aleshire. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the pension of Mary L. Aleshire, widow of Capt. 
Charles C. Aleshire, late of the Eighteenth Ohio Battery Light Artillery, be, 

same is hereby, increased from $3 per month to $0) per month; and 

the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, authorized and directed to 
Place her name on the roll at the rate of $4) per month, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions recommended the follow- 
ing amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place the name of Mary L. Aleshire, widow of Capt. Charles C. 


| 
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Aleshire. late of the EFichteenth Ra : bee Dna 
r » her a pension of &0 pet ans 


Mr. SPALDING. Let the report be read. 











Phe report (by Mr. Layton) was read, as follows: 
_The soldier served as capta ‘ ( ( 
V inteers, from May 21, 861, toA an 
( » Battery Light Art ‘ . i 
Was appointed secona lieu i 
8, 1st6, promoted to first lientera Fe ary 
and efficiently until November 15, 18 
after a total petiod of service of seven 4 

Captain Aleshire has a hospital r« i t 
inguinal hernia, from December 22, Is to Janua 
pension July 31, 1885, and was pensioned a ry 
“left Inguinal hernia,” after special ex a 
W idow was married to soldier June t. 1s 1d Was pe 
f June 27, 1890, at $8 per month from July 21, 1890, the s 
April 22, 1889. ; 

Che immediate cause of the death of the soldier is not show 
dence on file in the Pension Bureau. The claimant fi An a 
committee in which she allege 

* My husband was agreat sufferer for 1] years prior to} 
the services of a physician were frequently, it 1 it be 
stantly, needed to mitigate ar u his suffer I 
acd was troubled with a bad was 
it frequently baffled the skill of the best phy s, wl ‘ 
stant and often intense pain, and which I believe was the prin 


his death.” 


A907 


) Tr try 
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} 

‘ 
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Dr. James Johnston certifies to Captain Aleshire’s creat suff 
hernia, and of his frequently consulting this phy 


trouble after his discharge from the service; that t 






amined him and fitted a truss on him at different ti t 
very bad rupture, which was very hard to control by a p ‘ 
and that he knows that Captain Aleshire suffered a g 
cause; that from the nature of his disabilities and 

tion it is fair to presume that the remote cause of his dcat 


contracted in the service. 


Coi. John L. Vance, who was a gallant soldier and an ex-met 











gress, certifies and states that his relati wi pta \ 
early boyhood until his tirst enli le i 

service until his death, were intimate: that 

plain of suffering intensely from troubles origi 

service, and particularly did he suffer. and w ul ‘ 
times, from rupture. He believed and was adv ! d 
acquainted with s suffering a d it he w i 

by the service, and, “‘in my judgment,” ¢ rel Va 


the result thereof.” 
Mrs. Aleshire is advanced in years, in feeble health, and 


S81 
means of support except the pension she v re 

From the facts presented, your « imit » 1 eve 
and therefore earnestly recommend its passage with ‘ 
ment: 

Scrike out all after the enacting clause and insert 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be ( h i 


directed to place the name of Mary L. Al ir idow C 
Aleshire, late of the Eighteenth Battery Ohio Licht 
roll and pay her a pension of $2) per month, in lieu of 1 
receiving.” 

The amendment recommended by the committees 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to 


| to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


MRS. SARAH MARTIN, 


be reported 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


4994) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and } 


directed to pay to Sarah Martin, widow of Jonas Mar 
pany F, Twenty-ninth Michigan Infantry. the pen 


act of June 27. 180). by certificate No. 211127 t any 





‘onnt of pension previousiy granted her January 1s, 18/3, by the 


tifk ate number. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. THOMAS) was read, as follows: 


MILO Cel 





The Committee on Invalid Pensions, having carefully examine 1 all the evi- 
dence relating to the bill (H. R. 4994) for the relief of Sarah Mart is 
follows: 

Jonas Martin, who was the husband of the beneficiary of th enlisted 
September 3, 1864.im Company F, Twenty-ninth Michigan V« 3 
mustered out June 17, 1865 ie was treated while in ser 
records, for chronic rheumatism and chronic bronchitis ! ? 
disease of lungs. and his widew filed a claim for pension u | 
law, which was allowed, and she drew pension until L486, w her nau a 
dropped from the rolls ou the ground that it had been d sed by a 8] al 
examination that the disease of longs from which the soldier died was 1 
incurred in the service, but existed prior to his enlistment 

On July 31, 1800. the widow filed a claim under the act of J j ' 
which was allowed, and under departmental decision of Septer ie 
that pension should not be withhe:d. She was again paid p \pri 
1804, when a reissue was made to withho!ld payme t ut had 
been paid her under the generallaw. In March, |1#05,a ‘ ude 
to recover, it appearing that the reissue made in 154 v ough 
to recover all that she had received These are the fa ] 
object of this bill is to prevent the Pension (ffice fro 
widow the pension which has heen allowed her under the a 
and which. as shown by the evidence in the case, she needs for her 
The Government can not withhold this widow's pension without v 
the principle laid down in sections 4744 and 4747, Revised Statutes, w 
as follows: 

“ Spc. 4734. The provisions of law which allow the withholding of tt . 
pensation of any person who is in arrears shal! not be con ed to authorize 
the pension of any pensioner of the United States to be withheld 

“Seo. 4747. No sum of mone 1 r to become to any pensioner shall 
be liable to attachment. v0 ‘ »* by on der any legal or equitable 
process whatever. whether the same remains with the ren-ion Office o 
officer or agent thereo!, or isin course of transmission to t ; ye 
entitled thereto, but shall innare v ly to the benefit such 


, . ‘ - 
Your committee are of opinion that the pension should not be y 


they therefore recommend the passage of the bill. 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ELMIRA E, DUSTIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
8578) granting a pension to Elmira E, Dustin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elmira E. Dustin, of Syca- 
more, widow of Gen. Daniel Dustin, late colonel of One hundred and fifth 
Illinois Infantry Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $50 per month. 


Mr. SPALDING. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
3578) granting a pension to Elmira E. Dustin, submit the following report: 

The claimant in this case is the widow of Bvt. Brig. Gen. Daniel Dustin. 
She was soldier's wife before and during the war. She is now past 70 years 
of age, and has no means or property whatever except a house and lot in the 
small village of Sycamore, fil, where she lives, and which is of no more value 
than $1,200, and the rental value of which is not more than $8 per month. 

Daniel Dustin enlisted September 18, 1861, and was mustered as captain of 
Company L, Eighth Illinois Cavalry. He was promoted major of same regi- 
ment January 8, 1862. His resignation was eccepted September 8, 1862, to 
~—— him to accept promotion as colonel of One hundred and fifth Illinois 

antry. 

He was mustered as colonel of One hundred and fifth Illinois Volunteers 
September 9, 1862. October 31, 1864, he was in command of Third Division, 
Twentieth aumy Corps; December 31, 1864, to April 80, 1865, he was in com- 
mand of Second Brigade, Third Division, Twentieth Army Corps. He was 
mustered out as colonel of One hundred and fifth Illinois Infantry. He was 
brevetted brigadier-general of volunteers March 16, 1865, for gallant services 
in the campaigns in Georgia and South Carolina. 

In view of the distinguished services of this officer and the need of his 
widow, her age and feebleness, the committee recommend that the bill do 
pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


FREDERICK GRAMM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 61) 
for the relief of Frederick Gramm. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, author- 
ized and directed to 30 amend and correct the military record of Frederick 
Gramm, late a private soldier in Company B of the Fifty-sixth Regiment Ohio 
Volunteers, as to remove the charges of desertion, and to show that said 
Gramm was captured Ry, the enemy on June 25, 1862, and paroled on June 28, 
1862, and permitted by 49 Grant, commanding the district, to pass 
from Memphis, Tenn., to his home in Ohio to remain until notified of his ex- 
change or otherwise ordered, and duly exchanged by General Orders, No. 10, 
War Department, January 10, 1863, and ordered to return to his command 
and absent without leave until March 5, 1863, when he enlisted in the Navy of 
the United States for two years, served faithfully, and was honorably dis- 
charged at the expiration of hisservice: Provided, That nopay or allowances 
shall become due by reason of this act. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I would like the report to be 
read in this case. 
The report (by Mr. Bishop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (8S. 61) 
entitled “A bill for the relief of Frederick Gramm, of Ironton, Ohio,” beg 
leave to submit the following report: 

This is a bill providing for the removal of thecharge of desertion from the 
military record of Frederick Gramm, late a private in Company B, Fifty- 
sixth Ohio Volunteers, and for granting such soldier an honorable discharge. 

A bill identical in form with such House bill passed the Senate in the Fifty. 
fourth Congress and has been referred to your committee. 

Your committee would therefore recommend that such House bill do lie 
on the table, and that such Senate bill do pass. 

The facts upon which such soidier relies for the favorable consideration of 
the bill for his relief, which have been found to be true by your committee, 
are as follows: 

The soldier enlisted in Company B, Fifty-sixth Ohio Volunteers, November 
13, 1861, to serve three vears. He was captured June 25, 1862: paroled June 
28, 1862; was permitted by General Grant, his commanding officer, to go to 
his home in Ohio to await his exchange. He was exchanged in January, 
1863, and was notified only MW general orders published in the newspapers. 

After such exchange, in March, 1863, he enlisted in the gunboat service of 
the Mississippi for two years, and was Sepeneshy Cieckarges from such gun- 
boat service at the expiration of such enlistmen 

The only mistake made by such soldier was in not reporting to his regi. 
ment and getting a transfer from his regiment to the gunboat service. e 
received no bounty by reason of such reenlistment, but did receive a slightly 
increased pay. By reason of such reenlistment such soldier was marked on 
his company rolls as a deserter. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish the further read- 
ing of the report. Idesire to say that it appears that this man 
received no bounty by reason of such reenlistment, but he did 
receive slightly increased pay. It seems to me that this is in the 
nature of a bounty. Here is another case of a deserter, which I 
think has no merit in it; and I move that the bill be laid aside 
with an unfavorable report. 

Mr. FENTON. I hope that motion will not prevail. This isa 
very good case, and only shows an indiscretion of a boy who 
served during the war. He has an excellent record, and it was 
only an error which he made by lack of knowledge of military 
law. Itisaclear case and a good one, and the boy served through- 
out the war. 

The question was taken on the motion to reportthe bill with an 
unfavorable recommendation, and the motion was rejected. 

The CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the bill will be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation, 


Mr. TALBERT. I object. 


The question was taken on laying aside the bill wi av 
able recommendation; and the Gaibaan announced thet ew a 
seemed to have it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 109, noes 1, 

So the motion was agreed to. [Applause.] 


PATSEY E. BROADDUS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. Rp. 


4481) granting an increase of pension to Patsey E. Broaddus, of 
Marion, Kans, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Recoctery of the "nterior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to increase an pay a pension of $30 per month, in 
lieu of the pension now received by her, to Patsey E. Broaddus, of Marion 
State of Kansas, widow of Green B. F. Broaddus, late first lieutenant of Com: 
y H, First Kentucky Cavalry, Mexican war, and major Eighth Kentucky 
olunteer Infantry in the late war. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 4481) 
granting an increase of pension to Patsey E. Broaddus, have considered the 
same and respectfully report as follows: : 

Mrs. Broaddus is the widow of Green B. F. Broadd who served from 
June 8, 1846, to June 8, 1847, as first lieutenant Company H, First Kentucky 
Cavalry, in the war with Mexico. He also served from January 15, 1862, to 
April 26, 1863, as major of the Eighth Kentucky Infantry in the war of the re- 
bellion. He was discharged from the last service because of disease of eyes 
originating in the line of his duty. F 

Major Broaddus died September 24, 1875, and his widow made application 
for a pension, declaring that his death was ca by a congestive chil! re- 


ayes 


sulting from disease contracted in the service. Much testimony was fur. 
nished in support of her claim, but the same was not accepted as sufficient 
the claim was rejected. 
an application under the act of Jan 
service, and the same was allowed at 
rece 


by the Pension Bureau, and . She su uently filed 
29, 1887, based upon his Mexican war 


oe per month, which sum she is now 


ng, 

The testimon acoumpanying the bill shows that the claimant has no prop- 
erty save a small dwelling house and some unproductive farm land near F }or- 
ence, Kans.,and that she is without income or means upon which she can 
depend for a support. It is further shown that she has been aconfirmed crip- 
e for thirty-five years, and that she is unable to walk or perform manual 

bor, and requires the constant attendance of another person; her muscles 
are wasted away and shrunken, and her limbs drawn at right angles, and her 
condition is such that she has to be as carefully attended asa child. 

The facts are shown by the testimony of Dr. T. J. Cowry, Josephine Bur- 
ton, J. R. McLean, and numerous other citizens of Marion County, Kans. 

In view of the valuable service of the soldier in two wars, and in the light 
of the helpless condition of the widow, your committee are constrained to 
recommend the passage of the bill, belie as we dothat the circumstances 
are a that no precedent will be established by favorable action 

case. 


Mr. DINGLEY. What is the pension provided for in this bill? 
Mr. CURTIS of Kansas. Twenty dollars a month. She is as 
helpless as a child, and she only gets $8 a month. 
e CHAIRMAN. The bill provides for $20 a month. 
-The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


MARY MARTIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1890) granting a pension to Mary Martin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mary Mar- 
tin, widow of James Martin, late of Company C, One hundred and twenty- 
fifth Regiment New York Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $12 per month, 


Mr. SPALDING. Let us have the report. 

The report (by Mr. McCLELLAN) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1890) grace ——— of $12 per month to Mary Martin, widow of James 
Martin, late of pany C, One hundred and twenty- iment New 
York Volunteers, having carefully considered the same, ‘ully report 
as follows: 

claimant was married to the soldier in 1853, and has never since been 


he was captured at 

; was then paroled 

he received a fur- 

ren, who 

h he left 

ce that 

f his family, although t inquiry —" 
ol ‘amily, was ate. 

The claimant was feft wi three small children, whom she brought up by 
her own unaided efforts. She is now nearly 70 years of age, in bad health, 
lame, and d it, unable to work, without means, and in want of the neces- 
saries of life. has twice for a pension—once under the general 
law and once under the act of June 27, 1890. Her claim under the general law 
was rej for want of evidence showing her husband's death. Her claim 
under the new law was rejected on the ground that the soldier did not re- 


ceive an honorable discharge. 
Your committee think the circumstances raise a presumption that the sol- 
dier was prevented by some accident or foul play from rejoining his com- 
mand, and that his death must likewise , 

They recommend that the bill pass 

In 5 strike out the word “of,” ew 


pany,” and insert in lieu thereof the words “a private in.” 
The amendment recommended by the committee was 


a be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
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ELVIN BROWN. | 
i 
i 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9373) granting a pension to Elvin Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
directed to on the pension roll. subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Elvin Brown, a private of Capt. George A. H. 
Blake's Company A, Second Regiment of United States Dragoons, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month from the passage of this act, in lieu 
of that which he now receives, 


Mr. SPALDING. The report. 

The report (by Mr. Harpy) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 2373) 
granting a pension to Elvin Brown, have considered the same and report: | 

The claimant was a private in Company A, Second United States Dragoons, | 
and served from August 13, 1839, to August 13, 1844. During this period he 
participated in the Florida Indian war, and he has been allowed the pensicn 
of $8 per month provided by the act of July 27, 1892, for veterans of that war. | 

The testimony accompanying the bill shows that Mr. Brown is now about 
76 years old, irapoverished fmancially, and so disabled by old age and disease 
of the heart as to be unable to do anything toward securing a comfortable 
support. Hehas asmall property in the vicinity of Terre Haute, Ind., which 
is me for nearly its full value, and he to depend for the neces- 
saries of life upon his small pension. 

In view of the facts stated above the 
with an amendment inserting the initia 
to read * Elvin J. Brown.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. What pension is allowed by the bill as 
amended? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty dollars. 

Mr. DINGLEY. This is a case to increase the pension of a 
Mexican soldier simply on account of his old age? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. He is 76 years old and very impover- 
ished. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suppose the most of these Mexican pension- 
ers are about that age. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. There are several precedents for this. | 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. | 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 
able recommendation. 


MATILDA GRESHAM, 


page of the billis recommended, 


J.” in the claimant’s name; so as 
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| of one vote, the pension of the widow of General Blunt wa 


| provided for it would seem that there must have been son 
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tion. There is no reason why we should give the widow of Gen- 
eral Gresham any more than we give the widow of any other 
distinguished general. There is no reason why we should give 
her any more than we give to the widows of other distinguished 
soldiers who fought during the war. These widows are upon a 
common level as to their title to pensions, and these disti ms 
should not exist to such an extent as they have existed in the pas- 
sage of many billsin this House. So far asthe distinguished serv- 
ices of General Gresham are concerned, I agree with the ventle- 
man, but we are not legislating for General Gresham: wi leg- 
islating for his widow, and it must be remembered that there are 


thousands of the widows of soldiers just as much entitled to 


sion as the widow of General Gresham. P 
Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the amend: 
by striking out ‘fifty ” and inserting ‘‘ seventy-five,” and in tha 
| connection I wish to say this: A few moments ago, by the 1 n 


at $75 a month. Ihave nothing to say in disparagement o n 
eral Gresham, but he certainly was very generously remet red 
by this Government, and if his widow at this time is not well 


provident management somewhere. General Gresham was unon 
the pay roll of this nation almost incessantly, at a larg ry, 
from the time he left the Army until his death, and it seems to 


me that $75 is a very generous pension for his widow under the 


| circumstances. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hope neither the 
motion made by the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. CrowTrurr} 
nor the motion made by the gentleman from Kansas [ Mr. Buve} 
will prevail. The Committee on Invalid Pensions have brought 
in a bill authorizing the granting of a pension of $100 per month 
to the widow of General Gresham. 

Mr. PICKLER. The bill has already passed the Senat 

Mr. CURTIS of New York. Yes; the Committee on {nvalid 
Pensions have recommended the passage of this bill and it | 


ready passed the Senate, and in view of all the past sery ind 
| relations of General Gresham which have been referred ‘+o. and 
which must always be referred to in a complimentary manuer, if 
the truth is told, relations as a soldier, as a judicial officer, and in 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 616) 
nting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow of the late Walter | 

: Genene. at the rate of $100 per month. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ar * “>is hereby, au 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject . che provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Matilda Gresham, widow of 
Walter Q. Gresham, late a brigadier-general, at the rate of $100 per month. 


Mr. SPALDING. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 616) 
ting a pension to Matilda Gresham, widow of the late Walter Q. Gres- 
, at the rate of $100 per month, beg leave to report: 
Matilda Gresham was the wife of Gen. Walter Q. Gresham before and dur- 
ing the war, and remains his widow since his death. 
e services of General Gresham in military and civil life are well known 
From the best information the committee can get Mrs. Gresham is in | 
feeble health. She has a small farm in southern Indiana, left by the Gen 
eral, which does not yield income sufficient for her support. 
In vie meritorious service of General Gresham and the need of his 


widow, Sean ttee recommend the passage of the bill. 
Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, I move that the words “one | 
hundred” be stricken out and the word “fifty” inserted in lieu 
thereof. 
eee of New York. I hope that amendment will not 
prevail. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
In line 7 strike out the words “‘ one hundred” and insert the word “ fifty”; 
80 as to read at the rate of $50 per month.” 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is one exception that the 
/ on Invalid Pensions has made in granting $100 pen- 
sion. I trust that this amount will not be reduced. This is the | 
first bill that I have advocated this session at this amount for a | 
widow. I want to say, Mr. Chairman, that I believe this is an | 
exceptional case, and I shall not detain the committee. The his- | 
tory of Walter ©. Gresham is too well known in this country. 
His services as a soldier were not exceeded by those | 
of any other general of his rank in the Army. His distinguished | 
civil service, dying in the harness as he did as Secretary of State | 
during this Administration, and all these matters, point us to his 
history and make it an exceptional case. I believe that this House 





z 


this committee owes it to itself and to the memory of Gen- 
Gresham to give this lady a pension in keeping with the rank 
her husband and his great attainments in this country. His 
friends were on this country over. While this is an excep- 
tional case, as I admit, I believe that it is a case where the pen- 
to stand at $100 a month. 

Mr. WTHER. Mr. Chairman, with due deference to the 
gentleman who presides over the Invalid Pensions 
I am compelled to disagree with him upon this ques- 


a) 


3 


| dollar he received. 


the high position of Secretary of State, we are assured that there is 
something due to the widow whom he has left, as is stated here, 
in almost destitute circumstances. I think it would be unjust, 
unkind, unbecoming the feelings heretofore exhibited in this body 
with respect to the granting of pensions, to reduce in any m 
ure the amount reported from the Invalid Pensions Commit 
and I hope this bill will pass as it has been reported tothe Ho 
at the rate of $100 per month. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, if the question were entirely a 


new one as to the granting of pensions of $100 a month or $2,000 
a year to the widows of eminent commanders in the lat KJ 
might have a different opinion from what I now have, but. with 


out having an intimate knowledge, I have yet a general knowledge 
of the condition of the family of General Gresham, and having 
also knowledge-of his eminent services as a soldier in the late 


war, 

| in view of these facts and conditions, it is not in my heart to refuse 
to vote for this bill. lai inclined to think that we will do but 
simple and exact justice in the line of precedent if we pass this 


bill, and my heart and my judgment both concur in favor of it. 
[ Applause. } 

Mr. EVANS. Mr. Chairman, if the time of the committee 
allowed I might say some things that would help to convince 
anybody here who doubts the propriety of passing this bill as it 
has come to us from the Senate, but I shall not take up time in 
that way. I do sincerely hope that both the amendments pro- 
posed will be voted down, and that we shall give to this widow 
such a pension as is provided inthe Senate bill. It is true that the 
husband of this lady did draw a salary from the Government, but 
the salaries paid by the Government of the United States are not 
such as to enrich anybody, and although he may have drawn a 
salary for a long time, he rendered the fullest service for every 
I repeat that I sincerely hcpe both these 
amendments will be voted down and that the bill as it came from 


| the Senate will be cordially and promptly passed by the House. 
[ Applause. 
Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Mr. Chairman, it is to be re- 


membered that we are not pensioning the widow of General 
Gresham for any of his distinguished civil services. The pension 
can be paid only for his services as a military officer. Now, the 
highest rank that General Gresham held during the war was that 
of brigadier-general—major-general by brevet. This very day, in 
the case of another distinguished Union officer, General Blunt, we 
have cut down the pension to $75 a month. Yet he was a full 
major-general. How can we, in justice, vote to the widow of 
General Gresham any more than we vote to the widow of General 
Blunt? How, indeed, can we in justice vote as much, because 
General Blunt had higher rank than General Gresham? I appeal 
to members to act upon this case as they would act upon any 
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other case, on the basis of the military services rendered, and to 
do even and exact justice to this widow and all the other widows 
of officers’of the same rank. 

The amendment of Mr. BLUE to the amendment offered by Mr. 
CROWTHER was rejected. 


The question being taken on the amendment of Mr. Crow THER, 


the Chairman declared the noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I ask for a division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 44, noes 62; so the 
amendment was rejected. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


MRS. MARY A. FREEMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2189) granting a pension to Mrs. Mary A. Freeman. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mrs. Mary A. man, 
widow of Andrew V. Pritchard, late a private in Company 74 Second Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteers, Mexican war, from and after the passage of 

act, at the rate of $12 per month. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I stated about an hour ago that 
the Committee on Rules had given us two days for the considera- 
tion of these bills; that this was the anniversary of the battle of 
the Wilderness; that we were getting on slowly in the disposition 
of this Calendar owing to the fact of every report being read; that 
most of these bills were cases of persons who are old and helpless; 
that among the bills reached to-day were two in which the bene- 
ficiaries have already died; and I asked and urged the Committee 
of the Whole to continue in session for a reasonable ion of this 
legislative day. I understand the Committee on Rules did not 
understand the matter as Ido; that they did not sup we would 
continue in session to-day longer than till the o rye eee of 
adjournment. I did not so understand the rule, ly the 
rule makes no such limit; and I think it is with this Committee of 
the Whole or the House to determine the matter. 

My opinion is that with these 400 cases on the Calendar, and 
with only these two days set apart for their consideration, we 
might take a recess (if the House should think ~ until about 
8 o'clock, sit for a reasonable time this evening, and then take a 
recess until probably 9 or 10 o'clock in the morning, accomplishing 
what we could by 12 o’clock to-morrow. [Cries of * Thatis right!” 
and applause.] If we do this, and if we have the other nO 
the Committee on Rules has given us, and if we do at our Friday 
night sessions as much as we ordinarily do, we shall not be able 
to get through more than two-thirds of these bills on the Calen- 
dar. I fear there would be a third of these cases which would go 
unconsidered. 

My statement a while ago in regard to this matter was made 
before [ knew that there was any difference of opinion on this 
question. I think that under the circumstances [ shall, after the 
pending bill is disposed of, move that the committee rise in order 
that the House may determine whether we shall take a recess. I 
do not want to press my individual opinions con: to the wishes 
of the House, but certainly, as the Invalid Pensions mittee and 
the other committees ee these bills have worked upon them 
industriously, and as persons for whose relief the bills are 
reported are deserving, as many of them are old and helpless, and 
as from day to day some are dying, Se ee 
to forego some considerations of convenience and stay by thi 
Calendar. That is ~~ — 

The Committee on might safely trust this House to take 
care of pension legislation, and if a majority of this committee 
desire to go on with this calendar of private ions, as I am 
sure they do, they should be allowed to do so without obstruction 
by the Committee on Rules. 

The Committee on Rules does not now desire to stand by the 
rule reported, but wants to give it an interpretation that defeats 
momen nsion legislation by restricting the hours this commit- 

shall sit 


. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, the original tion made 
to the Committee on Rules was that there should be an additional 
night in each week assigned for the consideration of aan 
of this kind. It was thought best that we should not t any 
such rule, because it might be held to be a precedent at subsequent 
sessions of Congress when no such rule would really be necessary. 
It was therefore determined, with the consent of chairman of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, that these two days should 
be set apart—Wednesday of this week and Wednesday of next 
week—for the consideration of pension cases and such cases 
as are in order on Friday evenings. It never entered the mind of 
7 member of the Committee on Rules—and I venture to say it 

"did not enter the mind of the gentleman who presides over the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions—that the day mentioned in the 
rule would be an exceptional day. It was supposed that we 
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should proceed under the provisions of the rule until the reg) \> 
hour and then adjourn, as we are in the habit of doing when \. 
consider other legislation. 

Now, [ submit to the committee whether or not it is wise for y., 
to make legislution of this kind exceptional—whether it is wis: | 
us to continue this legislative day for the consideration of . 
bills as we have been considering, when we accord to no 0: 
kind of legislation such exceptional opportunities. Let me | 
the attention of the committee to the fact that we have pus...) 
to-day, I suppose, in the neighborhood of 60 bills. 

A MEMBER. Seventy bills. 

Mr. DALZELL. It is suggested that we have passed so))\0- 
where in the neighborhood of 70 bills. Now, that is a remar. 
ably good day’s work. And gentlemen must bear in mind {});¢ 
all these bills have to be disposed of in the House. We are o)).-r- 
ating to-day, not under the ordinary rulesof the House, but w\\or 
a special rule; and without expressing any decided opinion oy 
the subject, I suggest whether or not these bills will be in ord > 
for consideration in the House ex on the second day mentioned 
in this special rule—to wit, next Wednesday. And if that |e s,, 
then all of next Wednesday will be occupied in disposing of the 
bills already passed by the Committee of the Whole. 

Now, I submit whether or not the record that we make would 
not be a more creditable record in the interest of the soldicr, iy 
the interest of the friends of this kind of legislation, if we adjoury, 
as we ordinarily do at the usual time, and let the bills take their 
regular course. I am not opposed to this character of levis\a- 
mae ei the contrary, I have favored putting this proposition 

‘ough—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Let me ask the gentleman this question: 
Did you not expect that under this rule this class of bills now on 
the Calendar would be disposed of in the two days? 

Mr. DALZELL. No; I can not say that we did. 
little calculation would demonstrate mathema 
that could not be done. 


In fact, a very 
tically the fact that 


Mr. HEPBURN. Could it not be done by extending the lezis- 
lative day? 


Mr. DALZELL. If the aes day is extended you could 
ae 4 pass the bills on the 
te. 


through the House and the 


Mr, PICKLER. Why? 

Mr. DALZELL. Because you have not the time. You would 
not have the opportunity. 

Mr. PICKLER. I am informed that they pass on Tuesdays 
every anes bill on the Senate Calendar. 

Mr. DALZELL. If youextend the legislative day, you can not 
pass the bills that you will d of in Committee of the W hole 
through the House. That is t nt. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, there is another session of this Con- 


gress. 

~Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
a question. I did not get at quite the exact language he used, ani 
do not un one thing to which he has referred. We are 
now in Committee of the e. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. These bills must be reported back to the House. 

Mr. DALZELL. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. ee say that they can only be considered 
in the House on Wed ay, when this business comes up again? 

Mr. DALZELL. I should take it that they could only be con- 
sidered on the day that this special order would operate ayain. 
We are not operating under the ordinary rules of the House 
to-day, but a order. 

Mr. PICKLER. But these are the same bills that are consi(- 
ered on ae nights; we are i them exactly in the 
same way, and I think they would be in on Fridays, just as 
the other bills would be 


Mr. DALZELL. That would be undoubtedly true if you wer’ 


not a rule. 
Mr. PIC But the order declares what bills are 
in order, ee that they shall be considered just as at the Friday 

t sessions. 

. DALZELL. I have said all I desire to say, Mr. Chairman. 
on this subject. I submit, therefore, especially to the friends of 
this kind of legislation, whether it is not the wisest thing we cn 
do to pursue our usual course with this business, just as we do wit!) 
ahathen sentient It is, of course, for the House to determine. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, that simply means that the 

ion bills on this Calendar will simply be rv- 

— and nothing more. You can not pass 4) 
as you pass ordinary bills from the committees of the House. 
This presents an entirely different case, and needs no ment. 
The gentleman talks of the number of bills passed in different 
Congresses. Why, I remember in the Fifty-first when 
in one evening we passed 45 bills; and I never any com- 








1896. 


Now, the question, Mr. Chairman; and I am sorry that there is 
a misunderstanding between myself and the Committee on Rules. 
The matter came up as the gentleman has stated it. 1 asked for 
Monday night, about three weeks ago, in addition to the usual 
Friday night sessions. It was then thought better that we should 
have two day sessions instead of night sessions for this business. 
That suited me—perhaps I suggested that myself. But that was | 
about three weeks ago, and three Monday nights have gone by 
since that time. If we had been given Monday nights at the time 
| asked it to the end of the session it would have given us more | 
time than is now provided, even if we stay until noon to-morrow. | 

Now, I never had an idea, and never had such an opinion, it | 
never entered my mind, that the Committee on Rules had reported | 
the rule here with a string to it. Inoticed—I do not know how it | 
came there—but I noticed in the newspapers this morning a state- 
ment in regard to this pension matter, that probably there would 
be a continuous session under this rule; and I heard no objection 
to it until about 4 o’clock, when I made a statement that keeping 
in session here to consider these bills to-night was a very good 
and per way to honor the anniversary of the battle of the 
Wilderness. 

Of course I do not know what gentlemen mean—I do not know | 
what they are driving at when they ask if it would not be better 
to adjourn now and not the consideration of these bills. 








This is a class of business that comes up on Friday nights, and it 
would be as well done to-night as on Friday night. I can not un- 
derstand why, if the committee or the House desires to proceed 
with the business, they could not do so. As for myself, if I had 
my own way about it, 1 would not adjourn until 12 o'clock to- 
morrow. [Applause.] The men we are trying to help stayed in 
the field day and night, year in and year out. They are old and 
helpless now, and their widows are old and helpless. It is a duty 
we owe to them to continue this matter and dispose of these bills. 

lam subject, of course, to what the majority desire to do; but 
I wish to make emphatic the statement that I had no idea—I am 
as innocent as a lamb [laughter|—as far as trying to — the 
House in session differently from what the Committee on Rules 
understood. I never dreamed that we were to be limited in any 
unreasonable way. The matter was before the House for its con- 
sideration and not a word was said about anything of the kind. 
In fact, it was before the House for several weeks. I have been 
trying to get unanimous consent at different times for its consid- 
eration. rule says that we are to have the two legislative 
days, the only exception being that it shall not interfere with 
appropriation bills. What is a legislative day? Why, it is just 
lee a8 the House desires to stay in session within twenty-four 
hours. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PICKLER. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD, I should like to remind the gentleman, if he wants 
to properly commemorate the battle of the Wilderness, that that 
a continued for six or seven days, and we shall have to con- 

ne— 

Mr. PICKLER. Allright! Thank God, I wish we could, until 
we clear up ali these remaining bills. Are you willing to stay 
and clear them all up? 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Every one on this side of the House except 
the gentleman from California is willing. 

t. BLUE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that this discussion 
is whol! . If the Committee on Rules had intended 
to m the meaning of a legislative day, why was it not done 
in the There was nothing mentioned at that time. There 
was 20 suggestion, as I understood it, that ghis day was to be dif- 
ferent from ie are legislative day. What are gentlemen dis- 


turbed about? e have passed about 100 special bills during this 
session of , and $20,000 per annum will pay the expense. 
Mr. . Lrise toa parliamentary inquiry. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ERDMAN. Has debate been exhausted? 
PR nan . The Chair thinks debate is exhausted upon 


CHAIRMAN. The debate has been upon this bill. 
Mr. BLUE. I understood it was by unanimous consent that it 


was 

A order. ; 

Mr. BLUE. Iask unanimous consent to proceed for one minute. 
. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. BLvue] 


asks unanimous consent to proceed for one minute. there ob- 


: 
| 


Mr. BLUE. Mr. Chairman. is there a bill pending? 

The CHAIRMAN. There isa bill pending, and debate has been 
exhausted on that bill. iLeneiater} 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 
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RUSSELL N. REYNOLDS. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1100) 
granting a pension to Russell N. Reynolds. 
I'he bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby. 


authorized and directed to place on the pension rx ubject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ll N. Reynolds, late of 
Company E, One hundred and thirtieth Regiment Uhio Volunteer Infantry, 


at the rate of 0 per month 

Mr. BLUE. Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that when 
you _consider the fact that if we should devote the rest of this 
week and the full time of each legislative day to the consideration 
ot these bills, it would not exceed in the aggregate an expenditure 
of $60,000 per annum, there is nothing for gentlemen to be con- 
cerned about here. You pass measures in five minutes that in 
volve expenditures of $100,000 per annum, and nobody asks any 
question about it. At the commencement of this session I criti- 
cised this Committee on Invalid Pensions because I thought they 
were not moving in a methodical way. I am satisfied now that 
these bills that are reported here have been carefully and thor- 
oughly digested and that they are meritorious. The committee, 
having received several criticisms at the beginning of the session, 
have acted judiciously and carefully since. It does seem to me 
that when the general public business of this House for this ses 
sion has been practically passed upon, and nothing is left except 
the reports of conf erence committees, this House can not better 
dispose of the time than by addressing itself to he consideration 
of these special pension bills. [Applause on the Republican 
side.} Let us do what we have aright to do. This House has 
adopted this rule. It has by its vote given us a legislative day in 
which to consider these bills. Let us take a recess until 8 o'clock 
and continue here until half past 10 this evening; then take a 
recess until 10 o’clock to-morrow and work from that time on 
until 12. ool 

Mr. SPALDING: t the report on this bill be read, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1100) 
granting a pension to Russell N. Reynolds, submit the following report 

This till passed the Senate, and the following report made by the Commit 
tee on Pensions is _— as the report of this committee: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8.1100) grant 
ing a pension to Russel! N. Reynolds, have examined the same, and report 

“The ciaimant in this cuse enlisted May 2. i864, and was honorably dis- 
charged September 22, 1864. After several rejections by the honorable Com 
missioner of Pensions the claimant's pension was finally allowed him under 
the act of June 27, 1800, at the rate of $10 per month, for injury to ankle and 
disease of heart, both of which disabilities were incurred in line of duty 

= ——— an application for increase afterwards filed, the Pension Office deter 
mined, on March 14, 1894, that an increase should not be granted, but that the 
pension should continue at the former rate of $10 per month 

“ The evidence in the case shows that claimant is totally incapacitated from 
the performance of labor, and that he is without means of support except 
his sion. ; 

“Your committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by adding 


Seectetee words ‘at the rate of $20 per month,’ and that the bill asamended 
2 ” 


Your committee therefore recommend the passage of the bill as amended 
by the Senate. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported tothe House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARY CLARE KELLY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1493) 
granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Mary Clare Kelly, widow 
of the late Benjamin F. Kelly, brevet major-general of volunteers, United 
States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $0 a month, in lieu of the 
pension she ia now receiving. 


Mr. SPALDING. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Kerr) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (8. 1493) 
granting a pension to Mary Clare Kelly, report: 

This bill has passed the Senate this session. The report of the Senate 
Committee on Pensions, which is adopted by this committee as its own, is as 
follows: 

“The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1493) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary Clare ear have examined the same, and repo t 

“A similar bill was introduced in the Fifty-second and [Fifty-third Con- 
gresses and referred to the Committee on Pensions. It was reported favor- 
ably and passed the Senate at the rate of $50 per month. 

“The facts are as follows: 


“This is a bill to increase the pension of Mrs. Mary Clare Kelly, widow of 
Brig. Gen. Benjamin F. Kelly. General Kelly was a Virginian, and raised the 
first regiment for the defense of the Union from that State. The stand he 


took and his energetic and brave conduct were of the greatest value to the 
Union cause. He commanded the Department of West Virginia. and received 
a wound that was supposed to be fatal, but he recovered as if by a miracle. 
He became impoverished by reason of his Union sentiments and participation 
in the devel service, and, having never recovered from the effects of his 
wound, he remained in poverty, leaving nothing for the support of his fam 
ily. His widow was recently pensioned at the rate of $# a month, which is 
the highest rate allowable under 4be general law. 

“It has been the habit of Congress to increase the pensions of the widows 
of the higher grade of officers, especially in cases corresponding with that 
of General Kelly. and the committee regard this as a proper case for special 
legislation.” 

view of these facts, your committee recommend the passage of the bill 


“Se 


ate canals onlay 
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Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the 
Clerk report the amount of the pension granted by this bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Fifty dollars a month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE W. BAGLEY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1500) granting a pension to George W. Bagley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Whereas George W. Bagley, a civilian employed in the Quartermaster’s 
Department, United States Army, was, while acting as a carpenter, and 
under the direction of the military authorities and oing work connected 
Soe pnteary operations, hurt and permanently injured and disabled: 

erefore 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of $25 per 
mecnth, subject otherwise to the limitations and provisions of the pension 
laws, the name of said George W. Bagley. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 5strike out the words “twenty-five ” and insert the word “twelve.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the preamble. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. SPALDING. Let the report be read. 

The report (by Mr. BakEer of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1500) granting a pension to George Bagley, having examined and consid- 
ered the same, report the same k to the House with an amendment and 
with the recommendation that as amended it do pass. 

It is shown by the evidence on file that said Bagley wasin the service of the 
United States as a carpenter in the United States Railroad Construction 
Corps, being in the Quartermaster-General's Department, and in the gang of 
John W. Neafie, under General Nagle, superintendent of bri construc- 
tion, United States Military Railroad Construction Corps. In the prosecu- 
tion of this work at Alexandria, Va., in December, 1862, said Bagley was or- 
dered by said Neafie to go upon the roof of the railroad engine house at that 

lace to make repairs. e evidence is conclusive that the said ley hesi- 

ted about going up on said roof on account of the danger involved, but did 
so against his own wishes and remonstrances, and under the orders of his 
superior; that while en in that employment the roof gave wey. he fell, 
severely and permanently injuring himself, among these injuries breaking 
both legs, one twice and the other in three places. He was afterwards con- 
fined in the hospital at Alexandria, following these injuries, for several 
months, and has since been a cripple and unable to perform manual labor to 
any considerable extent. 

he said G. W. Nagle, who was in command of the Corps in which Bagley 
was at the time of injury, has made affidavits of the factsin Bagley's case, 
and in very strongl seneenenene e pension for him describes the character 
and duties of this rps from which we quote in part as follows: 

“The men employed in the United States Military Railroad Construction 
Corps were not enlisted men; no one connected with military railroads dur- 
ing the war held a commission, except Gen. D. C. McCallum and Gen. Her- 
man Haupt. The work of the Construction Corps was considered of a mili- 
tary nature; bridges were built by them in the face of the enemy's batteries; 
the men were treated by our Government and the enemy, when captured, 
as soldiers. and they were exchanged or led the same as enlisted men. 

“All the men and officers connected with the Construction Corps were un- 
der military orders all the time. An order to open a railroad or rebuild 
bridges came from the War Department. The order to rebuild the roof of 
the roundhouse at Alexandria, Va., where Mr. Bagley met with his accident, 
came through Gen. D. C. McCallum, and must be considered a mili order. 
Every move made on the United States mili railroad, whether the mov- 
ing of trains containing troops or supplies or the construction of the roads 
or buildings on the roads, were ordered by military and for military pur- 

Furthermore, the above roundhouse was within the Government 
* stockade, the ingress and egress of which was under guard at all times.” 

It will be seen that this amy men. while technically civilian, was en- 
tirely military in its character and real surroundings, and that this claimant 
was at the time (Alexandria being a military headquarters, and the railroad, 
whose engine house was being re’ at that time, being used by the Gov- 
ernment in its military operations) in actual military contageneet and act- 
ing, to all intents and pu in defense of his Government. 

he committee are of the opinion that as a general rule pensions should 
not be allowed except to men actually enlisted, but the circumstances sur- 
rounding this particular case are such as to warrant favorable action. 

The committee recommend the following amendment: 

saree 5 ee out the word ‘twenty-five’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “twelve.” 

And as so amended the committee recommend the passage of the bill. 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, there is a bill before the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions to pension all the bridge construction- 
ists. There isa number of them; so we are taking out one now 
and making him a favorite, and the 700 others who have a 
to us in a general bill are left to go hungry. [Cries of * 1”) 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

NATHAN KIMBALL, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1485) 
granting an increase of pension to Nathan Kimball. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the aerrens 
and limitations of the pension lawa, the name of Na Kimball, a brig- 
adier-general in the United States Army, at the rate of $100 per month. 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Chairman, just a few words of explana- 
tion upon this report. When this Senate bill came to our com- 
mittee and was referred to me for consideration, I was inclined to 
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favor a recommendation of $72 month instead of $100; but a 
careful inquiry into the physical and financial condition of (;,..,. 
eral Kimball led me to believe that $100 per month, as prop, ... 
in the Senate bill, would no more than meet his necessities. | le 
is suffering constantly from the results of wounds for whic), },. 
has been pensioned formally under the general law. He })«\g 
constantly one attendant, and a greater portion of the tim: {\., 
attendants. In order to care for his necessities, for medica) 4+. 
tendance made necessary, and the expense incident thereto, 4,4 
the care, as I have suggested already, your coumittee wer j.4 
to conclude that $100 ought to be allowed in this case, and | 
the bill will for that amount. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend the })j}} 
by striking out the words ‘‘one hundred” and inserting in |i. 
thereof the words ‘‘ seventy-five.” 

Mr. ALLEN of Utah. r. Chairman, I wish to say a wor), | 
know that the statement that has been made by the chairi.::) of 
the subcommittee. [Mr. ANDREws] is absolutely true. Gi )yora) 
Kimball lives in en, Utah. e has to have one persona) at- 
tendant all the while, and at times, as stated, two. He is 74 \ urs 
of age. He fought in 20 pitched battles in the late war) Ho 
led the right in the attack on Maries Height at Fredericks) ury. 
and was wounded in the right thigh and foot, from which winds 
he now suffers. He was brev major-general during the war 
for gallant services, and recommended for promotion to the rank 
of major-general by Winfield Scott Hancock. I hope the amend- 
ment will be defeated. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


h pe 


MARGARET A, KIDWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (I. R. 
$113) granting a pension to Margaret A. Kidwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on t a roll, at the rate of §12 per 
month, the naime of Margaret A. Kidwell, who was the wife of Henry Kid- 
well, late private of Company H, Second Regiment Missouri Artillery 


Mr. DINGLEY. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. BAKER of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bil! ‘II. R. 
3113) granting a pension of $12 per month to Margaret A. Kidwell, who was 
the wife of Henry Kidwell, late private of Company H, Second Missouri \r- 
tillery, having carefully examined and considered the facts and circumstan 
in evidence, tfully report as follows: 

Henry Kidwell enlisted 28, 1864, and was honorably discharge No- 
vember 20, 1865. 

He filed application for pension October 20, 1869, for ganas, wound of left 
hand, which was allowed after special examination February 2, 1885, at §! per 
month from date of and which was increased to $6 per month from 
April 24, 1889. He commi suicide by himself at National Military 
Home, Leavenworth, Kans., November 24, 3 

From the mass of testimony presented to your committee it is learned that 
soldier exhibited signs of mental weakness and derangement direct!y after 
returning home from the Army. At times he would go to work vigorvusly 
for a few days and astonish the neighbors with wonderful amounts of |a!or, 
and again would droop into melancholy and unsocial habits and brow! over 
imaginary wrongs. m, he would wander from home for days without 
giving notice of his departure or his destination to his family, and would re- 
turn as surreptitiously as he departed. 

His mind became oor weaker and his conduct more strang». He 


would sell all his pro remove to some other locality, even whicn his 
rospects Semel tits ot z 


ight. He was , gloomy, and morose, and 
is mania increased until us tendency, and his wife 


became of dangero 
found a butcher knife in the bed. Asked what he intended to do with it, he 
spoke of the beautiful corpse their infant daughter would make. The neigh- 
bors had him examined for lunacy, and he in the insane asylum 
at Osawatomie, Kans., December 4, 187! therefrom July 5, 
1879. He told the special examiner in that he had been in an insane 
asylum for several years and his memory was gone. He was confined i) the 
State insane ae Kansas again May 20, and released as restored 


September 28, 1 
e was at different in the National Military Home at Leavenworth, 
Kans., and at inter at home with his family, but his conduct and «cts 
more erratic more frequent. He 


ee became his rings 
once went to Texas, and at all times after service seemed to possess a (1is)0- 
At one time, after in the asylum, he sent notice to his wife {rom 
being 8 asy 


sition to wander. 
a distant part of the State that unless she tely came to him he would 
get a divorce her. She the invitation (having the family to 
care for), and the report became curren » by him most probally, 
that he been divorced; but this is ved to have one of his hallu- 
cinations, as no record of divorce has been found, so far as your commit 
has been advised. After this re was came home, but 
soon went away and entered Soldiers’ Home . Because of her 
almost destitute condition, the burden of capoeéag e family, and the cir- 
culation of a of divorce, and the ty of securing satisfactory 
insanity to causes ey pny BA ep gel as he never had a 
or lived nous one ty to enable neighbors to 
his widow has not applied for pension, 

was useless. 

needy circumstances, and a large num)«T 
tative citizens ask Congress to 
from becoming a charge on public 


passage of the Dill, 
artillery,” in line 7. 


recommend the 
after the word “ 


Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote! ”] 
. ERDMAN, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 











the House to the fact that this soldier committed suicide by hang- 
ing, and here it is distinctly traced to service origin! 
Cries of ** Vote!” ‘* Vote!) 
r. DINGLEY. What is the amount? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twelve dollars per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The question was taken on ordering the bill to be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation; and the Chairman announced 
that the ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 8. 

Mr. ERDMAN. We ought to have a quorum on this important 

nestion. 
’ The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman raise the point of no 


Yes, sir. 
The CHAIRMAN (after acount). One hundred and six gen- 
tlemen are present. 


[Applause.] The ayes have it, and the mo- 
tion is 


Mr. PICKLER. I hope a hundred men will stay here. 
CATHERINE SMITH. 


The next business a _ a ee was the bill (S. 1 
granting a pension to Catherine Smith. 
The hill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cathérine Smith, 
widow of the late James Smith, a private in Company I,Sixteenth Indiana 


522) 


Volunteers, and pay her a pension of $12 per month, and the further sum of 
$2 per month for each of the three children of said soldier until they respec- 


tively become 16 years of age. 
Mr. SPALDING. Let the report be read. 
The report (by Mr. Baker of Kansas) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S.1 
granting a 
private in 
month, ha 
stances presen 


22) 
m to Catherine Smith, widow of the late James Smith, a 
mpany I, Sixteenth Indiana Infantry Volunteers, at $12 per 
carefully examined and considered the facts and circum- 
respectfully adopt the report of the Senate Committee on 
Pensi and recommend the passage of the bill. The reportisas follows: 
The e nce in this case shows that the claimant, Mrs. Catherine Smith, 
made yore to the Pension Office for a pension as the widow of James 
Smith, late a private in Company I, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry. A pension certificate, No. 291450, was granted to her at the rate of 
per menth, with the additional sum of $ per month for each of her chil- 
oe under 16 years of . This amount of pension was paid until February 
12, 1895, = said pensioner was dropped from the rolls on the following 
groun 2 
1. Paet her husband, James Smith, or James C. Smith, is still living and 
residing at Oxford, Ohio, and has made application for pension. 
2. That claimant was unable to furnish satisfactory evidence that her hus- 
band was ever an enlisted man in the service of the United States. 
3. That he had never been honorably discharged. 
penmeeer, said Catherine Smith, then made application to the Pension 
Office for restoration to the rolls, but her claim was rejected. 
to the first objection made by the Pension Office, the evidence fully shows 
the James or James C. Smith now residing in Ohio, and who wasa private 
Com) Cof the Sixteenth Regiment of Indiana Volunteers, is not the 
James th who enlisted October 24, 1864, in Cosgeny I, Sixteenth Regiment 
Indiana Volunteers, and was afterwards transferred to the Thirteenth In- 
diana Cavalry, and who was nea married to said Catherine Smith, and 
died in Salina, Kans. ber 886 


In answer to the second and third objections of the Pension Office, Col. F.C. 


Ainsw in an official communication dated March 26, 1895, states that the 
records in War Department show “ that this soldier (said James Smith) 
was and into service October 24, 1864, as a private in Com- 


mustered 

pany I, Sixteenth Indiana Infantry Volunteers, to serve one year. He ap- 
to have served faithfully until June 29, 1865; when he was transferred 
Thirteenth In Cavalry Volunteers. But as he failed to join the 
last-named soamnent, which remained in service until November 18, 1885, he 
constructively a deserter from June 29, 1865. Upon consideration of 
the record as above set forth, it has been determined that relief can be af- 
forded in this case by this eer nens under the provisions of the act of 
Congress ed 2, . Theconstructive charge of desertion here- 
this soldier as his final record has therefore been 
been honorably discharged to date from June 29, 1865, 

when he left the service.’ 

The fully shows that said suldier, James Smith, was legally mar- 
ried to said claimant, Catherine Smith, on the 16th of October, 1877, at Salina, 
,and had by her three children, as follows: William E., born February 
oe 16 Fe 6, 1899; Jessie E., born February 28, 1884, age 16 Feb- 

, 1900; Mamie E., born December 3, 1885, 16 ember 2, 1901. 
is some evidence tending to show that the disease of which James 
died was contracted in the service. The evidence also shows that 
Catherine Smith is a deserving woman, but in destitute circumstances, 
herself and the three children of said soldier, James Smith, by 
toil, excepting such charity as she receives from the Grand Army 
other friends. , 
committee is of the opinion, from the foregoing 
naripe Smith is entitled 


3 


| 


removed, and 
that being the date 


id 


Hi 


Fee 
2 


Ee 


statement of facts, 
to a pension of $12 per month, and the 
per month for each of the soldier's three children until they 
at the of 16 years. E 
this report abundant testimony from permet acquaint- 
character who are familiar with the family history of this 
nee he has no doubt about the identity of her late husband as she 
to 


our committee therefore recommend that the bill be amended by otting 
the words “and the further sum of & per month for each of the three chil- 
dren of said soldier until they respectively become 16 years of age.” 

And so amended, your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation 
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RANSOM C. HAZELIP. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
5050) for the benefit of and granting a pension to Ransom C. 
Hazelip, late a private soldier of Company G, Eleventh Regiment 
Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, and first lieutenant of Company B, 
Thirty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry Volunteers. 

The bill was read, as follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll of the United States of 
America the name of Ransom C. Hazelip, late a pri 


1 " vate soldier of Company 
G, Eleventh Regiment Kentucky Infantry Volunteers, and afterwards first 
lieutenant of Company B, Thirty-fifth Regiment Kentucky Mounted Infantry 
Volunteers, of the United States Army, in the late war of the rebellion, at 


the rate of $50 per month, to be paid quarterly as pensions are now 
to be paid by law. 


Mr. DALZELL. Let us have the report read, Mr. Chairman. 
The report (by Mr. ANDERSON) was read, as follows: 


equired 












The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5059) granting a pension to Ransom C. Hazelip, report as follows 

Claimant alleges that in February, 1862, he enlisted in Company G, Eleventh 
Kentucky Infantry, resigning the position of county and circuit court clerk 
to do so; that he went with the regiment, doing regular service, as did the 
other members of the company, until the battle of Shiloh, in which he took 
part; that in said fight he was injured by concussion of a shell, causing im 
pairment of hearing, most severe in the left ear. After the batt while 
camping on the battle ground, he contracted chronic diarrhea, by which he 
was reduced almost toa skeleton. He had joined regiment after its mus 
ter in, and so he had not been mustered in, and was permitted to go home 

As soon as he recovered to a sufficient extent to do so, he again « red the 
service, this time as first lieutenant Company B, Thirty-fitth Kentucky 
Mounted Infantry, and while in this organization, in July, 1864, went out 
from Munfordville, Ky., on a scout, and from the hardship and exposure on 
that trip contracted something like rheumatism and disease of kidneys. He 
now asks that he be pensioned by special act for impaired hearing and 
chronic diarrhea, contracted while serving with Company G, Eleventh 


Kentucky Infantry, and results thereof, and for rheumatism and disease of 
kidneys and disease of heart and stomach, results, contracted while first 
lieutenant Company B, Thirty-fifth Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry 
He asks this special act because he has no title under existing law for the 
disabilities incurred while serving with the Eleventh Kentucky Infantry. 
He is totally disabled for manual labor and in need of the pension : 
The sworn testimony of Watsen Farris. Alex. Hayes, and William L. Haze- 
lip, who are shown by the records of the War Department to have been in 


Company G, Eleventh Kentucky Infantry, and present. corroborates the 
claimant's allegations as to disabilities incurred while serving with Comoany 
G, Eleventh Kentucky Infantry; and that of James C. Kinkade, Char'es W 


Decker, John W. Hayes, Samuel P. York, and Andrew J. Hack, corroborates 
his allegations as to incurrence of disabilities while first lieutenant Company 
B, Thirty-fifth Kentucky Mounted Infantry, and their testimony. together 
with that of Drs. S. B. Johnson and A. J. Staton, and Mr. George W. Oller. 
shows the continuance of his disabilities since discharge and that he is now 
totally disabled for manual labor 

From the evidence presented your committee believe his disabled condition 
to be due to his service in the war, and they recommend that the bill be 
amended as follows: 

Amend the title by striking out all of it except the words “A bill granting 
a pension to Ransom C. Hazelip.” 

Amend the bill by striking out, in line 6, the words “late a private soldier 
of” and poe in lieu thereof the words “‘ who served with”; and by strik 
ing out, in line 10, the word “ fifty’ and insertingin lieu thereof the word 
“thirty *; and that as amended the bill do pass 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Amend the title by striking out all of it except the words “A bill granting 
a pension to Ransom C. Hazelip.” 

Amend the bill by striking out, in line 6, the words “late a private soldier 
of” and inserting in lieu thereof the words * who served with"; and by strik 
ing out, in line 10, the word “ fifty’ and inserting in lieu thereof the word 
“thirty”; and that as amended the bill do pass 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MAUD ARDELLE BLISS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 145) 
granting a pension to Maud Ardelle Bliss. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maud Ardelle Bliss, 
dependent and invalid daughter of John W. Bliss, late of Company B, Fourth 
Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month, payable to her legally constituted guardian 

Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report. 

The report (by Mr. SULLOWAY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 145) 
granting a pension to Maud Ardelle Bliss, having carefull) nsidered the 
No. 5) as their own, and 


same, a the accompanying Senate report ( 
respectfully recommend its passage. 


[Senate Report No. 5, Fifty fourth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 145) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Maud Ardelle Bliss, have examined the same 
and report: 

The beneficiary under this bill is the daughter of John W. Blias, late a pri- 
vate in Company B, Fourth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry. Mr 
Bliss served long and faithfully in the Union Army, his health suffering 
greatly from hardships and exposure. It is said by those who knew him in 
timately that he had pensionable disabilities when discharged from the serv 
ice, but he was a proud and patriotic man and did not make application so 
long as he could earnaliving. A few months ago he applied for a pension, 
being at the time in ill health and destitute circumstances, but he died before 
the Pension Bureau had time to consider his claim. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Claimant is an orphan, and has been deformed and sick from early infancy. 
She is in her sixteenth year and —— only 48 pounds. The appended cer- 
tificates state specifically her condi . Dr. Simpson giving it as his opinion 
that she is destined to a life of invalidism. There are many for 
this legislation. Your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 


LEVI T. E, JOHNSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
2317) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson, late a 
member of Company B, Fifty-second Indiana Volunteers, from ten to fifty 
<a per month, subject to the conditions and limitations of the Pension 

ureau. 


Mr. SPALDING. Let us have the report. 
The report (by Mr. Woop) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensi to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
2817) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson, submit the following re- 


Your committee have examined the evidence in this case and find: 

Claimant enlisted October 71, 1861, and was discharged September 24, 1862, 
for disability—"' affection of spine; cause, probably, ex re on duty.” 

In 1870 he applied for pension on account of cold which settled in lungs and 
right side. It was allowed, for disease of right side and resulting disease of 
lung, at $4 from date of discharge and $10 from June 9, 1886. 

In a declaration for increase filed in 1885 he al blindness from disease 
to poaeng from the debility from causes. In a declaration 

December 4, 1886, he swears that his disease of spas See been coming on 
for about nine years. The medical division declined to accept the disease of 
eyes due to pensioned causes. 

This soldier is now petaly blind. He is in a pitiable condition, and is a de- 
serving object of the bounty of his Government. 

Your committee recommend that the bill be amended by stri out of the 
sixth line the word “ fifty": and insert in lieu thereof the word “ ty”; also 
strike out the word “member,” in fifth line, and insert in lieu the word eek 
vate,” and change word “Bureau” to “law,” in line 7, and that the bill as 
amended do pass. 


Mr. BURRELL. Mr. Chairman, this claimant was a brave 
soldier. He has now lost his sight. I do not know that it can be 
shown definitely that the loss has resulted from his service in the 
Army, but at any rate he is now totally blind, and it seems to me 
that he ought to be entitled to $50a month. I move to 
strike out *‘ thirty ” and insert “ “ 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would state to the 


. 


May 6, 


to respond: 
Abbott, 
Adams, 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, Ala. 
aa 
areca. 


Arnold, RB. L. 
Aweed. 


Avery, 


Downing, Lewis, Shafroth, 
Draper, Linney, Shannon, 
Shaw, 
Simpkins, 
Skinner, 
Smith, 1. 
Smith, Mich. 
Snover, 


Sou 
Southwi 
Spalding, 
Sparkman, 
Spencer, 


Stall > 
in 
Steele.” 


McCall ‘Tenn. 
McClu 


McCreary, Ky. 
. McCulloch, 
Griswold, McEwan, 
Grosvenor, Me 
Grout, 
Hall, 
Halterman, 


Hardy, Strong, 

Harmer, Strowd, N.C. 

Harris, Sulzer, 
Miles, 


Talbert, 


Thomas, 


Stewart, Wis. 
Stone, CW. 
Stone, W. A. 


Strode, Nebr. 


Towne, 

‘Tracewell, 

Tracey, 

Tucker, 

Turner, Ga. 

Turner, Va. 
ler, 


adsworth, 
Walker, Mass 
Walker, Va. 


gentleman 
that the original bill provides for a at $50 a month, and | Cox 


one of the amendments recomm 
strike out “fifty” and insert “thirty.” If the gentleman desires, 
he can demand a separate vote on amendment. 

Mr. BURRELL. Then I will ask this committee to vote down 
that amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I eope the gentleman will not 
insist on that. Thirty dollars is, I think, a good, fair pension in 
gga That is the rate for total inability to perform manual 

abor. 

Mr. BURRELL. We have been voting $50 a month to others, 
we have given $50 a month to the widows of soldiers,and when a 
man comes who has himself rendered valuable service to his coun- 
try and when he is totally blind, I think that that is not too large 
an amount of pension for him. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I suggest to the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions that if this claimant is totally blind and must 
have an attendant $50 is little enough. 

Mr. PICKLER. The report does not show that he is totally 
blind, does it? 

Mr. BURRELL. Heisso. I know him. 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘I hope that my colleague’s motion will pre- 


vail. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman,I am heartily in favor of grant- 
ing this man $50 a month. Here is a worthy case, a case where 
an old soldier is totally blind. We have gone on and voted $100 a 
month to the widows of soldiers who were no more or 
brave than this man was, but here we have the soldier fia 
man who fought bravely for his country in the war, and it is 
cases of this a fe ct at ee this House. 
I hope the motion of the gentleman from Illinois will prevail. 

On a division, on the motion of Mr. BURRELL, there were—ayes 


8, noes 56. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, Iam constrained to call for a 
quorum on this pure charity. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes 
the point that there is no quorum present. 

tr. PICKLER. He is a member of the Committee on Invalid 

Pensions and he makes the point of no querum on one of its bills! 

Mr. ERDMAN. Yes, sir; on charities of this kind all the time. 

The CHAIRMAN (after acount). There are 81 members pres- 


ent. 
Mr. PICKLER. There is only one thing to do, Mr. Chairman; 
that is to have the roll called . 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will call the roll. 


by 


the committee is to Gul 


wson, 
ee ty, 

£ . 
Leisenring 


Lester, 


The CHAIRMAN. The committee will rise and report the 
absentees to the House. 
The i rose; and the having re- 


committee accordingly Speaker 
sumed the chair, Mr. PayNE reported that the Committee of tho 
Whole House had found itself without a quorum, whereupon lie 
had directed the roll to be called, and now reported the list of 
absentees to the House. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the names of the ab- 


sentees, 
The names of the absentees been read, 
The SPEAKER. These names be entered on the Journal. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
— (having put the question). The ayes seem to 


have 
Mr. PICKLER. I demand the yeas and mays on the adjourn- 


ment. 

Several MEMBERS. eae en Sa. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. We will see you will crowd it down 
this way. We want the yeas and nays on this We do 
not want any such infernal snap judgment as this. [Cries of 


“Order!” ; 
The gentleman from South Dakota is not in 


The SP. 
order. ; 

Mr. PICKLER. We had 100 members here. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not in order. 

The question being taken on the yeas and nays, there 
were ayes 37—more than one-fifth of the last vote. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk ed to call the roil. 


° 








1 


The Clerk resumed the call of the roll; but Mr. PICKLER con- 


tinuing to 
The SP’ 





said: The House will please be in order; and 
the gentleman from South Dakota will 
Mr. PICKLER. That I will do with great pleasure. 
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Mr. STEELE with Mr. WAsHINe TON, 
Mr. Stropg of Nebraska with Mr. HurcHEson, 
Mr. Mozi8y with Mr. Moses. 
Mr. Smita of Michigan with Mr. Berry. 











Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. SparkMAN, 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 38, nays 58,not | Mr. Hurr with Mr. Miner of New York 
ti ts 259; as follows: Mr. Hemenway with Mr. Rorertson of Louisiana. 
YEAS —38. mo a of Indiana with Mr. BLack of Georgia, 
Mr. WiLson of Ohio with Mr. De ArmMonp 
. Miss. Evans, Lacey, Sherman, : aria i Poet, _ 
ee yo Gillett, Mass. Loud. Shuford, Mr. Harpy with Mr. Hart. 
Black, N. ¥. Griffin, McCall, Mass. Spalding, Mr. RANEY with Mr. Cowen. 
Brown, Hainer, Nebr. MeCleary, Mian. Stokes, Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. McMr.uin 
Clarke. Ala. Heatwole, McClellan, Taft, Mr. Jouns ’ Nort] . 4 
Cousins, Henderson, McDearmon, Tate, Mr. JOHNSON of North Dakota with Mr. Lawson, 
Curtis, N. ¥. Hilborn, Moody, Tawney, Mr. Curtis of Iowa with Mr. RicHarpson, 
Duiosl pane Parker, Underwood. Mr. Grout with Mr. NEILL. 
ngley, . ane Mr. DRAPER with Mr. Tucker 
Erdman, Jenkins, Perkins, = ee a 1 ur. CKER. 
Mr. Hicks with Mr. SWANSON. 
NAYS—58. For this day: 
Allen, Utah Curtis, Kans. Hurley, Reeves, Mr. CHARLES W. STONE with Mr. WALSH. 
= ——, Hyde, Royse, Mr. BarTLETT of New York with Mr. Parrerson 
rney, 5 . err, Sperry. > Wane wi ‘ aad ani 
Belknap, Eddy, Kirkpatrick, Stewart, N.J. Mr. Faris with Mr. Henpric«. 
Bishop, Ellis,’ Layton, Strong. Mr. Lorm™Mer with Mr. Rusk. 
pine. - naa, —. Balloway. Mr. BROMWELL with Mr. Bets of Texas, 
my ’ song, ayler. . AC ith >» Ienecun 
pe Sertuce, Malen, Yon Horn. = BEAC H Ww ith Mr. FITZGERALD. 
Burton, Mo. Gibson, Marsh, Van Voorhis, Mi : + at YN with Mr. LivinesTon, 
Calderhead, Hadley, Minor, Wis. Wanger, Mr. HERMANN with Mr. LATIMer. 
Chie Hager, Otjen, Wheeler Mr. WuHire with Mr. Kr: 
' octet —e. ’ aur. 4 nm ir. ENDALL. 
Seonaly, hom a Wood: a nrg with Mr. Meyer. 
Crowther, uling, Prince, Mr. Russe of Connecticut with Mr. McCreary of Kentucky 
Curtis, Hunter, Pugh, Mr. WILBER with Mr. STALLINGS am 
ak at Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. ELiotr of S ‘aroli 
NOT VOTING—259. . LEFEVE ith Mr. Exwrott of South Carolina, 
Mr. JDENSLAGER wi r. PRI 
= Dinsmore, peeeke pane, Ga Mr ae ith u = _ eRIOE. 
cheson, ry, mard, Saue N AT. ACE Mr. SORG. 
— Deli: Lester, ae Mr. LEISENRING with Mr. LittLe. 
a aoe pews. sesaston, Mr. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. Owens, 
Ala. Downing, ainney. the, . > - . in 
Aldrich, IL Draper, Little, Shafroth, Mr. LORIMER Ww ith Mr. Or DEN. 
Anderece, uote, Ve. Livingston, Shannon, oo — with Mr. McCLetu.an. 
psley, ,8.C. ockhart, Shaw. Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. WaAsnuinete 
Arnold, Pa. Fare Lorimer, Simpkins, Mr. Hatcr wit! M ~~ ¥ : a — 
Arnold, R.L Fischer, Loudenslager, Skinner, “ee - n Mr. CLARKE of Alabama. 
Atwood, Fitzgerald, Low. Smith, lil. Mr. CoppiIneé with Mr. MaGcuire. 
Avery, Fletcher, Maddox, Smith, Mich. Mr. Kup with Mr. SHaw. 
be Foote, Maguire, Snover, On this question: 
Bailey, Foss, Mahany,. Sorg, Mr " tes 
Baker, Kans, Fowier. McCall, Tenn. Southard Mr. Bropericx with Mr. McLaurin, 
paker, 2G Gamble McClure Southwick, Mr. SETTLE with Mr. TRACEWEL! 
.N. gin. 5. ¥. BeCormicty, Speknen, Mr. Ciark of Iowa with Mr. TYLER. 
ee,” Graff. McCulloch, «Stable, Mr. AITKEN with Mr. Crow Ley. 
Barrett. Griswold, McEwan, Stallings, Mr. Brostus with Mr. HA... 
Barth Grosvenor. McLachlan, Steele. Mr y ’ Mr. Sneaker. T wish to vote 
Bartlett, N. ¥. Grout, 7 McLaurin, Stephenson, — ‘i aaa ic c oo — . > : h to vote. + 
Beach, Grow, Me Millin, Stewart, Wis. 2 ae ee as the gentleman present when his name 
Belt, Colo. Hall, McRae, Stone, C. W. should have been called, and failed to hear it? 

, Tex. alterman, Meiklejoh Stone, W. A. Mr. J ‘RK ‘ame hile eC! WAS proceeding 
Bennett, Hanly, Mercer, " Strait. Mr, = La = It = in while th call was proceeding, but I 
Berry. Hardy, Meredith, Strode. Nebr think after my name was passed on the list. 
Bingham, Harmer, Meyer, Strowd, N.C. The SPEAKER. Under the rule the Chair can not entertain 
Black, Ga. Harris, Miles, Sulzer, the request of the gentlem: 

rete, Harrison Miller, Ke Swans i" oe 

-, , Miller’ W Va. Talbert, M . HULICK. If permitted to vote, I should have voted in the 
ster, tch, Milliken, Terry, negative, 
ae Gainer, Pa. ae ¥ Thomas, Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to withdraw my vote, as I am paired 
iheden ivan.” Momcrcil. : — with the gentleman from Missouri [Mr, Dockrry }. 
Buck, Henry, Conn. Money, Tracewell, The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
Bull, : Morse, Tracey, Mr. PICKLER. I move acall of the House, 
ace oem, aoe qreoan, Mr. LACEY. Under Rule XV, clause 4, must not the call be 
Catchings, Hin, Murphy. Turner, Ga. ordered without further action? 
Clardy Hitt Neill, Turner, Va. The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is not one of the cases 
Clark, tows - } ae - covered by the rule, as 2 quorum is not needed to adjourn. 
: = Northway, Saoeresths. Mr. WILLIS. Is a motion to adjourn in order? 
Cockrell, Hubbard, Odell, Walker, Mass. The SPEAKER. It is, pending a call of the House. 
Comin Fralick — Wal Mr. PICKLER. What becomes of my motion for a call of the 
Cook, Wis. Huh, Overstreet, Warner, Honse? | i eae 
Cooke, Hutcheson, Owens, Washington, The SPEAKER. The motion is pending. 
Coane: Sonnece, Cob | egg en Be The question being taken on the motion of Mr. WIL11s, there 
Conese, Johnson, N.Dak. Pendleton, Wellington, were on a division —ayes 51, noes 38. 
Jones, Phillips, White, Mr. PICKLER. Idemand the yeas and nays. 
Cowen, Joy, ey we The yeas and nays were ordered. 
~ -” Wik tisho The question was taken; and there were—yeas 52, nays 48, not 
. Kiefer, Quies, Wilson, N.Y. voting 255; as follows: 
powers. paney. Tree. Oeho YEAS 
nox, ay. ilson, S.C. Allen, Miss. Dingley, Howell, Parker, 

Cummings, Bubp, a. wo Baker, Md. Erdman, Jenkins, Pay ne. 
— Letina Robert a Woon ww Bartlett, Ga. Gibson, Lacey, Perkins, 

iS timer, obertson, La. oomer, Bishop, ; t, Mass. Loud, Poole, 

rmond, Lawson, Robinson, Pa. Wright, Black. N. ¥. Low. Deoves. 

Witt, Lefever, Rusk, Yoakur. Brumm, ; Mahon Sherman, 

Leighty, Russell, Conn. Chickering, He ley, Met sll, Mass Shuford, 
° Yardy, fainer, Nebr. icCleary, M . Stokes, 
So the motion to adjourn was not agreed to. Clarke, Ala. Heatwole, McClellan, ‘Taft. 
J 
The Cousins, nderson, McDearmon, Tate, 


following pairs were announced: 
Until farther +a 
Mr. Hopkins with Mr. Dockery. 





Curtis, N. ¥. Hilborn, Mondell, Underwood, 
Dalzecll, Hooker, Moody, Wheeler 
Daniels, Hopkins, Noonan, Willis. 
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NAYS—48. 
— 
e 
Hu _" 
Huling, 
Hunter, 
Hurley, 
Kerr, 
peat 
n, 
Linton, 
Gardner, Long, 
er, Marsh, 


NOT VOTING—255 
Downing, Linney, 
Draper, Little, 

Ellett, Va. Livingston, 
oo 8. C. ens, 
vans, mer 
Faris, Louden: r, 
Fischer, Loudenslage 
Fitzgerald, M ire, 


Fletcher, Mahany, 
McCall, Tenn. 


Foote, 

McClure 
McCormick, 
McCreary, Ky. 
McCulloch, 
McEwan, 
McLachian, 
McLaurin, 
MeMillin, 
McRae, 
Meiklejohn, 
Mercer, 
Meredith, 


Connoll 
Cooper, Wis. 
Crowther, 
Crump, 
Curtis, Kans. 
Dovener, 


Acheson, 
Allen, Utah 
Anderson, 
Andrews, 


Otjen, 
— 
nce, 
Pugh, 
Royse, 
Stewart, N.J. 
Strong, 
Sulloway, 
Tayler, 
“en Horn, 
Wanger, 
Wood. 


Burton, Ohio 
Calderhead, 
Clark, Mo. 
Colson, 


Abbott, 
Adams, 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, Ala. 
Aldrich, Ml. 


Shafroth, 
Shannon, 
haw, 
Simpkins, 
Skinner 
Smith, Mil. 
Smith, Mich. 
Snover, 
Sorg, 
Southard 
Southwick, 
Spalding, 
Sparkman, 


Foss. 
Fowler, 
Gamble, 
Gillet, N. Y. 
: sioodwyn, 


ral, 
Griswold, 
Barrett, Grosvenor, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, N.Y. 
Beac 


sh, 

Bell, Colo. 
Bell, Tex. 
oe 

rry, 
Taghhen, 
Black, Ga. 
Boutelle, 
Bowers, 
Brewster, 
Broderick, 
Bromwell, 
Brosius, 
Brown, 
Buck, 
Bull, 
Cannon, 
Catchings, 
Clark, Iowa 


Stephenson, 
Stewart, Wis. 
Stone, Cc. W. 


Strowd, N.C. 
Sulzer, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tawney, 
Terry, 
Thomas, 
Thorp, 
Towne, 
Tracewell, 
Tracey, 
Treloar, 
Tucker, 
‘Turner, Ga. 


Miner, N. Y. 
Minor, Wis. 
Money, 
Morse, 
Moses, 
omer. 
urphy, 

Neill, 
Newlands, 
Northway, 
Odell, 

en, 


Hemenway, 
Hendrick, 
Henry, Conn. 
Henry, Ind. 


sy, 
Overstreet, 
Owens, 
em 


earson, 
Pendleton, 
Philli 


Hull, 
Hutcheson, 
Hyde, 

Johnson, Cal. 
Johnson, Ind. 
Johnson, N. Dak. 


Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, 8. C0, 
Woodard 


Woodman, 


Wright,” 
Token. 
Doolittle, 
So the motion was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
And accordingly (at 7 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills were severally reported from 
committees, delivered to the Clerk, and ref to the several 
Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts, from the Committee on the 
Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6883) 
to incorporate the Convention of American Instructors of the 
Deaf, reported the same, accompanied by a report (No. 1642); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House(H. R. 8497) toincorporate the National Plant, Flower, 
and Fruit Guild, reported the same, accompanied by a —— (No. 
1643); which said bill and report were referred to the House Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. BENNETT, from the Committee on Interstate and Fi 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H: R. 
8586) to amend an act entitled ‘An act to te commerce,” 
approved February 4, 1887, yt pe the same, accompanied by a 
report (No. 1644); which said and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 6, 


Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bills Nos. 31, 1246, 4778, 4962, and 7720, re- 
ported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 8738) giving to any State hay- 
ing a claim for expenses incurred in defense of the United States 
the right to have the same adjudicated by the Court of Claims 
accompanied by a (No. 1648); which said bill and report 
were referred to the ittee of the Whole House on the stato 
of the Union. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8590) granting to 
the Denver, Cripple Creek and Southwestern Railroad ( Company 
a right of way for a railroad through the South Platte and Plu.) 
Creek forest reserves, in the State of Colorado, reported the same, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1651); which said bill and report 
by ——, to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions were 
severally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

By Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
= ao 6489) to grant pension to Samuel L. Busick. (Report 
oO. . 

By Mr. ANDREWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (8.1737) granting a pension to James G. Hartzell. (Re- 
port No. 1640.) 

By Mr. POOLE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
bill (H. R. 2859) granting a pension to Harriet F. Herrick. (Re- 


port No. 1641. 
By Mr. DY, from the Committee on Pensions: The bill 

(H. R. 3862) for the relief of John Green. (Report No. 1645.) 
By Mr. COOPER of Texas, from the Committee on War Claims: 


The bill (S. 2143) for the relief of Richmond College, located at 


Richmond, Va. (Report No. 1646. 

By Mr. CROWTHER, from the Dissidia ali Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 7653) granting a pension to Ambrose J. Vanarsdel. 
(Report No. 1637.) ° 

By Mr. KERR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The 
= ee 1811) for the relief of Catherine L. Chaney. (Report 

0. , 

By Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Military Affairs: 

The bill (H. R. 1484) for the correction of muster of Adolph 
Von Haake, late major, Sixty-eighth Regiment Veteran Volunteer 
Infantry. oe rt No. 1649.) 

The bill (H. R. 6955) for the relief of Sergt. James W. Kingon. 
(Report No. 1650.) 


ADVERSE REPORT. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MAHON, from the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, rted adversely (Report No. 1647) the bill 
* R. 6805) for the relief of the 1 representatives of Rinaldo 

ohnson and Ann E. Johnson, deceased, which said bill and re- 
port were laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. WALSH: A bill (H. R. 8724) to raise the wages of elec- 
trotypers, molders, and finishers in the Government Printing Of- 
fice—to the Committee on apf 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa: A (H. R. 8725) donating 2 con- 
demned cannon and 10 condemned cannon balls to Shelly Norman 
Post, Grand Army of the Republic, of Muscatine, Iowa, and 2 
condemned cannon and 10 cannon balls to General N. B. Baker 


Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Clinton, lowa—to the Com- 
mittee on Naval 


Also (by pease) a bill (H. R. 8726) to de for the pay- 
ment of certain against the District of Columbia by draw- 
back certificates—to the Committee on the District of umbia. 

By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R. 8727) donating one condemned 
cannon and two pyramids of condemned cannon balls to Bryson 
Post, No. 225, Grand Army of the Republic, of Watsontown, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 8728) relating to pay 
and bounty to soldiers, sailors, and marines of the United States 
in the war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MEREDITH: A bill (H. R. 8729) to prohibit cemeteries 
in the District of Columbia which will interfere with street exten- 
—< the city of Washington—to the Committee on the District 

um 


bia. 
By Mr. HURLEY: A bill (H. R. 8730) to appropriate funds for 
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in 


employment of — labor on Government buildings—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 8782) providing for the con- 
struction of cable and telegraph lines from the United States to 
Siberia, Japan, and the Hawaiian Islands, and guaranteeing inter- 
est on bonds to be secured by said lines—to the Committee on In- 
terstate and yay Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8734) to amend 
sections 4965 and 4970, chapter 3, Title LX, of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States relating to copyrights—to the Committee on 

tents. 
rs Mr. HULL: A resolution (House Res. No. 208) setting apart 
Friday, May 8, 1896, for the consideration of bills reported from 
the Committee on Military Affairs—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (House Res. No. 309) assign- 
ing Tuesday, May 12, for consideration of H. R. 7907—to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. MILLIKEN: A resolution (House Res. No. 310) to 
place Geor, W. Perkins on the annual roll as assistant foreman 
of the folding room—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. McCALL of Massachusetts: A resolution (House Res. 
No. 313) for the consideration of immigration bills—to the Com- 
mittee on Rules, 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills of the following 
titles were presented and referred as follows: 

Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 8735) granting a pension to 
©. B. Goodwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also a bill (H. R. 8736) to remove the charge of desertion from 
oe record of Jacob Rothenbucher—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. BELL of Colorado: A bill (H.R. 8737) for the relief of 
Sarah S. Baker, of Montrose, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R.8738) for the relief 
of Kinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Texas: A bill (H. R.8739) for the relief of 
Mrs. Anna Franks, of Marshall, Tex.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8740) for the relief of A. 8. Cannon, postmaster 
at Moscow, Polk omety Tex.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 8741) for the relief of Col. C. M. 
Lum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8742) to remove the charge of desertion against 
James Norris—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8743) for the relief of Henry 
Schindehette—to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8744) authorizing the Presi- 
dent to appoint Lieut. Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the 
rank of commander—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: A bill (H. R. 8745) to increase the pension 
of John N. Wiley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRISWOLD: A bill (H. R. 8746) for the relief of Frank 
Murphy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: A bill (H. R. 8747) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Kate B. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: A bill (H.R.8748) providing for annulling the 
sentence of a court-martial in the case of Dorrance Atwater, First 
Squadron Connecticut Volunteer Cavalry, and granting to him an 
honorable disch to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: A bill (H. R. 8749) to remove the 
charge of desertion against Thomas I. Graham—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

a bill (H. R. 8750) to remove the charge of desertion 
H . Putty—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a (H. R. 8751) to remove the charge of desertion 
Josiah Wilcox—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
a bill os R. 8752) to remove the charge of desertion from 
of D. W. Light—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
bill (H. R. 8758) granting a pension to Henry Gilham— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
@ bill (H. R. 8754) granting a pension to Martin M. Flint— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
(H. R. 8755) for the relief of Issachar J. Davis—to 
on Military Affairs. 
bill-(H. R. 8756) granting a pension to C. A. Howke—to 
KULP Z a1 H. "e. 8757) to grant pension to Eli 
3 i .R.875 grant pension iza 
Koons, mother of Charles Mf Koons, late of Company E, Twenty- 
lvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Pensions. 
. M of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 8758) for the relief 
Wesson—to the Committee on War Claims. 
of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8759) for the 
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s 
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ons and tests of American timber—to the Committee | relief of Wilson S. Nugent—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ture. 
Mr. WATSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8731) to prohibit the | 












ADIT 


sions, 

By Mr. OTEY: A bill (H. R. 8760) for the relief of Nancy Susan 
Thompson—to the Committee on Claims. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8761) for the relief of Kate Wade—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REYBURN: A bill (H. R. 8762) to remove charge of de- 
sertion from John O’Beirne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8763) for the 
relief of the estate of Alfred W. Green, late of Carroll Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H.R. 8764) for the relief of Edgar 
Abeel—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STRONG: A bill (H. R. 8765) to pension Jacob Sher- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R.8766) for the relief of Benjamin 
| Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8767) for the relief of Benjamin Davis 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H. R.8768) for the relief of Jason L. 
Webb, of Whitesburg, Letcher County, Ky.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8769) increasing the pension of R. A. Brown- 
ing—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TATE: A bill (H. R. 8770) to pension Jasper N. Mar- 
tin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8771) to pension Walter R. W. Atkins 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8772) to pension Hix Patterson—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8773) to pension Sanford A. Pinyan 
Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8774) to pension Dorcus Elliott, widow of 
Jesse Elliott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


-to 


to 


to the 





PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of Rev. J. D. Moffat, D. D., presi- 
dent of Washington and Jefferson College, and other members of 
the faculty of that institution, in favor of the adoption of the 
metric system of weights and measures—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, resolutions of the Florida Society of the Sons of the Rev- 
olution, favoring the publication of certain records and papers of 
the Continental Congress—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: Petition of the heirs of Alvin R. Baker, 
deceased, late of Walker County, Ala., praying reference of his 
war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. BRODERICK: Remonstrance of Cyrus Shinn and 42 
others, of Oneida, Kans., against accepting the Marquette statue— 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Joseph P. Cotton and others, of New- 
port, RK. I., in favor of the adoption of the metric system—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Remonstrance and petition of certain 
citizens of Kansas relating to the statue of Pére Marquette—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. FENTON: Petition of Miss Sophia Krall, of Hamden 
Junction, Ohio, asking that her name be placed on the pension 
roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARTMAN: Petition of R. W. Snook and others, in 
relation to the treaty with Crow Indians—to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. HEATWOLE: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Kate B. Allen—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HILBORN: Petition of C. E. Howard and many citi- 
zens of Contra Costa County, members of Danville Grange, State 
of California, recommending the passage of House bill No. 2626, 
for the protection of agricultural staples by an export bounty—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, remonstrance and petition of citizens of Lower Lake, Lake 
County, Cal., against the statue of Pére Marquette remaming in 
Statuary Hall—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. KIRKPATRICK: Petition of C. A. Place and 12 other 
citizens of Winfield, Cowley County, Kans., praying for the adop- 
tion of the metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, 
and Measures. 

By Mr. LAYTON: Resolutions of the Florida Society of Sons 
of the Revolution, relating to the publication of Revolutionary 
records—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. LINTON: Statement to accompany House bill No. 6653, 

anting an honorable discharge to one John Reynolds—to the 
Gonaanitios on Military Affairs. 

Also, remonstrances and petitions of citizens of Auburn, Cal; 
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also of citizens of Pittsburg, Pa.; also of Edwin Noll and numer- 
ous other citizens of Pennsylvania, in relation to the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MAHON: Petition of us J. Langley, of Maryland, 
for reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. McRAE: Petition of A.M. Frierson and 111 other col- 
cul citizens of Columbia, Clark, Lafayette, Ouachita, and Union 
counties, Ark., asking for an appropriation to aid in paying their 
transportation to Africa—to the Committee on ae 

By Mr. OTEY: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief of 
Kate Wade—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Nancy 
Susan mpson—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REYBOURN: Paper to accompany House bill to remove 
the charge of desertion from the record of John O’Beirne—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SETTLE: Petition of the estate of Mary Smith, deceased, 
late of Orange County, N. C., praying reference of her war claim 
to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of W. C. Staples, of Rockingham County, N. C. 
(formerly of Patrick County, Va.), praying reference of his war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of citizens of Durham, N. C., in favor of oe 
$e metric system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, an 

easures. 

By Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE: Petition of citizens of Bellevue, 
Pa., protesting against the acceptance of the Marquette statue—to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Also, resolution of Tron City Lodge, No. 36, American Protes- 
tant Association, protesting against a priations for Indian con- 
tract schools—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. STRONG: Petition of Dr. W. W. McIlvaine and Hon. 
A. K. Rarey, of Kenton, Ohio; also petition of Charles Collier, W. 
W. Stevenson, and Godfrey Sutermeister, asking for a pension for 
Jacob Sherman, late a ate in Company 9, Fourth Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. TATE: Petition of Benjamin Davis in support of Honse | $' 


bill granting him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


ons. 

By Mr. TOWNE: Remonstrance of the Commercial Club of St. 
Paul, Minn., against the obstruction of navigation by the build- 
ing of a bridge across the Detroit River—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WAL of Massachusetts: Petition of C. A. Keith | 
and others, of Webster, Mass., protesting against the passage of | 
House bill No. 4566, relating to second-class mail matter—to the | 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
THurspay, May 7, 1896. 
Prayer by the a UA’ Rev. W. H. Mrusurn, D.D. 


On motion of Mr. QUAY, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of District Assem- 
bly No. 9, Order of Knights of Labor, of Chicago, Dl., praying 
for the passage of the so-called Phillips bill, authorizing the ap- | 
pointment of a nonpartisan commission to collate information and 
to consider and recommend legislation to meet the problems pre- 
sented by labor, ——s and capital; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and r. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ¢ a memorial of the Association of 
American Physicians, and also resolutions oiaue at a meeting 
of the Medical Society of the County of New York, on the sub- 
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Mr. VEST teda petition of American Waiters’ Union, No. 


presen: 
20, of St. Louis, Mo., ying for the Government ownershi 
control of te i whic ti — 


h was. referred to the Committ... 
on. Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Committes 


Mr. ELKINS presented the memorial of R. T. Wetzel and :7 
other citizens of Jackson County, W. Va.; the memorial of W_. |{. 
Ramsey and 70 other citizens of Hundley, W. Va., and the me.) 
rial of E, T. W. Hall and 57 other citizensof Freemansburg, W. \ ;. 
enna against placing the statue of Pére Marquette ii, 
Statuary Hall, and praying that it beimmediately removed; whi: j; 
woe QUAY p = aoe potition of the Trades League 

; presented a pe of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation of $500,000 be mao 
for improving the Delaware River; which was referred to tho 
Committee on Commerce, 

SPECIAL LIQUOR-TAX RECEIPTS. 

Mr. PEFFER. Mr. President, I present the petition of W. 0. 
Smith and 175 other citizens of Randolph County, Ind., prayin, 
for the passage of Senate bill 239, which proposes to prohibit t\\o 
issuance of special liquor-tax’receipts to persons other than those 
who are authorized i State laws to engage in the business |; 
selling intoxicating liquors. The petitioners, in addition to setti:.- 
forth their special request, add that they believe the enactment .; 
such a law would aid in ing peace and order in every cou- 
munity, and would thy i the public m 

In connection with the petition, which I wish to have referred 
to the Committee on Finance, I want tocall the attention of suc, 
members of the Committee on Finance as may be present to soi. 
very pertinent information on this subject. 

I wrote to the probate judge in each of five different counties 
Kansas, asking them to me with a statement showing the 
number of ts to sell intoxicating liquors that had been issn: i 
in each of those counties and were in force at the dateof my |et- 
ter. By our law the probate judge of each county, and he alono, 
is authorized to issue permits to in the business of selling 
intoxicating liquors. We try to limit it as far as we can to drug- 

ts. Then I asked the Commissioner of Internal Revenue ‘to 
rnish me with a statement of the number of special liquor-tax 
receipts that had been issued to persons who were engaged in the 
business of selling liquor in those same counties and at the sai 
time. I have here his statement and the statements of the probate 
judges, 

I —— that the chairman of the Committee on Finance is now 


presen 

I find from the statement of the Internal Revenue Commissioner 
that in Leavenworth County, Kans., there were 248 speciai liquor- 
tax receipts in force on the ist of March of this year. Then by 
ae a from the ee of oo, who 
is authori issue State permits to persons in the 
sale of intoxicating liquors under the State law, I find that there 
are only 2 State permits in foree in that county, and as there wer: 
248 United States special liquor-tax receipts issued, it is shown 
ore in that county in violation of 
the State law. 

Then, in Shawnee County, in which the capital of the State is 
located, the Internal Revenue Commissioner informs me that 7 
special liquor-tax receipts have been issued by the United States 
authorities, and there are ' 25 State permits in force issued by 
the j under the law. So a the differen 

are 


ject of vivisection in the District of Columbia. I move that the | jy 


memorial and resolutions be referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. “i 


The motion was 
Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union of Van Fayette County, IIL., 
Bape cen ceeate Y oar rehien tof voial tion raising 
, secretary, praying for the en egisla 
ean of consent from 16 to 18 in the District of Colum- 
ae Saas was referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
Mr. CULLOM presented adopted by the Association 
< the Central nan iateaien er tional churches of mye 
-, expressing their indi i persecu 
their fellow-Christians in Armenia, and y of their suffer- 
ing — of the American Board; w were ordered to lie on 
table. 


Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Trades League of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying that an be made fur the 
improvement of the ware Ri 


that 
B. Phil- 
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Mr. MORRILL. Of course the Senator from Kansas has read | Tex., praying for the enacty of legislat ibiting Unite: 
the law of the United States on this subject. It does not shield | States revenue licenses ey nein in te Lave ae oy No : 
any violation of the State laws where there are State laws upon | I move that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Finance. 
the subject. — all the statements which are made by the | The motion was agreed to. 

Sete ——S ae meee | — that the people of that State MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE AT ST. LOUIS. 

Mr. PEFFER. The point I makeis that if any person intending Mr. V EST. I ask the Senate to take up for consideration House 
to violate the State law asks for a special liquor-tax receipt and bill 2698, a bridge bill about which I desire a conference with the 
pays for itand gets it, that proceeding will protect this man so far House of Representatives. Jt is important to have an early con- 
as the Government of the United States is concerned, and he cares | nea a : at 
jess for the State law than he does for the United States law. | The Vic E-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

I wish to call the attention of the Committee on Finance spe- Che Secretary read the bill (H. R. 2698) authorizing the con- 
enum point that our people make in this matter. Our posi. | struction of a bridge over the Mississippi River to the city of St. 
tion is that we can better enforce the laws of the State if there is Louis, in the State of Missouri, from some suitable point between 
not this apparent and real protection afforded to the illicit sale of the north line of St. Clair County, Ill., and the southwest line of 

neta tae ania’ onal Gasesmmant tax veceietn. said county, which had been reported from the Committee on 
rA IN. I will ask the Senator from Kansas how there | Commerce with amendments. . 

can be that real protection from the mere fact that the Govern- | Mr. Cl LL¢ »M. I did not desire to interrupt the reading of the 

ment collects a tax? bill before it was concluded, so that the time of the Senate might 

Mr. PEFFER. The real protection is this way, Mr. President. | not be again taken up in its reading; but as I was not aware that 
te to the internal-revenue collector and ask for a special liquor- the bill had been brought in from the committee, I should like to 
tax receipt. He asks me no questions. I pay $25 for my receipt | have the Senator from Missouri let it lie upon the table until I can 
and goaway and set up a little gin shop in some alley eartn eine | have time to look at it before it is passed upon by the Senate. | 
out-of-the- place, and so far as the United States marshal have no desire to delay the measure, but it is a very important 
is aes am absolutely protected; that is to say, he does | bill, about which there seems to have been a good deal of contro- 
not interfere with me. The State law is violated, but by some | Y°TSY for some time past, and I should be glad to have an oppor- 

~ kk, by personal acquaintance or financial or commer- tunity to look at the provisions of the bill before it is finally con- 
—_ acquaint with the police officer or other local personage sidered by the Senate. It has now been read, and if the Senator 
who is charged with looking after those things, I am permitted to | will allow it to lie on the table for the present [ will see him fur- 
go unscathed. Now, if we can limit the traffic to the State law ther on the subject, and he can call it up hereafter. 
alone, I think, just as the petitioners say, that it willaid very much ipinaante aed ee — not ee such a request. My 
; : 9 tenant Said y object is to get the bill into conference. 
in ee of the State and in maintaining peace and | Mr. CULLOM. I am aware of it. 

Mr. QUAY. Is there anything in the laws of Kansas to pre- | . Mr. VEST. We have passed the bill through the Senate twice: 
vent the prosecution and conviction of a man who has paid the | it has passed through the House twice; and the two bodies have 
United States tax for the sale of liquor? | been unable to agree upon a@ measure. 

Mr. PEFFER. No; there is no protection of that kind, but he | Mr. CULLOM. As { caught the reading of the bill, I infer that 
knows he is relieved from prosecution by the United States au- | "8 is not exactly the bill that was passed by the Senate before. 
thorities for selling. He has that advantage in his favor, to say Mr. VEST. It is not the bill the Senate passed at the present 
the least; and it is a good deal. session. It is the same bill that the House passed in the last Con- 

Mr. ALLISON. But theSenator from Kansas must know that | 8™°5* and sent tous. We passed a bill at the present session and 
the fact that @ man has paid a tax and a receipt can be produced sent it to the House, and they have sent back to us the bill which 
is prima facie evidence in Kansas and other States of the viola- | ‘ey Passed in the last Congress. 
tion of the State laws, and therefore it furnishes additional testi-| Mt-CULLOM. So I understand. 
mony in the States to the people who want to enforce the law. Mr. VEST. It never can be adjusted except by a conference. 

Mr. PEPFER. That is very true; but I will state the difference, | ,. Mr. CULLOM. I have no doubt that is true, but at the same 
if the Senate will bear with me just a moment while this subject time I should like to satisfy myself that the bill is as we want it 
is up; it is very i nt. I had several letters from friends in | P®f0e it gets into conference at all. ' a 
‘ens — mel to my attention the same point that | ,. Mr. VEST. I wish to say to the Senator from Illinois that the 
| tana ae f ° Iowa presents. Bat we are altogether differ- Committee on Commerce had a special hearing upon this bill. 

ituated in the Western country from what they are in New fhey notified all the parties interested to come before us, which 
} the villages are almost adjoining one another. they did, and we heard them patiently and carefully and cross- 
‘We have some counties in Kansas as large as the entire State examined them; and the bill which we have reported is the best 
which the } ble Senator from Vermont so ably represents in we can ossibly do under the circumstances. 
this Chamber. We have large > teamed ener te ender te Mr. CULLOM. I inquireof the Senator from Missouri if it was 
h the office of akon nag Bar ama Bross the seuth- developed after the hearing or pending it that the bill satisfies both 
ion of the State of Kansas, to reach Leavenworth, elements that came before the committee for a hearing? 
— the illeevenne commissioner bas his effics. we would | _. Mr. VEST. No; it is impossible to make a bill that does, Tho 
have totravel 450 miles in adirect line. Sothecollecting of infor- river interests want one thing and the railroad interests want an- 
tion f iaediias of the internal-vevenuecoliestor is neta mat- other; and then the interest in which I am more interested than 
tur of enee and fort. But the county seat is not many miles any other, the people of East St. Lowis and the city of St. Louis, 
away, and under our laws the probate judge, whose office is at the the large body of the producers, want a bill entirely different from 
county seat, and he alone, is authorized to issue permits to. sell the measure either of the other interests wants. We had the difti- 
liquor. Wecango to that office withoutmuch trouble. Headver- — —— us of making a bill which we thought would be 
tises in the rs before the permitis issued, setting forth | J°4) °° S~ Pays : 
the application of Richard Roe or Joum Doe for authority to sell | ,, #?:.CULLOM. The interest that I represent is the people of 
liquors, and to any person op 1 toit it is notice, and it isa public Illinois, and I have no special interest except to deal fairly with 


: : ailroads or any other corporation 
of access. But it is not so in the case of the revenue | *°,7#/Toads or any other corpors 
casy Q Mr. VEST. This bill is the very best we can possibly do, and 


Mr. GALLINGER. I desire simply to ask a question. I think if there is no objection to it I should like—— 
lam t in stating ae cee persons in my State have pro- | Mr. CULLOM. [If the Senator will allow it to lie on the table 





for a time I should be glad. 





tested what the Senator desires to accomplish on the very | rar ow : 
ground Senator from Iowa has raised—that the tax receipt ts | Mr. N EST. Ishall call it up as soon as possible, for I want to 
additional in the prosecution of these cases - ~ | get it into conference. 

Mr. MO T merely desire to add that_in my State the A. P. BROWN. ; 
moment it is ascertained a man has taken out a license he is pros- Mr. GEAR. I ask leave to call up the bill (H. R. 1602) for the 
ecuted by the State officers. relief of A. P. Brown, late postmaster at Le Mars, Iowa. 

Mr. Tonly want to say a single word by way of ad- By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


dition. The nearness of the citizens of the New England States | Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay $888.98 

to the internal revenue office is a great point in favor of their | for the purpose of reimbursing A. P. Brown, late postmaster at 

argument, while the great distance of the office from most of our Le Mars, Iowa, for loss sustained by reason of burglary of post- 

= in the West is an argument against it. age stamps and money from that post-office on January 9, 1804. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

Committee on Finance. to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr.CHILTON. Inconnection with the subject eS ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

ator from Kansas refers, I present the petition of W. etchum| Mr.QUAY. I desire to call up for passage the bill (S. 759) grant- 

and sundry other citizens of Wichita County, Tex., and the peti- | ing a pension to Carrie A. Moody. — 

tion of A. Tulloh and sundry other citizens of Parker County, r.SEWELL. Will the Senator allow me to submit a report? 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed until morn- 
ing business is completed. The Chair will recognize the Senator 
from Pennsylvania upon the conclusion of the morning business. 

Mr. CULLOM. Irise to make an inquiry rather than for any 
other purpose. I understand that yesterday evening an agreement 
was made by unanimous consent to proceed to the consideration 
of the bond resolution immediately after the morning business to- 
day. There seems to be a disposition to call up bills, and there- 
fore I ask leave to call up the conferefice report on the legislative, 
etc., ap ropriation bill, if it is in order to do so. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Aconference report is always in order. 

Mr. BATE. I suggest that the conference report has just been 
laid on our tables, and we have hardly had time to investigate it. 
I suggest to the Senator that he had better defer it. It went over 
in order to be printed, and the object of the delay would be de- 
feated if Senators are not given an opportunity to look at it before 
the report is called up. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to waiting, if that is the 
desire of the Senate, but it seems to me we ought to get along 
with the appropriation bills at some time or other. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. SEWELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (8.813) for the relief of Annie R. 
Chesley, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. PASO, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2978) ea yao an American register for the 
steamer Menemsha, repo it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 1623) for the relief of Cumberland Female College, of 
McMinnville, Tenn., reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

r. PALMER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 586) to fix the rank and pay of 
certain retired officers of the United States Army, reported ad- 
versely thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1868) prescribing the qualifications of soldiers and marines 
of the United States, and for other purposes, reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 2605) granting a pension to Henry V. Andrews, of 
Fuiton ers Til., asurvivor of the Black Hawk war; 

A bill (H. R. 8221) granting a pension to John Dalton; 

4 bill (H. R. 3234) granting a pension to Williamson Durley; 
an 

A bill Lr R. 5854) granting a pension to John Caster. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 128) for the relief of Henry H. Schraw- 
om reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 5481) to restore the lands embraced in the Fort Lewis 
Military Reservation, in the State of Colorado, to the public do- 
main, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Public Lands; which was 


to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R, 2054) to correct the sete record of Charles W. 
Rinehardt and to grant him an honorable discharge, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration, and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs; which was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 4787) to establish the port of Con- 
neaut, in the State of Ohio, as a subport of entry in the district 
of Cuyahoga, in said State of Ohio, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 7973) to establish a railroad bridge across 
the Illinois River near Grafton, [l., reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2980) to po a life-saving station at or 
near Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. ALLEN. lLask unanimous consent to call up for consider- 
ation at this time the bill (S. 1035) authori the Sioux City and 
Omaha Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Omaha and Winnebago Reservation, in Thurston 
County, Nebr., and for other a, It will not lead to any dis- 
cussion. It is a mere matter of form. 

Mr. GALLINGER., I suggest that the morning business ought 
to be concluded. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not yet 
been concluded. Bills and joint resolutions are next in order. 
Mr. GALLINGER. When the order of resolutions is reached, 


I desire to submit a resolution. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. TURPIE (for Mr. VooruHEEs) introduced a bill (S. 3082) to 
remove the charge of desertion from the military record of John- 
son Gilbert; which was read twice by its title,and, with the ac- 
mr pape , referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also (for Mr, one introduced a bill (8.3083) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Isaac D. Campbell; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon introduced a bill (S. 3084) for the 
relief of Lizzie Hagny. as administratrix of the estate of Frank 
B. Smith, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SQUIRE introduced a bill (S. 3085) granting a pension to 
Burton Packard; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3086) to amend the military 
record of John H. Lamson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3087) to incorporate the National 
Society of Colonial Dames of America; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 


AMENDMENT TO RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. MITCHELL of —— submitted an amendment intended 
to be proposed by him to the river and harbor appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and ordered 
to be printed, 
DELAY IN SEED DISTRIBUTION. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following resolution: which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of Agriculture be directed to immediately 
communicate to the Senate the reasons for the delay in supplying seeds for 


distribution. 
ORDER OF PROCEDURE. 


Mr. SHERMAN. I should like to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate to the bill (H. R. 1748) for the relief of the widow of Thomas 
L. Young. It will take but a moment to put the bill on its pas- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. It will take but a moment. 

Mr. HARRIS. A unanimous-consent agreement was made late 
yesterday evening that immediately after the routine business 
this morning the resolution proposed by the Senator from Kan- 
sas should be taken up and proceeded with and the final vote 
taken not later than 4 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I was not 4 gt atthe time the agreement 
was made. I am willing to abide by it, but I hope this bill will 
be allowed to pass. It will take but a moment. It proposes to 
allow the widow of a gallant soldier about four or five hundred 
dollars back pay: 

Mr. HARRIS. I statethefact. I shall not object. I have not 
a word to say upon the pending resolution, but the unanimous- 
consent agreement requires a final vote at4o’clock. I give notice 
to the Senate that that is the agreement and it will be insisted 


upon. 
Mtr, SHERMAN. Well, I will not violate bf agreement of 
by kind, although I hoped that the Sehate would pass this little 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House returned 
to the Senate, in compliance with its request, the bill (S. 862) for 
the relief of the receivers of the Tow Association of New 
Orleans, La. 

The message also requested the Senate to furnish the House 
with a duplicate rome Ry of the bill (S. 2501) for the relief 
of James Sims, of unty, Miss., the original having 


been lost or oe 
The message her announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize 


the Secretary of the Treasury of the 
the former ownersa certain tract of in Valverde County, Tex. 
The message also announced that House had disagreed to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3018) to amend 
section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, to im- 
rove the merchant-marine service, and thereby also to 
crease the efficiency of the Naval Reserve; agreed to the con- 
ference asked for by the Senate on the Sees roe of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Paynz, Mr. Hopkins, 


ted States to reconvey to 








1896. 





CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


A921 





and Mr. Cooper of Florida managers at the conference on the | noon to listen to the very frank and explicit statement of the Sena- 


rt of the House. 

The message further announced that the House had disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7542) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 


June 80, 1897, and for other purposes; asked a conference with | 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, | 


and had appointed Mr. BouTE.LLE, Mr. Rostnson of Pennsylvania, 
and Mr. CUMMINGS managers at the conference on the part of the 
House. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


also announced that the Speaker of the House had 


The a 1 . ‘ 
signed thefollowing enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed | ¢j5, pecause I believed, as I now believe, that it is an illegitimate 


by the Vice-President: ; 

A bill (S. 129) for the relief of Capt. George H. Perkins; 

A bill (8S. 661) to amend section 2880 of the Revised Statutes of 
the United States, fixing a time for vessels to unlade; 

A bill (S. 1846) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans.,and Mathies Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Burlington, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 1872) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
exchange in behalf of the United States the tract of land at Choc- 
taw Point, Mobile County, Ala., now belonging to the United 
States and held for Sight house urposes, with the Mobile, Jack- 
son and Kansas mas ilroad Company for any other tract or 

1 ——— in said county equally well or better adapted to use 
or light-house purposes; 

A (8. 1904) to regulate marriages in the District of Co- 
lumbia; 

A bill (H. R. 152) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tracy; 

R. 491) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr.; 

R. 872) for the relief of James Duke; 

R. 577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft; 

. R. 1139) granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt; 
bill (H. R. 1889) granting an honorable discharge to F. L. 
lor from December 2, 1864; 

ill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis; 
bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act approved March 38, 1891, 
granting the right of way upon the public lands for reservoir and 


bill CB 

A (H. R. 3544) empowering and directing the Secretary of 
the Navy to furnish not more than four pieces of condemned can- 
non to the vi of New Rochelle, N. Y.; 

A bill Se R. ) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to te one condemned cannon and four pyramids of con- 
demned cannon balls to the cemetery association in the city of 
St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the soldiers’ 
monument in said cemetery; 

A bill (H. R. 4887) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives; 

A bill (H. R. feo) Franting a pension to Helen A. Jackman, 


dent daughter of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company 
ourteenth iment of Maine Volunteers; 
A bill (H. R. ) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 


G. Howell, late a private in Company F, One hundred and sixtieth 
New York Volunteers; and ° 

A bill (H. R. 6505) to revive and reenact an act to authorize the 
construction of a free bridge across the Arkansas River, connect- 
ing Little Rock and Argenta. 


JAMES SIMS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the request of 
the House of Representatives for a duplicate engrossed copy of 
the bill (S. 2501) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshall County, 
Miss.; and, by unanimous consent, the request was ordered to be 
complied with. 


PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF BOND SALES, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate the 
resolution of the Senator from Kansas. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the resolution submit- 
ted by Mr. Perrer, providing for investigation generally of all 
the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 
United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, and 1896. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
resolution as amended, on which the Senator from New York [ Mr. 
HIL1] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from New York yield to me 
_ very short time to take part in the discussion of the resolu- 


Mr. HILL. I have no objection,if I can have the floor when 
the Senator from Ilinois through. sean 
The VICE-PRESID . The Senator from Illinois will pro- 


Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, I was gratified yesterday after- 


} wey, 
ta 


| 





| the present. 


tor from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. He said that if the policy of the 
maintenance of the existing gold standard was to be maintained, 
then there was no room for questioning the conduct of the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury. I have felt that that was the real question 
involved in this discussion, and that the animus of the resolution 
proposed by the Senator from Kansas was to affect the public mind 
with reference to that question. 

I do not suppose that any Senator questions the integrity of the 
Secretary of the Treasury. His falemeent may possibly be dis- 
puted or the correctness of his acts may be questioned. Perhaps 
I ought to except the Senator from South Dakota (Mr. Perti- 
GREW] from that general statement. I have opposed this resolu- 


means of procuring the material to unfavorably affect the public 
mind in respect to these questions. 

Mr. President, no time in the history of this country required a 
greater degree of frankness from representative public men than 

r The temper, the feeling, and the interests of the 
American people alike demand that the monetary policies of the 
United States should be settled in the approaching elections. 
r . . . . 
There ought to be now no disguise on the part of political parties. 
They ought to avow themselves frankly on this question, and no 
incidental or improper or irrelevant influences ought to be in- 
voked to distract the public attention from this most interesting 
and most important question. 

I regret to say that the platforms of both the Republican and 
Democratic parties adopted by their national conventions in 1892, 
which were thought at the time to be sufficiently clear and com- 
prehensive, are not so. It is now conceded by all that the Repub- 
lican platform adopted at Minneapolis in 1892 under existing con- 
ditions can no longer be relied upon as a definition of the pending 
issue between the supporters of the existing legal and commercial 
st ndard of value and the advocates of the standard of value 
which would follow and be produced by the unlimited coinage of 
enforced legal-tender silver upon the ratio of 16 to1. The lan- 
guage of the financial clause of the Republican platform adopted 
at Minneapolis on the 10th day of June, 1892, is as follows: 

The American people, from tradition and interest, favor bimetallism, and 
the Republican party demands the use of both gold and silver as standard 
money, with such restrictions and under such provisions, to be determined by 
legislation, as will secure the maintenance of the parity of values of the two 
metals, so that the purchasing and debt-paying power of the dollar, whether 
of silver, gold, or paper, shall be at all times equal. The interests of the pro 
ducers of the country, its farmers and its workingmen, demand that every 
dollar, paper or coin, issued by the Government shall be as good as any other 
Wecommend the wise and patriotic steps already taken by our Government 
to secure an international conference to adopt such measures as will insure 
a parity of value between gold and silver for use as money throughout the 
world. 

But the Senator from Montana, chairman of the Republican 
national committee and the official representative of that party, 
in his late speech on this floor, supported the unlimited coinage 
of silver dollars, containing 4124 grains of standard silver, with 
full legal-tender quality for all debts, public and private; and the 
Senator from Coloradc [Mr. TELLER], who assisted in the prepa- 
ration of the Republican platform, and who, like the Senator from 
Montana [Mr. CARTER], strenuously supports the free coinage of 
silver, agree in asserting that their  mmgee and conduct are alike 
in perfect harmony with the Republican platform of 1892. And 
some Democrats take the same liberty with the Democratic plat- 
form adopted in Chicago on the 22d of June, 1892, which is as fol- 
lows: 

We denounce the Republican legislation known as the Sherman Act of 
1890 as a cowardly makeshift, fraught with possibilities of danger in the 
future, which should make all of its supporters as well as its author anxious 
for its speedy repeal. 

As an expression of opinion it may be questioned; as a predic- 
tion it is in a sense undoubtedly true. 

We hold to the use of both P- and silver as the standard money of the 
country, and to the coinage of both gold and silver without discriminating 
against either metal or charge for mintage; but the dollar unit of eoinage of 
both metals must be of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value or be adjusted 
through international agreement, or by such safeguards of legislation as 
shall insure the maintenance of the parity of the two metals and the equal 


power of every dollar at all times in the markets and in payments of debts, 
and we demand that all paper currency shall be kept at par with and re- 
deemable in such coin. e insist upon this policy as especially necessary 
for the protection of the farmers and laboring classes, the first and most 


defenseless victims of unstable money and a fluctuating currency 


The Democratic convention did not, like the convention of the 
Republican party, puzzle itself nor attempt to puzzle the people 
of the United States by professing devotion to that equivocal and 
now uncertain doctrine termed “ bimetallism,” but proceeded at 
once to declare and define the Democratic doctrine as it was then 
understood by the party. It denounced the ‘Sherman Act of 
1890,” which provided for the unending and perpetual purchase 
of silver bullion at its market price, with a pledge by the Gov- 
ernment to maintain a parity between the two metals, silver and 
gold, as ‘‘a cowardly makeshift, fraught with possibilities of dan- 

r in the future.” It then declared that “ we hold to the use of 
both gold and silver as the standard money of the country, but 
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the dollar unit of coinage of both metals”—referring, of course, 
to: the unit of value established by the aet of 1873—‘* must be of 
nal intrinsic and exchangeable value.” 
his language was understood by the whole country to commit 
the Democratic party to the maintenance of the value and ac- 
—— of the silver coin with the gold coinage under the act 
of 1873. If there was at any time any doubt as to the position of 
the Democratic party on this subject, or as to the meaning of the 
latform, it was removed by the emphatic language of the candi- 
te nominated for the Presidency by <ae same convention. 

In his letter of acceptance he said: 

* * * The people are entitled to sound and honest money, abundantly 
sufficient in volume to supply their business needs. : 

—_ as ae bet — of the les eqsecnen pation’ oe State, 

etaer er, or ri should so regulated an arded w- 
onuaas action or by ee and careful laws that no one cum! be deluded : as 
to the certainty and stability of its value. * * * Every dollar put into 
the hands of the people should be of the same intrinsic value or es 

wer. With this condition absolutely guaranteed, both gold and silver can 
safely utilized upon equal terms in the adjustment of our currency. 

In dealing with this subject no selfish scheme should be allowed to inter- 
vene, and no doubtful experiment should be attempted. The wants of our 

le arising from the deficiency or imperfect distribution of money circu- 
Peeiom ought to be fully and honestiy reeognized and efficiently rem 
It should, however, be constantly remembered that the inconvenience or 
loss that might arise from such a situa can be easier borne than the uni- 
versal distress which must follow a discredited currency. 

And the present distinguished Vice-President, in his letter ac- 
cepting the nomination, after indorsing what had been written by 
Mr. Cleveland, and still speaking for the Democracy of the United 
States, said: 

* * © The convention also declared ita position on the currency ques- 
tion in no unmeaning wo To this plain and unequivocal declaration in 
favor of sound, Lonest money I subseribe without reservation or qualification. 
A safe circulating medium is abs.lutely essential tothe protection of the busi- 
ness interests of our country, while to the wage earner or the farmer it is all 
important that every dollar, whatever its = that finds its way into his 
pocket shall be of equal, unquestioned, and versal exchangeable value 
and of equal pure ng power. 

After these resolutions adopted by the convention in favor of 
maintaining the equal value of every dollar coined under the 
authority of the United States, and with the full knowledge that 
the act of 1873 made the gold piece containing 25.8 grains of stand- 
ard gold the unit of value, and the gold coinage of the United 
States, predicated upon that unit, the standard of value, the Dem- 
ocratic candidates, in their letters of tance, covered the whole 
ground of the resolutions, and committed themselves, in substance 
and effect, to that which was then and still is the Democratic doc- 
trine—that every dollar coined or issued under the authority of the 
United States, whether of silver or paper, should have a value at 
all times equal to gold coin in the ma’ and in the payment of 


Mr. Cleveland was elected to the Presidency upon that as well 
as other important issues, and since his accession to that high 
office, aided by that distinguished Democrat and statesman, that 
sn tant honest man, John G. Carlisle, and in spite of ition 

unexpected quarters, has steadily and conscienti y, to the 
full extent of his constitutional powers, adhered to and sought to 
maintain the doctrine of the Chicago platform as interpreted in 
his letter of ac e. 

But, Mr. President, the ““world do move,” and the meaning of 
words changes in their practical to altered conditions, 
and it is now very certain that American people no longer 
rely upon the money resolutions of the Minneapolis and Chicago 
conventions for an accurate definition of the issue which they 
intend to settle in the approaching Presidential and Congressional 
elections. Mr. President, our countrymen are intensely practicai, 
and from that cause preferto consider-concrete measures 
to them rather than to speculate upon abstract and remote results. 

Those who favor the unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 
16 to 1, with enforced legal-tender quality for the payment of all 
debts, public and private, tender to the country a single issue 
which in itself is clear, and in its language plain and easily under- 
stood, and from which every man can hope for such advantages 


—— and capi'alists who own both the gold and the silver 
on anti i 


of the free-coinage measure 

silver. They know that their 

will find a remunerative price either from the necessities of 

who have ineurred obligations or in all commercial 
countries where the gold standard of value is recognized. Some 
want and themselves money and higher prices; 
others, reckless of consequences, desire place, and still others ho 
for personal advan out of the cenfusion which 
attend the disturbance of values and iation in the standard 
of value as a uence of the free e of silver. 

The advocates of free coinage are bold leaders and expect, not 
altogether without reason, to control the national conventions of 
beth political parties; but, doubtful of success, some of them are 
willing to offer 


from the 
an enema market for 
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to manufacturers protection by tariffs in exchange | the 


May 7, 


for advantages for silver bullion. No danger now more seri . 
threatens the American people than does a probable Sek peas’ 


successful combination between two powerful and corrupt pro 
erty interests, the one demanding that the consumers of the 1... 
essaries and conveniences of life shall be taxed to pay profits ; 
the manufacturers and the other anxious to expel gold coin fr,,.,, 
use in the United States, where it obstructs the use aud depre..... 
the price of silver in the leeal market. 

That the ee { have expressed are not wholly wit); 
foundation, [ need only remind the Senate of a scene whic) 
curred here lately in which the Senator from Nebraska ani ; 
Senator from Connecticut were actors, and to the speeches of | 
chairman of the blican national committee and the Re; 
lican Senators from the silver States, who, in avowing their (, 
tion to the doctrine of protection, said nothing ‘‘unmaidenly,” |, ,; 
still held out hopes. of am ultimate treaty for the advantage of |.) 
contracting parties. 

I also send to the Secretary and ask him to read a clipping {) 
one of the newspapers of this city, which affords an intin:( 


—— the same t. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as request. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


“The Pennsylvania manufacturers who were in Washington Thurs’ 
conference with the silver Senators represented at least $150,000.00 © 
ital,’ said Mr. W. T. Prince, of Philadel atthe Normandie. * They « 
i tae that on Saamaner re = the H 

m campaign y are t ust 
the st: assurance that they wi ate tee uo ~ Presi- 
dential ticket gets a dollar of their money. ess isstagnant, and 
the immediate future holds no promise. If can make terms wit 
silver people whereby protection will be given them, they are williny 
anxious, to strike an agreement. md fully that no tarit? | 
can pass both Houses of Con unless concessions are made to the \ 
metal, for the champions of silver in the Senate are masters.of the siti: 

It isacold matter of business with these textile milhonaires, and the, .:. 
to give and take. They donot think freesilver is an unmitigate: .\\), 
an {ao anant Se done to soos Se a enencs more 

* Tlook on conference aslikel prove of far-reaching rtan 
may mean the putting out of an indapentient silver ticket, with eriatti rT 
one plank-silver and protection. Such a ticket will vastly attract 
to thousands of voters, and if headed by such a man as DON CAMERON \ 
be dangerous to any régular partisan that could be put out.”’ 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the existing standard of value 
in the United States is American gold coinage, of which the «1 - 
dollar ——, of the weight of 25.8 grains of standard gol 
the umt. asserted fact will not be denied. It was est)- 
lished by the act of 1873, and has been maintained by the policy 
pursued by the Treasury Department under all Administrii 
since that act and by the course of business throughout the Uniti 


States. 
28, 1878, which, under 


i 


Tt was confirmed by the act of 
the deceptive title of ‘‘An act'to authorize the coinage of the st: \- 
ard silver dollar and to restore the legal-tender character thereo!.” 
— “that there shall be coined atthe mints of the Unit. 

tates silver dollars of the weight of 4124 grains of standard si! «1, 
which coin, together with all silver dollars heretofore coine: |\y 
the United States of like weight and fineness, shall be a legal ten- 
der at their nominal value for all debts, public and private, ex)! 
where ae ae stipulated in the contract.” And it 
was further by the act that the Seeretary of the Treasury 
should purchase from time to time silver bullion at the mark«t 
price thereof, not less than $2,000,000 worth month nor more 
than $4,000,000 worth per month, and cause same to be coined 
mon , a8 fast as-so purchased, into such dollars. This act rec- 
ognized the standard of value established by the act of 1873 by 
referring to the market value of silver bullion, which could, 0! 
course, be e only in terms of gold. The same is true 0! 
the act of — 14, 1890, oe in addition to sing the 
Secretary of the Treasury to purchase silver bullion at the markt 

ice , which must, of course, have reference to the gold 
eae of silver bullion, treating it as a mere commodity, author- 
the issue of Treasury notes Sn pageeens for purchases of silver 
bullion to the amount of the cost of the silver bullion, and to 
sreomeae notes issued in pursuance of the act were given only 
limited legal-tender qualities. Thisactcontainsaprovisioh that — 
re 6 ae any of the poninn ata herein pro- 
vided , Secre under regulations as he 
may prescribe, sedectiveaisctnatiianditercee abiatdioe ction 
And then follows, in the same connection, and as a part of the 
same sentence, the controlling mandatory declaration: 

It being the established of the United States to maintain the two 
metals on oranda ee other upon-the present legal ratio or such ratio 

by law. 


The act of November 1, 1893, which repeals so much of the act 
of July 14, 1890, as directs the 'y of the Treasury to ‘“‘ pur- 
chase from time to time silver bullion and issue in payment of 


such eee Treasury notes,” again. asserts the policy of tho 
United States to continue the use of gold and silver as standard 
-of equal intrinsic and exchangeable value; and it asserts 

that the efforts of the Government should be steadily directed to 
of such a safe system of “as will 
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intain at all times the equal power of every dollar coined or 

issued by the United States in the markets and in the payment of 
bts.” 

oomhe of the Secretary of the Treasury in the administra- 
tion of the laws providing for the payment of the public debtsand 
obligations has been based upon the idea and intended to promote 
the policy of the maintenance of the standard of value established 
by the act of 1873. Se ve 

It is asserted that the public debt, including what are termed 
« greenbacks,” and the Treasury notes issued under the act of July 
14, 1890, ‘are by their terms payable in coin.” The Secretaries of 
the Treasury under all Administrations have, in order to main- | 
tain the s of values established by the act of 1873 and to | 
maintain the parity between the two metals, and in that way keep | 
the pledge given to the public, allowed creditors the option of pay- | 
ment in gold or silver coin, at the discretion of the creditor. My 
object thus far has been to prove that there exists in the United 
States a “1h and commercial standard of value.” 

The point I present for the consideration of the Senate 
and the country is that the ‘‘ unlimited coinage” by the United | 
States of silver do! of 412} grains of standard silver with forced | 
legal-tender quality for all debts, public and private, would sub- | 
vert the exi legal and commercial standard of value by estab- | 
lishing a of value based upon silver coinage only. The | 
truth of this can not truthfully and will not, as I suppose, be de- | 
nied. Ithas not been denied on this floor. The Senator from 
Missouri Ob oe ogee , who is one of the ablest and most earn- | 
est of the of the unlimited coinage of silver dollars contain- 
ing 4124 grains of standard silver with legal-tender quality, in his 
eshanative speech in the Senate on the 18th of March admits as 
much, for he expressly declared that one of the desirable objects 

to be accomplished by the free coinage of silver by the | 
United States alone is to destroy the gold standard of value and | 
substitute another standard in its place. He did not claim that 
free coinage would enhance the value of the silver dollar proposed 
to be coined to an equal commercial value and acceptability with 
the gold dollar of American coinage, for that would be to main- 
tain the standard, but his insistance was that free coinage | 
would the value of the silver dollar ‘“‘some” and depre- | 
ciate the value of the gold dollar *‘ some,” so that by the enhance- | 
ment of the value.of the one and a reduction of the value of the | 
other the two would reach a point of value common to both. It 
seems a logical’ conclusion from the opinion thus expressed by the 
Senator from Missouri that the point at which the coins of the 
two metals would become equal in value would necessarily ther¢- 
after be the standard of value. 

Without availing myself of the admission of the Senator from | 
Missouri, [ maintain that the unlimited coinage of silver dollars 
containing 4124 ins of standard silver with forced legal-tender 
quality for all debts, public and private, would subvert the exist- | 
ing legal commercial standard of value, notin the manner the 

inguished Senator supposes, but by causing the disuse of gold 
coin in all ordinary legal and commercial transactions. 
i legislation with respect to the coinage of silver | 
local in its direct effect upon the value of 
It may be admitted that legislation may add 
‘some ” to its commercial value by conferring upon silver coin | 
the full legal-tender quality, but it is impossible, as is conceded 
_ by him, by an act of Congress alone to make silver dollars equal 
incommercial value or acceptability to the dollar of gold. There- 
fore under the of unlimited-coinage laws upon the pro- | 
posed ratio gold would become a commodity, and like all com- | 
modities it would seek the best market, and that best market | 
would be found, not in the United States, but in commercial coun- | 
tries ae not favored by partial local laws. The Sen- | 
ator from i, like all other advocates of the free coinage of | 
silver upon the ratio of 16 to 1, denounces and condemns what 
~~ enough call the gold standard of value, which, by 
other 


} 
} 
| 
} 
| 
j 


| 
| 
| 
| 





accurately 
, is the gstandard, andadvocates another or some 
of value which would be determined by money 
more easily obtained than gold coin, and therefore of less com- 
mercial ales than gold. ; 
The Senator proposes to reach the future standard of value by | 
which would lessen or depreciate gold in the United | 
a t at which it would meet the enhanced price which 
be tosilver coin by an act of the American Congress, 
when. the coins of the two metals became or reached a com- 
value the country would. have the bimetallic standard. 
will not at present attempt to show the vanity of this hope of 
or in what respects it runs counter to all that is 
of science of money or the experience of the world, 
will now attend to the single consideration of the fact that 
most favorable view of the effect of the free and unlimited 
of legal-tender silver would result in the disturbance of 
infinite confusion, and practically revolution- 
not Sel tae tentaees relations of the people of the United 
States with each other but with all foreign countries. 
do not wish to treat the theory advanced by the Senator from 


| such an extent as would stop the fall in prices and make it pro! 


| first decade, and, in fact. kept up for twenty years. 
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Missouri and others who agree with him in favoring the free 
coinage of legal-tender silver on the proposed ratio too seriously, 
for gold would disappear from circulation and would in that way 
and no other contribute to an increase in the value of silver coin. 

The unlimited coinage of silver, with legal-tender quality, on 
the ratio of 16 to 1 would operate precisely as would a law pro- 
hibiting the coinage or use of gold coin in the United States, and 
give to silver the monopoly of American coinage. 

[ return to the proposition that silver coin would rise in value 
by the depreciation or disappearance of gold coin. | 
served that no one of the advocates of free coinage professes to 
know or predict what would be the exact relation between the 
standard of value now existing and the standard which would be 
produced by the policy they propose. 

I ask, Will free coinage produce a silver dollar worth 50,60, 70, 
30, or 90 cents as compared with the gold dollar? Will the Sena- 
tor from. Missouri or any other Senator tell me? Will the Senator 
from Nevada give the country the benefit of his opinion upon this 
most important point? 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator want an answer now? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; at thismoment. I should be gratified to 
have it now. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishould hope that the relative value of the 
coins of both gold and silver would be less than the present 
of gold; that is, I shonld hope that the addition of silver c 
standard money would increase the volume of standard money 
which controls the volume of all other moneys and of credit 


t will be ob- 


value 
nh as 


to 

on - 
able again to enter into business. To just what extent it would 
do thatis, of course, uncertain. It would takea very large amount 
of silver to largely advance prices. We had some experience in 
that line when we had a money famine by reason of the Spanish- 
American wars for nearly half a century, and prices had fallen in 
consequence thereof about 50 per cent; in other words, coin had 


| advanced 100 per cent, had doubled in its purchasing power, and 


had advanced almost as much as gold has advanced since the 
demonetization of silver during that half a century. It was a 
sore trial to the Old World. We stood it better than they did on 
account of the new lands in the Mississippi Valley, which were 
being settled at that time; but the annual product which was 
being received amounted, on the average, during that period, from 
1810 to 1850, to about $40,000,000 per annum of the two metals. 
There was a little more than that between 1845 and 14850, in con- 
sequence of some discoveries in Russia. In two years from the 
discoveries the annual product of the two metals rose to over 
$200,000,000. The product of gold alone rose to about $190,000,000 
or $196,000,000, so that the product of both metals was over $200,- 
000,000. Thatincrease of supply went on. It kept up during the 
This vast 
increase, which almost quadrupled the output, and in twenty 


| years doubled the standard coin of the world practically, did not 


raise prices more than from 18 to 24 per cent. The new activities 
absorbed them rapidly. There was a great boom in property, the 
world was set to creating prcperty, and more prosperity was occa- 
sioned than had been the case in any century. 

The question as to how great an extent the silver we could ob- 
tain would advance prices it is impossible to determine. It would 
not advance them so much, I am afraid, as we hope, for the rea- 
son that all the silver—— 

Mr. DUBOIS. TheSenatoris not answering the question. The 
Senator from Illinois wants to know what the relative value of 
silver and gold would be if the mints were opened to the free coin- 
age of both—what would be the commercial value? 

Mr. STEWART. Ithought the Senator from Flinois wanted 
to know what would be the relative value of our present standard 
with the standard we should have by adopting the two. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me? 

Mr. STEWART. I want to answer the question of the Senator 
from Illinois. 

Mr. VEST. I want to understand the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Harris inthe chair). Dothe 
Senator from [linois and the Senator from Nevada yield to the 
Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. PALMER. I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. STEWART. [I will also yield to the Senator. 

Mr. VEST. Isimply want to ask the Senator from Illinois, in 
order to understand him, Does he refer to what is called the com- 
mercial value of silver and gold, or does he refer to the legal- 
tender value? 

Mr. PALMER. The commercial value. 

Mr. VEST. Then the Senator’s question is, What would be the 
effect of opening the mints to the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver on the commercial value of the two coins, the gold doliar 
and the silver dollar? 

Mr. DUBOIS. In other words, the Senator from Illinois wants 
to have stated whether silver would be worth 50,60, 70, or 80 cents 
in gold. 

Mr. STEWART. Iwilladdress myself to that point. I did not 
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so understand the question. 
oint. 

- The relative commercial value of the two metals, I think, would 
be equalized at the ratio of 16 to 1 by opening the United States 
mints. I have several reasons for thet. In the first place, there 
are now no bimetallic countries of any importance, if there are 
any. France for seventy years maintained the equilibrium of 
exchange between the two metals by keeping her mints open. 
Not that France was able to take or that she did take of either 
of the metals any considerable quantity, but the fact that she was 
a bimetallic country and that any person in the world could obtain 
a given price for his gold or his silver as fixed by the French ratio 
regulated the relative value of the metals throughout the world. 

ow, if the United States, which relatively is quite as great as 
France was during that time, should undertake to pay a given and 
fixed price for gold and another fixed and given price for silver, it 
woul necessarily fix that price all over the world, for no one 
would sell silver for less than the United States price. That is 
the way it operated before. Knowing that the United States 
would be able to take it all, that would satisfy everybody, and 
create an equilibrium between the two. I have no doubt. And I 
have no doubt of that because the silver is now all absorbed. 
There is not so large a quantity to be absorbed by the United 
States as many suppose. It is all taken now and used. There is 
no silver bullion in the world of any consequence, and the addi- 
tional demand in the United States would take it to par. When 
it was thought the United States was going to = its mints sil- 
ver came very near going to par. On the mere idea that we were 
to open our mints silver went to $1.21; but when it was ascer- 
tained that our mints were not to be opened, that there was to be 
a limitation upon silver, and when a combination was formed be- 
tween the Director of the Mint and foreign bankers that there 
should be no purchasers in the market except the United States 
and certain syndicates of foreign bankers, that fixed the price, 
and they put it down where they pleased; but if the price had 
been fixed by the opening of our mints silver would have gone to 

r, because nobody would have had any object in bringing silver 

ere except to buy our commodities, and silver, therefore, would 
have been at the same price everywhere else as here, and it would 
not be brought here. ere is no doubt in my mind but that the 
opening of our mints to the free coinage of silver would create a 
parity between the two metals at the ratio of 16 to 1, 

But I will say to my friend while I am on the floor that, if it 
did not, we have the concurrent opinion of every bimetallist and 
economist in Europe that it would be disastrous to Europe and to 
our great advantage. They say that if we should open our mints 
before an international agreement is secured ee will be more 
in danger from that than from anything else. A German writer, 
in an article recently published advocating bimetallism and show- 
ing the danger that Europe was in from the invasion of Asia by 
having the manufacturing of the Western World transferred to 
the Orient, stated that he looked —_ that as a great calamity. 
He says, ‘‘ If the United States should act without us, ruin abso- 
lute would come.” So there is no possible danger of injury to 
the United States from opening our mints. It is the concur- 
rent opinion of every bimetallist in Europe that we should be bene- 
fited. They say we should all be benefited by an international 
agreement, but if the United States alone should adopt the free- 
coinage policy, the United States would receive the special benefit 
and Europe would receive greatinjury. That is their concurrent 
opinion. Whether it would equalize the commercial value of 
the two metals or not is immaterial. It would operate to our 
advan and its results must necessarily be good to this country. 

Mr. PALMER. I asked a-question—— 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

: _ PALMER. If the Senator desires to answer my question 
0. 

Mr. BUTLER. 1 wish, if the Senator will allow me, to 
that the Senator from New York [Mr. H1L.] has given a very apt 
and ay goes answer to that question in his Elmira speech of 
December 4, 1892, and inasmuch as this question is now up, if the 
Senator from Illinois will allow me, I will have an extract read 
from that rece 

Mr. PALMER. If the extract is an answer to my question I 


have no ro 
¥ Mr. BUTLER. It is directly an answer to the Senator’s ques- 
on. 

Mr. PALMER. If the Senator will listen to my question, it is 
this: Will free coinage produce a silver dollar worth 50, 60, 70, 80, 
or 90 cents as compared with the gold dollar? 

If the extract the Senator es to read is an answer to my 
question, I shall be very glad to hear it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand the Senator's question to be, 
Will the free coinage of silver bring the bullion price of 412} grains 
of standard silver equal to 25.8 grains of standard gold? 


I understood it to refer to another 
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a be eg a : | opinion of the Senator. 
r. . the question. ‘ = 
know if it will do it. . The Senator wants to 
Mr. PALMER. No,I do not ask that. I ask what wou), | 
the difference in the relative value of the two? oo 
Mr. BUTLER. After we have free coinage? 
Mr. PALMER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. BUTLER. The Senator from New York in his F)), ira 


speech—— 
Mr. PALMER, 
himself. 
Mr. BUTLER. Ishould like toquote a most eminent authority 
Mr. PALMER. I had asked the question, and if the Sey,.;;; 


has an answer to the question, I will yield to him for that ae. 


The Senator might just as well answer me 


pose. 
Mr. BUTLER. Then I will give the answer in the languave of 
the Senator from New York instead of my own. 

Mr.PALMER. I can read the answer of the Senator from Now 
vo myself if the Senator from North Carolina will furnis); it 
me. 

Mr. BUTLER. In what the Senator from New York said in 
that speech 1 fully concur, and therefore I can state it as my 
opinion. Ina very able argument reviewing the Republican posi- 
tion, showing that they had promised to make the intrinsic ya) 1,9 
of the two metals equal and had failed, after criticising the Ro. 
publican methods, the Senator from New York said 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator from North Carolina will permit 
me to say—I am not sure whether he is a lawyer or not; | hope 


he is—— 

= BUTLER. I wish to read what the Senator from New York 
said. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. PALMER. Iam yi a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair wishes to know 
whether the Senator yields. 

Mr. PALMER. Oh, yes; I yield for an answer to my question. 

Mr. BUTLER. I will read this answer made by the Senator 
from New York, in which I concur: 

Did ever anything but free bimetallic coi 
and silver dollars equal by every test? Did ever free bimetallic coinage, 
down to 1873, for one hour fail to make the silver dollar equal to the gold 
doliar, whether at mint or crucible, or at any market in the wide world: 

Then a little further on he says: 

But to maintain a parity implies the existence of a parity. No parity ex- 
ists between the two. Melt the gold coin and it can be recoined again and 

n,a gold dollar, for its private owner, because 

.8 troy grains are the fixed weight of the gold dol 
and it can not be recoined for its private owner. It can be sold to the Treas- 
ury, but for 75 cents or —_ because silver has not free coinage, though 412} 
troy grains of silver are indeed the present weight of the silver dollar 

Mr. PALMER. -If the Senator understands himself to be an- 
swering m ——- I state to him that, in my judgment. he is 
not, and I ine to yield further. I ask this question because I 
want a direct answer to it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, here is something, if the Senator will 
allow me, which bears directly on that question. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator will pardon me. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Illinois de- 
~~ to yield further. The Senator from Illinois is entitled to 

e floor. 

Mr. PALMER. I haveasked a plain, direct question, to which 
I have received an immerse amount of wind in answer, not perti- 
nent, and I decline to yield further. 

The country should know what the expectations of the leaders 
of the free-silver movement are on this subject. The Senator 
from North Carolina gives me the views of the Senator from New 
York. Laskeda c and precise answer, and that ought to 
be an end to the matter, because this question is a vital one, and 
gentlemen who favor the free oe = silver on the ratio of 16 
to 1, if they mean anything else, if mean that the free coin- 
age of silver is a mere experiment, ought tosay so. The interests 
involved are too great to allow of a mere ent. The advo- 
cates of free coinage will not venture to say to the people of the 
United States, who are now considering this question so earnestly, 
that they have no certain views upon the subject or that they 
merely propose the unlimited coinage of silver as an experiment. 
The interests involved are too great to allow of a mere experi 
ment. But, Mr. President, I venture the assertion that no leader 
of the movement will undertake to give a plain, pre- 
cise answer to the question: ‘‘ What will be the commercial value 
of the silver dollar of 412} grains under unlimited coinage com- 
ee with the t value of the dollar of gold?” 

r 


s ‘ ; dent, for fear the Senator should 
think that we coueneee in that ee say emphatically the 
silver dollar will d dollar. 


the equal of the 
Mr. PALMER. What, then, did Senator mean the other 
day when he said that free coinage would increase the value of 


silver some and depreciate the value of gold some? 


, down to 1873, make our gold 


old has free coinage, and 
. Melt the silver coin 
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Mr. COCKRELL. And bring them to an equality. 
Mr. PALMER. An equality? Then I suppose the Senator will 


with me that the point at which they become equal will be 
the standard of value, and not the existing standard of value. 
Still there is that indefiniteness about what point they will unite. 
The importance of an answer to this question is found in the 
fact that all values in the United States are now based upon and 
are determined by American gold coin, and the further fact that 
in the event of the enactment of a law authorizing the unlimited 
coinage of silver dollars of 4'2} grains of standard silver with 
full legal-tender quality that dollar will be the standard of value. 
The silver dollar will rise in value until it meets the descending 
yalue of gold coin is the theory of the Senator from Missouri. 
What will be the exact relative value of the silver dollar when 
the two coins become of equal value? What will be the exact 
point of relative value when the silver dollar advances some and 
the gold dollar recedes some? Where will they unite, and what 
will be the standard of value when that point of union is reached? 
I have said that all values are now determined by gold coin. 
Then all values will he determined by silver coin; that is, as much 
as silver will rise, because gold will not remain to abide the com- 
tition. 
iat me assume that the value of the local American silver dollar 
after free coinage will be 60 cents as compared with the gold dol- 
lar—the present standard. I will accept any other comparative 
value for the silver dollar which the Senator from Missouri will 
distinctly name, though I have already offered to advance beyond 
the 50-cent dollar, which it is thought by many will be its actual 
commercial comparative value after free coinage of the silver dol- 
lar. Upon the comparative basis of the 60-cent dollar the public 
obligations of the United States of all kinds, including contracts 
already made for the building of ships, the construction of harbor 
defenses, the improvements of rivers and harbors, and for all other 
public purposes, the bonds, the greenback circulation, the silver 
certificates, and the Sherman notes would at once lose 40 per cent 
of their present value. The invested educational funds of the 
States, counties, cities, and school districts of the several States, 
and the contributions of liberal persons, which now exceed $200,- 
000,000, would at once depreciate 40 per cent, involving a loss of 
eighty millions to that invaluable fund, most of which would fall 
upon that most useful and ill-paid class, the teachers in the public 
schools. Thepensions given bya — country to the wounded, 
maimed, and disabled soldiers and their widows and orphans, and 
now amounting to about one hundred and forty millions, would 
be lessened in purchasing power some $56,000,000. The funds in 
the hands of trustees and guardians, the deposits by the indus- 
trious in the savings banks, amounting to many hundreds of mil- 
lions, would in the same proportion. The wages of labor 
would be shorn of nearly half their purchasing power; the hun- 
dreds of millions invested by provident persons in life and property 
insurance would be enormously lessened, defeating the sagacity of 
the prudent, and the systems of national, State, and local revenue 
and taxation would require readjustment to meet altered condi- 
tions. 
Mr. President, what are the advantages offered to the country 
as an soe nem for adopting this startling alteration in the mon- 
etary situation—an alteration which will affect and disturb the 


social and business affairs of every person in the United States and 


the political and commercial relations of the United States with 
all countries? 


One of the results promised the people by the adoption of the 
unlimited coinage of silver with forced legal-tender quality for 
all debts, public and private, is ‘‘more money,” “‘ higher prices.” 

Mr. President, the effect of the free coinage of silver on the ratio 
of “16 to 1” will be the disappearance of gold coin from the chan- 
nels of circulation. It never has been proved—at least, no instance 
can be found in the commercial history of any country—where two 
coins differing in commercial value, as the dollar of gold and the 
dollar of silver, were in use at the same time. It is not possible. 
The instincts of men induce them to go to the best 
market for their products; and the Senator from Nevada yester- 
day, or on a former day, made the just remark that, notwithstand- 
ing free coinage, the value of silver all over the world would be 
the same. If the proposition of the Senator from Missouri is cor- 
rect and if the Senator from Nevada is sound in his views, the 
whole volume of silver money throughout the world would be 
lifted up to that plane to which the Senator from Missouri looked 
th so much confidence. 

The of the Government to maintain the parity between 
the —— and silver will of necessity be abandoned, for no 
gold coin be collected, either at the ports or for internal-rev- 
enue taxes, nor can gold be borrowed to sustain the credit of the 
Government. 


The 426,289,916 silver dollars in the Treasury and in the hands 
of the , which now have the commercial value of gold, will, 
upon of 60 cents as the commercial value of the 
“new dollar.” unsupported by gold, have only the same value, 


4. 





and all credit money and all credits will shrink in commercial 
value in the same proportion. 

It is true as a general proposition that an increase in the 
quantity of money of final redemption favorably affects prices, 
but the necessary result of the unlimited coinage of silver on the 
ratio of 16 of silver to 1 of goid would be to expel gold coin 
from general circulation in the United States and leave the coun- 
try dependent upon silver coin alone. The disappearance of gold 
coin and gold credits would be immediate. It would anticipate 
the free coinage of silver, which would be gradual. 

It is probable, therefore, that the full effect of a law providing 
for the free coinage of silver would be a scarcity of even the rela- 
tively cheaper money. The ‘‘ dollar” coined under the measures 
proposed would, in fact, be a new coin, heretofore a stranger to 
our monetary system. It would be known in legislation as a dol- 
lar; but the dollar coined under the act of 1857 had the commercial 
value of the gold coin, and the American dollar was worth nearly 
3 per cent more than the gold-dollar unit of value fixed by the act 
of 1873. Here the proposition is made to establish a monetary 
system upon the basis of a metal which has but little more than 
half the commercial value of the coin it proposes to supersede. 

I repeat that the passage of a law which would authorize the 
free coinage of silver on theratio of 16 to 1 would not be followed 
by an increased quantity of money, but its enactment would pro- 
duce an unexampled stringency like that which followed the col- 
lapse of all the State and local banks in 1857 to 1861. There is no 
fact which should be more distinctly brought to the attention of 
the country, pending this discussion, than that the immediate 
effect of a clear determination by the American people to adopt a 
law providing for the free coinage of silver on the ratio of 16 
to 1 would, in advance of the passage of such a law, overthrow 
public and private credit, and produce a severe money stringency 
which would provide ample employment and rich returns to the 
usurer and the sheriff. It is also true that the unlimited coinage 
of silver on the ratio of 16 to 1 would alter the commercial and 
political relations of the United States to all other nations and 
organized peoples of the world. 

t would erect a commercial wall between the United States and 
all the gold-standard nations, the height and strength of which 
would be determined by the rate of exchange, and the rate of ex- 
change would mark the difference between the value of the local 
silver money of the United States and the gold coin of commerce. 

Our large foreign debt, which is mainly payable in gold coin, 
would of necessity be partially or wholly repudiated. 

The railroads of the country and the States and municipalities 
who owe gold debts would be compelled to advance their rates 
and increase their taxes or submit to bankruptcy or repudiation. 
I do not believe in case of the adoption by Congress of the measure 
of the free and unlimited coinage of silver on the proposed ratio 
that the people will be ablé or willing to pay increased railroad 
rates or higher taxes, and such legislation would make the payment 
of debts by railroads and municipalities impossible. 

Another compensation proposed by some of the advocates of 
free coinage is that, as one standard of values would be identical 
with that of the Asiatic countries and the South American States, 
we would be better able to compete with them in the cheapness of 
production. In other words, it is said that in the silver-using 
countries, like Mexico, Japan, China, and India, the silver dollar, 
or a silver coinage of equivalent value, will buy as much domestic 
productions of those countries, including labor, as the dollar of 
gold will in any of the so-called gold-standard countries. If this 
is so, it is an invitation to the American farmer and the Ameri- 
can wage earner to adopt the habits and accept the prices for 
their products and their labor which are paid to the peons of 
Mexico and the ill-fed serfs of Asiatic countries, whose wages are 
a pittance, and who subsist upon insufficient food. 

r. President, impressed by these considerations, it seems to me 
that it is the duty of every representative citizen toinsist that the 
question of maintaining and adhering to the existing standard of 
value, to which all property in the United States and our systems 
of revenue and taxation for national, State, municipal, and educa- 
tional purposes, our pensions, funds organized and invested for be- 
nevolent and charitable purposes, contracts on behalf of the nation 
and the State, the municipal, corporate contracts and obliga- 
tions, the contracts between citizens, and, in short, all values are 
adjusted, and that of adopting by a law of Congress the uncertain 
and dangerous experiment of authorizing the unlimited coinage 
of legal-tender silver on the ratio of 16 of silver to 1 of gold, when 
the actual commercial ratio between the two exceeds 30 of silver 
to 1 of gold, an experiment which can have but one result, that 
of establishing a standard of value based upon doubly overvalued 
silver coin alone, should be clearly and distinctly brought to the 
attention of the American people. The movement favorable to 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver is supported by much of 
the speculative capital of the country, for it will be observed that 
miners and capitalists interested in gold bullion. confident in their 
ability to find a market for their gold, are anxious that silver 
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alone shall be the money metal of the United States; and these 
powerful interests are seeking for allies in many quarters, and are 
offering to them solid inducements that will, to some extent, find 
acceptance. 

This interest has, by snap conventions, captured some of the 
States and may control national conventions. 

In the face of this strong, vigorous, aggressive element its op- 
eared falter and hesitate. Candidates for the Presidency and 

or seats in Congress take refuge in silence the most profound, and 

leaders refuse to lead, or if they speak or prepare platforms for 
the acceptance of their friends they indulge in language which 
justly provokes criticism,an example of which I will ask the Sec- 
retary to read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The severest Republican condemnation of the Ohio Republican financial 
plank comes from the Philadelphia Ledger, in whose words it is ‘a shuffling, 
evasive, complex, confusing, double-faced, insincere, and inconelusive state- 
ment; a mere trap for the catching of the votes of men of all sorts of finan- 
cial opinions; a transparent bribe offered to the obtuse advocates of un- 
sound, dishonest currency, as well as to those of sound, honest money; decep- 
tive, misleading, a trick, a snare, and a lie, and meant to be so; the device of 
cunning, wmscrupulous politicians, not of wise, honest statesmen.” It is “in 


precise accord with Mr. McKinley's own financial declaration made in his 
recent Chi address,” the Leder continues, and therefore it believes that 
“in view of Mr. McKinley ’s double dealing with regard to the financial ques- 
tion he should not be nominated at St. Louis, No one whoin the South bids 
for the dishonest-money vote, and in the North the honest-money_vote— 
Janus-like, facing both ways—is fit to be the standard bearer of the Repub- 
lican party in the coming idential canrpaign."’ 

Mr. PALMER. All the indications point to the fact that the 
subject of that criticism will be the Republican candidate for the 
Presidency; indeed, I understand that the ition has practi- 
cally failed. I only protest that there shall be in this contest dis- 
tinct, clear, precise platforms adopted by both political parties; 
and I have sought this morning to endeavor to clear away some- 
thing of the confusion that attends this discussion. I have 
eagerly sought to know what will be the condition of the coun 
or of its finances and its currency if the free-silver men su 
in the next election. 

Mr. STEWART. We can answer that in a word. It will be 
prosperous. 

Mr. PALMER. There is a sort of gratuitous a about 
that remark which lacks only one single element of usefulness, 
and thet is precision. Will the Senator from Nevada tell me how 
we are to be made nt poten I do not ask for a declamation, 
because when I feel well I am able to do all I want of that myself; 
but I ask Senators what will be the relative value of the new 
standard of value and of the existing standard? I have said that 
ali values are now fixed by gold, and it seems to me that states- 
men and financiers ought to be able to indicate with something 
like ion what will be the standard of value after they suc- 
ceed in the yey they advocate. 

Mr. VEST. r. President-— 

Mr. PALMER. In Mexico— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. PALMER. With t pleasure. 

Mr. VEST. I did not to imterrupt the Senator in the 
middle of a sentence. He was about speaking of Mexico. 

Mr. PALMER. I will conclnde the sentence. In Mexico no 

1d circulates. I know of no silver country where gold is used. 

know of no reason why the silver dollar of the United States, 
after free yng etry ratio of 16 to 1, should be worth more 
pon he: Aone of Mexico is now worth in comparison with 
gold values. 

Mr. TELLER, Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to make 
a suggestion? 

Mr. PALMER. With ~ pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. Japan is on a silver basis, and the Bank of 

n has $31,000,000 in gold, 
t. PALMER. How much of that circulates with the people? 

Mr. STEWART. None of it. 

Mr. TELLER. How much circulates here? 

Mr. STEWART. None at all. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Nota dollar. 

Mr. PALMER. The Bank of Japan is said to have $31,000,000 
of gold, and deny —— with gold, the silver isof very much 
less value. t it is 1 do not know. I have endeavored to get 
the rate of exchange of silver between Japan and the United Sta 
and Great Britain. I have failed; but at the same time I do as- 
sert, with the most absolute confidence, based upon a most careful 
investigation, that in no silver country is gold either the standard 
of value or is it used in the ordinary affairs of life. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Dlinois mean to say that 
gold does not circulate in Mexico and in India? It circulates in 
small quantities, it is true, but the gold dollar represents the legal- 
tender functions which the silver dollar has in both India and 
Mexico. It is very true that after you leave the territorial limits 
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of Mexico the commercial vaiue of the Mexican dollar is sor, 
or 58 cents, but the reason of that 1s on account of the |iy,, 
export of Mexico. Mexico exports principally silver, a . 
amount of coffee, and a small amount of hides, But on th 
tinent of Earope, where the Mexican dollar is worth 5. 
cents, the American dollar is worth 100 cents and exchan,. 

for gold. e 

Mr. PALMER. Why? 

Mr. VEST. Because we export over $900,000,000 of proj 
every year; because our agricultural exports are $50). 

As a banker told me at Carlsbad when he gave me gold fo < 
certificates, ‘‘ That paper is just as good to me as gold, }, 
with it I can buy pe that your country raises and p, 
debt that is due to any American citizen.” And yet this is , 
ignored by our gold friends; and we are told atedly that 
in the event of coinage the commercial value of silver 
remain as it is cr only a little better than it is to-day. 

Mr. PALMER. tever may be the accident that deter 
the local value or the use of a silver dollar, so far as the 
States is concerned, our silver dollar is of less commercia| \..)»), 
than the Mexican dollar, treating itas a mere substance coin)... 
of standard silver. Whatever the accidents of business 1)1\ 
termine, the great fact remains im no case has it ever | 
found possible to maintain the free use of coin composed of 1: 
so widely different in value. 

Mr. VEST. Will the Senator 
a question. His original proposition, as I understand it, is +), 
we are not warranted in the assumption that the free ani 1) 
ited coinage of silver would increase its commercial value. 
is what I understand the Senator to claim. 

Mr. PALMER. Ihave not said so. 

Mr. VEST. Well, that is the tendency of his ent. 

Mr. PALMER. Ihave asked the question with the gr 
pertinacity, how much will it increase it? 

Mr. VEST. Uhave not the slightest doubt that it would pn‘ t); 
two coins on.a parity; that the silver dollar would be worth 1\\) 
cents as the gold dollar to-day is worth 100 cents, no more 11), 
less. I can give the Senator my reason, but I do not choose i 
interrupt him now. 

Mr. PALMER. The Senator will 
that his answer to me is that the dollar of 16 to 1, or 4124 crains 
of silver, will, in his j it, be equal in commercial acer) ia- 
bility and value to the gold dollar of 25.8 grains. 

Mr. VEST. I havenot the slightest doubt about it. The sing) 
fact that it is so in the United tes will control its value with 
civilized nations. Now, let me ask the Senator—we ought to | 
entirely frank about this matter; it is a very great question—!\iw 
does he explain, if we are not correct in this assumption, t!i.1 in 
1873, when the silver dollar was demonetized and the unit of value 
changed from a silver dollar to a gold dollar, the commer! 
value of — a fell? Up to the day — that act 

passed silver was at 3 per cent premium over gold. The day 
after it was the commercial immediately went down 
in the United States and over the world. 

In 1878, five years later, we restored the free coinage of «il\«r 
to a limited extent. We provided by act of Congress in ‘lw 
Bland-Allison Act that there should be coined not iess than two 
nor more than four million ounces a month. The statistics s)) 
a have produced them here and they can be produced again 11 

ve minutes) that from the we moment w that act was 
passed the commercial value of silver went up. . After the S'wr- 
man law repealed the Bland-Allison Act the price of silver ¢ 1- 
went down. We then a law for the purchase of 
silver a month, but not to be 
ve advance in silver for about 
int t man knew, not 
silver lately relapsed and 

to go down ever since. 
ow, if that is a mathematical demonstration that open ne 
mints to silver will increase its commercial value it is also- 


what be the effect of 

commercial coun upon the value of 
little as my friends seem ‘» 

the value of silver will be produc: 

this. I say I know it, use [ 

from Nevada _ STEWART) 

A difference of less than 3 per cen‘, 
between gold and silver: to the act of 
exportation of substantially all the silver dolla. 


ais 


me? I want to ask him 


Lhat 


on me. I understand 


Kies 


re 


as was the difference 
873, led to the 
— statement upon the authority of the Senator fro 


Mr. STEWART. Ido not think I have stated it in that shape. 


aS 


There was very little silver coined into dollars prior to that ac; 
only about $8,000,000, while about 000,000 in round numbers 
of silver was coined altogether. main of our coinage 
was coin, made legal tender up to 1857, We were coining 








about two miltion a year in 1861 and in 1862. At the time of the 
passage of the mint act we were coining at the rate of $3,000,000 


a year. But Ishould like to correct another error, if the Senator 
will allow me right here. . 

Mr. P. If the Senator will pardon me, I will submit 
to any correction, but at present I am interested in this partica- 
lar point. 1 have quoted him as authority for two statements on 
the floor. One is that the difference between the value of gold 
and silver before the act of 1873 led to the exportation of silver 
dollars, and the second proposition, for which I quote him as 
authority (and I am perme ss glad to be able to furnish an- 
thority such a distinguished, influential source), is that 
notwi ing the of a free-coinage law by the United 
States the value of silver will be the same throughout the world. 
I think I quote the Senator exactly. 

Mr. STEWART. No; I say that whether you pass a free- 
coinage law or not, silver being internationally dealt with, there 
will be an in the price of silver bullion all over the 
world, less accidents of exchange. 

Mr. PALMER. That proposition is one which I desire to make 
so distinct that it can not be misunderstood. The undertaking on 
the part of those who favor the free coimage of silver—I say the 
und ing, the thing which they promise themselves—is that the 
silver of the whole world will be advanced by the passage of an 
act of Congress directing the free coinage of silver and will all be 
brought up to the value of gold; not the silver of the United States 
coined in United States alone; not the silver coined in Mexico 
alone; not the silver coined in all countries where coinage laws 
exist; but if the proposition is true that notwithstanding the pas- 
sage of a free-coinage law silver will have the same substantial 
value throughout the world, it follows that the Senator expects 


that the passage of a free-coinage law will lift all the silver in 
the world up to the parity with gold. 
Mr. STEW ART. Yes; and for obvious reasons. We have had 


object lessons to that effect very frequently. Whenever there has 
been a movement in this country toward free coinage it has raised 
the price of silver, and it raised the price of silver in India just as 
well as it did here. In 1890, when silver went up to 121 here, it 
went up to 121 on the same day in India and Ja and London 
and everywhere else. When it falls here. it falls there. There 
can not be adifference of price with regard to silver no more than 
there bea difference in the level of the water of Lake Erie. 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, if that proposition is sound, it 
will make no difference that in England, Germany, and France 
free coinage is not known, and that silver is not coined im those 
countries as in any other. I accept the theory that the use of sil- 
ver will have some influence upon its commercial value. 
Mr.STEWART. Also in this connection let me state what the 
Oommissionsaid. Itsaid the fact that the mints of the Latin 
Union of Barope were osen—the French mints,.for the others 
did not amount to very much—kept an equilibrium of exchange 
throughout the world and made gold and silver throughout the 


world one money for commercial purposes. 
Mr. Now, does the Senator say that is true? 
Mr. STEWART. That whatistrue? The only difference that 


occurred between the price of silver in London and Paris 

‘was the difference in exchange between the two places. As long 

as the French mints were there was an equilibrium of ex- 

the d. The Royal Commission attribute 

the divergence between the values of the two metals to the break- 

ing of the bimetallic tie, the closing of the French mints. There 

is no doubt if the price of silver in this country is 129 it would be 
so all over the world. That is perfectly obvious. 

Mr. PALMER. And if the price of silver is 68 here it will be 
80 all over the world? 

Mr. STEWART. It will. 

Mr. PALMER. That much, now, seems to be settled; and it is 
claimed by the Senator from Nevada that the unlimited coinage 
of legal-tender silver in the United States would advance silver 
jauien, sutenly in the United States, but all over the world, to 


Mr. STEWART. That is what we claim. I want to state 
further in this connection, that we may not be misunderstood, 
that bimetallism does not depend upon parity at all. Bimetallisn 
is the double standard. It is the right of the owner of silver bal- 
lion and of — bullion to have it coined into money. The open- 

ts and the right of the debtor to pay in the cheaper 
metal is all thereis in bimetallism. The operats™ “f bimetallism 
is to throw the entire demand upon the cheaper metal until it 
brings it up to a parity with the other. That is the way it operated 
for four d years. If silver was more convenient to get 
when the mints were open everybody would use silver, and the 
demand being thrown upon that, it would raise the parity. __ 

But it is a mistake to su that the silver-standard countries 
can not obtain gold as easily as the gold-standard countries, and 

90. Russia is a silver-standard country. She accu- 
mulated in the last twenty years about $500, 000,000 








she had plenty of money and bnsiness was stimulated so that she 
had something to export. Now, the Argentine Republic owes 
large gold obligations. I am told that they can pay them as well 
as wecan, but they will pay them with exports, and they can 
get as much for their wheat as we can. Mexico has gold o 
tions to pay, and she can get the gold to pay them with much 
easier than we can. They do not trouble her at all, because she 
has something to export. The trouble with us is that at the pres- 
ent price for our commodities, the gold price, we can not export 
and make a living out of it. Consequently we can not buy gold 
without a great sacrifice. We are becoming bankrupt because 
we can not buy gold. Now, see what our fixed ch 
which are—— 
Mr. PALMER. 


obliga- 


irges are, 


Mr. President-——— 

Mr. STEWART. I will refrain. 

Mr. PALMER. I have listened to the Senator with great pleas- 
ure, but I propose to leave the floor in a moment, being indebted 
entirely to the Senator from New York for the time I have occu- 
pied. I wish tostate in conclusion that mere conjecture and spec- 
ulation furnish no sufficient ground for legislative action. I refer 
to the Senator from Nevada, because he represents more distinctly 
than anyone else the free-silver party of the Senate, unless it may 
happen to be the chairman of the Republican national committee, 
who speaks, I have no doubt, not only for himself, but for his party. 
I said that I have sought to get clear and precise information upon 
certain important points, because I wish the country to under 
them. = 

1 know that the free coinage of silver will lead to the disuse of 
gold. It may be temporary, as Senators seem to think. I know 
that the result of free coinage will be to establish a standard of 
value different from that which now exists. I have sought to 
know from Senators who ought to know what that difference 
would be. It is very important to the debtor and creditor classes 


tand 


in Illinois that they shall know to what extent their values will 
be affected by this new standard of measurement. They feel the 
burdens of existing conditions. They are anxious to know if any 


better condition can be pointedouttothem. They want certainty, 
clearness, all reasonable precision, and in this effort of mine to 
obtain clear and definite mformation as to what the expectations 
of free-coinage men are as to the relation between the two stand 
ards I can not get a word. We have this hope, this vain and 
illusory hope—a hope contradicted by all human experience—that 
by mere legislation you can bring up an ounce of silver, now 
worth 68 cents, to $1.29, which covers the comparative diffe 
of the two dollars. 

Mr. CARTER, 
question. 

Mr. PALMER, Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. Desiring to reach a conclusion as to certainty 
in the measure of value, I ask the Senator from Illinois to state 
whether or not he agrees with the British Royal Commission that 
the purchasing power of gold has constantly appreciated since 1873? 

Mr. PALMER. No; I do not agree with that statement. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the Senator whether he agrees with the 
further proposition that the prices of products of human toil and 
of the soil itself as measured in gold have depreciated in value 
since 1873? 

Mr. PALMER. 

Mr. CARTER. 

Mr. PALMER. 
pardon me. 

Mr. CARTER. I should like to present the full question. 

Mr. PALMER. I am asking questions now for the time being, 
and when the Senator gets through with my question it will afford 
me great satisfaction to answer his. 

Mr. CARTER. I am endeavoring, if the Senator will allow me 
to conclude my question—— 

Mr. PALMER. I will yield tothe Senator if he will answer my 
question. I want to know what will be the comparative differ- 
ence between the standard of value the Senator proposes and the 
standard of value which now exists. 

Mr. CARTER. I have been endeavoring to answer that ques- 
tion by asking the Senator from Illinois questions which in and 
of themselves will answer it. 

Mr. PALMER. 

Mr. CARTER. It is merely—— 

Mr. PALMER. And when I consent to that mode of interro- 
gation the Senator can indulge in it. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator from Dlinois, conceding the fact 
to be that prices of all the products of human toil, the products 
of land, whether in town lots or broad acres— 

Mr. PALMER. I have not conceded that. 

Mr. CARTER. Have been constantly decreasingin value since 
1873——— 

Mr. PALMER. I donot want the Senator from Montana to 
make me responsible for the poetry of his speech. 

Mr. CARTER. And that the purchasing power of the gold 


rence 


I should like to ask the Senator from Llinois a 


I agree with that. 
I will ask the Senator from Illinois then—— 
Mr. President, the Senator from Montana will 


Oh, of course the Senator has. 
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dollar has therefore increased, I ask whether or not the Senator, 
since certainty is desired, has any substantial hope to offer to 
the people of the country to expect a change in the current of 
perpetual and universal depreciation of prices under the gold 
standard? 

Mr. PALMER. Now,I submit to the Senator from Montana 
whether he himself will say that that is an answer to my ques- 
tion. I asked him adistinctand plain question. Ihavegiven him 
an opportunity to answer it. ill he say to me frankly that he 
has told me what would be the difference by the standard of 
value produced by free coinage and the existing standard of value? 
That is the question I asked. 

Mr. CARTER. My question was predicated upon the proposi- 
tion presented by the Senator that certainty in the transaction of 
business is a necessity. 

Mr. PALMER. I have never said that. 

Mr. CARTER. I understood that to be one of the propositions 
presented. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam not responsible for anything the Senator 
has understood. 

Mr. CARTER. Does the Senator now deny that certainty as to 
valuation of products by the measure or standard of value is essen- 
tial to a fair and just line of transactions among men? 

Mr. PALMER. Yes; I deny it. 

Mr. CARTER. That is the only ground of contention between 
the friends of the gold standard and the friends of the bimetallic 
standard, 

Mr. PALMER. I have often known ingenious gentlemen to 
seek to get an admission of their premises and then to suggest 
their own conclusion. I have been taught that in an argument 
no gentleman has aright to take anything for granted. There- 
fore, when the Senator asks me if I grant certain things I say I do 
not. The Senator must build up his own argument, based upon 
his own premises, end when he demonstrates his premises, to do 
which I will give him an opportunity ina moment, he can draw 
his conclusion. 

I wish to say that I have lived in Dlinois for sixty years. I 
have seen the time when lands—good tracts of land—were worth 
four or five dollars an acre. I have seen corn worth 10 cents 
a bushel, If the Senator will allow me just one moment I can 
verhaps state a significant fact in this connection. A neigh- 

or of mine owed me $34. I was about leaving home for court, 
and he wanted to pay the debt in corn. I told him I would take 
it. I had one horse and very little idea of what the horse would 
need. He asked me where to put it, and I said in a little crib that 
stood back of my house. Iwas absent several days. When I got 
to town a number of fellows were waiting for me and they fol- 
lowed me, and when I got to my house I found that the 334 bushels 
of corn had not only filled the crib, but had actually covered it all 
over. Corn was worth 10 cents a bushel. Corn was burned in 
the field because it had no marketable value. 

I have known pork, dressed hogs, at St. Louis to sell for $1.50 
net. I have seen prices in that condition. I do realize the fact 
that there has been a decline of prices within a comparatively late 
period. Last year corn in Dlinois, in my county, was worth 45 
cents. But these were accidents. 

This country, notwithstanding all that is said, is a flourish- 
ing one. There are changes in business. New machinery comes 
into use and takes the place of men. Employment is difficult to 
be found, especially in the lines that are termed skilled employ- 
ment. This t social and economic change is going on. ow 
it will result I do not know, but I will say that,in my judgment, 
whenever any party in this country succeeds in obtaining control 
of the Government and coins silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 and 
makes that silver a legal tender for all debts, public and private, 
we will witness—not I, because I do not think that party will come 
into power in my brief day, but those who live then will witness— 
conditions of a character that will be so far beyond anything we 
ae now that they will sigh for the return of the good times 
of 186. 

Mr. HARRIS. I believe I will ask the Senator from Illinois a 
question, if he will allow me. The Senator is eagerly anxious to 
know what effect the free coinage of silver will have upon what 
he chooses to call the commercial value of silver bullion. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask what will be the commercial value? 

Mr. HARRIS. Now, the question I want to ask the Senator 
from Illinois is this: If he were the owner of silver bullion and 
had the right to carry it to the mint and have each 412} grains o 
that bullion coined into a legal-tender dollar which would pay as 
much debt and buy as much property as any other legal-tender 
dollar that exists within the limits of the United States, would he 
take less than a dollar for each 412} grains of that silver bullion, 
or would any sane man who owns silver bullion, when he had the 
right to have it coined into a legal-tender dollar which would per 
form every function that any other legal-tender dollar can per- 
form, take less than a dollar for each 412} grains of silver? 

Mr. PALMER. I have been lucky in getting every sort of an 


answer by my friends who favor the free coinage of silver exce; 

GREE. M es 
" . answer is that it will bring si iat 

value, to $1.29. cere “ to par 

Mr. PALMER. The answer to that is that it would prin. 
the value of the silver of all the world, according to the the. 
the Senator from Tennessee. : 

Mr. HARRIS. I would be glad to see it so. . 

Mr. PALMER. Ido not believe it. Itis contrary to all hy, 
experience. I grant that giving an additional use to silver », 
advance it probably to some extent, as the Senator from Missoyyj 
says; but I do not believe that the mere action of the Ameri, in 
Congress in giving to silver all the — that can be given to it 
= establish a parity between a dollar of gold and a dollar o¢ 
silver. 

Mr. President, I have occupied a good deal of time, and [ jog 
pardon. S 

Mr. VEST, Let me ask the Senator from Illinois one question 
in regard to a statement he made. The Senator used the expres. 
sion in his speech, in a very aggressive way, that the silver Do). 
crats had made some progress through snap conventions. \\’jj} 
the Senator from Illinois explain to what convention he allyd 


Mr. PALMER. Iwill. I allude to the conventions held leat 


;up 
y of 


in 
I lay 


year in Missouri and Illinois, 
Mr. VES 


’ - Missouri? 

. PALMER. Missouri. 

. COCKRELL. Last year? 

. PALMER. Last year. 

. COCKRELL. In 1895? 

. PALMER. In 1895. 

. COCKRELL. It was advertised for six months. 

. PALMER. The convention called in June, 1895, at Spring. 


. VEST. Very good. What was there in the nature of a 
— convention about the Missouri convention? 

i. PALMER. An unnecessary convention must necessarily 
be a snap convention. It was called for the purpose of commit- 
~~ the Democratic party to free silver. 

r. COCKRELL. It was called to give expression to the opin- 
ion of nine-tenths of those in the Democratic ranks of Missouri, 

Mr. PALMER. Why give expression if the party was so united? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Because a few men were trying to misrep- 
resent us by telling the Administration that we were in favor of 
the gold standard. 

Mr. PALMER. [If the term ‘snap convention” shall be at all 
offensive I will withdraw it, but I will say that I know of no 
better term by which to describe it. The Senator will have to 
supply me with one. It was a convention called for the deliber- 
ate purpose of committing the Democratic party of Missouri, in 
advance of any actual necessity, to the free-silver dogma. 

Mr. VEST. In other words, the Senator from Illinois is kind 
enough to suggest that the Democrats of Missouri could be brought 
up against their consent and made to utter declarations that they 
did not believe. Now, what power could make them do that’ 

Mr. PALMER. I have not said that. 

Mr. VEST. That is the meaning of the Senator’s stateinent, 
because the Senator says it was to commit them. Of course if it 
did commit them in obedience to their own wishes and opinions 
it was not a snap convention, but a perfectly fair and deliberate 
convention. 

Mr. PALMER. They were convened by their managers. 

Mr. VEST. They were convened by their own will. The Sen- 
ator from Illinois can speak for his own people, but he can not 
speak for mine. 

The Democrats of Missouri, nine hundred and ninety out of 
owe one thou’ are pth pw free and unlimited coinage 
of silver, and at every o ity they have so expressed them- 
selves. In the last convention held in Sissuabts otter due and 
deliberate notice, out of the whole State there were some dozen 
gentlemen whorepresented what ee the sound-money dogma, 
a catchword which is so false as to be almost infamous. It is an 
intimation that we who favor the free coinage of silver are in favor 
of unsound money, when the Senator has been combating here 
the idea that we can | ra be correct in saying that free coin- 
age will make a silver dollar equal to a gre dollar. How can it be 
unsound money if the silver dollar will buy as.much and pay as 
much debt? _ 

Mr. PALMER. It will not. 

Mr. VEST. We believe it will. The Senator answers it by 
sayimrg he does not believe it. 

r. PALMER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VEST. If that is logic, Iam perfectly willing to leave it 


there. 
Mr. PALMER. I say it is contradicted by all human experi- 


ence. 
Mr. VEST. Isay it is not contradicted by all human experi- 
ence. I sav that prior to 1873 for eighty years in this country we 








the aggregate of both metals, as Rothschild called it, gold 
bet silver, for standard money, and we maintained them both, 
except that the white metal in 1873 was at 3 per cent premium 
over gold. Fortwo hundred years in Europe gold and silver were 
maintained standard money. The Senator tells us human expe- 
rience contradicts it. Never until 1873 in this country and until 
the coinage law demonetizing silver was passed was it supposed 
by the people of the United States that they would be called upon 
to do business with one metal as the standard money of redemp- 

mn. 

oir. PUGH. The best way to settle it is to try free coinage. | 

Mr. PALMER. Free coinage has no attraction for me, even as | 
described by the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. VEST. That is not the question. 

Mr. PALMER. The devising of a new dollar which has never | 
existed in this country before or a coin that never existed in this 
country before—— _ 

Mr. VEST. The silver dollar? 

Mr.PALMER. Yes; the silver dollar. I mean a silver dollar of 
4124 grains of silver when the ounce of silver is worth but 68 cents. 

Mr. VEST. What made it worth 68 cents? That is the ques- 

on. 

. Mr. PALMER. The people did not want it. 

Mr. VEST. It was made worth 68 cents, according to the Sen- 
ator’s statement, by closing the mints and taking away from silver 
its principal element of intrinsic or commercial value, which was 
the money element. After closing the mints and perpetrating 
this outrage rs the people of the United States, then they take 
advantage of their own wrong and say that the commercial value 
of silver has been lessened. 

Mr. PALMER. In 1873 Congress passed a law for which I am 
not responsible. I believe there are Senators present who did vote | 
for the law. But since that time legislation has been against sil- 
yer, and you might as well attempt to resurrect a dead body and 
say that that body once lived and moved with all the energy and 

wer of a ect young life as to say that you can now, because 
it once lived, reinvigorate a metal and make it as valuable as it | 
once was. The workisdone. I did not doit. The world did it. 
Itisdone. Silver is worth 68 cents an ounce now to-day. 

Mr. ALLEN. Measured by what standard? 

Mr. PALMER. Gold is worth about $20.64 an ounce to-day, 
and the idea that you can make them of equal value involves an 
abs that appears to me incomprehensible. 

Mr. VEST iow I will proceed with what I have to say in 
regard to the statement of the Senator from Illinois about the 
snap conventions. As to the Senator’s last remark, I have simply 
to make this assertion: If, as I have shown and as the Senator 
can not deny, prior to 1873, when the mints were open to both 
metals, silver was not only equal to gold but at 3 per cent pre- 
mium over it, why is it not perfectly logical and rational to as- 
sume that if you undo that legislation the result will be what we | 
contend it will be, that the parity between the two coins will be 
restored? 

Mr. PALMER. Because, if the Senator will allow me, the busi- 
ness of the world is adjusted with respect to the new relations, 
and therefore we can not do that. 

Mr. VEST. IbegtheSenator’s pardon. That isnot true either, 
with t deference to him. The world is divided between the 
use of silver and the use of gold and the use of both. 

Mr. PALMER. Will the Senator from Missouri tell me any 
7 where both metals are used for coins except the United 

tates 
Mr. VEST. They are both used in Mexico, in India, and in 
where $31,000,000 of gold is in the bank. 

tr. PALMER. For what purpose is it kept there? 

Mr. VEST. It is kept there for all the purposes of gold any- 
where, as a bank reserve, as money in circulation, as standard 
money of redemption; and yet no country in the world has ad- 
vanced in civilization so rapidly as Japan. Almost unknown a 
a few ago, to-day Japan is in the front rank of Eastern na- 
tions and almost in the front rank of nations throughout the world. 
There is an evidence of the use of both metals, or of the use, if the 
Senator will have it, of silver alone. Yet weare told that nothing 
but disaster can come to the people of the United States if we 
—- the old functions of silver, those which it had prior 

But, Mr. President, I wish to say one word in regard to the Sen- 
ator’s allegation about the Missouri convention having been a snap 
convention. I want to say now—and there is not a gold man in 
Missouri who will deny it, unless he is a lunatic—that the last con- 
vention in Missouri, deliberately called, upon full notice, after 
earnest and acrimonious discussion, was the most representative 
and the largest convention ever held in the State, every county 
and every township being represented. The Senator says men 
who were not leaders were at the head of the movement. 

Mr. PALMER. I did notmakethat remark. I said leaders—— 

Mr. VEST. The Senator said the leaders did not lead, 
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Mr. PALMER. I said that. 

Mr. VEST. Could the people of Missouri, the fifth State in the 
Union, have been brought into such a convention against their 
own consent and their own intellectual convictions? The people 
lead in this country, and the man who thinks he can lead them 
against their will ought to be put into a lunatic asvlum and kept 


there for life. The people make the issue; the people assemble 
the convention, and a public man in the State of Missouri who 
would undertake to lead them against the free coinage of silver 
would be crushed so effectually that his remains would be unree- 
ognizable. 

Mr. PALMER. Iam through, but I should like to say one word 
in reply to the Senator from Missouri. The Senator knows the 


extent to which leadership exists in Missouri as well as in other 
States, and his compliment to the people for their spontaneous 
movement has not about it the merit of any very great originality. 

Mr. VEST. Does the Senator from Illinois mean to say that all 
he has said to-day has been original? I think I have h 
this Hall for the last eighteen years ad nauseam. If he 
advanced a single original idea I should like to see it in print. 

Mr. PALMER. That looks a little bit as if it were unkind. 

Mr. VEST. I did not so meanit. The Senator said to me that 
what I said had no originality in it. 

Mr. PALMER. No; I did notsay—— 

Mr. VEST. The question is whether it is true or not. 

Mr. PALMER. I did not use the expression in that form, 
There was nothing to justify the retort, which might provoke an- 
other retort of equal severity. 

Mr. President, I am through. 
from New York {Mr. HI}. 

Mr. VEST. Of course I did not mean to say 
Senator from Illinois anything p 


ird it in 
has 


I yield the floor to the Senator 


to my friend the 


rsonally disagreeable. If in the 

heat of debate I did so, Iam sorry for it. But he certainly stated 
that what I said did not have the merit of originality. I was com 
pelled to say that nothing upon the silver question is original. If 

| there is an original idea upon it, the man who has discovered it is 


entitled to a patent beyond any question. 

I was proceeding to say that if ever a convention of the people 
represented popular sentiment fairly, earnestly, and fully it was 
the convention held in Missouri to which the Senator has applied 
the epithet of being a snap convention. 


I have—and it is all I shall say in connection with my personal 
history—struggled to the full extent of my limited ability te pre- 
vent the unfortunate condition of affairs in the Democratic party 
-to-day upon this currency question. 1 stood here at the risk of 
severe criticism from men who agree with me in regard to the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver and begged the Democrats in this 
Senate not to thrust this issue upon us, if possible, but to hold the 


party together upon some conservative basis. 

I went to the President of the United States in person, and 
to the Secretary of the Treasury, and undertook to show them 
what would result if it was attempted to force the Democratic 
party to the single gold standard. I told them that it was impos- 
sible to hold us together, whatever might happen to the Repub- 
lican party, in which equal dissensions existed, but which had 
the cohesive power coming from being a minority party and 
which might cause them to survive this struggle for a short time, 
at least, in face of the great issue of protection to which that 
party is pledged. I stood here, as I have said, upon this floor, 
and was alienated by personal and political friends upon this side 
of the Chamber because I begged my party associates, if possible, 
to postpone at least this question in regard to the free coinage of 
silver until we could adjust other matters and crystallize the 
power of the party upon what I conceived to be its fundamental 
principles; but I also said, and say now, that if forced to the 
issue, [ never would consent to monometallism, either of gold or 
silver. 

That opinion is based upon my absolute conviction that there is 


not enough of either metal in the world to transact the business 
of mankind without oppression to a large majorit I believe 


that monometallism either of gold or silver is a dastard monopoly, 
which gives into the hands of the few the power to control the 


interests and the products of the many. But we have come now 
to that position when against all protest, all supplication even, 
the Administration has forced this issue uponus. We attempted 
when the repeal of the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act was 
before the Senate to effect a compromise with the Administration 
upon this subject, and offered to support that repeal against our 
convictions, provided they would make some concession to silver 


as amoney metal. 

Thatcompromise was rejected, and we were then compelled either 
to follow the money ideas of Mr. Cleveland, the President of the 
United States, and of the Secretary of the Treasury, who gave his 
adhesion to him, either to follow their lead in regard to this mat- 
ter and separate ourselves absolutely from our own convictions 
and those of our people, or to follow the manly and honest dictates 
of our own judgment. In such a contingency no self-respecting 
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public man could hesitate for an instant. I am, therefore, not 
responsible for this discussion or for similar discussions before the 
people of the United States. 

Mr. President, this thing has come to that pass when manhood 
and decency will not permit us to stand here and be told that we 
are in favor of unsound money, that we are advocating snap con- 
ventions, and that we are attempting to lead the people in the 
direction of great disaster. 

This morning I saw in the papers that our President had ex- 
tended the civil service to something like 30,000 more employees 
of this Government. This Administration, therefore, has pledged 
the people of the United States, so far as it was possible, to the 
civil service reform, of which we have heard so much. One of 
the first elements of that reform is a divorce between the patron- 
age of the Government and its political action. One of the burn- 
ing tenets of this school is that the patronage of the Government 
should not be indirectly used for the purpose of influencing the 
political convictions or declarations of the people. 

Some years ago a very dear friend of mine at my instance was 
made United States district attorney for the western district of 
Missouri; a man of eminent ability, of spotless character, who 
stands as high in the estimation of the people of Missouri as any 
man within its broad domain. When Mr. Cleveland was a can- 
didate the second time for President, this gentleman, a Democrat 
belonging to the same school with myself, during the session of 
the United States Federal court at Kansas City, went at night to 
the adjacent villages within easy access of the place where the 
court was held and plead with the people to vote the Democratic 
ticket, which he believed represented the welfare of the country. 
I was astounded on poe up the St. Louis papers upon a certain 
fateful morning to find that my friend had been removed from 
office, without a hearing, simply because while United States at- 
torney he had gone out and spoken for the party to which he and 
the President and myself belonged. 

I took the train within teh minutes for Washington, arrived 
here, went to His Excellency, and asked him respectfully upon 
what ground he had perpetrated what I considered an outrage 
upon my friend, an eminent Democrat. He brought out a news- 
paper paragraph from a paper which had bolted the Democratic 
ticket the preceding summer, and also a to beat the Demo- 
cratic nominee for Congress. This paper had charged that Col- 
onel Benton, my friend, while holding the office of United States 
attorney had been guilty of pernicious partisanship by advocat- 
ing the cause of his party. 

lawe the facts and had telegraphed to the judge of the court 
for a statement in regard to the way Colonel Benton had discharged 
the duties of his officeand whether he had neglected them in order 
to give his attention to politics. Upon the next day the answer 
from the judge by telegraph reached me. I carried it to the 
President and said to him that I personally knew the incumbent 
had not been guilty of any dereliction or neglect of his duty in 
order to make speeches for Saw to which he and I belonged. 
When the President discove that there was no basis for his 
action, that this newspaper graph was simply groundless and 
dictated by personal or political motives, I will do him the justice 
to say that he immediately revoked the order; but, not satisfied 
with revoking it, he addressed a letter—published first in the press 
of the country—to Colonel Benton, in which he read him a lecture 
and said he revoked the order because he found Colonel Benton 
had not neglected his duties, but he wished it distinctly under- 
stood that while any man held office under his Administration he 
did not approve of his dabbling in political canvasses or endeavor- 
“—= put his on before the pecete of the United States. 

r. COCKRELL. Will my colleague permit me to read what 
occurred at the Michigan convention recently? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. HILL. Where does New York comein here? This is Mis- 


souri. 

_ COCKRELL. One moment. I only wish to read a para- 
graph: 

Tuscaloosa County sent 10 postmasters and 1 internal-rsvenue collector, 
and instructed them for silver, but they bolted instructions and voted against 

ver. 

Mr. VEST. Let-me understand of the Senator from New York 
whether I am taking his time? 

Mr. HILL, I understood I had the floor. 

Mr. VEST. Iwas not aware of it. 

Mr. HILL. I had the floor and yielded to the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr. PALMER]. If the Senator from Missouri is nearly 
through, I will wait. 

Mr. VEST. Iam not disposed to raise the point of order, but I 
understood, with great deference to the Senator from New York, 
that the Senate had determined that no Senator could farm out 


the time here. 
I yielded to the Sen- 





Mr. HILL. I did not farm out the time. 


ator from Illinois, and I asked if I could be recognized after he 
was through. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). Th» 
Chair will state that under the order adopted yesterday the S..,. 
ator from New York (Mr. H1LL] was entitled to the floor this 
morning at the conclusion of the routine morning business, 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from New York was distinctly oy. 
titled to the floorthis morning; but the Senator had no right, tin.) 
the unanimous-consent — to give the floor to some}o.j, 
else and then come in and claim it later. 

Mr. VEST. I understand that to be the rule of the Senate. 

Mr. HILL. The Senator does not wish to do me injustice? At 
the time I yielded I asked the Chair if I could be recognized af)... 
the Senator from Illinois had concluded, and the Chair expr.s.|y 
stated that he so understood. e 

Mr. TELLER. Of course the Senator could be recognize; jr 
nobody else wanted the floor, but he has no right to farm out ¢)o 
floor all the time. 

Mr. HILL. I did not assume to farm it out. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Ves} is in 
perfect order. ; 

Mr. HILL. I made the reservation which I have stated, and 
any Senator could have objected at the time if he desired to do 
but I did not assume to farm out the floor. . 

Mr. VEST. 1 was not in the Senate when it adjourned yester- 
day evening; I was called out by committee business; but I was 
under the impression that the Senator from Illinois [ Mr. P 4). 
was proceeding in his own right, in his own time, and I am sim- 
ply replying to some observations he made. 

As I have said, the President of the United States, while he ro- 
voked this unjust order, accompanied it with the declaration that 
under his ad: sinistration of the Government public officials whilst 
holding office should not dabble, as he expressed it, in political 
matters. 

Now, what is the conduct of the Administration in regard to 
this money question before the oe of this country? Mr. Presi- 
dent, I say it with a regret that this Administration has given 
its whole influence, all its patronage, all the power of elo juence 
and of logic on the part of its Cabinet officers to influence thie 
opinions of the people of the United States and to influence the 
snap conventions of which the Senator from Illinois has spoken. 
There was not long ago—a year ago—a Democratic convention in 
Nebraska, and the next day it was flashed across the country that 
the people of Nebraska had decided for honest money, sound 
money—this being the cant falsehood that is used to entrap the 
innocent and ignorant voters. When the truth was known it was 
found the convention was made up of officeholders—postmasters, 
marshals, collectors of internal revenue—men who are living upon 
the patronage of the Federal Government, and whose lungs were 
filled with the air that came from the Treasury of the United 
States. This was a a of sound money! here, then, was 
the civil-service reform that gives us to-day 30,000 new incum- 
bents of offices who can only be removed for cause? 

_ Why, Mr. President, there has not been a week when there was 
more than barely a majority of Cabinet ministers present in 
Washington to discharge the duties for which they are paid by 
the people of this country. They have been traversing their 
respective States, and even other States, haranguing the people in 
joint and single debate, denouncing the “silver lunatics,” and 
talking about *‘ unsound and depreciated money.” Have we heard 
a single whisper of censure from His Excellency in regard to these 
proceedings? Have we heard any lecture from him such as was 
given to my friend when he dared to advocate the cause, the 
unbroken cause, of the Democratic party at that time? 

But more than that. I do not read, asa rule, from newspapers, 
but I happen to have this statement, fortified by private letters, 
from the Adrian (Mich.) Press, whose editor is a man of high per- 
sonal character and unquestioned veracity, and who was a de'c- 
gate to the late convention in that State. The Senator from I[Ili- 
nois talked of snap conventions. LettheSecretary read that from 
an eyewitness who icipated in that convention. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


DELEGATES WHO BROKE AWAY FfRO>%] INSTRUCTIONS. 


Of the 828 delegates elected to the convertion, 723 were present either in per- 
son or by substitute, as shown by the firs: baliot. Four hundred and nincty- 
seven were elected under instructions from their county conventions to vote 
as a unit fora 16 tolsilverresolution. Grar.cing that the 45 absentees were 
all silver men, the silver cause ought te have 452 votes in the convention. 

As the vote for Judge McGrath (310) was a fair test of the relative strength 
of the first candidate of the Administration crowd and the first candi- 
date of the silver, it follows that there were 142 silver backsliders in the con- 


vention. 
Every mother’s son of the 142is presumed to have uiesced to instruc- 
by the silver standard to the last 


tions of their home conventions to stand 

ditch, yet they came to Detroit and bolted at the start into the camp of the 

gold- Administrationists, where they were received with open arms. 
Here is where the backsliders came from, together with the number from 

each county: Barry County, entire di on of 11 instructed for 16 tol and 

all deserted and went over to the bug Administrationists. Calhoun, 

14 instructed for silver; 13 t 


urned traitors and voted with the gold bugs. 
St. Joseph, entire ll instructed for silver: 9 were backsliders. 


dy 








Muskegon, 7 instructed for stver; all proved to be traitors. Oceana, all 7 
instructed for the white metal, 4 deserted to the gold bape. loseo, all 5 
instructed, 4 deserted. Lenawee, 23,instructed, 5 deserted. lisdale, 13 in- 
structed, 3 deserted. Cass, 10 instructed, 1 deserted. Clinton, 11 instructed, 
Qdeserted. Newaygo, 4 instructed,2 deserted. Menominee, 7 instructed, all 
beckstiier counties where no instructions were given, silver men deserted as 
follows: Alpens, 1; Bay, 7; Berrien, 5; Charlevoix, 3; Cheboygan, 2; Craw- 
ford, 2; Grand verse, 2; Gratict, 11; Jackson, 10; Lake, 1; yeor, 2; Mar- 

uette, 1; sidiend, 1; Monroe, 1; Saginaw, 12; Shiawasse, 2; Van Buren, 3; 

eabtiver man had a list compiled from the returns of county conventions 
showing that had every county sent the full number of delegates, and had 
there been no ae ik they would have had, counting only instructed 
delegates. © Matevenzon's private figures yesterday morning—not the figures 
that were given out for publication—showed a majority of 88 for the Admin- 
istration. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I caused that statement to be read 
instead of reading a much more lengthy one from the Detroit 
Tribune and another from the Cincinnati Enquirer, giving the 
details more in extenso; but I should not have had any newspaper 
articles read except for corroborating private letters on my desk, 
which any Senator is at liberty to examine. 1 have not tele- 
graphed to the authors for permission to read them in the Senate, 
7 therefore shall not do so; but they are here. They come from 
men for whose integrity and veracity I am willing to vouch; men 
who have held high positions, who were delegates in that conven- 
tion, and who are now delegates to the national convention to be 
held at Chicago, and who depict a state of facts which are dis- 

ul to American public life. It is stated by one of those 
gentlemen that two-thirds—I learn from another source that all 
except one—of the postmasters of Michigan were on the floor of 
the State convention. 

Iam prepared for the facetious remark that the material for 
delegates must have been very poor if they could have been bought 
or seduced after they arrived in the great city of Detroit. Mr. 
President, those of us who know anything about conventions 
know how this proxy system can be used to trample upon the will 
of the people. e know that when money even for travel can not 
be obtained by the agricultural classes of the country there are 
men holding public office under the Government of the United 
States ready to pay their own way with proxies in their pockets 
to represent upon the floor of the convention a constituency by 
whom they would be repudiated. This convention in Michigan 
no more represented the will of the Democratic party of that State 
than I represent the will of an English constituency to-day upon 
this floor. The statement that the Democrats of Michigan are not 
for the free coinage of silver is, in my judgment, as false as to say 
that the Democrats of the State of Missouri are opposed to it. 

It was stated in Missouri prior to the last convention that the 

ld men or sound-money men would control the convention. 
Out of 800 delegates there were not one dozen sent there who did 
not favor the free coinage of silver. Even from the great com- 
mercial centers like St. Louis and Kansas City the delegates from 
every ward except one were in favor of the'free and unlimited 
coinage of thé white metal. 

Iam a delegate to the Chicago convention against my wish, 
sent there by my people to discharge a duty. I have stated, 
under much criticism in Missouri, that I was a Democrat under 
all conditions and intended to abide by the action of my party; 
that I was too old to hunt for a new political home; that I should 
die, as I have lived, in the party of Jefferson, devoted to his teach- 
ingsand principles. But I serve notice now that if this convention 
at Chicago is to be made up of Federal officeholders, brought 
there to overawe and override the wishes of the honest majority 
of the Democratic party throughout the United States. it is no 
Democratic convention with me. I shall abide the will of the 
majority of my party, honestly and fairly expressed. I make no 
threat, but I want no misunderstanding. The Democratic party 
isa ee of the le, controlled by an honest expression of 
their , and not Federal patronage. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. ident, I am rather surprised to observe 
that this is somewhat of a prelude to the national Democratic 
convention at Chicago. The date of that convention has been 
fixed for the 7th day of July, and I do not pro to anticipate 
any of the difficulties which will confront the Democracy at that 
time. While discussing the question of a snap convention be- 
tween the Senator from Illinois and the Senator from Missouri it 
was ee I think, that they should both allow me to speak 
tt question as an expert. [Laughter.] 

dent, in order to avoid having any snap convention in 
New York the Democracy of that State, I think, propose to have 
the latest convention of any that shall be held thissummer. I 
did complain a little of Missouri Democrats in 1892 that, notwith- 
standing all the alleged wrongs which had been perpetrated 
against the Democracy of that State by Mr. Cleveland during his 
od Administration, they made haste. pretty early to declare in 
892 in favor of ‘‘free coinage and Grover Cleveland.” I am not 
going to discuss those questions here now. Neither am I to be 
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betrayed into a defense of the civil-service policy of the present 
Administration. At some other time I may have something to 
Say upon that question. Neither am I going to discuss the ques- 
tion of the Michigan Democracy nor anticipate the result of the 
Chicago convention. As the vote on the pending question is to 
be taken within an hour, and I think it is understood that I shall 
occupy the time, I shall proceed immediately to discuss the real 
question involved here. , 

I take pleasure in saying that I do not concur in all which the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] has said. I do not understand 
that a snap convention can be one duly called by the regular offi- 
cials of one’s party upon ample notice. I do not agree with my 
venerable friend from Ilinois [Mr. PALMER], who styled the con- 
vention of last year in Missouri a snap convention. Ido not agree 
with the epithet used toward the convention in Illinois that was 
held last year. The convention in Missouri and the convention 
in Llinois held last year were both conventions called by the rezu 
lar officials of the party, namely, by the State committee, after 
due notice, of which everybody was notified, and subsequentl) 
the conventions were held, after reasonable notice. A political 
party has a right, in my judgment, to meet at any time, upon due 

| notice of its central committee, to discuss any question, to take 
any position upon the silver question or the gold question, or any 
other question involved; and those who disagree with the con 
trolling powers of the party have no right to refuse to attend 
the primaries, but they should be ready always to attend the 
primaries, and attend the conventions, and then abide by the 
result. : 

I take but little stock myself in the clamors which are raised 
against so-called ‘‘snap conventions.” They are usually simply 
the clamors of the defeated minority. The minority should attend 
| the conventions, having ample notice, and should abide by the 

result. 

I see that the Senator from South Dakota |Mr. Perriarew] is 
in the Chamber, and before I proceed with my regular argument 
I wish to quote from a portion of his speech delivered the day be- 
fore yesterday. The Senator said: : 





Here is a telegram from the Morgan syndicate sent on the 2ist day of 
December to the President and Secretary of the Treasury, telling the Gov 
ernment officials that the gold can not be procured im Europe because the 
credit of the United States is so bad, and that if their bid of 104; is not accepted 
at once they will withdraw the bid and refuse to furnish the the 


that all the 
by Morgan 


United States, knowing as they did, and as the Secretary kne\ 
gold not already in the Treasury had been thoroughly c 
and the banks associated with him. 7 
I ask the distinguished Senator from South Dakota, who, I as- 
sume, honors me with hearing me, to what telegram did he refer? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator will find in another portion 
of my speech an allusion to that same telegram, in which I state 
the facts. I simply alluded to it there. and the remark was 
| brought out by a question of the Senator from New York. I re- 
| ferred to the telegram in the body of my speech. 
| Mr. HILL. Iam reading from the body of the speech. 
| Mr. PETTIGREW. The Senator is reading from a portion of 
| the speech which was in response to his questions. Nearly every- 
| thing in the speech of which the Senator complains was drawn 
| out by himself. 

Mr. HILL. Iam not complaining of the speech. 
tor is satisfied with itl am. IJ simply ask the Senator to what ‘el 
| egram he refers? He said, ‘‘Here is a telegram.” The Senator 
| had papers before him. Will he be kind enough to produce that 

telegram? [A pause.] Mr. President, I desired to know some- 
| thing in regard to this, and I addressed an inquiry to the Assist- 

ant Secretary of the Treasury and asked him to explain in regard 
| to that telegram. With the kind permission of the Senate, I ask 
| leave to insert the reply in my remarks. I seem to have mislaid 
| it. The information, permit me to state for the benefit of the 
| Senator from South Dakota, received in answer to my inquiry of 

the Treasury Department, which I supposed I had here at my dis- 
| posal, is that neither the Department nor any of the officials con- 
| nected with this matter ever heard of such a telegram; they know 
| nothing in regard to it, and the first knowledge that they had of 
it was when their attention was called to the remarks of the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. If the Senator will permit me—— 

Mr. HILL. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Then that will be one of the facts to be 
established by the investigation; and it makes it all th more 
pertinent and important. 


If the Sena- 








Mr. HILL. Is that all the answer the Senator can make to my 
| inquiry? No, Mr. President; that will not do. I passit. Yes; 


that will be one of the facts to investigate in this proposed investi- 
| gation, if it shall be undertaken, and I shall await, and ask the 
| Senate to await, with much interest, as to whether that alleca- 
tion of the Senator from South Dakota will be sustained. There 
I leave it, with the privilege of —— in the communication 
from the Department, to which I have referred, 
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The letter referred to is as follows: 
[Personal.] 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Washington, May 7, 1896. 
DEAR Srr: Reviving Se your inquiry regarding the statement of Senator 
PETTIGREW, on page 4835 of the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp, that he had a tele- 
o-. from the Morgan syndicate (so-called) sent on the 2ist of last Decem- 
per to the President and Secretary of the Treasury in regard toa bid for 
bonds, I desire to say that no such telegram or letter from Mr. Morgan or 
any person representing or represented by him, and no such bid was ever 
received by or brought to the attention of the President or Secretary of the 
Treasury or any of the officials of this Department. 
Yours, truly, 


Hon. Davip B. Hr, 
United States Senate, 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, in the line of the argument which I 
have marked out, I wish to read a complaint addressed to the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury from the Chase National Bank of New 
York, of January 16, 1879. Iask leave to incorporate the letter 
in my remarks, and I shall not detain the Senate by reading lt. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 


CHASE NATIONAL BANK, NEW YORK, TO MR. SHERMAN. 


CuASE NATIONAL BANK, New York, January 16, 1879. 


Srr: In responding to your favor of the 13th instant I beg to say that in 
discriminating on commissions in favor of a very few and against the many 
is a political mistake. 

That the Treasury circular of the lst instant does make such discrimina- 
tions is quite apparent. 

Prior to the ist instant you gave one-quarter of 1 per cent toall subscribers 
without respect to amount. 

Now you give as follows: Nothing on an amount under $100,000; one-eighth 
per cent on an amount of $100,000 to §1,000,000; one-fourth per cent on an 
amount of $1,000,000 to $10,000,000; and an extra one-tenth per cent on any 
excess over $10,000,000. 

This practically and effectually excludes all banks that will not undertake 
to carry ovt one million subscriptions in six months, commencing January 1; 
and the banks that work up one million in the six months are Pewee at a dis- 
advantage, for the three or four banks who subscribe for the srcents with 
a perfect abandon can and do give better terms by reason of extra one- 
— —- they reach out for, and which your revised scale of commissions 
gives them. 

From your standpoint it is proper that you should exult over the enormous 
subscriptions obtained during the first two weeks after the resumption. 

Pardon me for opens that this apparent extraordinary success will ina 
few months be pronoun a misfortune. 

ay fifty years of observation in this financial bedlam justifies me in looking 
doubtingly on this overdoing, I fear, of a good thing. 

Another point I desire to make: I decidedly dissent to the practice of leav- 
ing such enormous amounts of money in a few banks. 

our Department of the Government has a conaios wer over the 
national banks, and no others can be depositaries of Uni tates money. 

It is true these deposits are amply, yes, doubly, secured; first, by bonds; 
and second, by a preferred claim on the banks’ assets, a fact not generally 
understood. 

As a matter of public interest, no bank should be intrusted with an amount 
of public funds so vastly disproportionate to its capital as is tolerated, and 
seemingly encouraged, in a few instances. 

I am aware that some of the depositaries claim that their “surplus” is 


available as capital. 
The bank de entand you, as thesupervisor of that seinen. should 
hat “‘surplus" can be divided among the olders, law- 


bear in mind 
fully, without notice to depositors. 
Capital is the only fixed security. 


You will excuse me for taking an interest in the national banks as a whole 
rather than in less than half a dozen of them. 


Hoping you will see » propriety and justice in falling back on the 


ular 
om commissions adopted in your August appeal to the banks and the 
pubic, 


I remain, very respectfully, yours, JOHN THOMPSON. 
Hon. Joun SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. HILL. I simply cite this letter for the purpose of showing 
that there were complaints then, as now, in regard to the distri- 
bution of the various bonds of the Government. 

I also will introduce another telegram from Mr. SHermManto the 
First National Bank of New York, dated January 18, 1879, which 
I shall not trouble the Senate with reading, but ask to incorporate 
in my remarks. 

The telegram referred to is as follows: 

MR, SHERMAN TO FIRST NATIONAL BANK, NEW YORK. 


[Telegram.] 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, January 18, 1879. 
H. 0. FAmwNesroc,, 


Vice-President First National Bank, New York: 


b = not vary from ment stated 2 alter yesterday. See Morgan at 
to-morrow. will arrange w ou. 
Sree JouN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


Mr. HILL. I also wish to have incorporated in my remarks a 
resolution passed on January 24, 1879, by the United States Senate, 
not a resolution of investigation, but a resolution of inquiry of 
the Secretary of the Treasury, asking all information in regard to 
bonds, compensation, services to brokers, and in reference to all 
the alleged scandals which were said then to pertain to that mat- 
ter. I do not think that there were any scandals in fact. The 

int I am meking is that former Secretaries of the Treasury have 
— subjected to the same suspicions, to the samecharges. They 
have been refuted, and so, I say, the present Secretary of the 
Treasury will amply refute these charges and time will vindicate 


The resolution referred to is as follows: 


RESOLUTION OF THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 


In THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STarEs, January 2), 1979 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby. diy» ed 
to inform the Senate of the amount of ons or other compensation 
paid to bankers, brokers, firms, yempenion, syndicates, and individuals for 
services in tiating the sale of bonds and other obligations of the Unite 
States, from the year 1862 until the present time; when and to whom su.) 
commissions or compensation was paid, and when pane to syndicates, firm< 
corporations, or companies, to state the names of persons composins; tho 


e. 

And also to inform the Senate whether any, and, if any, what amount of 
commissions or other compenestion has been paid to bankers, brokers, firs 
com syndicates. individuals for services rendered in refunding any 
of the bonds of the United States; and if any such payments have been madc 
to state when and to whom made; and also whether interest has been paid 
on called bonds at the same time that interest was accruing on the bonds sui 
guid Calbedhe ooladiing suaseties baubeon Bequeguemn ores tne 
paid while opera progress, or on bonds sold fo 
redemption purposes, specifying whether there has been any exception - 
such payments of double interest, and who was Secretary of the Treasury at 
the time of such exception, and how much double interest has been paid on 
each class of bonds, and the total amount thereof, and whether the money 
received for bonds sold b: om. bank or syndicate has, in all cases, beon 
deponitories ponding “epost with the national banks scting as Govern 

e Oo e names of the bank 
San the length of time during which the soenseds of the bonds sold hay : 
been left on deposit with each bank; and whether at any time any gold 60) 
has been delivered by the Treasury to any parties concerned in the negotia- 
tion of United States bonds or otherwise in exchange for or upon the ser). 
rity of United States bonds or in advance of the payment thereof, pending 
any call of bonds on which interest was allowed or paid up to the date of 1.4. 
turity of the call; and also whether any money in the Treasury held for ¢})5 
pra of overdue called bonds has been left on deposit, without interest, 
n any Government depository, and what was the largest amount thereo! at 
any one time, stating the names of the banks in which such money was 
deposited, and what security the Treasury held for the payment thereof 
when demanded. 

“Provided, That information heretofore communicated to either House of 
Congress shall not be repea’ but references to the documents where the 
same is to be found shall be je, and names of subscribers to popular |oans 
since June, 1877, to whom no commissions have been paid or allowed, may be 


omitted. 

Attest: GEO. C. GORHAM, Secretary. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, considerable was said in a recent 
discussion-which was had about the necessity for a popular loan. 
The difficulty in awarding bonds to investors is very great. It is 
appreciated. Contained ‘in the correspondence on page 618 of 
the book which I hold in my hand is a newspaper item, which [ 
also ask permission to publish in my remarks, showing that tho 
same tactics by bidders were resorted to then as now and that the 
same clamor of men who wanted to advertise themselves as dis- 
— bidders took place then. This is the item to which I 


After the 4 percents that have been offered were all sold, many large sub- 
scriptions were received, particularly from New York banks. These were 
not, of course, acce . Some of them were forwarded to the Secretary 
after he had left the Department for theday. He isin doubt to-night whether 
these are all bona fide subscriptions, or whether those who sent them were 
not already aware that no more 4 percents were just now for sale, and 
whether they did not therefore make their offers for fame and not for the 
purpose of o taining the bonds. 

Mr. President, thatis always the difficulty. Whenyourloans are 
made in the Government there are men atthe last moment makin 
their bids when they know the Department is closed and the bids 
can not be accepted, and they do it simply for the purpose of ai- 
vertising themselves. That was something like the situation with 
the Graves bid, and the situation with some other bids in this 
instance. This newspaper item simply corroborates that fact. 

I also desire to have read a letter to Mr. Saerman from the 
Continental National Bank of New York, on pace 622, and another 
from the National Bank of the State of New York to the Secretary, 
makin plaints of unfair treatment, making complaints of 
favori " ee the distinguished Senator from Ohio 

t we have heard ringing in our ears for the 

ee distinguished Secretary of the 

ee ill understand me. I am simply point- 

ing to these things to show that they were unfair then, as they 

are unfair now—not worthy of investigation then, as they are not 

worthy of investigation now. They were not investigated then, 

but the Senator from Ohio, the then Secretary of the Treasury, 

was asked to explain in regard to them, to which I will allude 
later 


The letters referred to are as follows: 
CONTINENTAL NATIONAL BANK OF NEW YORK TO MR. SHERMAN. 


CONTINENTAL NATIONAL BANK, 
New York, April 7, 1879. 


DEAR Str: Since our Mr. Randolph's letter of Saturday, the parties from 
whom we received the $3,000,000 su of 4th of April. have made 
formal demand upon us for the bonds, ‘e supposed that telegram de- 
clining to receive the same had set all question at rest. parties now 
enforce their claim with the statement + others who subscribed similarly 
within the business hours of that day have been awarded their bonds. 

The subscription in question is the one to which we referred in our first 
tel , when we stated that there “more to follow ’’; butas the par- 
ticu could not be made up until the day’s work was over, they did not 
Nae eee are cas thay kavouande theengh en, They esum to 

sa ve rough us. 
, therefore, that as their su ption was made entirely in the regular 








and established order in which their preceding ones had been made, they can 
hold us to the delivery. 
We should, perhaps, add that the parties in question were not members of 


the ficate whose bid we afterwards forwarded, nor had they any know1- 
edge of its existence. 
Respectfully, FRED. TAYLOR, Cashier. 


Hon. Jonn SHERMAN, 
Secretary of the Treasury, Washington 


NATIONAL BANK OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, NEW YORK, TO MR. SHERMAN. 


THe NATIONAL BANK OF THE STATE OF New York, 
New York, April 7, 1879. 

Srr: We telegraphed you to-day, as follows: 

“ Your letter of 5th received. One million seven hundred of our subscrip- 
tions were received by us about 12 o'clock. About one million three hun 
dred were received between the hours of 12 and 2.30. Balance of subscrip- 
tion received after 3 o'clock. ; 

“ Our customers complain of serious loss, having made large sales same day 
against their subscriptions, presuming that the same would be accepted. 

“Tf possible for you to accept the three million, or any part, please tele- 

” 

Confirming the above, we beg to add that the subscriptions comprising the 
amount, $1,700,000, were received about 12 o'clock in the day, and the certifi- 
cates issued and letters written and both duly signed before 2p. m. Having 
been notified in the meantime that additional! subscriptions toa largeamount 
would be sent in shortly, we thought to inclose the whole in one letter to you. 
knowing that there was ample time, the Washington mail closing at 7.30 

. m.; and, in consequence of the large amount, we took the precaution to 
Pei h as soon as our total for the day was ascertained, say 3.30 p. m., and 

~eesten an early shipment. 


subscriptions were made in every way in accordance with our usual | 


custom; , In consequence of your declining to receive them, our custom- 
ers, who have a prominent dealers in United States bonds and sub- 
scribers to ounts through us, have been subjected to great disap- 
ointment and loss. We knew of no reason for any unusual haste in dispatch. 

a our letters, and deviated in no respect from our usual custom. 
e oabeeiptions and the order of their receipt were as follows: $200,000, 
000, $500,000, $250,000, $500,000; total, $2,950,000, received prior to 3 p. m 

e beg to hand you herewith a letter just received from Messrs. Speyer & 
Co., for whose account the subscription first in order, $200,000, was received, 
which will serve to show our ition in the matter and the view which is 
generally taken of the matter by all of our customers interested. 

We to say, in conclusion, that we shall be greatly accommodated if the 
su as stated, can be accepted; and we await your reply, hoping 
that the matter will be adjusted to the satisfaction of all parties. Your reply 
at the earliest possible moment will oblige, 

Yours, very respectfully, R. L. EDWARDS, Cashier. 

To the honorable SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 

Washington, D. C. 


Mr. HILL. Mr. President, Mr. Carlisle will survive these at- 
tacks; history will vindicate him as history vindicated the Senator 
from Ohio. The names of the critics and fault-finders who found 
fault with the Senator from Ohio are almost unknown, while the 
name of theSecretary will live in the future history of our country. 

In the famous book written by the Senator from Ohio, which I 
presume every member of the Senate has, the Senator himself 

of the difficulties in the way of resumption which he en- 
countered. He speaks of the difficulties which encountered him 
in the great refunding period wherein he administered the office 
of Secretary of the Treasury. He gives in full in his book one of 
the contracts which I have already incorporated in my remarks. 


He ht the contract was for the best interests of the country. 
He of it in this form in the book entitled John Sherman's 

of Forty Years in the House, Senate, and Cabinet, 
page 642: 

The of this contract and the open publicity of the negotiation 
created quite a sensation in the newspaper press, which presented a medley 
of and censure. All varieties of opinion, from extravagant flattery to 

denunciation, were visited upon me by the editors of papers accord- 
ing to their preconceived eee. made no effort at secrecy and no an- 
swer to either praise or , but freely contributed any information in 


respect to the matter to anyone, whether friendly or otherwise, who applied 
to me. as accurate a statement as any of my opinions was made by 
George Townsend, over his nom de plume of “Gath,” in the New 
York Graphic of April 12, 1878. He said, etc. 


Then he said further, and I quote from the book, on page 646: 


The Eastern press, almost without exception, gave its hearty approval of 
the contract made and the mode manner of the negotiation. e lead- 
ing papers in New York, including the Herald, Tribune, and Times, gave 

accounts. Inthe West, however, where the greenback craze, or * heresy,” 

as it was commonly prevailed, the press was either indifferent or op 

to the contract and tothe object sought. It is singular how strong the 

in favor of an irredeemable paper currency was in many of the West- 

ern towns and among the farming people. United States notes, universally 

called ——— were so much better as money than the bank notes were 

before war that the people were entirely content with them, even if they 

were quoted at a discount in coin. They were good enough forthem. Any 
movement to reduce their number was eagerly denounced. 

At the very time when the negotiation was being made the Senate Finance 
Committee was discussing the expediency of agreeing to the bill repealing 
the nme + ay act which had passed the House. The indications were that 
the had agreed upon a time when a final vote should be taken 
upon this bill, and that it would be favorably reported by a majority of 1. 


Subsequently a committee was appointed, the Committee on 

and Tgerency of the House of Representatives, and, un- 

der in of a resolution which was passed, it pro- 

ceeded to up the matter. Then thecharges poured in against 
Secretary Sherman. He says: 


While I was congratula myself upon accomplishing an important work 
for the people, I had se cammeaity more bitter and violent than an 
I before or since. I was cha 


ever encountered , directly, by a correspond- 
ext of the National Republican, published in with corruption— 
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So is John G. Carlisle now charged with corruption— 


| 7 
and that I was interested in and would make money through the syndicate. 





_ Was I not right in saying yesterday that history is repeating 
itself? 

It was said that I “came to the Units 
poor and perhaps an honest man. T 
erty of over half a million, all mad u ul term, « s salary 
of 36,000 a year and perquisites.” My property at home and in Wa ngton 
was discussed in this letter and the i: 


“l States Senate several years ago a 
day he pa axes ona computed prop- 







“no h levy 


nee Was dra hat in } vay 


by corrupt methods, I had made what [| possesse: lt is true that I found 
many ready defenders, but I took no notice of these imputatior cnowing 
that they were entirely unfounded, for I never rectly or irectiy, de- 
rived any advantage or profit from my public life except the salary 

At one time it was alleged that a subcommittee msisting « Messrs. 
Ewing, Hartzell, and Crittenden had been in corr idence with ding 
bankers, financiers, and capitalists, and that information had beer red 


which led to the conclusion that I had derived profit from th« 
It was said that the committee proposed to interview me upo 


| of my eae enepeiietn that the syndicate would get about $75),000 
commissior, which could have been saved had outsiders been permitted to 
buy the bonds: that the committee had summoned members of the syndicate 


and bankers who were not admitted into the syndicate, bat who wanted to 


be allowed to buy bonds without any commission; that the allegation was so 
well supported that a resolution was prepared authorizing the committee to 
investigate, but that this was unnecessary, as the resolution auth ng the 


Banking and Currency Ci «mittee to make inquiries concerning resumption 
conferred authority to inquire into this matter. The only signof the alleged 
investigation was an inquiry from Mr. Ewing, which was answered by me, 
as follows: , 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, April 19, 1878. 


Srr: In compliance with your request of the 18th instant, I lose here- 
with a copy of the contract recently made with a syndicate of New York 
bankers for the sale of 44 per cent bonds. The only previous correspondence 
on this subject was a letter sent to said bankers and one to the presidents of 


certain national banks, copies of which ar® inclosed. 
in response to your question as tothe amount of accrued interest that will be 


allowed to the syndicate at each payment on account of such sales, | have to 
reply that no accrued interest is paid to them; but, as you will see by the 
fourth paragraph of said contract, they are to pay the United States the 
amount of interest accrued on the bond up to the time of payment for 


t n 

addition to the premium of 1} per cent. The inter t 

bonds accrued on the Ist of March, and therefore the 
that date to the date of payment for the bonds 

The amount of commission to be paid is fixed by the law at one-half of 1 


per cent, but out of this the associates are to pay all expenses rred by 


them in the sale, and reimburse the United States all expenses in« urnre d by it 
as stated by said contract in paragraph 5. 
Very respectfully, 
Hon. THOMAS EWIne, 
Acting Chairman Committee on Banking and Currency, 
House of Renresentatir 

Mr. President, unquestionably all that is true. The point for 
which I read from this book that will live in history when the 
men who traduced SHERMAN are forgotten is to show that his 
worthy successor has been subjected to the same mean, vile, con- 
temptible criticism, that the same charge is made against him of 
complicity with syndicates, of accepting commissions from syn- 
dicates, and so on. 

The Democratic committee of the House of Representatives did 
not rush in to have an investigation. Oh,no, Mr. President; they 
did not propose to adopt a resolution offensive in its terms, as this 
was when it was first proposed. They sent a letter. They asked 
the Secretary’s appearance at one time, Then subsequently he 
himself wrote the following letter: 


n the 4) pet 


interest is added from 


JOHN SHERMAN, Secretary. 


MAY 21, 1878. 

DeAR Srp: I notice the crazy barkings of Buell in the Post about the syndi- 
cate, and favors granted to it by me. 

I wish to say to you that nothing would please me better than to have the 
Banking and Currency Committee examine into this matter, and I am quite 
sure you will be gratified that the result will be tomy credit 

Now, mark these words— 

1 have no desire to dignify this by asking an investigation, but only to say 
to you privately, as a personal friend, that I court, rather than fear, such an 
inquiry. 

Very truly, yours, 

Hon. THOMAS EWIna, 

House of Representatives. 

So, Secretary Carlisle to-day did not wish to dignify the whole 
matter by asking for an investigation. He was willing to bide 
his time. As I said four or five weeks ago, when this discussion 
first began, 1 was not authorized to speak for the Secretary when 
opposing the proposed investigation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask the Senator if Mr. Carlisle has written a 
letter similar to the one he has just read. 

Mr. HILL. I will come to that in a few moments; I am glad 
the Senator has asked the question. Mr. President, the Senator 
from Ohio took the correct position at that time when he said he 
did not wish to dignify the proceeding by asking an investigation, 
but he was willing at all times to appear before a committee of 
either House to answer any question. That is the way, sir, that 
Secretary Carlisle should have been treated by the Senate. Its 
Committee on Finance should have invited him to come before 
them and explain any transaction about which they had any doubt. 
That is the correct, that is the manly course. The Democrats on 
the committee,in my humble judgment, should have seen fit if 
they had any doubt—Mr. President, they did not have any doubt 
about it—— 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. President, I should like to add a word 
or two to the remarks already made. 


JOHN SHERMAN. 


} 
i 
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Mr. HILL. ‘The Senator is at liberty to do so. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Of that committee Mr. Buckner, of Missouri, 


| cates. 


I believe, was then chairman. Mr. Ewing was the most active | 


member. They all asked me to come before the committee of the 
House, and I was examined there for days. A book of probably 
400 or 150 pages gave all the details of the examination. I fel 
bound to say that they treated me very kindly, as I have no doubt 
Mr. Carlisle will be treated kindly by any committee. They asked 
all sorts of questions, and they received answers so fully that at 
the close Mr. Buckner was very complimentary to me; and that 
was the end of it, There were no further remarks made about it, 
so far asI know. That was in regard to resumption in 1878. 

If the Senator from New York will allow me, I will state that I 


think myself whenever the slightest insinuation or doubt or charge | jn this matter to seck any party advantage: I certainly would not kno, 


is made against an officer, especially of the Treasury Department, 


vigorous and eloquent speeches had killed the 
hey imagined that no more in the history 


would — be appeaied to to supply money to 
ernment bonds: 


Mr. Speaker, as I was unable to agree with the majority of Yommitt 
of Ways and Means in the report. submitted by the oe Bad nally coe 
tive to the legality of the arrangement entered into by the Secretary of +). 
Treasury with Jay Cooke & Co. and their associates, known as the synd;. 
in the refunding of a portion of the first $200,000,000 of the bonded d..\. 
the United States, under the act of July 14, 1570, I have thought it b.. 
state the reasons for my dissent to the House, as the action taken 


their ver syndi- 
1 of the country 
purchase Goy- 


| report and resolution submitted will doubtiess govern the action of the 


re-ary in the disposition of the remaining $1,300,000,000 which by that a - 


| is authorized to put upon the market, so that our determination of t}..., 


about which there will be naturally a great deal of feeling, be- | 


cause there is a great deal of responsibility, the best way is for 


him to come before the two bodies of Congress and there give all | 


the information he possibly can. I did that before acommittee of 
the Senate and a committee of the House of Representatives, both 
of which were strongly Democratic at the time. I was fairly 
oF them and very justly in their report. 

r. 


read that he would not dignify the proceeding by asking for an 


done. 
the attacks in the Senate. 

Now, Mr. Boutwell did not escape either. 
Secretary of the Treasury, a proceeding was instituted rather 
offensive in its character, and it was started bya resolution. Iread 
from the Congressional Globe: 


NEGOTIATION OF LOAN, 

The House proceeded to the consideration of the report of the Committee 
on Ways and Means, recommending the adoption of the following resolution: 

* Resolved, That in the opinion of this House the Secretary of the Treasury, 
in negotiating the loan authorized by the act of July 14, 1870, has neither in- 
creased the bonded debt nor incurred an expenditure contrary to law.” 

a Dawes. I now enter a motion to recommit this resolution to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Cox. I desire to offer a substitute for the resolution reported. 

Mr. Dawes. I will hear it read. 

The Clerk read the proposed substitute, as follows: 

* Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be instructed to report 
the bili before them prohibiting all commissions, deductions, or compensa- 
tion of any kind to any person for the sale, negotiation, and exchange of 
United States securities, and prohibiting the employment of any agent ex- 
cept a proper officer of the Treasury Department for such sale, negotiation, 
and exchange.” 

Mr. Dawes. I can not admit that now. On the 4th of December last the 
gentleman from New York who has just taken his seat [Mr. Cox] offered a 
preamble and resolution, which I ask the Clerk to read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

“ Whereas it is alleged that the Secretary of the Treasury, in placing the 
newly authorized 5 per cent bonds upon the market, has, in defiance of the law 
creating them, increased the public bonded debt, and has exceeded the one- 
half of i per cent allowed by the funding act for all expenses in placing said 
loan: Therefore 

* Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be directed to investi- 

te the said transaction and have power to send for persons and papers, and 
Se nepors the amount of such increase of the bonded debt, if any, the agents 
employed and paid by him for the services rendered, all contracts pertaining 
to the same, and the sums paid to said agents.” 

Mr. Dawes. Mr. Speaker, this resolution was not adopted by tne House, 
but was referred to the Committee of Ways and Means for consideration. 
The committee invited the Secretary of the Treasury and the gentleman 
from pew York [Mr. Cox] before them, and heard both so far as they desired 
to be heard. 


There was complaint made that too much money was paid in 
commissions for financial negotiations which were had. The reso- 
lution was not adopted by the House, as Mr. Dawes says in his 
speech, but was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means 
for consideration. That is what I think should have been done 
with the pending resolution, but I am not now going to discuss 
that question, because yesterday the Senate refused to refer the 
resolution in the first instance to the committee. 

The committee invited the Secretary of the Treasury and the gentleman 
from New York [Mr, Cox] before them, and heard both so far as they desireci 
to be heard. 

Here was a resolution complaining of the fees and commissions 

id to various parties on the sale of these bonds upon which 
the was a lengthy and elaborate and caustic debate. It was not 

but simply referred to the committee, and the committee 
nvited the Secretary of the Treasury before them,and then he 
explained. 
ow, I want to put in, with the kind permission of the Senate, 
a few extracts from these speeches, which I do not intend now to 
detain the Senate with reading. Here will be found denuncia- 
tions of the syndicate, denunciations of Secretary Boutwell, com- 
laints of all kinds and character, in which the fiscal affairs were 
enominated fiscal failures and scandals, in which members of 
the House congratulated themselves that, although they had not 
obtained any particular advantage by this discussion, as one of 
them says, ‘‘ It has developed enough; it has killed the syndicate. 
The cry is, ‘ No more syndicates,’” y flattered themselves that 


L. I think the Senator also says in the letter which I | and - pn = seen) © —- seorenee of the bon a debt, if an, 
. : . ’ . a | agents employed and pai im for the services rendered, all con 
investigation, which was true, and that is what Mr. Carlisle has | = 

He submitted to the newspaper attacks; he submitted to Jay Cooke, whose statements are attached to the report of the majority 


In 1872, when he was | 


tion has a far greater significance than the mere vindication of the 
of the Secretary, however desirable that may be regarded. 


Past ac 
Ido not « 


do the Secretary injustice; indeed, I regret that it became my duty to ;; 
tigate the matter, as it was a subject entirely new to me, and one to w 
had not given as much consideration heretofore as perhaps I ought 

The resolution submitted by the House to the committee is as follows 


* Whereas it is alleged that the Secretary of the Treasury, in placi; 


| newly authorized 5 per cent bonds upon the market, has, in detiance of ti, 


| creating them, increased the 


| loan: Therefore 


| ought not to sanction or establish as a pre 


— bonded debt and has exceeded ¢} 
half of 1 per cent allowed by the funding act for all expenses in placin 

“Resolved, That the Committee on Ways and Means be directed to j; 
gate the said transactions,and have power to send for persons and ; uy 
pertaining to the same, and the sums paid to said nts.”” ce 
The only evidence taken by the committee was that of the Secretary » 


the only sections of existing laws which it is necessary to consider sp 
are the following. 


« * ” 7” * * 
But I donot a that the increase of $135,000,000 in the bonded de}: 
country, which did take place in the transaction which we are consid» 
a considerable portion of which increase still continues—was either n 

or proper; and I am further of opinion that the contract entered into | 


| Secretary with Jay Cooke & Co. (for the syndicate) was not authori: 


law, and gave these gentlemen an unnecessary and improper contr)! 
funds of the Government for the purpose of private gain, which (:) 
ent, which will authoriz 
present or any future Secretary to adopt it in the disposition of the r: 
ing $1,300,000,000 of the bonds directed to be sold. ropose as briefly as | 
to state the facts which, under the laws I have stated, have led me to 
conclusions. 


+ - ° * E = -e 

I understand the meaning of that and the other sections of the act of Ju 
14, 1870, to be to make all the surplus gold in the Treasury equally apy) ica')|; 
to the payment and cancellation of the 5-20 bonds wliich have become rv jo +1). 
able as the proceeds of the sale of the new 5 per cent bonds are; and | <up- 
pose there never was a day since the Mth of July, 1870, when there wa 
not from fifty to seventy-five million dollars of gold in the Treasury, or 
the several depositories, subject to the order of the Secretary. I am. th 
fore, utterly unable to see, when there were many hundred millions 0! th» 
5-20 bonds redeemable at the option of the Secretary, why, with $135.000.(1 0 0 
new 5 per cent bonds sold, as he states in his report, before September |.) 
with over $50,000,000 of other gold lying idle in the Treasury, he only called in 
and stopped interest upon $100,000.00) by his notice of September, 17, 1571, 
unless it was, as I said before, to allow the syndicate to hold and use the 
money for their personal benefit, while the people were paying interest . 
both sets of bonds. 

Thus Jay Cooke & Co. received as commission on a subscription for. say 
$85,000,000, over $773,000, less axpesess, etc., while the banks received 32. 
on their subscription for $115,775,500. But the great profit to Messrs. Jay 
Cooke & Co. in this contract with the Secretary, in the way it has been min 
aged, consisted in the loan to or retention —o of the Government m: " 
while they were drawing interest on the bonds which they had purcha« 
with it. Nobody doubts that it was worth to them at least 6 per cent, which 
on $135,000,000 for the three months is $2,025,000, from September 1 to Decem! wr 
1, while held under contract. But thatisnotall. They hadit, onan average, 
say, from the 20th of August, or one-third of a month before the notice of S\p- 
tember lwasgiven. Theinterest for that time ($225,000) must be added. Tio 
Secretary says in his report of December 4 that more than $80,000,000 had then 
been received under the notice and call of September 1. If it had then 
reached $8),000,000 he would have said so. 

* * * 2 * + * 

The amount the syndicate has received or will necessarily make by tle 

transaction may be stated thus: fi 


Commissions (less expenses, amount unknown) $773,000 

Tatesees MOTORS BO PUCMAIO Be sano e nace si sda seesce dase cccccesneeee. 22, (0 

Interest under contract from September 1 to December 1_... ....... 2,(025. (10 

Interest after December 1 on $35,000,000, called for under notice of 
December 7 and December 20 

Interest after December 1, on $13,000,000 of first $100,000,000, till now - 


* * 
This is but the nning of the refunding system under the law of July 
1870. Thirteen hundred million dollars are yet behind, if these contracts a: d 
arrangements entered into so far are now indorsed and declared valid |) 
Congress, when the $300,000,000 to be refunded at 4} per cent interest and the 
$1,000,000,000 at 4 per cent are put upon the market, loans to syndicates for six, 
nine, and twelve months may be after the new bonds bearing interest 
are issued, notices of ae of the outstanding bonds may be withhe!i 
as long as it is ae wax. a when — laint nao that aoe love ms en 
violated. the action 0’ eon report of the majority of the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, if it isadopted, will be relied on as a preceden', 
giving authority for whatever any Secretary may see fit todo. Your pre~ 
ent Secretary may be removed or resign to-morrow; a less trustworthy man 
may take his place. Men entertaining other views may be in power long be 
fore the $1,300,000,000 of bondsare refunded. Inshort, whenever violations of 
law are sanctioned on any pretext whatever, the Government is at sea with- 
out a compass and without a rudder. 


+ = - * = 
Then there was a flu anda fight! The gentleman 
~ of the Ways and Means, flercely called my 


= > 
from Tennessee [Mr. 
colleague to order. 








was in such high Goigeen at this truthful and prophetic remark that my 
= e barely missed being honored by a second censure. Still he reiter- 
coed that there were tricks to be guarded inst from a class of selfish 
and adventurous bankers. This was before the “syndicate” had been bap- 


tized, it was doubtless born and active at that time. On the Ist of 
July, 1870, t bill the House. I was one of those who did not vote 
for it nor it; 1 feared the Greeks. As my colleague's amendment 

t employing agents had been voted down, I was apprehensive that 
such corrupt a would be used, as it were, constructively; for the very 
yoting down of the amendment woul:t have been made, as we can now sec, a 


text for the employment of suspicious agencies outside of the Treasury, 
e bill, however, was nota bad one. It was rightly called a bill for “ re- 
and consolidating" the debt. If squarely executed, it would have 
late questionable transactions as to the syndicate; and it would 
— to save the 2 per cent which it was claimed would 
have been saved by the issuance of an untaxed long bond of 4 per cent. 
. > 7 * * 


+ 
In a time like this, when scientific and mechanical agencies are cumulating 
means; when the gold and silver of the mountains are being delved after 
with such skill, persistency, and reward; when only since 1860 the English 
home debt has diminished one hundred millions, and when, as we have 
boasted, we pay the same on our debt per year; when money is so plentiful 
that in seven years, up to 1867, the world’s national debt has increased 
000,000,000, not counting the enormous railway debts of the world—$1,50v,- 
.000 more—at such an epoch of the world; when credit, once a pigmy. has 
become a tic wonder, our nation, under its boasted rule of men “en- 
tirely great,” goes around the world dickering with parvenu bankers and soi 
disant syndicates at the rate of seven and a half millions as commissions on 
fifteen hundred millions only, and that, too, at an interest or premium | per 
cent greater than the average rate of all other nations! 
I speak in no pasty sense when I say that we are humiliated by such fiscal 
failures and 
o 7. 


. * o * * 
Although my resolution is ignored by the Ways and Means Committee it 
has been productive of good. It has developed enough. It has killed the 
syndicate. The cry is, “ No more syndicates.’ 

I have proposed a bill similar to that of the Secretary, which will crystallize 
my ideas into a re ing law. If my resolution has done no other good, it 
has at least proclaimed t > pues defects of the law, so loosely construed, 
even if for good pu . The country should be thankful that the attention 
of Con is called, not only to the exceptional and juggling legislation of 
the nat Congress, with a view to its remedy, but called also to the fact that 
one of the best members of the Cabinet has fallen into the practice of the 
head of the Government, and has assumed authority never conferred. 

Besides, it became indispensable, under the light of free journalism and 
Con, 


and dishonored by such a system of private greed and favoritism. 
not want to t an exclusive monopoly to dicker in the public securities. 
Truly, we have had enough of these manipulations and mutations of our in- 


yestments. Their effect reaches every element of our wealth, every industry | 


of our land, and every dollar of our capital. I have an extract here which 
illustrates what I say in a remarkable se 
“ Extent of the ring operations.—Though the Treasury ring rarely uses a 
dollar of itsown money, its financial operations count up among the thousand 
contents of our National Treasury is ever at its command, and 
at times it controls and manipulates for its own benefit the entire bonded 
debt of the nation. Able at any time to secretly lock up or unlock one or 
more hundred million dollars of the people's money, it controls the value of 
the merchants’ wares and the products of our manufacturers, farmers, me- 
chanics, and day laborers throughout the length and breadth of the land. 
power to manipulate our national debt by withdrawing bonds 


Government se, the ring has our —- market almost, if not wholly, 
in its control. antin Mr. Boutwell’s syndicate operation, a large portion 
of our national debt has been manipulated intoand out of the market not less 
than thirteen times during the last ten years. Anyone at all familiar with 
the ring’s operations can trace these astounding financial jobs for himself. 
Take a poi of the $200,000,000 of the new 5 percents recently put upon the 
market, forexample. This is the way it was manipulated: 

“1. It was put in the market ten years ago by the Treasury Department 
= the form of arenaary warrants, certificates of indebtedness, quartermas- 

"s vouchers, etc. 
“2. Next withdrawn or quochensé in by ring brokers at a heavy discount. 
eaupeares in the market in the form of greenbacks. 
“4. Green drawn out by secret sale of Treasury ring commission 


ers. 

“5. The 7.30 Treasury note makes its appearance. 

“6. The 7.30 note is withdrawn by ring brokers. 

“7. Finds the honest greenback again in its place. 

“8. The greenback is n withdrawn by the vine. 

“9. Shows the 5-20 bunds to have taken up a position. 

“10. The five-twenties, orasmall portion of them, disappear syndicateward. 

“Il. The long-lost gold coin appears again. 

“12. Gold coin disappears—what little there is of it. 

“13. After a sojourn of ninety days in the syndicate, the new 5 percents 
make their appearance in the market. 

= aime of the 5 percents were exchanged directly for five-twenties, thus 
red tly the number of manipulations of the portion directly con- 
verted; the Was managed as above stated, making thirteen manipu- 
lations in all.” 

This may or may not be exactly the manner in which this remarkable syn- 

; but it is by no means distant from the truth. Talk about 

Biddle and the United States bank! Talk about the pet bank system of thirty 
years They were as molehills to this mountain of fiscal favoritism. 

And these remarkable transmutations, which have no parallel in the 
its of the oriental juggler, are done by what? A syndicate! 
name of the common people, is a syndicate? 


Mr. President, one has only to read this extensive debate to see 
senseless were some of these accusations, how unfounded 
they were, how it was simply an effort to assail men who had in 


in 


7 


onal criticism, that our credit should not be further tampered with | 
We do | . : 
| asked that the holders of these securities shall be « ompelled to ac 
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Raving the | road security, paid to every debtor. 
from market and secretly or openly putting them afloat again, always at | 





an emergency of the country loaned money to the Government | 
upon bonds; and I put in a little statement from a speech showing | 


how much the syndicate received or necessarily made by the 
transaction, and some figures of about $4,000,000—some $4,000,000 
as commissions. There were the same charges made 
— Jay Cooke & Co. during the war. 

. President, this present proceeding is nothing new. Itisan 


attem to dignify the proceeding because we are approach- 
ing a Bresideestsat Semeaign, 2nd that is all there is of it, There 


i 


| they want to maintain the parity of the two metals. 


| 
| 


| 
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is nothing whatever to investigate. I said the other day, and I do 
not care now about repeating it, I am opposed to the principle 
that every time a charge is made against an official of the Govern- 
ment it must be investigated and dignified by a formal investigat- 
ing committee. I suppose I will be charged now with being the 
champion of Jay Cooke & Co., and the champion of all the syn- 
dicates, because I am simply referring to what history shows us. 
_ So much in regard to Secretary Boutwell. Another attack was 
instituted on Mr. Sherman in an elaborate article published in 
the New York newspapers. I have it here, but will not ask per- 
mission to insert it. Ido not take any stock in the article, but 
newspapers influence public opinion; newspapers create scandal 
at times; newspapers sometimes stir up such demonstrations as 
are witnessed here when men, as I think, from moral cowardice, 
are afraid to oppose an investigation because somebody thinks 
that something is wrong. ; 

Mr. President, I am not going to be led at this late hour into a 
discussion of the silver question proper. I had intended a week 
or two ago to take this opportunity to express some views upon 
the subject. I have not now time. I simply call the attention of 
the Senate to the fact that the so-called Bland dollar was never a 
full legal tendér; it was only a legal tender for debts wherein some 
other form of currency was not expressly provided for in pay- 
ment. Not being a full legal tender, a question of propriety arises 
as to whether the Government should compel a person at this late 
day to accept silver dollars in payment of his obligations against 
tne Government. Shoulda holder of securities be compelled to 
accept in payment a silver dollar which itself is not a full legal 
tender, not a legal tender when he proposes to pay off his railroad 
mortgages payable in gold, not a legal tender when he proposes to 
liquidate any contract the terms of which are payable in gold? 
Need I say to you, sir, that nearly all the railroad bonds of this 
country are payable in gold? Need I tell the Senate that nearly 
all the contracts that are now made are made in gold? You may 
say it is not right, it ought not to have been; but it has been done. 
The history of the last thirty years shows it. And now we are 





cept a Bland dollar authorized in 1878, which itself is not a legal 
tender, and which itself will not pay any of the securities payable 
in gold. 

Mr. President, it is true that it was a mistake on the part of the 
true friends of silver coinage to consent to any such provision 
being placed in the coinage act authorizing the Bland dollar. I 
am one of those who believe that the currency, or rather money, 
created by the country, coined by the country, should be itself a 
legal tender for every debt, so that it could be paid upon every rail- 
Instead of that we have the 
Bland dollar, which of itself necessarily becomes a depreciated 
currency. 

Mr. President,a word more about popular subscriptions, The 
February syndicate of 1895 represented banks all over the coun- 
try,and those banks in turn represented individual interests. 
There may be a few persons so credulous as to believe that the 
syndicate in the purchase of the bonds represented no one but 
themselves. Thatis not true. The syndicate embraced banks in 


| different parts of the country, and those banks embraced individ- 


uals. A syndicate is simply the representatjve or the agent of 
all those who desire to invest incommon. Individual bidders 
usually obtain gold from the Treasury. That has been demon- 
strated over and over again. The value of dealing with the syn- 
dicate arises from the fact that the syndicate usually procures 


| its gold from abroad, and that is for the benefit of the country 


and relieves the Treasury. Individual subscribers usually donot, 
If we are to have free coinage of silver every dollar should be made 
a full legal tender. No one will question that. Parties should 
not be obliged to accept a depreciated dollar. Parties should not 
be obliged to accept a Bland dollar, which of itself does not pur- 
port to be a full legal tender. 

Ido not propose at this time to discuss the provisions of the 
Chicago platform of 1892. It has been commented upon in the 
Senate over and over again. It is sufficiently elastic for almost 
every Democrat to stand upon. It favors an international agree- 


| ment on the subject of gold and silver, and if that can not be had 
And what, | ; J 5 re , 


it expresses the sentiment that silver should not be coined except 
under such safeguards of legislation as will absolutely produce a 
parity of the two metals. That is all that any silver man in the 
country can possibly want. 

I heard the most interesting discussion this morning, fair and 
candid, between the Senator from Nevada | Mr. Stewart] and 
the Senator from Illinois {Mr.PaLMeR}. Both of them claim that 
One of them 
insisted that the bare fact of opening our mints to silver would 
create the parity. Both desire to secure the same result. What 
the effect would be of such opening is, of course, largely a matter 
of speculation. It does not seem as though it could safely be done 
under existing conditions, I have not time to enter into a discus- 
sion of that question, 
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The question of a 


ial committee was disposed of by a vote 
of the Senate yester 


y. I voted against a special committee, 


because I always vote that way. Upon principle I have uniformly | resolution of investigation not 


opposed the creation of special committees for purposes of inves 
tization. I believe they are unnecessary. They unnecessaril 
dignify the proceeding. They are not warranted by the tradi- 
tions of the Senate. Yet I am disposed to state that my esteemet 
friend the Senator from Kansas in proposing a special committee 
eee had in mind this fact, and I attribute his suggestion to 

is own sense of fairness. He probably thought that it was not 
fair or wise to have a Democratic Secretary of the Treasury inves- 
tigated by a Finance Committee consisting of Republicans, one 
Republican-Populist, and the rest silver Democrats. Probably he 
thought in his kindness of heart that it was better that there 
should be a special committee. 

The distinguished Senator from Georgia [Mr. Gorpon], in his 
few vigorous and eloquent remarks last evening, pictured the 
Finance Committee as a most perfectly fair committee. Senators 
recollect his idea of fairness. It was that the Secretary of the 
Treasury should be investigated by a committee upon which there 
is not a single party friend who agrees with him on the financial 
oe and the rest of whom are Republicans, and a Populist. 

r. Carlisle, if the resolution is to be passed, will be turned over 
to the kind mercies of those who, as Democrats, disagree with 
Bim within party lines on the silver question. I wish to read the 
names of the members of the Committee on Finance. Messrs. 
Morri.., SHERMAN, ALLISON, ALDRICH, PLatr, WoLcorTtT, Re- 
— Joxrs of Nevada, Populist-Republican; VoORHEEs, 

AkRIS, Vest, Jones of Arkansas, WHITE, WALTHALL, silver 
Democrats. 

The Secretary of the Treasury is believed to be what is called 
a gold-money Democrat. It is the sense of fairness of the Senate 
that he should be investigated by Republicans, who are opposed 
to him politically, by a Populist, who is opposed to him politi- 
cally, and by a committee on which all the Democrats are free- 
silver Democrats. I simply point out this fact to account for the 
first suggestion upon the part of my friend the Senator from 
Kansas for the appointment of a special committee, and it was 
undoubtedly the high sense of fairness which he usually exhibits 
in the Senate that prompted him to make the suggestion for a 
special committee i of the Finance Committee as at present 
constituted. 

I think the Finance Committee is a fair committee. I believe 
it to be. I voted to refer the matter to the Finance Committee 
because I have always heretofore opposed the appointment of 
special committees, e cominittee, if the investigation is author- 
ized, will take up this subject and investigate it most fairly 
and thoroughly. In the end,if Secretary Carlisle shall be vindi- 
cated from these newspaper attacks and these loose charges which 
have been uttered in Senate Chamber, how much will it be to 
his gratification and to his credit if it shall come from the Finance 
Committee, composeé of his political adversaries and those who 
differ with him on the financial question. 

I have already commented on proper course which I think 
should have been pursued by the Senate, but the Senate has de- 
creed otherwise, and I tfuliy bow to its wisdom. That 
course was that the resolution should have beén referred to the 
Committee on Finance. The Committee on Finance should have 
respectfully invited the Secretary of the to come before 
it. In January, 1894, a question arose in re to the action of 
the Treasu , and what was done? A resolution was 
offered in the House of Representatives in regard to the issue of 
bonds and the use of the gold reserve. It did not provide for a 
committee of investigation. It was a resolution making inquiry. 
It was a resolution expressing the sense of the House of 
sentatives. The resolution was referred to the Judici - 
mittee. What did the committee do? It sent a respec letter 
to the Secretary of the Treasury in January, 1894, and asked the 
Secretary to ai before it. He did so on January 25. There 
he made his statement; there the members of the committee 

uestioned him fully for several hours. He answered. He gave 
m all the information desired pertaining to the finances of the 
country. His answers were frank; they were able. He showed 
great familiarity with the subject involved, and at the conclusion 
the chairman asked him if he would be kind enough to look over 
the notes of his remarks. Mr. Carlisle, in conclusion, said: 
; » if an desires or if the com- 
Bw hw - ad ie answered {will os — it at any time 


tleman 
b here or sen it in . Iwill be glad any in 
femation the committee desires in to this matter 


The chairman said: 

The committee feels very much obliged to you. 

And Mr. Carlisle departed. That is the way to conduct public 
business courteously. That is what the Democratic House did. 
There was no difficulty about —— was no reluctance 
im appearing. He stated the situation y, and it is a part of 
the records of the House. 
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The present Committee on Ways and Means of the other H« 
have already had the bond wenmlion under consideration onder o 


: : € passed, but referred to them for 
preliminary inquiry. The ——_ Republican Ways and Means 
Committee of the House of Representatives not long azo sent a 
courteous letter to Mr. Carlisle, and he replied. That letter has 
not been published, so far asl amaware. I desire, with the kind 
permission of the Senate, to incorporate it in my remarks. |t is 
dated March 7, 1896, and is addressed to Hon. Netson Dixciyy 
Jr., chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, in which the 
Secretary acknowledges the receipt of his favor, speaking of the 
reference of the r ution to the committee, and asking him {o 
make such response as to the allegations contained in the reso]))- 
tion as he saw fit. Then the Secretary of the Treasury procee|s 
to elucidate the bond question and all the complaints that had 
then been made. At the conclusion of the letter is the followines 
language, to which I invite attention: = 
If, notwithstanding this brief statement of the facts, the committer ang 
the House of Representatives consider the allegations contained in the news. 
poe clippings which were inclosed in your letter, and which appear to 
ave been adopted as the basis of the resolution, of sufficient importance +, 
demand or justify an investigation, the Treasury Department will cheer! lly 
do all in its a to facilitate the inquiry and promptly furnish all pap.+ 


records, and other evidence in its possession or under its control relating in 
any manner to the transaction in question. 


I have the honor to be, very re —— 
. . } Olds, & ecretary. 


The Committee on Ways and Means were evidently satistie) 
with the statement. They have asked for no further information. 
They have not gone further with the resolution. They have not 
ordered an investigation, but this body, which can not so appro- 
priately investigate alleged wrongdoing as can the House of R.)- 
resentatives, substantially usurps the functions of the House, 
which is solely given the power of impeachment. The letter ex- 
— the whole transaction. There is no real necessity for any 

urther steps being taken. 

Here is the letter: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 


° Washington, D. C., March 7, 1896. 
Hon. Newson DrIneuey, Jr., 
Chairman Committee on Ways and Means, House of Representatives. 

Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your favor of February 
26, inclosing a copy of a preamble and resolution providing for the appoint- 
ment of a committee by the Se eee ae the al- 

ere reasury in ng eliver to one 
500, in bonds of the United States and awarding 
J.P. & Co., notwithstanding the said Graves is alleged 
to have “ tendered the of the Treasury the amount of said bid for 
said bonds in gold at the subtreasury in the city of New York,” and inviting 
from me such response to the ons as I may be pleased to make. 

I have the honor to say that on 6th day of January, 1896, a circular was 
aan oe until 12 o'clock m. on Wednesday, February 
5, ‘or 


ting sealed 
the Se hee cent coupon o 
Lo. Lak i ay tions of ha ins might 
desired by 


or multiples of that sum, as micht 
be bidders, and it was that “ purchasers will be required to 
y in United —— coin or gold certificates for the bonds awarded to 
hem, and the in accrued thereon after the Ist day of February, 1%), 
up to the time of pa’ t for the bonds.” Payments for the bonds were re- 
quifed to be made at the various subtreasuries of the United States by in- 
: accrued interest wpon receipt 

st at the 

thereafter; that all one bidders were given the 

Ss paying the whole amount at the of the first installment, and 
hose who had aid all installments 


previously were allowed to pay 
the whole amount of their bids at any time not later ty 
the last installment. 


the maturity of 

On the 15th day of January, heen te additional circular was issued, notify- 
ing bidders that after the of the first installment of 20 per cent with 
accrued interest, the of the amounts bid ht ee in install- 
ments of 10 per cent each and aecrued interest at the of fifteen days 
thereafter; but all accepted bidders vrere allowed to pay the whole amount 
of their bid at the time of the first installment, and al bidders who 
had all installments y the whole 


paid previously maturing were to 
of their bids at any time not later than the maturity of the last installment. 
Among the pro under cireulars was one from ‘ Wil- 
Graves and associates,” in the words and figures : 
“New Yor« Crry, N. Y., February 4, 1396. 


f in gold 
treasurer at New 


) in denominations as stated be- 
, and w livered to us at office of I. B. Newcombe, 
Mills Building, New York City, 


or Bank of California, San Pranciseo. 
“WILLIAM GRAVES AND ASSOCIATES. 
“To the SecrREraARY OF THE TREASURY.” 
fo 


500 
1,000 _..... 


or in gold the 
desire ~ ge 
oa them to be 








1896. 





or satisfactory information concerning his basimess or financial standing was 
obtained, «nd on the 7th day of February, 1806, I caused the following confi- 
dential telegram to be sent to the assistant treasurer of the United States 
at San Francisco, to wit: 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 7, 1896. 
“AssIsTANT TREASURER UNITED Srares, San Francisco, Cal.: 


“Can you ascertain from the Bank of California or others as to the financial 
standing and responsibility of William Graves, a large bidder for bonds. It 
is important. Do not neglect to answer rose by wire. Confidential. 

“J. FP. MELINE, Assistant Treasurer.” 

On the same day the following response was received: 


“ PEBRUARY 7, 1896 
“'TREASURER UNITED STATES, Washington, D. C.: 

“ Party referred to in yours of to-day, from what is learned from Bank of 
California and from others, was known very slightly as promoter or financial 
agent, but not capitalist. Can not give his whereabouts. 

“C. P. BERRY, Assistant Treasurer.” 

Although the information thus secured was not considered sufficient to 
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| was the course pursued in all cases, and Mr. Graves bad been advised 


} notice 


show to my entire satisfaction the ability of the bidder to pay for sucha | 


large amount of bonds, yet as he appeared to have been “ very slightly” 
known as a financial agent, and as he professed to have others associated 
with him in making his bid, it was deemed better not to reject his offer with 
out first grag ie an opportunity to comply with the terms of the circular 
and his bid. t of abundant caution, therefore, and in order to avoid a pos 
sible mistake in a matter of such importance to the bidder and to the Gov- 
ernment, a notice of acceptance was mai!«d to ‘William Gravesand associates, 
New York, N. Y.,” on the evening of February 9, 1806, being the same day on 
which other notices to accepted bidders were mailed. The notice was as 
follows: 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., February 8, 1896. 
“Srrs: You are hereby notified that your subscription under the terms of 
the Department circulars of January 6, January 9, and January 15, 1896, for 
$4,500,000 of the 4 sd cent bonds of the United States for which you have 
to vay in United States gold coin or gold certificates, at the office of 


the assistant treasurer in the city of New York, at the rate of $115.3391 and | 


accrued interest per $100 face value of said bonds, has been accepted. 

“You are therefore requested to deposit with the United States assistant 
treasurer at New York on or before the ith day of February, 18%, the sum 
of $1,088,051.90, which is20 per cent of the amount of your subscription at the 

rice above named. The accrued interest from February 1, 189, to date of 
The yment eer requested should also be paid at the rate of 4 per cent 
on the amount of the bonds paid tor by said deposit. At the expiration of 
fifteen days from the date of this first payment an additional payment of 10 

cent must be made, and such payments must be continued at intervals 
of fifteen days until the whole amount is paid. The accrued interest accom- 
panying each payment must be computed from February 1, 1806, to date of 
such payment. you desire to pay the entire amount of your subscription 
atonce you may do so, or you may anticipate the total payment of your sub- 
scription at any time prior to the maturing of the last installment. In the 
former case the amount to be deposited is $5,190,259.50, with accrued interest 
at 4 per cent on $4,500,000 from February 1, 1896, to date of deposit. 

“The Secretary of the Treasury should be promptly advised of the charac- 
ter of the bonds desired (whether ~ ye or coupon), and the denomina- 
tions thereof. If this information has already been furnished, please con- 


firm it. 

“The bonds will be issued only upon receipt by the Secretary of the original 
certificate of deposit of the assistant treasurer receiving the payments.) The 
Department is prepared to begin the delivery of the bonds at once, and de- 
liveries will be continued as rapidly as the facilities of the Department will 


permit. i 
“ Respectful y, yours, J. G@. CARLISLE, Secretary. 
** New York, N, Y.” ' 


“WILLIAM GRAVES AND ASSOCIATES, 
A list of the accepted bidders was published in the principal newspapers of 
the country, including the New York City papers, on the morning of Feb- 
9, which Mr. Graves doubtless saw. But, however that may be, it is 
n that he knew of the acceptance of his bid as early as noon, February 
10, as is shown by the following telegrams: 
“ (Telegram. } 


: “New York, February 10, 1896—12.26 p. m. 
“Hon. J. G. CARLISLE, 


“ Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C.: 
“Bank *. _— received their bond allotment. Have ours been for- 


warded? 
“WILLIAM GRAVES AND ASSOCIATES. 


“ (Telegram. ] 
“TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 10, 1896. 
“WILLIAM GRAVES AND ASSOCIATES, 
“New York, N. Y.: 


“Your notification was duly forwarded. ow, B CURTE 
\“ Assistant Secretary. 


“ Collect.” 
Reetibtaly eon the receipt of the above telegram from Mr. Graves, a 
Saacate n tion of acceptance was mailed to him, addressed tothe Mills 
, New York, and nothing further was heard from him until Febru- 
a7 at - m., when Mr. Allison Nailor, of the city of Washington, 


time until the eeneees 
tant of 20 par qsnt cm his bid. This letter was left at the 
men a is ereto. 
In a letter to the dcoretary dated February 13, 1906, a copy of which is 
oppented. ir. Graves stated oot as es Gas Sag reserves the ao 
acceptance” of his bid and claimed that it hac mm erroneously 
addressed, although his own quotation of the address in his letter shows that 
in exact accord with the information given on the face of his bid. He 
to mention the fact that he had previously received a duplicate notice 
had also been notified by wire that the original had been sent. In this 
to be informed by wire or mail whether the bonds could be 
to the subtreasury to be given to him “upon anticipated pay- 
advised by a telegram, a copy of which is at- 
be 


tached, that he issued only upon receipt at the Secretary's 
of the original certificate showing that they had been paid tor. 


vered to Secre’ in person a letter without date, from Graves to 
a) requestin: e latter to call on the Secretary and ask for an | 
extension following, February 19, to 


| 15th of February, 1896, notwithstanding which he failed t 
| whatever on account of his offer 


2 eee 








of acceptance that the original certificate of deposit would be re 


( the day che first installment of 2) per cent was due, February 15. 1896. 
Mr. Giraves made another application by telephonic message for an extension 
of the time, and in response he was informed by wire that no extension 





could be given, as will be seen from the c 
him which is attached heret« 
rhe statement in the preamble to the res 


py of the telegraphic dispatch to 


ution inclosed in your letter that 











Mr. Graves had tendered the Secretary of the Treasury the am of his 
bid for bonds in gold at the subtreasury in the city of New York is wholly 
incorrect. Neither he nor anyone for him tendered any gold whatever in 
payment for the bonds, or any part of them, at the reasury at New York, 
or elsewhere. On the contrary, on the morning of thday of February, 
1806, the day on which payments were required to be made, Mr. Graves sent 
to the Secretary of the Treasury a telegram, in wh he abandon origi- 
nal bid of 115.5301, and proposed to take the bonds at 113.50, and 1 that 
he would give satisfactory financial ind inesday, | ruary 
19th, showing his ability to fulfill such an agr ti my 
isappended. And onthe same day, and other days up to nd inclu 19th 
day of February, he wrote and sent various letters legrams to t Secre 
tary, copies of al! which are appended hereto © was t these 
telegramsand letiers for the reason thi ccordir ‘terms ular 
under which the bonds were offered to the public, the time for re« bids 
had expired on the 5th day of February, 1896, at 12 o'clock m » bids 
made or received after that time had been or could properly be sidered 
Bids had been made in good faith by responsible parties within the designated 
time and in accordance with the terms of the circular for the whole of the 
proposed loan, and the Department has in every case declined to consider 
any bid which was not so made. 

So far as this Department has been able to ascertain, Mr. Graves had no 
associa<es in his bid, and was wholly unable to comply with its terms. It 


was not a bona fide bid, but was purely speculative, and sul equent devel- 


opments showed that it ought to have been rejected at the beginning along 
with two other bids of the same character, amounting to $120,000,000, which 
were in fact rejected, and about which no complaint bas been mad y the 
yretended bidders, or anybody else. His complaint that he had been em 
Cavened or obstructed by errors or delays on the part of the Treasury 
Department is not sustained by the facts. There were no errors or delays 
on the part of the Department. According to the termsof the circular under 
which his bid was made, the first installment, 20 per cent and accrued interest, 
was required to be paid “‘upon receipt of notice of acceptance of bids,’ and 


if his bid was in fact made in good faith he of course 
with that requirement. By the terms of the not ) 
him, however, the time of payment was extended until 


expected to comply 
acceptance ent to 
and in« ne the 
»make any deposit 


If this bid had been rejected at the beginning, the duty of the Secretary of 
the Treasury to award the $4,500,000 in bonds to the next highest responsible 
bidder would have been perfectly clear, and it is difficult to see how the fact 
that its fictitious character was not fully discovered until alater date canin 
any way affect either the duty of the Secretary or the rights of other | 


bona 
fide bidders. Messrs. J.P. Morgan & Co. had, within the time pre cribed by 
the circular, and in accordance with the terms of the pr posal, put in a bid 
for the whole $100,000,000 at a price of $110.6877, and all bona fide bids above 
that price having been accepted, they were entitled to have awarded to them 


the remainder of the loan. Onand before February 15, 1896, that firm de- 
posited the sum of $36,520,018 in gold coin and certificates, and on that day 
they notified the Treasury Department by wire that they had deposited 
gold with the subtreasurer and Government depositories largely in 
of 20 per cent on any possible annount that could be awarded to then 

After a careful consideration of the subject they were notified on February 
19, 1896, that they would be required to receive and pay for all the bonds 
which Graves and a few other smaller bidders had failed to take. and the 


excess 


firm has already aid in gold and gold certificates the sum of $37,498,100, leav- 
ing unpaid only about $420,000 on the entire amount awarded to it. Ordinary 
good faith on the part of the Government demanded that bona fide bidders 


who had strictly complied with all the requirements of the proposal under 
which their offers were made should not be excluded from consideration by 
the wrongful interposition of fictitious or purely speculative bids, and in my 
opinion the only legal and honorable course that could be pursued in this 
matter was to award the bonds upon which defaults were made to the par- 
ties who had in good faith, and within the time prescribed, submitted the 
next highest offer. 

If, notwithstanding this brief statement of the facts, the committee and 
the House of Representatives consider the allegations contained in the news- 
yaper clippings which were inclosed in your letter and which appear to have 
tom adopted as the basis of the resolution of sufficient importance to demand 
or justify an investigation, the Treasury Department will cheerfully do all 
in its power to facilitate the inquiry and promptly furnish all papers, records, 
and other evidence in its possession or under its control relating in any man- 
ner to the transaction in question. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
J. G. CARLISLE, Secretary. 


Mr. President, I oppose the investigation now even though the 
terms of the resolution have been modified and its offensive fea- 
tures eliminated and the regular committee substituted for a special 
committee. I confess I do not approve of the precedent which 
will be created. The Senate has already been satiated with re 
lutions for the investigation of Florida matters, and it referred 
them notwithstanding every consideration of courtesy which was 
urged. Yet when we refuse to one of our own Democratic asso- 
ciates upon this side of the Chamber the opportunity he wanted 
to investigate affairs in Florida, we must hasten to give the other 
side—to our Populist friend, the Senator from Kansas—this reso- 


y the | lution of investigation as a matter of courtesy. 
Depart. 


Next will come the Alabama resolution for an investigation, 
and the Senators from that State as well as from the South gen- 
erally will expect the New York Senators to stand by them in 
opposition to the investigation. I warn them of the precedent 
which they are establishing by adopting this resolution. There is 
no necessity for this resolution. There is no necessity for the Ala- 
bama resolution. There is no necessity for the Florida resolution. 
The Florida resolution was referred to the committee two or three 
times, but this resolution, it seems, is to be pressed to passage. 
Louisiana will come next in the list of States whose proceediags 
are proposed to be inquired into. It is the age of investigation, 
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There is a mania for investigation. I have read here letters and 
»etitions from all parts of the country asking that everything be 
nvestigated. 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] when, at 
the conclusion of his remarks yesterday, he said that he had seen 
no good reason for this investigation. o one else has seen a good 
reason for the investigation. Democrats, be not deceived. It is 
a useless, an unnecessary, a causeless proceeding. It is an at- 
tack upon your Democratic Secretary of the Treasury. It is 
putting him to annoyance and trouble unreasonably and improp- 
wy. You are playing into the hands of your opponents, the Re- 
publicans and Populists. You do not object to the investigation 
simply for fear somebody will say thereis something wrong. The 
Secretary of the Treasury himself has not objected. Noone is au- 
thorized to object to it in his behalf. I disclaim all responsibility 
of speaking for him. He has tendered the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee any information in his power, and yet, sir, for some reason 
which it seems to me can only be attributed to jealousy, to malice, 
or todifferences over the great gold and silver question, or tosome- 
thing else, the resolution is to be offensively pressed. 

I have no personal interest in this matter. I care nothing for 
these New York syndicates, of which I am said to be the cham- 
pion. Ido not deceive myself. The votes already given indicate 
the temper of the Senate. I expect to be overruled. I am used 
to it. Ican wait my vindication. I will patiently abide events. 
I disclaim all personal feeling. I am actuated simply by a desire 
to discharge my duty which I think I owe to the country, my duty 
to these high officials, the President and Secretary of the Treasury, 
for whose appointment or nomination I wasnotresponsible. Ihave 
asked no Senator around this circle to vote with me in opposition 
to the resolution. I have made no personal — to any Sena- 
tor. Ihave only ee my arguments, and each Senator ma 
vote as seems to him best. I do not think this is a wise proceed- 
ing. I do not think it a politic proceeding. I know not what 
course the committee will adopt. Undoubtedly, sir—appreciat- 
ing its fairness, its impartiality, which I cheerfully concede—it 
will endeavor to do its duty; but the silver question warps men’s 
judgments; it aifects their opinions; it stirs up their preju- 
dices. It makes nembers of the same party distrust each other. 
We have had an exhibition of this feeling on the floor this morn- 
ing, and although the committee may strive to be fair, you know, 
Senators, what the result of such investigations has been in the 
past. There will be difficulties; there will be bickerings; there 
will be contentions; there will be unpleasant misunderstandings; 
there is likely to be clamor and unpleasantness. These things 
should have been avoided, 

The resolution is now in the hands of the Senate. I shall vote 
against the resolution if I am the only man here who does so. I 
have stood alone in the past in matters to which I need not now 
allude, and I can afford to stand alone again. I do not care even 
whether the yeas and nays are called upon the passage of the reso- 
lution. That is a matter for the Senate todetermine. I have dis- 
charged my duty, Mr. President, as I understand it, and with that 
I am content. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I desire to offer an amendment, to strike out 
all of the third clause of the resolution after the words ‘in rela- 
tion thereto,” in line 15, page 2. 

The Senator who offered the resolution said that the first clause 
of the resolution covers all of the legitimate subjects of investi- 
gation, but that he desires the other clauses to be retained be- 
cause they particularize. I submit that that portion of the third 
paragraph which I move to strike out does not particularize, does 
not enlarge, is not germane to the investigation directed by the 
first paragraph. It is framed so as insidiously to intimate that 
the Secretary of the Treasury may have had some share in the 
profits supposed to have been realized from the bond sales. If it 
is intended that such a charge shall be investigated it would be 
fair and manly to say so in terms that can not be mistaken. If 
it is not intended to intimate that such a charge may bo looked 
into, then I say it would be generous to strike out those mislead- 
ing words to be found in the lines I have moved to strike out. 

I submit to the Senator who offered the resolution that justice 
on his part ought to induce him to consent to the amendment I 


propose. 
Mr. PEFFER and Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be 


stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Kentucky {Mr. Linpsay] will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “thereto,” in line 15, para- 
graph 3, it is proposed to strike out the remainder of the resolu- 
tion, in the following words: 


What agreements or contracts, and whether oral or in writing, and whether 
publicly or privatety, were entered into by the Secretary of the ry 
and any syndicate or person or persons with respect to the sale and 

the bonds, and the profits made or to be e by such syndicate or any 
person or persons connected with such syndicate, d y or indirectly; 
whether such contract or agreement had - and what effect on the 


— for the bonds, what the effect was, who, if any person, profi 


to what extent. by 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the hou; 
of 4 o'clock having arrived, the vote is to be taken upon the r 
lution. The question is on ing to the amendment of tho 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay]. : 

Mr. LINDSAY. As the Senator from Kansas does not seem to 
be inclined to withdraw those words, and as the motion upon my 
part to that effect might be mistaken, I withdraw the amendme; 

Mr. PEFFER. I will say that that is the very meat of ti. 
whole resolution. . 

Mr. COCKRELL. No debate is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Theamendmentis withdrawn. T),o 
question is on agreeing to the resolution submitted by the Se,- 
tor from Kansas [Mr. PEFFER] as amended. 

Mr. PETTIGREW and Mr. WOLCOTT called for the yeas and 
nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. DUBOIS (when his name was called). Iannounce the pair 
of the senior Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Smit], with who, 
I am usually paired, with the Senator from Utah [Mr. Cannoy). 
If the Senator from Utah [Mr. CaNNoNn] were present, he would 
vote ‘‘yea.” I vote “yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER ag his name was called). I am paired 
with my colleague [Mr. ELKins]. If he were present, I should 
vote ‘‘nay” on the passage of the resolution. 

Mr. GEAR (when his name was called). 
senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. GorDON]. 
I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I have a standing 
pair with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. MorRILL], but he au- 
thorized me to vote as I choose on this question. I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. KYLE (when his name was called). Iwas requested by 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] to arrange a 
pair with the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLatT]. If that is 
the understanding, I will Sane myself with the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLattT]. I understand that if the Senator from 
Connecticut were present, he would vote ‘‘nay.” I should vote 


§SO- 


I am paired with tho 
If he were present, 


eS ” upon this proposition. 
r. PRITCHARD (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BLANCHARD]. If he were 


present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. QUAY (when his name was called). I have a general pair 
with the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGAN]. Not being aware 
how he would vote, I withhold my vote. he were present, I 
should vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Ti11- 
MAN]. If he were present, I should vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. WALTHALL (when Mr. VooRHEES’s name was calle), 
The senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. VoorHEEs] is paired on this 
question with the senior Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ca.- 
ERON]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. BERRY. I desire to announce that my colleague [| Mr. 
JONES] is necessarily absent and is paired with the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. Hate}. If mycolleague were present, he would vote 
‘* vea.” 

Mr. PASCO. Mycolleague [Mr. CALL] is absent from the city. 
He would vote “‘yea,” if he were present. He is paired with the 
Senator from Oregon [Mr. McBrIDE]. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have a standing pair with the senior 
Senator from Texas [Mr. Mitts]. He is not present, and I suz- 
gest to the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. FAULKNER] that we 
transfer our pairs so that the Senator from Texas [Mr. MILs] 
will stand paired with the Senator from West Virginia | Mr. 
ELKins], and we will both vote. 

Mr. FAULKNER. That is perfectly agreeable to me. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I vote “‘ yea.” 

Mr. FAULKNER. I vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. WARREN. I desire to announce the pair of my colleague 

r. CLARK], who is absent from the city, with the junior Sen- 

r from Maryland [Mr. Grsson]. My colleague would vote 
‘*vea” if he were here. 

Mtr. MITCHELL of Oregon (after having voted in the affirma- 
tive). I voted, but I have since ascertained that the senior Sena- 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. ViLAs], with whom I am generally 

ired, is absent. I suggest to the senior Senator from Tennessee 

Mr. Harris}, who I understand is paired with the senior Sena- 

r from Vermont yo MorRILL], that we transfer our pairs. 

Mr. HARRIS. I am ectly willing to exchange pairs, al- 
though I have the permission of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
ae to vote. But I will exchange pairs with the Senator 


m mn. 
Mr. MITCHELL of . Thank you. 
Mr. GALLINGER. OF i caize to announce the _ of my col- 
yo ag 8 ew CHANDLER] with the junior Senator New York 
[Mr. Morpny}. a is absent from the city. 

Mr. HA SY. th my colleague [Mr. PLatr] and I were in 
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Connecticut yesterday. We both started for Washington. I do 
not see him present, however. I should like to know from the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Ky.) if he is sure that my col- 
l e would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. KYLE. I wasso informed by theclerk of the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLatr]. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I have serious doubt—— 

Mr. KYLE. If there is doubt in regard to the matter-—— 

Mr. LODGE. I will state that the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire [ Mr. CHANDLER], who was called away from Washington, 
left with me a letter from the Senator from Connecticut { Mr. 
Patt], in which he says: 

against the bond resolution. I pose Mr. Mu ould, 
ee Se I ought to be paired with aan — 4 wee a 


agreed with Mr. ALLEN when it was last up to pair with Mr. KYLEe. So per- 
haps Mr. KYLE would pair with me now that I am away. 


Mr. HILL. I desire to inquire whether the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. FRYE has voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. FRYE. My vote is recorded. 

Mr. HILL. I simply make the inquiry, because I understood 
the Senator from Maine had a pair with the senior Senator from 
Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. 

Mr. FRYE. I have a pair with the senior Senator from Mary- 
land. 

Mr. HILL. I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to 
the fact that in a speech made the other day the senior Senator 
from Maryland said he was opposed to the resolution. Thatis all. 





Mr. FRYE. I did not notice the absence of the Sengtor from 
Maryland. } R 

Mr. HILL. I make the suggestion, as the vote is so close. 
[Laughter. : " : 

Mr. FR (after having voted in the affirmative). 1 did not 
notice the absence of the senior Senator from Maryland. I with- 
draw my vote. 

The result was announced—yeas 51, nays 6; as follows: 

YEAS—51, 
Allen, Cullom, McBride, Shoup, 
Allison, Daniel, MeMillan, Squire, 
Bacon, Davis, Mantle, Stewart, 
Baker, Dubois, Mitchell, Oreg. Teller, 
Bate, Gallinger, Nelson, Turpie, 
Berry, George, Pasco, Vest, 
Blackburn, Hansbrough, Peffer, Walthall, 
Brown, Harris, Perkins, Warren, 
Bur Hawley, Pettigrew, Wetmore, 
Butler, Irby, Pugh, White, 
Carter, Jones, Nev. Roach, Wilson, 
Chilton, Lindsay, Sewell, Wolcott. 
: Sherman, 
NAYS—6. 
Quer, Gray, Mitchell, Wis. Palmer. 
a . 
NOT VOTING—-2 
Aldrich, Elkins, Jones, Ark. Pritchard, 
Blanc Frye, Kyle, Proctor, 
Brice, ear, Martin, Quay, 
Call, Gibson Mills, Smith. 
Cameron, Gordon, Morgan, Thurston, 
Cannon, Gorman, Morrill, Tillman, 
Chandler, Hale, Murphy, Vilas, 
Clark, Hoar, Platt, Vorhees. 


So the resolution as amended was agreed to. 
WIDOW OF THOMAS L. YOUNG. 


Mr. CULLOM. I wish to call up the conference report on the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill for disposition 
at this time. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I ask the Senator from Mlinois if he will allow 
me > call up for passage a little bill which will take but a mo- 
men 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield for that purpose, upon the Senator's 
assurance that it will take no time and that there will be no dis- 


cussion about it. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 1743) for the relief of t 
Thomas L. Young. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Wass, Procesied to consider the bill, which proposes to pay the 
claim of the widow of the late Thomas L. Young, who served as 
an man and officer of the Regular Army of the United 
States, and afterwards as captain of Benton Cadets, Missouri Vol- 
unteers, and as major, lieutenant-colonel, and colonel of the One 
hundred and eighteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, in the war of 
the rebellion, and appropriates not exceeding $478 as a balance or 
balances of wages earned by him and not heretofore paid to him 
or to his legal representatives. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
toa third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


poems con- 
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LEGISLATIVE, ETC., APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CHILTON. I hope the Senator from Illinois will allow me 
to have a bill put on its passage which is of considerable impor- 
tance. 

Mr. CULLOM. 1am inclined to think the conference report, 
which will take but a few minutes, should be adopted. It has 
been lying on the tables of Senators all day, and, so far as I know, 
it isin the main satisfactory. I hope that I may be allowed to 
have it disposed of now. The Senator from Texas will have time 
afterwards for the consideration of his bill. I hope that we shall 
have immediate action on the conference report. I move that the 
Senate concur in the report of the committee of conference on the 
bill (H. R. 6248) making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1897, and for other purposes. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the 
Senator from Illinois to concur in the report of the committee of 
conference, which has been heretofore read. 

The report was concurred in. 

Mr. CULLOM. I now move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments not yet agreed to by the House of Representatives 
and ask for a further conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 

3y unanimous consent, the Vice-President was authorized to 
appoint the conferees on the parf of the Senate at the further con- 
ference; and Mr. CuLLom, Mr. TELLER, and Mr. CocKRELL were 
appointed, 
DENISON AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY, 


Mr. CHILTON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2488) to amend an act entitled “An act 
to authorize the Denison and Northern Railway Company to con- 
struct and operate a railway through the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes.” This bill has received the favorable report 
of the Committee on Indian Affairs, and I am sure there is no 
“—eee to it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. CHILTON. I move that the bill be amended by striking 
out, in line 8 of section 1, the words ‘‘ three years ” and inserting 
‘‘two years from the approval of this act.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Texas will be stated. 

The SEcretTARY. In section 1, line 8, before the word “ years,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ three” and insert ‘‘two”; and after 
the word ** years” to insert “from the approval of this act”; so 
as to make the section read: 

That the provisions of section 9 of the act entitled “An act to authorize the 
Denison and Northern Railway Company to construct and operate a railway 
through the Indian Territory, and for other purpos approved July 30, 
isvz, be, and the same hereby are, extended for a further period of two years 
from the approval of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The biil was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


=, 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimous consent that we may now 
proceed with the Calendar for the remainder of this evening, con- 
sidering unobjected House bills which have been favorably re- 
ported, and dispose of them, so that they may become laws. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. STEWART. Let us go to the Calendar regularly. 

Mr. FRYE. Theriver and harbor bill ought to be proceeded 
with, for it is very important to get it passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Missouri re- 
state his request? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent that the Senate 
may now proceed, commencing where we last left off, with the 
consideration of unobjected House bills for the remainder of this 
evening. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. DUBOIS. Will the Senator from Missouri not consent to 
going to the Calendar in regular order, and not simply proceed- 
ing: with the consideration of House bills? 

Mr. FRYE. [I shall object to either request. 


I regard it as my 


| duty to this great river and harbor appropriation bill to go on 


with it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is interposed. 

Mr. FRYE. There will be time enough for the consideration 
of bills on the Calendar after the appropriation bills are disposed 
of. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
river and harbor appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
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the Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 7977) 
making appropriations for the construction, repair, and preserva- 
tion of certain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other 
purposes, 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at line 17, on page 
46. The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on 
page 46, after the word “ improvement,” at the end of line 20, to 
strike out ‘five hundred” and insert ‘‘two hundred and fifty”; 
80 as to read: 

Improving Delaware River, from Trenton to its mouth, Pennsylvania and 
New Jersey: Continuing improvement, $250.000. 

Mr. FRYE. That matter was particularly referred yesterday 
to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] and the Senator from 
Delaware per. Gray]. I would inquire whether or not anything 
was agreed tin relation to it? 

Mr. VES7. Yes, Mr. President. The amendment of the com- 
mittee which has just been read will not be agreed to, so as to 
allow the amount to remain at $500,000. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
reported by the committee. ' 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, in line 23, on page 46, after the 
word ‘‘ Perriwig Bar,” to insert: 

And $3,000 shall be expended in rebuilding and enlarging the dike on Gov- 
ernment reservation at the junction of the Schuylkill and Delaware rivers, 
at Fort Mifflin: Previded, That no part of said appropriation or of any appro- 
——- heretofore made shall be expended wpon the building of a dike be- 

ween Reedy Island and Listons Point until a board of three engineer officers, 
to be appointed by the Secretary of War, shall consider the project of said 
dike with reference to preserving and improving the navigation of the Appo- 
quinimink River and :k Bird Creek, and the riparian rights and ties 
of the Delaware shore. 

Mr. VEST. In line 1 of the amendment, on page 47, after the 
words ‘‘Fort Miffiin,” I move to insert the amendment which I 
send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Missouri to the amendment of the committee will 
be stated. : 

The Secretary. After the words “ Fort Mifflin,” in line 1, on 
page 47, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That so much of seid sum of $500,000 as shall be necessary may, 
in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be expended in dredging the chan- 
nel through Dam Baker Shoal to the depth of 26 feet at low water. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President—— 

Mr. VEST. The Senator will permit me to get through with 
the amendments which I wish to propose. 

Mr. QUAY. Very well. 

Mr. VEST. After the amendment to the amendment which 
has just been adopted, before the word “Provided,” I move to 
insert the word “And”; and after the word ‘‘Provided” to insert 
**fert ” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 47, line 1, before the word ‘‘Provided,” 
it is proposed to insert the word ‘‘And”; and after the word ‘‘Pro- 
vided” to insert ‘‘ further”; so as to read: 

And provided further, That no part of said appropriation, etc. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. I now move the amendment which I send to the 


desk in the wabsognent pest of the clause. 

The VICE-P ID . The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 4,on page 47, after the word ‘‘point,” 
it is proposed to strike out ‘‘ until” and insert “ but”; after the 
word “ consider,” in line 6, to insert ‘‘and report through the Sec- 
retary of War to next session of Congress as to”; and in line 9, 
after the word ‘‘shore,” to insert ‘‘as well as to deepening the 
main channel of said river.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. Mr. President, the understanding is that if that 
amendment is adopted the original provision as it came from the 
House shall be restored. 

Mr. FRYE. That has been done. 

Mr. QUAY. Was that done by the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; that was done. 

Mr. QUAY. It is all right then. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, let the Secretary read the amendment as 
amended. : 

Mr. QUAY. Ishould like to hear the clause read as it stands. 

Mr. FRYE. That is what I ask; that the whole clause about 
the Delaware River be read as amended. ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[Improving was River, from Trenton to its mouth, 


New Jersey: t, 
ype improvement of the channel over Perriwig Bar, and 
expended in rebuilding and enlarging the dike, on Government reserva- 


tion, at the junction of the Schuylkill and Delaware riv i . 

Provided, That so much of said sum of 000 as shall ae ponies 

the discretion of the Sec of War, be expended in dredging the channel 

through Dam Baker shoal to the depth of 26 feet at low water: And provid+:1 

further, That no pers of said appropriation or of any appropriations heret 
e 


fore made shall ar upon the building of a dike between Ree. > 
Tsiand and Listons Point. but a board of three engineer officers, to een ted 


by the Secretary of War, shall consider and report throx the Secretary 5? 
War to next session of Congress as to the project of said dike with refere)... 
to preserving and improving the navigation of the Appoquinimink River a),) 
Black Bird Creek, and the riparian rightsand facilities of the Delaware shor... 
as well as to deepening the main channel of said river. , 

Mr. FRYE. That is right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question ison the amendment 
of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 48, line 18, after the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” to insert: 


Provided, That the additional sum of $25,000 may be expended in the dis. 
cretion of the Secretary of War for such dredging as may be necessary 
the maintenance of channels from the mouths of the Appoquinimink |; 
and Blackbird Creek to the channel of the Delaware River through the di): 
now being constructed from Reedy Island to Liston Point for the improv - 
ment of slaware. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Appoquindentnks River, Delaware: Continuing improvement 
$5000: Provided, That the additional sum of $25,000 may be expended in t\)> 
diseretion of the Secretary of War for such dredging as may be necessary 
for the maintenance of channels from the mouths of the Appoquinimink 
River and Biackbird Creek to the channel of the Delaware River throuch 
the dike now being constructed from Reedy Island to Liston Point for the 
improvement of the Delaware. 
_ Mr. VEST. LIsuggest to the chairman of the committee that, 
in view of the amendments which have been made on pages 46 
and 47, the amendment printed in italics on page 48, beginning 
in line 18 and ending with line 25, which has just been read, ig 
unnecessary and should be disagreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, that amendment should be disagreed to. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 49, line 10, after tho 
words ‘* United States,” to insert: 

But the right of — over any railroad or through any railroad or county 


bridge shall not be subject to proviso, and may be secured by condemna- 
tion proceedings. 


So as to make the clause read: 
Improving the inland wabenaee from Chincoteague Bay, Virginia, to Del- 
aware Bay, at or near Lewes, Del, to be used from Delaware Bay to Indian 


River: Contin: improvement, 000: Provided, That no part of this ap- 
propriation shall be expended until the right of way is secured without cost 
to the United States, but the right of way over any railroad or through any 
railroad or county bridge shall not be subject to this proviso, and may be 
secured by condemnation proceedings. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 3, after the words 
**Pocomoke River,” to strike out ‘‘Continuing improvement” 
and insert ‘‘ Maryland, below Snow Hill, in accordance with report 
stibmitted February 25, 1895, five thousand”; so as to make the 
clause read: 

Improving Pocomoke River, 
with report submitted February 25, 

The amendment was agreed to. ’ 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 10, after the word 
‘*maintenance,” to strike out “from main ship channel to Curtis 
Bay ’; so as to make the clause read: 


oun Patapsco River and channel to Baltimore: For maintenance, 


- 


nd, below Snow Hill, in accordance 
$5,000, 


The next amendment was, on 
‘‘submitted,” to strike out ‘* by j. William F. Smith,in House 
Exeeutive Document No. 323, Fifty-third Congress, third ses- 
—: and insert ““ February 14, 1895”; so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving Nanticoke River, Delaware and Maryland: Contim 
ment, in accordance with report and plan submitted February 14, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 50, line 20, before the word 
‘*thousand,” to insert “and twenty-five”; and in the same line, 
after the word “dollars,” to insert: 

the rental of an office in 


~ Provided, That Sun eopayinn cnet ingeeommnant 
the cit of Voneen, ES arate toexceed $35 per month, is hereby 
autho when no pu is available, to be paid for pro rata from 
eee local of the 

improvement 


50, line 14, after the word 


improve- 
$3,000, 


the appropria’ 
engineer officer having charge of the Potomac River. 
So as to make the clause read: 
Improving Potomac River, Washington, D. C.: Contin improvement, 
$25.00: Provided, That for aS ete! of ac 
office in the city of Washington, D. at a rate not to exceed $85 
is hereby authorized 


when no public is available, to be 
rata from the appropriations made for works of improvement 


Trop! 
charge of the engineer officer having charge of the improvement of the 
Potomac River. 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like toask the Senator from Maine what 
necessity there is for this proviso? 


per month, 








1896. 


Mr. FRYE. A room is absolutely necessary for the use of the 
engineer who is in charge of the work, and by the act of March, 
1877, the renting of any building in the District of Columbia for 
Government purposes was forbidden unless expressly authorized 
by The renting of an office by the officer in charge of 
the Potomac River improvement and other river and harbor work 
js absolutely necessary, as there is no room for that purpose in 
any Government building. 

Mr. ALLEN. mgre 
not in some manner carry some benefit to the Washington real 
estatesyndicate. This engineer, or the engineers, as the case may 
be, must have some habitation at the present time, some place to 
transact the public business. What is there in the discharge of 
the duties under this law that they can not discharge those duties 
as well in the offices they now occupy, or the rooms they now 
occupy, as to rent additional quarters in this city at the expense 
of the Government at $85 a month? 

Mr. FRYE. I will simply say that the Engineer Department 
reported to the committee that there was no room for this pur- 

at all, and that it was oe necessary to have one, and 
the best they could do was probably to rent quarters at $85 a 
month. The committee accepted their judgment in relation to it 
and inserted the item in the bill. 

Mr. ALLZIN. I do not know that I ought to antagonize this 
any further or consume any time in antagonizing it further. I 
should antagonize it and vote against it if my vote were of any 
avail; but we have an engineer corps here, and the expenditure of 
this money and this work is to be done under the supervision of 
the Secretary of War. The officers who will have charge of this 
work have quarters in the city now, where they have their plans, 
their papers, their instruments, and whatever may be necessary 
in the discharge of their duties. Why does it become necessary 
under these circumstances, when this bill does not impose upon 
them extraordinary duties, that the hands of the owners of pri- 
vate property in this oy should be shoved into the Treasury, and 
$85 a month of the peopje’s money taken to rent a room, or a few 
rooms, for the accommodation of these engineers? Certainly it is 
the part of wisdom, if we have not public buildings enough here 
to build them, and to build them without delay, so that we shall 
not be compelled to go from time to time throughout this entire 
city and rent buildings and pay out the public money in that way 
whenever there is an appropriation bill which may pass Congress, 
and by that means give the syndicate which controls prices here a 
percentage of the appropriations made, 

I appeal to the honorable Senator from Maine, who I know to 
be a just and honorable man, not to insist upon this provision. 
Let the duties that may be imposed upon these engineers be dis- 
charged from the rooms they now occupy or from other rooms 
that may be furnished them without charge to the Government 
in some one of the numerous public buildings in this city. 

Mr. FRYE. ‘The Senator himself must understand that in this 
matter of improving the Potomac River it is absolutely necessary 
for the engineer in charge tohave rooms. All of the various smal! 

i that he is obliged to use, the tools the men are obliged 
to use, and ing of that kind, must be housed somewhere. 
That can not be done up in the War De ent; they can not 
give way up there. General Craighill said this was an absolute 
necessity for the service and to take care of the property which 
would be used, and I have no doubt it isso. I think it isentirely 
fair that the provision should be in the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Thetrouble with the position of the Senator from 
Maine is simply this: The engineer or engineers, as the case may 
be, who are to take charge of this work have rooms somewhere 
to-day, have they not? 

Mr. FRYE. No. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly they are not out in tents or in pasture. 

Mr. FRYE. The engineer has a house. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; and he has an office where he discharges 
the duties which are imposed upon him by virtue of his relations 
to the Government. 

Mr. FRYE. No; I do not think he has any place now. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Maine mean to say that 
there are public officers in the service of this Government who are 
running around upon the streets, without offices where they can 
discharge the duties imposed upon them, or like Arabs, living in 
tents, or who are turned out to grass? 
some place, and is some place of this kind, some rooms that these 
officers occupy. There must be some place or some rooms where 





their instruments and pa are stored. Why can not those 

rooms be used to-day? hy can not they be used when this en- 

and his men go to work under the requirements of this bill 

ust as well as they can be used to-day? ee 

Of course, it is popular to squander the public money. This is 

a little item of $80 a month, but it is one of the items 

when added to the other hundreds of thousands of dollars 

that are expended in this way, increase the burdens materially 
Upon the people in the form of taxation. 


jens 


Certainly there must be | 
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I should like to see a bill pass Congress that did 


A9AT 


Mr. VEST. If the Senator will permit me, the statement made 
to our committee was that this officer carries his papers up to his 
dwelling house or boarding house (I do not know whether he has 
any family or not), and the necessary machinery, etc., has been 








kept down at the wharf under a shed. He is on a small salary, 
and it is not worthy of the Government to leave its officers in 
such a position. I am very sorry my friend has seized upon this 


particular point to make an attack. 
_ Mr. ALLEN. I can find numerous points of attack. The truth 
is they are so numerous that no man can attack them. That 
is the trouble. If any half dozen men in the S 


late Chamber 

would devote their entire time to looking up leakages, great and 

small, that occur here from session to session, they could not keep 

track of allof them. I speak of this item because it is apparent 

| upon the face of the bill, and because it is apparent to me, at least, 
that it is one of the items that should not pass here, 


| 
| 





Mr. SEWELL. 
interrupt him? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SEWELL. I suggest to the Senator that there is an office, 
a house, that has been rented for years for the usi 


Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 


of this « imcer, 

and it is put in the appropriation bill every year in order to dis 

tinguish the rent of the office from the dredging on the river. and 

he is given authority in this way to charge up his account under 
different appropriations. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not hear the Senator from New Jersey, but 


I infer that he said there was an office provided for this officer. 
Mr. FRYE. Which has to be hired every year. 
Mr. ALLEN. Which has to be hired every year? 


Mr. FRYE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then I infer that every time an appropriation is 
made by Congress to improve the Potomac River that moment we 
begin renting quarters for the engineer and his instruments and 
his men at $80 per month or more, and the moment the money has 
been expended that moment he is either turned out-of-doors and 
required to find quarters for himself for the transaction of busi- 
ness or to carry his office around in his hat, as has been suggested 
by the Senator from Missouri. Ido not believe in this appropria- 
tion. Itis true it is a small amount, only $900, it is said; but if 
you will take the numeroussums of $900 and $1,000 of the people's 
money that are appropriated in this form and absolutely wasted 
you will find that they amount to hundreds of thousands if not 
millions of dollars in the course of a Congress, and where there is 


an opportunity to lop off these little unnecessary expenses, why 
not do it? 

Mr. President, no business man in this country could conduct 
his business successfully two years upon the principles upon which 
this Government is being run. Any business man upon the face 
of the earth, starting with a capital of $1,000,000, would become 
absolutely bankrupt and a subject of public charity within two 
years if he conducted his business upon the principles on which 
we conduct the public business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CULLom in the chair). 
question is on agreeing to the amendment of the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line 24, 
on page 51. 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to propose an amendment to come 
in after line 24, on page 51. 

Mr. FRYE. The committee amendments are to be first acted 
upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands that the 
committee amendments are to be first acted on. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 


The 


The next amendment 


of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 52, line 8, after the 
word “ with,” to strike out ‘‘ approved project for the improve- 
ment thereof” and insert ‘‘ report submitted in the Annual Re- 


port of the Chief of Engineers for 1895”; so as to make the clause 
read: 

Improving Nandua (historically known as Andura) Cree!) 
cordance with report submitted in the Annual Report of t 
neers for 1895, $8,000. 


Vv rgin ' im ac 
he Chic E 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, line 13, to incr the 
appropriation for protecting Jamestown Island from the encroach- 
ments of James River from $6,000 to $15,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 


Virginia ontinuing impr 
of Maj. R. L. Hoxie, submitt 


ase 


52, after line 21, tostrike out: 
Improving Cheat River, West C 
cordance with recommendations 
$3,000. 


rovement in ac- 
ed July 10, 1895, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 4, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘twenty ” and insert ‘‘ thirty”; in the 
same line, after the word “ dollars,” to insert ‘‘ $10,000 of which 
may be used for the location and purchase of sites for the dams 
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within said improvement”; in line 7, after the words “‘ Secretary 
of War,” to strike out: 


At such time as the United States shall become the owner, by condemnation 
or otherwise, of the dams on the Mensagehels River belonging to the Monon- 
gahela River Navigation Company, in Pennsylvania. 


And in line 15, before the word “‘ dollars,” to insert ‘‘two hun- 
dred thousand ”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving the upper Monongahela River, West Virginia: Continuing im- 
provements, $30,000, $10,000 of which may be used for the location and pur- 
chase of sites for the dams within said improvement; and the Secretary of 
War may place the construction of the six dams heretofore recommended 
and reported by the United States engineers on the Monongahela River, in 
the State of West Virginia, under contract at a sum not exceeding $1,200,000, 
to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation for improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina, 
above Wilmington, from $4,000 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 53, line 21, to increase the 
apereeetee for improving Cape Fear River, North Carolina, at 
and below Wilmington, from $100,000 to $195,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 2,to increase the 
appropriation for improving Neuse River, North Carolina, from 
$5,000 to $7,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, line 4, to increase the 
appropriation for improving Pamlico and Tar rivers, North Caro- 
lina, from $2,500 to $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 54, after line 9, to insert: 
gu woving Roanoke River, North Carolina: Continuing improvement, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 56, line 19, after the word 
* River,” to strike out ‘‘ For completion” and insert ‘‘ Continuing 
improvement”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Apalachicola River, Florida, including the cut-off and Lower 
Chipola River: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 57, line 11, before the words 
**Terraceia Bay,” to strike out ‘‘in” and insert *‘ into.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
ge 57, line 18, before the word 











The next amendment was, on 
“bay,” to strike out ‘‘Sarasoto” and insert ‘‘Sarasota”; and in 
line 19, before the word ‘‘ Florida,” to insert ‘‘from Tampa Bay 
to Caseys Pass”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Sarasota Bay, from Tampa Bay to Caseys Pass, Florida: Con- 
tinuing improvement, $2,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 58, line 1, after’ the word 
“with,” to strike out ‘‘latest approved project for its improve- 
ment, twenty-five” and insert ‘‘ project submitted February 27, 
1895, two hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving St. Johns River, Florida, from Jacksonville to the ocean, in ac- 
cordance with project submitted February 27, 1805, $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 18, on 58. 

Mr. PUGH. I desire to offer several amendments to the bill 
on page 58,relative to the improvements on the Warrior and Tom- 
bi » rivers. Is it ees for me now to offer the amendments? 
r. FRYE. Is it in relation to a diversion of a part of the ap- 
propriation? 

r. PUGH. Yes; merely the distribution. Here are the 
amendments. They do not increase the appropriation. 

Mr. VEST. It is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the chairman of the Com- 
— on Commerce agree that the amendments shall be offered 
now 

Mr. FRYE. I think they might as well come in now. It is 
merely a change in the language making the distribution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Theamendments will beaccepted 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. PUGH. They will be accepted by the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The first amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Alabama will be stated. 

The Secretary. Inline8, page 58, before the word “ thousand,” 
strike out ‘‘forty” and insert “ ten;” so as to read: 

Improving Black Warrior River, Alabama, from Tuscaloosa to Daniels 
Creek: Continuing improvement, $10,000. 

The amendment was a; to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment submitted 
by the Senator from Alabama will be stated. 

The Secretary. In line 12, after the words ‘‘one hundred 
and,” strike out ‘‘ fifteen” and insert ‘ forty-five;” so as to read: 

Improving Warrior and Tombigbee rivers, Alabama, from mouth of Tom- 
bigbee River to Tuscaloosa: Continuing improvement, $145,000, 

The amendment was agreed to, 
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out “forty” and insert ‘‘ seventy”; so as to make the clause ye. |. 


page 60. 

Mr. WALTHALL. I ask the chairman of the commitioo 
whether it would be agreeable to him to have an amendin 
serted at this point, or shall I wait? I want to change ihe ; 
of Shubuta. 


into by the Secretary of J 
sary to complete the same, or said materials may be purchased ani \ 
may be done otherwise than by contract, to be paid for as appropriations y,.y 
from time to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $s\i)\)¥), 
exclusive of the amount heretofore appropriated. 


May 7, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment submit; 1 


by the Senator from Alabama will be stated. 


The Secretary. Inline 14, before the word “ thousand,” st;; 


Of which $75,000 are to be expended on the Tombigbee River and $70.00 


the Wenpene een ns oa of = sums as may be necessary is ay : 
zed to be expended in acquiring, by purchase or condemnation, unde, 
laws of Alabama, the lands needed ° — 


in making such improvements. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Thatleaves the amount as originally appropri: 
Mr. PUGH. It is the same. 

Mr. FRYE. It is only a change in its application. 

Mr. PUGH. It distributes it below Tuscaloosa, on the sar 


river 


The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to line ». , 


limes 


Mr. FRYE. Let it be made now. It is only a change of tit\o. 
Mr. WALTHALL. On page 60, line 2, I move to strike out 


‘* Shubuta ” and insert ‘‘ Bucatana”; so as to read: 


Improving Chickasahay River, Mississippi, from the mouth up to railroad 


bridge near Bucatana: Continuing improvement, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


the Committee on Commerce was, on page 60, line 8, after the 
word **‘ of,” to strike out ‘‘ completing” and insert ‘ continuing, ”; 
and in line 10, after the word “upon,” to strike out: 


In addition to expending the balance on hand, contracts may be entere| 


var for such mate sand work as may be : 


rk 


And insert ‘‘the balance on hand may be expended”; so as to 


‘make the clause read: 


Improving mouth of Yazoo River and harbor of Vicksburg, Miss.: For ¢! 


purpose of continuing the project of improvement as heretofore ac.) ed 
and entered upon, the balance on hand may be expended. 


Mr. WALTHALL. Mr. President, I hope the Senate will dis- 
agree to the amendment reported by the committee. Day bx-fvre 
yesterday the chairman of the committee informed us that there 
were about thirty continuing contract clauses in the bill as it came 
to us from the other House. The report of the committee shows 
that of these three were stricken out by the Senate committee 
One is Savannah Harbor, Georgia, $1,093,950; another S:!iio 
Pass, Texas, $1,403,856, and another Yazoo River and har\or «t 
Vicksburg, $860,000. The last named carries the smallest ajpro- 
priation of the three. Day before yesterday the other two \ 
restored by a vote of the Senate, and I trust that this one \ 
now be restored. It is substantially upon the same footing. 111 
is, I believe, a project about as meritorious as there is in the \)i!!. 

I will submit a brief statement of the objects of the project and 
the reason why I do not think the Senate should sustain the com- 
mittee in striking out the provision. The objects are twof.l\, 
both extremely important, one affecting the city of Vicksbury, 
which is the principal city in my State, the other affecting the 
great Yazoo deita, which is,I believe, about the richest spot of 
earth to be foand upon the globe. 

The city of Vicksburg, upon the east bank of the Mississip)i 
River, stands on the first highlands below the Chickasaw Blutis at 
Memphis, a distance of about 400 miles as the river runs. U) to 
1876 the river in front of the city of Vicksburg turned abruj'ly 
northward and then southward, making a loop of about 8 milvs 
around, with a narrow strip of land at the neck of the loop not 
more than half a mile in width. In 1876 the Mississippi Riv:r, 
which is always capricious, and very often unmanageable, fore! 
its way through that narrow neck of land, destroyed the greit 
interior harbor at Vicksburg, and left the city standing on a boly 
of sluggish water, to which the name of Lake Centennial has since 
been given. 

The object of this provision is to restore that harbor in connec- 
tion with another purpose, which I will undertake briefly to ex- 
plain. The Yazoo delta comprises about 6,000 square miles. 

Mr. GEORGE. Six thousand eight hundred. 

Mr. WALTHALL. Six thousand eight hundred, my colleague 
says. including about 2,000,000 acres of the very finest land in the 
world, It includes all the territory between Vicksburg and Mem- 

his, between the Mississippi River on the west and the range of 

ighlands that makes a great curve out eastward in the vicinity 
of Memphis and then, returning toward the river, reaches the river 
at Vicksburg. That very f section is drained by the Yazoo 
River and a number of tributaries, I think about 800 miles of 
navigable waters, if I mistake not. 

Mr. GEORGE. Eight hundred miles nc w absolutely navigable. 

Mr. WALTHALL. This river and its tributaries afford the 











1896. 





only protection that the people have in that part of the country 
against the exorbitant demands for freight, which are exacted by 
the railroad companies. The freights for that section amount to 
millions in money and hundreds of thousands in tons. It hap- 


rens that at low water, at the point where the Yazoo River runs | 
into the Mississippi River, just above Vicksburg, the stream js so | 


shallow that boats can not enter, whereas if they could enter they 


would find abundant wrter navigable for hundreds of miles up 


toward the source of that stream. 

The object of the provision in addition to what I have already 
stated with reference to Vicksburg Harbor is to divert the Yazoo 
River near its mouth southward and conduct it into Lake Cen- 
tennial by natural means supplemented by artificial means and 
thus at once to restore that great harbor and afford navigation 
on the Yazoo at all stages of water. 

The engineer officers of the Government have pronounced the 
scheme entirely feasible. The Government is committed to it. 
The work is now progressing. The engineer officers say that the 


work can be completed at a cost of $1,200,000 provided the work | 


be continuous, but if the appropriations are small and fragmen- 
tary it will very largely increase the cost. The work is now pro- 


gressing and a very considerable sum of money has already been | 


expended upon it. Eight hundred and sixty thousand dollars is 


necessary to complete the work entirely. The House provided for | 
that,and the Senate committee propose to strike out the provi- 
sion. I trustit maynot be done. Ithinkit ought not to be done 


upon every consideration of economy and justice. 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, lam compelled to admit that there 
is no more reason for repealing the continuing contract clause in 


this case than there was in the case of Sabine Pass and Savannah | 
The Senate restored the House provisions in those two | 


Harbor. 
cases, and I certainly am not in condition to contest the case which 
has just been presented. 

Mr. GEORGE. I do not wish to supplement the remarks made 
by my colleague [Mr. WALTHALL] except to say that the chair- 
man of the committee was generous enough to about admit that 
the committee is out of court. Therefore I hope that the bill 
will be allowed to stand as it came from the House of Representa- 
tives. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Commerce. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FRYE. The Senate now having restored these continuing 
contract clauses, we shall be in the happy condition of conferring 
in relation to Senate amendments alone. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 60, after line 18, to 
insert: 

Improving Bayou Lafourche, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $25,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, after line 4, to insert: 

Improving Bayou Courtableau, by removing raft in same, $2,500, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. é‘ 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 10, after the word 
“improvement,” to strike out ‘“‘according to the plan of Capt. 
J. H. Willard, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, seventy- 
five” and insert ‘‘ one hundred”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Red River, Louisiana and Arkansas, from Fulton, Ark., to the | 


Atchafalaya River: Continuing improvement, $100,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 61, line 16, before the word 
“thousand,” to strike out ‘‘one hundred and ten” : 
“seventy-five”; and in line 17, after the word “ dollars,” to insert: 

Of which amount $10,000 may be 
pose and Grand River: Provided, 

e 
complete the present project of improvement, to be paid for as appropria- 
tions may from time to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate 
$1,173,250, exclusive of the amount herein and heretofore appropriated. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Im Bayou Plaquemine, Louisiana: Continuing improvement, $75,- 
000, of which amount $10,000 may be applied to the improvement of Pigeon 
Bayous and Grand River, etc. 


The amendment was agreed to. 7 5 
The next amendment was, on page 62, line 8, to increase the 


—_— to the improvement of Pigeon 
yat contracts may be entered into by 


approp 
to $10,000. 
© amendment was agreed to. : : 
The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 16, to insert: 


Improving Brazos River, Texas, from Richmond southerly, by removal of | 
erhanging 


trees, as recommended by report of February 14, 1805, 


=< 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment of | 


and insert | 


of War for such materials and work as may be necessary to | 


riation for improving Bayou Teche, Louisiana, from $6,000 | 
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The next amendment was, on page 64, after iine 22, to strike 
out: 


Improving Cumberland River, Kentucky and Tennessee: 


Continuing im- 
p ement, between the State of Tenn 


and the town of Burnside, $20 


Ssee 


(st), to be expended in purchasing sites for locks and dams 21 and 2 and in 
£ masonry for dams 2] and 2 
| The amendment was agreed io. 
rhe next amendment was, on page 65, line 7, after the word 


* for,” to strike out ‘the completion of ” and insert “ continuing 
| Work on”; so as to make the clause read: 

ieproving Cumberland River below Nashville, Tenn.: Cont ng im- 
provement, $80,000, of which sum shall be expended as much as may be nec- 
: ssary for continuing work on the lock and dam near the mouth of Harpeth 
Liver. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 12, after the word 
*‘Nashville,” to insert ‘‘or the necessary material may be pur- 
| chased and the work done otherwise than by contract”: 
make the clause read: ; 





; SO as to 


Improving Cumberland River above Nashville, Tenn.: Continuing im:prove- 


ment: The Secretary of War may enter into contracts for the completion of 

the whole or any part of locks Nos. 5, 6, and 7, above Nashville, or the neces 

sary material may be purchased and the work done otherwise than by con 
| tract. : 


rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 65, line 21, to increase the 
appropriation for improving Tennessee River below Chattanooga, 
Tenn., from $50,000 to $200,0008 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. On page 66, after line 6, I move to insert-—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is the Senator from Tennessee 
aware of the order that individual amendments are not to be con- 
| sidered on this reading of the bill except by unanimous consent? 
Comuiiittee amendments are first to be disposed of. 

Mr. BATE. I donot ask unanimous consent, but I presented 
| the amendment to the committee, and it took no action upon it. 
Mr. BERRY. The Senator from Tennessee will have an op- 
| portunity later. 
ir. FRYE. There will be ample time, after we have gone 
through with the reading of the bill, for the Senator from Ten- 
nessee to offer his amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Tennessee 
| will have an opportunity to offer the amendment after the com- 
mittee amendments are disposed of. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
| the Committee on Commerce was, on page 66, line 16, after the 
word ‘‘ appropriated,” to insert: 





Provided, That of the amount authorized to be expended $83,000, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, may be expended, in addition to the 
250,00 herein avpropriated, in continuing constraction and completion of 
Lock and Dam No. 7, by contract or otherwise. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Kentucky River, Kentucky: Continuing improvement, $50,000: 
Provided, That contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War for 
such materials and work as may be necessary to complete the present proj 
ect of improvement, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time 
he made by law, not exceeding in the aggregate $1,349,000, exclusive of the 


amount herein appropriated: Provided, That of the amount authorized to 
be expended, ete. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 67, line 13, 
‘*improvement,” to strike out: 


after the word 


For Lock No. 5, according to report and recommendation of Maj. D. W. 
Lockwood, Corps of Engineers, United States Army, submitted August LI, 
ivi. ° 


And insert ‘‘ of Lock No. 5” 


Improving Green River, Kentucky, about the mouth of Big Barren River: 
Continuing improvement of Lock No. 5, $20,000. 


; so as to make the clause read: 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 68, line 7, after the word 
| ‘*the,” to strike out ‘* approved project for the completion thereof, 
| $10,009,” and insert: 
| Project submitted February 3, 1896, $30,000, $20,000 of which, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, may be used for the purchase of the sites for 
Dams Nos. 3, 4, and 5; and if said sum shall not be sufficient, then the 
| tary of War may use so much of the moneys heretofore appropriated for 
Dam No.6 as shall be requisite. 
! 


Secre 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Ohio River, by the construction of Dams 3, 4, and 5, be- 
lance with the project sub 


AY > 


mitted February 3, 1806, etc. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
| The next amendment was, on page 70, under the heading for 
improving the Ohio River, Ohio and West Virginia, to increase 
the appropriation for the improvement and continuance of the 
| work on the harbor at Brooklyn, Lll., from $5,000 to $10,000, 
| The amendment was agreed to. 


| tween Davis Island Dam and Dam No. 6, in accor 
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The next amendment was, on page 71, line 4, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out ‘by Col. G. J. Lydecker, November 
80,” and insert ‘‘December 7”; and in line 5, after the word 
“‘ninety-five,” to strike out ‘‘in House Document No. 72, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, first session”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Belle River, Michigan, in accordance with plans submitted De- 
cem ber 7, 1895, $5,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 71, line 9, after the word 
‘‘submitted,” to strike out “‘by Col. G. J. Liydecker, November 
30,” and insert ‘‘December 7”; and in line 10, after the word 
“ninety-five,” to strike out “in House Document No. 71, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, first session”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Sebewaing River, Michigan, in accordance with plans submitted 
December 7, 1895, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 71, line 14, after the word 
**submitted,” to strike out ‘‘ by Col. G. J. Lydecker”; and in line 
15, after the word ‘‘ninety-five,” to strike out ‘‘in House Docu- 
ment No. 73, Fifty-fourth Congress, first session ”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Improving Pine River, Michigan, in accordance with report submitted De- 
cember 7, 1895, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
“with,” to strike out: 

Plans submitted by Col. G. J. Lydecker in House Document No. 192, Fifty- 
fourth Congress, first session. 

And insert ‘the alternative project submitted January 28, 
1896”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Kalamazoo River, Michigan, from Lake Michigan to opine, 
in accordance with the alternative project submitted January 28, 1896, $5 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 73, line 18, after the word 
** sufficient,” to strike out ‘‘ is hereby appropriated and”; so as to 
make the clause read: 

Improving Menominee River, Wisconsin and Michigan: Continuing im- 
provement, $15,000, of which said sum an amount sufficient shall be be 

The amendment was agreed to, : 

The next amendment was, on page 74, line 10, before the word 
* thousand,” to strike out “ ten ” and insert “ fifteen ”; andin the 
same line, after the word “ dollars,” to insert: 

Of which sum $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be 


used in improving the barbor and water front of Stillwater, Minn., so as to 
render it accessible to steamboats and other craft navigating said river. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving St. Croix River, Wisconsin and Minnesota: Continuing improve- 
ment, $15,000, of which sum $10,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, 
shall be used in improving the harbor and water front of Sti)lwater, Minn., 
om to render it accessible to steamboats and other craft navigating said 
river. 

The amendment was agreed to. : 2 
The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 11, to strike 
out: 


gue Red River of the North, Minnesota: Continuing improvement, 





page 72, line 23, after the word 
£ 


. 


The amendment was agreed to. : : 

The next amendment was, on page 74, after line 18, to insert: 

Improving Red River of the North, Minnesota, and its tributaries: Contin- 
uing improvement, $20,000, of which sum $5,000, or so much thereof as may be 
necessary in im “ae Oe navigation of the Red Lake River, 
between Thief River Falls and Red Lake, according to the plan of Maj. W. A. 
Jones in his report of February 26, 1895. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 75, line 6, after the word 
“dollars,” to strike out: 


Provided, That the expenditure of said money shall be made upon said river, 
from the mouth thereof to the forks in said river. 


And insert: 


And so much thereof as may be necessary may be used for dredging toa 
—- of 20 feet between the mouth of the river and a point 2 miles south- 
ward. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Improving Calumet River, Dlinois: Continuing improvement, 000, and 
80 eanch thereof as may be necessary may be used for one a depth of 
£0 feet between the mouth of the river and a point 2 miles southward. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 75, line 16, after the word 
“dollars,” to insert “and for er right of way, including 
necessary surveys, $20,000”; in line 18, after the word “for,” to 
insert ‘‘the whole or any part of”; in line 21, after the word 


“Canal,” to insert ‘or the said materials may be purchased and 
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the work done otherwise than by contract”; and in line 2 
the word “necessary,” to strike out “therefor” and insert « for 
the said canal”; so as to make the clause read: 
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For the construction of the Illinois and Mississippi Canal: Continuing eo, 
struction, $25,000, and for acquiring right of way, including necessary sury.., 
$20,000: Provided, That the Secretary of War may enter into contracts «. ~ 
the whole or any part of such material and work as may be necessary to , 
plete the present project of said Illinois and Mississippi Canal, or the sxi: , 
terials may be lhased and the work done otherwise than by contrac: ... 
to acquire such further right of way as may be necessary for the said... 
to be paid for as appropriations may from time to time be made by law. 
to exceed in the rogate $5,710,960, exclusive of the amount herein 4 i 
heretofore eppropelene ‘ = 

to. 


The amendment was ¥ 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 24, on 
page 77. 

Mr. NELSON. I move to strike out the word “to,” in line 29 
and insert the word ‘‘ and.” It is to correct a mistake. . 

The Secretary. In line 28, pase 77, it is proposed to strike out 
the word ‘‘to” and insert “and”; so as to make the clause req: 

lupeoving the Mississippi River between pe Catone St. Paul, Minne. 


apolis and Omaha Railroad bridge at St. Pau ashington avenue 
bridge at Minneapolis: Continuing improvement, $100,000. = 


Mr. FRYE. I have no objection to the amendment. 


i 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on 78, line 2, before the 
word ‘‘hundred,” to strike out “three” and insert “‘ four”: in lino 


5, before the word “hundred,” to strike out “one” and insert 
“*two”; in line 16, after the word *‘ dollars,” to insert “ exclusive 
of the amount herein appropriated ”; in line 25, before the word 
‘‘cents,” to strike out “ sixty-six” and insert “sixty-seven”: on 
page 79, line 11, after the word ‘‘ That,” to insert ‘“‘any balance of 
former na Sm now available and”; in line 138, after tho 
word ‘‘ expended,” to strike out ‘‘in pursuance of said contracts”: 
in line 19, after the word *‘of,” to insert “ultimately”; in tho 
same line, after the word “‘ obtaining,” to insert ‘‘and maint:in- 
ing”; and in line 22, after the word “depth,” to insert ‘at «ll 

riods of the year except when navigation of the river is closed 

y ice”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving the Mississippi River from the mouth of the Ohio River to St. 
Paul, Minn.: Continuing improvement, $475,000, of which amount $200,(.00) s}hai] 
be expended on that portion of said river from St. Paul to the mouth of the 
Missouri River. and $275,000 from the mouth of the Missouri River t 
mouth of the Ohio River: Provided, That on and after the passage 0! 1))\s 
act additional contracts may be entered into by the eary of War for 
such materials and work as may be to carry on continuously the 
systematic improvement of the Mississi iver between the points men- 
‘honed. or said materials may be pure and work may be done otherwise 


than by contract, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to tin. \o 
made by law, not exceeding in the aggregate $5,025,000, exclusive of the amount 
herein appropriated: Provided further, That for the fiscal year ending Jno 


20, 1897, said contracts and materials and work done otherwiso 
than by contract for the section of said river between St. Paul ani | 

mouth of the Missouri River shall not exceed $200,000, and thereafter | 
not exceed for the three years July 1, 1897, the sum of $8.20).(i0.07 
annually: Provided further, That such contracts and materials purchased 
and work done otherwise than by contract for that section of the said rivor 
between the mouth of the Missouri and the mouth of the Ohio River for ‘ie 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, shall not exceed the sum of $325,000, and there- 
after for the three years commencing July 1, 1897, shall not exceed the sum 

wu 


of $673,333.33 annually: And , That any of former ap- 
ropriations now available and the money hereby appropriated and author- 
1 to be expended for the said section of said river between the mouth of 


the Missouri River and the mouth of the Ohio River, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, capes in the construction of suitable dredve 
boats, portable jetties, and other suitable appliances, and in the maintenancs 
and operation of the same, with the view of ul tely obtaining and main- 
taining a navigable channel from St. Louis to Cairo not less than 250 fect in 
width and 9 feet in depth at all periods of the year except when navigatiou 
of the river is closed by ice. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 79, after line 23, to strike 
out: 


That $50,000, or so much thereof as may be of the money herein 
appropriated for the improvement of Mississippi River between Cairo 
= the mouth of the Missouri River shall be expended, under the directin 
of the Secretary of War, to the east bank of the Mississippi R vr 
trom quring i sal Wotng away at or near a a s e mouth 
of the Missouri River wang oe along east as far as may 
be n to effect the purpose above mentioned. 

That of the money herein appropriated for use on the Mississippi River 
from Cairo to the mouth of the Missouri River the sum of $30,000, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary, is directed to be expended in removing the bar 
in front of Chester, Ill.,and protecting the west bank of the Mississippi River 
opposite Chester, Ill, 

And insert: 

That of the money penstneaerepeinted for the improvement of the Missis- 
sippi River between Cario he mouth of the Missouri River there may be 
expended, under the on of the Secretary of War, in order to improve 
the channel of the river, such amounts as may be necessary tw protect tho 
east bank of the River irom caving in and Sap. Hater ed away at 
or near a point epposite mouth of the Missouri River an gesending x yuth 
slong said cast benk, and in removing the bar in front of Chester, Ill., and 
protecting the west bank of the Mississippi River opposite Chester. 

The amendment was agreed to. ; 
The next amendment was, on page 81, line 1, after the word 








«anpropriated,” to insert ‘and authorized to be expended”; so as 
vee the clause read: 


That of the money herein sqorcuriahed and authorized to be expended 
for the improvement of the Mississippi River from St. Paul to the mouth 
of the Missouri River there shall be expended the following respective 


amounts, ete. 

The amendment was agreed to. _ 

Mr. FRYE. The item between lines 8 and 14 on page 81, may 
be passed over for the present at the request of the junior Sen- 
ator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER}. : , 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Berry in the chair). 
item within the lines indicated will be passed over. 


The next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on | 


page 81, after line 14, to strike out: 

For the removal of the bar iu the Mississippi River, on the east side thereof, 
opposite the city of Dubuque, in the State of Iowa, $5,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask that this amendment—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the lines just read will be retained. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is what I want. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope that this amendment and the amend- 
ment in lines 23, 24, and 25, on the same page, may be disagreed to. 
I have a letter in reference to the latter amendment, pertaining 
to Quincy, Ill., and the Senator himself has quite a number of 
letters with reference to the first, which seem to make it abso- 
jutely necessary that the two provisions shall be left in the bill as 
the House had it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to make the same suggestion. I 
know personally as respects the first amendment that it ought to 
be di to 


Mr. 4 I wantto say frankly tothe Senate that I suppose the 
people of Missouri have as much interest as the people of Illinois 


and Iowa in these improvements, but the trouble comes—and both | 


Senators will recognize it—from the fact that there is no recom- 
mendation or estimate from the engineers in regard to these im- 
rovements. In other words, in order to put these Spee etens 
back as they came from the other House, we are asked to take the 
verbal statements of members of Congress or letters and tele- 
from citizens; and I have received a number of them. It 
must be evident to these Senators and to everybody that if you 
make up the river and harbor bill in that way the amount appro- 
j will be indefinite, and there is no telling what sort of 
improvements will be made. There is no estimate, there is no 
recommendation, there is no survey for these improvements. 

Mr. CULLOM. As to the Dubuque item, we have improved 
the river on oneside and notontheother. I donot know whether 
or not the item is in the estimates, but I do know that the mer- 
chants on the opposite side of the river, at East Dubuque, are ab- 
solutely cut off iy a sand bar there, so that they can not get boats 
up to the shore at all. That is entirely unfair. There area num- 
ber of merchants there; and the chairman of the committee has 
received quite a number of letters from the Kepresentative of that 


district [Mr. Hirt] ,showing the urgent necessity for an appropria- 
tion. Ihavebeen there myself, and have seen exactly the situation 
in reference to it. 


ae Will the Senator from Illinois allow me to say 
a word? 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall be very glad to have the Senator from 
lowa give us his views. 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam perfectly familiar with the situation and 
location there at Dubuque. It does not need an engineer to know 
what ought to be done there. This item does not increase the 
appropriation a single dollar. It merely takes from the general 
appropriation the sum named to preserve the channel at this 
particular point. It is the city in which I live, the commerce of 
my city crosses at that point, and I am perfectly familiar with it. 
The reason the local engineer does not make the improvement is 
that under the terms of a general appropriation he can not apply 
the locally without authority from Congress. I think that 
where we have this absolute knowledge it does not require an 
engineer to know that if a sand bar accumulates at a point where 
commerce is constant it is an obstruction. There are two or 
three elevators at this point, and because of the sand bar they 
can not be reached. But for the technical situation as to this 

ion this sand bar would be removed. 
hope the amendment will be disagreed to, and I suggest to my 
friend from Missouri that this is not an unusual thing in these 
ee bills where the necessities seem to require it. 
. VEST. There are a large number of these appropriations 
here, put in at the request of members of both Houses simply upon 


own statement, without any estimate, without a survey, or | 


any recommendation. 

. CULLOM, I want to say, furthermore, that when I dis- 
covered that those two items and another one in the bill had been 
stricken out I at once undertook to find out the reason for that 
action. As to the two, I find that it is exceedingly important to 


the business of those localities that they should be reinstated. As | 
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to the third, I am not satisfied, and therefore am not asking that 
anything be done in relation to it. 

Mr. VEST. What does the Senator mean by the third? 

Mr. CULLOM. Thereisstill another item, that at Rock Island, 
in regard to which I have no informat h justifi in 








mwhich 5s me 
insisting upon its being put back, and therefore I do not intend to 


do sO. 
Mr. VEST. In regard to Sny Island? 
Mr. CULLOM. That is not in dispute. 
Mr. FRYE. That was passed over. The Senator from Illinois 
[Mr. PALMER] who is absent desired it passed over. 
Mr. VEST. ‘I did not understand that. 


Mr. CULLOM. The two items to which I refer are the Du- 
buque item, stricken out, and the bar in front of the steamboat 
| landing at Quincy. Quincyisa city of 40,000 people. Since there 
has been a railroad bridge built across the river the little 


above the city, a sand bar has begun to form, and steamboats—of 
which there a dozen a day coming up and going down that river— 
if they are going down, have to go down the main channel by the 
| city and then back up on the inside of that bar in order to get in 
atall. That is the literal fact of the case; and for the Senate to 
| hesitate to restore those items on such a state of facts would be, 
| I think, very singular. I do not care what the War Department 
| has done aboutit. I think it is unfair to the people of those local- 
ities that those items should be stricken out, and I hope that there 
will be no hesitation about restoring them. 

Mr. VEST. Asa matter of course, all these statements come to 
us for the first time. No such statements were made in commit- 
tee, and we must look to the Book of Estimates and to the reports 
of the Engineer Corps. 

Mr. CULLOM. ILunderstand that isso asa general proposition. 

Mr. VEST. And when we looked, we could not find any esti- 
mates nor any survey nor any recommendation, yet these rivers 
and harbors are under the control and supervision of officers sent 
from the Corps of Engineers to each river and harbor in the United 
States. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are sand bars in both places, patent and 
open to the world, and boats plying up and down the river can not 
land where they ought to land so as to accommodate the people. 

Mr. VEST. That may be and doubtless is true, but it is a sin- 
gular fact that the engineer in charge of the river, with those bars 
right before him and knowing their injurious effect upon naviga- 
tion, did not refer to them in his general estimate for the river, 
and though he has given very fully the details of the improve- 
ments to be made, he has said nothing about these improvements. 

Mr. CULLOM. I know the facts as to both cases, because I 
have been at both places within the year. The Senator from lowa 
[Mr. ALLIsoNn] lives directly opposite one of them, and there is 
no question whatever about the facts. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the 
ment reported by the Committee on Commerce, striking 
words from line 15 to line 17, inclusive, on page 81. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 81, after line 22, to 
strike out: 

For removing the sand bar in front of the steamboat landing 
the State of Illinois, $10,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the other place I referred to, and I hope 
that appropriation will be retained in the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on striking out 
| the clause which has been read. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
| the Committee on Commerce was, at the top of page 82, to strike 
out: 

For maintaining the harbor at Rock Island, Il 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, after line 2, to strike out: 

For maintaining the harbor at La Crosse, Wis., $5,000 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 82, line 13, to increase the 
| appropriation for ‘‘ continuing the work of constructing artificial 
| banks between the mouth of Flint River, in Des Moines County, 
| Iowa, and running along the west bank of the Mississippi River 
| to the mouth of the lowa River,” from $50,000 to $75,000. 

| The amendment was agreed to. 

| The next amendment was, on page 82, line 15, after the word 
| 

| 


amend- 
out the 


at Quincy, in 


25.000 


° 





‘‘appropriated,” to insert ‘‘ and authorized to be expended ”; and 
in line 17, after the word ‘‘ made,” to insert ‘‘ and cost of improve- 
ments to be estimated”; so as to make the clanse read: 


And the Secretary of War, out of the money herein appropriated and au 
| thorized to be expended for the improvement of Mississippi River from 
| St. Paul to the mouth of the Missouri River, shall cause surveys to be made 


| and cost of improvements to be estimated as follows, ete. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
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The next amendment was, on page 82, line 20, before the word 
**County,” to strike out ‘‘ Mercer” and insert ‘* Rock Island”; and 
on page 83, line 3, after the word ‘‘channel,” to strike out “‘ with 
an estimate of the cost thereof”; so as to make the clause read: 


On the east side of the Mississippi River, commencing at Drurys Landing, 
in Rock Island County, State of filinois. and running along the east bank of 
said river to New Boston, with a view to the improvement of navigation by 
preventing the overflow of the naturaland artificial banks, and by deepening 

he channel}; also along the east bank of said river, from at or near the city 
of Oquawka, Ill., to at or near Dallas City, in the said State, with a view to 
the improvement of navigation by preventing the overfiow of the natural 
and artificial banks and by deepening the channel; also on the west side of 
said river from the bluff above the city of Madison, Lee County, in the State 
of Iowa, along the west bank of said river to the mouth of Skunk River, in 
said Lee County. and along the west bank of the Mississippi River from the 
mouth of the fowa River, fu Louisa County, to the city of Muscatine, in Mus- 
catine County, lowa, with a view of improving the navigation by wie emnes 
the overflow of the natural and artificial banks and by deepening the channel. 


The amendment was agreed to. " 
The next amendment was, on page 84, after line 4, to strike out: 


Also commencing at Drurys Landing ia Rock Island County, I1., and run- 
ning along the east bank of said river to New Boston, D1l., with a view toim- 
preving the navigation by preventing the water from overflowing the natu- 
- an : artificial banks along those parts of the river and deepening the 
channel. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 84, line 20, after the word 
* building,” to insert ‘‘ and repairing”; in line 22, after the wor1 
* river,” to insert ‘‘such improvement, surveys, building and re- 
pairs of levees to be made and carried on”; on page 85, line 24, 
after the word * obtaining,” to insert ‘‘and maintaining”; and 
on page 86, line 1, after the word ‘‘ depth,” to insert ‘at all 
periods of the year except when navigation is closed by ice”; so 
as to make the clause read: 


Improving Mississippi River from Head of Passes to the mouth of the Ohio 
River, including salaries, clerical, office, traveling, and miscellaneous ex- 

enses of the ississippi River Commission: Continuing improvement, 

125.000, which sum shall be expended under the direction of the Secretary 
of War, in accordance with the plans, specifications, and recommendations 
of the Mississippi River Commission, as approved by the Chief of Engineers, 
for the general improvement of the river, for the building and repairing of 
levees, and for surveys, including the continuation of the survey between 
Head of Pesses and the head waters of the river, such improvement, surveys, 
building and repairs of levees to be made and carried on in such manner as 
in their opinion shall best improve navigation and promote the interests of 
commerce at all stages of the river: Provided, That on and after the passage 
of this act additional contracts may be entered into by the Secretary of War 
for such materials and work as may be necessary to carry on continuously 
the plans of the Mississippi River Commission as aforesaid, or said materials 
may be purchased and work done otherwise than by contract, to be paid for 
as appropriations may from time to time be made by law, not exceeding in 
the aggregate $8,375,000: Provided further, That for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1807, said contracts and materials purchased and work done other- 
wise than by contract shall not exceed the sum of $625,000, and thereafter 
shall not exceed the sum of $2,583,333 annually for the three years beginning 
July 1, 1897: Provided further, That the money hereby appropriated and au- 
thorized to be expended in pursuance of said contracts, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, shall be expended in the construction of suitable dredge 
boats and other devices and appliances. and in the maintenance and opera- 
tion of the same, with the view of obtaining and maintaining a navigable 
channel from Cairo down not less than 250 feet in width and 9 feet in depth at 
all periods of the year except when navigation is closed by ice: Provided 
Pwrther, That of the sum hereby appropriated and authorized to be expended 
the sum of $64,000 shall be expended in the rectification of the banks at Green- 
ville, Miss., and $64,000 in the rectification of the banksat Helena, Ark., accord- 
ing to late plans submitted by ee Grahain D. Fitch, Corps of Engineers, and 
$16,000 in the rectification of the banks at New Madrid, Mo, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 87, line 7, before the word 
‘‘thousand,” to strike out ‘‘two hundred and fifty” and insert 
**three hundred”; and in line 10, after the word ‘‘ Provided,” to 
strike out ‘‘that in the discretion of said Commission a portion of 
such sum may be expended in protection of harbors and localities 
on said river: And provided also”; andinline 21, before the word 
**thousand,” to sertins out ‘‘two hundred and fifty” and insert 
**three hundred ”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Missouri River, including salaries, clerical, office, traveling, and 
misce'Janeous expenses of the Missouri River Commission, survey, perma- 
nent bench marks, and gauges: Continuing improvement, $300,000, to be ex- 
pended under the direction of the Secretary of War in the systematic im- 
provement of the river according to the plans and specifications of the Mis- 
souri River Commission, as oorexet by the Chief of Engineers: Provided, 
That on and after the passage of this act additional contracts may be entered 
into by the Seana of War for such material and work as may be neces- 
sary to carry on continuously the plans of the Missouri River Commission 
for the improvement of said river, or said material may be purchased and 
work may be done otherwise than by contract, to be paid for as appropri- 
ations may from time to time be made by law, not oe ae the aggre- 
gate $300,000 per annum for three years, commencing July 1, 1897. 


The amendment was agreed to, 
The next amendment was, on page 87, line 25, to strike out: 


Contracted for, $80,000 may be cxpenie’ at Omaha and Council Bluffs: at 
eon $80,000, at Glasgow $60,000, at Miami $75,000, and at St. Charles, Mo., 
000. i 


And insert: 


Expended, there may be expended, in the discretion of said Commission, 
such amounts at Omaha, Council Bluits, Leavenworth, Atchison, Bochopos’, 
Glasgow, Miami, St. Charles, and at the mouth of the Little Blue, in Jack- 
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son County, Mo.; also for protecting the shore line of th ri Riv 

above Glasgow, from the foot of Bowling Green Bend to the Gente Et coas 
Island, and at other harbors and localities on said river as may be nece« 7 
to improve the channel by preventing erosion of the banks. _ 


So as to make the clause read: 

Of the money hereby appropriated and he e 
there may be expended. the ae a a owes = ay tate an 
at Omaha, Council Bluffs, Leavenworth, Atchison, Rocheport, Gla. 
Miami, St. Charles, and at the mouth of the Little Blue, in Jackson c.,.- 
Mo.; also for protecting the shore line of the Missouri River above G las; 
from the foot of Bowling Green Bend to the head of Harrisons Island. 4; 
other harbors and localities on said riveras may be necessary to impro\. ;) 
channel by preventing erosion of the banks. . 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLiom in thechair).  P..; 
the Senator from Nebraska rise to move to amend the amend), +2 

Mr. THURSTON. I rise to suggest, Mr. President, tha: my 

ople are very solicitous to have the clause stand in the }\j!! .;, 
it came from theother House, I think myself that they have |jecy, 
laboring under some EF my ey as to the real character of 
the House provision. I believe that they have thought that tho 
bill as it came from the House carried an absolute appropriation 
of $80,000 for the first year’s improvement at Omaha and ©011)¢\| 
Bluffs, whereas, as a matter of fact, if I read the bill correct] 
it came from the House, it only provides that out of the annna| 
appropriation and out of the three additional years provided {,; 
by continuing contracts there may be expended at Omaha and 
Council Bluffs $80,000. Therefore the House provision is real|y 
an appropriation of $20,000 per annum ifically for the work 
at Omaha and Council Bluffs. I ask the Senator in charge of t\o 
bill if that is his understanding of that appropriation? 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I am a I suppose, more 
than any one else on the committee for thisamendment. My ¢on- 
struction of that appropriation is that the $80,000 is to come out 
of the aggregate amount a age epee) for the first year, the next 
fiscal year; and then, under the continuing contract, it wil! de- 
pend ee the Missouri River Commission, in their discretion, to 
take all the $80,000 in any one year or to take it out at fifteen or 
twenty thousand dollars a year, or in any other amount annually, 
That would be my construction, and was at the time the ameul- 
ment was inserted. I do not think they will get $80,000 a year. 
That is very evident. They get $80,000, but whether they would 
get all of that in one year or two years or three years is a matter 
within the discretion of the Missouri River Commission. 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, may I ask the Senator from Missouri, 
if he so construes it because of the words inline 25 * of the money 
hereby appropriated and hereby authorized to be contracted for”? 

Mr. VEST. Yes; thatis the amount of thecontinuing contract. 

Mr. ALLISON. If those words ‘‘ contracted for” were out of 
the bill I think the $80,000 could be taken out of the appropria- 
tion immediately preceding. 

Mr. VEST. es; but the words are ‘‘ to be contracted for.” 
That is the amount of the continuing contract. 

Mr. THURSTON. There is another reason, which will be seen 
by an examination of the several specific 7 ropriations, why 
that construction must be the true one. It wi tbe seen that the 
bill as it came from the House ———— only $250,000 for the 
first year, and that these specific appropriations, all under this 
same clause, amount in the aggregate to $325,000. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. THURSTON. It is therefore fectly evident that these 
specific allotments of money to localities are to cover the entire 
period of the present appropriation and the additional three years’ 
contracts. Such being the construction of the bill as it came from 
the House, I am myself inclined to believe that the amendment :s 
reported by the committee would give to my locality, in all human 
probability, as great, or greater, an expenditure of money in tie 
matter of their local improvements than would the bill as it came 
from the House; and yet I see no particular reason why the bil! as 
it came from the House may not as well be left as it came here as 
to amend it as proposed. There is in the bill as it came froin the 
House no absolute command upon the Missouri River Commission 
to expend this money at these particular points, and as the generiil 
appropriation is amended by the Senate already, it would only 
specifically provide for the local expenditure at the specified points 
of $325,000 out of four years’ es and four years at 
$300,000 per year is $1,200,000. refore nearly three-fourths 0! 
the entire sum would be left at the disposition of the Missouri 
River Commission for expenditure at such other points on tlie 
river as might be deemed expedient. 

Mr. PEFFER. The Senator from Nebraska will permit me to 
call his attention to what seems to me, at least, to be unreasona!)|” 
in the mentioning of Omaha and Council Bluffs and Rocheport 
and Glasgow and St. Charles, without mentioning a number 0! 
other places which are situate along the river, such as Leaven- 
worth and Atchison. The people of our State are very much 
interested in taking care of the river at those places. My colleaguo 
is better able to describe the situation at both those places than | 


expend 


3 











am. I do, however, know personally that there is need of a great 
deal of work to be done at Leavenworth and Atchison, more 
particularly at Atchison. The river has changed its channel so 
as to interfere materially with the movement of the city and the | 
management of the railways and the bridge companies, and it is | 
a matter of very serious concern to our people. It is a question | 
in my mind whether it would not be better toleave the paragraphs 
just as they are now, as the Senate committee have made them, 
and trust to the friction that may yet be aroused in conference for 


final adjustment. 
Mr. THURSTON. As I have stated, if I were left to my own 
individual ju ent in this matter I should certainly be quite as 


content with the provisions of the bill as amended by the com- 
mittee as I should with the provisions of the bill as it comes from 
the other House. I have therefore brought this matter to the 
attention of the Senate, and asked nonconcurrence in the amend- 
ment —— by the committee more particularly for the pur- 
pose of having the true character of the House provision under- 
stood and placed upon the record here, in order that my people 
may no longer understand that the House of Representatives ap- 
ropriated $80,000 per annum for expenditure at Omaha and 
uncil Bluffs, when, in fact, the appropriation is $30,000, cover- 
ing a period of four years’ work, and which, if expended equally 
during that time, would simply be an appropriation of $20,000 
annually for our local improvement of the river. 

With this statement of the case, I leave it to the Senate to say 
whether it will stand by the amendment as proposed by the com- 
mittee or leave the bill as it came from the other House. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire an amendment also to this clause. I 
notice that there are a number of places grouped together on 

e 88. 
"ie: THURSTON. Let me suggest to the Senator—I presume 
I know what amendment or about what amendment he would 
propose—that I also have an amendment to propose if the Senate 
committee provision is left. I should like to first take the sense 
of the Senate as to whether or not it will adopt the amendment as 
reported by the committee. If it does, then I should like to join 
the Senator from Kansas in having inserted one other name from 
Nebraska, as I presume he desires to insert one or more from 
Kansas. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to hear the suggested amend- 
ment before I vote for the amendment proposed by the committee, 
so as to know what is the whole scheme. 

Mr. BAKER. The amendment I desire is in reference to Leav- 
enworth and Atchison. The amendment I propose would be at 
the end of line 13, on page &8, to insert: 

Provided, That on the Missouri River, opposite Leavenworth, Kans., there 
shall be expended the sum of $15,000, and on the Missouri River, opposite 
Atchison, s., there shall be expended the sum of $15,000. 

These are very important places, and it is necessary to protect 
the Missouri River at these particular points. I believe, as noth- 
ing has been given toour locality, particularly our State, if would 
be but right and proper that these specific appropriations should 
be made for these two points. It is absolutely necessary to com- 
plete the improvements heretofore made at these two points that 
these sums of money should be expended and that there should be 
specific appropriations. We fear if we are left here with these 
large cities in alump, without any distribution, that we shall not 
be able to obtain any part of this appropriation whatever. I notice 
that at other points and in other places it is usual and customary 
to designate the rticular amount which they desire, and which 
is desired to be there expended. ‘Therefore I ask that the amend- 
ment I propose be inserted so that we may have a specific appro- 
priation amounting to $15,000 for each of these places. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I have not heretofore had an 

rtunity of examining the amendment. It seems to me that 

¢@ amendment proposed by the Senate committee, witha friendly 
commission, or perhaps without, will better accomplish the pur- 
— in view than the provision as it came from the House. Un- 
the House provision I think the Missouri River Commission | 
would feel itself constrained to expend only $80,000 for a period of 
four years, no matter what might be the condition of the river at 
Council Bluffs and Omaha. The erosion of that river between 
those two points often requires a very large expenditure in a 


discretion to expend such amounts at Omaha and Council Bluffs, 
Leavenworth, Atchison, and at other points, naming a number 
of points, and then at the end of the provision ‘‘ and at other har- 
bors and localities on said river as may be necessary to improve 
the channel by preventing the erosion of the banks.” So it seems 
to me even without the amendment of the Senator from Kansas, 
if there is a condition of the channel opposite either Atchison or 
any of these other points, the Missouri Commission would be | 
under the last clause to make such expenditures as may | 
be necessary to prevent the erosion of the banks at that point. I | 


— year, | 
nder the Senate provision the Commission is authorized in its | 
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understand that is the object of theseimprovements at the points 
named. 

So while I have no special objection to the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Kansas, it strikes me that, looking at these 
two provisions, the Senate committee's provision will accomplish 
more easily and more directly and more effectively what is neces- 
sary at these several places. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Kansas 
inform the Chair whether he desires to offer his amendment? 

Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; I want to state further, in reply to the 
Senator from Iowa, one main objection to the provision in its 
present shape. It provides that a commission shall expend this 
money. 

Now, we all know, without reflecting upon the commission, 
that it requires a great deal of logrolling to get the commission 
to improve at particular places and points. I notice that in the 
East and in the West in particular localities specific appropria 
tions are made. I wish to say to the Senator from lowa that 
Kansas is not good at logrolling. Kansas does not want to hu- 
miliate herself by going before a commission and demanding this 
or demanding that. Here is the proper place to fix it, and that is 
the reason why I desire to have it fixed here, so that we shall know 
what we are to have, and that afterwards champagne suppers, 
dances, and seances shall not be necessary in order to obtain ap- 
on roma or parts of appropriations at any particular place or 
ocality. 

I notice, Mr. President, that New England is not put in such a 
humiliating position. I do not think the West ought to be put in 
such a humiliating position. I simply ask justice. Improve- 
ments have been male at these points, and they were important 
improvements; it was important to the people of Missouri and 
Kansas that they should be made. Those improvements are not 
yet complete. I understand from the mayor of the city and others 
who are competent to judge that these specific sums are necessary 
and proper to completethe improvements. Now, as we have been 
generous in this bill, I ask simply as a matter of justice to the 
State of Missouri at these points and to the State of Kansas at 
these points that we may have specific appropriations, so that we 
shall know what we are to depend upon, and that we shall not be 
subject to the whims or caprices of any board or any body or any 
tribunal. r : 

My desire would be first to offer the following amendment, to 
come in after the word ‘* banks,” at the end of line 13: 


Improving the Missouri River opposite Leavenworth. Kan 
$15,000; on the Missouri River opposite Atchison, Kans., th« 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Kansas to the amendment of 
the committee, 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, in those two cases there is this dif- 
ference, and there was this trouble before the committee. In some 
cases there had been estimates made of the amount of money re- 
quired to take care of a certain improvement at a certain locality, 
and in other cases the only estimates we had were from members 
of Congress. In this case there were estimates both at Leaven 
worth and at Atchison, and I think that I may say the committee 
justify me in agreeing to accept these two amendments of the 
Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the question of improving the Mis- 
sissippi and the Missouri rivers is full of difficulties, and it is almost 
impossible to meet all the demands that are made either upon the 
Board of Engineers or upon the commission in charge of those 
rivers. I have very decided views in regard to these improve- 
ments on the Missouri River, on the banks of which I have lived 
for fifty years. It is the most erratic stream in the United States 
and the most difficult to improve. It is now in such a condition 
that no insurance can be had upon a boat or cargo that goes up 
that river, and yet it drains one of the most fertile regions in the 
West and ought to be covered with steamboats carrying freight 
and passengers. 

The Missouri River Commission (and I drew the bill whtich or- 
ganized that Commission) is made up of three engineer officers 
from the Corps of Enyineers and two civilians, one of whom is 
from the State of Missouri and one from the State of Nebraska. 
It is safe to assume, then, that Missouriand Nebraska represented 
upon that board would have the proper improvements made, 

Tt must be stated frankly that one objection which is made to all 
these plans for specific improvements does not apply to Leaven- 
worthand Atchison. The Missouri River Commission, in their esti- 
mates and recommendations, state that theimprovements at Leav- 
enworth and at Atchison upon the oppositeside of the river should 
becontinued. Butthereare noestimatesand no recommendations 
as to these other specific improvements or appropriations in the 
bill as passed by the House. For instance, at Omaha the Commis- 
sion do not recommend any improvement, but they state substan- 
tially that the necessary amount has been expended there, and that 
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> sum of $15,000 
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done, and they ask for no money. 


Three hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars was put in the 


State of Missouri, and, as a matter of course, if I were actuated 


by selfish purposes or personal ends I would stand here and demand 
these specific appropriations, for I am assailed almost hourly by 
my constituents from these different localities, these little towns 
on the river, to save our specific appropriations. The money is to 
be spent there, the material is to be bought there, and, as a mat- 


ter of course, they are not to be condemned or criticised for it. 


They are like the rest of the world; they are looking to their im- 
expenditures to be made right about 


Now, I have not the slightest doubt but what the Missouri River 
can be improved and navigation brought back to it, and it can be 
made a portion of the great waterway to the Gulf, for it is really 
It gives color to it, and it ought to have 
given name to the whole river. But this improvement can be 
done in only one way, and I speak from the closest observation 
It can be done only by improving the river by 
reaches, going down the river 25 and 80 and 40 miles and system- 


mediate purposes and to the 
them. 


the Mississippi River. 


and experience. 


pe Aan te | it. 

We have appropriated hundreds of thousands of dollars (and I 
have been as much responsible for it as any Senator, —_ 
more so, under the demands of my constituents) at different 


localities to prevent erosion of the banks, to save walls, to save 
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the louse bill as it was, because these fifty or sixty thousand dol- 
lars of Sees for localities are contained in it. My per. 
sonal and political friends, if I consulted them, would have the 
bill as passed by the House; but I am satisfied that it is simply 
throwing away that much money. There are no recommenda. 
tions for such appropriations. There are no estimates. When [ 
saw these appropriations in the bill I communicated with my ¢.)- 
leagues in the other House and invited them to show me where 
the commission had recommended any such appropriations or 
stated any estimates as to the amount. I was informed that ono 
of the board had verbally told a member of the House that |, 
thought there ought to be money expended at these points. 

I submit to the Senate, can ae $325,000 on oral 
statements of that kind when a is composed of five men- 
bers, three of them belonging to the Engineer Corps? I make, [ 
was about to say,from a political standpoint, a greater sacrifice 
than any other Senator, than all others put ther, and yet I am 
absolutely certain that I am right in to it and that the 
committee were right in sustaining the provision as it is found 
reported in the bill. 

Omaha will receive all the money that is if there is an 
erosion of the banks there. If the Senator from Kansas wants 
$15,000 at Leavenworth and at Atchison, he is supported by an 
estimate and a recommendation, but that is not the case as to 
these other places. Unquestionably that is so, and I shall make 
no resistance if he insists upon it, though I believe that he wil] 


farms, and the money has been expended and the work washed | fare better to let the improvements a those two cities re- 
away in the freshet that came down from the Mountains, | main in the bill as we have it proposed by the committee. Those 
from Montana and the Dakotas, in the next year. hat we suf- | improvements are on the Missouri side of the river, in one of the 


fer from there is what has endangered the Lower pe, 
estroy 

the undergrowth and the mosses and the herbage that would 
absorb the water, and it runs as it would over the top of this desk 
when the snows break up in the spring and pours a flood down 
ting in immense erosion and 


mense fires upon the head waters of the Missouri, that 


the Missouri and Mississippi, 
destruction of lands and even of towns. 

The river can only be improved like the Mississippi River, by 
reaches systematically. e have had this practically demon- 
strated. The Missouri River Commission commenced at Jefferson 
City and improved for 45 miles down the river systematically, one 
improvement supporting the other, one curve in the banks 
destroyed by putting the proper improvements on the opposite 
side, always throwing the river against the bluff, the rocky side, 
and protecting the alluvial lands. Whatis the result? There is 
not a finer piece of riparian engineering in the world than on the 
45 miles below Jefferson City. It stood three freshets, and you 
can not see where the river has made any impression u it. 
Nothing else was ever known like it before. That was done by 
following the recommendations of the Missouri River Commission. 

I have stood here year after year battling for the support of the 
Commission, as long as we have one. We have five officers there, 
three of them from the Corps of Engineers; we are paying them 
salaries; they are conducting the improvement according to their 
own way, and they could do itin no other. As long as we havea 
Commission we ought to support them in that work. 

The pressure brought upon other members of the Senate is noth- 
ing compared to that upon me. Here is $325,000 that is washing 
away in specific appropriations in my own State. To su the 

lan of the Commission is, I believe, the best thing for the people 
ere, and I think they will see it in the end. There will be some 


temporary and local irritation and t criticism of me in the 


terfere with the course of the river when these ravages were being 
made upon magnificent land worth fifty and seventy-five dollars 
au acre and that would produce anything in the world. But I 
have been satisfied, after I watched their work and inspected it 
ew ety as my colleague has done with me, that they were right 
that they understood how to bridle that river and to keep it 
in its channel, if human ingenuity and talent could do it. 
Captain Eads, the greatest riparian engineer who ever lived in 
this country, and I think in any other—not the greatest fortifica- 
tions engineer, but riparian engineer—told me once that the Mis- 
sissippi River could be improved with $100,000,000 and with noth- 
ing less. But he said, “‘ You must put a bridle upon it like you 
do upon an unbroken horse; and it will take years to do it, and 
a hundred million dollars to do it.” And yet every year we 
——— twoor three million dollars and the freshets come and 
© works are washed away. 


personal and 
political friends, are to-day writing and Sdlegrephian me to keep 


-| the people of Platte 










ing 


wealthiest counties in the State, not in Kansas, but in Platte 


County, Mo. 

Mr. BAKER. I ap te what the Senator from Missouri 
says, but still I think I ought to insist upon $15,000 at Atchison 
and $15,000 at Leavenworth. 

Mr. VEST. Very ; I am perfectly willing to go back to 
aunty, where I have as g friends as any 
in the world, who have always supported me in every ambition 
of my life, and defend the amendment as we have put it in tho 
bill. I think I can satisfy them that it is the best for them. But 
if the Senator from Kansas, who has, as I say, recommendations 
and estimates for these places, and the other places have not, 
insists upon the $30,000, it is all that the State of Kansas has 
— from the committee, and I am perfectly willing to con- 

le it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Theses {Mr. BaKER] to the 
amendment of the committee. 

Mr. HILL. I wish to move an adjournment. 

Mr. VEST. Let us get through with this item, 

Mr. FRYE. Yes, let us get through with it. 

Mr. BAKER. Let us vote on my amendment. 

“Mr. HILL. Very well. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to offer another amendment to the 
amendment of the committee. I move to amend the amendment 
by striking out the word * ” where it occurs in line 4, 
and ing *‘contracted for,” so that the latter provision may 
share the same fate as the general provision. 

Mr. VEST. How would it read then? 
Mr. ALLISON. It would then read: 


: county newspapers, but the end will justify it,as it did im the | , Of the money hereby eee on penere le be contracted 
: reach below Jefferson City. That Commission can be trusted. ree 6S ne ae ote. 
k My friend from Kansas is mistaken in thinking that you must go| The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the amend- 
Sg) there and logroll with them. They are not able to meet the de- | ment to the amendment? 
att mands of all localities and therefore there are always people dis- Mr. VEST. No; not at all. 
4 satisfied. I have myself thought at times that they ought to in- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 


the amendment of the Senator from Iowa to the amendment of 
the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. THURSTON. In line 6, after the words “‘ Council Binuffs,” 
I move to insert ‘*‘ Nebraska City.” 

Mr. VEST. That is right. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. Before the Senator from New York moves to 
adjourn I hope the Senate will conclude to consider the next 


t. 
= VEST. We have not yet disposed of the committee amend- 
ment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee as amended. 
Mr. FRYE. Let me inquire, wheredo Leavenworth and Atchi- 
son now come in—at the end? 


I appeal to the Senate to sustain the committee in doing what| The PRESIDING OFFICER. At the end of line 13. 
ve they have a to be right. It is all that they coulddo. All| Mr. FRYE. Then those words must be stricken out in line 6. 
en these towns in Missouri, my own constituents, m I was about to make the suggestion that 


Mr. VEST. they be 
stricken out of the body of the amendment. 
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The SECRETARY. In line 6, after the words “ Nebraska City,” | 
just inserted, strike out ‘‘ Leavenworth, Atchison.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will be agreed to unless 
objection is made. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment of the committee as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Now, I think I have kept the Senate here as late | 
as | am justified in doing. 

pOOK AGENTS OF METHODIST EPISCOPAL CHURCH SOUTH. 


Mr. BATE. The Senator from New York is kind enough to sns- | 
nd the motion to adjourn until I can ask for the consideration 
of Senate bill 2962. It asks for no money. It simply sends acase 

to the Court of Claims. — : 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is putting all the Senators to a great deal 
of annoyance in having to ask unanimous consent when there are 
not half a dozen present, and at a time when we ought to adjourn. 
It is not the way to transact business. Iam not going to object tc 
the bill called up by the Senator from Tennessee, but I am going 
to object to any other request of the kind until we have some 
agreement by which we shall transact the business of the Senate 
in a proper and decent way, giving every Senator a chance and | 
not having a regular scramble, as we have every day after 6 o'clock, 
when there is not a quorum here and when business ought not to 
be transacted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill indicated by the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee will be read for information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I simply want to give notice now,so that 
there will be no mal feeling in regard to the matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
notice to ap ly to the Senator from Tennessee? 

Mr. COCRRELL. It is not to apply to this case, as I said. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2962) to confer jurisdiction on 
the Court of Claims in the case ‘‘ The Book Agents of the Metho- 
dist Episcopal Church ” against The United States, and, by unani- 


| 


The Senator from Missouri does not intend his 


mous consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded | 


to its consideration. 


| House document room, 10 copies to the office of the Se 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered | 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

Mr. L. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 20 minutes p.m. ) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 8, 1896, at 12 
o'clock meridian. 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 6, 1896. 
POSTMASTERS. 


Charles F. Terhune, to be postmaster at Binghamton, in the 
county of Broome and State of New York. 

James Tiernan, to be postmaster at Fort Howard, in the county 
of Brown and State of Wisconsin. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, May 7, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Henry N. CoupeEn. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will cause the Journal of the pro- 
i oo to be read. 

Mr. PI . Speaker, I make the point that no quorum 

is t. 
e SPEAKER (having counted the House). 

tlemen are t; not a quorum. | 

After an interval of eighteen minutes, 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, is a quorum not now present? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks there is a quorum present, 
and the Clerk will read the Journal. 

Mr. — I make the point that there is no quorum 
presen 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the point of order, and | 
the Clerk will proceed with the reading. 

The Clerk ed to read the Journal. m 

When the Clerk had reached that part of the Journal reciting 

names of the absentees on the call of the committee and the 

Dames of those voting on the several roll calls, 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of the 
Journal in full. Let us have the names. \ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk wil! read the list of names in full. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the Journal. | 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will be ap- 


Mr. PICKLER. I object. 
. ° 

Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the approval of the Jour- 
nal, and on that demand the previous question. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 


Ninety-five gen- 
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The question was taken on the approval of the Journal; and on 
a division (demanded by Mr. PickLeR) there were—ayes 174, 








Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. There is evidently a quorum present. If 
those gentlemen who did not rise in response to the vote will an- 
nounce their presence the Chair will count those present and not 
voting. 

Nine gentlemen having risen, 

The SPEAKER. One hundred and seventy-four in the 
ative and nine gentlemen present and not voting. 
present, and the Journal is approved. 

PRINTING AND BINDING PUBLIC DOCUMENTS. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, on behalf of the Committee on 
Printing, I desire to report a bill (H. R. 8237) to improve the 
printing and binding methods of the public documents, and ask 
its present consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the annual reports of the heads of the Executive De 
partments and of the chiefs of bureaus, con 


affirm- 
A quorum is 


nmissions, and offices shall not bere- 
after be numbered and printed as Congressional documents. Periodicals 
issued weekly, monthly, yearly, or at other regular intervals shall not be num 
bered and printed as Congressional documents Special publications ex tend- 
ing over a series of months or years and issued at irregular intervals shall not 
be numbered and printed as Congressional documents. The general rule and 
procedure shall be that the Congressional number shall be given only to those 
documents which emanate directly from Congress or are furnished in re 
sponse to the call of Congress, or either House thereof, upon an Executive 


Department for information. 

Sec. 2. That whenever any document not bearing a Congressional number 
is furnished for the use of Congress 500 additional copies thereof shall at the 
same time be furnished to the Superintendent of Documents for the supply 
of the designated depository libraries, and there shall also be furnished 5 
copies for the Senate library and 15 copies for the H ind to the 
Congressional Library 2 copies for its own use and 50 copies for it 


use library, 


+ foreign 
exchanges. Of all such documents not bearing a Congressional number and 
ordered to be printed for the use of Congress the “ usual imi which 
shall also be printed, shall be 1,100 copies, of which there shall be s: in the 
unbound form, 170 copies to the Senate document room, 400 copic » the 


retary of the Senate, 


hall be 
y bound to 


and 20 copies to the office of the Clerk of the House, and 500 copie 
reserved by the Public Printer in unstitched form, to be special! 
the order of members and officers of Congress, as provided by law 

Sec. 3. That documents not bearing a Congressional number shall be bound 
as follows: If emanating from the Department of State, in scarlet cloth; if 
from the Department of the Treasury,in dark-blue cloth; if from the De- 
es of War, in black cloth; if from the Department of the Navy, in 
dark-green cloth; if from the Department of Justice, in dark-brown cloth; if 
from the Post-Office Department, in drab cloth; if from the Department of 
the Interior, in maroon cloth; if from the Department of Agriculture, in 
light-brown cloth; if from the Department of Labor, the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, the Fish Commission, the Smithsonian Institution, or 
other publishing office not connected with one of the Executive Departments, 
then in such colored cloth not used on the books of another bureav as such 
office and the Public Printer may agree upon; but when once adopted such 
color shall be continued from year to year in the binding of the same reports 


or other volumes from the same bureau, office, or commission. In providing 


| cloth for binding the public documents the Public Printer shall not provide 


a second-rate and low grade, but shall provide either cotton or linen cloth of 
those first-class grades and qualities whi h promise to give the volumes the 
most attractive appearance and the greatest durability. In lettering or em- 
bossing books the Public Printer shall use gold leaf of the best and most suit- 
able quality that is furnished for binders’ use, and he shall not use * Dutch 
metal” or any other imitation of gold leaf. The Senate documents shall be 
bound in dark-brown cloth and the Senate reportsin light-brown cloth. The 
House documents shall be bound in dark-drab cloth and the House reports 
in light-drab cloth: Provided, That the Revised Statutes, Statutes at Large, 
decisions of the Interior Department in land cases and in pension cases, opin- 
ions of the Attorney-General, or other publications of like character, properly 
designated as law books, may, within the discretion of the heads of Depart- 
ments issuing the same, be bound in sheep 

Sec. 4. That in placing the titles on the backs or sides of books (not pam- 
phlets) the following general rules shall govern: The fewest suitable number 
of words shall be used,and attempts to carry the whole title-page, or any 
considerable part of it. on the covers shall not be made. The largest and 
clearest type permitted by the space and by the rules of good taste shall be 
used, the purpose of making the titles readable at a distance being kept in 
view. The title placed near the top on the backs of books shall be the one in 
dicating the subject-matter of the volume. The title placed in the middle 
panel shall be the one indicating the year or other date, the whole number 
of volumes in the series, and the special number of the particular volume on 
which the title is placed. The title near the bottom of the back of each book 
shall show the Department, Bureau, Office,or Commission from which it 
issues. Every cloth-bound book shall have on the back of its cover 
and a date, which on very thin books may be printed lengthwise of the vo! 
ume. In expressing dates and other numbers on the backs of books Arabic 
numerals shall be used. 


a titl 


t 





Sec. 5. That in making up the binder’s titles for the House and Senate 

| documents and reports when binding the * reserve,”’ any document or report 
which fills more than one-third part of the volume in which it tained 
shall be mentioned in the title on the back of the cover of such volum rhe 
title near the top of the back of the cover on each of the reserve volumes 
shall be “House Documents * House Reports, Senate Document or 
“Senate Reports,” according to the contents of the v es. On the middle 
panel shall appear the number ort ers of the docun or reports con- 
tained in the volume, and he name (or an abbreviation of the name) of 
any document or report ntained therein which may separately fill one- 
third or more of the v When there is not in the volume any docu- 
ment or report making third the bulk of said volume, then the word 
** Miscellaneous nll bx lon the middle back panel in addition to the 


numbers of the do 
volume of document 
ber and the years of 
originated. 

Sec. 6. That the color, lettering, etc., of the binding, and the phraseology, 
typography, etc., of the title-page of every public document shall be the 
same on and in all copies of such document, and there shall be but one 


or repo 


rts therein contained. On the back of each 
3, near the bottom, shall be placed the num- 
ngress in which such documents or reports 


eport 


the C 
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edition of any public document, except reprints, and in case of a reprint the 
fact of its being a reprint, with the date of such reprint, shall be clearly 
stated on the title-page of such reprint edition. This provision shall not, 
however, be held to preclude or curtail any privileges now enjoyed by mem- 
bers of Congress or heads of Departments of having copies of documents 
specially bound for their personal use. 

Sec. 7. That it shall not be any part of the duty of the Public Printer to 
furnish title-pages for any of the public documents. This shall be done by 
the authors or compilers of the documents. 

Sxc. 8. That the special edition of the President's message and a part of the 
annual reports, heretofore issued in black cloth and entitled ‘‘ Messages and 
Documents,” shall not be issued, and the words, “ Being part of the message 
and documents,” shall not ae on the title-pages of any of the annual re- 
ports; but an equal number of the reports which have been heretofore printed 

n the “ Message and Documents” edition shall be printed in another edition. 

Seo. 9. That the “Abridgment”™ shall not be dated “eighteen hundred and 
ninety-four and ape are " nor one other combination of dates. It shall 
bear one date, which shall be that of the fiscal year to which its contents re- 
late. The same rule shall be followed in stamping dates on the covers of the 
annual reports. 

Sec. 10. That nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit the separate 
publication of complete papers which are parts of annual reports, nor to pre- 
vent the publication of varying editions, with amended title-pages, when a 
material amount of matter has been added, subtracted, or changed. Such 
additions, subtractions, or changes are held to make a new book. 

Sec. 1l. That the public documents shall be printed in the octavo size, un- 
tess urgent reason, amounting to absolute necessity, shall be shown to the 
Public Printer for making exceptions to this rule. 

Suc. 12. That Senate documents and House documents shall be numbered 
consecutively through a Congress, in the manner now followed with bills, 
resolutions, and reports. 

Sxc. 13. That of all documents or reports which make one or more complete 
volumes the whole of the “ usual number" shall be printed at one time, but 
of all documents or reports which will make only part of a bound volume the 
“reserve” number shall not be printed til! all the documents which are 
to be bound in the same volume are ready for pe. The bound volumes 
of documents and reports bearing Congressional numbers shall be yages 
continuously throughout the volumes on the bottom margins, and the origi- 
nal paging of the documents and reports shall be retained on the top mar- 
gins of the of said bound volumes. 


See. 14. single Congressional documents containing 500 or more pages 


shall be separatel und. 
Src. 15. That it is the intent and pu of this law to assimilate the Gov- 


ernment publications to the general literature of the country, and to that 
end it is directed that the word “* volume” shall be used in preference tothe 
word “ part,” “ appendix,’’ or “supplement” when the intention is to describe 
aseparate book, and that the word “series or the word “set” shall be used 
in preference to the word “‘ volume" when the intention is to describe a col- 
lection of books. 

Sxc. 16. That the provisions of this act, so far as her can be made applica- 
ble without doing over = a work already done, shall apply to all unissued 
volumes of the Congressional reserve and to all other incomplete work now 
in process of completion in the Government Printing Office. 

BC. 17. That it is hereby made the duty of the Public Printer to see to it 
that this law shall be executed in letter and in spirit 


ip , 
Sec. 18. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with the provisions of 
this act are hereby repealed. 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. 8 er, if I can have the attention of the 
House for a few minutes I will explain the purpose of this bill. 

The bill has been very carefully considered by the Committee 
on Printing, and is unanimously reported from the committee. 
The bill comes here thoroughly fortified. The first draft of this 
bill was submitted to every Department of the Government here 
from which documents are issued; it has been submitted toevery 
great public library in the country, and no objection has appeared 
to it from any — 

I hold in my hand a letter from the Public Printer approving 
the bill; also a letter from the Librarian of Congress, Mr. Spofford, 
approving the bill. I have here also a letter from the Massachu- 
setts Library Club, representing 135 different libraries, strongly 
approving the passage of the bill. I have a letter from the trus- 
tees of the Public Library of the City of Boston, said to be the 

atest library in the country, high 7 approving the bill, and I 
Cave here the approval of libraries and librarians and important 
ublic institutions from nearly every State inthe Union. Icould, 
if the House would have patience, read at length in support of 
this bill from these various documents to which I have referred. 

Now, then, let me say, Mr. Speaker, that the purposes of the 
bill are very simple. e bill does not reduce in any particular 
whatever any publication now authorized by law. It does not 
curtail the privileges that anyone enjoys under existing law. The 
effect of the bill will be to enlarge these privileges. 

Let me say, in brief, that a prime purpose of the bill is toreduce 
the varying editions of the same documents now issued from the 
Departments of the Government to one edition, and make it clear 
to anyone, by the title of the document, exactly the contents of 
the document itself. I have before me four volumes, to which I 
call your attention [indicating four bound volumes]: The first is 
the a of the Commissioner of Education, the second the re- 

rt of the Secretary of the Interior, the third is Messages and 
Decamneane of the Interior Department, and this, the fourth one, 
is House Executive Documents. Now, then, when I tell you that 
the contents of each of these volumes are identical you will at once 
see the necessity of the reform which the bill seeks to accomplish. 
Instead of oan this document and others like it in four or five 
editions, we propose to issue it in one edition. Seeing on ali 
shelf the volume House Executive Documents, no one would thi 
to find in that volume the report of the Commissioner of Educa- 
tion. So duplicates go everywhere. One library in this country 
has culled out and returned to the Superintendent of Documents 
5,000 volumes of duplicates. We propose to prevent duplication. 


The other important feature of the bill is—— 

Mr. DOCKERY. You not only secure uniformity, but thie », 
form must necessarily operate to largely reduce expenditures 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly, because these documents are i. 
| now in poe The other feature of the bill is to take on: .- 
what is called the reserve the copies that are furnished to tho ,),. 

pository libraries and print them at the same time that the ; 
edition is printed. Asit is now, these volumes that go in; 
reserve are not bound up until after the conclusion of a ses. 
Congress, so that the libraries do not receive their copies unt] ; 
or three years after a volume has been issued. When it comes ; 
current matters of interest, like the report of the Director o: : 
Mint, the report of the Secretary of the Treasury, the rej, 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, the value in ; 
reports is when they are first issued. So we take them out 0; 
reserve and bind them at the time the report is first issued. 

Under the present system, librarians will petition a mem))>y of 

Congress to send a copy of a report or other publication fr.)1,) \)\ 
quota, and then the Secretary of the Interior, or of any other [)o. 
partment, will in time send a copy from his quota. Then tio 

reserve is finally bound up, a year or two after, and the rewu|ay 

— for the library is furnished. We propose to remedy t});¢. 

r. Speaker, there can be no possible objection to this bill. | 
should be very glad to answer te that any member inay 
have in his mind. I have examined the bill very carefully. |; j; 
certainly important that this reform should take place. It works 
injury to nobody and benefit to everyone. 

he Government Printing Office is the largest publishing hovse 
in the world. Weissue from there something like 1,000,000 coy jes 
of books every year. Weare doing thisatan expense of hundr|s 
of thousands of dollars. Many experts are engaged in preparing 
the contents of these volumes; and when we are expending this 
large amount of money we certainly should see that the reports 
reach the public during the life of each report. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Iunderstand the gentleman to say that this 
bill has the approval of the Public Printer? 

Mr. PERKINS. This bill hasthe approval of the Public Printer, 
of press Librarian of Congress, of everyone to whomit has been su))- 
mitted. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. I understood that some time ago there was 
some friction between the Printing Committee and the |) 
binders’ Association of the country. Has that been adjusted: 

Mr. PERKINS. That has been adjusted,and lam authorized 
to say for the Bookbinders’ Union that they recommend the pas- 
sage of the bill in its present form. 

r. OWENS. I just want to call attention to the fact that 
the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RicHarpDson], who generally 
takes a very active and intelligent interest in these matters, is b- 
sent. Does the gentleman object to postponing it until his return? 

Mr. PERKINS. My colleague on the committee [Mr. Ri: 1- 
ARDSON] has been with me every day when we have consider 
this bill, and it meets with his entire approval and indorsement. 
He has had as much to do in the preparation of it as Ihave. The 
gentleman can not fail to accept my word for that. 

Mr. OWENS. I do not object to that, but it is a matter of very 
general importance, and we should like to understand a lifils 
more about it. Over here we have not been able to hear the siat»- 
ment of the gentleman from Iowa. Weare absolutely in the dark 
about the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. PERKINS. I have sought to make myself understood. 
The gentleman must recognize that this is a very important mat- 
ter. 1t does not infringe upon the rights of anyone. It has the 
approval, as I say, of the Public Printer, of the Librarian of (\n- 
eae. of the entire committee, of every librarian to whom it has 

submitted, and there is not an objection from any quarter. 

Mr. TALBERT. I have asked for the report of the committee, 
and I find that the committee have made no report. Why is that? 
If I am in error, I should like to know it. 

Mr. PERKINS. My friend will bear in mind that the commit- 
tee reported a joint resolution (No. 126) on this question and t)at 
report was made some time ago. The bill having been care!\lly 
gone over by the committee, we have made some changes froin 
the joint resolution, and present it in this form by the unanimous 
action of the committee. 

Mr. TALBERT. I just wanted to know how this bill came up, 
if the committee have not reported it regularly. 

Mr. PERKINS. The committee have reported it this mornine. 

Mr. TALBERT. Has the report been printed, or is it a report 
on another bill? 

Mr. PERKINS. It is the same subject—the same report. | 

Mr. TALBERT. I ask how it comes up for consideration? 
Have the committee made a formal report? 

Mr. PERKINS. They have made a formal report. 

Mr. TALBERT. Where is the report? 
wa There is a printed report on joint resolution 

0. 126. : 

Mr. TALBERT. Why is it that it is not obtainable? b 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman can obtain it by sending for it. 
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1896. 


Mr. TALBERT. I asked for it, and they said I could not get it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I understand that this bill is a substitute for 
the joint resolution, and the report is on the joint resolution. 

Mr. TALBERT. There seems to have been some irregularity 
about the re ing of it. 

Mr. MILES. There is no division in the committee on this sub- 


ect? 
’ Mr. PERKINS. None whatever. 

Mr. MILES. And the Public Printer approves it? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Public Printer approves it. 
objection from any quarter. 
find an objection from any quarter. 

Mr. TALBERT. 
bill. I was only asking in regard to the manner in which it comes 
up, as I failed to obtain a report. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote! ”| 

The amendments recommended by the committee are as follows: 

In section 2, line 3, after the word ‘‘ thereof,” insert the words 
“bound in morocco, of colors to correspond with the colors 
of cloth-bound books as hereinafter provided.” 

Also, in line 6, of same section, after the word ‘‘ furnished,” in- 
sert the words ‘in like binding.” 

Also, in section 3, line 2, after the word “ bound,” insert the 
words “ in paper or cloth, and if in cloth.” 

Also, in same section, lines 19 and 20, strike out the words 
“shall not provide a second rate and low grade, but.” 

Also, in same section, lines 26 and 27, strike out the words “ and 
he shall not use ‘ Dutch metal,’ or any other imitation of gold leaf.” 

Also, in section 4, line 16, strike out the word “cloth.” 

Also, in section 5, strike out all after the word ‘‘ reserve,” in 
line 3, down to and including the word ‘“‘ volume,” in line 6. 

Also in section 6, line 1, insert after the word “color ” the word 
“and”; and in same line strike out the words ‘and so forth”; 
and in line 2 of same section, after the word ‘* phraseology,” in- 
sert the word ‘‘ and”; and also in same line strike out the words 
“and so forth.” 

Also in section 9, line 1, after the word “ abridgment,” strike 
out all the words down to and including the word ‘ dates,” in 
line 3. 

Also in section 15, line 3, after the word “ end,” strike out the 
words “it is directed that.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 





The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


pa: pm being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, an a 

On motion of Mr. PERKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. BouTEeLLE, 
Mr. Rosrnson of Pennsylvania, and Mr. CUMMINGs as conferees on 
the part of the House on the naval appropriation bill. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


Am from the Senate, by Mr. Piatt, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions 
of the ene titles; in which the concurrence of the House was 

uested: 
bill (S. 606) for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the 
late Lieut. Col. Nathaniel H. McLean; 

A bill sg 989) granting a pension to Fannie Kautz, widow of 
August V. Kautz, late brigadier-general, United States Army. 
Joint resolution (S. R. 127) proposing amendments to section 
1, eeonen $2, of the act of Jannary 12, 1895, providing for the 
public printing and binding and distribution of documents; and 

Joint resolution (S. R. 128) proposing an amendment to section 
89, ph 2, of the act of January 12, 1895, providing for the 
public printing and binding and the distribution of public docu- 
ments. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. 862) for the relief of the re- 
ceivers of the Towboat Association of New Orleans, La. 

The also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, late postmaster 
at Le Mars, Iowa; and ae 

A bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Gray. 

SENATE BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIX, the following Senate bills and 

the Speaker 
as follows: : 
A bill (8. a for the relief of Sarah K. McLean, widow of the 
Lieut. 


F 


| 


There is no | 
The gentleman will be unable to | 


Iam not trying to find an objection to the | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 















A951 


A bill (S. 989) granting a pension to Fannie Kautz, widow of 


August V. Kautz, late brigadier-general, United States Army—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2822) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 128) proposing an amendment to section 
89, paragraph 2, of the act of January 12, 1895, providing for the 

| public printing and binding and the distribution of public doe 
| ments—to the Committee on Printing. 

Joint resolution (S. R. 127) proposing amendments to section 
73, paragraph 32, of the act of January 12, 1895, providing for the 
public printing and binding and distribution of documents—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 

that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint 








ions were taken from the Speaker's table and referred | tions as provided for cases of w 


| 


Nathaniel H. McLean—to the Committee on | any jud 


resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 
same: 

A bill (H.R. ) for the relief of James Duke: 

A bill (H.R. 152) granting a pension to Mary Ann Tracy; 

A bill (H.R. 491) granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Walsh, of Stockham, Nebr.; 

A bill (H. R. 1139) granting a pension to Caroline D. Mowatt; 

A bill (H.R. 577) granting a pension to Lydia A. Taft; 

A bill (H. R. 4968) granting a pension to Helen A. Jackman, de 
— daughter of Lieut. William Jackman, late of Company I, 

‘ourteenth Regiment of Maine Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 4587) granting a pension to Sarah G. Ives; 

A bill (H. R. 1889) granting an honorable discharge to F.-L. 
Taylor from December 2, 1864; 

A bill (H. R. 5254) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
G. Howell, late a private inCompany F, One hundred and sixtieth 
New York Volunteers; 

A bill (H. R. 6505) to revive and reenact an act to authorize the 
construction of a free bridge across Arkansas River, connecting 
Little Rock and Argenta; 

A bill (H. R. 2735) for the relief of Enoch Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 4456) to authorize and direct the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate one condemned cannon and four pyramids of 
condemned cannon balls to the cemetery association in the city of 


=so 
vin 


St. Paul, Minn., to be used at or near the foot of the soldiers’ 
monument in said cemetery; 

A bill (H. R. 3018) to amend the act approved March 3, 1891, 
granting the right of way upon the public lands for reservoir and 


canal purposes; 

A bill (S. 1872) authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
exchange in behalf of the United States the tract of land at 
Choctaw Point, Mobile County, Ala., now belonging to the United 
States and held for light-house purposes, with the Mobile, Jack- 
son and Kansas City Railroad Company for any other tract or 
parcel of land in said county equally well or better adapted to use 
for light-house purposes; 

A bill (S. 1846) authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Navy to donate condemned cannon to Custer Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, at Leavenworth, Kans., and Mathies | , Grand 
Army of the Republic, at Burlington, Iowa; 

A bill (S. 661) to amend section 2880 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, fixing time for vessels to unlade: 

A bill (S. 129) for the relief of Capt. George H. Perkins; 

A bill (S. 1904) to regulate marriages in the District of Co- 
lumbia. 


ost 


CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEALS. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up from the House 
Calendar the bill H. R. 7370. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will send up the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 





A bill (H. R. 7370) to amend an act entitled “An act to estab! vit ‘ 
of appeals and define and regulate in certain s the j 
courts of the United States, and for other purpos ap} 

1891. 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 15 of the act entitled “An h 

circuit courts of appeals and to define and regen t 

diction of the courts of the United States, and for ! ed 

March 3, 1891, be, and the same hereby is, amended so as 
“Seo. 15. That the Supreme Court and the circuit court hall 

have the same appellate jurisdiction, by writ er! ri w 

the judgments, orders, and decrees of the supreme rt eral 

Territories as by this act they may have to re v tl ‘ ders, 

and decrees of the district and circuit courts: and als . e tion 

by writ of error or pen to review any final judgment or decree of the 
supreme court of any Territory in all cases where the matter in controversy 
shall exceed $1,000, besides costs, and in all criminal cases where the crime 
charged may be murder or a felony or infamous crime where the defendant 
shall have been sentenced to capital punishment or imprisonment in the 
penitentiary fora i it less than five years; which said appeals 4 


or writ 
manner and subject to the same r+ 
of error or appeals from judgments 


— n 
of error shall be taken in the same 


. \ 
rits 


from 
the district courts.” 

Sec. 2. That all appeals which may be taken or writs of error sued out 
under the provisions of the foregoing section 15, as herein amended. to review 
gment, order, or decree of the supreme court of any Territory, shall 
be taken or sued out within one year after the entry of the judgment, order, 
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or decree sought to be reviewed: Provided, That in any such case mentioned 
in said section wherein a judgment, order, or decree has been entered since 
March 3, 1894, and not been entirely executed at the time of the passage of 
this act, the party aggrieved shall be entitled to take an appeal or sue out a 
writ of error at any time within six months after the of this act, 

srovided that no vested right acquired under any roceeding to execute such 
Judgment, order, or decree shall be in any way affected or impaired by such 
appeal or writ of error, and the party appealing or suing out a writ of error 
to review any judgment, order, or decree of any supreme court of any Ter- 
ritory shall be entitled to a stay of execution in the same manner and sub- 
ject to the same regulations as is provided by the laws of the United States 
n cases of appeals and writs of error from ae, orders, or decrees of 
the district or circuit courts of the United States; and in all cases when the 
writ of error is sued out froma pragmens in which the sentence shall be cap- 
ital punishment, the same shall operate as a stay of execution during the 
pendency of such case or writ of error. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, I have no objection to the present 
consideration of the bill, but it is fair to say to the House that I 
have some question as to the power of the House to pass it, and I 
will want four or five minutes to state my reasons for that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, there are one or two committee 
amendments to the bill, and the Delegate from New Mexico [Mr. 
CaTRON] hasa further amendment which he desires to submit and 
which is acceptable, as [ understand it, to the committee. 

Mr. PICKLER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. How 
does this matter come up? 

The SPEAKER, It comes up by presentation of the gentleman 
from Vermont. 

Mr. PICKLER. By unanimous consent? 

The SPEAKER. Yes, sir; the Chair asked if there was objec- 
tion, and there was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. Has it passed that stage? 

Mr. POWERS. I yield to the gentleman from New Mexico to 
offer an amendment. ’ 

Mr. CATRON. I offer an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask if there is time to object? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair Laan the question twice to the 
House, and no objection was made. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then it is my fault, so far as that is con- 
cerned, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman was providentially absent. 
[Laughter and applause. | 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out, in line 9, page 1, after the word “that,” the words “the supreme 
court and." 

The question was taken; and 

The SPEAKER announced: The 7 seem to haveit; the ayes 
have it, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. 

Mr. POWERS, There are two amendments reported by the 
committee. Benak 

Mr. PICKLER. I call for a division on that vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman calls for a division on the 
amendment which has already been submitted to the House. 

The question was taken; and there were—ayes 150, noes none. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no quorum. 

The SPEAKER proceeded to count the House. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the point of no quo- 


rum. 

The SPEAKER (after counting). Two hundred gentlemen are 
present, a quorum. On this question the ayes are 154, the noes 
none. The ayes have it, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. POWERS. I now call attention to the committee amend- 
ments. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Amend in line 5 of section 2 by striking out the words “one year” and 
inserting in lieu thereof the words “six months"; and with the further 
amendment, in lines 12 and 13 of section 1, by striking out the words “ by this 
act’ and inserting, after the word “ have ’ in said line and section, the words 
“ by the act to which this is an amendment.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to, 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CONNOLLY] reported this bill, and I yield to him for a statement, 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to 
amend a section of the act creating the circuit courts of appeals. 
It was evidently supposed at the time when that act was passed 
that appeals from the supreme courts of the Territories to the 
circuit courts of appeals would be allowed; buta decision rendered 
by the Supreme Court this winter, in the case of Folsom against 
the United States, on the 2d day of December, 1895, decides that 
appeals from the supreme court of a Territory can not go to the 
circuit courtsof appeals; in other words, that there is no appeal at 
all from a supreme court of a Territory. 

It is for the purpose of correcting that, so that an appeal or writ 
of error will lie from the supreme court of a Territory to the circuit 
courts of appeals, the same as from a United States circuit or dis- 


trict court, that this act has been asked for by the residents of the 
Territory, and it is for the a of giving them that relief that 
this amendment to section 15 of the act creating the circuit courts 
of appeals is proposed, and there would seem to be no objection 
to it. One member of the Judiciary Committee has filed a minor- 
ity report; otherwise the report in favor of the bill is the report of 
the entire committee. That member questions the power of Con- 
gress to confer appellate jurisdiction upon theSupreme Court and 
circuit courts of appeals. I do not know whether his report goes 
to that extent or not, but I remember that it does question tho 
power to authorize an a to the supreme court from the 
courts of the Territories. at position has some plausibility, and 
it might be considered that there was something in it but for the 
fact that the Supreme Courts itself, in October, 1894, decided that 
the power does rest in Con to authorize appeals from any 
court created by Congress for the Territories to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. That, I understand, is the only ques- 
tion which the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BaILEY] reserved in 
reporting this bill. Inasmuch as the gentleman desires to be 
heard upon the question, I call his attention to the case of United 
States vs. Coe, in volume 155—— . 

Mr. BAILEY (interposing). Will the gentleman permit me to 
say that I have no doubt about the power of Congress to confer 
appellate jurisdiction in a case where the United States itself is a 
party, because a controversy to which the United States is a party 
is one of the class of cases enumerated in the Constitution to 
which the judicial power of the United States extends? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. But the Supreme Court itself says that this 
power is not referable to the provision of the Constitution author- 
izing the establishment of that court. 

Mr. BAILEY. The case to which the gentleman calls my at- 
tention is a case involving an appeal from the Court of Private 
Land Claims, is it not? 

Mr. CONNOLLY. That was the _— question that was 
before the court, but the language of the court is general as to all 
classes of cases. 

Mr. BAILEY. Let me say to the gentleman, in order that there 
may be no misunderstanding between us, that I do not question 
the power of Congress to authorize an appeal from any court 
created by Con , or even from the courts of the States, in any 
case to which the Constitution extends the judicial power of the 
United States. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I understand that the gentleman makes that 
limit, but the Supreme Court does not stop for that limit. If the 

ntleman will examine that case and the concluding paragraphs 
in the case in volume 155, decided last October, he will find that 
the language is general, that it is not limited to cases in which 
the United States is a party, but is general. 

And as, wherever the United States exercise the power of government 
whether under fic grant or through the domin and sovereignty of 
lénary authority, as over the Territories (Shively vs. Bowlby, 152 U.S.., | 
fs), that power includes the ultimate executive, legislative, and judicial 
wer, it follows that the judicial action of all inferior courts established b 

accordance with L 


n, may, the Constitution, be subjected to the appe 
late urisdiction of the supreme judicial tribunal of the Government. - 


They go on further and say: 
ever e 

Ry ete 
7 —— of the Court of Private Land over property in the 

There never has been any question, Mr. Speaker, about the 
power of Congress to do this with reference to the Territorial 
courts, and the Supreme Court says there is no reason why the 
same rule should not apply to these ees land claims. But so 
far as that is concerned, now that the amendment proposed by 
the gentleman from New Mexico - CATRON] has been adopted, 
this amendment of section 15 of the act applies only to a to 
the circuit courts of appeals, so that that question is entirely elim- 
inated. I can see no reason why the privilege should not be 
extended to the ple of the Territories of having their cases 
reviewed in the uit courts of appeals. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, the objectionable part of the bill 
is that which confers— 


pellate i »b nal judg- 
ment or deciee Of the supreme cours of eny Territory ia all Gasce where ths 
matter in controversy shall exceed $1,000 besides costs. 

And my friend from Illinois himself admits that my contention 
would be a strong one if the question were new. I do not think 
that it is within the power of Congress to confer upon any 
court created in pursuance of the judicial article of the Constitu- 
tion the power to hear and determine any case, either originally 
or upon appeal, except those cases which are particularly and 
specifically enumerated in’ the Constitution as cases to which the 
judicial power of the United States extends. To my mind, the 
proposition is so clear as to make it difficult of argument, and yet 
the Judiciary Committee has reported this bill, assuming, as 4 
matter of course, that it is within the power of Congress to do this. 

There are several cases in which expressions as loose as that 
which the gentleman from Illinois has just read have been made 














1896. 


py the court, but when you look away from the language of the 
court to the lan of the Constitution itself, the matter seems | 
to me too clear for controversy. The third article of the Consti- 
tution begins with these words: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme 
Court, and such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time estab- | 
lish. 

The judges have declared, with practical unanimity, that the 
Constitution itself establishes the Supreme Court of the United 
States, though the constitutional provision, it is true, is not oper- 
ative or effective until Congress has fixed the number of judges | 
and they have been appointed. The Constitution authorizes Con- | 
gress to establish such inferior courts as in its wisdom it may 
deem proper, and the Supreme Court, established by the Constitu- | 
tion, and the inferior courts, established in pursuance of the con- | 


stitutional power granted to Congress, must exercise the judicial | 
power of the United States. Proceeding one step further, then, 


the second section of that same third article says: 


dicial power shall extend to all cases i equity arising 
aie dis Coustitution, the laws of the United oe ee oe "maaan 
which shall be made under their authority; to all cases affecting ambassa- 
dors, other public ministers, and consuls; to all cases of admiralty and mari- 
time jurisdiction; to controversies to which the United States shall be a 
party; to controversies between two or more States, between a State and 
citizens of another State, between citizens of different States, between citi- 
zens of the same State claiming lands under grants of different States, and 
between a State, or the citizens thereof, and foreign States, citizens, or sub- 
jects. 

The eleventh amendment of the Constitution eliminates from 
that section the judicial power of the United States to call a sov- | 
ereign State into the courts and pronounce judgment against it; | 
but, with the “ape ere of the change made by that eleventh | 
amendment, the judicial power of the United States to-day is 

recisely identical with what it was as originally defined in the | 

nstitution. 

Now, my distinguished friend from Ilinois [Mr. Conno.ty] | 
will agree with me that no court created under that provision of the 
Constitution can take original cognizance of any case except one of | 
the cases enumerated in that first paragraph of the second section 
of the third article. There would be no controversy about this 
if you were proposing to give the circuit courtsor the district | 
courts of the United States original jurisdiction. Suppose any 
member of this House should propose that the district courts of | 
the United States should have original jurisdiction in all cases | 
where the amount exceeded $1,000. There is not a gentleman on | 
this floor, lawyer or layman, who would not straightway under- 
stand that it was beyond the power of Congress to confer any 
such jurisdiction upon the circuit or the districts courts of the 
United States. And, Mr. Speaker, it is beyond the power of Con- 
gress to confer appellate jurisdiction in any case over which origi- | 
nal jurisdiction can not be given. The Constitution recognizes | 
no difference between the original and the appellate jurisdiction | 
of the inferior courts of the United States. It permits Congress 
to grant to the inferior courts the power to hear and determine all | 
the specified cases except the three classes of cases over which 
—- jurisdiction is granted to the Supreme Court of the United 

tates. 

The Supreme Court has held, beginning with the famous case of 
Marbury vs. Madison, that it is not within the power of Congress 
to increase the original jurisdiction of that court. In the first 
judiciary act Congress attempted to grant to the Supreme Court | 
power to issue mandamus against the officers of the Government; 
and it was in pursuance of that secti-n of the judiciary act that 
Marbury brought his suit to compel Mr. Madison, who was then | 
Secretary of State, to deliver to him his commission as a justice 
of the peace in and for this District. The Supreme Court, speak- 
ing Serene Marshall—and this was the first of those re- 
markable ons that have won for him a first place among the 
judicial reasoners of his own or any other age, or of this or any 
other country—held that provision of the judiciary act uncon- | 
stitutional on the ground that Congress had no power to add to 
the original jurisdiction of the Supreme Court. 

The next question which arose was whether Congress could | 
commit to the inferior courts the decision of those cases over which 
original jurisdiction had been granted to the Supreme Court. 
For eighty years that question was left uxsettled. In the Ortega 
case the court plainly intimated that Congress had no such power. 
Judge Curtis, in his admirable book embracing a series of lectures | 
delivered to a law class, expressed it as his opinion that Congress 
could not grant original jurisdiction to the inferior courts in those 
cases where the Constitution had granted original jurisdiction to 
the Supreme Court. But at last, and after leaving the question 
open many years, the Supreme Court of the United States did 
decide in the case of Bors vs. Preston that Congress could vest 
original jurisdiction in those cases in the inferior courts. But if 
we admit that the doctrine of Bors vs. Preston is reconcilable 
with the doctrine of Marbury vs. Madison, it does not follow in | 
that can grant to any court of the United States created | 
under the judicial article of the Constitution the power to hear | 
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and determine any case except those enumerated in the Consti- 
tution itself. 

I repeat that if this were a question affecting the district and 
circuit courts of the United States there would be no difference 
of opinion. The difference of opinion arises out of the fact that 
it 1s an effort to grant appeals from the courts of 








ts of the Territories, 


| I concur with my friend from Ihnois that the power of Congress 
over the Territories is not limited by the judicial clause of the Con- 
stitution. I grant him that the Territorial courts are nm ited 
under the powers granted by the judicial clause of the Constitu- 

| tion, but are created in pursuance of a separate and d rent 
power to make all needful rules and regulations over the t tory 

| of the United States, or it may be, as intimated by Judge Marshail 
in the case of The Insurance Company vs. Canter, that it results 

| from the power of the Government to acquire territory. But, 
however it results and from whatever power it arises, I cordially 
agree that it is not exercised under the judicial clause of the Con- 
stitution, and that the Territorial courts, not being created under 
the judicial clauses of the Constitution, are not subject to its lim- 
itations, 

I admit, Mr. Speaker, that Congress, when it creates the courts 
of a Territory, can authorize them to exercise any jurisdiction that 
it may deem proper not inconsistent with the letter or the spirit 
of the Federal Constitution. But, sir, when Congress has created 


courts in the Territories, and has conferred upon them their powers 





to hear and determine such cases as Congress see#fit, it has ther 

exhausted its power over these cases, and the det@4pination musi 
be final unless they fall within the class of ca to which thee 
judicial power of the United States is extended the Constitu- 
tion. In other words, when you go into the Te¥ritorial court, 
where do you look to ascertain its jurisdiction? You look to the 







act of Congress creating the court. If under t 
the court has power to try and determine the « 
to the Constitution to see if Congress has the 
court the power conferred upon it by the law 
that the act of Congress vesting the court w 


at act of (ongress 
se, then vou look 
ywer to give the 
Unless yon find 


Jurisdiction 1s 
antagonistic to some provision of the Constitufmn the court can 
proceed with the trial. But when you have h&. your day in the 
Territorial court, and having lost your case there you undertake 

| by an appeal or a writ of error tocarry it into the circuit court of 


the United States, you will then stand in a court created in pur- 
suance of the judicial clause of the Constitution, and therefore the 
right and power of that court to hear and determine that case 
depends first upon the act of Congress, and next upon th 
stitutional power of Congress to pass that act. 

If this bill becomes a law any case involving a thousand dollars 
and costs is appealable to the circuit court of appeals. But when 
you look to the Constitution, as you must do, what do you find? 
You find that under the Constitution the courts created under the 
judiciary clause of that instrument can only exercise jurisdiction 
in certain cases; and no case that does not fall within the limitss— 


con- 





the list of cases specified in the Constitution—can be heard and 
determined in the circuit court of appeals or in any other court 
of tle United States created by and under the judicial article of 
the Constitution. 

The power of Congress over the tribunal from which the appeal 
was taken is not the question in the appellate court. The power 
to entertain an appeal is determined, not by the jurisdiction of 
the trial court from which the appeal is taken, but by the juris- 
diction of the appellate court to which the ap, .eal is taken. There 
are many cases, both in Federal and in Sta%» courts, which are 
triable in the courts below, but not appealabli&to the courts above. 
When you undertake to appeal from the circXit or district court 
of any State to the supreme court of the Sta%», you must show 


it is immaterial 
not immaterial 


your right to a hearing in that higher court, an# 
about your right or standing in the lower court 

in the technical sense of the word, because as a 13atter of course 
you must have had a standing below in order to have a standing 
above; but the mere fact that you had that standiiig in the lower 


court does not necessarily give you a standing in ‘th ellate 
court. Instead of looking to the jurisdiction of this urt, 
which heard your case originally, you look to the j isd 1 of 
the higher court to see if it has power to try t 4 

[I submit to the House and to the gentleman from Ly that 
when you go into the circuit court of appea must & ra 
jurisdictional test. Whatisit? This bill mal the ahount in 
controversy a jurisdictional test. It provides thatif a th. und 
dollars and costs are involved the case is apy ble. ‘lie Con- 
stitution of the United States says that the courts creat § ander 
its judicial clause can exercise jurisdiction over no case xcept 
those specifically enumerated. What condition will my ‘jriend 
from Illinois find himself in if he appeals a case to the « Yeuit 
court Of appeals purely upon the amount in controversy? \His 
case must be dismissed. \ 

[ do not doubt that an appeal will lie from the supreme « mrttof 
a Territory to the Supreme Court of the United States, providid 


the case falls within the constitutional enumeration. In othey 
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words, if the United States were a party to a case in the Terri- 
torial court, or if a Federal question is involved, an appeal will lie. 


ee 


Mr. CONNOLLY. Yes. 
Mr. MILES. Has there been any attempt heretofore by (,, 


Why? Not on account of the tribunal from which the appeal was | gress to carry any class of cases to the Supreme Court of ; : 


taken, because, as Judge Storey said in Martyn vs. 
Lessee, the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States does not 
depend upon the tribunal from which the appeal is taken, but upon 
the character of the case, and the Supreme Court of the United 
States sustained an appeal from the highest court of Virginia. Of 
course Congress can authorize an appeal from the supreme court 
of a Territory precisely in the same cases as from the supreme 
court of a State; that is, whenever the case is one to which the 
judicial power of the United States extends. 

In that class of cases Congress can authorize an appeal from any 
court—from the Court of Claims, from the Court o Private Land 
Claims, from the supreme courts of Territories, or from the 
supreme courts of the various States. But it was the intention of 
the framers of the Constitution that the constitutional courts of 
the United States should exercise no jurisdiction except over those 
cases to which their jurisdiction was expressly exteuded. The 
hardship may or may not be great, but the effect of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States is, that when a Territory is organized it 
is assimilated to the condition of a State. A Territory is given a 
judiciary, a legislature, and an executive. It is presumed that the 
judiciary will be a competent and honest one; but the Territor 
is left to such a judiciary as it has, except in those cases to whic 
the judicial power of the United Statesisextended. If the judges 
are corrupt or incompetent, the people of the Territory suffer pre- 
cisely as a State might suffer which was afflicted with corrupt 
or incompetent jndges. 

The friends of this bill have removed one objection to it by 
striking out the Supreme Court of the United States and thereby 
limiting this appellate power to the circuit court of a ls; but 
it does not appear to me that they have escaped the difficulty, be- 
cause the circuit court of appeals can be given jurisdiction’ over 
no case that the Supreme Court of the United States may not ex- 
ercise jurisdiction over. The circuit court of appeals is what the 
judges denominate a ‘‘ constitutional court,” and it can exercise 
appellate jurisdiction in no case over which Congress might not, 
if it saw fit, confer original jurisdiction. No man will contend 
that Congress can confer original jurisdiction on the constitu- 
tional courts of the United States over ‘‘ all cases involving $1,000”; 
and I contend that if we can not confer original we can not con- 
fer appellate jurisdiction. . 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Mr. Speaker, I apprehend that the gentle- 
man from Texas Abe BAILEY] is the a lawyer in this House 
who has examined this question who finds the difficulty with it 
that he dves in this bill, or in the jurisdiction proposed. Thegen- 
tleman’s argument goes to hold that the present law is unconsti- 
tutional. That is the only legitimate effect of the gentleman’s 
argument. His argument is that a law preposing to grant appel- 
late jurisdiction to the circuit courts of appeals from the supreme 
courts of the Territories is unconstitutional. 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no. I fully concede the power of Congress 
over those cases enumerated in the Constitution. : 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, the gentleman will find that under 
the present circuit courts of appeals act—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I may save the gentleman trouble by stating 
that I object to no part of the bill except that part which predi- 
cates the jurisdiction on the amount in controversy. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The original objection to the bill was. that 
it granted an appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

r. BAILEY. The gentleman has misunderstood me. I was 
unfortunate in expressing myself. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. The gentleman was not unfortunate in 
expressing himself in the minority report which he filed, because 
that was one of the objections that he made. 

Mr. BAILEY. No; the gentleman will not find that in the 
minority report. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I have not the report before me this mo- 
ment, but I have read it, however, and I found that objection 


in it. 

Mr. BAILEY. I assure the gentleman he will not find that 
objection in it. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. It was the practice before the circuit courts 
of appeals was established. Appeals went direct, in certain pre- 
scribed cases, from the supreme courts of the Territories to the 
Supreme Court of the United States, and that was the rule and 
practice and law until the passage of this circuit courts of appeals 
act in 1889. Then it provided that certain classes of those cases 
from the Territories, instead of going to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, must stop in the circuit courtsof appeals. Notonl 
so with reference to supreme courts of Territories, but also wit 
reference to cases from district and circuit courts of the United 
States. They cut off the appeal to the Supreme Court of the 
United States in a large class of cases, and limited the appeal—— 

Mr. MILES. Will the gentleman allow me a question there? 





unter’s | United States except those enumerated in the provisions of ;),, 


Constitution? 

Mr. CATRON. Let me answer that. I will say yes; for 
last one hundred years it has been done, from all the Territoy;,.. 
to the Supreme Court of the United States, in cases exactly sj1,,;! 
lar to this. F 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, this ridiculous condition of thiy.s 
exists to-day—— 

Mr. BAILEY. I dislike to interrupt my friend, but the gent}o. 
man from New Mexico [Mr. Catron] could not make his st, to. 
ment good. If he will examine the reports in every case that }),,5 
been appealed, and in which the question of jurisdiction ww. 
raised, there was either a Federal question or the United States 
was a party. 

Mr. CATRON. The gentleman is decidedly mistaken. Nino. 
tenths of all the cases that have come up were cases where no F'e(- 
eral question was raised and cases in which the United States was 
nota party. The first case brought from the Territory of Now 
Mexico was back in the fifties, the case of Webbvs. Leitzendorfer, 
a case of attachment by one creditor against another, and no «11s- 
tion of Federal jurisdiction whatever. Since that there have |eoy 
a dozen cases from the supreme court of the Territory of Now 
Mexico brought up, and many from all the other Territorial supreine 
courts. Thecasesof Hornbucklevs. Tombs and Clinton vs. Fnel- 
berg, found in 13 and 18 Wallace, one from Utah and the other 
from the Territory of Montana, neither one of them involyed 
Federal questions. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman will permit me to say that «ll 
the cases were where the jurisdictional question was considered, 
as in the Cole and Canter cases, were all cases where there was a 
Federal question, or, as in the case cited, where the United States 
was a party. 

Mr. CATRON. But in the case which I speak of, and in al! the 
other cases, it has been a recognized doctrine that these cases were 
appealable and maintainable in the United States court, and no 
question has been raised; it has been acquiesced in for a hundred 


the 


years. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Now, the case that has provoked the decision 
of the Supreme Court and makes this bill necessary is the case of 
Folsom against the United States, and that case got to the Supreme 
Court in this way: It was appealed to the circuit court of appeals 
of the eighth circuit. Folsom was indicted for making certain 
false entries and a violation of the provision of section 5209 of the 
Revised Statutes. He was tried and convicted in a Territoria! 
court. He appealed to the supreme court of the Territory and the 
judgment of conviction was sustained. He then appealed to the 
circuit court of appeals of the eighth circuit. The eighth circuit 
made a certificate of division of opinion upon the question as to 
whether they had jurisdiction to entertain this appeal. If this 
man had been convicted of some minor criminal offense the appl 
would have lain; but being convicted of an infamous crime, tlie 
appeal did not lie. Sothe SupremeCourt holds. Andin language 
they say: 

It may be that there was an oversight in that Fastionler; but if there were 
we certainly gan not supply it by construing the fifth section as carrying appi- 
late jurisdiction over such cases to the circuit court of appeals, and so eilary« 
that jurisdiction into something other and different from the same appe!lat: 
jurisdiction as is exercised in reviewing judgments of the district and circuit 
courts under section 6 of this act. 

Mr. BAILEY. The gentleman understands that I make no 
question of our power to grant an ap to any court where the 
United States is a party either in a criminal or civil suit. ; 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Oh, I understand your objection is to thi: 
bill. Now, under the circuit courtsof appeals act there is no case 
transferred from the circuit court of appeals in a Territory exce)t 
those cases in which the judgmentof the circuit court of appeals is 
made final. In cases of capital or otherwise infamous crimes their 
judgments are not made final. The act provides: 

Sxzc. 5. That appeals or writs of error may be taken from the district courts 
- ome s the enters circuit courts direct to the Supreme Court in the fol- 

owing c ° 

in any case in which the jurisdiction of the court isin issue. In such cases 
the question of jurisdiction alone shall be certified to the Supreme Court 
from the court below for decision. 

From the final sentences and decrees in prize causes. 

In cases of conviction of a capital or otherwise infamous crim: 


e. 

In any case that involves the construction or application of the Constitu- 
tin of the United States. 

In any case in which the constitutionality of any law of the United States 
or the Validity or construction of any treaty made under its authority is 
drawn in question. : 

In any case in which the constitution or law of a State is claimed to be in 
contravention of the Constitution of the United States. , 

Nothing in this act shall affect the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in 
cases appealed from the highest court of a State nor the construction of the 
statute providing for review of such cases. 


Now, in all these cases an appeal lies direct from the district 
and circuit courts to the Supreme Court of the United States. 








Now, there is another class of cases in which a judgment of the 
circuit courts of appeals is made final. 


And the judgments or decrees of the circuit courts of appeals shall be final 
in all cases in which the jurisdiction is dependent entirely upon the opposite 
sarties to the suit or controversy, being aliens and citizens of the United 
States or citizens of different States; also in all cases arising under the patent 
laws, under the revenue laws, and under the criminal laws, and in admiralty 


: Excepting that in every such subject within its oppeinte jurisdiction the 
circuit court of appeals at any time may certify to the Supreme Court of the 
United States 7 ese or propositions of law concerning which it de 
sires the instruction of that court for its proper decision. 


Now, in these cases in which jurisdiction of the circuit court 


is final, ap are made by this law to lie in the circuit court of 
appeals. In all cases where judgment of the circuit court of ap- 


als is final, then an appeal goes from the supreme court of the 
Merritory to the circuit court of appeals; but in a revenue case, 
where a man is indicted for selling a little whisky, he may appeal 
direct to the Supreme Court of the United States; in a case 
where it is capital, for a homicide, he can not do it. Now, the 

of this bill is to provide that in all cases where the de- 
cision of the circuit court of appeals is final they may go from the 
supreme court of the Territory to the circuit court of appeals, as 
was unquestionably intended when this law was passed; but under 
this decision of the Supreme Court it becomes manifest that the 
appeals in that class of cases are cut off, and they must rest with 

e decision of the supreme court of the Territory. 

Now, this bill and the questions involved in it were considered 
carefully — Judiciary Committee, and all the members of that 
committee have agreed that it ought to be passed, and have directed 
it to be reported to the House, except the gentleman from Texas 

Mr. BaILEY], who raises this constitutional question. The ques- 
ion that he makes would, I submit, go to hotd the entire act un- 
constitutional as it exists on the statute book with reference to 
ap from the supreme courts of the Territories. 
r. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, unless some other gentleman 
desires to be heard, I will move the previous qaestion. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the gentleman first let me make a brief 

statement to illustrate my position? The gentleman from Illinois 
Mr. CONNOLLY] is generally very acute; but either he is dull 

-day or I have been unfortunate in expressing myself. He says 
that my objection goes not only to the constitutionality of this 
bill, but to the constitutionality of the present law. I think I 
said—I know I tried to say—that the bill was objectionable only 
in so far as it attempted to make the jurisdiction depend upon the 
amount incontroversy. Let me illustrafe my position. Take the 
Territory of New Mexico. The Congress of the United States 
authorizes the legislature of New Mexico to pass any law not in- 


consistent with the laws of Congress. Supposethe Territory passes | 
A sues Bin the Territorial court; | 


astatute of frauds and perjuries. 
B pleads a defense arising out of the Territorial statute of frauds; 
A rejoins that that defense is insufficient, bécause the Territorial! 
act is in conflict with a law of Congress and therefore void. Ina 
case of that kind I have no question that Congress could grant 
the right of appeal, because the case would involve a question 
arising under the laws of the United States. But suppose A sues 
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B on a plain promissory note and B pleads infancy and they go | 


to the jury on thatissue. The jury decide that B was not an in- 
fant and therefore give a verdict against him, and the court enters 
a judgment. In that kind of a case I think it is too clear for dis- 
putation that Congress has no power to authorize an appeal to 
the courts created under the judicial clause of the Constitution. 

Mr. MILLER of Kansas. ou are assuming in your statement 
that A and B are both citizens of the same Territory? 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; as we must assume, because this bill says 
**in all cases.” Now, I ask the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 


Powers}, before he moves the previous question, to permit me to | 


take the sense of the House by moving to strike out the obnoxious 
words. Of course I recognize that the gentlemen yielded the floor 
to me to make this illustration of my position, and I would not 
attempt to take advantage of it to make the motion to strike out; 
but I ask the gentleman to give me an opportunity to do that be- 
fore he calls for the previous question. I think the defect in the 
bill could be cured by striking out the words “ in all cases where 
the matter in controversy shall exceed $1,000 besides costs.” Will 
the ipetemen let me test the sense of the House on that amend- 
ment: 

Mr. POWERS. We can not quite consent to that yet. 
will look it over and see. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. I yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
CULBERSON]. 

Mr.CULBERSON. Mr. Speaker, I have concurred in the report 
upon this bill made by the Judiciary Committee. I do not desire 
now to discuss it, but I would like to have read to the House a 
portion of an opinion of the Supreme Court to show the basis of 
mi t in this matter. 

k read as follows: 


i=. wherever the United States exercise the power of govtrament, 
under specific grant or through the dominion and sovereignty o 


We 








plenary authority, as over the Territories (Shively vs. Bowlby. U2 U.S..1 48), 






that power includes the ultimate executive, legislative, and judicial power, 
it follows that the judicial action of al! inferior courts established by Con- 
gress may, in accordance with the Cor tion ulyje l the appellate 
)urisdiction of the supreme judicial tribunal: ! v rhere has 
| never been any question in regard to this as applied t ‘ial courta, 

and no reason can be perceived for applying a difl ile to t uijudica- 
tions of the Court of Private Land Claims over property in the Territories 

Mr. BAILEY. I believe that is the Coe case. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is. 

Mr. BAILEY. I make no question, Mr. Speaker, that where 
the United States is a party the case is appealabl: 

Mr. POWERS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous 
question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the gentleman decline to yield for my 


amendment? 

Mr. POWERS. 

Mr. BAILEY. 
ment. 

Mr. POWERS. This bill has gone through the Judiciary Com- 
mittee in its present form and has been approved by the entire 
committee, with the exception of the gentleman from Texas, 
and the case just read from the desk confirms the judgment of 
the committee; so that I think we had better stand upon the bill 


We shall have to decline, Mr. Speaker. 
I think you had better let me offer the amend- 


as it has been reported to the House. 
Mr. MILES. The gentleman certainly does not wish the House 


to understand that the case just read is any other 
case as the gentleman from Texas admits is appealable 


case where the United States is a party? 


Mr. POWERS. 


than sucha 
that is, a 


Certainly not; but I do wish the House to un- 


derstand that as good a lawyer as Judge CULBERSON of Texas 
adopts the opinion of the court as the reason why he supports this 


bill. 


Mr. BAILEY. 


Supreme Court of the United States. 
| anything I would give it, too. 


Well, Mr. Speaker, even so good a lawyer as 
my colleague, Judge CULBERSON, can well afford to indorse the 


If my approval were worth 
| Langhter. | 


But that case was 


appealable on two distinct grounds: First, that the United States 
was a party, which of itself would suffice to give the court juris- 
diction; and second, that it was a case arising under the laws of 


Congress, which also would give the court jurisdiction. 


l have 


never controverted the power of Congress to give appeliate juris- 
diction in such cases and I do not now controvert it. 


The SPEAKER. 


ERS] ask for the previous question? 


Mr. POWERS. 


on the bill. 


The SPEAKER. 


adopted. 


Does the gentleman from Vermont [| Mr. Pow- 
Yes, sir; on the committee amendments and 


The amendments of the committee have been 
The question is on ordering the previous question upon 


the engrossment and third reading of the bill and to its passage. 
The question having been put, 


The SPEAKER. 
Mr. BAILEY. 


The ayes seem to have it. 
We shall have to have a division. 


The question being again taken on ordering the previous ques- 
tion, there were—ayes 45, noes 15. 


Mr. BAILEY. 
The SPEAKER. 


ro quorum present. 


The SPEAKER proceeded to count the 


count was concluded, 


Mr. POWERS called for the yeas and ni 


No quorum 
The gentleman make 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; 
voting 141; as follows: 





and there were 


House; but 


s the point that there is 


nef re the 


iys. 


yeas 180, nays 34, not 


YEAS— 180, 
Adams, Clarke, Ala Graff, Kerr, 
Aldrich, Ala. Colson, Griffin, Kirkpatrick, 
Allen, Utah Connolly. Griswold, Knox, 
Anderson, Cooper, Wis Grout, Kulp, 
Andrews, Corliss. Grow, Kyle, 
y Crowther, Hadley, acey 
ker Crump, Hager, aatimer, 
Baker, N. H Culberson, Halterman syton, 
Bankhead, Curtis, lowa Harmer, efever 


Barham, 
jarney, 

Barrett, 

Belknap, 


| Bell, Colo. 


Curtis, Kans 
Curtis, N. ¥ 
Dalzell. 
Danford, 
Daniels, 
















Bell, Tex. Dayton, 
| Bennett, Denny, i ager 
Bingham, De Witt, ] yw, 
Bishop, Dingley Hit Mahon, 
Brewster, Dolliver, Hopkir Marsh, 
3roderick, Downing Howell, McCleary, Minn. 
Brosius, Eddy, Hubbard, McCormick, 
Brown, Ellis, Huling, McDearmon, 
sull, erdman, Hull, McLachlan, 
Burrell, “vans, Hunter, McLaurin, 
Burton, Mo Fischer, Hurley, Mercer, 
Burton, Ohio Foss, Hyde, Miller, W. Va 
Cannon, Fowler, Jenkins, Milnes, 
Catchings, Gamble, Johnson, Cal Minor, Wis. 
Chickering, Gardner, Johnson,N.Dak. Mondell, 
Clark, Iowa Gibson, Joy, Money, 
Clark, Mo. Gillett, Mass. Kem, Moody, 


on 




















































































































































Phillip 
Pickler’ 
Pitney, 
Poole, 
Powers, 
Prince, 
Pugh, 


Allen, Miss. 
Bailey, 
Black, Ga. 
Biue, 
Calderhead, 
Clardy 
Cockrell 
Cooper, Tex. 
Sox, 


Abbott, 
Acheson, 
Aitken, 
Aldrich, M1. 
Arlt 
rho ° 
Atwood, 
Avery, 
Babcock, 
Baker, Kans. 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, Ga. 


Bartlett, N. Y. 
Beac 


Bowers, 
Bromwell, 


Dovener, 
Draper, 


Reeves, 8) 
— be 
vy se ngs. 
Sauerhering, Stewart, Wis. 
Sayers, Stone, C. W. 
Scranton, Stone, W. A. 
Shafroth, Strong, 
Shannon, Sulloway, 
Sherman, Taft, 
Simpkins, Tawney, 
Smith, DL Tayler, 
Snover, Thorp, 
Southard, Towne, 
Spalding, Tracey, 
NAYS—#. 
© ’ Miller, Kans. 
Dockery, Ogden, 
Hendrick, Otey, 
Long, Owens, 
M ire, Pendleton, 
McClellan, Russell, Ga. 
McCreary, Ky. Shuford, 
Meyer, Stokes, 
Miles, Strait, 
NOT VOTING—ML 
Ellett, Va. Leonard, 
Elliott, 8. C. Little, 
Fairchild, Livingston, 
Faris, Lockhart, 
Fenton, Lorimer, 
Fitzgerald, dox, 
Fletcher, Mahany 
‘oote, McCall, Mass. 
Gillet, N. Y. McCall, Tenn. 
Goodwyn, cClure, 
Grosvenor. MeCulloch, 
Hainer, N ebr. McEwan, 
Hall, Me Millin, 
Hanly, McRae 
Hardy, Meiklejohn, 
Ha n, Meredith, 
Hart, Milliken 
Hatch, Miner, N.Y. 
Heatwole, Moses, 
Heiner, Pa. Mozley, 
Hemenway, Mu y, 
Henry, In Neil 
epburn, Northway, 
Hooker Overstreet, 
Howard, Patterson, 
Howe, Pearson, 
Huff, Perkins, 
Hulick, Price, 
Hutcheson, Quigg, 
Johnson, In ney, 
ones, y, 
Kendall, Richardson 
Kiefer, Robertson. La. 
eberg, Robinson, Pa. 
Lawson, Rusk, 
Leighty, Russell, Conn. 
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So the reg question was ordered. 


The fol 


Until further notice: 


Mr. Smuiru of Michigan with Mr. Lawson. 
Mr. Curtis of Iowa with Mr. RICHARDSON, 
Mr. Harpy with Mr. Harr. 

Mr. Witson of Ohio with Mr. Dt ARmMonp. 


owing pairs were announced: 


Treloar, 


Van Horn, 
Warner, 
Watson, Ohio 
Wellington, 
Wilber, 

Willi 


Strowd, N.C. 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Tate, 
Turner, Ga. 
Underwood, 
Williams. 


Settle, 
Shaw, 
Skinner, 
Smith, Mich. 


Sorg, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Spencer, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, N.J. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Sulzer. 


Mr. Hemenway with Mr. Rosertson of Louisiana. 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. Miner of New York. 


Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. Moz.ry with Mr. Moses. 


Mr. Strope of Nebraska with Mr. HuTCHESON, 
Mr. STEELE with Mr. WASHINGTON. 
Mr. Draper with Mr, TUCKER. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. McMILLIN, 


Mr. Raney with Mr. Cowen. 


Mr. MEtKLEJOHN with Mr. NEILL. 
Mr. BRoMWELL with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 
Mr. Faris with Mr. Sora. 


For this day: 


Mr. Lorimer with Mr. McCuLwocna. 
Mr. McC.Lure with Mr. LITTLE. 

Mr. Woomer with Mr. DinsMoRE. 
Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode Island with Mr. MEREDITH. 
Mr. LEFEVER with Mr. ELuiort of South Carolina, 


Mr. McCatu of Tennessee with Mr. Terry. 


Mr. NEWLANDS with Mr. JoNEs. 
Mr. Leonarp with Mr. KLEBERG. 
Mr. AITKEN with Mr. CROWLEY. 
Mr. Hunick with Mr. WALSH. 


Mr. Russeww of Connecticut with Mr. Rusk. 


Mr. WANGER with Mr. PATTERSON. 
Mr. Wuire with Mr. KENDALL. 
Mr. THOMAS with Mr. LocKHART. 
Mr. SeTrLe with Mr. Mappox. 


Mr. Beacu with Mr. McRag. 


Mr. CHaRLes W. Stone with Mr. ELuert of Virginia. 
On this question: 


Mr. Ciark of Iowa with Mr. TYLER. 





May 7, 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, some two days since b 
league, Mr. De ARMOND, was called away by the dangerous iliners 
of a kinsman. I ask indefinite leave of absence for him. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, leave of absence will be 
granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for a recapitulation of this vote. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope the gentleman from South Dakota wi)! 
let us get through with this. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Dakota asks for 
recapitulation of the vote. The Clerk will recapitulate. 

The vote having been recapitulated, the result was announced 
as above stated. 

The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and read a third timo. 
and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. ; 

On motion of Mr. WERS, a motion to reconsider the last voto 
was laid on the table. 





ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would recognize a number of gen- 
tlemen on matters of importance in their respective districts, y).- 
less the gentleman from South Dakota insists upon the demand 
for the regular erder. Does the gentleman demand the regular 
order in view of that circumstance? 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the regular order. [Laughter.] 


ENGINEER SERVICE, MERCHANT MARINE, ETC. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair wil: lay before the House the fol- 
lowing bill with Senate amendments, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R.3013) to amend section 4131 of the Revised Statutes of tho 
United States, toimprove the Merchant Marin r Service, and thereby 


e 
also to increase the efficiency of the Naval Reserve. 


The bill and the Senate amendments were'read at length. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House nonconcur 
= + — amendments and agree to the conference asked on 
the bill. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Before that I wish the gentleman would ex- 

lain the changes made by the Senate in the bill as it passed the 


ouse. 

Mr.PAYNE. Ido not know that Iam able to explain all of 
the ae made inthe bill. They are quite numerous. The 
House bill provided that all engineers and assistant engineers that 
were engaged on American vessels in the transatlantic service 
as well as the coastwise trade should be deemed officers of the 
vessels, and should be required to be citizens of the United States. 
The Senate has limited the effect of the bill to such engineers and 
assistant engineers as are in charge of a watch, and,as I under- 
stand it, has limited it to much less than one-half the number of 
engineers embraced in the House bill who are employed on such 
vessels. That is the principal change from the House bill. 

The House also provided, I may say, that all such engineers, in 
case of war, should become subject to draft for military service 
in the United States Navy. The Senate bill has left this matter 
rather indefinite by putting it in a negative form and providing 
that these engineers shall not be subject to draft except for the 
performance of duties similar to those performed by them as engi- 
neers on these vessels. This provision as inserted in the bill 
originally provided that in case of war, when the vessels which 
are subject to being taken by the Government, by making com- 
pensation to the corporations who own them—that is to say, in 
the case of those vessels flying the American flag, such as the ves- 
sels of the American Line, the City of New York, the City of Rome, 
the St. Louis, and the St. Paul—that these officers on such vessels 
should be subject to be drafted into the service of the United 
—— As I say, the Senate leaves this matter in the negative 

orm. 

The House bill provides also that the engineers shall be licensed 
for a period of five years. The Senate, for some reason, in their 
inscrutable wisdom, requires that the license renewal shall be 
taken out at the end of ets me — They also make some 
changes in the details by which the licenses be renewed, and 
especially with regard to those cases where the vessel happens to 
be in a foreign port at the time the license expires. 

But, Mr. Speaker, as I have said, the principal amendment re- 
lates to the subject of assistant engineers not in charge of a watch. 

Now, if there is no other gentleman who desires to discuss the 
bill or ask questions in to it, to whom I will yield time 
willingly for that purpose, I shall move the previous question. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is there any change in the bill as it passed 
the House with reference to the e and assistant engineers, 
as to whether the naturalization d have been completed or 
only the first papers taken out? 

r. PAYN The House bill required that they should be citi- 
zens of the United States. The Senate, on the other hand, have 
expressly stated in their report that they should be citizeus of the 
United and citizens who have taken out the secona papers. 
Now, I had always su 








1896. 
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Mr. DINGLEY. And the House bill excluded those persons | 
who had only taken out the first papers? 

Mr. PAYNE, Iwas going on to say that I had always supposed 
that a naturalized person was not a citizen of the United States 
had received his second papers, and while the bill, when 
it came before the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 
provided, in terms similar to those used by the Senate, that citi- 
zens should have taken out the second papers, members of the 
committee thought that it showed more intelligence and better 
knowledge of the law if the House expressed itself by the term 
“citizens of the United States.” So that change got into the bill 
after it was originally introduced, and the term made use of was 
“eitizens of the United States.” Since that time the bill has gone 
to the Senate, and I su e those of us who think we understand 
the law, and that a citizen of the United States—a naturalized 
citizen—was one who had taken out his second papers, shall either 
have to revise that opinion on further instruction from the grave 
and reverend gentlemen who shall constitute the conference com- 
mittee on the part of the other House and accept their construc- 
tion of the term as embodied in their amendment, unless, possi- 
bly, we may be able to convince them by along constitutional 

t that the term “citizen,” as applied to a naturalized cit- 
izen, includes only a citizen who had received his second papers. 

Mr. DALZELL. As I understand it, while there is a change of 
language, there is no change in the intention of the House in 

ing the bill, or of the committee as they reported the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE, No; but the question is whether the intention 
of the House was realized in the expression it used when it acted 
on the bill, and as it came from the committee. 

Mr. LACEY. You are aware of the fact that in a number of 
States a man may vote after filing his first papers? 

Mr. PAYNE, But that does not make him a citizen of the 
United States. , 

Mr. LACEY. It makes him a citizen enough to vote, does it 


Mr. SPERRY. Can you enforce the right of a naturalized 


citizen—— 
Mr. PAYNE. I am still of the opinion—not having been en- 
by ag Senate amendment—that a naturalized 
citizen is a who has citizen's papers. 

Mr. SPERRY. Can you enforce the right of a citizen who has 
been naturalized except in countries where we have treaties? 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, that leads to a long and interesting ques- 
tion, which Ss properly be referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. Ido not see how it is germane to the passage of 
this bill or to the question now before the House. 


Mr. SPERRY. You were discussing what a citizen was, so I 
asked that ion. 
Mr. PA I should be v glad to discuss that question 


—_ with my friend from Connecticut, but I really do not 
eel, Mr. Speaker, that 1 ought to take the time of this House to 
discuss it now. 

Mr. PICKLER. Will the gentleman from New York yield to | 
me for ee gee 

Mr. PA Certainly. 

Mr. PICKLER. I hope there will be no great delay in passing 
this bill. TI have demanded the regular order to-day in the hope | 
that the House might find time to do something on the Private 
Pension Calendar, time that I think we were entit!ed to in the last 

day. That is my reason for making the demand, I 
want to get time to take up some of these 400 bills. I should be 





Mr. PICKLER. I am attempting to take up the Private Calen- 
dar that has not been passed upon. I think the able Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole who presided yesterday | Mr. PayNnE] 
will devise some means to get those bills that were passed upon 
before the House. That is with the management. That is not 
with me. 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
the regular order is not the giving of instructions to the gentle- 
man from South Dakota as to what he may or may not do. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Virginia {Mr. Swanson] 
makes the poimt that, the regular order having been demanded, 
these remarks are not the regular order. The point is well taken. 

Mr. PAYNE. I was debating the question before the House. I 
hope the gentleman from Virginia will not seek to interfere with 
that. I want to suggest further to the gentleman from South 
Dakota that if his object is what he has stated, he is doing the 
precise thing to cut it off, because that could only be reached by 
unanimous consent, and his persistent demand for the regular 
order would of course cut off any unanimous consent of that 
kind. 

Mr. PICKLER. [I accept service of the notice. 

Mr. PAYNE. Of course, the gentleman understands that, be- 
cause he has made a study of this question, and knows that under 
the rules of the House, with his persistent demand for the regular 
order, he never could reach the pension bills in the manner in 
which he proposes. Now, Mr. Speaker, if no other gentleman 
desires to debate this bill—— 

Mr. PICKLER. I want to say that I differ altogether with the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. I yield again to the gentleman from South Da- 
kota, 

Mr. PICKLER. I think, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Speaker, I insist—— 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia makes the point 
that these remarks are not the regular order. The question is on 
agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from New York [Mr, 
PAYNE]. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

On a division (demanded by Mr. PickLER) there were—ayes 113, 
noes none. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PICKLER. Pending that,I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. 

The SPEAKER... The gentleman from South Dakota demands 
a division. Those in favor of the motion that the House do now 
adjourn will rise in their places and be counted. There bemg none 
in the affirmative, the motion is disagreed to. { Laughter. | 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 203, nays 0, not 
voting 152; as follows: 

YEAS—208. 





Abbott, Clarke, Ala. Hager, Loudenslager, 
Acheson, Cobb, Hainer, Nebr. Low, 

Adams, Codding, Halterman, Maguire, 
Aldrich, Ala. Colson. Harmer, Mahon, 

Aidrich, TL. Cook, Wis. Harris, Marsh, 

Allen, Miss. Cooper, Fla. Harrison, McCleary, Minn, 
Allen, Utah Cooper, Tex. Hartman, McClellan 


glad to make a ny inquiry, Mr. Speaker, whether a | Anderson, Cooper, Wis. Henderson, McClure, 
motion would be in order, for instance, after this bill is , to | Apsley, —— ee 
go into the Committee of the Whole to back the bills that | }{00% Crowther a ~ pel 
the E —— yesterday, but which could not be reported to | Bailey, Crump, Hilborn, Meyer, 
¥ soar es © quorum? Baker: Md Curtis, —_ Hite Miller K 
SPEAKER : aker, Md. Surtis, ANS. itt, Miller, Kans. 
The . Has the gentleman any precedent to cite for | pivcr N. i. Curtis, N. Y. Howell, Miller, W. Va. 
such a motion as that? . Bankhead, Dalzeli, Huling, Milnes, 
Mr. PICKLER. I do not think I have, Mr. Speaker. Barham, Danford, Hull, Minor, Wis. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks, then, that perhaps the an- | Barney, oa oo ney 
swer —_—o inquiry 1s obvious. 2 Bartlett, Ga. Denny, Hyde, * Otey, ’ 
omen . My question was whether a motion would be aoa. Dingley, loa, Otjen, 
. Colo. ckery, ohnson, Cal. Owens, 
Mr P or not. : Bell, Tex. Dolliver, Johnson, N. Dak. Parker, 

. PAYNE. Iam very glad to yield to the gentleman from | Bingham. Dovener, om. Pasue, 
South Dakota an opportunity to explain why he was demanding | Biack, N. y, Kirkpatrick, Pendleton, 
the order. T have not understood it before, and I am not | Bive. Ells, Eleberg, Soran 

. } waster, Lrdman, Knox, *hillips, 
clear I understand it : a _~ : Pe 
Mr. PICKLER. Well, you will find out a Fenton Ryle’ Senene 
. . you wi out. srosins, Fenton, Kyle, Pitney, 
Mr. PAYNE. I do not know that I understand it now. The | ens. — acer. — 
<man seems to have some idea that, by demanding the regu- | pyc.” emus tan. iam 
/ . > ; Buck, Gamble, Layton, Prince, 
order, he will reach a point where the ninety-odd bills which | Burrell, Gardner, Leiever, Pugh, 
have been favorably considered in the Committee of the Whole saree. ae. Genes 36 ene. Reeves, 
may be reported in the House at this time and receive their con- Caldorhend, —— oy om, 
sideration in the House. | Cannon, Griffin, Linney, Russell, Ga 
_ PICKLER. I the gentleman's pardon—— Coschines, = a Sauerhering, 
. . : thickering, rc wockhart, Scranton, 
ma I yield to the gentleman, if that is what he | qariy. Geom — Shetreth’ 
Clark, Mo. Hadley, Loud, Simpkins, 
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Skinner, Stone, W. A. Towne, Wheeler, 
Smith, D1. Strong y, illiams, 
Snover, Strowd. N.C. Treloar, illis, 
Southard, Sulloway, Turner, Ga Wilson, Idaho 
Spalding, Swanson, Underwood, Wilson, N. Y. 
Sperry, Taft, Updegraff, Wilson, Ohio 
Stahle, Talbert, Van Horn, Wilson, 8. C. 
Stallings, Tate, Warner, Wood, 
Stewart, Wis. Tawney, Watson, Ohio Woodard 
Stone, C. W. Tayler, Wellington, 
NAYS—0. 

NOT VOTING—182. 
Aitken, Fitzgerald, Mahany, Settle, 
mri Fletcher, McCall, Mass. Shannon, 
Arnold, Pa. Foote, McCall, Tenn. Shaw, 
Arnold, R. I. Gillet, N. Y. McCulloch, Sherman, 
Avery, Goodwyn, McDearmon, Shuford, 
Bartholdt, Grosvenor, McEwan, Smith, Mich. 
Bartlett, N. Y. Hall McLachlan, Sorg 
Beach, Hanly, McLaurin, Southwick, 
Bennett, Hardy, MeMillin, Sparkman, 
Berry, Hart McRae, Spencer, 
Bishop, Hatch, Meiklejohn, Steele, 
Black, Ga. Heatwole, Meredith, Stephenson, 
Boutelle, Heiner, Pa. Milliken Stewart, N. J. 
Bowers, Hemenway, Miner, N. Y. Stokes, 
Bromwell, Henry, Ind. Mondell, Strait, 
Bull Hepburn, Moody, Strode, Nebr. 
Clark, Iowa Hicks, Moses, Sulzer, 
Cockrell, Hooker, Mozley, Terry, 
Coffin, Hopkins, Murphy, Th 
eae Howard, Neil Thorp, 
Cooke, i Howe, Newlands, Tracewell, 
Corliss, Habbard, Noonan, Tucker, 
Cousins, uff, Northway, Turner, Va. 
Cowen, Hulick, Odell, Tyler 
Cox, Hutcheson, Ogden, Van Voorhis, 
Oulberson, Johnson, Ind. Overstreet, Wadsworth, 
Cummings Jones, Patterson, Walker, Mass. 
De Armond, Joy, Pearson, Walker, Va. 
De Witt, Kendall, Price, alsh, 
Dinsmore, Kerr, uigg, anger, 
Doolittle, Kiefer, ney, Washington, 
Downing, Lawson, Ray, Watson, Ind. 
Draper, Leighty, Ric n, White, 
Ellett, Va. Lewis, Robertson, La. Wilber, 
Elliott, 8. O. Little, Robinson, Pa. Woodman. 
Fairchild, Livingston, Rusk, Woomer, 
Faris, Lorimer, Russell, Conn. Wright, 
Fischer, Maddox, Sayers, Yoakum. 


So the motion to nonconcur in the Senate amendments and 
agree to the conference asked was agreed to. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Strait, on this vote. 

Mr. SPENCER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 


The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening when his name 
was called? 

Mr. SPENCER, I was here in my seat and I did not hear my 
name. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman listening? 

Mr.SPENCER,. Iwas here, but I did not hear my name called. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair, under the rules, can not entertain 
the request. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the House nonconcurred in the Senate amendments and 
agreed to the conference asked was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as conferees the — 
man from New York, Mr. Payne, the gentleman from ois, 
Mr. Hopkins, and the gentleman from Florida, Mr. Cooprr. 


RETURN OF BILL TO SENATE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following resolution 
from the Senate; which was considered, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to reanest the House of Repre- 
e 


sentatives to return to the Senate the Senat ll 862, for the relief of re- 
ceivers of the Towboat Association of New Orleans, La. 


Mr. PICKLER. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
LANDS IN VALVERDE COUNTY, TEX. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 7895) to 
authorize the Secretary of the Treasury of the United States to 
reconvey to the former owners a certain tract of land in Valverde 
County, Tex., with Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Senate 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. PICKLER. Division. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 139, noes none. 

Mr. PICKLER. No quorum. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman makes the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. [After counting.] One hundred and 
seventy-nine gentlemen are present. The ayes have it, and the 
amendment of the Senate is concurred in. 

Mr. PICKLER. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
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DUPLICATE COPY OF SENATE ENGROSSED BILL. 


By unanimous consent, at the request of Mr. Ky x, the follow 
ing resolution was agreed to: e follow- 


Resolved, That the Senate be requested to furnish the House of Represent 


atives a duplicate copy of the en bill of the Senate (S. ) for ti 
— of James Sims, of Marshall nty, Miss., the same Raving be i - st - 
misplaced. Ne 


Mr. DINGLEY. I move that the House adjourn. 

The question was = 

The SPEAKER. nding the announcement of the result, {}o 
Chair lays before the House the following requests of members. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as fo] |oy-s- 

To Mr. MEIKLEJOHN, indefinitely, on account of important 
business. 

To Mr. Sora, for ten days, on account of important business 

To Mr. Baker of Maryland, for two days, on account of jin. 
portant business. 
To Mr. Pearson, for seven days, on account of important |yysi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Lawson, indefinitely, on account of im 

To Mr. ARNOLD of Rhode felons 
important business. 


rtant business. 
d, for one week, on account of 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 

By unaztimous consent, at the request of Mr. Sperry, on be- 
half of the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, , 
reprint was ordered of the bill (H. R. 3273) for the classification 
of clerks in first and second class post-offices, and report. 

The motion to adjourn was then oe to; and accordingly (at 
3 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. , 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the eee of the Treasury, transmitting, to- 
gether with the draft of a bill, a recommendation relating to the 
sale of certain unused sites of public buildings, as follows: (us- 
tom-house, Astoria, Oreg.; custom-house lot, Key West, Fla.: 
custom-house, Erie, Pa.; custom-house, Monterey, Cal.; Jump 
ee parish of Plaquemines. La.; Rigolets custom 
station (below New Orleans, La.); quarantine warehouse, parish 
of Plaquemines, La,; custom-house lot, St. Augustine, Fla.; ¢us- 
tom-house lot, Sag Harbor, N. Y.; custom-house lot, Perth Am- 
boy, N. J.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findi filed by the court in the case of 
Amadeus F. and Theophilus W. Potts against The United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printe:. 

* A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 


Harriet Y. Wakely Sg see samp against The United States— 
to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills were severally reported from 
committees, delivered to the Clerk, and ref to the several 
Calendars therein named, as follows: 

Mr. BISHOP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 4445) providing for tle 
construction of a mili road from Fort Washakie, Wyo., to 
the mouth of the Buffalo Fork of the Snake River, near Jackscus 
Lake, in Uinta County, Wyo., reported the same with ameni- 
ments, accompanied by a report (No. 1659); which said bill ani 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on tiv 
state of the Union. 

Mr. SIMPKINS, from the Committee on the Merchant Marin: 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House (1H. k. 
2663) to amend the laws relating to serceatem, teperved the same 
with amendments, accompanied by a report (No. 1 te said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole Hou-» 
on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule eee were severally reported 
from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, as follows: : 

By Mr. THOMAS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill R. 6090) increasing the pension of Fletcher 8. Kidd. 
CSP Me, PICKLBR 1 

By Mr. Pic , from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 


The bill (H. R. 8522) granting a pension to Mark Wells. (Report 
No. 1653, 








By Mr. LAYTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: 
The bill (H. R. 4490) to restore the name of Ethan A. Sellman 


to the on roll. (Report No. 1654.) 
on (S. 893) entitled ‘*An act for the relief of Mrs. Mary B. 
ings.” Report No. 1655.) 
A EWS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: | 
by ate bill (S. 2255) entitled ‘‘An act granting a pension to Lorenzo | 
Meserth.” ( rt No. 1656.) 
Mr. WOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions: The | 


bill (H. R, 8184) granting a pension to Jesse McMillan. 
1657. 

Noy Ms DE WITT, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 

(S. 1858) entitled “An act for the relief of Edw:.rd Rice.” (Report 
AO 

as . COLSON, from the Committee on Claims: The bill 

a R. 8478) for the relief of John H. McBrayer. (Report No. 

1661. 

By Mr. CURTIS of Iowa, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia: The bill (H. R. 6172) authorizing the sale of the title 
of the United States in “. 5, square 1113, in the city of Washing- 
ton. (Report No. 1662. 


* PUBLIC BILLS, MEMORIALS, AND RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

Mr. JOHNSON of California: A bill (H.R. 
on 2824 of the Revised Statutes of the 
Committee on Mines and ae 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. 8776) to authorize the exten- 
sion vot the lines of the Potomac Electric Power Company—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

aa Mr. BURTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8777) to provide for the 

cal inspection of emigrants at the port of debarkation—to 
the the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. ADAMS: A resolution (House Res. No. 315) to set aside 

May 12 for consideration of H. R. 260—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. PICKLER: A resolution (House Res. No. 314) asking 
two days for consideration of private pension bills—to the Com- 

| 
| 


(Report 


75) to amend 
nited States—to the 


mittee on Rules. 





PRIVATE BILLS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, 
ted and referred as 
By Mr. BARRETT: 
file at the War De 
By Mr of New York 


rivate bills of the following titles 
ollows: 

“ bill (H. R. 8778) to amend the records on 
ment—to the Committee on Militar 


were 


Affairs. 
* (by request): A bill (H.R. 8779) 
to amend the record of Peter J. Van Zandt, Company F, Second 
Regiment Infantry New York Volunteers—to the Committee on 


By ie. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 8780) for the relief of 
Charles Haltenhof—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. as A bill (H. R. 8781) to promote Lieut. William 
McCarty Little, United States Navy, retired, to be a commander 
on the retired list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. COLSON: A bill (H.R. 8782) for the relief of Francis 
Willi to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8783) for the relief of F. B. Debord—to the | 
on Mili Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8784) to pension Sarah Lester—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8785) for the relief of Thomas Rayborn, of 

oar Ky.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill R. 8786) for the relief of Reuben Payne, of Rus- 
sel County, Ks .—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 8787) granting an increase of 
pension to William L. Alley, of Lynncamp, W. Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENDRICK: A bill (H. R.8788) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Wid to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

nun HICKS: A bill (H. R. 8789) 


sion to Nettie M. Kelly, 

—to the Committee on Invalid Fensiens. 
“a @ bill (H. R. 8790) to correct the military record of Saniuel 
and remove the charge of desertion therefrom—to the 
on - Affairs. 
bill (H 91) to correct the military record of Henry 


Also, a 
and oooh ~ oar of desertion therefrom—to the 
Comers os on Military 


na 





Fr heipie an increase of pe B av 
the perm.nently helpless daughter of ohn | 


oe 


shai bill (H. Ry S05) canting a pension to Leah A. Beltz, 

the hel hter of A Beltz, a private soldier of Company 

E, Onethen hy and thirty-eighth Pennsylvania Volunteer Infan- 

ar who was killed at the battle of Cold bor, Va.—to the Com- 
on 


Invalid 


Pensions. 
By Mr. HULING: A bill (H.R.8798) for the relief of G. W. 
Ratcliff—to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. KULP: A bill (H. R.8794) to remove the charges from 
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the military record of Frederick Salzman—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H.R.8795) granting a pension to 
Susan A. Paddock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 


By Mr. MILNES: A bill (H.R. 8796) for the relief of Ann M. 
Green—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MONEY: A bill (H.R. 8797) for the relief of J.C. Fitz- 
gerald, of Chickasaw County, Miss.—to the Commi ittee on War 


Claims. 


By Mr. PATTERSON: A bill (H. R. 8798) for the relief of the 


estate of Mrs. C. M. Lock, deceased, late of Shelby County, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8799) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah E. Norton, 


of Memphis, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Pennsylvania: A bill (H.R. 8800) for the 
relief of Edward Barton, of the city of Chester, Pa., and the heirs 
of James Barton and John H. Barton, deceased—to the Committee 
on Claims. 

By Mr. SKINNER: A bill (H. R. 8801) for the relief of Morgan 
C, Gordon, of Camden County, N.C.—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. SPENCER: A bill (H. R. 8802) for the relief of the estate 
of Abel Casper, deceased, late of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8803) for the relief of Henry Easterlin, of 
Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 8804) granting an increase of 
pension to Bernard Gilroy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLER: A bill (H. R. 8805) granting an increase of 
pension to Daniel L. Saeger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TURNER of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 8806) for the relief 
of Anthony Roberson, Clarke County, Va.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 8807) for the relief of the 
widow of Robert C. Berry, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER: A bill (H. R. 8808) for the relief of the 
estate of John Meals, deceased, late of Madison County, Ala.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8809) to refer the claim against the United 
States of the trustees of the Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of 
Athens, Limestone County, Ala., to the Court of Claims 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8810) for the relief of James T. Dowdy, of 
Lauderdale County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8811) for the relief of John C. Thomas, Madi- 
son County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8812) for the relief W. B. Olive, of Florence, 
Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


to the 





By Mr. WILSON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 8813) for the relief of 
Mrs. Mary Taffe, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as fo!! 


IWS: 

By Mr. ALDRICH of [llinois (by request): Petition of certain 
residents of Chicago, Ill., protesting against the statue of Pére 
Marquette remaining in Statuary Hal!—to the Committee on the 
Library. 

By Mr. BLACK of New York: Petition of citizensof Troy, N. ¥ 
in favor of adopting the metric system—to the Committee on 
Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petition and papers to accompany House bill 
No. 8743, for the relief of Henry Schindehette, of Bay City, Mich. — 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DANFORD: Petition of James E. Paisley and others, to 


accompany House bill in behalf of James 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HICKS: Petition of Harvey Linton and other citizens 


Starkey—to the Com- 


of Altoona, Pa., praying for the adoption of the metric system— 
| to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

Also, petition of 41 citizens of Sabbath Rest, Blair County, Pa., 
praying for amendment to postal laws so as to permit office rent 
to be paid fourth-class postmasters—to the Committee on the Post- 


Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. HULING: Petition of the estate of William Sears, 
deceased, late of Monroe County, W. Va., praying reference of his 
war claim to the Court of Claims—-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of California: Petition of George Ruash- 


forth, of Stockton, Cal., praying for favorable action on House 
bills Nos. 838 and 4566, to amend the postal laws—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LEFEVER: Petition of citizens of Carmel 
favor of the adoption of the metric system—to the 
Coinage, Weights, and Measares. 

B r. LINTON: Remonstrances and petitions of citizens of 
McKees Rocks, Pa.; also of citizens of Hawkins, Mich.; also of citi- 


zens of San Diego, Cal.; also of citizens of St. Johnsbury, Vt.; also 


Se» ae 


( tities on 

















































































4960 


of citizens of Washington, D. C., against accepting the Marquette 
statue—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. MORSE: Petition of the National Division, Sons of Tem- 
a of North America, consisting of 59,680 members, praying 

or a national commission to investigate the alcoholic liquor 
traffic—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. SCRANTON: Petition of the Committee on the Terri- 
tories asking that a rule may be offered providing that on Tuesday, 
May 12, immediately after the reading of the Journal, considera- 
tion of bills reported by said committee, to wit, Senate bill No. 
2022 and House bill No. 4052, shall be in order, and that two 
hours’ debate shall be allowed, when the previous question, unless 
previously ordered, shall be considered ss snieoel~4o the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH (by request): Remonstrances and peti- 
tions of numerous citizens of the State of Colorado, against the 
Seance of the Marquette statue—to the Committee on the 

ibrary. 

By Mr. SNOVER: Petition of B. E. Richardson and others, of 
St. Clair, Mich., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4566, 
relating to second-class mail matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce 
letter postage—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


ds. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Arthur Critchett and 10 
other citizens of Candia, N. H., praying for correction of the mil- 
prt record of Daniel F. Straw—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Petition of Messrs. Penrose & Simp- 
son and 85 other citizens of -Marietta, Ohio, for favorable action 
on House bill No. 4566, to amend the postal laws relating to 
second-class matter, and bill No. 838, to reduce letter postage—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
Fripay, May 8, 1896. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. Mrizury, D. D. 
On motion of Mr. HILL, and by unanimous consent, the read- 
ing of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed with. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting an agree- 
ment made and concluded April 21, 1896, by and between James 
McLaughlin, United States Indian inspector, on the part of the 
United States and the Shoshone and Arapahoe tribes of Indians 
in the State of Wyoming, ceding to the United States a portion of 
their reservation embracing the Owl Creek or Big Horn Hot 
Springs, and also the report of Inspector McLaughlin, the proceed- 
ings of council had with the Indians, and a draft of a bill to ratify 
the agreement and provide for the survey of the southern and 
western boundaries of the ceded tract, together with the report of 
the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, dated the 5th instant, in rela- 
tion thereto; which, with the omennins papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of Agriculture, transmitting, in response to a resolution of 
the 7th instant, certain information as to the reasons for the delay 
in supplying seeds for distribution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on culture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Attorney- 
General of the 6th instant, reporting for an oe riation a judg- 
ment rendered by the circuit court of the Uni States for the 
eastern district of Wisconsin under the act of March 3, 1875, enti- 
tled ‘An act to aid in the improvement of the Fox and Wisconsin 
rivers, in the State of Wisconsin,” in favor of James Lucy for 
$406; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

STEAMER MENEMSHA. 

Mr. HILL. I ask unanimous consent to call up and have passed 
a bill for my colleague [Mr. Murpny], who is absent. I ask the 
Senate to proceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2978) to pro- 
vide an American register for the steamer Menemsha, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PIPES FOR PETROLEUM. 


Mr. BAKER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (8. 
2870) to permit Rene C. Baughman to lay pipes ia a certain street 
in the city of Washington. It is a very short bill. 

Mr. QUAY. I think I will object to the consideration of any 
bills until the morning business is gone through with. 

Mr. BAKER. This will take but a moment. It is a very short 
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Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which 
from the Committee on the District of Columbia with amendment. 





















Mr. QUAY. Very well; I will withdraw the objecti 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Guumuitees of the 
had been reported 


The first amendment was, in section 1, line 10, after the wor 
“ River,” to strike out “ that” and insert “ the”; in line 11 to strike 


out the words ‘‘ the direction of” and insert “such regulations a);,| 
rentals as”; and in line 12, after the word “‘ Columbia,” to insert 


“‘may make in relation thereto”; so as to make the section re). 
That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia are hereby authoriz.) 
to grant to Rene C. Baughman permission to lay pipes for the transmj..;,,, 
of petroleum and its products in the Soup ing qomned streets in said city 
Washington, to wit: north block No. 6%7 along the unpaved portioi, .,; 
Half street southeast, a distance of 3,000 feet in a southerly direction {. +)... 
Eastern Branch of the Potomac River; the said pipe line shall be laid under 
such regulations and rentals as the Commissioners of the District of Co)... 
bia may make in relation thereto. 2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2 of the bill, in 
the following words: 

Sxo. 2. That said Rene C. Banghman shall furnish said Commissioners w;; 
bond or bonds, or such other security as they may require, to guarent, a ~ 
strict compliance with the permit that may be granted said Rene ©. }i,)).-),. 
man, and to insure the complete restoration of said unpaved portion of [aif 
street disturbed in laying said pipe line as aforesaid. po 

The amendment was agreed to. 
_ The next amendment was to strike out section 3, in the follow- 
ing words: 


Sec. 3. That said Rene C. Baughman shall also lower or relay any pipes 


whenever directed to do so by said Commissioners, reason of a chanye in 
Poamteest the street above named or the construc of any public work 
erein. 
The amendment was agreed to 


_ The next amendment was to insert as a new section the follow- 
ing: 

Sxc. 2. That Congress r-serves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF HENRY VAN VLECK. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Wisconsin. I ask the Senate to proceed to 
the consideration of the bill (S. 2415) for the relief of D. J. Van 
Vieck, administrator of Henry Van Vleck, deceased. It is a short 
bill, favorably from the Committee on Claims. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It {isaoes to pay to B. 
J. Van Vieck, administrator of Henry Van Vleck, deceased, or to 
his duly authorized att rneys in fact, $4,520.20, being the amount 
due He Van Vieck at the time of his death as a balance on 
account of extra work done on the locks of the St. Marys Falls 
Canal, Michigan, with interest thereon from October 2, 1882, the 
date of approval of the claim by the Secretary of War. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SlOUX CITY AND OMAHA RAILWAY. 

Mr. ALLEN. Iask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
1035) authorizing the Sioux City and Omaha Railway Company 
to construct and operate a railwa — the Omaha and W inne- 
bago Reservation, in Thurston County, ebr., and for other pur- 


poses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Has the morning business been completed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business has not been 
completed. The Senator from Nebraska has asked unanimous 
consent to call up the bill which has just been réad. 

Mr. FRYE. Senator from N: looks so good-natured 
I think I shall not object to this bill, but I shall object to tho 
next one. 

There being no obj the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, ee ake the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, 2, line 4, after the 
word * turn-outs,” to insert the word ‘ me and in the same line, 
after the word *“ ” to strike out “and extensions”; so as to 
make the section : 

That the Sioux Omaha Rail Congas: - 
on ee laws of the State of ousie. 
is merely, euternsene eae A Se ae | right of eating. 
cons . . opera using main z 
railwa: ond telegrents “ay eiethone line through the Omaha and Winne- 

Heservation in Nebraska, yg 
way qantas or near the town of Decatur, Burt County, Nebr., and 
renning Sones a northeriy a:< westerly direction over the S 


route, through the Omahaand Winnebago Reservation tos 
t on the — ae the Omaha and Winnebago Reserve in Thurston 
and 


tion created 
and the same 


» Sony erigh construct, use, and maintain such tracks, turn-outs, 

and ngs as company deem to its interests to construct and 

— along upon the of way and depot grounds herein pro 
‘or. 











1896. 


The next amendment was, in section 2, page 2, line 9, after the 
word “railway,” to insert ‘‘ telegraph, and telephone”; in line 13, 
before ‘‘ hundred,” to strike out ‘‘two” and insert ‘‘ one”; in the 
same line, before “thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ three ” and insert 
“two”; and in line 19, before the word “feet,” to strike out ‘* 100” 
and insert “‘50”; so as to read: 

That said corporation is authorized to take and use for all purposes of a 
ain taleararh, and telephone, for its main line and branch line, and for 
no other pu , a right of way 100 feet in width through said Omaha and 
Winnebago Reservation, and to take and use a strip of land 100 feet in width, 
with a length of 2,000 feet, in addition to the right of way for stations for 
every 10 miles of road, with the right to use such additional ground where 
there are heavy cuts or fills as may be necessary for the construction and 
maintenance of the roadbed, not exceeding 50 feet in width on each side of 
said right of way or as much thereof as may be included in said cut or fill. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 3, page 3, line 5, after the 
word “railway,” to insert ‘‘ telegraph, and telephone lines”; in 
line 13, after the word ‘‘ railway,” to insert “telegraph and tele- 

hone lines”; and in line 17 to strike out “Indian agent of the 
Fovernment stationed at the agency of Omaha and Winnebago 
Reservation” and insert ‘‘ President of the United States”; so as 
to read: 

That before said railway, telegraph, and telephone linesshall be constructed 
through any lands held by individual occupants according to the laws, cus- 
toms, and —_——= of said Omaha and Winnebago tribes of Indians through 
which it may be constructed, or by allotments under any law of the United 
States or agreement with the Indians, full compensation shall be made to 
such occupants for all property to be taken or damage done by reason of the 
construction of such railway, telegraph, and telephone lines. In case of fail- 
ure to make amicable settlement with any occupant, such compensation shall 
be determined Ld the _poesemens of three disinterested referees, to be ap- 

inted, one (who shall act as chairman) by the President of the United 
Eta one by the chief of the tribe to which said occupant belongs, or, in 
case of an allottee, by said allottee or by his duly authorized guardian or rep- 
resentative, and one by said railway company, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 5, page 6, line 17, to strike 
out “‘maps” and insert ‘‘a map, upon a scale of not less than 1 
inch to the mile”; after the words ‘showing the,” in line 18, to 
insert ‘‘entire”; in line 20, to strike out ‘‘in the office of” and 
insert “with and approved by”; in line 23, after the word 
“located,” to insert ‘‘ before any part of the line of said road 
herein provided for shall be constructed”; in line 25, to strike out 
“maps” and insert ‘‘map”; on page 7, line 2, tostrike out “maps” 
and ‘*map”; and in line 4, after the word “filed,” to insert 
“and approved”; so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 5. That said company shall cause a map, upon a scale of not less than 
linch to the mile, showing the entire route of its located lines through said 
Omaha and Winnebago Reservation to be filed with and approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior, and also to be filed in the office of the Indian agent 
of said reservation and tribes of Indians through whose lands said railway 
may be located before any part of the line of said road herein provided for 
shall be constru: After the filing of said map no claim for a subsequent 
settlement and improvement upon the right of way shown by said map shall 

as 





be valid said company: Provided, That when a map showing any 
portion of railway company’s located line is filed and approved as herein 
provided for, said company shall commence grading said located line within 
six months thereafter, or such location shall be void. 


The amendment was agreed to. _ 

The next amendment was, in section 6, page 7, line 13, after the 
word “built,” to insert ‘‘and that without any declaration of for- 
feiture on the of any officer or employee of the Government ”; 
so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 6. That said railwa: cumgeny shall build at least 10 miles of its railway 
in said Omaha and Winnebago rvation within three years after the pas- 
ane this act, and complete the remainder thereof within five years there- 

, or the rights herein nted shall be forfeited as to that portion not 
built, and that without any declaration of forfeiture on the part of any officer 
or employee of the Government; that said railway company shall construct 
and maintain continually all fences, road and highway crossings, and neces- 
sary bridges over said railway wherever said roads and ae do now or 
may hereafter cross said railway's right of way, or may by the proper 
au laid out across the same. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was to insert as a new section, after sec- 
tion 6, the following: 


Sxc. 7. That the nateme of way herein and hereby granted shall not be as- 
signed or transfe in any form whatever prior to the construction and 
completion of the road, except as to mortgage or other liens that may be given 
or secured thereon to aid in the construction thereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. FRYE. I demand the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Petitions and memorials are in order. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. TELLER presented sundry petitions of District Council, 
United Brotherhood of C ters and Joiners of America, of New 
Orleans, La.; of Local Union, No. 1, United Brotherhood of Car- 

and Joiners of America, of Chicago, Ill.; of the Trades’ 
bly of Pueblo, Colo.; of Local Union, No. 2, United Brother- 
hood of ters and Joiners of America, of Cincinnati, Ohio; 
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of Anaronda Union, No. 88, United Brotherhood of Carpenters 
and Joiners, of Anaronda, Mont.; of Local Union, No. 5, Boot and 
Shoe Workers’ Union, of Manchester, N. H.; and of Union, No. 
172, Brotherhood of Painters and Decorators of America, of San 
Antonio, Tex., praying for tke free coinage of silver; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Denver, 
Colo., remonstrating against the introduction of military training 
in the public schools of the country; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Southern California Fruit 
Exchange, of Los Angeles, Cal., praying for the establishment of 
a department of commerce and manufactures; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BRICE presented sundry petitions of citizens of Ohio, pray- 
ing for the passage of the so-called filled-cheese bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of National Association of Steam 
Engineers, No. 5, of Cleveland, Ohio, praying for the passage of 
Senate bill No. 735, to reorganize the Engineer Corps of the 
United States Navy; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union, No. 2, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Cincinnati, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, without 
waiting for the aid or consent of any other nation; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Stonecutters’ Association of 
Cincinnati, Ohio; a petition of the Stonecutters’ Association of Co- 
lumbus, Ohio, and a petition of the Stonecutters’ Association of 
Akron, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting 
the use of contract labor in the construction of public buildings, 
and remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
providing for the regulation of second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens, business men, 
and representatives of various industries of Canton, Ohio, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation regulating the charges for 
carrying all kinds of mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SEWELL presented resolutions adopted at a public meet- 
ing held in Jersey City, N. J., April 26, 1896, presided over by 
P. F. Wanser, mayor, favoring the release of American citizens 
now incarcerated for offenses arising out of the political struggle 
in Ireland; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. GEAR presented a petition of the Committee of the Tea 
Trade of the United States, praying Congress to impose a specific 
duty on tea; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Spring Ranche, Nebr., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation raising the age of consent from 16 to 18 
years in the District of Columbia, which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. VILAS presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Superior, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to incor 
porate the maritime canal of North America; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1408) to 
incorporate the National Capital Gaslight, Heat, and Power Com- 
pany of the District of Columbia, to report it adversely and move 
its indefinite postponement. 

Mr. KYLE. [ask that the bill be placed upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed upon the Cal- 
endar, with the adverse report of the committee. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 4528) granting a pen- 
sion to Katherine 8S. McCartney, widow of William H. McCartney, 
to report it without amendment, and submit a report thereon. 

Mr. QUAY. Ishould be glad to place that bill on its passage 
if the Senate will give its unanimous consent. 

‘The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill just 
reported by the Senator from New Hampshire. 

r. FRYE. Such requests will undoubtedly be very frequently 
made, and I demand the regular order of business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is objection to the request of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3082) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Johnson Gilbert, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred te 
the Committee on Military Affairs; which was agreed to, 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (8. 152) granting a pension to Abel 8. Chase, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. : 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom the subject was referred. reported a bill (8.3088) to 
authorize the extension of the lines of the Potomac Light and 
Power Company; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the joint resolution (8. R. 142) to 
authorize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to dis- 
pose of the Force School property on Massachusetts avenue and 
to obtain another site for that school, reported it without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. FRYE. Ireported back on the 2d instant, from the Com- 
mittee on Commerce, favorably, with amendments, the bill (S, 2226) 
to amend the laws relating to American seamen, and the bill is 
now on the Calendar. That bill renders unnecessary those that 
I bold in my hand, all of which were introduced by me. I report 
them back from the committee adversely, and move that they be 
indefinitely postponed. 

The bills were indefinitely postponed, as follows: 

A bill (8. 182) to abolish imprisonment of seamen in the com- 
mon jails of the United States for desertion; 

A bill (8. 185) to prohibit advances and regulate allotments of 
wages to seamen; 

A bill (8. 2118) to repeal sections 4532, 4533, and 4534, and to 
amend sections 4516 and 4529 of the Revised Statutes, all relating 
to the employment, treatment, and payment of seamen on mer- 
chant vessels; 

A bill (5S. 2023) to amend sections 4590 and 4597 of the Revised 
Statutes, relating to offenses committed by seamen employed on 
merchant vessels, and providing punishments for such offenses; 

A bill (8, 2024) to amend sections 4556, 4557, 4558, and 4559 of 
the Revised Statutes, relating to the inspection, equipment, and 
repair of merchant vessels; 

A bill (8S. 2025) to amend sections 4582, 4588, and 4600 of the 
United States Revised Statutes; and 

A bill (S. 2026) to amend sections 4520, 4522, 4526, 4530, 4564, 4566, 
4568, 4572, and 4612 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
relating to the employment, care, discharge, and payment of sea- 
men employed on merchant vessels, 

Mr. W. THALL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (5.1680) to place John Dolan on the 
retired list of the United States Army, submitted an adverse re- 

t thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
ndefinitely. 

Mr. HAN SBROUGH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom were referred the following bills, submitted adverse re- 

rts thereon, which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed 

definitely: 

A bill (a 1253) granting a pension to Joseph Koehler; and 

A bill (S.107) granting a pension to Jacob Niebels. 

Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Wurre on the 6th 
instant, providing for the payment of outstanding unpaid Cali- 
fornia Indian war claims, intended to be roposed to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, and 
moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was a; to. 

Mr. VILAS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (8.2926) to amend the acts relating to the 
United States court in the Indian Territory, and for other por- 
poss, caeerene adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed 

definitely. : 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1888) to amend the act of March 1, 1895, and other acts 
relating to the United States court in the Indian Territory. and 
for other purposes, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
# report thereon. 

r. TELLER. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5210) making appro- 
oe to provide for the expenses of the government of the 

istrict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1897, and 
for other purposes, to report it wi 
report thereon. 

give notice that as soon as the order which it was unanimously 
agreed the other day should follow the river and harbor bill is dis- 

of I shall call up this bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FavuLKNeER in the chair), 
The bill will be placed on the Calendar. 

Mr. GRAY. I submit the views of the minority of the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections in the matter of the resolution 
reported by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. ro 
as for an inquiry into recent elections in Alabama. I 

t the views of the minority be printed with the majority re- 


amendments, and submit a 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be the order, if they. 
be no objection. ’ rere 


REPORT UPON THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 


Mr. GORMAN, from the Committee on Printing, to whom w.. 
referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. Cocky; 
on the 5th instant, reported it without amendment; and i; was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That there be printed 10,000 comes of the report made by a 
Ludlow, Endicott, and Noble, of date October 31 1895" upon the of Mess * 
Canal, together with all the appendixes, maps, and plans and profiles ac..." 
panying ¢ same, as submitted by them; 6,000 of which shall be for th. 
of the House of Representatives and 4,000 for the use of the Senate. 

HISTORY AND INDEX OF CLAIMS. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Coy. 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was refer). 
the resolution submitted by Mr. TeLLER March 3, 1896, report. 
it without amendment; and it was considered by unanimous ¢\))- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Senate Committee on Claims be, and it hereby is, author. 
ized to have compiled a history and index of the claims now in Congress and 
before that committee, together with a collection of the principal laws }ear- 
ing upon claims against the Government. 7 


MARY J. HICKMAN. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and (on- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the following resolution, submitted by Mr. Gorman April 2), 
1896, reported it without amendment; and it was considered }y 
unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he is hereby, authorizog 
and directed to pay out of the miscellaneous items of the contingent fund ./ 
the Senate to eee J. Hickman, widow of Anion Hickman, late a laborer 
in charge of the private passage in the employ of the Senate, an amount 
equal to six months’ salary as such laborer, said sum to be considered as ip 
lieu of all funeral expenses and allowances. 


EMPLOYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent E of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Proctor on the 4th instant, re- 
ported it without amendment; and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the stenographer ed to report the hearing before th¢ 
Committee on Agriculture and F. — 7 Pe = 19, 1896, spon the + a 
rial of the National Live Stock Exchange in rela’ to restrictions by for- 
eign governments upon American live stock and meat food products, and tho 

earing before the same committee wna * on im greponed creation 
of the office of director in chief of the scien bureaus of the Department 
of Agriculture, be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


BOOKS FOR THE SENATE LIBRARY. 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. Carrery A 1, 1896, reported 
it without amend:nent; and it was consid by unanimous on- 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary be directed to purchase for the 
Senate Library the following books on international law, viz: 

Bar's International Law. 

untschli’s International Law, translated by M.C. Lardy, 1894. 
I's International Law, 2 copies. 
Halleck’s International Law. 
Lorimer’s Internationa! Law, 2 volumes. 


Wheaton’s International Law, Dana’s edition. 
Wheaton's 


ton’s International Law, Lawrence's edition. 
Woolsey’s International Law, edition 1890. 
And that the same be charged to the contingent fund of the Senate. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. QUAY intr ~4uced a bill (5.3089) to provide an American 
ister for the steamer Southery; whic was read twice by its 
title, and ~of<cred to the i on Commerce. 

Mr. PU wd intrc-duced a bill (8. 3090) to copfer jurieaiction upon 
the Court of Claims to adjudicate the claim ».f Thomas W. McDon- 
ald as administrator of the estates of James M. end Timothy 
Meaher, and to remove the bar of the statute of limitations there- 
from; which was read twice by its title, 9:4 referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill a graating an increase of 
pension to Roswell Dunton; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. "3 

Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 3092) for the relief of William 
Cc, ; which was read twice by its titie, and referred to the 
Commi on Patents. . 

He also introduced a bill (8. 3093) poaiege ion to Honora 
Redmond; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
— = referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

r. SHO introduced a bill (8. 3094) granting an increase of 
i was read twice 


use 


pension to W. Palmer; w by its title, 
and referred to Committee on Pensions. 


Mr. GIBSON introduced a bill (8. 3095) for the relief of Charles 
C. Kleckner; which was read twice po ae Se, sad, we ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 












1896. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3096) granting an ‘ncrease of 
sion to Stephen D. Avery, of Petersburg, in the county of 
e, Nebr.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 

the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3097) pantive a@ pension to John 
Grady, of O'Neill, in the county of Holt, Nebr.; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S.3098) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of James Plymate; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ROACH introduced a bill (S. 3099) granting a pension to 
Richard C. Enright; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accom ying pa , referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. (for Mr. Murpny) introduced a bill (S. 3100) grant- 
ing a | ger to Abbie C. McNett, widow of the late Andrew J. 

whi 





McNett; ch was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyin , referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. BAC N introduced a bill (S.3101) to prohibit the issuance 


of bonds or other interest-bearing obligations of the Government 


by the of the Treasur , or other officer of the Govern- 
ment without the authority of Congress; which was read twice 
by its title. 


Mr. BACON. I ask that the bill may lie on the table, and at 
some future time I shall call it up for the purpose of submitting 
some remarks upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie upon the table for 


the present. 

Mr. BRICE imtroduced a bill (8.3102) granting a pension to 
Mrs. Mary A. Tupper; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the aecompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3103) granting a pension to Jesse 
O. Davy; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

aks introduced a bill (S. 3104) granting a sion to J. Q. A. 
Laymon; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyin, paper referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLA introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 148) appro- 

iating $50,000 to supply deficiencies and to enable the Public 
Printer to continue the printing and binding for the Interior De- 

ent for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1896; which was read 
2 ice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
ions. 


AMENDMENTS TO DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. ee ee - piecetnest intended to be 
proposed im to the general deficiency appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. VILAS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the — deficiency appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


COUNTERPOISE BATTERIES. 


Mr. GEAR submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
+; wnanimous consent, and agreed to. 
® Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to in- 
form tbe Senate— 

‘er any countervoise batteries have been constructed by the 
Government yihin tiie last ei, hteen years, using or embodying substantially 
the or plan embraced in and covered by the patent issued by the 
Ui States to Maj. Beverly Kennor dated June LI, 1873, and numbered 


Second. Whether en + counterpoise batteries have been constructed during 
the period above mer ‘tioned; and if so, when and where? 


ORDER OF PROCEDURE. 


Mr. FRYE. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill (H. R. 7977) making appropriations for the con- 
—— repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
= harbors, and for other purposes. 

motion was to. 

Mr. FRYE. Several Senators have asked me to yield the floor 
en I can not do that, but by unanimous con- 
sent I ield the floor until 1 o’clock. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? TheChair hears 
none. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask unanimousconsent that that time may 
be devoted to the consideration of unobjected House bills upon 


I wish to to the Senator from Missouri 
that there are some Senate bills which ought to pass, and which 
t as any House bills. 
GER. That is right. 
JKRELL. Then let us take up the Calendar of unob- 
begin with. Let us ali have an equal chance. 
We have tried to do that two or three times, 


Mr. QUAY. What is the request? 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


4963 


Mr. COCKRELL. I wishto sayin all frankness and candor there 
is Only one method of proceeding, and that is in an orderly and 
methodical way, giving every Senator an equal chance. Here is 
the Calendar; let us take it up and proceed with it. If you do 
not want to consider unobjected House cases, then let us take up 
the Calendar in order and consider all unobjected cases. 

Mr. GALLINGER and others. That is right. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us adopt some method that will have 
something like a system about it. Otherwise every report will 
have to be read from the desk and no business will be transacted, 

Mr. TELLER. To save time I will not object. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri will 
please indicate his specific request. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I will then make the request that we take 
up the Calendar in regular order and proceed with the considera- 
tion of unobjected cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. QUAY. Before I assent I should be very glad to have the 
Senate pass upon my request for unanimous consent to consider 
the bill to which the Senator from Maine objected. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a pension bill. The Senator knows 
we will pass every one of those pension bills, and that in a very 
short time. We shall take them up and pass them all. There 
are five or six pension bills already favorably reported, just like 
the Senator’s, for citizens of Missouri, and | think we ought to 
have an equal chance. I hope the Senator from Pennsylvania 
will not insist upon his demand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia that [am going to ask consent, which is always courteously 
given, in a day or two to call up all the pension cases. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. QUAY. I have not yet assented to it. I would be very 
glad if the Senator from New Hampshire would make his request 
now and have a session fixed for the consideration of pension bills. 

Mr. FRYE. Oh, no; let us get through with the river and 
harbor bill before the request is made. It is very important to 
get that bill into conference. 

Mr. GALLINGER, I think to-morrow I can get a time fixed. 

Mr. QUAY. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none. The first 
case on the Calendar will be called. 

ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I desire to give notice that imme- 
diately on the conclusion of the passage through the Senate of the 
last appropriation bill I shall move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 6) proposing an amen ‘ 
ment to the Constitution of the United States providing for th 
election of Senators by the votes of the qualified electors of the 
States. I shall make that motion not with a view merely of mak- 
ing a speech, because I have submitted about all I desireto say so 
far as I am concerned individually, but for the purpose of prose- 
cuting the measure to a conclusion. 


PORT OF S.XR2aCUSE, N. Y. 


Tae VICE-PRESIDENT. The first case on the ¢ 
be proceeded with. 

The bi’l (H. R.6) constituting Syracuse, N. Y., a port of de- 
livery wae announced as first in order on the Calendar, aud the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera- 
tion. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS PASSED OVER 


The bill (H. R. 5731) to regulate the practice of medicine and 
surgery, to license physicians and surgeons, and to punish persons 
violating the provisions thereof in the District of Columbia, was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill go over. 
Calendar? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

Mr. PASCO. I understand that Order of Business 333 is the 
point at which we are to commence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next case will be announced. 

The bill (S. 2147) establishing additional regulations concerning 
immigration to the United States was announced as next in order 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. ALLEN. Let that go over. 

Mr. LODGE. Let the bill go over. 

s The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will go over without preju- 
ice. 

The bill (S. 34) for the relief of Clara A. Graves, Lewis Smith 
Lee, Florence P. Lee, Mary S. Sheldon, and Elizabeth Smith, 
heirs of Lewis Smith, deceased, was announced as next in order 
on the Calendar. 
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Mr. COCKRELL. Let that bill be passed over for the present. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


L. A. DAVIS. 

The bill (S. 534) for the relief of L. A. Davis was considered as 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to refer to the Court of 
Claims the petition and papers of L. A. Davis, of Chehalis, Wash., 
in which he claims $14,844 for services in carrying the English 
mails both ways between Olympia and Monticello, in Washington, 
from about August 1, 1868, to June 30, 1870. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not want to object to the consideration of 
the bill, but I ask that the latter part of it, with reference to legal 
defense, be again read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

And no statute of limitations or other legal defense shall be ayailable in 
such case. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the words “or other legal defense” should 
be stricken out. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out the words “‘ or other 
legal defense,” in lines 16 and 17. 

r.ALLEN,. If the Government has a defense it ought to have 
the right to make it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move to strike out those words, leaving 
the provision as to a statute of limitations to stand. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Allright; let the words be stricken 


out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. Inline 16, strike out the words ‘or other legal 
defense.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. . 

CHESTER B, SWEET. 


The bill (S. 927) for the relief of Chester B. Sweet, of Califor- 
nia, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 
to pay to Chester B. Sweet, of California, $198.66, being the amount 
of the double minimum excess erroneously _ by him to the 
receiver of the United States land office as double minimum ex- 
cess on preemption cash certificate made at Shasta, Cal., March 
17, 1886. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

ESTATE OF THOMAS SHERWIN. 


The bill (S. 482) for the relief of the estate of Thomas Sherwin, 
deceased, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to pay to the legal representative of Thomas Sherwin, de- 
ceased, late of Washington County, Md., $820 for stores and sup- 
plies furnished the Army of the United States during the late war 
of the rebellion, that sum having been fixed by the Quartermaster- 
General as fair compensation in the case. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

NANCY E. DAY. 


The bill (S. 652) for the relief of Nancy E. Day, administratrix 
of the estate of James L. Day, deceased, was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to pay Nancy E. Day, adminis- 
tratrix of the estate of James L. Day, , late of Norwich, 
Conn., $3,041.66, in payment and satisfaction of the amount found 
due from the United States to Nancy E. Day by the Court of 
Claims upon a reference of her claim to that court by the Post- 
master-General, under the provisions of an act of Congress ap- 
proved March 8, 1883. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PHILIP PFLUEGER. 


The bill (S. 663) to remove the charge of desertion against 
Philip Pflueger, late of Company G, Twenty-fourth Wisconsin 
Infantry, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Military Affairs 
with an amendment, in line 7, after the word “discharge,” to 
strike out the words “‘ the same as if such charge of desertion had 
not been made ” and to insert ‘‘ as of date April 21, 1863: Provided, 
That he shall not be allowed any pay, eo or allowance 
by reason of this act”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized and 
directed to remove from the records of the War De ent the char; 2 of 


desertion against Philip Pflueger, late of Company G, Twenty-fourth “Fis- 
consin Infantry, and to grant him an honorable disc as of date April 21, 
1868: Provided, That he shall not be allowed any pay, compensation, or pllow- 


ance by reason of this act. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
. oop ay eee a 
e was orde o be engr or @ 
the third time, and passed. : 





BILLS PLACED UNDER RULE IX, 


The bill (S. 1266) for the relief of Daniel W. Boutwell and tho 
bill (S. 1770) providing for the 7 ve porencet of pharmacists in the 
United States Marine-Hospital Service and fixing their pay and 
allowances were the next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Those two cases have been reported ad. 
versely. Let them be placed under Rule IX. 

. Lie VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be so or. 
dered. 
HENRY LANE, 


The bill (S. 762) for the relief of Henry Lane was considered ag 
in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to revoke and set aside 
the special orders of the War Department, dated March 30, 1462 
dismissing from the service, for absence without leave, Henry 
Lane, late first lieutenant Company F, Thirtieth Regiment New 
Jersey Volunteers, to date March 1, 1863, because he was tien 
and for weeks before had been, on duty in the field, and to grant 
him an honorable discharge as of date April 7, 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

BILLS PLACED UNDER RULE IX. 

The bill (S. 930) to require the auditing and payment of the yol- 
unteer soldiers who served in the Seminole Indian wars in Florida, 
and for horses and equipments lost in the service, was announced 
as the next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is an adverse report. Let it go over 
under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

The bill (S. 1019) to change the boundaries of the collection dis- 
trict of Key West, Fla., and make Punta Gorda a port of entry, 
and create a new collection district, was announced as next in 
order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is an adverse report. Let it be passed 
over under Rule IX. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered, 

CLASSIFICATION OF LETTERS PATENT. 

The bill (S. 1897) to establish a classification division in the 
United States Patent Office was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

AMENDMENT OF NAVIGATION LAWS. 

The bill (S. 187) to mamend the laws rejating to navigation was 
announced as next in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. FRYE. That iil may be passed over for the present with- 
out prejudice. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

; MONUMENT TO SAMUEL HAHNEMANN. 

The joint resolution ¢ R. 27) os permission for the erec 
tion of a monument in Washington, D. C., for the ornamentation 
of the national capital and in honor of Samuel Hahnemann was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator from Missouri desire an 

so of joint resolution? 


; ._ Yes. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that this is a joint resolution 


proposing the erection of a monument to Samuel Hahnemann in 
the District of Columbia. The American Institute of Homeopathy, 
representi cians in the United States, have 


ting some 14,000 ph 
raised a fund of about $75,000 and have had a monument made, 
which is said to be a most beautiful work of art. I have not seen 
it myself, but I think there is a model of it in the Capitol. They 
desire to have it erected in the city of W. m at such place 
as may be named by the committee designated in the joint resolu- 
tion. Theyask for a small appropriation, which, I think, has usu- 


ally been given in such cases, to build a foundation for the monu- 
ment, t is all the it will be to the Government. I 
pro to have the preamble stricken out when the proper time 


ves, and to have one or two amendments made 
resolution. 
Mr. GORMAN. I desire to call the attention of the Senator to 
= wees he ps as the — ‘teocity c mee stands, the monument ey 
erected in any place e city ot Washington, without specially 
designating any ar is<e. in the case of the bills for the 
erection of the statues of eal Grant, General Shermeu, and 
others, we have inserted a prc~ision prohibiting the erection of 
such monuments in the Capitoi Grounds, and I think that reser- 
vation ae to be made in this joint resolution. 
Mr. GALLINGER,. I shall be happy to have that amendment 


2. 

Mr.GORMAN. I aminformed, as a matter of fact, that in some 
cases similar commissions to that provided for by this joint reso- 
nee have selected the Capitol Grounds for the erection of monu- 
men 


the joint 








1896. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I did not know about that. 

Mr. GORMAN. I suggest that the joint resolution should be 
amended so as to prevent anything of that kind. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Any amendment the Senator suggests in 
that t will be gladly incorporated. 

Mr. KRELL. Let it read, “ any place in the District of 
Columbia outside of the Capitol Grounds.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. That will be satisfactory. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I suggest that the amendment should come 
in in line 9, after the word ‘‘ committee.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator wait until I suggest two 
or three amendments to the joint resolution? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certaiialy. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The preamble will come out at the proper 
time. I will move, in line 5, that the word “said,” before the word 
monument,” be stricken out, and the word ‘“‘a” inserted; after 
the word “‘monument,” in the same line, insert ‘‘in honor of Sam- 
uel Hahnemann,” and in line 15, after the word ‘‘ citizens,” strike 
out ‘‘and to be erected in the city of Washington, D. C.,” that 
having already been stated in the joint resolution. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments submitted by the 
Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 5, before the word ‘‘ monument,” it is 
proposed to strike out ‘‘ said” and insert ‘‘a”; in the same line, 
after the word ‘‘ monument,” toinsert ‘‘in honor of Samuel Hahne- 
mann”; and after the word ‘‘citizens,” in line 15, to strike out 
“and to be erected in the city of Washington, D. C.”; so as to 
make the *cint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., That permission be, and the same is hereby, gpentes the 
Hahneman”1 monument committee of the American Institute of Homeopathy 
to erect a monument in honor of Samuel Hahnemann in such place in the city 
of Washington, D. C., as shall be designated by the officer in charge of the 
new Library building, the Joint Committee on the Library, and the chair- 
man of the monument committee; and the sum of $4,000, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, is hereby fyerepeteted out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, for the building of a foundation upon which 
to place said monument; said monument to be presented to the people of the 
United States by the American Institute of Wonneopathy, kindred associa- 
tions, and citizens. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 9, after the word “‘ committee,” I 
move to insert ‘‘ not including the Capitol Grounds.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
the amendments were concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to have the preamble stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The preamble will be stricken out, 
in the absence of objection. 


REGISTER OF COPYRIGHTS. 
The bill (S. 425) to provide for the register of copyrights was 
announced as next in order. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over without losing its 
place. It will lead to discussion. 


— VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be passed over without preju- 
ce. 





SALES AND PROCEEDS OF SALES OF BONDS. 

The resolution submitted by Mr. Lopax February 19, 1896, 
directing the Committee on Finance to investigate and report all 
the material facts and circumstances connected with the sale of 
United States bonds by the Secretary of the Treasury in the years 
1894, 1895, 1896, was annoanced as next in order. 

Mr. LODGE. That subject has already been disposed of, and I 
move that the resolution be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 


RACING COMMISSION, 


The bill (S. 1866) for the incorporation of associations for the 

provement of the breed of horses, and to regulate the same, and 
to establish a racing commission, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that be passed over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 


DISTRICT METROPOLITAN POLICE FORCE. 


The bill (S. 1927) to increase the Metropolitan police force of the 
District of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

Mr.GALLINGER. At the request of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, * ask that that bill be passed 
over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. it will be so ordered. 

DISTRICT WATER SUPPLY. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 84) to provide for the increase of the 
water «pply of tue District of Columbia, and for other purposes, 
Was axmounced 25 next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I mak+ the same request as to that joint 
resolution at the request of te chairman of the District Com- 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be passed 
over. 
DISTRICT HOME FOR GIRLS, ETC. 

The bill (S. 1449) to provide a home and employment for repu- 
table girls and young women of the District of Columbia who are 
without means of support and are unable to obtain work was an- 
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is adversely reported. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it go over under Rule LX, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

LICENSES TO OFFICERS ON SEAGOING STEAM VESSELS. 


The bill (S. 1836) to provide for licenses to certain officers of 
seagoing passenger steam vessels was announced as next in order. 

Mr. FRYE. That is practically provided for in another bill, 
and I ask that this bill may be recommitted to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, 
of objection. 

Mr. FRYE subsequently said: I asked a moment ayo that Sen- 
ate bill 1836 should be recommitted to the Committee on Com- 
merce. I find there is no necessity for recommitting it to the 
committee, because I know what amendment I desire to make, 
and the Senate can then act uponit. I will simply ask that the 
bill be restored to its place on the Calendar, to go over this 
morning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


FORTIFICATIONS AND OTHER SEACOAST DEFENSES, 


The bill (S. 1159) to provide for fortifications and other seacoast 
defenses was announced as next in order. 

Mr. GORMAN. Let that go over under Rule IX, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will goover under Rule IX, 


PEARSON C, MONTGOMERY. 


The bill (S. 14) for the relief of Pearson C. Montgomery, of 
Memphis, Tenn., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to pay to Pearson C. Montgomery, of Memphis, State 
of Tennessee, $3,200, in full compensation for all claims connected 
with the steamer New National, and its use, while in the ser#ige 
of the United States, upon the Mississippi River and its tribwés- 
ries, prior to the 21st day of March, in the year 1863. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ANDREW MARTIN, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (S. 615) for the relief of Andrew Martin, which had 
been reported by the Committee on Military Affairs with an 
amendment, after the word ‘ discharge,” at the end of the bill, to 
insert, ‘Provided, That no pay, compensation, or allowance will 
be allowed by reason of this act”; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., “hat the Secretary of War be, and hereby is, aut 
and directed to ar~ad the record of Indrew Martin, late a private | 

many A, Forty-ni' Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and ¢ 
1im an honorabl: discharge: Provided, That no pay, compensation, or ali 
ance will be allowed by reason of this act. 4 

The amendment was agreed to. . 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

CLAIMS OF LATE PROPRIETORS OF KNOXVILLE WHIG, 

The bill (S. 21) to authorize the investigation by the Attorney- 
General of certain claims alleged to be due the late proprietors of 
the Knoxville Whig for advertising, and authorizing the payment 
therefor by the Secretary of the Treasury of any amounts found 
by the Attorney-General to be legally or equitably due, was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It directs the Attorney 
General to investigate the claims of the legal representatives of 
W. G. Brownlcw, Brownlow & Hawes, and Brownlow, Hawes 
& Co., Jate owners and proprietors, respectively, of the Knoxville 
Whig, a newspaper published at Knoxville, in the State of Ten- 
nessee, for advertisingy cervain legal notices alleged to have been 
advertised in that paper in the years 1864, 1865, 1866, 1867, and 


It will be so ordered, in the absence 






‘1868, and to ascertain whether such services were rendered as 


claimed, or any part thereof, and if so, the value thereof; and also 
whether the same, and if so, to what extent, is either a legal or 
equitable claim against the United States; and if any sum is so 
found to be due and owing the claimants, or any of them, and the 
same is a legal or equitable claim against the United States. to 
certify such facts, together with the amount, to the Secretary of che 
Treasury, who is authorized and directed to pay to such claimants 
or their legal represeniatives the full amount so ascertained, and 
—— that such sum or sums of money which may be found to 
ye legally or equitably due shall, when paid, be in full satisfaction 
and discharge of all claims for compensation by the claimants, or 
any of them, for any such service against the United States, 
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The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


MRS, HARRIET D. NEWSON. 
The bill (S. 1974) for the relief ef Mrs. Harriet D. Newson was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to 
Mrs. Harriet D. Newson, widow of Thomas M. Newson, la 
United States consul at Malaga, a sum of money equal to one 
year’s salary as consul, together with the sum of $197, 7 which was 
collected from the estate of Thomas Newson by the Government 
of the United States after his death; and the money so appropri- 
ated shall be paid in the same manner as in other cases where the 
surviving widows of foreign representatives of the United States 
who have died while so representing the United States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS DETROIT RIVER AT DETROIT. 


The bill (S. 924) for the erection of a bridge across the Detroit 
ree at Detroit, in the State of Michigan, was announced as next 

oraer. 

Mr. KYLE. I should like to have that bill go over. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I h that the bill for the valding < yh 
bridge across the Detroit t River at Detroit will be postponed 
common consent until the next session of Congress, on the ant 
Monday of December next. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. ALLEN. What is the request? 

Mr. COCKRELL. We did not hear the request. I ask the 
Senator to repeat it. 

Mr.SHERMAN. 1 will say that there will be a very long and 
vigorous contest between rival interests as to the bridge across 
the Detroit River. There is a very heated as as to such 
a bridge at Detroit, and I hope the bill will be postponed until the 
—— of the next session of Congress. 

M. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact 

that the Senator from are [Mr. McMiL.an] living in that 

is absent at this time probably would like to have some- 

thing to say about the matter. I agree with the Senator that it 
ought to go over. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mv colleague is not in the Senate this morn- 
ing, and I do not know what his desire may be in relation to the 


matter. 
assed over. 
be over. 


Mr.COCKRELL. Let the bill be 

Mr. BURROWS. Possibly it had 

a The bill will be passed over without 

udice 

Mr. BURROWS subsequently said: In relation to the bill to 
provide for the construction of a bridge across the Detroit River, 
since it was passed over I have conferred with my colleague [Mr. 
eens , and he desires me to state that it will be agreeable 
to him for the matter to be postponed until the next session of 


The VICE- oe. Without objection, the uest of 
the Senator — a. Mr. SHERMAN] to that effect will be com- 
plied with. ears no objection, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. N ELSON. What was the request? Was it that the De- 
troit bri bill should go over until the next session? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That order has been made. 


DUPLICATE MEDALS. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, to con- 
sider the joint resolution (S. R. 7) authorizing t e issue of dupli- 
cate medals where the originals have been lost or destroyed, which 
had been reported by the Committee on Military Affairs with an 
———. in Tine 9, after the word * ‘ beneficiary, ” to insert ‘‘and 

Sotut neater search has been made therefor ” ; so as to make the 
‘ution read: 
omelet, Set So eee i ee ee the United States 


has he ey ar ae ‘Congress, caused any medal to 
a ee eae a officer or person in the United States om ac. 
count of distinguished meritorio showing made by 


— 
such person to the satiataction of the President that medal has been 
or G 


lost 
ee of the beneficiary, and that diligent search has 
President 


been ‘or, the is | authorized to cause to be pre- 

pared and Aliveredt to auch person « ee ae 

Witch chal be ei 4 out of any moneys in the not otherwise appro- 
The amendment was 


agreed to 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BUTTE, MONT. 

The bill (S. 260) to provide for the construction of a public build- 

ing at Butte City, Mont., was announced as next in order. 





Mr. KYLE. Let that ~— Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ~ bein ae _ bill wil! 
go over. The next case on the € sutur welll be 

Mr. MANTLE. Iask that Cant as may be ions at this 
time. I think there can be no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection was interposed, the Chair 
will state, and the bill goes over under the rule. 

Mr. KYLE. I did not mean that the bill should lose its place 
on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be passed over, wi 
place on the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be so ordered. 


PAY OF NONCOMMISSIONED ARMY OFFICERS. 
Mr. FRYE. (arenes regular order, being the river 


and harbor bill, be 
The hour of 1 o'clock having aitived, 


without losing its 


The VICE-P 
the Chair lays before the Senate the bill referred to by the Sena- 
tor from Maine, ths title of which. will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill ‘ R. 7977) making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, an acuueine of certain public works 
on rivers and harbors, and for other p 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to oe to the Senator fro 
Maine, in charge of the river and harbor bill, to allow me to cove 
a bill passed to which, I think, there will be no objection. It is 
“= . ublic im in connection with the Army. 

CE-PR ENT. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
contain consent for me resent consideration of a bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Having yielded thirty minutes, I can_not yield 
any further. I would yield to the Senator from New Jersey if | 
would to anybody on earth. 

Mr. L. I T will state to the Senator from Maine that if 
this were a private bill I should oa it, but it is a bill of 
great importance to the organization of the Army. I do not think 
it will create any objection. It was reported by the Committee 
on Military Affairs unanimously, and it is recommended by the 
Secretary of War and the General of the Army. Everybody is in 
favor of it. It will not take five minutes. 

Mr. FRYE. I am informed that it would take some consider- 
able time, and that there are objections to it. 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like to know who objects to it. 

Mr. GEAR. What is the bill which the Senator desires to have 
considered? 

Mr. SEWELL. It isa bill to regulate the pay of noncommis 
sioned officers in the Army, not the one objected to formerly by 
the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let us hear what the bill is, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which 
will be read for information. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the title be read. 

Mr. SEWELL. It is the bill (8.2420) to regulate the pay of 
noncommissioned officers of the Army. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam informed by a Senator sitti 
the bill would result in serious discussion, and 

that it will take all day. 
circumstances, 

Mr. SEWELL. I should like the Senator who objects to speak 
for himself. 


near me that 
e informs me 
I certainly can not yield under those 


Mr. FRYE. He will not. I am speaking for him. 

Mr. SEWELL. Ifo is made, I shall not insist. 

The VICE-PRESID . Objection being interposed, the regu- 
lar order will be with. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced thatthe House had agre | 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H.R. 4804) to amend 
subdivision 10 of section 2238 and to subdivision 12 of sec- 


message also that the House had passed the fo!- 
bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H.R. ah to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to estab- 
lish circuit courts of ee and regulate in certain 
cases the jurisdiction the courts of the United States, and for 
es March 3, 1891; and 
A ae ) to improve the printing and binding methods 
of the public documents. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The ee et the House 
had aa 

A bill (H.R. 953) for Sroliet of William Gray; 
a. P. Brown, late postmaster 

A bill (H. R. 7895) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury of 








1896. 





the United States to reconvey to the former ownersa certain tract 
of land in Valverde County, Tex. 


RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 

sideration of the bill (H.R.7977) making appropriations for the 

on, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 

rivers and harbors, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FRYE. Iask the Secretary toturn to page 81. We passed 

over the item contained in the clause from line 8 to line 14, in the 
absence of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER}. 

lL ask the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] to be kind enough 
to occupy my seat, as I am obliged to be out of the Chamber for 
fifteen or twenty minutes, and desire him to take charge of the 
bill in my absence. 

Mr. Vory well. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. President, the matter to which I wish to 
call the attention of the Senate will be found on page 81, begin- 
ning on line 8 of that page and concluding with line 14. The bill 
as it came from the House contains this provision: 

For the protection from erosion of the east bank of the Mississippi River 
al and in front of the Sny Island Levee,in the counties of Adams, Pike, 
and in the State of Lilinois, by revetment work, $50,000. 

The Committee on Commerce of the Senate propose to strike out 
$50,000 and add these words: 

Such amounts as may be necessary, in the opinion of the Secretary of 
War, for the improvement and maintenance of the channel of the river. 

There would be no objection to this amendment if it merely 
fixed the locality of the expenditure. It isa fact known in IIli- 
nois; it is what I think may be termed a fact which is so well 
known thatit-would be taken notice of by the courts without being 
specially pleaded, that some years ago a levee was constructed 
very near Fall Creek, in Adams County, in the State of Illinois, 
through the county of Pike and into the county of Calhoun, for 


a distance of about 52 miles. A levee was constructed and has | 


substantial protection to the owners of the land in what 
the Sny Bottom in Illinois, a tract of land which con- 
tains probably 110,000 acres, and is as fertile as any on earth, I 
think. Now that the levee is constructed it is altogether suitable 
for cultivation. Before, it was subject to the overflow of the 
i River. The people interested in that levee have never 
asked of the Government any aid in the construction of the levee. 
Itwas built there without cost to the Government, but the peo- 
ple insist while the Government is prosecuting the improvement 
of the navigation of the Mississippi River, which belongs to the 
Government and over which eee have no control, that 
Ss be done which will affect this protective levee. 

‘The is it is not necessary for me to produce before the Sen- 
ate the maps showing the nature of the work, but I suppose that 
gentlemen , living upon Western rivers, or upon rivers 
which are not water rivers, know, especially in these Western 
rivers, where the banks are composed of sand very largely, cov- 
ered by a growth of timber of more or less size and of more or less 
value, that the currents of the river greatly affect the banks, and 
that alterations in the currents of the river do affect all structures 
on the banks of the river. 

As a general statement of the facts in this case, the Government 
has been engaged in improving the navigatien of the Mississippi 
River between the mouth of the Des Moines, and, 
forall my purposes, it may be said between the mouth of the Des 
Moines , entering the Mississippi from the west, and the 
mouth of the Mlinois, which enters the Mississippi from the east. 
lam only interested now in discussing that particular portion of 
the river. The Government has constructed dikes. The river 
containsa number of islands. The current, under ordinary cir- 

diffuses itself, so that it affords no sufficient channel 

for on either side of those islands. The Government 
has, therefore, attempted by dikes and other means to give the 
current direction, as it may happen, either to the Missouri shore 
or the Illinois shore, as circumstances may demand. They have 
new directions to these currents. The consequence is that 

at one point, if not at more a the current has been so changed 
by the ents in the navigation of the river—necessary 
improvements, to which there is no objection; on the contrary, we 
anxious that the navigation of the Mississippi shall 

bemadeas complete and as useful as possible—but in one instance 
Ehave ‘in my mind now the current has been so changed that it 
strikes _ may'use that term in speaking of the movements of 
water) the Tilinois shore, and is already cutting into this embank- 
ment, thislevee. 1 donot mean that it has actually reached it, 
but it threatens to do so. It has already made considerable prog- 
ress in the direction of reaching the levee, and the bank is com- 
posed largely of sand, not capable of resisting the current of the 
water or the force with which it reaches the bank, and it is now— 
as'the result of the improvements made by the Government in the 
of the river, in an attempt to confine the water into 
channels, so as to secure greater depth and accomplish 
promotive of the navigation—in that particular point 
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the current has been so changed, so altered in its direction, that it 
is really threatening the works, the levees, built by the people 
themselves. 

The proposition as it passed the House was that the United 
States should appropriate $50,000 in order to protect that levee 
from the effects of the current produced by the action of the Gov- 
ernment itself. The term employed by those who are familiar 
with the subject is ‘“‘erosion.” The plain vernacular of Lilinois 
would be to protect the banks from the cutting of the sand by the 
influence of the water upon this levee, which threatens to destroy 
it. It is not claimed upon the ground that the Government is un- 
der any obligation to protect the lands of owners from overflow. 
It is only claimed that the Government shall be responsible to the 
owners of land to the extent of repairing any damage already done 
to this levee or that the Government shall adopt such methods for 
the protection of the levee, the result of its own improvements, as 
these people have a right to demand. That is all that is involved. 

The original House proposition was a direct appropriation of 
$50,000 for the protection of this levee by what are termed revet- 
ments, a direct, specific appropriation. The amendment is: 








Such amounts as may be necessary, in the opinion of the Secretary of War, 
for the improvement and maintenance of the channel of the river. | 

I have no doubt that this levee has been an important aid to the 
Government improvements of the river, and I have no doubt at 
the same time that one of the things that would occur to the Sec- 
retary of War, or to the engineers in the employment of the Gov- 
ernment, would be that it was of vital importance to protect this 
levee from what is termed erosion. But at the same time the evil 
is a specific, a precise one which admits of accurate definition and 
to which a specific appropriation may be applied, may be directed, 
and may be expended in a specific work. Why should the people 
there be turned over to the engineers, who may not perceive that 
an appropriation of this amount is necessary, who may conclude 
that they may otherwise employ the money to the advantage of 
the Government in improving the river at some other point or in 
some other way? What I seek and what those I represent on this 
particular point seek is that there shall be a precise and specific 
appropriation made for this object. 

it is said there is no official estimate for this work. I grant it. 
I think if the committee had observed that rule with the same 
stringency that they employ in this case they would find that there 
are other appropriations which they have made which are also 
without the sanction of a recommendation. I am told—lI am not 
altogether familiar with the river and harbor bill—that there are 
on the same page one or more appropriations made for specific 
purposes for which no estimate has been made. So that argu- 
ment, so far as it applies to this particular case, has no founda- 
tion if it turns out, which I believe to be true, that the committee 
have already reported specific appropriations for work for which 
no estimate has been made. 

Estimates have been made by an intelligent engineer as to what 
this work will cost. 1 think the estimate is about 867,000, and it 
is supposed by this intelligent officer whom I have just mentioned 
that that sum will be required before the revetment is completed; 
but it has been hoped that the sum of $50,000 might be retained 
and applied to this specific purpose. I hope, therefore, that the 
committee will consent that the provision of the bill from lines 8 
to 11 may be retained. If the committee mean to serve this par- 
ticular purpose by this appropriation, then the retention of the 
amendment is entirely unnecessary. If they mean that the ap- 
propriation shall be contingent or that it may be possibly directed 
to some other object, perhaps the amendment ought to be re- 
tained. But what I think is the right thing to do is to appropri- 
ate the sum of $50,000 for the protection of the east bank of the 
Mississippi River along and in front of the Sny Island Levee by 
revetment works at points where the necessity for such works 
will appear at once to be necessary not only for the safety of the 
levee, which I have already stated is an important aid to the im- 
provement of the navigation of the river, but that the people who 
are interested in it may receive protection from what I suppose 
and what Iam told are dangers produced by works already at- 
tempted by the Government. 

Mr. VEST. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] is mis- 
taken in the statement that the Committee on Commerce have 
discrimination between this appropriation and others 
at special localities upon the Upper Mississippi River. He will 
find that in every instance where there were no estimates and no 
recommendation by the engineers in charge of the river we have 
stricken out the special appropriations. That is the case in lines 
15, 16, and 17 of the same page of the bill, lines 23, 24, and 25 on 
the same page, and lines 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and 10 on page 84. The Sen- 
ate yesterday, against the opposition of the committee, restored 
two of these small improvements as toQuincy Harbor and another 
locality. Butthe committee carefully examined the estimates and 
the reports of the engineers, and where we found no recommenda- 
tion and no estimate we were remitted, asa matter of course, if 
we made the appropriation at all, to the opinions of members of 
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the House and of Senators; and as I stated yesterday, in discuss- 
ing a similar question on the Missouri River, it is simply impcs- 
sible to make up a river and harbor bill upon any such estimates 
or opinions. There are engineers in charge of these rivers, and 
we are bound to take their opinions as experts and as officers who 
have examined the different localities and know the necessities for 
— upon the river generally and locally. 

he Senator from Illinois is mistaken, I repeat, in his assump- 
tion that there has been any discrimination against the Sny Island 
Levee. He is mistaken in another statement, and that is that the 
Government of the United States has never made any appropria- 
tion for the maintenance of this levee or its repair. 

Mr. PALMER. I ask pardon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. FauLKNER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Missouri yield to the Senator from Ili- 
nois? 

Mr. VEST. Ido. 

Mr. PALMER. I did not make the statement in that form. 

Mr. VEST. I remember distinctly that I myself put an amend- 
ment in the river and harbor bill, I think in 1892, for the repair of 
this levee, to prevent an overflow that had come upon these bot- 
tom lands by reason of a break in the levee. This levee was put 
there originally, as stated by the Senator from Illinois, under an 
act of the legislature of Illinois, and a company was organized to 
do the waa As a matter of course, the Government of the 
United States can not build a levee for the purpose of protectin, 
eee property. The Senator from Illinois would not conten 

or any saa action upon our part. All that we can do is to use 
levees as an instrumentality for improving the channels of navi- 
gable streams, not to protect private property, not to subserve 
private interests, but in order to improve the navigability of a 
river, and a levee which confines the waters and produces erosion 
of the channel, of course, is a most valuable instrumentality in 
that regard. 

The people of Missouri are more interested in this improvement 
possibly than those of Illinois. I havein my hand a dispatch from 
the mayor of the city of Hannibal, immediately opposite this levee, 
and from the principal citizens of Hannibal, urging upon me the 
propriety of retaining this specific appropriation. They state in 
the telegram that the materials to be purchased and the stone for 
the revetment are to be taken from the soil of Missouri, that the 
labor will be employed in Missouri, that the lands on the bottoms 
are owned by the people of Missouri, and that it is my public duty, 
therefore, as a Senator from Missouri to vote and urge the appro- 
priation of the$50,000 specifically for this improvement. Iam not 
able to see my duty in that light. I have the greatest respect for 
these gentlemen; they are my personal and political friends of 
many years’ standing, but I think when they understand the mat- 
ter and consider it properly they will come to the conclusion that 
the amendment of the committee is much more favorable to what 
they desire than the appropriation as it came from the other 

ouse. 

As the appropriation comes from the House there is $50,000 and 
no more appropriated for this revetment work. As the amend- 
ment of the Senate if adopted would stand, the en neer in char 
of the river, Colonel Mackenzie, can take as mavh as he thin 
necessary from the general appropriation for the whole river to 
do this work of revetment, which of course is accessory to the 
improvement of the navigable channel of the Mississippi River. 

Mr. CULLOM, Iwas about to inquire of the Senator from 
Missouri whether, in his judgment, being familiar with the im- 
pee of the river and the action of the Commission and the 
ocal engineers, the amendment as proposed by the Senate com- 
mittee is better than the House provision? 

Mr. VEST. Unquestionably it is, and I favor it therefore. 

Mr. CULLOM. It occur to me in that way. Hence I did 
not make any question upon it as we passed through the bill yes- 
terday in its consideration, but I should like to be sure. 

Mr. VEST. To be entirely frank about this matter, and I am 
generally frank on all questions, there have been statements in 
the public press—I care nothing about them—that I have some 
personal objection to some member of the House who urged this 
appropriation. I have no feeling of that kind. That sort of sug- 

estion is simply contemptible. As a public man, as a Senator 
rom the State of Missouri, I am as much interested as any mem- 
ber of the House can possibly be in subserving the interests of 
my constituents, and I want to = now that I favor the Senate 
amendment because I believe, as the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
CuULLom | has stated, that it is better for the interests of the parties 
who have telegraphed and written me in regard to the matter 
that the Senate amendment should be adopted. 

But more than that,I did not agree to the amendment until 
Colonel Mackenzie, the officer in charge of the river, had appeared 
before the committee and had himself suggested the form of the 
amendment, with the assurance to me that all the work n 
to preserve the levee and to prevent erosion underneath the levee 
would be done. I offered an amendment in the committee, which 


has been adopted by the Senate, increasing the amount appropri- 
ated for the general improvement of the river, with a view to 
meeting, among other things, the amount that might be necessary 
for this specific work. 

I feel as much interest in the matter as the Senator from Illinois 
asi PALMER] can possibly feel in regard to it. I am willing to 

rust the engineer officers. I have no distrust in regard to what 
they will do. So far from limiting the amount to $50,000, I desire 
that they shall have unrestricted discretion in regard to the 
amount to be taken out of the general sum appropriated for the 
whole river to prevent the erosion of the banks beneath the levee. 
There is no estimate, there is no recommendation, and I ask the 
Senate not only in the name of the river itself, the great Missis- 
sippi River, but also in order to subserve the interests of that 
immediate vicinity, to sustain the amendment which we haye 
recommended. 

Mr. PALMER. I desire to make only a single statement before 
the matter is disposed of by theSenate. The United States did not 
as I am informed and as I thought I knew without information’ 
assist in the construction of this levee. ; 

Mr. VEST. I did not say that. 

Mr. PALMER. The United States in one instance furnished a 
sum of money to do the very pg, Fae I ask shall be done by the 
retention of this provision in the House bill; that is, there was an 
appropriation made and expended in protecting the banks from 
erosion. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. PALMER. That much, I think, would be regarded as legit- 
imate by those who are in favor of the strictest construction of the 
powers of Congress—and I confess I am one of them—in respect 
to rivers and harbors. I must be allowed to differ with my col- 
league and the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest]. I desire that 
there shall be a specific improvement—a specific sum + sey dagee d 
for a specific pu I do not desire to leave anything to the 
discretion of anybody, because the levee is essential to the im- 
provement of the river. As I have said before, this menace to the 
safety of the levee has been produced, I am told by authorities I 
regard as most reliable and excellent, by chan in the currents 
caused by Government works. I think, therefore, that the atten- 
tion of the Senate ought to be directed to that particular point of 
danger and that the Senate should —— @ precise sum to 
a. the specific danger which has res from the cause I have 
sta 


Mr. VEST. A-single word. It is absolutely impossible to se- 
cure what the Senator from Illinois [Mr. PALMER] seems to think 
is necessary as to the action of the engineer in charge of the river. 
You can not put in a river and harbor bill such provisions as will 
limit and define absolutely the discretion of an engineer in charge 
of riparian improvements. Under the provision as it comes from 
the other House there is simply.an appropriation of $50,000 to 

revent erosion by revetment. en it is to be expended, how it 
is to be expended, at what part of the work it is to be expended is 
absolutely, unrestrainedly, within the discretion of the officer in 
charge of the river, and if he does not come to the conclusion 
that it is necessary to prevent erosion at that particular point 
Con can not make him do it unless Congress should have 
omniscient power and can go there in advance and say at what 
particular point he should canse the money to be expended. 

In view of this fact I prefer infinitely to leave to the discretion 
of an honest and intelligent engineer officer how so much of the 
—— appropriation shall be applied for a particular purpose. 

have not the slightest objection to changing the form of the 
amendment so as to read as follows: 

For the protection from erosion of the east bank of the Mississippi River 
along and in front of the ie Levee, in the counties of Adams, Pike, 
and oun, in the State of ois, and for the improvement and mainte- 
nance of the channel of the river by revetment work or otherwise, etc. 

Mr. CULLOM. I should like to have the attention of my col- 
league to the suggestion made by the Senator from Missouri [ Mr. 
Vest] as toa change in the amendment. I call my colleague's 
attention to it. 

Mr, PALMER. I happen to be otherwise engaged for a mo- 
ment. 

Mr. VEST. I stated and I will state in—I have the same 
object in view that the Senator from has—that I have not 
the slightest objection to making the amendment read in this way: 

the protection from of 
al and in front of the Bay, Island Levee 
and , in the State of Illinois, and for the improvement and mainte- 
nance of the channel of the river by revetment work or otherwise, such 
amounts, etc. 

That will cover repairs to the levee if necessary, and will simp! 
leave out the specific appropriation of $50,000 and give the en a 
neer officer the power to use any amount he may deem proper. 
It does seem to me that this is entirely fair to all parties in 
interest and the great consideration above all, the general im- 
provement of the channel of the river. 

Mr. PALMER. I should be glad to ascertain the exact terms of 








the suggestion made by the Senator from Missouri. I should like 
to have the amendment stated. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY, 
to read: 

For the tection from erosion of the east bank of the Mississippi River 
along and th front of the Sny Island Levee in the counties of Adams, Pike, 
at Calhoun, in the State of Illinois, and for the improvement and mainte- 


nance of the channel of the river by revetment work or otherwise, such 
amounts as may be necessary in the opinion of the Secretary of War. 


Mr. CULLOM. That leaves the amendment exactly as I think 
my colleague would like it, unless he objects to the omission of 
the specific sum pro to be appropriated by the other House. 

Mr. PALMER. t is it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that would be the view of my colleague 
in reference to it. Am I right about that? 

Mr. PALMER. I should prefer the specific appropriation, as I 
am obliged to believe that it is substantially what ought to be 
done. 

Mr. CULLOM. If I ae be allowed to say a word, it was my 
opinion as we passed over the matter yesterday that the language 
used would perhaps result in securing more money for the im- 
provement and protection of the work than the appropriation 
of a ific sum of $50,000, and being somewhat familiarly 
acquainted with the local engineer in charge, I have every confi- 
dence that we would get whatever is necessary out of the general 
sum appropriated for the improvement of the Mississippi River. 
But I do not desire to be understood as raising any question with 
my colleague, as he has given this item some attention, and what- 
ever he desires to do with it I shall follow. 

Mr. PALMER. Striking out the $50,000 and permitting the 
use of such amount as may be necessary will probably meet the 
whole matter in respect to the amount, as well as the circum- 
stances requiring the approval of the Secretary of War. I concur 
in that view myself. 

Mr. VEST. I think that is best, especially in view of the fact 
that Colonel Mackenzie personally an before us and said 
that he would protect those works, and I know him well enough 
to know that he will do what he promises. 

Mr. CULLOM,. My colleague agrees to the amendment as pro- 


Mr. PALMER. [I accept the a 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed at line 140n page 88. The 
next amendment of the Committee on Commerce was, on page 88, 
line 16, before the word “‘ thousand,” to strike out ‘‘ one hundred 
and ninety” and insert ‘‘two hundred and twenty”; in line 17, 
after the word ‘‘ which,” to insert ‘‘ in the discretion of the Secre- 
tary of War”; in line 19, after the words ‘‘ Sioux City,” to insert: 

Ten thousand dollars, or so much thereof as may be necessary, for the pes 
tection of the caving bank between the revetments already constructed on 
the South Sioux City front, as recommended in House Executive Document 
No. 48, Fifty-third Congress, third session. 

On page 89, line 1, before the word “‘thousand,” to strike out 
‘twenty ” and insert ‘‘ forty”; in line 6, before the word “ thou- 
sand,” to strike out “ten” and insert ‘‘twenty,” and in line 7, 
after the words “ Elk Point,” to insert ‘‘ which shall be immedi- 
ately available”; so as to make the clause read: 


It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 


Im the upper Missouri River between Stubbs Ferry,in Montana, 
and lower limits of Sioux City, Iowa, $220,000, of which, in the discretion 
of the of War, $50,000 may be expended in the protection and com 


of the works at Sioux City; $10,000, or so much thereof as may be nec- 
essary, for the protection of the caving bank between the revetments already 
constructed on the South Sioux Ly, ront, as recommended in House Exec- 
utive Document No. 48, Fifty-third Congress, third session; $50,000 in the rec- 
tification of the river at Pierre and Fort Pierre; $40,000 for the protection of 
Bismarck bor and the rectification of the river to prevent erosion of the 
banks, and cutting a new channel at or near that point; $20,000 between the 
Great Falls, in Montana, and Stubbs Ferry, in Montana; $40,000 at Yankton, 
=< for improvement of river at Elk Point, which shall be imme- 

y available. 


Mr. ALLEN. I ask the Senator from Maine having the bill in 
charge to strike out the word “ten,” in line 19, after the words 
“Sioux City,” and insert ‘‘fifty” as the permanent estimate, as 
the of this work requires an expenditure of $50,000 and 
the anatiture of $10,000 alone will be of no value. I move to 
strike out the word “‘ten” and insert “fifty.” It is not in the 
Book of Estimates at all. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me a mo- 
ment to turn to the estimate? I want to know what it was. 

Mr. ALLEN. It was $45,000—$10 a foot—and $5,00('-ncidental 
expenses, making a total of $50,000. I will say to tae Senator 
from Maine that this estimate was made after the committee 
amendment was in print. 

Mr. FRYE. Yes. It was not required by what we had before us. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. I remember that very well. 
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Mr. ALLEN. At the time the amendment was made by the 
committee and printed the permanent survey and estimate of the 
engineer had not been made. z 

Mr. FRYE. The State of Nebraska has not much interest, 
except indirectly, in the river and harbor bill. I am inclined to 
do what the Senator from Nebraska asks. I will allow the amend- 
ment to go in for the present, and later on I will examine the 
report, and if the report justifies it entirely it may remain. 

Mr. ALLEN. That will be satisfactory to me. 

Mr. FRYE. Otherwise I will have to ask that it may be con- 
sidered again. . 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. I hope that if the committee should con- 
clude to take any different action from that taken here I may be 
informed of the fact. 

Mir. FRYE. Undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the Senator from Hebsusie to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLEN. I move to strike out after the word “bank,” in 
line 21, page 88, the words ‘‘ between the revetments” and insert 
‘from a point 300 feet above the upper to the lower revetment”; 
so as to read: 

For the protection of the caving bank from a point 300 feet above the upper 
to the lower revetment already constructed on the South Sioux City front. 

Mr. FRYE. Where does the Senator get that suggestion? 

Mr. ALLEN. I get that suggestion really from private sources, 
I will say in all candor that just above the upper revetment [ un- 
derstand the channel is now changing somewhat and doing dam- 
age and seriously affecting the approach and foundation of an 
important bridge that has been constructed. Itis with a view of 
preserving it and saving the channel from encroaching any far- 
ther that I have moved the amendment to the amendment of the 
committee. 

Mr. FRYE. Iam not prepared to object to it, because I know 
nothing about it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope that the amendment will be made, and if 
it should prove that it is not advisable it can be modified, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, after line 7, to insert: 


Improving upper Missouri River by snagging, $50,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 13, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out ‘“‘ by Capt. Thomas W. Symons, Corps 
of Engineers, August 5,” and insert ‘‘in the Annual Report of 
the Chief of Engineers for”; so as to make the clause read: 


Improving Flathead River, Montana, $10,000, which sum shall be expended 
in snagging from Demersville to the Flathead Lake, in accordance with the 
plan submitted in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1895, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 89, line 19, before the word 
river,” to insert ‘‘ Missouri”; so as to make the clause read: 

Improving Missouri River at and near Great Falls, Mont., $15,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 90, line 3, after the word 
‘*thereon,” to insert ‘‘and to have charge of the work by them 
recommended as appropriations are made therefor”; so as to make 
the clause read: 


Improving Sacramento and Feather rivers and their tributaries, California: 
The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to appoint a board, 
consisting of three engineers of the United States Army, for the purpose of 
making surveys and examinations of said rivers, and submit the most feasible 
plan for the improvement of said rivers and the maintenance of navigation 
thereon, and to have charge of the work by them recommended as appropri- 
ations are made therefor; said board may, under the direction of said Secre- 
tary of War, expend any balance now remaining to the credit of said rivers 
in the improvement of the same, after deducting the expense of said surveys 
and examinativas. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 90, line 14, after the word 
‘* Commission,” to strike out: 


For the purposes set forth in sections 23, 24, and 25 of the act entitled “An 
act to create the California Débris Commission and regulate hydraulic min- 
ing in the State of California,” approved March 1, 1895: Provided, That said 
sum shall be available only on condition that the legislature of the State of 
California shall have appropriated at least an equal sum So Se perpen 
herein set forth, to be expended in accordance with the recommendations of 
engineers of the United States Government. 


And insert: 


Pursuant to the provisions of, and for the purposes set forth in, section 25 
of the act of the Congress of the United States entitled “An act to create 
the California Débris Commission and regulate hydraulic mining in the State 
of California,” approved March 1, 1883: Provided, That the Treasurer of the 
United States be, and he is hereby, authorized to receive from the State of 
California, through the débris commission of said State, or other officer 
thereunto duly authorized, any and all sums of money that have been or 
may hereafter be appropriated by said State for the purposes herein set 
forth. And said sums when so received are hereby appropriated for the 
purposes above named, to be expended in the manner above provided. 
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So as to make the clause read: 


For the construction of restraining barriers for the a of the Sac- 
ramento and Feather rivers in Califor 
to be constructed under the direction of the Secretary of War in aoe 
with the recommendations of the a Débris Commission, 
to the provisions of, and for the purposes set forth in, section 2% of the ac 
the © —— of the United States entitled “‘An act to create the California 
Débris Commission,” etc. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 91, line 13, after the word 
“California,” to strike out “ Continuing improvement, $20,000 
and insert: 

Completing cuts at Twenty-one Mile — , $20,000, or so much thereof as 
may necessary; and completing cut a Jead Reach, $37,750, or so much 
thereof as may be necessary; and the co of $24,000 heretofore pe ri- 
ated may be used in dredging Stockton and Mormon channels mall of 
navigation in the city of Stockton. 

So as to‘make the clause read: 

Improving San a River, California: Completing cutsat Twenty-one 
Mile Slough, $20,000,-e 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 92, line 1, before the word 
*tas.” to insert ‘from the mouth”; soas to make the Clause read: 

Improving upper Columbia River, including Snake River from ‘the mouth 
oy a up as Asotin, Oregon and a Washington: Continuing improvement, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment ‘was, on page 92, after line 2 

Bet Columbia River, Oregon and Washington, at Three Mile —. 

otion and uipment of a boat railway from the foot of Th 
Dalles Rapids > the head of Celilo Falls, in the State of Oregon, the same ~~ 
be constructed under the direction of the Secretary of War in aceordance 
with the plans and specifications of the Engineer Department of the United 
States, Wa ,000: Provided, That contracts may be entered into < ae Secre- 
yer of ~% for such materials and work as may be necessary to — 

ct. of improvement of the. Columbia River at said 
Mile Rap! Rapids, and for the construction of a boat railway, as aforesaid, frean 
the foot of The Dalles kupids to the head of Celilo Falis, in the State of Ore- 
gon, to be paid for as app. opriations may from time to time be made by law, 
not exceeding i. the aguregate $2,064,467, exclusive of the amount and 
heretofore appropriate 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 92, line 24, to increase the 
appropriation for ingproving lower Willamette River in front of 
and below Portland, Oreg., and Columbia River below the Wil- 
lamette River, in Oregon and Washington, from $50,000 to $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 92, after line 24, to insert: 


Impro Columbia River at the Cascades, Oregon, $50,000; for ee 
and pro ng-existin, ee and for modifications required toincrease the 
navigable capacity of t nal, $20,060, of which, or somuch thereof as 
necessary, 8 a immediately available for e¢ diture, inthe nanos 
of the Secreta’ ne = constructing on the a d and river sides of the 
canal, —~ up Seniieoumena a = the maar guard gate — 
sonry, such ions 0 the Sy ate ee 
by the Board of Engineers in its at October 18. 1804 abaecaensame 
printed in the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for the year 1895, 
port 5, pages — and following), as may be necessary to construct inadvance 
of the opening of the canal to commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 4, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out “‘by Ca 7 T. W. Symons in House 
Executive Document No. 237, Fifty-third Congress, third session,” 
= insert ‘‘ January 19, 1895 ”; 89 as to make the clause read: 

proving Coos River, 1 Completing improvement in accordance 
with San submitted Janua: 805, $0,000. 

The amendment was ee to. 

‘The next amendment was, on page 94, line 10, after the word 
“submitted,” to strike out “by Ca et T. W. Symons in House 
Executive Decament No. 235, Pifty-third Congress, third session,” 
andl ‘insert “January 19, 1895”; so as to make the Clause read: 

Alsea River, im: t in accordance 
ertthpinus Sdtenttsved. Senaces tn et ee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on *page 94, line 16, after the word 
*“‘submitted,” to strike out ‘ b epuin TW Bp Ww. Symons in House 
Pxecutive Document No. 224, , third session,” 
and insert ‘“‘January 18, 1895”; ; 80 as to make oaiebd clause read: 

Improving Nestucca River, on, from town of Woods to the ocean. in 
ee Seusry 38, 18%: Completing improvement, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 94, line 22, before the word 
**thousand,” to strike out ‘*twenty” and insert * forty”; in the 
same line, ‘after the word ‘*dollars,” to strike out ‘“as recom- 
— by Capt. W. L. Fisk, Corps of Engineers,” and insert ** to 
be expended in accordance with reports submitted February 21, 
1886,” on | 95, line 1, after the word ‘“Eugene,” to strike out 
« (House nment No. ‘260, Fifty-fourth Congress, first: —_ 
and as recommended by Maj. J. C. Post, Corps of Engineers, in 

ort to Chief of Engineers,” and insert ‘‘and in accordance 
with report of survey”; in line 9, after the word eee = 
to insert ter end materials may be purchased and work may be 


, to insert: 


done otherwise than by contract”; and in line 13, after the 
‘*appropriated,” to insert: 
And provided the sum of $10,000, or so much 


Jurther, That t 
be necessary, shall be available for the purchase 


boat with suitable appliances. 


So as to make the clause read: 


es Willamette and Yamhill rivers, 
in accordance — report tea a 
from Portland 


Word 


thereof as may 
or construction of a ; 


be expend; 
Nei for Wit . 
of survey, dated 


or said materials mi ay } 
than by contract, to be paid ;,,y 
ie to time be made by law not mmoeedit I 
the herein 


000, including amount appropriated 
urther. That the sum of $10,000, or somuch thereof as ag he n 


videc 
sary. shall be available for the purchase or construction of a snag boat w:), 
ble appliances. or 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 95, ys 19, after the word 
Oregon,” to strike out “as recommended by Maj. J.C. Post, 
Corps of Engineers, May 25,” and insert ‘‘in accordance with 

ject submitted in the Annual Report of the Chief of Enginer; 
or”; in line 23, after the word “ninety-five,” to strike out ‘)),.. 
vided, That fifty” and insert “Fifty”; in line 24, after the word 
“ dollars, to strike out “is hereby authorized to be transferred 
from” and insert “of”; and on page 96, line 1, after the word 
“improvement, ” to insert “is hereby authorized to be expended 
on this work”; so as to make the clause read: 

Im Columbia River — T Poin 
One inion Astoria, ieee. roject submitted 


in 

in the Annual Report of the Ohief of! for 1895: of the balar 
on hand to the credit of the mouth of Columbia River improvement is 
hereby autho be expended on this work in the discretion of th. s¢ 
retary of War. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 6, after the word 
“Tine,” to insert “‘ completing improvement”; 80 as to make the 
clause read: 

Mi Kootenai River, in Idaho, between ——— Ferry and the 

boundary line, completing improvement, $5, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 96, line 11, after the word 
“improvement,” to strike ont: 

Twenty-seven thousand dollars; of i ar tor str $12,000 shall be expended 


under the direction of the Secretary of tening and dee j« 
the channel Puyallup River, em sauseee coment Bay. i: 
nthe mouth c of a 


way of the § wath 


of the 
Puget Sound, with a view a oo mpak’ bie at all times for ves- 
sels drawing 18 feet of water, from river upward a distance 
of about one-half mile. 


And insert: 


Including the rivers S it, Nooksak, Duwamish, and . 
which sum so much thereof as may be necessary may ES for < 
ing of a snag boat: 

So as to make the clause read: 


a oe ot ee es Bnate Honus Washington: Continuing 
la SISO, ata including oe . ween etn me and Puyal- 
uP, hich sum so m: as ma necessary ma. 
mes rebuilding af e anag bont. : , 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment — on page 96, — 21, to insert: 


the waterway connecting 

es Union and W ; penlarsins ng 

the necessary appliance 

000: Provided. That contracts aie enter “d 
ar forsuch a work as may be neces- 
Sent be paid erent a 
a, not to exceed in ate 


and heretofore 
etre 
the Shilshole Bay route, in the eeation of 
the Hecretary of War: net Poe aol of said amount sha!! 

ed on the pon of the a ae Se waters of 

Sound with Lakes Union sail Wedbdegneneuttl te-oet right of way 
release from ail liability to adjacent owners have been s° 


cured to the United States, tree of ecst andl satisfaction of the Secre- 
tary of War. 


975,00, af 


be used 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 97, after line 21, to strike out: 
Improving Skagit River, Washington: Continuing improvement, $10,(0’. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 98, line 2, before the word 

“improvement,” to strike out “ ” and insert *«Com- 
pleting”; and in the same line, before the word “thousand,” to 
strike out ‘“‘thirty” and insert «sixty-seven ” ; 80 as to make the 
clause read: 

Im Columbia River between the mouth of the Willamette River an‘ 
the city of Vancouver, Wash.: Completing improvement, $67,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, on page 98, line 25, be- 
fore the word “hundred” to strike out ‘‘one” and insert “two”; 
and on page 99, line 7, before the word “resolution,” to insert 
‘“‘eoncurrent”; so as to ‘make the section read: 


Sec. 4. That for ae examinations, surveys, except where other- 
wise herein rovided for, contingencies, expenses connected with 








1896. 





of bridges, the service of notice required in such cases, the examina- 

sites and thereon, and for incidental repairs for which 

for riversand harbors, $200,000: Provided, That 

tions, survey ject, or estimate for new worksother 

in this act be made: And i Surther, That 

proposed is mitted. : aicaatordl es .- 

su . no ental or re- 

same fiscal year shall be made unless ordered by a 

- net pe not be —— to 

any project for the improvemen any waterway or har- 

this act until funds for the c cuanent of the proposed 
actually appropriated by law. 


t was agreed to. 

was, in section 5,on page 99, line 18, after 
.” to strike out “25 per cent of the whole amount 
let by any one of said contracts ” and insert 
contracts for any one of the works herein 
contract ”; in line 23, after the word ‘‘al- 
out “of 25 per cent”; and on page 100, line 2, 
“year,” to strike out: 


limitation shall not apply to any project placed under 
total amount auth to be ex ed shall not 
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nothing herein contained shall be so construed as to 
of War from making contracts for the whole or any 
er the contract system in such manner as may 
payments, however, to be as stated in this section. 


the section read: 


r the authority to make contractsfor materials and work, 
provisions of this act, in addition to the sums appropriated herein, 
Secretary of War shall not obligate the Government to pay, in any one 
sey 2. 1897, more than $400,000 upon the said contracts 
works a a = the a system, past as 
specificall jorized to do: Provided, Any part of the an- 
provited for, not earned and paid for material fur- 
in one fiscal year, may be paid for material furnished 
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and work the contracts in any subsequent fiscal year: Provided 
further, That nothing herein contained shall be so constrned as to prevent 
the of War from making contracts for the whole or any t of the 
works under the contract system in such manner as may Go deeuned 
best, pa: however, to be made as stated in this section. 


The amendment was agreed to. ! 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 10, to insert 
as an additional section the following: 

Sxc. 6. That the Secretary of War shall have authority to so modify any 
of the specific projects ed for in this act as the interests of commerce 
and navigation may require: Provided, That the total cost of the work may 
not be increased thereby. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 100, after line 15, to insert 
the following additional section: 

Szc. 7. That all persons employed = the pee wake of Segreetine in- 
8 in local charge of those works, subject to the 
—— of the Chief , in order that the officers may be held to 

ct responsibility for the proper execution of the work in their charge. 
VEST. I call the attention of the chairman of the com- 
and of the Senate to the fact that since the bill was drawn 
the amendment inserted the President of the United States, 
order, has placed all these subordinate employees 
service. wpe tnd .¥ = official copy of that 
asynopsis published in the papers, and in that 

Engineer Corps, which would include the 
the different river and harbor improvements in 


ie 


os United were specifically mentioned af coming within 

Ihave no doubt the chairman and the other members of the 
committee and the Senate, when attention is called to it, will 
agree with me that the object of this provision was to prevent the 


g 


i 


oe upon the works of ee 
itical purposes, or to prevent a system o 
which has obtained in some degree in certain 
t, I understand, was originally recom- 
who lately, unfortunately for the pub- 
It was his opinion that the engineer officers in 
different works of im ement should have the 
the subordinates and then be held to a strict ac- 
ir employees, and that view is 

But it is obvious thatif these em ears an 
rules, and are to be first found qualified 
removed except for cause, there is no neces- 
I call the attention of my friend from 

Mees Se Scien of the committee, to the suggestion I make. 
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some 

where a great deal better and more intelligently than on the floor 

Senate. The Senator from Missouri will undoubtedly be 

the conferees, and I would a little rather have the amend- 
as it is and let whatever is done be done in confer- 

ee ee om cx nt. I have myself v a 

whether section w ve any effect or 
of the President. . — 
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Mr. VEST. The Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorRMAN] desired 
that this matter should be held open until he could come into the 
Senate. 

Mr. FRYE. Is it not safe for the Senator from Maryland to 
leave it to the conferees? / 

Mr. VEST. I would rather have him pass upon that question. 
He simply made that statement to me this morning. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Is it the intention of the amend- 
ment to limit the employment to the engineers where the works 
are in charge of a contractor? 

Mr. FRYE. Myintention was thatthe appointment of a laborer, 
or a civil engineer employee, or of a watchman should not be po- 
litical and should not be made at the request of a member of Con- 
gress; that is all. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I agree with the Senator from 
Maine on that point. I think that is the proper thing to do. The 
question which occurred to my mind was whether, in a case where 
contractors had taken a contract to do a certain quantity of work 
for a certain amount of pay, the persons whom they employ on 
the work must be selected by the engineers. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not understand that section 7 applies to any 
portion of the work let out by contract. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I should think that that would be 
the construction. 

Mr. FRYE. It never was my construction of it. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine a 
question, as possibly he has had an opportunity to examine an 
official copy of the recent general order of the President extending 
the civil service. Does he think that the engineer employees for 
these different works come within that order? 

Mr. FRYE. I have not, of course, had the order before me, 
but I made inquiries of parties who ought to be informed in rela- 
tion to such a matter, and I was informed that it tid not apply to 
those employees. I do not myself think it does apply at all to 
them. I do not see how it is possible to have it apply. Those men 
have to be selected, as a matter of course, for a particular busi- 
ness, and the ordinary examination which is given by the Civil 
Service Commission could not possibly be of any sort of benefit. 
Take a watchman to be employed; the only question is as to his 
fidelity, and soon. The question is not as to whether he under- 
stands geography, or anything else; it is his fitness for the par- 
ticular place which is wanted. 

Then, again, these men—any number of them—are employed for 
only a month; some of them are employed for only a week; some 
of them are employed, as the Engineer Department told me, for 
only a day or two. It seems to me that if all those employees are 
to be placed under the civil service, and they have to send to Wash- 
ington in order to get liberty to employ some one who has passed 
an examination to do a day’s work, we are going to be immensely 
troubled about river and harbor improvements. It is not conceiv- 
able that the President has made any order which means that. I 
have quite a long communication in relation to it in my room. 
This is not a question of appropriating money or anything of that 
kind. It is only for the good of the service. I would rather that 
the conferees should sit down and look it over and get what in- 
formation they can and determine it. 

Mr. VEST. As I said before, I have not seen a copy of the offi- 
cial order, but I saw a synopsis published in one of the city papers 
here, and if that was at all correct the order would include these 
employees, because it specifically mentions subordinates in the 
engineer service. 

Mr. FRYE. What does the Senator understand by subordi- 
nates? 

Mr. VEST. Those below the engineer officer, the clerical force; 
it would include any employee under the terms as reported in that 
paper. As to the absurdity of the enactment, there are so many 
absurd enactments in the civil-service law and the orders made 
under it that in my opinion it hardly constitutes an argument 
with me. We know that the civil service has been extended to 
mere mechanical employees where noexpert knowledge is required 
at all. We have an era in this country of civil-service reform run 
mad. It has been applied to the Printing Office employees. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. VEST. Of course. 

Mr. FRYE. The local engineers who have this work to do are 
all over the United States, from the Gulf to the Canadian line, 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific coast. 

Mr. VEST. That is true. 

Mr. FRYE. They are on the great rivers of the country, and 
they are compelled at call to require laborers of various kinds, 
wa , and civil engineers. Now, is it conceivable that the 
President of the United States has made an order which will re- 
quire those local engineers to pursue the usual course of depart- 
mental officers in order to get workmen? That can not be possible. 
It would simply stop all the work on the river and harbor im- 
provements. It could not goon. They can not send here to the 
Civil Service Commission and take their employees from a list of 
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laborers who have passed examinations, 
ble that that can be so. 

Mr. VEST. The synopsis which I saw stated that the order 
specifically exempted laborers and the private secretaries of the 
heads of Departments. Those were the only exceptions. So that 
objection would not apply. I confess that it is always unsafe to 
base any argument upon a document which we have not seen in 
the most authentic form. It is like a lawyer giving an opinion 
upon a will which has been verbally reported to him. If we had 
the order before us we could determine the matter in a very short 
time. I had some distrust of the synopsis from the reading, for 
it went on to state that the whole number embraced within the 
order was some 29,780. 

Mr. FRYE. That would not cover half the employees of this 
board. 

Mr. VEST. Under the terms of the order, as stated in the paper, 
it would cover fourth-class postmasters, and we know there are a 
great many more than that number of fourth-class postmasters in 
the United States. But until we can see that official copy it is 
impossible to say whether it covers all the employees or how many 
of them. I know that it was stated that it extended to laborers. 
That is all I care to say. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I donot myself believe that the 
question of the civil-service order is at all involved in this amend- 
ment. Under the ee riations made in this bill, as has always 
been the case with the War and ae Departments in the appro- 
priations for the construction of vessels and public improvements, 
the employees, not being considered officers of the Government, 
are paid out of a lump sum appropriated for the work. Therefore 
I do not believe the civil service covers them, and I do not believe 
there will be any trouble. 

I call the attention of the Senator from Maine to this provision— 
and that is the _- objection I have to it—that it is necessa- 
rily left to the discretion of the officer in charge of the improve- 
ments as to how many persons shall be employed. It is a very 
wise discretion, and a very necessary one in cases of this sort. 
The ruie has always been that the Engineer Department deter- 
mines from the class of work as to the number of assistant civil 
engineers outside the Army which they desire, and the other em- 
ployees, and reports to the Secretary of War. They recommend 
that A, B, and C be wea and, as a matter of course, the rec- 
ommendation is approved by the Secretary of War. So in fact 
in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred the engineers have the dis- 
cretion. If this seventh section, however, be adopted it will take 
away the supervising power of the Secretary of War; and that is 
unwise. We all have great confidence in the Chief of Engineers 
and the army engineers whom he assigns to these various i- 
tions, dividing them into six or seven divisions. But still the 
power to supervise and determine and limit as to the class of ap- 
pointments should be reserved to the Secretary of War. - 

I think this amendment should not be adopted. It changes 
existing law so radically that I feel compelled to make the point 
of order against it, that it isa change of existing law. I shall 
not care to do that, of course, if the Senator will allow it to go 
out of the bill and let the law remain as it is. That law has 
worked so well in the past that I have no doubt it will do so in 
the future. Ido not believe there are a half dozen cases where 
there is any serious complaint of the engineers in charge of these 
public improvements as to the selection of their outside assist- 
ants. Quite a number of such assistants are necessary. It is an 
unsafe rule, in my judgment, to put into the hands of a subor- 
dinate officer the power to determine not only as to the number 
and mpm of the men, but as to their selection. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. Mr. President,I propose to amend 
the amendment of the committee before it is acted upon by insert- 
ing after the word “‘ charge,” in line 22, the following proviso: 


Provided, That preference shall in all cases be given to American citizens. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Oregon to the amendment of the com- 


It is certainly impossi- 


mittee. 

Mr. FRYE. You might as well insert a provision as to their 
—s rsuasion. I donot think the amendment is n * 

A HELL of Oregon. I do not believe in interfering in 

religious matters in legislation, but I do believe in standing up 
for Americans and giving Americans preference every time an 
all the time over foreigners. That is why I offer the amendment. 

Mr. GORMAN. [raise a point of order on this section that it 
is a change of existing law. 

Mr. FRYE. I do not care to say much about this proposition. 

Mr. SQUIRE. I wish to say that I agree to the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Oregon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine [Mr. 
FRYE] has the floor. 

Mr. FRYE. I have seen the Steamboat tion Service very 
seriously harmed, and as was c by the New York Herald a 
year ago in an exaggerated way, which newspapers sometimes in- 


dulge in, ruined from the fact that offices were made politica] 
and that with every change in Administration the old steamboat 
inspectors went out and new ones came in. There is no exenen 
for that. Human life depends upon the fidelity and knowlo).. 
and skill of steamboat inspectors; and to make those places j), lit 
ical offices is an offense against decency and right. re 

The improvement of rivers and harbors went on for a », eat 
many years,and no sign of politics was seen. It was as clear froy, 
it as the Life-Saving Service has been all the time, which hs sie 
kept exactly and completely out of politics, and is one of the), ist 
successful services we have. Within the last ten years there jias 
been gradually creeping in the making the employment even of 
laborersin the improvement of rivers and harbors political. [| yow 


that a watchman, whose fidelity was unquestioned, at Sauit sto, 


Marie, where it not only should be unquestioned, but it should po 
unquestionable on account of the enormous amount of business 
done, who, at the uest of a member of Congress, was removed 
and another one, unfit for the Fa as it was charged, put in, | 
know that in quite a number of districts, especially in the Sout})— 


I do not know of any at all in the North, but especially in the 
South—the local engineers have been worried and tormented wit} 
the requests of the member of Congress from the district + 


> Tu 
out their employees and put in some who were friends of the 1, a 
ber. I know it has made trouble. I do not wish to be any more 
exact in my statements, or to particularize any more than that. 
I was afraid of anentering wedge. This statement does not apply 
to one party any more than it does to another. My judgment js 


that if it was an entering wedge and the door was driven wide 
open, your river and harbor improvements hereafter would 10t be 
conducted with the fidelity and integrity that they have been here- 
tofore. I did not like it to be injured in any way. It is of vast 
importance to the conntry, and the country has the confidence 
that the money is now honestly and economically expended, and [ 
think it ought to remain with that confidence, and not have it 
disturbed. 

I had rather this amendment should remain in the bill, and | 
think I had rather compel the Senator from Maryland to get it 


out by a point of order, if he insists upon it. I had rather that 
it should remain in the bill, so that in conference we may havean 
opportunity to examine the President’s order and an opportunity 


to examine a paper which has been left with me by the Engineer 
Department, which I wish to look over, and then determine wlicther 
the provision shall remain in the bill or not. 

Mr. GORMAN. ILagree with all the Senator has said about 


the necessity of keeping this service in the condition that he de- 
sires. As to the steamboat service, I think the Senator will agree 
with my statement that, notwithstanding the allegation of its 


being purely a political matter, that never has occurred as a mat- 
ter of fact. There have been removals with changes of Adiinis- 
tration, but nothing seriously to interfere with that service. We 
have had, as the Senator knows, quite a number of charges nade 
against the head of that service, who has been there for a very 
long time, certainly ever since I have been in Congress. I do not 
know his politics. I assume, however, that he was appointed long 
before Mr. Cleveland’s first Administration, and is probably a 
Republican. He has been retained by all the Secretaries of War; 
oat the local appointments in that service, as the Senator knows 
as well as I do, are made upon the recommendation of the collect- 
ors of the ports and the circuit judges. So it has been kept com- 
paratively free from politics, as it ought to be kept. Efficiency 
and knowledge are the only things which are there required. 

So I believe it has been with the river and harbor service. I do 
not believe that under any Administration there has been any at- 
tempt to use it for politi urposes. The appointments are made 
on the recommendations of army officers, and I think there has 
been full confidence that they have acted with a view to the good 
of the service. They are human, however, and in some cases they 
may have selected their assistants from people who were their 
intimates; but as a rule I think the selections have been made 
because of efficiency. I therefore think it unwise to change the 
system at this time. There = a few cases, a half dozen or 
so, in which a different course has been ——— but there is no 
one of which I have knowledge so far as the great works going on 
in Maryland waters under the control of General Craighill, Chief 
of Engineers,‘are concerned. I do not knowof any appointment 
he has made for political purposes of people to work on those im- 
provements. I do not know the appointees, but I doubt very 
much whether any of them represent the political interests on 
either side in Maryland. I believe that this service is absolutely 
free from it in my section. I believe that to be generally the case, 
and I should not like to see the matter changed at this time. | 
think it had better come up when we can have a full opportunity 
to discuss it, and therefore I will make the point of order on the 
amendment that it is general legislation. oe 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is of opinion that 
section 7 is obnoxious to the third clause of Rule as to gen- 
eral legislation, and that the point is well taken. 
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Mr. FRYE. I have no doubt the Chair is correct, as the Chair 
is apt to be. 


be. 
e reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 


the Committee on Commerce was, in section [6] 8, on page 101, 
line 19, under the head of ‘‘ Delaware,” to strike out the word 
« Johns,” and insert ‘‘ Jones”; so as to read: 
DELAWARE. 

st. Jones River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 101, under the head of 
“Florida,” after line 22, to strike out: 

Anclote River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 102, line 1, after the word 
** Bay,” to insert “ from its confluence with Tampa Bay, through 
Hillsboro Bay and River to the city of Tampa”; so as to read: 


Hillsboro Bay, from its confluence with Tampa Bay, through Hillsboro Bay 
and River to the city of Tampa. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 102, after line 4, to insert: 

Clearwater Harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 102, after line 5, to insert: 

Inside passage from Punta Rassa to Charlotte Harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 102, after line 6, to insert: 

River or Creek, to its confluence with the Caloosahatchee and thence 
to the Gulf of Mexico. 

Mr. PASCO. I move that in the committee amendment, on 

e 102, line 8, after the word ‘‘Caloosahatchee,” the word ‘‘ River” 
inserted. 

The amendment to the aniendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 102, after line 8, to 
insert: 

—— River, from Marianna to its connection with the Apalachicola 
ver. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Maine,” on page 
103, line 5, after the word “ River,” to insert ‘‘ with a view to its 
improvement by dredging from its mouth to the wharves at Jones- 
boro”; so as to make the clause read: 


Chandlers River, with a view to its improvement by dredging from its 
mouth to the wharves at Jonesboro. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 103, after line 6, to insert: 


St. Croix River below Calais, between Maine and New Brunswick, to form 
an estimate of the cost of said improvement, and recommend the proportion 
which the United States ought equitably to bear. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 103, after line 12, under the 
head of “‘ Massachusetts,” to insert: 
to the Cape Cod ship canal between Dennisport and Bass 


The approaches 
River I ight-House on the south side and Nobscusset Point and Bass Hole on 
the norin side of Cape Cod. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 104, after line 8, under the 
head of ‘‘ Minnesota,” to insert: 

Otter Tail Lake and Otter Tail River, with a view to the construction of a 
dam at the outlet of said lake, for the purpose of improving the navigation 
on the Red River of the North. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
bg next amendment was, on page 104, after line 16, to strike 
out: 

Stillwater, for preservation of harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 104, line 24, under the head 
of “ Mississippi,” after the words “Ship Is!and Harbor,” to insert: 


With a view of Gretging a channel 500 feet wide and 25 feet deep to connect 
Ship Island Harbor a railroad pier at Gulf Port. 


So as to make the clause read: 


Island Pass, with view to obtaining a channel of 26 feet depth at low 
Seuphitemtnce st iG'ka ware as toe seceaea tn 
Island Harbor a railroad pier at Gulf Port. . ° 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HILL. I move to strike out lines 16 and 17, ane 105. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The SzcretTary. It is proposed to strike out lines 16 and 17, on 
page 105, as follows: 
‘on River, Oneida Lake, and Mohawk River, so as to connect them. 
amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FRYE. On 105, line 23, I move to strike out all after 


words “ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 





The Secretary. In line 23, on page 105, after the words 
“Oyster Bay,” it is proposed to strike out ‘with a view to its 
connection with Lloyd Harbor.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. Now I move to insert on page 105, after line 24, 
the following: 

Lloyd Harbor, with a view to its connection with Cold Spring Ray. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 106, after line 8, before the name “ North 
Carolina,” I move to insert: 

Babylon Creek. 

Roslyn Harbor. 

These are separate items. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 106, after line 11, under 
the head of ‘‘ North Carolina,” to insert: 

Potecasi Creek. 

Cashie River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 106, after line 19, under the 
head of ‘‘ Oregon,” to insert: 

Harbor at Cape Lookout, Oregon, with a view to the construction of a har- 
bor of refuge, and the estimated cost thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, at the top of page 107, to insert: 


Scappoose Bay, from its mouth to and including the lower portion of Scap- 
poose Creek. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. QUAY. If the Chair will recognize me, in regard to the 
item under the head of ‘‘ Pennsylvania,” in line 5, I desire to amend 
by inserting before the word ‘‘ dam ” the words “all the,” chang- 
ing the word ‘‘dam” to ‘‘ dams,” and striking out the words “ at 
Russell” and inserting ‘‘ on the Conewango Creek.” 

Mr. QUAY. Let the clause be read as proposed to be amended, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clause will be read as pro- 
posed to be amended. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the clause so as to 
read: 

Removing dam in upoee Allegheny near Corydon, and all the dams on the 
Conewango Creek, and the rapids at or near Waterboro, in the Conewango 
Creek, a tributary of the Allegheny River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, under the head of ‘‘ Washing- 
ton,” on page 107, after line 17, to strike out: 

Puyallup River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, line 19, after the word 
‘*Neah,” to strike out ‘“‘ River” and insert ‘‘ Bay”; so as to make 
the clause read: 

Neah Bay, with a view to its improvement as a harbor of refuge. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, after line 20, to strike out: 

Duawamish River and its tributaries. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 107, after line 21, tostrike out: 

Mouth of Willapa River. 


Mr. SQUIRE. In line 24, on page 107, I move to strike out the 
words ‘‘ tide water ” and insert the words “‘ navigation, or Etna”; 
so that the line will read: 

North Fork of Lewis River to head of navigation, or Etna. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 24, on page 107, after the words ‘‘ head 
of,” it is proposed to strike out ‘tide water ” and insert ‘‘ naviga- 
tion, or Etna.” 

The amendment was agreed to, 

Mr. FRYE. In the next line ‘‘Section 7” was changed by the 
committee to ‘‘ Section 9,” ‘‘7” being stricken out and “9” in- 
serted. One section having gone out, the ‘‘9” should be now “8.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amendment will be made, 
in the absence of objection. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 108, after line 13, 
under the head of ‘‘ California,” to insert: 

Wilmington Harbor, California, with a view of increasing the depth of said 
harbor to 25 feet at mean low water over the area proposed to be improved 
in the project set forth in the report of Lieut. Col. W. H. H. Benyaurd of 
June 8, , and contained in Senate Executive Document No. 61, Fifty-third 
Congress, third session, and over an additional area extending to Smith 
Island, and of adequate width to allow the turning of vessels. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Florida,” on 
page 109, line 5, after the words ‘“‘ Apalachicola Bay,” to insert: 


And the approaches to Apalachicola, with a view to obtaining a channel 
100 feet wide and 18 feet deep at low water. 
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So as to make the clause read: 


Apalachicola wT and the approaches to Apalachicola, with a view to ob- 
taining a channel 100 feet wide and 18 feet deep at low water. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 109, line 8, after the words 


* Tampa Bay,” to insert ‘‘from Port Tampa to the mouth of the 


bay”; so as to make the clause read: 
Tampa Bay, from Port Tampa to the mouth of the bay. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 109, line 9, after the words 


‘‘Withlacoochee River,” to insert ‘‘ from its mouth to the head 
of navigation ”; so as to make the clause read: 

Withlacoochee River, from its mouth to the head of navigation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 109, after line 11, to insert: 

Anclote River. 

Biscayne Bay. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PASCO. I move to insert after “‘ Biscayne Bay,” 
18, on page 109, as a separate item, the following: 

Palm Beach. 

The amendment was agreed to 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Commerce was, on page 109, after line 15, to 


insert: 
INDIANA AND ILLINOIS. 


Wolfe Lake and River, with reference to their navigation in connection 


with the waters of Lake Michigan. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next t was, on page 109, after line 24, under the 
head of “ Louisiana,” to insert: 

The Secretary of War is hereby authorized and directed to ascertain the 
nature and character of the excavated through the aoa Bay, 


and to determine whether said channel is of val: tocommerce; 


ae or of 
and if in his opinion Somes coneriaen Gossett acquiring the sume for 


and in Bahai? or the United States, and report thereo: 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 110, after line 7, under the 
head of “* Maine,” to insert: 
St. Croix River below Calais, between Maine = inpend oe New Brunswick, submit- 


Petes est improvement he amount the United 
tates ought equitably to bear 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 103, the clause from line 7 to line 10, may 
go out of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Thewords proposed to bestricken 


out will be stated. 

The SroreETaRY. It is proposed to strike out the clause from 
line 7 to line 10, inclusive, on page 108, as follows: 

St. Croix River below between Maine and New Brunswick, to form 

an estimate of the cost of said rovement, and recommend the ae 
whic h the United States ought equitably to bear. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, the vote 
by which the amendment was heretofore adopted will be regarded 
as reconsidered, and the amendment of the committee inserting 
the clause will be disagreed to. The Chair hears no 
and it is so ordered. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
= Committee on Commerce was, on page 110, after line 12, to 

rt: 
Union River, for a deeper and broader channel. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 110, after line 15, to insert: 
Harraseeket River. 
Machias River from Machias to Machiaspert. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The nex* amendment was, under the head of “ Maryland,” on 
page 110, a. cer line 19, to insert: 

Anna Har straightening, 
PR om ee oon eee et Ssreet 
150 feet wide and 28 feet deep at mean low water from Chesa ‘e Bay to the 
wharves of the United States Naval Academy in said harbor. 

Mr. FRYE. I move to strike out line 19, on page 110. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out line 19, on page 
110, as follows: 


Inner Harbor Rock Hall. 


’ 


was, on page 111, after line 1, to 


Chapel Point Harbor. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, cn page 111, after line 2, to insert: 
Baltimore Harbor, with a view to securing a channel 30 feet in depth. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


in line 





May 8, 


The next amendment was, on page 111, after line 4, to insert 
Queenstown Harbor. r 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Massachuset:< » 
on page 111, line 11, after the word ‘‘ Marblehead,” to insert ;);, 
word ‘‘N eck”; ”; so as to make the clause read: 

Marblehead Santen. with a view to maqueving the harbor by buildir 


wall to protect the isthmus connecting Marblehead Neck with the toy 
Marblehead. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 111, after line 14, to ince» 


Channel in New Bedford Harbor leading to the bridge Setesesn that 
and Fairhaven, with a view to determining what amount of dredging \ 
necessary one ke the change in the draw in said bridge from the \...; . 
the east side of Pish Island practicable and advantageous. “ 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 112, line 5, after the word “the,” at th, 
end of the line, I move to insert ‘ ‘ Enfield.” 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stato. 

The Secretary. At the end of line 5, on page 112, it is pro. 
posed to insert ‘‘ Enfield”; so as to read: 

Connecticut River, between Holyoke and the foot of the Enfield Rapids 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendme nt of 
the ene on Commerce was, on page 112, after line 7, to 
inse 

Weymouth Back River from Hingham Bridge to Mann's Wharf. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Mississippi,” 
page 112, after line 19, to insert: 

the most prac- 


Island Harbor, in the Sound, to determine t 
gonitemes route from said harbor for deep-water channel leading to the main- 
land on the coast of Mississipp: 


The amendment was agreed to 


The next amendment was, on page 113, line 2, after the words 
“channel of,” to strike out ont * 20 and insert “23”; so as to m: ~ 
the clause read: 


Horn Island Pass, and the passage leading ¢ ‘ 
gl ee bkel steve mete oe) ke adine 
therefrom a channel of 23 feet at low tide. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “‘ Minnesota.” on 
Eke ‘ra line 6, after the words “ Big Stone Lake,” to insert ‘and 

Traverse”; so as to make the clause read: 





Stone Lake ni Lake Traverse, with a view to the construction of re 


the report of Maj. W. 2. ape, of the Engi a 
Save of the United States Army, dated January 16, 1895. ” 


The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 113, after line 10, tostrike out: 
Ret hake Riven, eae view et Sagwoent 


Falls to the Red Lake,ir accordance with the of Maj. W. A. Jones, o 
the Engineer Corps of the United States Army, 


February 25, 1805. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next was, under the head of “ Michigan,” 
page 113, after line 17, to setetin out: 
Harbor of Frankfort, with a view of obtaining an 18-foot depth of water. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 114, after line 11, to insert: 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Exeter River, from its mouth to the upper bridge in Exeter. 
The amendment was agreed to 
amendment 


The next was, under the head of “New York,” on 
page 114, after line 22, to strike out: 


Bay Ridge, Gowanus Creek, Red H witha 
vies making one continuous channel act ae feck Eedntheendne es width dth 
And insert: 


Bay Ri Channe area between Ba: and Red Hook 
an Ges eT iso oat Dekecnti wi ee making one 
continuous channel with nleast depth of feet at noun low water a width 
of 1,000 feet, and also for a with a least depth of 35 feet at 
mean water for a width of —_. 

The el the and Governors at aienn & 
making a channel Channel 30 feet an 
1,200 feet in width. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ North Carolina,” 


on page 115, after line 13, to insert: 

Ocracoke Inlet, to obtain a channel 14 feet in depth. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 115, ee Sa ee ee were 
‘‘ refuge,” to insert ‘‘ with a view to to making it capable of shelter- 
ing the largest vessels”; so as to make the clause read: 


Lookout harbor of refuge, witha view to making it capable of shelter- 
mh vessels. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 115, after line 18, to insert: 
Neuse River, at and below Newbern, for an 8-footdepth at dead low water. 
The amendment was agreed to. 














The next amendment was, on page 115, after line 20, to insert: 

Pamlico River, to obtain a depth of 10 feet up to Washington, N. C. 

Mr. BUTLER. With the permission of the chairman I should | 
like to move an amendment. I move to insert after the word 
“Washington,” in line 22: 

And to make necessary improvements of the harbor at Washington. 

The amendmentto the amendment was agreed to. 


The amendment as amended was 

The reading of the bill was resum 
the Committee on Commerce was, under the head of ‘‘ Oregon,” at 
the top of page 116, to insert: 

Port Orford Harbor, Oregon, with estimate of cost of improvement and 
importance to shipping and commerce. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 116, after line 3, to insert: 

Tualiton om the town of on, i o 

parrow gauge vit oad, _ to the crema Te o> rm Californie 


j at Gaston, and up the Dairy Fork of said river from its junction 
je near Hillsboro to Lousignant Lake. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of “ Texas,” on page 
117, line 2, after the words ‘Sabine Lake,” to insert: 

With a view of obtaining through said lake a ship channel of sufficient 


and depth for the purpose of navigation from Sabine Pass to the mouth 
_ Neches and Sabine rivers. sd 


So as to make the clause read: 


Sabine Lake, with a view of obtaining through said lake a shi 
suffi width and d for the purpose of navigation f 
to a of the N and Sabine rivers. _ = 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 117, after line 5, to insert: 


For further Getermining the causes of the erosion of the easterly end of 
Galveston Island, and ting the cost of works to prevent the same. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment was, under the head of ‘‘ Washington,” on 
page 116, line 8, to insert: 

Skagit bee from its mouth to the town of Sedro, Wash. 


eed to. 


Eaeans of 
bine Pass 


Duwamish and its tributaries. 
Mouth of the Puyallup River. _ 
Mouth of Willapa River and Mail Boat Slough, 


Snake River, from its mouth to Riparia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 106, line 1, I move to strike out the word 
“ between” and insert the word ‘‘ to”; so as to read: 

Channels to Far Rockaway and Inwood. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. There is one item which has been passed over, 
that in relation to harbors on the Pacific coast. I should like to 
ask the Senator from California [Mr. WHITE] whether he prefers 
that that should remain until the various amendments which may 
be to the bill are acted upon. 

I think it might be better, perhaps, to follow that 
course, 


Mr. FRYE. I will take the Senator’s direction about it. 
Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir; I think that would be better. 
take some time to complete the discussion as to the Pacific coast 
harbors matter. I believe we had better dispose of the other 

amendments before entering upon that. 

Mr.GRAY. At the end of section 6, on page 100, I ask that 
the amendment which I send to the desk may be considered. 

The SEcRETARY. On page 100, at the end of section 6, line 15, 
it is proposed to insert: 

That section 2 of the act 


It will 


appropriations for the legislative, execu 
of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 


ti apt Satie oxpenees 
30, and other approved July 31, 1804, shall not be so con- 
strued loyment of any retired officer of the Army or 


as to prevent the em 
Navy to do work under the direction of the Chief of Engineers of the United 
States connection with the improvement of rivers and harbors o/ 
the United or the payment by the proper officer of the Treasury of 
any amounts agreed upon as compensation for such employment. 


M: VTE. Will the Senator from Delaware explain the amend- 
men 
Mr. GRAY. In the act making et for the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial expenses for 1894 there is the following 
No who holds an office the or annual compensation attached 
amounts to the sum of $2,500 be appointed to or hold any other 


office to w! compensation is attached unless specially heretofore or here- 
after specialiy authorized thereto by law. 


I do not know that there is more than one case at present which 
would be affected by the amendment I propose, but it would en- 
able the Engineer nt to at itself of the services of 
who are on the retired list and without occupation. 

construction being put upon the law (I do not think 
really rules them out) which would exclude them from 


employment as the Engineer Department chooses to give 
of service 


the s 
UIRE. Iam in favor of the amendment pr by 
from Delaware, and I think it ought to be ted. 


The next amendment of | 
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The question is on agreeing to 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. 


| the amendment submitted by the Senator from Delaware | Mr. 


GRAY]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. I offer an amendment to come in 
after line 10, on page 116. 

The amendment was read and agreed to, as follows: 


The Willamette River, immediately opposite the city of Salem, with a view 
of ascertaining the necessity for and character and st of constructing a 
revetment or dike to maintain the river in its present cha lat that point, 
and prevent said river from cutting a new channel through the lowlands on 


the left bank thereof. 

Mr. CARTER. I offer an amendment to come in on page 89. 

The SECRETARY. After the word ‘‘ Montana,” 
89, it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That, subject to such conditions as the Secretary of War may 
prescribe, any person, eee. or corporation may construct a dam or dams 
across said river above Stubbs Ferry with ne« essary canal and improvements 
to develop water power and for other purposes 

Mr. FRYE. I should like toknow whether the attention of the 
Senator from Missouri [Mr. VEst] has been called to the amend- 
ment? 

Mr. VEST. It has not been. 

Mr. FRYE. Ido not claim to know anything about the Mis 
souri River or the Mississippi River, and the Senator from Mis- 
souri has all knowledge about them. Will the Senator hear the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Montana? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will again be 
read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. VEST. I do not see any objection to the amendment. 
There is no navigation there, and we have already authorized 
works to be placed there which would have the effect of a dam. 

Mr. FRYE. All right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from Montana [ Mr. 
CARTER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. On page 18, line 12, with the permission of the 
committee, I move to strike out the word ‘four’ and insert in 
lieu thereof the word ‘ five,” making the appropriation $5,000 for 
Beaufort Harbor, North Carolina. 

The SECRETARY. In line 12, page 18, it is proposed to strike 
out ‘‘ four” and insert ‘‘ five”; so as to read: 

Improving harbor at Beaufort, N. C.: Continuing improvement, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. On page 54, after line 14, with the permission 
of the committee, I move to insert the amendment which I send 
to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. 
insert: 

For making improvements in Fishing Creek, North Carolina, from mouth 
to the Wilmington and Weldon Railroad bridge: Continuing and maintaining 
improvement, $15,000, being the amount heretofore appropriated and still un 
expended. to be available when conditions are complied with as per acts of 
Congress September 19, 1890, and July 13, 1802. 


Mr. BUTLER. It merely makes available what has already 
been appropriated. 

Mr. FRYE. Let me see about the amendment. The Senator 
from North Carolina does not talk loud enough for me to hear 
him, and I do not think I am at all deaf from old age. 

Mr.BUTLER. Itisan amendment, if the chairman will remem- 
ber, which I explained to the committee and which the committee 
intimated it would adopt, but through an oversight failed to put 
in when reporting the bill. It is simply to make available an 
appropriation of $15,000 for Fishing Creek which has been hereto- 
fore made. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to the amendment. 
money is available now, therefore it will do no harm. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. BuTLer}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. On page 115, after line 22, I move to insert: 

Town Creek, Brunswick County, N.C., 
river in at least two places, and to obtain a de 


Bridge,” and to improve the river 6 miles fart 
the place known as “ Rocks,” by removing obstructior 


Mr. FRYE. I wish to inquire of the Senator from North Caro- 
lina whether or not any improvement has ever been made on that 
river? Has a survey been made heretofore? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. It has? 

Mr. BUTLER. The matter was before the Committee on Com- 
merce; I explained it. A survey was made, and I call the 
attention of the committee to the fact that an appropriation of 
$9 ,000-—— 

Mr. FRYE. The Senator’s statement that there has been a 
survey is sufficient. There is no objection to the amendment, 


in line 5, page 


After line 14, on page 54, it is proposed to 


The 


traightening the 
pth of at least 5 feet to “ Upper 
he r to the head of tide water, to 
sete 


with a view to 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from North Carolina 
[Mr. BuTLer}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GRAY. I offer an amendment to come in after the word 
** dollars,” in line 18, on page 16. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘ dollars,” in line 18, page 16, 
it is proposed to insert: 

Five thousand dollars may,in the discretion of the Secretary of War, be 
expended during the year 1896 in improving the channel between Church- 


mans Bridge and Smalleys Bridge on said river, of which sum one-half shall 
a below and the other half above the drawbridge at Christiana 
2. 


Mr. FRYE. I think it should read—— 

Mr. VEST. ‘Of which amount.” 

Mr. FRYE. ‘Of which amount $5,000,” etc. 

a SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the amendment so as 
to read: 


Of which amount $5,000 may, in the discretion of the Secretary of War, etc. 

Mr. FRYE. That is all right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. Iask unanimous consent to make a change in 
the amendment which was put into the bill by the committee at my 
request. On page 103,for surveys in Massachusetts as it now 
stands the clause reads: 

The approaches to the Cape Cod Ship Canal between Dennisport and Bass 
River Light-House on the south side and Nobscusset Point and Bass Hole on 
the north side of Cape Cod. 

I should like to have all of the amendment after the word 
“Canal” stricken out, leaving it simply ‘‘the approaches to the 
Cape Cod Ship Canal.” I desire merely a survey. 

Mr. FRYE. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By unanimous consent, the 
amendment will be considered as reconsidered. The question is 
on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. LopGE] to the committee amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. LODGE. I now desire to offer an amendment which I re- 
ported from the Committee on Foreign Relations, and which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. On page 39, after line 
2, I move to insert: 

For survey of Portland channel, Alaska, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I offer an amendment, of which my colleague 
[Mr. BLANCHARD] gave due notice. On page 62, after line 8, I 
move to insert what I send to the desk. - 

The Secretary. After line 8, on page 62, it is proposed to in- 
sert: 

Improving Mermentau River and tributaries, Louisiana: Continuing im- 
provement, $5,000. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to have the Senator from Louisiana 
explain the amendment. 

. CAFFERY. I will state that the improvement of this 
river was left out by inadvertence in the other House. I refer the 
chairmen of the Commerce Committee to the report of the Secre- 
tary of War, part 3, 1768, where it appears that in 1891 a 
survey was made of this river, and in 1892 Congress —: 
$7,500 for the work. In 1894 it appropriated $5,000. e estimate 
of the Chief of Engineers for the completion of the work is $11,115 
in addition. The appropriation now proposed is $5,000 only. 

Mr. FRYE. Is there an estimate made for this year? 

Mr. CAFFERY. Yes, sir. It says: 

Amount (estimated) required for completion of existing project, $11,115.25. 
Anca that can be profitably expended in fiscal year en June 30, 1897, 

In other words, the Chief of Engineers recommends that the 
whole amount of money necessary to complete the work shall be 
appropriated now. 

r. FRYE. Iam not disposed to make a point of order on the 
amendment. 

Mr. CAFFERY. I know pone? that the river requires im- 
rovement. It flows through a section of country thickly settled 
y a very thrifty people, and the improvement in the tonnage, as 

shown in the ‘‘ money statement,” indicates that the improvements 
have worked great benefit to that part of the country. The ton- 
nage, for instance, in 1894 was 5,000, and in 1895 it was 15,000, 
leaving off the odd numbers, an increase of about 300 per cent in 
tonnage from work already done. I know that the river stands in 
need of the arora. Ihope the amendment will be adopted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from “ 
CaFFERY}. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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Mr. BATE. I move to amend, on page 117, after the word : 
riman,” in line 10, by inserting what I send to the desk. 

The SECRETARY. On page 117, at the end of line 10, it is 
posed to insert: ; 


The north fork of Forked Deer River below Dyersburg, with a view > ». 
moving the snags, cypress knees, and other obstructions, and for dro... 
out and removing the bars and shoals at Caney Point Shoals, 8 miles },)." 
Dyersburg; at Basin No.1, miles below Dyersburg; at Basin No » |. 
miles below Dyersburg; at McCoys Shoal, 14} miles iow Dyersburs oe 
Shoal Cut-Off No. 2, 14} miles below Dyersburg and below the mouth of ». 
Deer River; and for straightening the river one-half mile below Dyers),,... 
and for removing snags, blasting embedded trees and snags in the riy.; +... 
Key Corner to junction with Obion River, so as to deepen the chann«| nd 
improve the navigation of said river from Dyersburg to the Mississip))j |; ver 


* Har. 


ITO- 


Mr. BATE. It is merely for a preliminary survey. 

Mr. VEST. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
- ~ epdagaea submitted by the Senator from Tennessee | Mr, 

ATE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BATE. Ihave an amendment to offer on page 66. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out lines 6 and 7, on 
page 66, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Eeproving eo north or middle fork of Forked Deer River, Tenn. from 
Dyersbur, the Obion River, and from thence to the Mississippi River, ang 
for removing bars at the intersection of the Forked Deer and Obion river 


and for removing other bars and shoals in said river, and for deepening the 
channel and improving the navigation of said river, $6,000. : 


Mr. VEST. My recollection is that the recommendation does 


not sustain any increase above the amount in the bill. On page 
332 of the Engineer’s Report—— - 
Mr. BATE. I will explain it to the Senator. There is an ap. 
ropriation of $1,000 in the bill for maintaining the Forked Decor 
iver. The Forked Deer River runs into the Obion, and there js 


in this bill an appropriation of $6,000 for the Obion River for siinj- 
lar purposes just above this item. x yeoeers to amend, since I 
have ascertained that, by making it $3,000 instead of $6,000 there, 
because there is a confluence of the rivers, and the amount appro- 
— to the Obion River will be utilized in a part of the river 

low the mouth of the Forked Deer. Therefore, while I ask for 
$6,000 I only ask for $3,000 to affect that part of theriver. I think 
it is proper. 

It is a navigable stream. There were five steamboats running 
up it, as the report shows, when the survey was made. It is to be 
found in part 3, volume 2, of the report of the Secretary of War 
to the House of Representatives at this session. It shows it to be 
a navigable stream. While there is no estimate for the improve- 
ment, there is an acknowledgment of the necessity of it by placing 
a thousand dollars in the bill for this pu I think it is patent 
and ought to be done. The river is of cypress leaves, and 
there is a bar forming at the mouth of the river. There are three 
or four or five steamboats running up as far as oe’ which 
is the point indicated in the amendment. I think there ought to 
be no objection to it. 

Mr. VEST. I suggest that the Senator make it $5,000. 

Mr. BATE. Very well; I will make it $5,000. 

Mr. VEST. If the Senator reduces it to $5,000 the committee 
will not object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend- 
ment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment by 
striking out ‘‘ six” and inserting “‘ five”; so as to read *‘ $5,000.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. VEST. Now, if there areno other amendments except the 
Santa Monica matter, the Senator from California [Mr. WuiT:| 
is nen econ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is only one amendment 


which has been passed over. The Secretary state the amend- 
ment. 

The SECRETARY. On 35, after line 12, the committee pro- 
pose to insert the foll amendment: 


water harbor at Port Los in Santa Monica Bay, Cali- 
uction of a breakwater to be 


constr 
situated soumwostashy from the mouth of Santa Monica Canyon, substan- 


tially as shown on chart in Home Executive Document No. 41, Fifty- 
secon session, . That the Secretary of 
War may make contracts for the of said work, to be paid for 
as appropriations may be made from e to time to law, not ex- 

the usive of the amount in and here- 
tofore app : 5 prior nditure of 
any part of the money hereby the Southern Company, 
or the owner or owners thereof execute an agreement and file the same 
with the Secretary of War, that any company may share in the use 
of on the site of said harbor, and the approaches 


pier now 
thereto, situated westerly of the easterly entrance to the Santa Monica tun- 
nel, upon paying its of the cost of the same and its pro- 
part of the expenses of maintenance of the semen pe Se determined 
the Secretary of War, in case of disagreement between parties. 


Mr. WHITE. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all the committed 
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amendment, commencing on line 13, 

ing line 10, on page 36, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

Fpese of ptestion o new location for a deep-sea harbor either 
) 


85, down to and includ- 


the 

oie Bay of Pedro or at 408 Angeles, in the Bay of Santa Monica, 
on the coast of Los Angeles County, Cal., a board of engineers, one of whom 
shall be an officer of the United States Navy, witha rank of not less than 
commander, to be appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, one a member of 
the Corps of Engineers of the United States Army, to be selected by the Sec- 
tary of War, and one a member of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, to be 
Ai the Superintendent of the Survey, shall personally examine the 
ore northerly location in said Santa Monica Bay at Port Los Angeles, shown 
pon the first chart of House Executive Document No. 41, Fifty-second Con- 
second session, as a proper place for a breakwater and deep-sea har- 
for, and shall also examine the location recommended for a breakwater and 
deep-sea harbor by the Board of Engineers of the United States Army, as 
appearing in said House Executive Document No. 41, Fifty-second Congress, 
second session, and shall determine the relative merits of said locations, and 
shall designate which of said locations is the more eligible for such breakwater 
and deep-sea harbor, and shall report to the Secretary of War their finding in 
the premises, and the decision of a Pp yn d of said rd as to said location 
shall be conclusive. And the sum of $100,000is hereby a qrcerites for adeep- 
sea harbor, to be constructed at the point so selected by said Board; and if 
said Board shall select the said location at Port Los Angeles, then the break- 
water for which this appropriation is made shall be constructed substantially 
as shown on the said first chart in House Executive Document No. 41, Fifty- 
second session; and if said Board shall select the location at 
San Pedro, then the breakwater for which this appropriation is made shall be 
constructed substantially as recommended by said Board of Engineers in said 
House Executive Document No. 41, Fifty-second Congress, second session: 
‘ t the Secretary of War may make contracts for the comple- 
tion of said work, to be paid for as appropriations may be made, from time 
to time, according to law, not exceeding in the aggregate $2,998,000, exclusive 
of the amount herein and heretofore apereprinses: Provided, however, That 
if the said board shall report in favor of the construction of a breakwater at 
Port 10a Angeles no expenditure of any pez of the money hereby appro- 
priated shall made until the Southern Pacific Company, or the owner or 
owners thereof, shall execute an agreement and file thesame with the Secre- 
tary of War that any railroad company may equally share with the said 
owner or owners in the use of the pier now constructed on the site of said 
harbor and the mappoomes thereto situated westerly of the easterly entrance 
to the Santa Monica tunnel upon paying its wena part of the cost 
of that portion of the same used by such railroad company and its propor- 
tionate part of the expense of maintenance of the particular part of raed ap- 
proaches and pier so used, to be determined by the Secretary of War in case 

of disagreement between the parties. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment submitted by the Senator from California [ Mr. 
Waite}. 

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, the question presented by the 
amendment which I have offered, and necessarily involved in the 
report of the committee, is of great local importance to those 
whom I in part represent, and it is of national importance on 
more than one account. In the first place, the United States are 
necessarily interested in everything pertaining to harbor improve- 
ments. s follows as a matter of course. Then the Govern- 
ment is also interested in seeing that appropriations made by the 
Congress of the United States by means of a river and harbor bill 
are made for public purposes, and that the diversion of the funds 
of the Government is not accomplished through private channels 
or for personal ends. : 

The situation must be briefly outlined. It will save some time 
in the future and doubtless be of advantage to me as well as to 
those who are to follow me in the discussion. 

I before the Senate a map which can not at once be seen, 
= , by everyone in the Chamber, but it is as favorably 
ocated as circumstances will permit. It is a map of the State of 
California, and I particularly direct attention to the southerly 
coast. It will be noticed that the trend of the coast is south- 
easterly, so that at Santa Monica, located on the map at the point 
indicated by me [indicating], is some 250 miles, more or less, 
eastward of the parallel upon which the city of San Francisco is 
built. The coast from Point Conception, situated nearly north 
of the Island of Santa Rosa, tends strongly eastward, in fact the 

line for a considerable distance is almost east and west. 
Thence it proceeds southerly and easterly. We have here at this 
point [indicating] Point Dume, whereSanta Monica Bay, so called, 
which is really an open roadstead, commences. Following along 
the coast southerly we reach Point Vincente, where the Santa 
Monica Bay, so called, ends. Thence we pass along the coast 
until wereach a point called Point Firmin. [Indicating.] There 
the Bay of San commences. 

It is from a point close to Point Firmin that the breakwater 
recommended by the Government engineers is designed to be con- 
structed. Is is in Santa Monica Bay, at a point some 15 miles 
from Point Dume and northerly and westerly from the town of 
Santa Monica, that the breakwater provided for in the bill is 
sought to be erected. To more definitely fix these points accord- 

to the charts of the Coast and Geodetic Survey which are 
ore us, I will refer to a chart obtained from that office in this 
city, which chart is marked ‘Pacific coast from Santa Monica to 
Conception, including Santa Barbara Channel, California.” 

Point Dume upon this chart is located at this _ [indicating]. 
It will be observed by a close inspection of this diagram that the 
water from Point Dume southerly and southwesterly is exceed- 
ingly deep, the figures reading 14, 150, 182, 233, 273, 322 fathoms, and 
So on, . The soundings seem to cease beyond the point 
where 498 fathoms, or 2,988 feet, appear. 
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_This diagram discloses the town of Santa Monica. The proposed 
pier, spoken of in the tracings as the pier of the Southern Pacific 
Company, extends into Santa Monica Bay, at a point more westerly 
than northerly from Santa Monica, a distance from that town of 
something like 2 miles, or a little less, perhaps. This point [indi- 
cating a point southerly from the Southern Pacific wharf] is 
located, according to the Coast Survey chart before us, not far 
from the 8-fathom line, and reading the figures directly in front 
of and sontherly or southwesterly from the wharf, we have the 
following: 8, 14, 26, 30, 60, 89, 180,110, 40, 41, 61, and 118. Reading 
not directly, but over a bearing between the direct reading which 
I have made and Point Dume, we find that the water is somewhat 
deeper, culminating in 224, 238, and 255 fathoms. 

I refer to this proposition because it is stated in the argument 
before the Committee on Commerce by an engineer who I see 
claims, in a document which he has issued here by unnamed au- 
thority, to be a semiofficial individual, that the water near Santa 
Monica is not extremely deep and that one of its great advan- 
tages is that there is a gradual slope and an easy grade and that 
the waves come over such grade gently and without disposition to 
do seriousinjury when the Southern Pacific pieris reached. It wilt 
be noted that in the Coast and Geodetic Survey chart, to which I 
have attracted the attention of the Senate. there are no soundings 
in the portion of the diagram immediately south and southwest- 
erly of the last sounding to which I called attention [indicating]. 
I presume that the depth is such that it was not deemed worth 
waits to proceed further. 

Mr. MITCHELL of Oregon. When was that diagram made? 

Mr. WHITE. I received it very recently from the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey office. I do not know when the surveys were 
made. I presume it is the latest on hand, because I requested the 
best information in the possession of the office and I was furnished 
with this chart. Itis the result of a series of compilations running 
down to 1881. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will say to my colleague that it is customary 
with the Coast Survey to correct these charts annually and that 
this is undoubtedly the last issue of the Coast Survey. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MITCHELLof Oregon. The Senator says it comes down to 
1881. That would be a good while ago. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is the original plate, but where the sur- 
veys have not been completed these corrections are made from 
time to time. That they are correct I am satisfied, because our 
navigators upon the Pacific coast are using this series of charts, 
They are issued by and under the authority of the United States 
Coast Survey. 

Mr. WHITE. The second plate, to which I am about to refer, 
is called ** Pacific coast from San Diego to Santa Monica, includ- 
ing the Gulf of Santa Catalina.” The island which is observable 
upon the map [indicating] is called Santa Catalina. It is located 
about 18 miles from San Pedro. The Senate will notice that the 
words San Pedro and Wilmington occur frequently in the discus- 
sion of this matter and are often noted in official publications. 
As far as this question is concerned we may consider San Pedro 
and Wilmington one place, though, as a matter of fact, the towns 
are some little distance apart. However, the improvement which 
has been going on for many years in this neighborhood is known 
as the improvement of Wilmington Harbor. We are more in the 
habit of designating the inner harbor as San Pedro, but appro- 
sriations refer to the place as Wilmington. I will use the terms 
indiscriminately. The town of Wilmington is a small village sit- 
uate upon the inner harbor, and San Pedro is upon the same 
waters. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How far apart? 

Mr. WHITE. Oh, a couple of miles apart. 

The Island of Catalina, to which I have attracted attention, is 
some 20 miles or thereabouts in length and some 18 miles from 
shore. It will be observed that this large body of land furnishes 
protection from southerly and southeasterly winds. Its northern 
shore is thoroughly protected. So true is this that the little Bay 
of Avalon located at this point [indicating] on the northerly shore 
of Catalina Island is the most tranquil sea water which I have 
ever observed. It is so calm that there is no difficulty in ordi- 
nary weather in using any common rowboat handled by a lady 


‘or robust boy along a considerable portion of the landward coast 


of Catalina Island. The water on the ocean or southerly coast 
is comparatively rough. I mention that to show the effect of 
the island in stilling the water toward the mainland. Itslength 
extends the calming influence and affects the sea to San Pedro. 
Point Firmin is located at this point. [Indicating.] It is from 
a spot just easterly of Point Firmin that the Government engi- 
neers have designed the construction of the breakwater which 
they recommend. That breakwater, according to the last report, 
is to commence near Point Firmin, on the shore, and extend ont- 
wardly in a curved line, thus [indicating]. The town of San 
Pedro is located at the point marked San Pedro on this diagram, 
indicated by the pointer which I hold in my hand [indicating], 
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and the town of Wilmington, also referred to, is located here. 
[Indicating. | 

The Senate will notice in the report and in the bill an item with 
reference to the inner harbor at Wilmington. We have already 
in the bill made an appropriation to which it is necessary for me 
to advert before proceeding further, so that we may avoid some 
little confusion. e have upon page 36 of the bill made the fol- 
lowing appropriation: 

Improving Wilmington Harbor, California, in accordance with the project 
submitted February 7, 1895, $50,000: Provided, That contracts may be entered 
into by the Secretary of War for such materials and work as may be neces- 
sary to complete said project, to be paid for as appropriations may from time 
to time be made by law, not to exceed in the aggregate $342,000, exclusive of 
the amount herein appropriated. 

The harbor of Wilmington is located northeasterly about two 
miles from the town of San Pedro, and on the estuary. The 
inner harbor designed to be further improved by the $392,000 ap- 
propriation is separated from the ocean by a narrow neck of land, 
asandy island known as Rattlesnake Island. [Indicating.] That 
island is nominally separated from the mainland by a small body 
of water of slight importance, and ths Terminal Railroad nowruns 
upon the island and along Wilmington Harbor, where that co: 
ration possesses wharves; and there, too, private parties, beaaber 
dealers, and so forth, have built wharves under franchises granted 
them by the board of supervisors of the county of Los Angeles. 

The inner harbor is, at its commercial point, about 500 feet in 
width. Upon one side of it, which we might for convenience cail 
the shore side, there are located wharves of the Southern Pacific 
Railroad Company, and there that company is constantly running 
its trains and transacting transportation business. On the other 
side of the harbor the Terminal Railroad Company conducts its 
business. There are, as I have said, many business men other than 
the railroad companies who are the propriefors of wharves or 
docks upon that inner harbor. 

The Senate will notice that Point Firmin is located at a point 
where the bluff rises toa height of about 60 a and 
this bluff continues down to the town of San Pedro. Thence the 

ade reduces, so the land between San Pedro and Wilmington is 
flat. There are there lagoons and — as we call them, and 
marshy land over which at times the tide rises. That ———— is 
susceptibleof commercial development. Someof this property has 

into the possession of individuals. A great part ofit belongs 

to the State of California, and under the terms of our present con- 
stitution it is inalienable. Under our laws the board of supervis- 
ors have the regulation of the granting of franchises for wharves. 
These wharves are public, but in view of the outlay in their con- 
struction the proprietors are allowed to make certain charges by 
be of toll. 
his inner harbor has been a marked success. When the Gov- 
ernment engineers took charge of this work some years ago there 
were only 2 feet of water upon the bar, possibly a little over 2 feet. 
By dint of skillfui management and in consequence of the appro- 
priations made by Congress the depth has been so increased that 
at the present time there are 14 feet of water at low tide. The 
tidal rise in that neighborhood is about 5 feet. Hence there are 
upward of 18 feet of water at high tide at that place, where for- 
merly at low tide there were but 2 and at high ti ee 7 feet. 

Some years ago this estuary or inner harbor to which I have 
referred was employed solely for very light draft craft. I rec- 
ollect very well twenty-two years ago when I first went to the city 
of Les Angeles from the northern part of the State in a steamer 
owned by nty colleague and his associates. We anchored outside 
of San Pedro in the water which it is now designed to utilize for 
an outer harbor, and then we went upon lighter craft. Lighters 
were used for freight and very ligltt craft for transporting pas- 
sengers into this estuary to the town of angen Now ves- 
sels drawing 13 and 14 feet and more pass into the inner harbor 
and tie up at the wharves and disc lumber and freight. 

The main occupation there at this time is the lumbering busi- 
ness. Most of the lumber coming down the coast, save that which 
is consigned directly to the railroad company, and much that is 
consigned to that company, seeks this inner harbor. 

The provision to which I have referred and which we have 
passed upon already involves out what is known as the 

roject of Colonel Benyaurd, by which he aes i 
th of 18 feet at low tide within the inner bor; this will 
equal 28 feet at high tide, which will accommodate nearly all the 
vessels which come there. 

Before passing from this point I wish to call your attention 
— to a map of the site of et pepe harbor at San 

edro, which contains soundings which will be of value in the dis- 
cussion. It is said that there is much deep water at the point 
where it is intended to construct the harbor. It will be noted 
from the map now before the Senate, and which is called ‘ Wil- 
mingtonand San Pedro harbors, California; published December 18, 
1895; W. W. Duffield, superintendent; O. H. Tittman, assistant in 
charge of office,” and so forth, date of publication 1888, that is not 
true, as stated in Mr. Corthell’s paper before the Senate, and as here- 
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tofore erroneously claimed by many, that there is such abrupt bot- 
tom in the neighborhood of Point Firmin. It is true that as we 
more southerly, westerly, and northerly there is a gradual ani 4 
rapid recession, as we also have observed in the case of Point Dun). 
but if Senators interested will notice the depths south and sont}, 
easterly from Point Firmin the depths extend, as shown upon t})) 
diagram, these figures in fathoms will be found to appear, viz. > 
9, 13, 17, 16, 17, 16, 14}, 13, 134,amd to 19. The exact etanoce ca 
be computed from the scale, but it certainly is several mile. 
that there is no trouble to be apprehended from this cause, 1 
water is notremarkably deep. e evidenceis without conflict t};,; 
the ocean swells proceed from the west, and that, althouy) ; 
wind may blow from the southeast and points not varying ;/,, 
from the southeast, still theswells, the dangerous seas, come 1); ;. 
formly, or nearly so, from the west, and it is designed to constr). 
this breakwater at San Pedro so that it will cut off the weste;), 
swells. I have referred, therefore, to this diagram to prove t}),; 
the assertion regarding the soundings which has been mai 
Mr. Corthell and others is not well founded. , 

You will observe, therefore, that when we speak of the inno 
harbor at San Pedro we are referring to something which |): 
received the attention of the Government in the past, and {\; 
which we have already here made provision. 

The outer harbor, with reference to which I have been sp:a\- 
ing, is in the immediate nr though not directly . 
nected with the inner harbor. The outer harbor would 
peculiarly valuable if situated adjacent to the inner harbor. 

The questions before the Senate may be summarized thus: First, 
is it necessary that we should have an outer harbor at all? S..- 
ond, if so, should that outer harbor be located at San Pedro or 
should it be placed at Santa Monica? 

Mr. President, if it be conceded that the selection at San Pedro, 
as contended by my distinguished nautical friend the chairman «{ 
the committee [Mr. Fryr], is not well located, and that the G., 
ernment is not warranted in making the expenditure at that point, 
the question still remains, will the Government be justified in 
making the expenditure at the point designated in the bill? 

Mr. GRAY. Is Santa Monica on that map? 

Mr. WHITE. I have here a ~—s m which it appears. | 
place before the Senate a di ich was utilized in Los An- 
geles by the Architects and Engineers’ Association and which \(r. 
Corthell referred to in the hearing as being an accurate picture of 
Santa Monica Bay as it is, and it shows the wharf and the bay. | 
shall be obliged if Senators will examine it. I likewise present 
photograph of the inner harbor of San Pedro as it now exis's, 
which | also ask Senators to kindly examine. 

Such is a general statement of the location proposed for t)iis 
governmental investment. Let us now inquire as to the official 
status of the matter before the Senate. It has long been the desire 
of the people in that part of the United States to have a good har- 
bor. Senators are all well aware that most of the Pacific (so-calle« ) 
harbors are not of the best, that we have been compelled to rely 
largely upon governmental bounty in the construction of harbors. 
We have a splendid harbor at San Francisco, an elegant natur:\! 
harbor at San Diego, one which I think has enlisted the admiration 
of every competent judge who has seen it. ButSan Diego is far— 
some 130 — —from the seat of that extensive a of 
which Los Angeles is the center. It is not practicable, froma 
commercial point of view, to rely entirely upon transportation 
facilities there. In pioneer days Pedro, or Wilmington, was 
sought by those navigators who saw fit to come to that part of 
California for trading The locality was called E) Ex- 
barcadero, and there, the es to which I have already 
alluded, the ne time was eased: but 
as population grew, Angeles, having according @ census 
of 1 some 11,000 inhabitants, and at present having perhaps 
100,000 inhabitants, with a us country i y adjacent 
to it, the necessity for harbor increased and the requests 
for better facilities a ented. 

The town of Santa Monica was founded because of 
the enterprise and i jud of the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. a builta railroad crom Los Ange): 
to Santa Monica, called Los Angeles and {ndependence Rail- 
road. His design at that time, most laudable and worthily ambi- 
tious, was to extend his railroad from Santa Monica to Inyo 
ibly to Salt Lake. At any rate, everyone there 
but, for various 

d his control, 


County, and 
was anxious t Senator JonEs should succeed; 


reasons, unnecessary to enumerate here and 
the road fell into the hands of the Southern Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, and he failed to realize his plan and to bring about a result 
= bene haveadvanced the wealth, prosperity, and happiness 

Senator JoNEs at that period caused a wharf to be constructed 
at the town of Santa Monica. That location, I eee te - 
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at this point eetegperne of Mr. Huntington’s wharf, which 
I hope will be examined. Senator Jonzs’s wharf, after passing 
into the hands of the Southern Pacific Company, was allowed to | 
go into decay, and finally it was partially eaten by teredos 
was then torn down and became a matter of memory. 

At that time the Southern Pacific Company owned, as it does 
now, a large amount of property at San Pedro or Wilmington 
There nearly all of its business was transacted. Redondo, a ship- 
ping place situated between Santa Monica and San Pedro, com 
menced to assume some commercial importance, and a wharf was 


, and 


constructed. The water there is very deep, too deep, as the | 


Government engineers found, to warrant any attempt at the erec- 
tion of a breakwater. Redondo transacted much commerce, and 


| 
| 


finally Mr. Huntington, or the Southern Pacific Company, move | 
accurately speaking, made an arrangement to get through the | 


town of Santa Monicaalong the seacoast and up tothe point where 
the wharf we are asked to protect now stands. 

By the river and harbor act approved September 19, 1890, a 
board of engineer officers was constituted to examine the Pacific 


coast between Point Dume and Capistrano, with a view to deter- | 


mining the best location for a deep-water harbor, with a project 
and estimates for the work. This board consisted of G. H. 
Mendell, colonel, Corps of Engineers; C. L. Gillespie, lieutenant- 
colonel, Corps of Engineers; and W.H.H. Benyaurd, lieutenant- 
colonel, Corps of Engineers. This board preferred San Pedro. 


In submitting the matter to Congress General Casey, then Chief | 


of Engineers, said: 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, 
UNITED STATES ARMY, 
Washington, D. C., December 18, 1891. 

Srr: I have the honor to submit herewith a copy of report dated December 

1891, of the board of engineer officers constituted under the terms of the 

ver and harbor act, approved September 19, 189), to examine the Pacific 
coast between Points Dume and Capistrano with a view to. determining the 
best location for a deep-water harbor, together with project and estimates 
for the work. : 

The , after full examination, concludes that the selection of a site for 
a deep-water harbor within the limits designated by the act is restricted to 
the harbors in Santa Monica Bay and San Pedro Bay, and is of the opinion 
that San Pedro is the better of these, and submits alternative estimates of 
the cost of the necessary breakwaters, as follows: 


If constructed of rubble and concrete $4, 594, 494 
if constructed entirely of rubble....................................- 4, 126, 106 


After a careful consideration of the facts in the case as presented by the 

board, its views as to the iocation and general estimates of construction are 

in by me. The difference in cost of the two breakwa_._rs, for the 

game arcs of protection, is over $700,000 in favor of San Pedro, and when the 

other advantages of San Pedro, as detailed by the board, are taken into con- 
sideration, it would seem that its selection has been properly made. 

Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
THOS. LINCOLN CASEY, 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, 


Hon. L. A. GRANT, 

Acting Secretary of War. 

This , made by these three officers, headed by Colonel 
Mendell, is alluded to here generally as the Mendell report. It is 
proper for me to state that, so far as the men who constituted 
this board are concerned, that they were not only experienced 
officers, but Colonel Mendell had lived upon the Pacific Coast, 
where he now resides, during more than a generation, and was 
absolutely familiar with all the work, all the governmental proj- 
ects, and all local points oe which money was designed to be 
expended; and, as you will observe, General Casey, in sending 
this to Congress, did not merely transmit it without com- 
ment, but he transmitted it with specific approval as to site selec- 
tion and otherwise. 

This board recommended a semidetached breakwater; or a 
breakwater, I might say, more properly, in two parts, commenc- 
ing near Point Firmin, the common point of commencement of 
the two boards, running thence into the ocean southeasterly to a 
point. There an opening of 1,500 feet was provided. Thence, at 
& point 1,500 feet southerly from the end of this part of the pro- 

water, an extension thereof commenced and was de- 
signed to extend easterly 5,600 feet, to protect from the southerly 
seas. 
The last board which was appointed by the Government rec- 
ommended a breakwater commencing at the same shore point and 
running on a curve seaward and terminating at the easternmost 
extremity of the detached section of the Mendell breakwater. 

After el Mendell’s report had been filed here, objection was: 
made to an appropriation for the harbor recommended. The maps 
‘and illustrations referred to will be found in House Executive 
Document 41, Fifty-second Congress, second session, and also in 
the Mendel report of September 19, 1890. 

When the latter report reached Congress the Senator from Maine, 
who I aes giving me his attention, suggested that, in his opin- 
ion, the harbor was not properly located, and I believe through 
his instrumentality, owing to his prominent position upon the 
Commerce Committee. of which he was then, as now, the able 
and distingui chairman, procured another board to be ap- 
pointed; and Congress, in compliance with his desire and through 


| 











us committee, which acted in un with him in that regard 
procured the passage of a provision which will be found in the 
river and harbor act of July 13, 1892, as follow 
, Secretary of War is h ry author 4 ! 1 t a board 
f tive engineer officer t nited Sta A y ll be te 
a careful and critical ex; n aut at 
Pedro or Sant: 1 iys t n eligi 
location for such ' nd width y i ate 
he largest ocean-cgoing v« 8 ! 
the country, together with a ‘ 
shall report the result of its ‘ W 
before the Ist of Nov ber, 1st we) a 
necessary, are here appropriated for said 
The very distinguished board was app t] by tl 
| then Secretary of War, the honorable jm na 1 We 
Virginia [Mr. ELKtns]. The board so appointed consisted of 1 
folowing: William P. Craighill, colonel (1 yg ral), Cc ) 
Engineers; Henry M. Robert, lieutenant- 1, Corps of En 
neers; Peter C. Hains, lieutenant-colonel, ( ! f Engineers: C 
W. Raymond, major, Corps of Engineers, and Thomas H. Hand 
| bury, major, Corps of Engineers. 
hat board went to California, and convened in San Francisco 
and in Los Angeles. After their field work they went to the city 
of New York, where the various computations necessary to be 
made were completed, and finally prepared a most elaberate 1 
port, which is known upon the official files as House of Rey nta- 
tives Executive Document No. 41, Fifty-second Congress, second 
session. 
I will state that the document is very difficult to obtain, but in 
the minority report, prepared by me, | have inserted the whole of 
the report, except the maps, and Senators can thus easily obtain 


f the report 


maps; but I 


the body of the report. If there were available co} 
itself the same would be valuable be the 
think there are but few in existence. 

In proceeding to consider this subject the board had before it 
not only the knowledge that its report would necessarily be the 
subject of that criticism which is always given to a public docu- 
nent of that importance, but, in addition to that, the board had 
the advantage of the comments which had been made upon the 
Mendell report. They were well aware that it was only by acare- 
ful, painstaking, skillful, reliable examination and the announce 
ment of well-founded conclusions that they could hope to produce 
any results beneficial tothe Government. They setabout perform- 
ing the duties intrusted to them in the following way: As | have 
said, they visited the city of San Francisco and the city of Los An 
geles. I was present fora whileduring their deliberations. They 
had before them every means of reaching the truth usually afforded 
to men of impartiahty. They did not meet in star-chamber ses 
sion; they sent for no favorites or particular friends of anybody; 
but they gave public notice that they would be in the city of Los 
Angeles on a certain day, and that they would expect all inter- 
ested to be present and to offer such facts as might be deemed per- 
tinent to the matter in hand. 

There were three places competing for the location of a deep- 
sea harbor at that time. One was Redondo, one was Santa 
Monica, and one was San Pedro. These interests were repre 
sented, not only by individual citizens who had their special opin- 
ions, but likewise by lawyers eminent at the bar and engineers of 
standing. The Southern Pacific Company was cared for by one 
of the best lawyers in California, a man apt and valuable in dis- 
cussion and examination. The Santa Fe Railroad, which was 
interested at Redondo, was on hand, and the same was true of 
the advocates of San Pedro. They produced there not merely the 
views of the business men of that community, but they likewise 
tendered the expert notions of such persons as were deemed com- 
petent to express the same. Mr. Hood, the engineer of the South- 
ern Pacific Company, who, with Mr. Corthell, has succeeded in 
impressing his conclusions favorably upon a majority of the com 
mittee, wasthere. He gave his conclusions, he had his plans, and 
he, as he always does, delivered himself with much skill and 
ability, and gave the advantage of his experience and his wishe 
to the board there assembled. 

I speak of this, Mr. President, because it seems to be assumed 
that there was some information, or that there were perhaps facts 
somewhere not brought to the attention of this board. I declare 
that I have never known a more fair, open, thorough hearing and 
examination than was given to these subjects at the hands of the 
Craighill board. The members of that board are not unknown. 
They were, as were their predecessors, able and honorable men. 
Itis unnecessary for me to pass any eulogy uponthe Corpsof Engi- 
neers of the United States Army. It is sufficient to say that in- 
trusted, as they have been, with the discharge of delicate and 
important duties, and having in their keeping, as they do, thos¢ 
interests which involve the expenditure of millions of dollars of 
money, often in the midst of contention—because money can 
never be disbursed without some dispute—there has never been a 
case, so far as I know, in the history of the Government where 
any ulterior influence has ever had the slightest effect upon a 
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member of this remarkable corps, This fact justifies our pride 
and our confidence. 

These engineers were not children in the work; they were not 

mere tyros; they were experienced men. It is true, it is said, the 
are fortification engineers. It is true they are fortification engi- 
neers; but, at the same time, there is not one of them who has not 
been in charge of riparian work; and to-day we are in this bill 
giving the outlay of the millions to the members of that corps. 
These men, pursuant to law and under the direction of the Chief 
of Engineers, decide as to how this money shall be expended. It 
is upon their skill, upon their integrity, upon their good judg- 
ment, not alone as fortification engineers, but as skilled riparian 
engineers, as men conversant with all the subjects involved in 
this bill requiring engineering skill that we rely, that Congress 
depends, and upon which the country, too, rests in security. 
r. President, after theseexaminations, thus conducted by eight 
of the engineers of the United States Government, a second report 
was filed favoring the location at San Pedro, with the changes I 
have stated in the form of a curved breakwater, commencing and 
ending where the Mendell breakwater commenced and ended. 

I pause here to go back a step. When Colonel Mendell, who 
mended the first board, and who, I might say, next to General 
Casey, was the ranking member of the entire Engineer Corps, 
made his report, he considered Santa Monica, but the only place 
suggested to him at that time for the location of a harbor was not 
at the point which has been since selected, but was opposite, or 
nearly opposite, the town of Santa Monica, The present scheme, 
as I have said, ~———- a harbor, not in front of the town, but 
above it, at Port Los Angeles, the official name of the Southern 
Pacific wharf. 

That location was rejected by Colonel Mendell because of the 
abrupt and rocky shore. This statement can be verified by refer- 
ring to page 8 of Executive Document No. 41. At the time Col- 
onel Mendell a there had been no particular attention 
called to the Southern Pacific wharf, for it not then been built, 
but he rejected the location where that wharf is now found be- 
cause of the abrupt shore. At the spot where the pier of Mr. 
Huntington stands, as shown 4 the photographs which I have 
passed around in the Senate, the bluff rises almost absolutely 
straight to the height of 200 feet. At the base of that bluff there 


is a comparatively narrow sirip of land. The title to that strip, 


so far as private property can go toward the ocean, is vested in 
those who own the property above. Of course, private ownership 
can not prevent the taking of property for ae use, and the 
—_ of way can be condemned over the land of private parties 
whenever a proper statutory and constitutional showing is made. 

But I am specially referring to the physical condition. There 
is a bluff rising 200 feet and a narrow strip below it. Now, let us 
assume, for the sake of argument, that there may be placed at the 
foot of that bluff a number of railroad tracks. It is said by the 
advocates of Santa Monica that eight or ten may be placed there. 
I do not set myself up for an expert, but I do not believe this. It 
is, however, a mere matter of opinion. Butthere isno foundation 
or space there for buildings for warehouses, or any commercial 
structures whatever. Thereis what wecallasmall canyon, or, more 
accurately, a diminutive gorge, coming in close to this wharf, fur- 
nishing enough level sand for the erection by the Southern Pacific 
of a small building for engine-house pu . Nothing else can 
very easily be constructed there. At all events, Colonel Mendell 
thought the spot selected by Mr. Huntington was one which was 
not well suited to commercial purposes in the general sense, and 
he rejected it, and while preferring San Pedro, gave as the only 
poustbte harbor site in Santa Monica Bay a situation near the town 
of that name. 

I am endeavoring to explain this matter in detail. It is, as I 
consider, of a great deal of importance that all these circumstances 
shall be understood. The bill proposes the expenditure of more 
than $3,000,000, and I am endeavoring to present the arguments 
pro and con as well as I can, that the merits of the case may be 
carefully considered. 

When Colonel (now General) Craighill’s board met, the railroad 
a had not completed their wharf at Port Los Angeles, The 
work has proceeded considerably, and was attracted to the attention 
of the board. It wasto that particular proposition that Mr. Hood 
and others who were interested for the Southern Pacific addressed 
their remarks. So far as the Craighill board was concerned they 
had the advantage of all the facts and arguments which the then 
situation afforded. 

When that report came before Congress no action was taken. 
The fight was still on. Its report was no more satisfactory to the 
advocates of the Santa Monica Bay proposition than had been the 
judgment of the first board. Here permit me to call attention to 

he report of the majority of the committee as to the Santa Monica 
item. I will ask the Secretary to read Appendix H, page 401, of 
the report of the committee. It is not very lengthy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary wil) read as indi- 
cated, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 


The Secretary read as follows: 


The river and harbor act of 1890 authorized the appointment o 
three engineer officers “to examine the Pacific acme between ae ope 
and Capistrano, with a view to determining the best location for a deep- water 
harbor.” Their report was submitted December 8, 1891. In it the }x and 
stated that the only eligible sites were at San Pedro and Santa Monica = 
set forth the advantages and disadvantages of each as viewed by its member. 
and submitted estimates for breakwaters at each place. 

For the breakwater at Santa Monica the estimate was $4,549,494 and for that 
at San Pedro $4,137,591. The board exp a preference for the latter 
This report may be found in the Engineer's Report for 1892, pages 2831-239 

The Committee on Commerce, when it was considering the river and har. 
bor bill of 1892, after considering this report and other evidence, concluded 
that further light on the subject was desirable, and in that bill provided for 


penend board, consisting of five engineer officers, to make examination of 
ese 


ys. 

The report of this board was submitted October 27, 1892, and may be found 
in the Engineer's papers for 1893, 8238-3263. This report discusses re),. 
tive advantages of the two begs at length, and concludes with the opinion 
that the location selected by the board of engineers of 1890 was the m 


— An estimate of $2,285,304 was submitted fora breakwater at San 
0. 


r 

It was stoutly contended by persons having large interests in the com. 
merce of the ific Coast and familiar with the local conditions that tho 
opinion expressed by the rd was erroneous; that to act in accordance 
with it would be a waste of money; and in the river and harbor act of js94 
no gpgrcpriation for a harbor at either place was made. 

While considering the bill herewith submitted, exhaustive hearings wero 
given by your committee to parties representing both sides of this vexed 
question, including eminent engineers, both civil and military, and a conclu- 
sion was reached, in accordance with which a ——— has been inserted 
jue a breakwater at Santa Monica Bay, at a cost not to exceed 


Mr. WHITE. When this report was ordered to be made in the 
committee, I earnestly dissented from it, and reluctantly reached 
the conclusion that it would be my duty to file a minority report; 
and after consultation with such of my associates who thought 
as [ did and to whom I was able at that time to submit the matter 
involved, I, together with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 
Berry], the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. CaFFERY], and the 
Senator from Florida [Mr. Pasco], did file such report. I was 
not able to present the document at that time to the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. Vest], who, generally speaking, agrees with our 
views, as he was unavoidably absent from the city, and I thought 
that the river and harbor bill would come up the following day 
and believed it advisable to place the matter found in the views 
of the minority upon the desks of Senators at the earliest prac- 
ticable moment. 

In the minority report we outlined the points upon which it 
seemed the views of the minority should rest. I will read an 
extract from the report: 


The aniontianed object to the amendment to H. R. 7977, making appro- 
priations for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other =. poporeed by the major- 
ity of the Committee on Commerce to the Senate April 27, 1896, which appro- 

Tiates $3,098,000 for the construction of a breakwater near Santa Monica, 
bal, s item was not placed in the bill at the su ion of either of the 
Senators from California, nor at the e Representative from 
the Sixth Con ional district of that State, wherein the site involved is 
located. On the contrary, both of the Senators and the Representative ob- 
jected to the construction of the breakwater at the point named in the bill, 
and the overwhelming sentiment of the community prefers another location. 


I ask the Secretary to read to the end of subdivision 7, as show- 
ing the considerations which justify the minority view. 

r. FRYE. The Senator from Calif ornia will allow me to say 
right here thata ruleof the Senate adopted some time since requires 
a brief report as to each item which is contained in the bill. The 
clerk of the Committee on Commerce always drafts those reports 
from the reports of the engineers, in order that they may be con- 
veniently at hand for any Senator to see. So far as the report 
with respect to Santa Monica is concerned, it was made precisely 
in that way. I did not even look at it; I did not even see it; I did 
not even read it, I never heard of it until the Senator had it read 
just now. 

, Mr.WHITE. I have not said anything that can involvea criti- 
cism of the report. . 

Mr. FRYE. I make the statement simply to account for the 
brevity of the report. 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FRYE. It is simply intended to refer Senators to the doc- 
uments where, if they please, they can find the information in full. 

Mr. WHITE, I was endeavoring to present the matter in 
rather complete form, and referred to the report of the committee, 
which of course is very general in its terms and contains none of 
the argumentations and none of the reasons upon which the Sen- 
ator from Maine and other members composing the majority of 
the committee acted in vo for the placing in the bill of the 
item which I am criticising. I only criticise the report so far as 
it reaches a conclusion from which I dissent. I have referred to 
it, as I have said, not because it estops Senators from giving ad- 
ditional reasons, or because it Pp neo their view of the case, but 
merely because it is a part of the record. : 

Now, let the Secre read the extract from the minority report. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested by the Senator from California. 


tion of 





1896. 


The Secretary read as follows: 
The following considerations are submitted as justifying this minority re- 
rt 


"The a riation as pro is inadvisable. The bill is otherwise 
suite tly Purdened. The condition of the Treasury does not warrant the 
tthe public money for this particular work. 
(2) There is no official recommendation or other authority justifying the 
making of this appropriation. 
(3) 
e 





ose officers of the Government to whom has been committed the 
and management of harbor improvements, and upon whose recom- 


mendations Co ss has been accustomed to act, have uniformly and unan- 
imously re’ against an appropriation fora breakwater at Santa Monica 
Tore bes m no conflict in the Engineer Corps upon this topic, notwith- 


standing strenuous exertions by private and powerful interests, and although 
two boards ly comanianioned to examine and report have faithfully 


discharged their duties. 
(4) The action of the committee establishes a dangerous precedent. The 
entire disregard of the carefully formed and unbi opinions of two boards 
of able pe and the arbitrary location of this extensive work at a point 
de pant oe interests is a dangerous exercise of ore and threatens 
the removal of needed protection to a frequently imperiled Treasury. 

(5) The ultimate success of the work authorized is problematical. 

(6) The proper site for a deep-sea harbor is not at Santa Monica but at San 


ro. 

wD If there is doubt as tothe availability of San Pedro for a deep-sea har- 
bor, then the expenditure of the appropriation should be made to depend 
upon the ju ent of a commission provided for in thisact. Such commis- 
he , after into consideration all the information theretofore collected 
and that still is obtainable, should decide as between San Pedro and Santa 
Monica and should report to the Secretary of War, and a contract should 
thereupon be entered into for the construction of a breakwater pursuant to 
such report. 


Mr. WHITE. In order to give the Senate as full information 
from a scientific source as I was able to produce, I and my asso- 
ciates in the report submit a synopsis of the Mendell report and 
we submit the report of the Craighill board in full. These are 
contained in the minority report and constitute as to extent the 
main of the same. 

Right here I wish to allude toanother matter. It is said in the 
minority report that the insertion of this item is not owing to the 
importunity or the effort of either of the Senators from California 
or the 1 Representative. It is pretty evident from my atti- 
tude that it was not putin atmy suggestion. Itis equally certain 
that it was not placed there at the instigation of my colleague. 
At the hearing before the committee the very able gentleman who 

resents the Sixth Congressional district of California came 
before our committee and stated his views upon the subject. I 
consider them of sufficient importance (they are not very lengthy) 
to justify reading at least a part of the same, and I therefore re- 
quest the Secretary to read from Congressman McLACHLAN’s 
statement to the end of the 5th line on page 5, Hearings. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as indi- 
cated, if there be no objection. The Chair hears none. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Hon. JAMES MCLACHLAN, member of Congress from the Los Angeles dis- 


“Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN: Perhaps it would be well for me to 
state briefly the history of harbor matters in the vicinity of Los Angeles. 
Something like twenty years = appropriation was made by Congress for 
the improvement of the inside harbor at San Pedro, and appropriations have 

made from time to time for the improvement of that harbor until the 
total of the disbursements up to this time aggregate somewhere in the neigh- 
borhood of $800,000. That was for the improvement of the inside harbor at 
Pedro. The commerce of that locality is increasing rapidly, and it has 
become evident to all the people there that larger facilities are necessary to 
meet this percoding commerce. The Government engineers made a survey 
of what is termed the outer harbor at San Pedro and repersed the feasibilit 
of a deep-sea harbor in that vicinity. A short time afterwards 
another survey was made by Government engineers, and I think that at that 
time they also made an investigation of Santa Monica, which is about 30 miles 
north of San Pedro. 

—o of the Government engineers with reference to the investi- 
9 of two harbors are matters of record here, and can be seen for 

ives. It is a fact that those reports show that the Government engi- 
ek So com of the two locations, made a preference in favor of 
for the second time. There has been a deal of agitation over 
ne in the vicinity of Los Angeles, and there has been a wonderful 
going on since that time between these two localities. Before I was 
nominated for Congress (this will show the condition and temper of the peo- 
at that time) I went on the platform of the Republican convention and 

if I were elected I would go to Congress and would do all in my 
power to secure an appropriation for a deep-sea harbor at San Pedro. I 
hat eve te on every ticket nominated in that campaign two 

ago did same thing. The general sentiment of the people, based 
y, I sep es. Uhon the reports of Government engineers, was largely in 

fa for the deep-sea harbor. Those are the conditions on 


to Congress. 
“When I arrived at Washington in the boginnin of this session I found, 
that the frie of San Pedro were in doubt as to the advisability 


i 


3 


s 


eB 


f 


¢ a = gg on this session for an appropriation for an outside harbor - 


r consultation with each other, the friends of San Pedro 
decided that, on account of the depleted condition of the Treasury, so re- 
ported, and of the economical ideas which seemed to pervade Congress, it 
would be wise at this session of Congress to confine their efforts to an appro- 
priation to deepen the inside harbor at San Pedro to 18 feet at mean low 
to the report of Colonel Benyaurd, who stated that, in his 


judgment, it be done for 000. 
want to state to the committee that I was the last friend of San Pedro 
this course, and I think the friends of San Pedro will 
that. Isaid tothem that I was elected to come here to 
bor at San Pedro; that that was my pledge to the 
and that now I would not be justified in confining nu y efforts to the 
. Iwas perhaps the last one who finally consented to this plan, 
it was the beet | todo. I went before the House committee and 
a t of ana of San Pedro and an appropria- 


for that purpose, at the same time that we 


f 
! 
g 


not 
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forego our claims to the outside harbor at San Pedro. At that hearing there 
was no objection to the request made by us, anc we left the committee with 
the request that we should receive an appropriation that would enable us to 
complete the inside harbor at San Pedro. 

“ Afterwards, and before the river and harbor bill was reported to the 
House, it was learned that the committee had put in the bill an appropria- 
tion for the full amount that was asked for the inside harbor at San Pedro, 
and had also included an appropriation (as we were credibly informed) of 
about $2,800,000 for the construction of an outside becbor at Santa Monica, 
I am bound here to state, as the Representative from that district, that I 
never asked for an appropriation for Santa Monica confined 
our effortsto the inside harbor at San Pedro. And I am in duty bound to 
say, as a Representative from that district, coming fresh from the peo 


ople, 
that I am not here to-day asking for an appropriation for Santa Monica. but 
that I am here asking for an appropriation to continue that inside harbor at 


San Pedro according to the plan of Colonel Benyaurd. And if in the 

of this committee it can see its way clear to give us an appropriation for an 

outside harbor, I am bound, under my pledges, to ask you to give that ap 

er for the construction of the outside wall or breakwater at San 
edro.” 

Mr. WHITE. In addition to the extract which has just been 
read, I make the following quotation from Mr. McLACHLAN: 

Senator ELK1ins. You say that you appear here to get an appropriation for 
the inside harbor at San Pedro, and that you would like an appropriation for 
the outside harbor as well. 

Mr. McLACHLAN. All the friends of San Pedro consider that on account of 
the economical tendency of this Congress, and on account of the condition of 
the Treasury, it would be wise to confine our efforts to getting an appropria- 
tion of $392,000 for the inside harbor; but since we discovered a disposition on 
the part of the House to give more to the vicinity of Los Angeles, I say, asa 
representative of that people coming here with those pledges, and that if 
there is to be an appropriation for an outer sea wall, I ask it for the begin- 
ning of the outer harbor at San Pedro. 

The CHAIRMAN. But you do not expect an appropriation of some $3,000,000 


. 


for Wilmington Harbor provided the Government continues to make a deep- 
sea harbor at San Pedro? 

Mr. McLACHLAN. Yes: because we believe that one of the most practical 
advantages to the deep-sea harbor will be the completion of the inside harbor 
at San Pedro. 

Now, the Senate will understand that the $392,000 referred to 
in this testimony by Congressman McLACHLAN is provided for 
in the pending bill; that is to say, there is an appropriation of 
$50,000 and a continuing contract for an amount making the 
whole $392,000 for the improvement of the inner harbor which I 
have described, and a photograph of which is here before the Sen- 
ate, and his statement is therefore fully supported. 

I wish to call the attention of the Senate to what 1 consider an 
extraordinary feature of this case—a peculiar feature of the con- 
iroversy. It is and would be in any instance rather singular that 
the Congress of the United States should find it necessary to make 
an appropriation of ao money in the face of the desire of local 
representatives, and it is almost impossible that such a condi- 
tion of things can ever exist unless there is some extraordinary 
influence not commonly applicable and not usually brought into 
exercise, 

Let us examine this situation. In the report of the committee, 
from which I have read the general synopsis, we find the follow- 
ing: 

lt was stoutly contended by persons having large interests in the com- 
merce of the Pacific Coast and amiliar with the local conditions that the 
opinion expressed by the board was erroneous; that to act in accordance 
with it would be a waste of money. 

Those opinions thus expressed were the opinions of the South- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company, and that persistency which has 
been referred to has been and is the persistency, the potential per- 
sistency, of that company. I recognize the right of every man to 
proceed upon proper lines to obtain all grants from Congress which 
his eloquence aon skill, his arguments and persuasion, may be able 
to obtain, but I do not recognize the right of such person to con- 
trol me without some argument demonstrating that the appro- 
priation of this large amount of money in defiance of official 
recommendation is for the public interest. 

Let me go a step further in the history of this matter. Mr. 
McLAcHLAN in his lucid statement has perhaps made the matter 
plain enough, but I wish to allude to the subject, for I desire the 
Senate and every member of it to understand. the situation, and 
so understanding it if members of this body are willing to take 
the responsibility of voting away $3,098,000 it is their affair, not 
mine. But I shall give the facts as I know them, and I shall state 
nothing that I do not believe to be true, and I shall gladly cor- 
rect any statements which I may discover to be unfounded. 

When the present Congress convened the situation of this matter 
was briefly as I shall state it. Nothing had been done upon the 
report of the board of engineers and no appropriation had been 
made. Inthe meantime Colonel Benyaurd had devised the project 
for the improvement of the inner harbor to which I have referred. 
I called for that project, which was filed away in the War Depart- 
ment by resolution which passed the Senate at the close of the 
last session. Thereport of Colonel Benyaurd was thereafter incor- 
porated in the official records of the Chief of Engineers, and when 


We simply 


wisdom 


| the river and harbor bill came before the committee of the House 


for consideration I appeared there and so also did my colleague, 
and the distinguished member of the House already referred to 
was likewise there. We presented our claims for the further im- 
provement of the inner harbor at San Pedro or Wilmington—I 
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use the words indiscriminately—the Benyaurd project, against 
which there was, so far as we Snow or now know, no disclosed 

ection. 

stated there, as others did, that in view of the depleted 
tion of the Treasury, and because we deemed it wholly unlikely 
that Co would care to embark in so expensive a work as a 
three-million-dollar outer harbor at this time, we should be satis- 
fied if we were civen a continuing contract for the inner harbor 
at San Pedro, ae the $892,000. Weleft. Nothing morewas 
heard by me of this affair until I learned indirectly that a provision 
had been printed in the draft of the river and harbor bill for two 
million eight hundred and odd thousand dollars for a harbor at 
Santa Monica or Port Los Angeles, and that $892,000 had also, it 
was rumored, been appropriated for San Pedro. 

Thus I discovered that to some extent my State occupied a 
higher plane than that upon which other Commonwealths have 
been in the habit of treading; that while there were some who 
were forced to solicit appropriations and to make arguments to 
obtain the same, in my instance such favors came not only unso- 
licited but unwanted. 

Mr. GRAY. Thrust on you. 

Mr. WHITE. However, a great local disturbance arose in Los 
Angeles. As shown by the ry eee by the Committee on 
Commerce, a tel was sent to Angeles stating that if the 

ple there would unite they could have the inner harbor at San 
= ro, but they must take with it the outer harbor at Santa 
onica. 

Mr. GEORGE. Whosent that telegram? 

Mr. WHITE. The Representative. I will refer to the ein 
amoment. The result of it ali was that the River and Harbor 
Committee dropped the whole matter, leaving only an appropria- 
tion of $50,000 for the inner harbor at San Pedro on the Benyaurd 
proposition and no continuing contract at all. Indeed, my State 
was not honored with any continuing contract in the bill as it 
came to this end of the Capitol. When the measure reached the 
Committee on Commerce the t was renewed. 

I neglected to say that the River and Harbor Committee had 
the benefit (not in my presence, however) of the testimony of 
Messrs. Corthell and Hood, whose views have been published by 
the House. The combat was thence transferred to the Committee 
dn Commerce. U a day fixed by common consent representa- 
tives from the pe . ie were a here, fe pens 
men, persons of standing and integrity, who represen 
sides of the question. Some of those lemen (and their evi- 
dence is in the hearings here) argued in favor of Santa Monica 
and some in favor of San Pedro. 

Petitions were filed; telegrams without number were received. 
One of my constituents stated to me, ‘‘ Let us have the appropria- 
tion, even if it is to go to Arroyo Seco,” which, translated, means 
“dry creek.” The im on iled in the community that 
there was an opportunity to get $3,000,000, and some thought that 
it was useless to longer make a for San Pedro, where the vast 
majority of the people wanted harbor. Sooner than lose the 
appropriation for the inner harbor, and this large amount of money 
promised to be disbursed in the locality, they were willing to locate 
a harbor anywhere. 

Of course that did not represent the universal sentiment. I may 
say the record here shows a telegram eee by some two or three 
hundred of the leading business men of Angeles insisting upon 
my advocacy of both appropriations for San Pedro. But if I 
not received that telegram I should not have c ed my posi- 
tion. It can not alter my attitude standing here in the discharge 
of a public duty that a vote of mine is to prevent the expenditure 
of money in my locality, If I know that that expenditure is not 
to be made in the public interest—that it is sought for a private 

urpose—I will not vote for it. ° Were I outside of official life, self- 
ness, which dominates many of us, and to some extent influ- 
ences us all, might perhaps lead me toa an act which would 
involve local disbursement of such an ratesum. ButI could 
not find myself authorized, and do not deem myself empowered, 
to — one cent unless I find it to be for a public purpose 
and for the public interest. 

Mr. Lankersham, a very prominent business man of my city and 

was 


a person of excellent standing, was before our committee an 
examined, and favored the selection of Santa Monica. The dis- 
tinguished Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] asked him the 
question whether it was not a fact that the people in that section 
of the State had finally come to the conclusion that they had better 
take the iation, because influences surrounding the case 
were such as to render it im ible to authorize the oF Ym Hee 
where. I refer to the exact It can be found in - 
ings, page 64. * 
tor Berry. Y. i 

on at ney now you have changed your mind and that others 

Mr. BERRY. Read just before—the first question. 

Mr. WHITE. Oh, yes. 

Senator Berry. You 
deep-water harbor at San Pedro? 


condi- 


worked for years, did you not, trying to get this | and 


a. 4% | Yes. en 
mator BERRY. You say now ou have 
y y changed yor mind and that 


others Is not that change of mind attributable 
in a large pues - the fact that these people have come to believe that the 


were so strong against San Pedro that th, 
to the usion that it was Setter 

deal more in fay 
he reports of thee, 


I never will believe another day a can be built at San 


ro. 

And so on. 

Mr. GRAY. What engineers does he refer to? 

Mr. FRYE. The civil engineers. 

Mr. WHITE. He refers to Corthell. 

Mr. FRYE. Corthell and Hood. 

nee WHITE. Corthelland Hood. They were the engineers of 

com) 


Mr. GEORGE. Of what ? 
Mr. WHITE. The Southern I Pacific. Now, Mr. President, t.:}:- 


ing the situation as I find it, I have no hesitancy in the world jn 
asserting that, as between the location at San Pedro and San:., 
Monica, were the people of my section permitted to make a choice 
there would be an overw vote in favor of San Pedro, 
But there are those, and it can not be denied, who think that 
under ili conditions they can never obtain their prefer- 
ence, and they conclude that it is better to accept the situation 
such as it is without further contest and woe That situation 
can not affect me; it should affect nobody. nestion beforc 
the Senate is where — this money to be put if it is expended 
at all. Mr. Hood and Mr. Corthell were practically before bot), 
committees; Mr. Corthell was personally before both, and Mr, 
Hood’s statement was before both. These gentlemen, who were 
heard in behalf of the railroad cea , explained their prefer- 
ences, and Mr. Corthell not only le his argument before ¢\\. 
committees, but as soon as the minority report already mention: 
was filed I encountered in the hands of an employee of the Senate 
a printed document indorsed as follows: 


DEEP-SEA HARBOR IN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA. 


Letter of Mr. E. L. Corthell, civil engineer, to United States Senators Wiirr, 
Berry, CAPFERY, and Pasco, of the Committee on Commerce, relating to 
their minority on the amendment to H. R. 7977, 
for the construction of a breakwater at Santa Monica, Cal., 

Turning the title page, which appeared to indicate a report froin 
the third fam I found the interior decoration as follows: 

WAsHINGTON, D. C., May 1, 1890. 


appropriation 
yl T5906. 


Hon. STEPHEN M. Wurre, 
United States Senate, City. 

DeaxSrr: On April29 last you, representing yourself and Senators Berry, 
CAFFERY, and Pasco, presented a minority report upon a location for a de ))- 
sea harbor on the southern coast of California. 

As the facts and opinions I have laid before the Senate and House 
committees, and I may say the War Depestmnent, have been called in ques- 
tion in your rt, it seems to me proper that I at least remove som 
snibuptveutantiings that evidently exist in the minds of yourself and your 


Then he proceeds in this charitable enterprise as follows: 


From the time that I first appeared before the Senate Committee on Com- 
merce, on June 19, ~Y have frankly stated my professional connection 
with this question, to the committees and to the War Department. 
Most “ a Thave made eS eee re- 
ports of hearings. necessary now to refer following, from 
o= ett eommnienien by me to the Chief of Engineers, Decem- 


13, c 
Early in the of 1894 I was by Senator Frys, of the Com- 
Committee, so stated by before his committee, and by Mr. 
chairman of the Rivers and Committec. 


oy 

merce 

BLANCHARD, at that time 

and afterwards by Mr. CaTcHINGs, me ays a chairman of 

that committee, to make a careful in reference to the question 
and plans protected 


re 
: i fora harbor on the coast of southern Cali- 
‘ornia.” 


This extract, it will be observed, is what Mr. Corthell styles 
“an official communication.” 
Mr. GEORGE. Who is Mr. Corthell? 
Mr. WHITE. He is an employee, in this matter, of the Sout!- 
ern Pacific Railroad Company. 
Mr. GEORGE. Has he any connection with the Government? 
, . Iam trying now to work out his connection. | 
am trying to proceed thro’ the sinuosities of the situation to a 
conclusion or to some tangible result. In other words, I am try- 
ing to anchor him with reference to his i This alleged 
i nnication was sent in December 13, 1895. Now, he 


I was aware of the decided difference of opinion existing even then (189!) 2s 

Mr. Hi at ee had also asked 

: . ac 

me, as 1 was about stars for Osiiivenin, 10 cxemnine the question of harbor 
ocation— 


It will be observed that this was a mere incidental request— 
was abou start for California, to examine the of harbor loca- 
ton, "but considered that { was taking the examination for the committer 


We will see what there is in that pretentious and presumptuous 
claim in a moment— 


to investigate the matter 


I determined . to decide the impor- 
tant questions involved carefully and impartially, and 


present my opinion 











1896. 
to ie et It therefore seems unnecessary for me to repeat now that 


the location at San Pedro more advantageous than at Santa Mon- 
ica, I should have reported so. 


This is his letter to me which was never delivered, as I have 
stated, through any intentional instrumentality of its author. 
Now, let us look a little further. ee was interrogated 
upon aoe when he appeared before the Committee on Com- 
merce. I to the hearings. When he took the stand, so to 
speak, although perhaps that expression is technically inaccurate 
(no one was sworn, and the statements of the gentlemen who ap- 

there were all accepted without - other verification than 
r word) he stated, I refer to page 36 of the hearings before the 
committee— 

Mr. CHAIRMAN AND GENTLEMEN OF THE ComMITTEE: You recollect that 
about two years ago I made an examination of these conditions in Califor- 
nia—as exhaustive an examination as if I had been employed professionally 
on the su I did it with the approval of three leading members of the 
Senate ot tne committees, andl eame before you on the 19th of June, 


18%, with a statement of what I had found and of my opinion in regard t 
‘phere this deep-sea harbor should be located. —— —s 


Later on the distinguished Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Berry] 
asked the witness the following question: 


Senator Berry. In the mning of your remarks 
about out there at the of Senators. Did 


so 
ier. CoRTHELL. I meant with the approval of Senators. 
Senator Berry. They did not employ you to go out there, did they? 


Senator Berry. o employed you? 

Mr. CORTHELL. Nobody at the time; but afterwards Mr. Huntington paid 
my expenses. Mr. Huntington asked me, in the first place, if I would make 
the examination. I said that I did not think I would like to do so in my posi- 
tion, it would be officious if I should make an examination and ask 
to be heard before a committee. I said: “If Senator Frye and Mr. BLANcCH- 
AnD (then chairman of the House Committee on Riversand Harbors) would 
like me to make an examination I will make it.” 

Senator BERRY. There was no order of Congress for you to make it? 

Mr. received a telegram m Mr. CATCHINGS while at 
San Diego, asking my —- but expressly stating that he did not intend 
toempioy me. bat that he wished me to give my opinion. 


= said something 
understand you to 


I 
8 
mire of California. You 
before that? 
Mr. CORTHELL. 


done some work for Mr. Hunting- 


5 


I was, for four years, when obtaining a charter from Con- 
gress, the representative of six railroads at New Orleans, and the president 
of the Southern Bridge and Railroad Company while the charter was being 
obtained for a railroad bridge over the Mississippi, it was (by previousagree- 


ment among the rs of the companies) then transferred to the rail- 
road That was the —- o getting the charter. I resigned my 
position as t and was reelected chief engineer, and Mr. Huntington 


was president. Those are my relations with him. Of course I was 
very £int. on account of these relations, to do anything which I could prop- 
erly do that Mr. Huntington requested. 

Mr. President, what justification is there for the assertion that 
was an official investigation? I appeal not only to lawyers, 
to those used to analyzing human statements and to deter- 
the candor or want of candor of individual declaration, 
ask, Does any man believe that the person who thus ad- 
this communication to me and other Senators is any more 


[ne 


than the employee of the interest in this case, which is making | 


this determined contest for personal profit? Is there any question 
about it? Official position! Whoconferred it? I repudiate, deny, 
and controvert the assertion that the Committee on Commerce 
ever authorized this man to make any investigation. They never 
Does anyone suppose that in the year 1894 I, conscious of this 
man’s relation to an interested party, ever would have consented 
toe or without emphatic demurrer his appointment in 
any such confidential place? Does anyone believe that I would 
been willing to intrust my constituents’ interests to one 
I knew was in the pay of a person toward whom my con- 
occupied an antagonistic relation? Senators, indeed, 

» if they chose, ask Corthell to make the investigation. 
was their individual affair. He was first asked by Mr. Hunt- 
Mr. Huntington had a right to ask him. It was Mr. 
untington’s affair properly to examine into the case and to 
the most ed men he could obtain. Mr. Corthell is a 
skillful engi , and for years, as his testimony 
been associated with Mr. Huntin 
te and he made this i 


ae 


A 


site 
= 
rE 


5 
g 


E 
g 
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I should have had a great deal more 


i 


t always to come out, and said: “‘ Yes, I was 

id for the work I did; it is good work, and 
byit demonstrate that I am right.” There would 
something about that which would have commended 
’s utterances tome. But he has evaded the whole story. 
. President, it would have been singular had this man been 
sent to California officially to inspect a public improvement by gen- 
tlemen who were authorized themselves to act in committee upon 
that without any record in their committee that it was so 
done, never was any such appointment. There never was 
any such authority. I have resided for half of my life, for all 


me 
E 
i 


my manhood’s days, in the county of Los Angeles, where this im- | that two boards of United States engineers, acting under oath 


ee eee to Bo made. I know its people 
know the surroundings of the case pretty well. 


Mr. Corthell if he had come out, like expert witnesses | 
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has lived upon that coast since 1855. He possesses technical and 
nautical knowledge regarding it which no other man here enjoys. 
This he has learned in the course of his business. The Represent- 
ative of that district, fresh from the people, lives in the city of Los 
Angeles. Ought net we know perhaps something about it? Were 
we not worthy of consultation? There is an alleged public officer, 
a man who professes to be an employee of the Government, who 
talks about his official communication, who visits our home and 
determines the merits of our arguments without even identifying 
himself. Mr. President, his investigation was uninvited by any 
committee, unsanctioned by any law. He was Mr. Huntington's 
agent then as he is now. 

Mr. President, in so far as his statements disclose facts sup- 
ported by reason so far are those statements valuable. In so far 
as he attempts to put himself in a situation of impartiality and 
fairness his efforts must prove unavailing. Heis worthy of credit, 
as I say, as far as he is supported, but he is not entitled to that 
degree of confidence pertaining to an impartial man who, in the 
discharge of a public function, knows no master save his con- 
science, and does nothing mereiy to win individual monetary 
emolument. The one is ruled by a lofty sense of duty to his 
country, the other toils for the commendations of selfishness, 

Therefore, Mr. President, we must proceed to examine such 
arguments as are adduced in support of these propositions upon 
their merits, without supposing that there is any official sanction 
for the report of the committee beyond that sanction which fol- 
lows from our acts as Senators. It has been shown that the com- 
mittee has had the regular reports of two boards of engineers; 
that their reports have been adverse to Santa Monica; that those 
politically authorized are similarly minded. Here I pause. I do 
not contend that any Senator or P«presentative has an absolute 
right to dictate to a committee where public funds shall be ex- 
pended. Asa member of the Commerce Committee I am only 
entitled to vote once—to vote my own notions—and I have no right 
to register the judgment of any other member. At the same time, 
perhaps, the custom which has grown up because of the teachings 
of experience is not a bad one—to pay some little respect to rec- 
ommendations and representations of those who speak within this 
Chamber of the necessities of their homes. 

But what is there before this body to offset the official disap- 
proval from these two boards concurred in by General Casey—dis- 


| tinguished boards, as I have said—one presided over by the present 


| Pacific Company. 


General of the Engineer Corps? Is there anything official to can- 
cel this disapprobation? I have disposed of the claim that Mr. 
Corthell represents anybody officially, unless it be the railroad 
company. Mr. Hood, an able engineer, gives his views. He is 
the chief engineer, and an exceedingly good one, of the Southern 
We have his evidence. 

Mr. President, we have cast aside the reports of our engineers, 
and of the Chief of Engineers, and the views of those locally inter- 
ested, and we have adopted the conclusions of those who are per 
sonally, individually, and financially interested. We have refused 
to appropriate the public money and place it where it is said by 


| impartial and competent Government officers its disbursement 


tywell. | have reported against the appropriation recommended by the 
y associate | committee? 


would be of use to the public, and we have taken it and placed it 
where these officers have said it should not be expended. Perhaps 
we are right, perhaps the committee is right; but let it be plainly 
shown before we act affirmatively; let it appear most clearly that 
the committee is obviously right. No dubious evidence will suf- 
fice to justify such a singular course. 

Mr. GRAY. Let meask the Senator if there is no recommenda- 
tion of the board of engineers or other Government authority in 
favor of the appropriation for Santa Monica? 

Mr. WHITE. None onearth. Not only that, but it is sought 
to appropriate $3,098,000 for this improvement, when there is no 
official estimate of the cost of that improvement or recommenda- 
tion for it. 

This is not a case, Mr. President, where a Senator rises from 
his seat and says, ‘‘ Here is something of necessity, here is some- 


on. He went thing about which I know everything,” and there is no dispute, 
tion, and his expenses were 


and he is asked, ‘‘ Have you a recommendation?” ‘Ni 
no recommendation, but I am cognizant of the facts; they are so 
and so.” The Senate sometimes, in such cases where the amount 
is small, takes the risk and perhaps makes the appropriation. But 
the present is an instance where there is negation. This is a case 
where the authorities to whom we have committed this matter, 
in an advisory sense it is true, but to whom nevertheless we have 
committed this matter, have reported adversely. Weare to make 
this enormous expenditure, not only without their recommenda- 
tion, but in the face of their condemnation. 

Mr. GEORGE. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. GEORGE. I only wish to ask a question; I know nothing 
about the matter and I have not heard all the debate. Is it a fact 


); there is 
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Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. ' 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it a fact that both the Senators from Cali- 
fornia and the Representative in the other House of Congress 
from that district are against the appropriation? 

Mr. WHITE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. GEORGE. Is it a fact that there is no other evidence upon 
which the Senate is asked to act except the statement of two men 
who are in the employ of the Southern Pacific Railroad Company? 

Mr. WHITE. ‘To be fair, I would say there is other evidence. 
There are gentlemen who testified before the committee; and, in 
addition to that, there is the personal knowledge, or whatever it 
may be, of those who have seen the locality, and who, upon that, 
have formed their views. 

Mr. GEORGE. I mean any professional, any engineer reports? 

Mr.WHITE. No,sir. I will say, however, that there are gen- 
tlemen upon the committee who have seen this location, notably 
the distinguished chairman, who has examined it personally, and 
who has reached a conclusion as the result of his examination. 
There are other members of the committee who are also familiar 
with it, very familiar with it. The Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
Jones] is very familiar with it, knows the ground thoroughly, 
and has for many years known it. 

Mr. BATE. I should like to ask the Senator one further ques- 
tion, which I believe the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. GEoRGE] 
did not ask. 

Mr. WHITE. Certainly. 

Mr. BATE. 1s it or is it not a fact that all the boards and com- 
mercial organizations in the city of Los Angeles, which is tribu- 
tary to this place, have decided in favor of San Pedro? ; 

? WHITE. The principal commercial board of the city of 
Los Angeles is the Chamber of Commerce. This board comprises 
within its membership most of the more prominent business men 
of that city. In 1894 the Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles 
had a meeting and determined that its members should vote upon 
this subject, which they did, deciding by a large majority in favor 
of San Pedro. If the Senator from Tennessee will consult page 
80 of the hearings he will find there an elaborate dispatch signed 
by men whom I consider to be representative business men of the 
city of Los Angeles, also in favor of San Pedro. 

Mr. President, I dislike to go on further with this subject now. 
I will state the reason. I have been suffering from a severe cold 
for three or four days, and I feel the effects of it scmewhat. I 
shall go on and finish in the morning. I should prefer to proceed 
now if I were physically able, but in my present condition I do 
not like to risk going on further to-night. 

Mr. HARRIS. In view of the suggestion of the Senator from 
California, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was eed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 11 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, May 9, 
1896, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


MOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Fripay, May 8, 1896. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m, Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupDEN. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
roved, 
P SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV. the following Senate bills were 
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred by the Speaker as fol- 


lows: 
A bill (8. 122) granting an increase of pension to Jerusha Stur- 


gis, widow of Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (8. 527) for the relief of Margaret C. McKay, widow of 
the late Dr. William U. McKay, of Oregon—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 1883) to grant a pension to Charlotte O. Van Cleve, 
widow of Gen. Horatio P. Van Cleve—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

A bill (S. 2729) granting a pension to Emma Weir Casey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
journs to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 
e motion was agreed to. 
GAS AND NAPHTHA LAUNCHES. 


Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Same, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1646) providing for certain 


uirements for vessels propelled b , fluid, naphtha, etc. 
"The bill was read. ne 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 
Mr. GARDNER. I object. 


TITLE TO CERTAIN LANDS, 


Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 1436) to 
—— title to lands in persons who eee the same in good 
aith without notice and for a valuable consideration, and to 
enable the Government to issue patents on such lands, and that 
commutations of homestead entries shall take effect from date of 
settlement and not from date of entry. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That whenever it shall appear to the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office that an error been made by the officers of any 
count land office in receiving premature commutation proofs under the hom<- 
8 laws, and that there was no fraud practiced by the entryman in mak- 
ing such proofs, and final eae has m made and a final certificate of 
entry has been issued to the entryman, and that there were no adversa 
claimants to the land described in the certificates of entry whose rights 
originated prior to making such final om, Oe certificates of entry shall 
be in all th: gn to the entryman, heirs, legal representatives, 
gran , mo and a patent issue thereon. 
mmutations of homestead entries shall be allowed after 

the expiration of fourteen months from date of settlement. 

Seco. 3. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with any of the provisions 
of this act are hereby ree 

Sec. 4. That this act take effect and be in force from and after its pas- 
sage ahd approval. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of this bill? 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to hear the gentleman who presents this bill explain 
the effect of the second section, 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill the object of which 
is to quiet the title to certain lands which title has been rendered 
obscure by mistakes made in some of the land offices. The Dill 
has received the warm approval of the Secre of the Interior 
and of the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and as the 


wees is brief and explains the matter very fully, I ask that it be 
read. 


The report (by Mr. BARNEY) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
1436) entitled “A bill to quiet the title to lands,” etc., beg leave to submit the 
following report, and recommend that said do pass with certain amend- 
ments hereinafter su » 

Prior to March 3, 1891, commutation of a homestead entry could be made at 
any time after the expiration of six months from the date of settlement. At 
that time the law was changed, extend the time of settlement to fourteen 
months. Notwithstanding this change the law many of the local land 
offices have permitted commutation to be made at the end of six months from 
the date of filing or settlement, if made before that time and the filing after- 
wards, and have eo a duplicate certificate of onan which in most States 
is an evidence of title; and upon these evidences of t tle much land has been 
conveyed to innocent purchasers, land has been and timber sold 
and taken owe. These _— have relied upon the title as conveyed 
by the United States, as it would seem aoe ought to de tected in doing. 
A late decision of the Interior t holds that many of these commu- 
tations at the end of six months are invalid and that such entries are sub- 
ject to cancellation; and many casesare now pending before that Department 
where an enforcement of this rule would work great pereenee to innocent 

ies wee Save relied upon the certificate of some of the officers of the 
vernment. 

In order that the act may not seem to excuse such 
at the ition of the Land 

ply to previous e w 
tofore”’ before 


hereafter, and 
2, committee recommend that 

hich one by ** here- 
e word “ been” in the fourth line of the first section. For 
the pu also of making it absolutely certain that it will have no appli- 
cation cases where a homestead entry has been abandoned and subse- 

—_—— by innocent parties, the committee also recommend that the 
ollowing provision be added to the first section of the bill: 

* Provided, That this act shall not ly to commutation and homestead 
entries on which final certificates have issued, and which have hereto- 
fore been SS oe the lands made vacant by such cancellation have 

The following ar or porte of th eet and the Secreta: 
e follo are the re e Commissioner retary 

of the Interior on the bill: 
“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 

“ Washington, January 30, 1896. 
“Srr: I have the honor to hand you herewith a report from the Commis- 
sioner of the General Lan on H.R. 1 ‘to quiet title to lands in per- 
sons who the t notice and for a valuable 


that may occur after its 


fore; hence present form be ’ 
enthonas Isubmit herewith for your consideration the Commissioner's re- 


ereon. 
“Very respectfully, HOKE SMITH, Secretary. 
“Hon. Joun F. LACEY. - 
“ Chairman Committee on the Public Lands, 
“ House of 











“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., January 29, 1896. 

‘*Srr: Iam in receipt, by reference from the Department, January 20, 1896, 
for report in duplicate and return of papers, of H. R. 1436, ‘ to quiet title to 
lands in persons who purchased the same in good faith without notice and 
for a valuable co ration, and to enable the Government to issue patents 
on such lands, and that commutations of homestead entries shall take effect 
from date of settlement and not from date of entry,’ which was referred to 
the Departmen} by Hon. Jonun F. Lacey, chairman of-the Committee on the 
Public ds, United States House of Representatives, with request for sug- 
gestions from you to assist the Committee on the Public Lands in its consid- 
eration. lita 


The bill 
“ ‘That whenever it shall appear to the Commissioner of the General Land 
Office that an error has been made by the officers of any local land office in 
receiving premature commutation proofs under the homestead laws, and 
that there was nofraud practiced by the entryman in making such proofs, 
and yment has n made and a final certificate of entry has been 
entryman, and that there were no adverse claimants tothe land 


issued to 
described in the certificates of entry whose rights originated prior to making 


such final such certificates of entry shall be in all things confirmed to 
the en , his heirs, legal representatives, assigns, grantees, mortgagees, 
and a patent issue thereon. 


“*Szo.2. That all commutations of homestead entries shall be allowed after 
the expiration of fourteen months from date of settlement. 

“*Sgo. 3. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict with any of the provi- 
sions of this act are hereby repealed. 

“* Seo. 4. That this act take effect and be in force from and after its 


passage and —-. 

“In reply I have the honor to report that on January 14, 1895, I made report 
on a bill similar to the first section of this, but restricted in its application to 
lands in Wisconsin restored under the act of June 20, 1890 (26 Stat. L., 169), 
commonly known as reservoir lands, and to cases in which the land had been 
sold or encumbered in good faith after issue of final certificate to a bona fide 

urchaser or brancer for a valuable consideration, on presentation to 
The land office of satisfactory proof of such sale or incumbrance. 

“This bill is broader in its terms and proposes to confirm all certificates 
issued by error of the local officers on premature commutation proof, whether 
in the hands of the original entryman or of the purchaser; however, as it is 
of a remedial nature, I think the word “ heretofore” should be inserted after 
* been’ 2 4. After the bill is so amended, I see no objection to the first 


section 4 

“In to the second section, it is proper to state that by section 2301, 
United Revised Statutes, homestead claimants were allowed to com- 
mute on making ae of settlement and cultivation as provided by law grant- 


. By 21, act of May 2, 1890 (26 Stat. L., 81), settlers in (old) Oklahoma 

were allowed to pay for the land at $1.25 per acre and receive a patent after 

twelve months the date of locating upon the homestead, on showing 
with all the laws relating to homestead settlement. 

“ By section 6, act of March 3, 1891 (26 Stat. L., 1095), section 2301, Revised 

Statutes, was amended so as to allow commutation on proof of settlement 

residence, cultivation for the period of fourteen monthsafter the date of 


the entry. 

By saction 2 of the act of October 20, 1893 (28 Stat. L., 3), settlers upon the 

Absentee Shawnee, Pottawatomie, and Cheyenne and Arapahoe lands were 

to pay for the land at $1.50 per acre, and settlers on the public-land 
—_ at _— acre, and obtain a patent therefor, by showing a compliance 
with all ws relating to homestead settlement to date of proof, at the 
expiration of twelve months from the date of locating upon the homestead. 

* By section 19, act of August 15, 1804 (28 Stat. L., =>. the right of commuta 
tion was extended to all bona fide settlers on lands in the Cherokee Outlet 
after fourteen months from date of settlement upon full payment for the 
lands at oe provided in said act. 

“As by second section the period of commutation is rendered uniform, 
I see no objection to the passage of the bill after the first section is amended. 

“On December 17, 1895, this office forwarded to the Department a draft of 
a section 2301, United States Revised Statutes, so as to allow 
commutation in fourteen months from date of settlement. 

“The third and fourth sections of the bill seem to require no comment. 
Thore is, therefore, no epovten to the bill if amended as suggested, and the 
same is herewith returned. 

E. F. BEST, Acting Commissioner. 


“The SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.” 


The amendments recommended in the report were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
= — and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
e an . 
On of Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin a motion to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


ARREDONDO GRANT, FLORIDA. 


Mr. COOPER of Florida. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the t consideration of the bill (H. R. 4255) to pro- 
vide for settlement of titles and disposition of public lands in the 

oO t, in Columbia County, Fla. 

The . Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? 
Mr. DINGLEY. I hope the gentleman will explain the bill. 

Mr. COOPER of Florida. r. Speaker, this bill covers about 
000 acres in one of the oldest settled icultural portions of 
the State of Florida. This land was opened and offered as United 
States land on May 26, 1828, and again on July 25, 1835. The 
Columbia County, Lake City, a town of three or 

bitants, is on this land, and nearly all the land 
tract is in settled and cultivated farms which 
der the color of title from the United States, or 
ts from the United States, for two or three genera- 


Ps 


i 
: 


is 
# 
g 


tions. In 1882 there was a decree in the United States court which 
finally settled that there was a valid Spanish grant supposed to 
cover these lands. The grant had never been definitely surveyed. 
By decree of the United States court, under a statute, that grant 
was floated for scrip, and the claim of the Spanish grantees has 


‘ CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


4985 


been wholly removed. The titles affected by the bill are none of 
them the titles of squatters. They are the titles of actual pur- 
chasers under title or color of title derived from the United States 
or through the United States. The bill has been carefully drawn 
and is carefully guarded. It has been reported unanimously by 
the Public Lands Committee, and the Interior Department has 
stated that there is no objection to it. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. COOPER of Florida, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 





MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLarr, one of its clerks, 

announced that the Senate had — the following resolution; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be presen 10,000 cogies of the report made by Messrs. Ludlow, Endicott, and 
Noble, of date October 31, 1895, upon the Nicaragua Canal, together wit4 all 
the appendixes, mange. ylans, and profiles accompanying the same, as submit- 
ted by them, 6,000 of which shall be for the use of the House of Representa- 
tives and 4,000 for the use of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to furnish to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, in compliance with its request, a duplicate engrossed copy of the 
bill (S. 2501) for the relief of James Sims, of Marshall County, Miss. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed, with- 
out amendment, bills of the following titles: 

A bill (H.R. 1743) for the relief of the widow of Thomas L. 
Young; and 

A bill (H.R. 6) constituting Syracuse, N. Y.,a port of delivery. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles, in which the concurrence of the House was 
requested: 

A bill (S. 2962) to confer jurisdiction on the Conrt of Claims in 
the case of the book agents of the Methodist “piscopal Church 
South against the United States; and 

A bill (8S. 2488) to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to authorize 
the Denison and Northern Railway Company to construct and 
operate a railway through the Indian Terr tory, and for other 
purposes,” 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the bill (H. R. 6248) 
‘* making appropriations for the legislative. execut ve, and judicial 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1897, and for other purposes,” and still further insists upon its 
amendments numbered 11, 12, 13, 14, 16, 19, 22, 23, 36,37, 88, 88, 108, 
109, 142, 144, 233, 305, 306, 307, 309, 310,313, and 314, disagreed to by 
the House of Representatives, had agreed to the further conference 
asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. CuLLom, Mr. TeLLer, and Mr. 
COCKRELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION AT POINT BONITA, CAL, 


Mr. BARHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H.R. 1982) to provide for a life- 
saving station at or near Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, inthe 
State of California. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there be established a life-saving station at or near 
Point Bonita, at the Golden Gate, in the State of California; and the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is hereby required to provide for such establishment 
and supply the same with the necessary life-saving crew and furnishings as 
provided by law in like cases. 

Amendments recommended by the committee were read, as fol- 
lows: 

Line 3, strike out the words “ there be established"’ and insert “ the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury is hereby authorized to establish.” Strike out all 
after the word “ California,” in line 6. 

The SPEAKER. 
of this bill? 

Mr. DINGLEY. Without objecting, Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
say with reference to this bill that the amendments proposed, 
which are proper, make the bill simply authorize the Secretary of 
the Treasury to establish this life-saving station. This leaves the 
Secretary of the Treasury to establish life-saving stations at any 
authorized point that the Department may deem proper, and 
there is a general appropriation made in the sundry civil bill for 
that pu Therefore the passage of bills of this character 
does not by any means bind the Department. There is no objec- 
tion to these bills, as they contain no appropriation. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


time, and 
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On motion of Mr. BARHAM, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


AMERICAN CATTLE IMPORTED INTO GREAT BRITAIN, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania - STAHLE} on a privileged matter. 

Mr. STAHLE. I am directed by the Committee on culture 
to report back favorably the resolution which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if in his judg- 
ment not incompatible with the public interest, to communicate to the House 
of Representatives what, if anyt , has been done by the State De - 
ment to carry out the followin provisions of the act making eugronsts ions 
for the eens of Aaviodibere for the year 1896, approved March 2, 1895, 
to wit: “ t the President of the United tes be requested to cause cor- 
respondence and negotiation to be had, through the Department of State or 
otherwise, with the authorities of the Kingdom of Great Britain, for the pur- 

» of securing the abrogation or modification of the regulations now en- 
orced by said authorities which require cattle imported into Great Britain 
from the United States of America to be htered at the port of en 
and prohibiting the same from being carried alive to other places in said 
om.”’ 


And he is aiso nested to communicate to the House of Representatives 
S amon which has been received by the State Department in regard 
said matter. 


—_ McCREARY of Kentucky. What committee reports this 
resolution? 

The SPEAKER. The Committee on Agriculture. The ques- 
tion is on agreeing to the resolution. 

Mr. McCREARY of Kentucky. I should like to hear some 
statement in r d to the resolution. 

Mr. STAHLE. The Committee on Agriculture had this reso- 
lution before them this morning and unanimously directed that it 
be reported in the shape just read. It simply proposes to inquire 
what action has been taken in reference to carrying into effect a 
7 of law adopted last winter. The inquiry has relation 

a regulation of the British Government requiring that all cattle 
from the United States be seaapaoree at the port of entry, and 
not taken alive into that Kingdom. We seek to obtain this 
resolution whatever information may be accessible on this subject. 

Mr. MoCREARY of Kentucky. the resolution been rec- 
ee the Committee on Agriculture unanimously? 

Mr. STAHLE. Yes, sir. 

The resolution was ado 

On motion of Mr. ST 
was laid on the table. 


LIFE-SAVING STATION, PORT HURON, MICH. 
Mr. SNOVER. Iask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8260) to establish a life-savi 
of Lake Huron, 


LE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 


station at Port Huron, on the coast 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and *s hereby, 
authorized to establish a life-sa station on the light-house :uservation 
be'onging to the United States at Port Huron, on the coast of Lake Huron, 
in the State of Michigan. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Has this bill been favorably reported by a 
committee? 

Mr. SNOVER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DINGLEY. - It simply authorizes the establishment of this 
life-saving station; it is not peremptory, as I understand. 

There being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation cf the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I suggest that the title of the bill be amended 
by striking out the word “establish” and inserting in lieu thereof 
the words ‘authorize the establishment of.” 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the title will be 
amended as indicated by the gentleman from Maine. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. SNOVER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


DONATION OF CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. BERRY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I ask the Clerk to read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H.R.7777) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to furnish con 
demmned cannon. to Fort Thomas, Ky. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to furnish to Fort Thomas, Ky., 20 pieces of con- 
demned cannon for ornamental purposes. 


Theamendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

Ada to the bill the following: 

“Provided, That in the judgmentof the Secretary of the Navy such articles 
can be spared without detriment to the public interests: And provided fur- 
ot. aes the United States shall not be subjected toany expense on account 

su on." 


Mr. TALBERT. I do not wish to raise any objection to this 
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bill, but I understand that the ly of condemn = 
enn Bene seer supply ed cannon has 

Mr. BERRY. This bill will take effect only in the event tha: 
there are any of these cannon subject to such di tion. I de- 
sire to move an amendment to reduce the number of pieces of 
cannon from 20 to 10. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the amendment of ¢}), 
gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. BERRY]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 4 of the bill, strike out “20” and insert “10”; so as to read “1 
pieces of condemned cannon for ornamental purposes." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BERRY. Ialso move to amend the amendment of the eo). 
mittee by striking out the words ‘And provided further, T\\.1 
the United States shall not be subjected to any expense on ace); 
of such donation.” 

Mr. DINGLEY. What is the effect of this amendment? 

Mr. BERRY. The amendment of the committee proposes ;, 
add to the bill a provision that no expense shall be incurred |, ;), 
United States Government for the transportation of these cayy,., 
from the navy-yard to Newport, Ky., where, or near which, Fo ;; 
Thomas is located. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is it ae to put the Government to the 
expense of transportation 

Ir. BERRY. Yes, sir; we believe that the transportation of 
these ten pieces of cannon ought to be paid for by the Goyern- 


ment. 
Mr. DINGLEY. I think that has not been usual in cases of )\is 


ind. 

Mr. BERRY. Perhaps the gentleman does not understand {)). 
circumstances. Fort Thomas is a military post of the Unite 
States. The proposition is that these pieces of cannon be trans- 
ferred from one of our a toa pee military post of 
the United States, and, I will add, one of the handsomest in th. 


country. 
ils, DINGLEY. ane an peareee cannon at the dis- 
ition of vernment for this purpose 
a. BERRY. There are. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Arethey to be used simply for decorative pur- 


poses? 
Mr. BERRY. Yes, sir; for decorative purposes at the military 
ves Fort Thomas, one of the handsomest 


its in the United 
tates and onl ots tate Lafuutay, having eight Cincinnati, is 
now ae the Sixt : ight companies and 
a = band of music. 
r. WILLIAM A. STONE. Have we made any appropriation 
for the manufacture of any condemned cannon? [Laughter | 
Mr. BERRY. I do not think we have; and I do not think we 
are likely to do so. The object of this bill is —- transport 
bores - cannon érom the mre Se tn are to 
Fort Thomas. e of transporting them may be $)) or 
$40. I do not know a is to pay for it, unless the Government 
does so. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Are there not some condemned cannon there 
now? 
Mr. BERRY. No, sir; this is an entirely new post, and is ono 
of the handsomest in the country. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Let me ask the gentleman this question: I! 
the a desires to decorate and ornament—— 
Mr. Y. They have no means of doing so without some 
such authorization as this. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Let me complete my 
= desires to decorate any in way, can it not be 
one by the War De ent without a ial act of Congress? 
Mr. BERRY. I not know, sir; but as a matter of fact the 
Army has no condemned cannon of its own. All the condemne! 
cannon we have are in the hands of the Navy Department, and we 
only want authority here to allow the Department of War i 
oe from some convenient t where these cannon are 
stored, the pieces of cannon speci in the bill for this post. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Where is this post? Bs: 
Mr. BERRY. Itis about three and a half miles from Cincin- 
nati, across the river on the Kentucky side, and is known as Fort 
Thomas. It is now occupied by the Sixth Infantry, a full resi- 
ment, with a band, and is under command of Colonel Cochran. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Is it not practically a park which is used tor 


leasure pu near some city? 
’ Mr. BERRY. Oh, no; it Soci to the Government of tle 
United States. It is a mili and is occupied, as I have 


said, by the Sixth Infantry. it is near the city of Cin- 
ath, d many visit it for pleasure, it belongs to the Govern- 


tal post? 
by the regiment I have 
" ps the prettiest location for a mil- 
States, excepting possibly West Point. 


uiry. I say if the De- 
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Mr. DINGLEY. What is the necessity for the passage of this 


bill? ; 

. BERRY. Simply because the War Department has no 
aan cannon, while the Navy has. We ask authority on 
behalf of this post to be permitted to obiain, through the War De- 

t from the Navy Department, the ten pieces of cannon to 

used for ornamental purposes around the ground. 
Mr. DINGLEY. But could not the War Department, out of 
their own tions, defray the expenses of the transportation 


= BERRY ._ Well, they might, but the committee has put in 
a provision, as the gentleman will see, that the transportation of 
the — shall not cost the Government of the United States 
envi 

Mr. DEN 


. DINGLEY. And you propose that the Government shall 


the ? 
Pir. BERRY. Yes, sir; the Government of the United States 
owns the , and I am informed by General Batchelder, the 
nartermaster-General, that he can provide the transportation for 
if this provision that I have referred to is stricken out of 
the bill and the amendment incorporated. If the bill was passed 
in the form in which it came before the House the Department 


would not have the — to transport these guns. 
The SPEAKER. e question is on agreeing to the amendment 


to the amendment en by the committee. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BERRY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


COURTS IN ROCKINGHAM COUNTY, VA. 


Mr. TURNER of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of House joint resolution 174, 
anting permission to the circuit and county courts in Rocking- 
oo County, Va., to occupy the Federal court room in Harrison- 
Va, 
, 
e bill was read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That full permission be, and the same is hereby, granted to 
the State of V. i tothe circuit and county courts of Rockingham 
County, in said State, to occupy the United States court roomand the rooms 
connected therewith at Harrisonburg, in said county of Rockingham, in Vir- 
the period for said county of Rockingham to 
ecourt-house of its own in town of Harrisonburg, for the pur- 
pose of hol the sessions of said circuit and county courts o! Rocking m 
County in United States court room for the period named therein; and 
that during said period concurrent jurisdiction, so far as is necessary, over 
said property be, and the same is hereby, ceded to the State of Virginia for 
said so that the sessions of said courts in said building and rooms 
may be, said od, fully legalized: Provided, That said rooms shall 
be kept in at the expense of the State of Virginia, and the board 

supervisors of said county of na. in Virginia, shall further pro- 
vide necessary light and heat for said rooms at their own expense when 
econo’ by said courts; and at the end of the — herein provided for, the 
use of said rooms shall be a to the United States by the said State 
of Virginia and said courts of kingham County in as condition as 
before their oecn’ by said court: Provided further, That the sessions of 
said courts shall in no way interfere with the sessions of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the Uni States. 


Mr. DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, this bill seems to grant—— 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? . 

Mr. DINGLEY. I will reserve the right to object until we 
know more about it. I think it needs an amendment. This 
seems to be a bill authorizing a State court of Virginia, or a 
county court, to occupy the rooms of a Government building 
while the county is building a court-house, but there is no limit 
to the time. 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia. There is an amendment agreed to 
by the committee limiting the time to three years. 

Mr. DINGLEY. I should like to know if this is a case where 


the cc court-house has been burned? 
Mr. of Virginia. No; itis abouttofalldown. They 
have to tear it down. They are building a new court-house. 


This isa ae bill passed here for a Pennsylvania court. 
: . Iknowit is, and itisabad practice. Theidea 

of the Government of the United States—— 

Mr. of Virginia. I would state, sir, that the Federal 

Government for 


years used the State court-house in that same 


Mr. DINGLEY. That was undoubtedly when they wanted to 
obtain a Federal court. If the limitation of three years is there, 
‘oe have no. objection to it, although I think the practice is a 


one, 

Mr. TURNER of Virginia. That limit has been put on by the 
committee, and it is a unanimous report. ahaha 
aie DINGLEY. Mr. Speaker, is there an amendment limiting 

? 


three 
The SPEAKER. There is an amendment, which the Clerk will 





| territory since the close of the Riel rebellion. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 13, after the word “ therein,” insert the words “ which period 
shall not exceed three years.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution. 

There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. TURNER of Virginia, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

AMENDMENT TO CIVIL-SERVICE LAWS. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7259) to amend an act 
entitled ‘‘An act to regulate and improve the civil service of the 
United States,” approved January 16, 1883. 

The bill was read. It provides that any member of the Com- 
mission or the secretary of the Commission, in the course of any 
investigation herein authorized, shall have authority to adminis- 
ter oaths, take affidavits and depositions, orally examine witnesses, 
and when deemed necessary by the Commission employ a stenog- 
rapher, etc. : 

he SPEAKER. 
of the bill? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object, 
pending an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is toenable 
the Civil Service Commissioners to administer oaths in cases in 
which the law of 1883 authorized them to institute and conduct 
investigations. That permission was omitted from the law, and 
the Commission have been subjected to very great inconvenience 
by not having the power to administer oatns. They have had 
difficulty in producing witnesses before them, because in many 
instances witnesses have come with great reluctance, and there is 
no power to compel them to come. All the Commission could do 
was to secure the voluntary affidavits of persons who were willing 
to make them. In all the States, I believe, in which the 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will this bill clothe them with the power to 
compel lyon and me, and anybody else that they subpeena, to come 
up and be subjected to an examination? 

Mr. BROSIUS. It gives them the power to subpoena witnesses 
in all cases where they are onthevinnll to investigate. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. BROSIUS. Let me say a word. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I have heard enongh, so that my mind is made 


Is there objection to the present consideration 


up. I think this isa bill that ought not to pass by unanimous 
consent. It ought to be taken up and carefully considered. 


Therefore I object to its consideration at this time. 
DEPORTATION OF CANADIAN CREE INDIANS. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to re- 
port and to obtain present consideration for the bill which I send 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The bill was read, as foilows: 

A bill (H. R. 8820) making provision for the deportation of refugee Canadian 


Cree Indians from the State of Montana, and their delivery to the Canadian 
authorities. 
Be it enacted, etc., That there be, and is hereby, appropriated, out of any 


money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $5,000, or so 


much thereof as may be necessary, the same to be immediately available, to 
enable the President, by employment of the Army, or otherwise, to deport 
from the State of Montana and deliver at the international boundary line to 


the Canadian authorities all refugee Canadian Cree Indians in said Stats 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, a single word. This is a matter 
that is not reported from the Committee on Appropriations, nor 
has the bill been introduced. Itseems to be important and imme- 
diate. Senate Document No. 821 shows the importance of it. It 
covers a report from Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, containing a communication from the Secretary 
of State, by which it appears that the Canadian authorities agree, 
if these Indians can be delivered at once, tu accept them at the 
boundary line. Thereare said to beabout 500 of them. Theyare 
Canadian Indians, and they have been vagabondizing over in our 
lask for the pas- 
sage of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

SECTION 2238 OF THE REVISED STATUTES. 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call up 
House bill 4804, with Senate amendments, and to move to concur 
in the amendments. The bill is upon the Speaker’s table. 

The SPEAKER. This is the regular order, a House bill with 
Senate amendments. 
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Mr. LACEY. We have not reached the regular order; but I 
= like to dispose of that, in connection with another Senate 
ill. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill and then the 
amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4804) to amend subdivision 10 of section 2238 of the Revised Stat- 
utes of the United States and to repeal subdivision 12 of section 2238 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States. 

The bill was read at length. 

The Senate amendments were read, as follows: 


Strike out all of section 2,and amend the title so as to read“ An act to 
quand subdivision 10 of section 2238 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
8.”” 


Mr. LACEY. I move to concur in the Senate amendments, 
The Senate amendments were concurred in. 


H. C, HERNDON, 


Mr. PUGH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
qoonrs consideration of the bill (H. R. 3787) for the relief of 

. C. Herndon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise appropriated, the sum of $204.30 to H. C. Herndon, of Cattletts- 
burg, Ky., for the loss of a registe package containing said sum which he 
placed in the post-office at Webbville, Ky., as deputy collector of internal 
revenue, on November 24, 1892, addressed to Thomas C. McDowell, collector 
for fifth internal-revenue district of Kentucky, and which sum was stolen 
from said post-office on the night of the 24th of November, 1892, and the said 
Herndon was compelled to pay the said collector the said sum. 


Mr. PUGH. Iwill ask unanimous consent to have a change 


made in the eleventh line by striking out the word “ fifth” and 
substituting the word ‘‘seventh” in lieu thereof: so as to read: 
** Collector for seventh internal-revenue district of Kentucky.” 
The SPEAKER, 
of the bill? ‘ 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some explana- 
a of the bill or the reading of the report or something of the 
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nd. 

Mr. PUGH. I will state that this is simply a bill to reimburse 
Mr. H. C. Herndon, formerly a deputy of Mr. H. C. McDowell, 
collector for Seventh internal-revenue district of Kentucky, the 
sum of $204.30, which was stolen from the United States mail after 
it had been deposited in a registered package by him, acting under 
the express authority and direction of his superior officer, in trans- 
mitting the money after it had been collected from fruit distillers 
in the northeastern part of the State, and which amount he was 
compelled to pay over and make good to the collector, although it 
was lost in the hands of the agents of the Government without 
his fault. The matter was investigated by a special examiner sent 
there by the Post-Office Department, and the Committee on Claims 
have reported the bill, and were unanimously in favor of it, as thte 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox], a member of that commit- 
tee, will explain. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I will have to have the report read. 
It is very strange that the postal authorities should not be liable 
for this amount if it came into their possession. 

Mr. PUGH. The report is very short, and I will have it read. 

Mr. LOUD. Reserving the right to object, I will have the 
report read. 

he report (by Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 3787) for the 
relief of H.C. Herndon, submit the following report: 

The object of this measure is to refund to H.C. Herndon, of Catlettsburg, 
Ky., the sum of $204.30, which amount he, while in the Government emplo 
as deputy collector of internal revenue, was required to and did pay an 
make good to his superior officer, the Hon. Thomas C. McDowell, at the time 
collector for the Seventh district of Kentucky, the same having been lost or 
stolen in a registered mail package under the following circumstances: Said 
mouey had been collected by said Herndon from fruit distillers in Lawrence 
County, Ky., and was for tax on brandy produced by them; said deputy was 

uired to transmit promptly all funds collected by him to his said superior 
officer; there was no other means of transmission in that vicinity usually 
employed, saving by mail, and, oes under express authority and instruc- 
tions of the said collector, Herndon deposited said sum of money in a 
tered letter at the post-office at Webbville, in that county, and received reg- 
istry receipt No. 21 from B.C. Irwin, the postmaster, therefor, 

Before the next_ou ing mail and on the night of November 24, 1892, the 
said post-officeat Webbville was broken into by unknown persons, the safe 
broken open, and all the contents of value, including the said registered let- 
ter a $204.30, were stolen and carried away and never thereafter 
recovered. e proof is clear that the loss was oned without any fault 
or default on the part of Herndon, he having promptly acted under explicit 
directions in transmitting said money by yeristered letter, and to make him 
personally sustain the loss under such circumstances would be a hardshi 
not to be sanctioned by equity or good conscience or that would be req 
= i Geelings of individuals. The Government can afford to be at least just 

citizens. 

Your committee have given the matter careful consideration, and have 
arrived at the conclusion that the claim is just and ought to be paid, and 
therefore report back the bill and recomme \ 

Mr. LOUD. Well, Mr. Speaker, it seems wer 3 to me 
that the post-office authorities are not liable a gi a re- 
ceipt for it. There seems to be no evidence in this case except a 
summary of his statement. If my friend from Tennessee knows 


anything about this case, I wish, as he has been pointe 
would explain it. pointed to, he 

Mr. COX. [ understand the facts tolerably well, Mr. Speaker 
as I try to understand all these claims that come from that com. 
mittee. Here is an officer that collected money, and he was dj. 
rected to transmit the money through the maile, That was in 
only way that he could send it. He went and put the money into 
the mail and registered the letter. He took the certificate 5¢ ».... 
istration, and he had no connection whatever with the post-ofi,-. 
After he put the money into the mail it was stolen out of tho 
office; and the only question in the matter is, Ought he to pay the 
money or the Government to lose it? , 

Mr. WILLIAM A.STONE. This was Government money ¢), at 
he had received? sien 

Mr. PJGH. Yes; and after he collected it and placed it in tho 
hands of the agents of the Government, the post-office authoritics 
the post-office was robbed and the package containing this mojo} 
stolen, and the Government officer to whom he transmitted it 
i him to refund. 

r.COX. That was the mode of transmitting it to the proper 
officer, as a creditto him. You will find that there is no fault 
attributed to this man. 
mate WILLIAM A. STONE. He transmitted it to the collec 

d he? 

Mr. COX. Yes. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. How did the collector require hi 
to refund it? 

Mr. COX. He just thought he ought to refund it, and, regard. 
less of any kind of consequences, he paid the money back. 

Mr, PUGH. He did it under the instructions of the collector, 
The collector required it at his hands, and he had to do it or be 
discharged. I submit that it would be a gross injustice to ro. 
uae him to lose it under such circumstances. He wasa faithful 
officer. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Is there not a fund out of which 
moneys lost while in transit from a subagent can be paid? 

Mr. PUGH. There is no fund whatever, and no provision for 
a by the Post-Office Department. This is the only meang 
of relief. 

Mr. COX. That is what brings the bill here. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, Iam very much astonished that the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, who is familiar with the law, should make 
a statement of that character or place much faith init. If this 
ane has a oan — the ene an once and a certificate 
taken, surely the r is responsible. 

Mr. COX. No. 

Mr. LOUD. Isay yes. The gentleman says no, and I say yes, 
most emphatically, Mr. Speaker; and I should not be surprised if 
I remain in Congress long enough to find that this same $20) will 
come back here again in a bill to reimburse the postmaster of this 

lace. Now, then, if the robbery was committed, the Post-Uffice 

partment is competent to require the postmaster to reimburse 

it. This is a very small sum and I do not know but what | could 
afford to pa y it; but it is a most dangerous precedent. 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman’s remark has run off on 
a switch. This is not a question with the postmaster; it is a 
question with this man who registered the money and put it in the 
post-office to send it to his superior officer. They made him pay 
the money although it was lost without any fault of his. Now, 
whatever may be the law in regard to the liability of the post- 
master, that is a totally different thing. If the Government gets 
it back out of the postmaster, they have lost nothing. 

Mr. LOUD. The Government will have no opportunity of get- 
ting it back, but they will make an allowance in the case. [ would 
like to ask the gentleman what the Department say regarding this 
matter, and what the evidence in the case is. 

Mr. OOX. Ishall be glad to have the statement of the Depart- 
ment read. It exonerates this man from blame entirely. 

Mr. PUGH. The Department officers all say that it is only doing 
simple justice to refund this money and that the passage of this 
bill is man’s only remedy. The amount may seem small to 
some gentlemen, butif it be just—and it unquestionably is—in all 
_— conscience it should be paid, regardless of the amount. This 

vi 

Mr 


tor, 


ernment can ord to pay its debts. ; 
. LOUD. Well, I not object, but I do not think this 
bill ought to pass. * 
An amendment offered by Mr. Puan, striking out “‘ Fifth,” in 
line 11, and inserting ‘‘Seventh,” was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
a ieee being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
me, an 
On motion of Mr. PUGH, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


CONDEMNED CANNON. 


— Iask unanimous consent for the pres- 
bill (H. R. 7381) directing the Secretary 


Mr.ODELL. Mr. 
ent consideration of 








1896. 


dletown, N. Y. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

st enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 

cesal and directed to deliver to the city of Middletown, N. Y., for the 
soldiers and sailors’ monument in Theall Park, one condemned cannon and 
balls sufficient for one pyramid: Provided, That the same can be done with- 
out injury to the public service and without any expense to the Government 
of t iniinlted States. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was according read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. ODELL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


KATE EBERLE. 
Mr. HITT. Mr. ree; I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H.R. 485) for the relief of Kate 
Eberle, an Indian woman. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


ired to to the said Kate Eberle, her heirs and representatives, the 
an cat of the trust fund held and credited by the Government to 
that tribe of Indians, the same being the approximately estimated cash value 


rightfully due the said Kate Eberle instead of her pro rata share of the pro- 
vision in land or otherwise made by the Government according to said 
treaties, which would have accrued to her had she remained with the Sac 
tribe. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bill? d a 2 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois what 
is the amount involved? 

Mr. HITT. Six hundred and seventy-two dollars and eight 


cents, to be paid out of the fund of these Indians. 
Mr. DINGLEY. Has this bill been reported from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs? 


Mr. HITT. Itis reported from that committee. The bill was 

— at the last session in the House and in the Senate, but too 
' Jate to reach the President for signature. 

Mr. DINGLEY. And this tribe has funds which the Govern- 
ment holds as trustee? 

Mr. HITT. Yes; the tribe has funds, and this woman is proven 
clearly to be one of the tribe. 

Mr. DINGLEY. Is this payment recommended by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs? 

Mr. HITT. The whole substance of the report is a communi- 
cation from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, giving the history 
of the case from the beginning, and fixing the amount. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; 

And being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. HITT,a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
F. ALBERTS & CO. 
Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
t consideration of the bill (H. R. 5388) for the relief of F. 
berts & Co., of Muskegon, Mich. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 


authorized an: to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
wise , the sum of $435.67 to F. Alberts & Co.,of Muskegon, Mich., 
the same to reimburse said firm for money wrongfully collected from 


them ona timber trespass, and paid under protest, for logs cut from 
lot 1, section 30, township 12 north, range 15 west, State of Michigan. 


The report (by Mr. SNOVER) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Claims, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5388) for the 
relief of F. E. Alberts & Co., of Muskegon, Mich., have carefully considered 
the same and report as follows: 

The facts in this case are fully and carefully set forth in a letter dated Feb- 
ruary 1, 1895, to the honorable Secretary of the Interior in response to a letter 
©. McRag, chairman of the Committee on the Public Lands of 

tatives, transmitting for consideration a like bill, bein 
bill Fifty-third Congress, a copy of which letter is herewit 
and made a part of this report. 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERTOR, GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 
“ Washington, D. C., February 1, 1895. 


“Str: Iam in receipt, by reference from the Department for report, of a 
timo, from Hon. T. C. McRAkg, chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands of the House of Representatives, transmittin 
for consideration House bill No. 8625, ‘ For the relief of F. Alberts & Co.’ anc 
requesting ‘an early report thereon with suggestions and recommendations 
in reference thereto as you may see proper to make.’ 

The bill provides ‘ that the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not other- 
Wise sum of $435.67 to F. Alberts & Co., of Muskegon, 
to reimburse the said firm for money wrongfully col- 
cut from lot 1, section 30, tow: p 12 north, range 


this ber- case is set forth in the letter from this 
mending that the proposition of Alferts bros. to settle their liability to the 
rts Bros. to settle their y tothe 
Government by She Parmant of peas. a be aqeepted This recommendation 
ent October 7, copy of sa etter 
herewith), and the records show that said sum of $435.67 was duly paid to the 
eC ot moneys at Grayling, Mich. 

even} covered By soldiers’ additional homestead entry No. 
y, final certificate No. 6122, issuing March %, 

series, now Grayling, Mich., land district. 
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a the entry, and Barrett transferred to Frank Alberts & Co. March 

“ The entry was held for cancellation by this office February 20, 1889, on the 
report of the special agent, on the ground that it was made in the interest of 
other parties than theentryman. The transferees having applied for a hear- 
ing, the same was ordered and duly had. Upon the evidence adduced thereat 
this office decided, June 14, 1890, that the entryman had not violated the stat- 
ute under which his entry was made, and it was accordingly relieved from 
suspension. Patent issued thereon March 3, 1898 , 

“At the time Alberts & Co. cut this timber they were the transferees and 
equitable owners of the land. In holding them liable for the timber cut this 
office proceeded upon the theory that the entry having been attacked for 
illegality the timber cut became the personal property of the Government 
and it was entitled to its value. : F 

“In this case the innocence of any wrong on the part of Alberts & Co. was 
fully recognized, and their proposition to settle their liability at a small 
stumpage value was accordingly accepted : 

“Inasmuch as the Government has failed to cancel the entry of Delaney, 
and as a patent has issued thereon, the legal title is now in Alberts & Co., if 
they are still the owners of the land. Thuis title, so far as they are concerned, 
relates back to the date of their deed from Barrett, and they are in conse- 
quence entitled to the timber then growing as a part of the realty 

“ Therefore, as the title has been confirmed, the timber for which the Gov- 
ernment has received payment becomes the property of Alberts & Co., and 
they are entitled to the repayment of the money received therefor. 

‘*T therefore yeccmmnend that said bill become a law. 

“The papers referred to are herewith returned. 

“Very respectfully, 
“S. W. LAMOREUX, Commissioner.” 

In accordance with the recommendation of the Commissioner, 
mittee recommend that the bill be passed. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BISHOP, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
Several members addressed the Chair. 
Mr. PICKLER. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC INDEMNITY LANDS, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr.Speaker, I desire to make a privileged motion. 
The House has amended the Senate bill (S. 2221) for the relief of 
settlers on the Northern Pacific Railroad indemnity lands, and I 
desire to move that the House insist upon its amendments. 

The bill and amendments were read. 

Mr. LACEY. I move that the House insist upon its amend- 
ments to the Senate bill and agree to a conference, 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXTRA HOUSE EMPLOYEES. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present 
a privileged report from the Committee on Accounts. 

The report was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Accounts, to whom was referred sundry resolutions, 
begs leave to report as follows: 

The bill to repeal joint resolution No. 21, March 3, 1893, authorizing the em- 
ployment of clerks by Members and Delegates in Congress, is returned with- 
out approval. 

The resolution providing for increase of compensation of Harris A. Walters, 
now on the folders’ roll in the Doorkeeper’s department, from $720 per annum 
to $1,200 per annum, is disapproved. 

The resolution providing for the employment of 10 additional pages during 
the present session of Congress is disapproved. 

The resolution providing for the appointment of W. D. Catlett to have 
charge of the ladies’ reception room, at acompensation of $1,200 per annum, 
is disapproved. 

The resolution providing for the appointment of an additional clerk at a 
salary of $2,000 per annum, who shall be capable of reading to the House and 
who shall perform such other services as may be required under the direc- 
tion of tne Clerk, is herewith returned without approval 

The resolution providing for the payment of F. 5. Bishop for services per- 
formed in the Clerk’s document room from December 11, 1895, to February 4 
1896, of a sum at the rate of $1,440 per annum is disapproved, and in lieu thereof 

our committee recommends that an allowance of 120 be granted said Bishop 
for such services, and submits herewith a resolution to that effect 

The resolution authorizing the Clerk of the House to employ an assistant 
clerk in the document room at a salary of $1,200 per annum is disapproved, 
and in lieu thereof your committee Jeccumnenie that the salary of W. P. 
Scott, now employed as assistant binding clerk in said room, be increased 
from $720 to $1,000 per annum while so employed, and submits herewith a reso- 
lution to that effect. 

The resolution providing for the payment of $150 to J. A. Miller for services 
rendered as assistant clerk to Committee on Claims from February 15, 1896, 
to March 10, 1896, inclusive, is approved. 

The resolution providing for the payment of $00 to Thomas Adams for serv- 
ices in the document room from March 4, 1895, to December 4, 1895, is approved. 

The resolution directing the Clerk of the House to pay out of the contin- 

nt fund to the widow of Lycurgus Dalton, deceased, late Postmaster of the 

ouse, the expenses of his late illness and funeral, not to exceed the sum of 
$500, and a further sum equal to his salary for one year, is approved. 

The resolution authorizing the Clerk of the House to pay out of the contin- 
gent fund to each Member and Delegate for annual clerk hire an amount not 
exceeding the sum of $100 per month, to be certifled by them on the Ist day 
of each calendar month in the manner provided in the joint resolution ap- 
proved March 3, 1893, is herewith returned without recommendation. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Accounts, submitted the following 
resolution: 

“Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund, to F.S8. Bishop the sum of 
$120, for services performed in the Clerk s document room during the current 
session of Con: . 

“Resolved, That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 
and directed to pay, out of the contingent fund, to J. A. Miller the sum of 
= for services rendered as assistant clerk to the Committee on Claims 
rom Febru 15, 1896, to March 10, 1896, inclusive. 

“Resolved, 'That the Clerk of the House be, and he is hereby, authorized 


your com- 
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and directed to pay Thomas Adams, for services from March 4 to December 4, 
1895, in the document room, §#, out of the contingent fund. 

“ Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pey.0 out of the contingent fund, to the 
widow of L ycurgus Dalton, deceased, late postmaster of ¢ House, @ sum 
equal to his salary for one year and the cupeness of his ‘Vast 
fune »ral, said expenses not to exceed the sum of $500. 

“ Resolved, That the salary of W. P. Scott, detailed and cueet in the 
document room on account of his qualifications for the tant 
binding clerk, be, and is hereby, increased from §720 to oer annum 
while so employed, the excess over $720 per annum to be paid out of the con- 

tingent fund of the House; said increase to begin April 1, 1896 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I move the adoption of the resolu- 
tions which have been read. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. My un- 
derstanding is that the Committee on Accounts sie back with- 
out recommendation the resolution authorizing annual clerks for 
members. The adoption of the present motion of the gentleman 
from [linois will not, as I understand, prevent us afterwards from 
adopting the resolution to which I have just referred? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks that the question on the 
resolutions just read must first be taken, and after that the ques- 
tion would come up as to what should be done with the resolution 
on which they make no recommendation. 

Mr. HARTMAN. When that time comes I desire to move the 
adoption of the resolution. Therefore I desire a separate vote 
upon it. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon agreeing to the resolu- 
tions as read. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What are these resolutions? 

The SPEAKER. A series of resolutions just by the 
Clerk. If the gentleman pom Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] so desires, 
they can be re ror a 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. I sk that ‘they be reported again. 

Mr. PICKLER. I obj The rereading of all those resolu- 
tions will take fifteen in 

a FAIRCHILD, I withdrawmy request. [Cries of “ Vote!” 
3) ote! 

The SPEAKER. Unless a separate vote is demanded, the ques- 
tion will be taken upon these resolutions as a whole. 

Mr. DOCKERY. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPZAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ihave just come into the Hall, and I wish to 
inquire whether in the resolutions now pending there is any prop- 
osition proposing to allow annual clerk hire to members? 

Ths SPEAKER. The Chair understands not. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. There isnot. The resolution in regard to 
annual clerks is reported without any recommendation. 

The question being taken, the resolutions reported favorably by 
the Committee on Accounts were adopted. 


ANNUAL CLERKS FOR MEMBERS, 


Mr. ALDRICH of Mlinois. As to the resolution last referred to 
in the report, the resolution introduced by the gentleman from 
Montana [Mr. Harrman}, I am violating no confidence when I 
say—in fact, I am authorized by the committee to say—that the 
resolution providing for annual clerks for members was defeated 
in the committee by a tie vote; but upon further consideration it 
was agreed that it back to the House without recom- 
mendation. In that form the resolution now comes up. As that 
resolution has not been read, I suggest that the Clerk now read it. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


and 


sum of $100 
dar month 
1883. 


the manner 


Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois, Mr. Sp 
resolution I wish “tor th 
of $100 per month for 
of the House, includi 
have clerks. On the seer tak oe cat claeens te ae 
June, or thereabouts, it aaene an — of weil 6,000 
for the remainder of this year, or unti next 

ar session of Congress. 
r. TAWNEY. That is on the theory that every member will 
draw the full amount? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Yes; as my friend from Minnesota 
suggests,on the theory ek er ee eS eee 
amount which would be autho: by the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before making the motion I shall make in a 
moment to lay this resolution on the table, I wish to say that it 
seems to me an in time for the adoption of a resolution 
of this character. is no di , 80 far as I know, on 
the part of any member of this House, or any member of the 
cominittee, to withhold from members of the House all the cler- 
ical assistance which they may need. But there is a fitting time 


for all things; and it does seem to me that the adoption of { 
resolution providing clerks for members during the coming , 
tion of Congress would be equivalent to authorizing an addit; wea. 
issue of bonds to the amount of $216,000. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Dllinois. Certainly. 

Mr. DOCKERY. What will be the annual increase of 
pensation involved in this resolution? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. That would depend on the { 
when the vacation of Congress may begin; because un, * 
existing system each member is allowed $100 & month during th, 
sessions of Co Should Congress adjourn for the pr... 
session by the 1st of June, that would leave six months © 
tion (until the first Monday of December next) during w), 
resolution would —_ And on the theory that every Mey), 
and Delegate will draw the full amount of his stipend uni. 
candhdion it will make an expenditure of $216,000 for the remain. 
der of the session. 

Mr. COX. One question I would like to ask the gentleman 
with his permission, to see if I understand exactly the point—] 
did not catch it clearly—and that is, whether the chairmen 0f .)). 
mittees are to be allowed, under this provision, annual | - in 
addition to the clerks they are now allowed under the provisio 
heretofore ad ? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. In answer to the gentleman fr 
Tennessee, I will state that there are 25 annual clerks of 691); 
tees provided for by law, and in addition to that there are 25 ses. 
sion clerks, also provided for by resolution or otherwise. The 25 
annual clerks draw a salary ranging from two thousand to throes 
thousand five hundred le annum, I think, and the session 
— have a compensation of $6 per day, amounting to $180 a 
month. 

Mr. COX. Now, are all of these membersof the House who are 
chairmen of committees, and who are entitled to the services of 
these annual clerks, to come within the provisions of the pending 
resolution if adopted? 

Mr. ALDRI of Illinois. Certainly. It applies to all the 
members, without reservation. 

Mr.COX. And then are all of theseclerks made annua! |)y this 
provision? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Dlinois. No; and in that connection let 
state that in my judgment before such legislation as this is a: vm rt te 
there ought to be an adjustment of compensation allowed |)\ | 
Scenes SO ee anaes with the com- 
pensation to the committee clerks. 

Mr. CANNON. Let me ask the gentleman this question: This 
resolution covers the members who are chairmen of com) tt«vs 
where these committees have session clerks? 

Mr. COX. That is the point. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. It does. It provides that every 
Member and Delegate shall be entitled to the expenditure of this 
sum. 


Mr. CANNON. But it does not cover, I take it, the members 
who are chairmen of committees where the committee clerks are 


annual, 
aed ALDRICH of Illinois. Certainly it does. It makes no ex- 


GANNON. a — distinctly understand this. As I 
understand the a tleman from Illinois to the ques- 
tion, it is that on tb thane ‘clerks, who of course end their 
ee aa the session terminates, ue every member of a com- 

the chairman by after the session ends is 
remainder of the fiscal year to the services of 


a clerk? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois, Yes, precisely; and at a compensa- 
=< 00 month. 

GRAM. nana Ss Seemnoenventc ntly 

ot ty 8, 1893? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I have not the 

I take it, Mr. Speaker, that this resolution Eeeeee abeolutely 
before the House, and in order to bring oa the House for 


t+ it be laid the table. 
not be debatable, and it 


com. 


1a 


ns 


ym 


before me. 


motion 
ution from before the House 
Before the gentleman makes that motion I 


ap 
of Illinois. Iwill withdrawthe motion. J have 
ff discussion. 

wish to ask the gentleman a question. 
e are authorized to , or rather the Cle rk 
is authorized to pay, out of ‘con t fund of 
the House to each Member and - aa ot hire, 
an amount exceeding $100 per mon gentleman's 

sitention to Stae Maaeaan: 











That virtually makes the same provision that is covered by the 
resolution of March 3, 1893, which provides: 


And provided further, That the provisions of this resolution shall not apply 
to members who are chairmen of committees entitled under the rules toa 
clerk. 


There are, as the gentleman said, annual clerks at two thousand 
dollars a year salary and upward, and 25 session clerks at $6 per 


diem. Now, I understand that under this resolution, just as by 
the resolution of 1898, the chairman of a committee, with an an- 


nual clerkor a per diem clerk, can not beand would not be entitled 


this : 
a D If the gentleman from Illinois will allow me, 
the express provision of the resolution is that the Clerk of the 
House of Representatives is authorized to pay, out of the contin- 
gent fund of the House, * toeach Member and Delegate,” for annual 
clerk hire, a sum not exceeding $100 per month. There is an inde- 
pendent ition, and the way that each member is to get his 
clerk hire is by certifying on the first day of each calendar month, 
‘ust in the manner provided in the joint resolution approved 


3, 1893. 

Mr. BINGHAM. But the gentleman does not read the addi- 
tional proviso in the original act. 

Mr. DALZELL. The resolution imports in its body nothing 
more than the provision of the resolution of March 8, 1893, that 
relates to the manner in which the Member or Delegate is to cer- 
tify his iture on this count. [I am only calling attention to 
the fact to show that the gentleman’s proposition is not straight. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, yes; itis. I think the gentleman is mis- 


taken. 

Mr. CANNON. If there be any question about the matter as 
raised by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BiveHam] cer- 
tainly I should not vote for this resolution without the proviso. 
And it ought to be amended, if it is to pass,in my judgment, by 
adding to it the words: 

Provided, ons of resolution shall not a © members 
who are Png ae entitiod under the cain tome oe 

Several Mempers. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I yield to the gentleman from Mon- 
tana [Mr. HarTMAN]. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I understand the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Auonicu} to withdraw his motion to lay this 


resolution the table. That being the case, there is nothing 
oer the , and I therefore move the adoption of the reso- 
ution. 


Now, with reference to the time which the House desires to 
consume in debating this question, I am anxious to defer entirely 
to the House. I have no di ition oe to consume more 
than a few moments, and indeed would be willing to take a vote 
now; but, Mr. r, several gentlemen have come to me this 
morning and have indicated their desire to submit some observa- 
tions against this resolution. They are entitled to be heard as 
much as those who are in favor of it; and in order to test the sense 
of the House I now ask unanimous consent that debate upon this 
resolution be continued for one hour, and that at the expiration 
of that time the previous question may be considered as ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Mr. , I will say in behalf of 
the Committee on Accounts that I will very cheerfully agree to 
= of ms ——_ from Montana. 

: be r. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gen will state it. te 

Mr. PICKLER. This is private bill day, and under the regular 
order the pension bills on the Calendarcome up. I demanded the 
regular order. Now, av inquiry is as ~g whether this privileged 

order 


question can 

The . Thedi ty is that that question can not be 
raised after consideration has been had to the extent which has 
taken this resolution. 
. Well, Imade the demand for the regular order, 


Reve ne ped ane the gentleman from Illinois presented 
what he claimed a privileged report. 
Mr. PICKLER. ae ws ess—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will not undertake to pass upon the 
— whether it would be admissible to-day or not, because 


yak 


has been disposed of already, by no objection being 
made. The Chair does not by any means intend to say that it 
would not be privilege at all, bat simply that it is too late to con- 
sider the question. 
Mr. . Unless you can limit this debate—— 
Mr, CURTIS of New York (to Mr. Pickter). You can not 


ms 


PICKLER. ed the regular order. 

HARTMAN. er, I have not surrendered the floor. 

unanimous consent debate continue for thirty minutes 

resolution, and at the expiration of that time that the 
considered as ordered on the resolution and 


I demand 
Mr.5S 


Hi 
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AD9T 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman in charge of the bill can move 
the previous question whenever he desires. Suppose you let the 
debate run for thirty minutes or forty minutes 2 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that we allow the de- 
bate to proceed, when it will develop how much time is wanted. 
I think a fair hearing should be granted to everyone desiring 
be heard upon this proposition. 

Mr. DOCKERY. That is right. 

Mr. PICKLER., I object, if objection will do any good. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair then will recognize the gentleman 
from Montana _ HARTMAN], to whom the gentleman from Illi- 
nois has yielded. 

Mr. PICKLER. 


to 


I have called the regular order in the hope of 
getting up these pension bills. Why can not you limit this de- 
bate now? 

Mr. HARTMAN. I move that debate upon this resolution——- 

Mr. CANNON. That is not in order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. ALpricn] 
is in charge of the resolution and has yielded to the gentleman 
from Montana {[Mr. Hartman], and the Chair has accorded him 


the floor. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Very well; I will withdraw the proposition 
and proceed to discuss the resolution. 

Mr. Speaker, I will first address myself to the resolution in its 
present form. It provides annual clerks to Members and Dele 
gates. It was my intention, when I prepared this resolution, to 
include within its provisions every Member of this House and 
every Delegate, a of whether he was the chairman of a 
committee or not. My idea of that was this: I do not think it 
fair or just, first, to the clerk of a committee, that he should be 
called upon to perform the official work of the committee and 
then, in addition to that, to have added to his burdens the work 
of the individual who happens to be chairman of the committee. 
The second point is that it is not fair to the man who is chairman 
of the committee that he should be compelled to divide the time 
of his clerk with the committee. The time of his clerk ought to 
be the time exclusively of the member in whose employ he is, and 
it is too much to ask that the member divide the time of his clerk 
with the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to my friend 
that as I understand it these committee clerks have no business 
to do the work of the chairman of the committee. Their duties 
are with the committee itself. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Yes. 

Mr. HENDERSON. And in my case, and in many others, I 
have no doubt, we employ stenographers and typewriters person- 
ally,in addition to the committee clerks. We have noright to call 
on the clerk of a committee to do the work of our Congressional 
districts. 

Mr. HARTMAN. In other words, then, under the resolution— 
should it be amended as suggested—the chairman of a committee 
would not have the benefit of a clerk at the expense of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. He would becharged with all the bur- 
densome duties which would devolve upon him by reason of being 
chairman of that committee, and yet would be deprived here of 
the very services that other members, who have less todo and less 
responsibility, are provided with at the expense of the Govern- 
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, that was the reason why I prepared that resolution 
in the present form. I willsay this, however, that if it seems to be 
better—and I am not ready to admit it, but if before this discussion 
is closed it appears tome that it is the sense of this House that the 
amendments suggested by the gentleman from [Illinois {[Mr. Can- 
NON] might be accepted, I will do so; but I do not want it under- 
st that I accept it at this stage of the game, because I have not 
had sufficient information and the House has not had that infor- 
mation yet; and I say that with all due respect to my distinguished 
friend from [linois. 

Mr. MILES. What is this ‘“‘game” you are playing? [Laugh- 


ter. 

itr. HARTMAN. Now, Mr. Speaker, with reference to the 
necessity for these clerks. Every member here who has passed 
through one—only one—vacation knows that he requires the serv- 
ices of a clerk as much during vacation as he docs through the 
session. I know members, and I know one Delegate upon this 
floor, who receive from 150 to 200 letters perday. That is during 
the session. During the vacation they receive probably half that 
many. Every member here knows that when he goes to his home, 
remote from this city, to spend his vacation where he has the 
right to spend it, he is compelled to employ assistance at this end 
of the line to transact the business which he must transact in order 
to properly perform his official duties. Any gentleman who does 
not need the assistance of a clerk need not pay him. Some gen- 
tlemen say, ‘‘I have no business during the vacation.” I say to 
any gentleman here who does not have business sufficient to oc- 
cupy the services of a clerk in vacation, he does not need to employ 
a clerk under this resolution. 
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This resolution provides that members shall certify, just as they 
do now, under the joint resolution of March 8, 1893. t resolu- 
tion provides that a member shall certify that he has employed 
and agreed to pay a certain amount not exceeding $100 a month 
toaclerk. There is nothing compulsory aboutit. I want to ask 
any man here who says that he does not need clerical help during 
vacation whether he can justify himself in standing up here and in- 
sistin —- permitting me, who says that I do need the services 
of a clerk during vacation, from having one. If there is any dis- 
trict in the United States that does not furnish sufficient business 
to its member to justify the oo of a clerk in the vaca- 
tion, then that is an exception. Ido not believe there are ten such 
districts in the entire United States. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And the member is not obliged to certify if he 





does not emplo the clerk. 
Mr. HARTMAN. Certainly you do not need to | him at 
$100 a month. You can employ him for $25 or $50, and if you do 


not employ him at all you do not pay him. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another question about this. Gen- 
tlemen say that we can not afford to do this at this time. Mr. 
Speaker, we can always afford in this House and elsewhere to do 
what we believe to be the proper —s to do [applause] and make 
no es to anybody. [Renewe applause} I want to say, 
Mr. Speaker, that I do not believe there is a constituency in the 
United States composed of men so narrow and selfish that they 
are not willing that their representatives shall have accorded to 
them sufficient aid from the Government of the United States to 

roperly perform their representative duties upon this floor. 
[Renewed sousenee] So far as I am concerned, I want it dis- 

inctly understood if I represent that kind of a constituency I 
will consider it an honor to be defeated by them. Ido not want 
to represent a constituency that is composed of that kind of 
ple, and I do not doit. They are perfectly willing to somed t 
me the proper financial aid and assistance from the Treasury of 
the United States to employ and procure the clerical aid neces- 
sary for me to perform my official duties properly. They get the 
benefit of it. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, I myself, in the short time of my public 
service, have paid out over $700 more in clerk hire than oo 
received from the Government of the United States. Every month 
that check goes to the clerk, and additional ——- vacation. 
And in no case, in my mind, has any member of this House re- 
ceived one red cent of the salary that has been accorded to him 
under the joint resolution of March 3, 1893. 

Mr. Speaker, it is simply a cold-blooded question of whether 
this House has the nerve to come up here on the eve of an election 
and vote for what every member here knows he ought to have for 
the proper transaction of his business. I have nothing further to 
say for the present. [Applause. | 

r. ALDRICH of Illinois. Mr. poole, I yield ten minutes to 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. KERY]. 

Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I have been too long a member 
of this House not to understand its —— temper. ow, then, 
if the views of the gentleman from Montana are to prevail, I sug- 
gest that it is only fair and just to give us a yea-and-nay vote on 
this proposition. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I have no objection at all to that. 

Mr. WILLIAM A. STONE. Let me ask the gentleman from 
Missouri if the Fifty-second Congress, which passed this resolu- 
tion, gave the minority at that time a yea-and-nay vote? 

Mr. DOCKERY. ere was practically no minority. The 
House seemed to be nearly unanimous for the resolution. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that the House in the Fifty- 
third Congress, in Committee of the Whole, passed this same reso- 
lution by a oane majority? 

Mr. DOCKERY. Ido not remember; but that is not material 
to this discussion. The questions to be considered now are, first, 
whether or not annual clerks are necessary, and, second, if the 
necessity be conceded, whether this is an opportune moment to 
make the appropriation. I do not propose at this time to discuss 
the first proposition, as to the necessity for annual clerks. I am 
satisfied that every member has already made up his mind either 
one way or the other. I do propose, however, to address myself 
for a moment to the question of the propriety of making this ex- 

nditure at the present time. Looking at the propositions that 

ve been recently considered at both ends of the Capitol, it would 
seem that nearly all persons have placarded on the lintels of their 
doors, ‘Economy, but nextdoor.” [Laughter.] Everybody pro- 
fesses to favor economy, but a t many desire it fond with 
their neighbors. Mr. Speaker, if we are to keep down the appro- 
riations of this Congress, if we are to bring them within the 
imit of the revenues, there must be rigid economy along the 
whole line, an 1 I know of no point in the long list of public ex- 
penditures wh >re it can be more properly applied than to the propo- 
sition now pen ling. For more than one hundred years the mem- 
bers of the loase of Representatives have gone without annual 
clerks. In some way they have contrived to transact their busi- 
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ness during all that time, and even if these clerks be necess; 
in view of the unfortunate and stringent condition of the Tre 


we should defer the passage of this resolution until a more 
ient season. 


ley bill, proposed for the p of raising revenue i e ear 
part of th ~~ oe ne ear 


of $260,000,000? [Laughter; applause on the Republican sj). 


this floor last Thursday. 
cluding the gold reserve, of about $270,000,000, but it 
rowed surplus, and I trust the gentleman understands the (js; j;).. 
tion between that character of surplus and a surplus of current 
revenues. 





cas’ 


May 8, 








ary, 
asury, 
conven- 


Mr. NORTHWAY. _Is it nota fact that in discussing the |: +. 


Vv 


is session, you sta & surplu, 


on the floor that we had 


lent on 
sury, in- 


Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly; andI reiterated that staten 
We have a surplus in the Trea 


18 a bor. 


Mr. NORTHWAY. But you declined to vote for a bill to rajco 


more revenue because we had that surplus. 


Mr. DOCKERY. Mr. Speaker, I do not want to introduce par. 


tisan questions, and I do not intend to be betrayed into a partisan 
discussion, for the object of the gentleman from Ohio [ Mr. \.\).7};. 
WAY] is obvious. It wasstated at the outset of this session jy tho 
gentlemen on both sides of the House that the current reyenyes 


were not adequate to meet current expenses. That statement 
was made at the opening of the session, when the Secretary of 
the Treasury estimated a surplus of $17,000,000 at the close of 
this fiscal year, and I reiterate it now, with a certain deficiency 
in the current revenues of about $25,000,000, and there is no par. 
tisanship in the statement. I do not intend that the gentleman 


from Ohio [Mr. NortHway] shall force me from a nonpurtisan 
consideration of this indefensible pro 


ition. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Will the gentleman permit me a moment? 
Mr. DOCKERY. Certainly. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Is it nota fact that you argued that we diq 


not need to increase tariff rates at all, because we had revenue 
enough, and did ae not for that reason vote against the il]? 


Mr. DOCKER Certainly; but if I had known that this Con- 


gress intended to pile up more than $600,000,000 of liabilities, pos- 


sibly I might have taken a different view. Again let me say that 
the surplus in the Treasury is a borrowed surplus, and if we do 
not trench upon it except to meet the necessary expenses of the 
Government it will be unnecessary to increase taxation, if at «ll, for 
at least three years. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire to call the attention of gentlemen on both 
sides to another feature of this resolution. If this resolution is 
to be adopted its phraseology should be changed. It is known to 
all that members are paid this clerk hire. ey are made the 
disbursing agents for the clerks, and there has been some news- 
paper criticism in view of this fact. Now, Mr. Speaker, we ought 
to be like Ceesar’s wife, above suspicion; and if any action of this 
kind is to be taken these annual clerks should be put upon the roll, 
and let the money be paid them directly without making the mem- 
bers disbursing agents, and thus perhaps subjecting them to unjust 
suspicion. 

Mr. HARTMAN, Will the gentleman vote for the resolution 
if amended in that way? 

Mr. DOCKERY. I will vote for such an amendment; and then 
I will vote against the amended proposition. I suggest in all can- 
dor to the gentleman from Montana that he ought to amend his 

roposition so that the annual clerks shall go on the roll and the 
disbursing clerk of the House pay them the amounts which may 
be due. If this policy is pursued, it will not be in the power of 
an unfriendly critic to put any member of the House under the 
suspicion that he accepted clerk hire and “‘ pocketed it” himself. 

a the balance of my time to the chairman. 

. ALDRICH of Illinois. I yield fifteen minutes to the gen- 
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. Pirney]. 

Mr. PITNEY. Mr. ent T_am opposed to this resolution; 
and I do sincerely hope that this Republican House of Represent- 
atives will vote it down. Iam — see that, the appearance 
of the distinguished Democrat from Missouri [Mr. Dockery | on 
the floor in opposition to this resolution has aroused a certain 

feeling on this side of the House, which I think is entirely 
oreign to the discussion. 

Mr. MAHON. Does not the gentleman from New Jersey un- 
derstand that with the gentleman from Missouri the questivn 1s 
always one of politics? 

Mr. PITNEY. Then I am glad, asa Republican, to stand here 
and discuss this question without any such feeling. I hope no 
one will accuse me of being anything else than a loyal and faith- 
ful Republican. Such I always have been and always hope to be. 
Lam opposed to this resolution, Mr. Speaker, not because I do not 
think clerks are n for members. I appreciate the 
necessity of assistance of this kind. I felt it last summer, before 


the opening of Congress, for I paid every month out of my 
own oo ket $50 to $75 in clerk hire and other similar expenses to 
enable me to orm satisfactorily the duties of the office to which 
Thad been ted, T presume the case will be as bad or worse 
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with me after this session of Congress adjourns. The question is | spirit of economy; and the distinguished gentleman from Texas 


not simply whether this clerk hire is necessary in the sense that it | 
would conduce to a better fulfillment of our dutiesas members of 
Con , but the question is whether it is so urgently necessary | 
at this time that we can afford to vote to spend the borrowed | 
money that is in the National Treasury for the purpose of aiding | 
us in fulfilling our duties. Now, I can not afford to spend this | 
money out of my own pocket any better than any other member 
of this House. Iam poorer than most members here. But I do | 
say that since we have spent this whole session in holding down 
the appropriations to the very utmost of our ability in order to 
encroach as little as possible upon the borrowed surplus which the 
Treasury contains, we ought not to commit this act of enormous 
inconsistency by voting $216,000 out of the Treasury for this 


P r. , from the close of the war until the ist day of 
March, 1893, the National Treasury received every year a surplus 
over and above the ordinary amount which was required to pay 
the mses of the Government, and for the twenty- 
eight years included in this period the total surplus thus received 
by the public Treasury was about $1,815,000,000. And yet, sir, 
during all that time the members of the House of Representatives, 
if my information is correct, ee to get along and transact 
their business and the business of their constituents without hav- 
ing the assistance of clerks or paying clerical hire in vacation 
from the National Treasury. If such service was employed at all 
the members paid for it themselves. 
From March 1, 1893, down to the present time there has been 
every year a deficiency of revenues to pay the current ordinary 
of the Government; the deficit for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1894, amounting to $69,803,260.58; the deficit for the 
fiscal year 1895 amounting to $42,805,223.18; and for the fiscal year 


=e 


1896 up to the — time the deficit amounts to $23,886,793.90, 
and it will probably reach twenty-five or thirty millions of dollars 


by the close of the fiscal year. 

Now, what is our duty to our constituents and to ourselves 
under these circumstances? The Republican majority of the 
House of esp was elected, not for the purpose of mag- 
nifying, not for the purpose of demonstrating that state of things; 
we were elected for the purpose of alleviating the condition of the 
country and the condition of the Treasury by every possible 
means in our power. Shall we shrink from the responsibility 
thus imy upon us when it comes to the consideration of ques- 
ecting our own personal interests? 

When we met in December—— 

Mr. NORTHWAY. We might begin the reduction by cutting 
down our salaries to four thousand. 

Mr. PITNEY. Well, do it, to this extent, by paying clerk hire 
— your own pockets. Wecan afford to pay it as well as the 

e can. , , 

. Speaker, when we met here in December last there were 
but two ways in which we could hope to do the business which 
the country sent us here to do, either by increasing the revenues 
of the Government or by cutting down the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. We have done our share—this Republican House of 

tatives has done its share—in an effort to increase the 
legitimate and current revenues of the Government in proper 
wa We passed a bill—not a partisan bill, not a Republican 
, but a fair compromise measure—with a view to increasing 
our revenue from the customs. It can not be said that it is our 
fault that it did not become a law. We performed our duty in 
wapee to it; but since it is not likely to become a law, since that 
tly can not be passed, then it is our duty to take the 


ternative and do the only thing we can possibly do under 

the circumstances, considering the present state of our revenues, 

ae — is to cut down to the lowest possible figure the appro- 

Every man knows that from the opening of this Congress until 

ph AY femme in this House having charge of an appropria- 
tion bill 


been doing its very utmost to keep the expenditures 
of the Government within veash of the revenues by practicing the 


most rigid economy. You know that your public-building bills, 
your light-house bills, and other bills of a similar character which 
to make increased c on the national revenues have not 
been provided for; the a priations for such purposes have been - 
suspended, not because they were not necessary and legitimate 
objects of public diture, but because at the present time 
the condition of is teetwery is such that it is inexpedient to ap- 


the money for them. And yet, with all of our efforts, 
calculation is made that the appropriations for this session of 
a eeeent te over $500,000,000. And I ~~ not mean 

y, Mr. Speaker, t there are any extravagant appropria- 
embraced in that sum. I do not believe there are. On the 
, [know there are none. We have the testimony of the 
Democrat from Missouri [Mr. Dockery], in his 
comments on the appropriation bills, that they are eco- 
in every respect and that they are framed in s proper 
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[Mr. Savers], the leader of the minority of the Committee on 
Appropriations, bears the same testimony. Yet, in spite of every 
effort that has thus been made, the appropriations for the session 
will exceed $500,000,000. 

Now, in calling attention to these appropriations and in dis- 
cussing this question of the vast extent of our expenditures we 


| must not forget, Mr. Speaker, that this is a great country and 


great appropriations must be made, and no partisan argument is 
to be drawn from it at the expense of the Sesubilenn majority 
on this floor. And when the time comes to make a comparison 
between the appropriations of this Congress and the appropria- 
tions of previous Congresses there must be taken into considera- 
tion and put into the calculation the fact that by reason of the 
recent bond issues of the Administration now in power, made 
necessary by reason of the deficiencies of the revenues, the annual 
interest charges of the Government have been increased to the 
extent of eleven and a half millions of dollars, and the require- 
ments of the sinking fund have increased two and one-half millions 
of dollars, making a total increase of $14,000,000 per annum which 
must necessarily be expended on that account. 

But gentlemen say, ‘‘ We of this House are not responsible for 
this state of things; we had nothing to do with creating the defi- 
ciency in the revenues.” Thatis true, Mr. Speaker, but we shall be 
responsible and will be held responsible by the country if in such 
an emergency we fail to meet our obligations. And the only way 
we can do that is by keeping down the expenditures and by ap- 
propriating no money for any purpose not necessary and urgently 
necessary. Let us declare before the country that we are willing 
to stand by that principle and carry it out to its fullest extent. 

Mr. COX. Will the gentleman yield to me for one question? 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes. 

Mr. COX. I should like to know what kind of service is con- 
templated -by the House for these clerks of members to perform 
during the vacation. What is it that they have got to do? 

Mr. PITNEY. Why, I suppose every member knows that. A 
member of the House, in order to properly fulfill the requirements 
of his constituents, must be a business man. He has a lot of cor- 
respondence to take care of. He has 40, or 50, or 75 letters a day. 
He has many public documents to distribute, and the session is 
so short and the documents are so late in coming that it is after 
the close of the session before the documents can be distributed. 
I am not saying that it is not reasonably necessary 

Mr. COX. lam against it. You need not give yourself any 
trouble about that. My question is this: Here is the member at 
home and here is the clerk in Washington, or he may take him 
home with him. Every letter must go under the inspection of 
the member. 

Mr. PITNEY. Yes. 

Mr. COX. Now, you would use that clerk at home to write 
the letters you dictate. Is not that so? 

Mr. PITNEY. Well, if this resolution goes through, I suppose 
each member will settle, according to his own convenience, the 
way in which he will employ the clerk or use the appropriation. 

Mr. COX. Then, if he keeps the clerk here in Washington, he 
has to send letters back to his clerk telling him what todo. Now, 
I do not see where this work comes in. 

Mr. PITNEY. I do not understand what the gentleman’s in- 
quiry is. I have yielded to him in all courtesy. 

Mr. COX. Iam against the necessity of a clerk in vacation. 

Mr. PITNEY. ThenI hope that the gentleman will urge that 
ground tothe best of his ability. I am not going to take any posi- 
tion before this House that 1 think is not well founded, and I 
think in my own case a clerk is necessary. I paid one out of my 
own pocket last summer. 

Mr. COX. If I thought so, I should vote to pay him out of the 
Treasury, too. 

Mr. PITNEY. But everyone knows that there is not a busi- 
ness house in the country, or a business man in the country, who 
is not cutting down expenses, who is not doing more work than 
he ought and more than he would under ordinary circumstances, 
in order to saveexpense. The whole country is feeling the burden 
of the annual and monthly deficit of our revenues. It applies to 
every business enterprise and impairs public confidence, and we, 
as representativesof the people, are bound to use our best efforts. 
If we can not get some other legislative body to agree with us as 
to the way in which the emergency shall be met, if we can not get 
gentlemen at the other end of the Capitol to agree with us on a 
tariff bill, it is our duty to do, as far as we can, the other thing, 
and keep down expenses in order that the deficit shall be as little 





as — 

ow, gentlemen, I do hope that these views will find a response 
in your votes. We can afford to go without this allowance one 
session longer. Wecan afford tospend six months more under 
the old system of eee oe own clerks and doing our own 
work. Ido not think this House can evade its responsibility to the 
country in this matter. The people will be disappointed with the 
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work of this Congress, not through any failure of ours, but be- 
cause they will, perhaps, have expected us to do some things that 
are impossible. But do not let them be disappointed in this thing. 
Do not let them, after we have refused many and many an ap 
priation as necessary and urgent as this on account of the deficit 
in the public revenues—do not let them have this to charge up 
against us, that in our own personal business as Representatives 
we were not willing to apply the knife to unn appropria- 
tions as much as in tue other branches of the public service. 
[Applause. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. Mr. S er, I eget that some 
gentleman who is in favor of the bill be recognized now. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Montana [Mr. Hartman] to be in con- 
trol of the time in favor of the bill. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to address the house in favor 
of the resolution, and I will ask the gentleman from Montana [Mr. 
eo te yield some time te me. 

Mr. £ TMAN. Mr. Speaker, if I can be recognized now, I 
TM _ three minutes to the gentleman from Massachusetts 

x. Morsgj. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Morse] is recognized for three rainutes. 

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, I pose to vote for this resolu- 
tion. I believe it is just and meet the approval of my con- 
stituents. Iam ons of those who do not believe that members 
of Congress are properly paid. I assent to a proposition that has 
already been made here, from my own experience in four Con- 
gresses, that members need clerks quite as much when 
is not in session as they do when it is in session. [Applause.] I 
do not believe that the people of — country, with its vast 
and boundless resources, are so , niggardly, and mean that 
they are not willing to provide their public servants with thenec- 
essary ical assistance to properly transact their business. 

The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DocKERY] argues as a rea- 
son why this resolution should not pass that the Treasury is 
empty, and says that the balance in the Treasury is a borrowed 
balance; in other words, that the Government, under the Demo- 
cratic Gorman-Wilson tariff bill, has been selling bonds and using 
the proceeds of those bonds to pay the current expensesof this Gov- 
ernment, 

Now, I want to say to the gentleman from Missouri, in answer 





to that ment, that there are less than eleven months more of 
this bond-issuing, debt-increasing, wage-reducing, p ity-kill- 
ing Democratic Administration. [Laughter and a use.] In 
eleven months more we will have a Republican Admi on. 


Congress will then be convened in extra session immediately after 
March 4 next, and will pass a tariff bill through both Houses of 
Congress that will meet the approval of a Republican President, 
that will give us revenue sufficient for the needs of carrying on 
this great Government without issuing bonds; and that revenue- 
will be sufficient to furnish the necessary revenue to properly carry 
on this great Government, including clerical assistance to the 
members of this House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to give one single illustration of the 
fact that the members of this House are not properly paid, which 
led many leading rs in the Common th of usetts, 
Democratic and Republican, during the past few — to advo- 
cate ae napa bie pay of members of Congress. My illustrious 
and distinguished ecessor (Governor Long) retired from this 
House because he said he not afford to stay here. He said 
that it cost him every cent he received for his expenses in livin 
in this city; and now, Mr. , is it true that the people o: 
this great country are not willing to ety pay members of 
Congress and not willing to pay for this clerk hire—this assistance 
which we actually need in order to discharge our public duties. I 
think not, sir; and for that reason I to vote for this reso- 
lution. Lene applause and cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”| 

Mr. TMAN. I yield five minutes to the tleman from 
Iowa [Mr. DoLiiver] if he is here [cries of “‘ Vote!” “‘ Vote!”], or 
to the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney]. As they are 


not present, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. CANNON. Mr. , in the five minutes that the - 
tleman yields to me I crave the attention of the House. Tis 


well enough to understand just what this resolution does and the 
history i 
Congress. 


contingent j appropriation 
the contingent fund. They passed it in the Senate, and after a 
great contest in the House House concurred, because the Sen- 
ate took the position which drove the House, and always will, that 
touching their business and their help they must be supreme. 
Now, then, some years after that the ———— for this serv- 
ice went into the regular =ppropriation Later on the clerks 
to Senators were made annual; and now there is 


in con- 
eee ae eas y of ’ clerks 
trom $1,200 to $1,500 a year. Mind you, are Senators who 
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are not chairmen of committees. That is as far as the Se 

gone. The Senators who are chairmen of committees, that. 
committees having clerks, do not get this clerical assista,.... 
Now, the tion was made in the Fifty-second Congress +,, 
enact a law that would give to members of the House cleri-. l 
oir, HEPBURN May I ask the gent / 

r. ° as ntleman a questi Pa? 

Mr. CANNON. "Yes, sir. e — 

Mr. HEPBURN. Donot those Senators who do not have clerks 
as chairmen of committees have such a number of commit(.. 
clerks as to give to each one of them practically a private cler|: .)| 
the time? : 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, some of them have two, and some ¢ ). 
mittees have only one. : 

Mr. HEPBURN. And those are annual clerks. 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, I understand so; annual clerks just };\., 
our annual clerks. Now, then—— 

Mr. HEPBURN. Not like our session clerks. 

Mr. CANNON. I want_to say, furtaer, that this law was». 
acted in the Fifty-second We gave clerical assistan, 
during the session to House members, not exceeding $100 a 11011), 
on a certificate of expenditure. 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will have the kindness to tak 
their seats. Gentlemen iring to further converse ought to 
retire to the cloakroom. The ought to be in order and 
ought to listen. 

r. CANNON, I will not tax the House a great while. Now, 
this is a proposition = for clerical assistance during the vac. 
tion, and pay it from con tfund. If it passes, later op 
you will have Sa for contingent fund. It is com- 
petent to do it is in our power to do it by a majority vote. A 
similar proposition to this came up in the last Congress—that was 
the Fifty-third. It was aonaiel at length, it was adopted by an 
overwhelming majority in the Committee of the Whole, but in 
the House it came to grief on a yea-and-nay vote. On consi (er- 
ing the matter thoroughly at that time, I voted for the provision 
for two reasons. The first was that if there was a necessity for 
clerical aid for the Senate there was an equal necessity for |iko 
aid in wa gram The — — _. in my set th it was 
a very just appropriation . Buta majo the Fifty- 
third Congress, on a roll call, said ‘‘ No.” ' 

Now the matter comes up again for action at thistime. The 
resolution as presented here covers all the members of the Hous. 
Therein it differs from the Senate provision. The Senate has 
never gone to the .ength of providing clerical assistance to Son- 
ators who are chairmen of committees. Now, while I am willin 
to go as far as the Senate seems to have e—and to have gone, 
so far as I can see, without serious criticism from the country —| 
am not willing to go further. Therefore I think this provision 
covering ail members should be amended so as to except Repre- 
sentatives who are chairmen of committees having annual clerks. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Is it not a fact that every single Senator of 
the United States is chairman of a committee? 

Mr. CANNON. No. 

Mr. HARTMAN. How many of them are not? 


Mr. CANNON. A many. 
not every Senator of the majority chair- 


Mr. HARTMAN. 
man of a committee? 

OTEY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
any division of the time or any agreement as to 


Mr. : 

Has there been 

‘othe SPEAKER. There has been agreement. Th ] 
no e gentie- 

man from Illinois will 


Mr. HARTMAN, I meant to ask the tleman was 
this: Is not Senator of the United States ing to the 
ma CANNON, Ithinknot 

: IN. I think not. 


Mr. HARTMAN. I think you will find that he is. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the gentleman will pardon me, in the le¢- 
islative bill for the next fiscal year is an item now under consid«r- 
ation between the two Houses which reads as follows: 

For 38 annual clerks to Senators who are not chairmen of committees, at 

M:, HARTMAN Thirty-eight is the number of the 

‘ ‘ t num minority 
in the Senate to-day. 

M:. CANNON. There are some of the minority Senators that 
are chairmen of committees. eee ean ne 0 08 Cor ne 

Senate has gone. It would seem that the te has gone 
that far without serious criticism from the coun’ oes *S. 
Oo 16 


islation, it seems to me, is fairly justified by the 

public service. : 
Mr. PICKLER. I wich to ask the gentleman from I[linois, 45 

a member of long experience and chairman of a committee, if the 

clerk to his committe: is ever able to render him service as an 1n- 

dividual member of Cc; 
Mr. CANNON. I rep 

Appropriations never hay.» 


that the clerks of the Caiuaittee on 
rendered me any service in my capacity 
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tive other than in connection with my duties 
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as a member of the committee, to the detriment of the public | 


service; but I manage to get along very comfortably, so far as 
clerical work is concerned, with the help they are able to give me. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. How many clerks has your committee? 

Mr. CANNON. It has a clerk and an assistant clerk. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. I will ask the gentleman to state a little 
more plainly on what ground he advocates his amendment so as 
to ak 
chairmen of committees. 

Mr.<cANNON. ‘Committees that havo annual clerks. I advo- 
cate it, J aay again, for two reasons. First, the Senate (which we 


hereevery session for expending as much for clerical serv- | 


ice for one Senator as is expended for five Members of the House) 
has never gone beyond te providing of clerical service for Sena- 
tors who are not chres-men of committees. So far the country 
seems not to have “eriously criticised the Senate. When I vote 
on this:resolution, as I have said, I am not willing to go beyond 
that. Ji ine resolution is amended as I have suggested, then Iam 
content:?* vote for the amendment and to vote for the resolution 
in that ‘-->m as I voted for it in the Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Then, Mr. Speaker, I assume, of course, that 
the gentleman holds that the clerk of a committee will be capable 
of rendering the same service as private secretary to the chairman 
of the committee that these clerks who are to be provided for will 
render to members who are not chairmen of committees, and I 
can not understand how the gentleman thinks that the clerk of a 
committee will be able to do that if he does his duty to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. CANNON. Ican not speak for other gentlemen who are 
chairmen of committees. So far as I am personally concerned, as 
chairman of the Committee on A a I get along very 
comfortably with my clerical wall y the aid of the clerks of the 
committee, full justice being done at the same time to the work 
of the committee. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Your committee, however, has an assist- 
ant clerk who is a stenographer and a typewriter. 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HENDERSON. That is proper to be known, 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. HENDERSON. None of the rest of the committees are 

ided in that way, unless it be the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

Mr..CANNON. The Committee on Appropriations has a clerk 
and.an assistant clerk. 

~ BRUMM. And the assistant is also an annual clerk, is he 
not 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to interfere with 
the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], but more than the 
two minutes which I last yielded him have gone by. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, | want one minute more. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I yield it to the gentleman. 

Mr. CANNON. I want that minute —- say that I sym- 
pathized with the point of order made upon this provision on the 
general appropriation bill. It was not then in order under the 
rules. I.sympathize with this resolution. If the resolution be so 
ameniled as to meet my judgment, I am willing ‘to vote for it; 
and Thope, if it is to pass, we shall have the courage of our con- 
‘victions and walk up and make a record upon a yea-and-nay vote. 


E = es of Illinois rose. 


Ories of ‘‘ Vote!” “‘Vote!” 
. ALDRICH of Illinois. I yield five minutes to my colleague 
on the committee, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Tracey]. 
Mr. TRACEY. Mr. 8 er, I shall endeavor not to trespass 
on ‘the ae of the House, seeing ‘the desire that prevails to 
vote. I wish, however, in justice to myself to say that notwith- 
ee ge desire to treat this as a small matter, I do 
——— I regard it as an im t matter; and the 
statement of a historic nature which has been made by the gen- 
itleman from Illinois shows how easy it isto ingraftan expendi- 
ture upon the public: moneys of this country by easy stages until 
it grows into whatseems to be a necessity and becomes an annual 
tion. And:inthis way I undertake to say that the ap- 
tions of this Congress due to unwholesome growths in the 
are larger than they ought to have been, notwithstanding 
fact that there:has been a persistent effor: to keep them within 


’ 
' 


4 


‘reasonable limits. 
I have myself, Mr. Speaker, written, I am «ure, 5° letters to 
in my district ining chat the reason. why appropria- 


ons for this thing and thai thing could not be bad was the fact 
that there was a constant deficit in the Treasury of the United 
States,.and a deference to that condition of affairs required on 
Seale et Ends es ere yt etc 
as thea every Rep- 

xesen tative on this floor to pursue that line oi conduct. 





e the resolution not provide clerks for members who are | 
| a condition, not a theory, in which we are « 
| to make the cloth cover the object when there is a constant short- 


























4995 


Something has been said here with regard to members having 
the ‘‘ courage” to come up and do what they believe to be right. 
So far as I am concerned, I do not think I have ever hesitated at 
all in doing what my judgment approved. I intend to do that in 
this instance. My judgment does not approve of the passage of 
this resolution, and I shall vote against it. 
tion to it from the time it was introduced. My position has been 
well known to those who cared to know it. My opposition to.the 
resolution is based partly upon the fact that we stand in front of 


tly 








I have been in opposi- 


nstan attempting 


ness in the amount of cloth. 
Mr. Speaker, when I was elected to Congress I was elected under 


certain prevailing conditions. so far as clerk hire was concerned. I 
understood what those conditions were I accepted the position 
with that understanding; and so far as [ am concerned, especially 


in view of the deficiency in the Treasury which confronts us, I am 
in favor of serving out the entire term for which I was elected upon 
the conditions which prevailed when the election took place. I 
believe that to be the course which ought to be pursued by mem- 
bers of this House; and I sincerely trust that this resolution will 
be defeated. There is a constant deficit in the Treasury of ahout 
four and a half millions per month, and I do not see how, in the 
face of that deficit, we can afford to vote for an expenditure of 
nearly a quarter of a million dollars for anything less than an ab- 
solute necessity. Ido not so regard the pending proposition. 

Mr. Speaker, I do not wish to say anything further on this ques 
tion. I merely wanted to state the reasons why, in my judgment, 
this resolution ought not to be adopted by the House; and I trust 
that it will not. — of ““Vote!” ‘* Vote!”’] 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, if it be in order, I desire to offer 
an amendment iv this resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it is in order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Amend by inserting after “ 1893,"’ in line 8, the words: 

“Provided, That the provisions of this resolution shall not apply to mem- 
bers who are chairmen of committees entitled under the rules to annual 
clerks.” 

Mr. DOCKERY. I desire to offer a substitute. 

Mr. HARTMAN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Herpurn}]. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, Iam sorry for the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. Tracry]. Iam sorry that he is so doubtful 
as to his power to resist temptation. The adoption of this reso- 
lution need not necessarily change his status at all. He can have 
the same regard for conscience and for duty under his present 
**coutract,” whether this resolution passes or not. The resolution 
simply proposes to reimburse members of Congress who pay out 
$100 or less each month for clerical assistance. The gentleman, 
with his view of the matter, will refuse to accept this provision, 
and he will not in any way violate the ‘‘ contract” that he has 
made with his constituents. But there are other members of this 
House who do not understand that there was a contract of that 
character, and who believe that their constituents will justify this 
expenditure. 

When the joint resolution of March 3, 1893, allowing to members 
of the House clerical assistance during the sessions of Congress 
was passed, we were told that members would hear from their 
constituents on that question in the approaching elections. Did 
any gentleman hear from his constituents any carping criticism? 
I have heard nothing of ‘that kind. And I am astonished, Mr. 
Speaker, to know that there are gentlemen who inveighed against 
that resolution, who declared it to be unnecessary, who said that 
they did not need a clerk, and who probably were honest in that 
declaration, and yet who every month that they have had the 
power to do so have made the necessary certification and drawn 
themoney. Did they find that they were in error when they made 
their earlier declarations, or did their integrity serve them only 
for the purposes of dress parade? [Laughter and applause. | 

I believe that this resolution as it is ought to pass. I do not 
believe that the amendment of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
{[Mr. BineHam] ought to be adopted. Why should there be an 
exception in favor of the chairman of a committee that has an 
annual clerk? That chairman of the committee has no right to 
employ that clerk for his private business. If he requires it of 
him itis an unjust imposition upon the clerk. He isa public offi- 
cer, appointed for a public service, not a private clerk. 

There are some gentlemen, who have been eloquent to-day, who 
have gone further than this, and during the vacations, when not 
chairmen of committees, have con:pelled the clerks of their com- 
mittees and the messengers to do their work. It looks to me very 
much as if that class of gentlemen had something of the charac- 
teristics of the ‘‘ whited sepulcher.” 

Mr. HOPKINS, Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question? 



















































4996 


Mr. HEPBURN. I will listen to a question. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the chairman of a committee have 
the appcintment of the clerk? 

Mr. HEPBURN. He does, with the approval of the committee, 
under the rule. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But is it not a fact that the clerk is the per- 
sonal pe friend of the chairman of the committee? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir; if the committee ratifies the appoint- 
ment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Is there an instance on record where they have 
not ratified it? 

Mr. HEPBURN. 
I do not know. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Well, my observation, after ten years of ex- 
perience, is that the chairman appoints the clerk, and that he is 
the personal appointee, or friend, of the chairman, and does his 
work. 

Now, take the clerk of your committee. What has he to do 
after the House adjourns until the next session of Congress con- 
venes? 

Mr. HEPBURN. He goes to his home—the clerk of my com- 
mittee. He lives nearly a hundred miles distant from me, and I 
will not see him during that interval unless I visit histown. Is 
that an answer to your question? 

Mr. HOPKINS. But he draws his salary, does he not? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Certainly; and so do all other employees of 
like character. That is in the contract made with them—a part 
of the aa he receives his appointment. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not at all. The chairman appoints him be- 
cause he is a friend, and he wants him to do his work. 

Mr. HEPBURN. No, sir; that isamistake. I did not appoint 
my clerk in that manner. The annual clerk of the committee 
over which I preside has never yet written a letter or done one 
item of private business for me. : 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HARTMAN. Iwill yield to the gentleman from Iowa three 
minutes longer. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do not know that I shall want further 
time. I have said all that I desired tosay. I believe this propo- 
sition is right. I think the resolution ought to be adopted. 

But let me say in response to the gentleman from Illinois that 
this clerk provided in the resolution will not serve me, but he 
will serve my constituents. He will not serve me with relation to 
my public business, but will serve my constituents, because doing 
their private business, that they are accustomed to have members 
do, to the extent that we are called upon to do, and in that manner 
I will be better able to serve my constituents in their wants and 
desires. omens It is not a part of my public duty; it is 
because of the relations between us—my attention to so much of 
their private business—that my constituents are willing I should 
have the assistance of a clerk. 

That is all I desired to say upon this matter. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM}. 

Mr. BIN Mr. Speaker, I have three minutes yielded to 
me in which I desire to say a few words about the amendment 
which I have offered. 

The amendment I propose is that those committees having an 
annual clerk should not come under the provisions of this resolu- 
tion; or, in other words, that chairmen of committees which have 
annual clerks shall be excluded from its operation. 

It is well for the House to understand, as has been stated in this 
colloquy, that the annual clerk of a committee is designated and 
appointed by the chairman of the committee. I have had the 
honor to be twice chairman of committees in this House having 
annual clerks. I did not act in reference to the then clerk of my 
committee exactly on the plan laid down by the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. Hepsurn}, that is, to the extent of not availing myself 
of the services of the clerk during vacation. I have employed his 
services with regard to matters relating to the Congressional dis- 
trict which I have the honor to represent; and in respect to mat- 
ters connected with the committee I always used my clerk when 
practicable, in time of vacation. He was my personal selection 
and my personal friend, a man that I knew I could trust with all 
of the committee affairs implicitly. I have, therefore, availed 
myself of his services ae the recesses of Congress, because he 
is near me at our home; he is an annual clerk, — $2,000 a year, 
or $4,000 for a Congress, and yet the sum of his labor in each Con- 
gress is but eleven months during the sessions. And I now assert 
that if this resolution should after the discussion which has 
been had here and the un ding brought about by this de- 
bate every member having an annual clerk will feel, in view of 
the restriction as to the employment of clerical hire for chair- 
men of committees, that he is entitled to the services of that an- 
nual clerk during the vacations of Congress. He gets, as I have 
’ gaid, $4,000 for a Congress, and labors for eleven months, at no 


Well, you are asking me something now that 
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expense whatever but the mere expense of living here at the tim 
~ ee is in a. ” 

ow, I claim, and submit it to the fair judgment of th s 
that in view of the fact that the chairman as the eer ae 
committee, that legislative courtesy gives him his own selection, 
which is always ratified by the committee, and in view of the fur. 
ther fact that the clerk gets $4,000 for a Congress, and is actually 
employed in committee work but eleven months in the two eo< 
sions—as a matter of fact, in this Fifty-fourth Congress but nino 
months—I claim that the distinction made by my amendment jg 
just and equitable. It is a distinction that runs in the Senate 
as stated by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon], and ag 
far as the Senate have gone, and I think it is as far as this House 
ought to go at this time. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Would it not be well to have that 
amendment go further, and limit to the vacation the private clerks 
of members who are chairmen of committees having session clerk.” 

_Mr. BINGHAM. Gentlemen who have six-dollar-a-day or ses- 
sion clerks come under the provisions of this proposition, ang 
during the interval they get their hundred dollars a month. 

Mr. ALLEN of ~~ Is it only during the interval? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Only during the interval they get their hun- 
dred dollars. It is a matter of fact known to this House that 
chairmen of committees use their clerks for their Congressiona] 
district relations in almost every committee of the House. 

Mr. MAHON. I move an amendment to the amendment, to 
strike out the last word. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Montana [Mr. Hanr- 
MAN] has control of the time on that side. 

Mr. HARTMAN. LIyield two minutes to the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. BouTELLE}]. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. . Speaker, whatever may be the opinion 
of the House upon the question as to the desirability or propriety 
of making an appropriation at this time, I certainly see no justi- 
—— for the amendment proposed by my friend from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Then wipe out the salary of the clerk during 
the vacation. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. The gentleman proposes to make a marked 
distinction between the service that this House shall provide for 
members who are not chairmen of committees and that for those 
members who have chairmanships. Every member of the House 
who is not chairman of a committee will have, under this resolu- 
tion, the full, undivided services of a clerk to attend to the busi- 
ness of his constituents during every month of the year, and the 
amendment assumes that the chairman of a committee shall, in 
some way, obtain the services of the clerk of his committee in a 
way which shall be equivalent to the services which these personal 
clerks give to members who are not chairmen. 

Now, my experience is that the clerk of a committee has some- 
thing else to do than to attend to the private business of the chair- 
man of a committee. He is the clerk of the committee. He has 
not only to attend the sessions of the committee, but he is obliged 
to attend the sessions of subcommittees of that committee. The 
chairman may obtain some portion of his services at times by 
having the clerk work overtime or when the business of the com- 
mittee is slack; but he does not have and can not have the undi- 
vided services of a clerk, as provided for the other members of 
this House. There are a few committees which have assistant 
clerks. Of course, in those committees the chairman may have a 
better opportunity to obtain service for himself from the commit- 
tee clerks than the chairmen of those committees which have 
only one clerk. But when Congress adjourns the clerk of the 
committee must remain here and close up the business of that 
committee. He must remain here so 1 as there is anything 
for him to do here—not simply for the chubnaan, but for the com- 
mittee. He is obliged to come here long before Congress assem)les 
to get ready for the session, and I see no reason whatever why 4 
member who is chairman of a committee should be rived of 
the services of a clerk during those periods when provision was 
made for other members. 

My experience—and I have no doubt it is the experience of every 
chairman (certainly of every chairman of a prominent commit- 
tee)—that not only by virtue of his i p is his corre- 
spondence creased, but that his private correspondence 


y in 

pile, tequicion, om 

Bills, inquiries, and , a8 well as calls for information, 
come from all quarters. ese are vastly multiplied by the fact 
of his prominence and of his connection with the public questions 
corssalled by his committee. I say in justice to the committee 
that the time of the committee clerks should be devoted to the per- 
formance of the work of the committee. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. As they always have been. 

Mr. BOUTELLE. Asthey always have been in the past. And 
the chairman of a committee should not be su to the ne- 
cessity of trying toeke out such assistance as he requires by filching 














from the time which aclerk should be required to give to the 
ormance of the duties of the committee, in order to be helped 


out in his private co mdence. And Ido not think that mem- 
bers of Congress in their individual capacity should be discrimi- 
nated one class against another. This provision for clerks is to 
take care of what I understand to be the constituent business of 
the member. Ifa clerk does his duty toa committee, and espe- 
cially the meas committees of the House, he will be obliged to 
devote most of his time to the public work, and if he attends to 
any of the business of the chairman he has to work overtime or 
else trench upon the time that is due to the transaction of public 
business. (Gries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!” 

Mr. ALDRICH of Ilinois. 
man from North Carolina. 

Mr. SKINNER. Mr. Speaker, from the beginning of the present 
session, while opposing you in political sentiment, I have been in 
constant sympathy with your policy, when confronted with a 
threatening Treasury deficit, to so far as practical exercise econ- 
omy,and have watched with approving interest how wisely and 


I yield five minutes to the gentle- 


adroitly Ne have wielded the pruning knife over the Rivers and 
Harbors Committee, the Public Buildings and Grounds Committee, 


the Naval Affairs Committee, and the Appropriations Committee, 
and others. By this bold stand for economy the country knows 

ou have lost in ed: even it may be to the extent of losing 

‘or the present the highest office in the gift of the American peo- 

le. The sober second thought of the people, when fully realizing 
the surrounding conditions, will say, ‘ Well done, thou good and 
faithful servant,” and the sacrifice of present personal ambition 
upon the altar of present duty will surely reap its just and merited 
reward. [Loud applause. | 

Mr. Speaker, I am also in full sympathy with my own clerk and 
the clerk of every other member of this House, and I wish I was 
able to give them $100 per month, but not out of an empty public 
Treasury. I fully realize the importunities by which members 
are besieged to promote the passage of this resolution and thereby 
give this relief to their clerks. At the same time we ought to be 
at least as brave and manly as the Speaker and follow his example, 
and sacrifice this more or less personal enon when confronted 
with a deficient Treasury, when he, by the exercise of such public 
frugality, has hazarded his claims upon the Presidency. 

. Speaker, when we come to investigate closely the purpose 
and objects and, I may add, inwardness of this resolution in a busi- 
nesslike and practical manner, we will be convinced that the 
resolution should be entitled ‘‘To relieve all Congressmen from 
the discharge of any duties during vacation, in order they may 
the more effectively canvass their districts for reelection, or in order 
they may spend their summers at some favorite summer resort or 
abroad without molestation from their constituents.” There may 
be some reason for a clerk during the,session, but of this I am 
doubtful; but certainly without legislative duties every Congress- 
man is capable of discharging the duties appertaining to his office 
withont clerical assistance; if he can not, there are at least 1,000 
men in his district as capable and as worthy who would obligate 
to do so for the monthl of a Con: without clerical 
assistance. As authority for this resolution the other end of the 
Capitol is referred to. e House at the proper time should have 
brought per Senators to realize thut this was not the time to 
increase the of their annual clerks, and it was a species of 
legislative cowardice in the House submitting to this robbery of 
the people. 

As the spokesman of the Populists to this resolution I am not 
su to be the guardian or the director of the majority party of 
the House. If I were I would direct it to vote against this resolu- 
tion. If I were its worst enemy I would persuade it to commit 


suicide by the of this resolution, which means a gratuity 
of about $215, during the vacation of Congress to our clerks 
in these hard times, panics, and low prices, when to let, to rent, for 


sale is seen everywhere, and the red flag of the auctioneer is upon 
corner and is seen waving over every barnyard and 

house = It is simply criminally extravagant to give away to 
our clerks this $215,000. I call members’ attention to the fact that 
it is voting away, at present gold prices, 430,800 bushels of wheat, 
861,600 bushels of corn, 51,350 bales of cotton—more wheat, corn, 
and cotton, absolute necessities of human and animal life, than 
10,000 honest farmers can raise by a delving three 
and sixty-five days in a year. It is your funeral, not 

It is my duty to warn against such extravagance. If I do 
not mistake now scattering racks floating upon the political 
horizon, their course is in one direction to the accumulation of 
that will culminate in that terrific thunder- 


storm that so necessary to clarify the political and eco- 
nomic atmosphere of this country and restore happiness and pros- 
perity to the le. 


ane, I ask unanimous consent that 
at 10 minutes after 3 o’clock the previous question be considered 
as ordered, half of the time intervening to be yielded to the gen- 
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tleman from Alabama, to be followed by the gentleman from Iowa 
{[Mr. HenpERSON]. I ask unanimous consent for that arrange- 
ment. 

Mr. CANNON. Is the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania pending? q ; 

Mr. HARTMAN. That may be pending. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent that 
at 10 minutes past 3 o'clock the previous question shall be consid- 
ered as ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I do not desire to object, 
friend from South Carolina wishes to be heard 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to have about five minutes. 

Mr. LINNEY. I should like to speak on the subject, but if the 
House does not desire to hear me, I do not care. 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I shall want ten minutes against the 
proposition. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” ‘* Vote!’ 

a SPEAKER. To whom does the gentleman from Illinois 
yield? 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. Speaker, I tremble for my country. 
[Cries of **Oh!” laughter, and loud and prolonged applause.} ~ 

The impatient cries of * Vote!” ‘‘Vote!” from the Republican 
side of this Chamber which we have heard at every pause in 
this debate are suggestive of the frantic appeals for ‘*Votes!” 
“Votes!” ‘*Votes!” which we will hear from the Republican party 
next November. 

A vote for this resolution is a flagrant violation of your pledges 
to the people and a grave violation of your duty as their represent- 
atives. 

Mr. Speaker, if this is consummated, honest men from lake to 
Gulf and from ocean to ocean will in thunder tones rebuke this 
atrocity. 

I came to this Congress to use my feeble efforts to relieve our 
people from the distress which prevails throughout our land, 
{Applause.] What has brought about that distress? The gold 
standard has done its part, the McKinley high tariff has done its 
part, and billion-dollar Congresses have done their part. I hold 
in my hand an estimate I have made which shows that, taking the 
entire expenses of Government, the Federal expenses, city and 
municipal, they now amount to more than $3,000,000 a day, a 
greater amount than is expended by any other government on 
earth. [Applause. | 
' The census of 1890 shows that these expenditures were as fol- 

OWS: 
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United States Government, including postal service deficiencies 

States, Territories, and District of C Jambie, except for public 
ae spthiiielia ‘ 

Counties, except for public schools, partly e 
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0 a ae ad os 
And to-day these expenditures are one-fourth greater. 
When I look back, Mr. Speaker, at the golden days of prosper- 

ity, of pure, honest Democratic government, that decennium just 

receding 1861, those golden days of prosperity when the expend- 
itures of our Government—when our entire expenditures were 
little more than one-tenth the amount we expend to-day 

Mr. MILES. as not the gentleman from Alabama always 
considered those silver days? |Laughter. | 

Mr.WHEELER. They were golden days of glorious prosperity, 
Mr. Speaker; days which I hope the people of this land may again 
enjoy; and [ believe that the free use of the metals that God gave 
us for the purpose for which God gave them to us, and an eco- 
nomical Congress, would bring back those golden days of pros- 
perity. [Applause.] But what do we see now in every city and 
in every street? Marshals’ sales posted here, sheriffs’ sales posted 
there; ‘‘ To rent,” ‘‘ To rent,” ‘‘ To rent,” ‘* For sale,” ‘‘ For sale,” 
‘* Por sale” placarded on nearly half of the real estate of every city. 

Mr. LACEY. Arenot these Democratic days, too? [| Laughter. } 

Mr. WHEELER. These are days controlled by a Republican 
House, which is now exceeding in its appropriations any ever 
made before by this or any other Government. 

Already the appropriations for this Congress exceed by $22,000,- 
000 the average appropriations of the two sessions of the last Dem- 
ocratic Congress. 

You have alarmed the country with your profligacy. You are 
destroyingindustry. Youare retarding prosperity. You are plac- 
ing a yoke upon the labor of this land which is too heavy for it 
to bear, and I repeat, Mr. Speaker, when I hear the rumbling 
sounds, the groans of the oppressed people—I tremble— I tremble 
for my beloved country. [Ap jlause.| LI appeal to this House to 
halt. Iask gentlemen to consider, to reflect. 
the—— 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired, 
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I ask them to recall 
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Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois. I two minutes to the gentle- 


man from South Carolina [Mr. Taser]. f 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, this is very short notice, but in 
that time I desire to say that I opposed this p on in the 
Fifty-third Congress for the reason that I deemed it unnecessary, 
and I desire on this occasion to again enter my against its 
passage; for whenever a single dollar is taken the taxpayer 

+ that which is actually necessary, it is robbery pure and 
~ e, and I desire to call the attention of this House to one phase 
of the question now under discussion that has not been presented 
before. Members may say this is a small matter; but let me say 
there are 359 members in this House, and during the six months of 
recess the compensation of their clerks will amount to $215,400 at 
$100 per month. 

Now, then, let us see what this would cost the farmers of this 
country, as they pay 80 per cent of all the taxes levied by the 
Government, and then we can see whether it is such a small 
matter to them, the bone and sinew of this country. Ait 50 cents 
a bushel it would take 430,800 bushels of wheat to pay it. How 
many drops of sweat does it take to pay for that wheat? At 25 
cents a bushel it would take 861,600 bushels of corn to pay it. 
How many furrows would have to be run off to raise this corn, 
up and down the rows, on hot July days? It would take 8,600 
bales of cotton to pay it. Then how many laborers, days, and 
weeks would it take to raise that cotton? 

Now, then, when you view this question from that point I say 
it is an outrage, it is a monstrosity, that now, in addition to giv- 
ing enormous — to coffee coolersand bounty jumpers, camp 

owers and bummers, you turn around and propose to pension 
yourselves [laughter] by voting yourselves $100 a month. This 
is what you are doing when you thus add another burden to the 

y over le. Why,sir, a more monstrous pro: 

sition was never made. You say because the Senate has done this 
that the House must do it. No, sir. Two wrongs do not make a 
ight. Let the House do right although the Senate may do wrong. 
= canon. has increzsed the salaries of its clerks the snug sum 

4000. 

Mr. Speaker, for these reasons I desire right here and now to 
enter my — against any such outrage, against any such mon- 
strosity. For God’s sake do not go further in — pension legis- 
lation. You have passed hundreds of pension bills for the classes 
I have described, and you have i over one-half billion 
during the session of this Congress. Do not turnaround now and 
pension ves and rob the people of 430,000 bushels of wheat, 
of 861, bushels of corn, and of 8,600 bales of cotton, which 
have been reduced in price by your gold-standard policy until to- 
day the farmer hardly gets enough to — cost of producing 
his crop. That is the present condition of the people that you are 
thus proposing to burden still further; and I want to raise my 
hand and my voice against this proposition. I, too, like my dis- 
tinguished friend from Alabama, after noticing his trembling, 
begin to tremble for my country when I see such legislation pro- 
posed. [Laughter and applause. 

What are the members doing during the vacation that they can 
not attend to their work. A great number of them are hardly 
ever in their seats here during the session of Congress, and now 
they want to add $100 a month to their salaries in the way of 
clerks. I hope the resolution will be defeated, as it should be. 


A 
L Me HARTAEAN. Mr. Speaker, after consultation with the 


—— from Illinois [Mr. ALpricu], I have agreed to yield 
minutes to the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Henperson], after 
which I intend to demand the question upon the motion 
for the of this resolntion. 

od ae een Mr. nae IT have 7 te ae 
when I trembled for my . [Applause. am Teso- 
lution and I am for the 


against the amen use. 
Sempiuainens Seemmets: tan Unateannanh dette eencth at inenme 
try and not in the interest of the Representatives. 

I made that declaration once before on the floor of House 
and the country has never reproved any of us who hold that 
doctrine. There is no “salary-grab” ent in this resolu- 


~ 


tion. This is a proposition to take one of our own boys or girls, 
from among the of our district, to receive our dictation 
and write our | and do the detail work which is required to 


and ‘typewriter, the ter of an old soldier of the 
old now in ae newer te ma en 
that ne into my office, if I am absent, 

almost as’ about the people the business of the district 





asIdo. She is as much needed to 


to work for the 
my districtaslam. She has been ~ 7 


me seven years. 


I 
her here and I take her and my experience is the eee 
of almost all of you. Gentlemen talk about the Senate! We 
stood in awe of 


Senate for a time, but at last we defied the 
Senate and used our own judgment. Let the House of Repre- 
sentatives be independent now and use its own judgment. [Ap- 


plause. 

You of economy. This eer is as rich to-day and richer 
than it ever was in any hour of its life. We are able to do what 
is needed for the interests of the people. eral Grant, when 


President, during the great financial crisis that strack the country 


and when expenditures were exceeding receipts, said: “ Let ¢}), 
needed work of the country be done, but stay the hand of legis. 
lation on fortifications and on river harbor i a 


improvements no 
now in process of construction; there — ee to strike,” aa 
this country is able now to meet every need of the people: 
and if we go ahead and do properly the work of this country i; 
will only quicken the nation to such islation as will enable us 
to meet all the necessary tures of the Government. [ am 
for economy, not simply in next House but in my own house: 
and my own house is the Third district of Iowa, under the gro; 
national roof on which float the Stripes and Stars. My economy 
touches both these homes; and, impelled by that, I am willing to 
raise my voice here in favor of this and to record my 
affirmative vote where the 0 of my district can read it. [Ap- 
plause. Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “ ee 

Mr. ALDRICH of Mlinois. I now ask the previous ques- 
tion, in accordance with an I have with the 
gentleman from Montana [Mr. Hartmay]. 


The eae mn was 

The . The first question is on the amendment of tho 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BrIncHam]. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

After “ ” in line 8, add: 

“ Provided. 


the provisions of this resolution shall not apply to mem be 
who are chairmen of committees entitled under the rules nl clerks.” 


The question taken, there were on a division (called for 
by Mr. Aupricu of Ilinois)—ayes 104, noes 88. 

Mr. BO Yeas and nays. 

The were 


yeas and nays not ordered. 
tae nn = ggg be BINGHAM was 


SPEAKER. The question is vein th 
i e now on to the reso- 
lution as amended. ¥ . 

Mr. ALDRICH of Illinois, Mr. LINNEY, and others called for 
a and nays. 

yeas and nays were ordered. 

The a was taken; and there were—yeas 130, nays 109, not 
voting 116; as follows: 
Acheson, Cooper, Wis. Hooker, oni 
Allen, Utah Crump, Hobboed, Pickler, 
Andrews, Culberson, Hulick, Poole, 
A Curtis, lowa Hunter, Powers, 
Atwood, Curtis, Kans. Hurley, Prince, 
Babcock. Curtis, N.Y. Byte. a, Reeves, 
Baker, N.H. Cal. Robertson, La. 
Bartiect, Ga. Doolittle, Kendall, Ghenncn, 
Binslnes, Dovener, Kulp, 
nn 
Black, N. Y. Evans, Leonard, ow. 
Blue, Fairchild, tong, Stone, W. A. 
Browener z --% Pitzoorald, gen Low, . Seleaken —_ 
Broderick, Gamble, Mahary, 
Ball, ome Gillet, N.Y. a 
Calderhead, Greta, 
Cannon, Grow, Mercer, a. 
Giickerfes, ‘Haluor Note. Minor, Win 
Clarke, Ala. Harris, le eho 
Cockrell, Henderson, 
Colson, nie way, 
Cooper, Fla. Hilborn, baa “ 

NAYS—109. 

Aah Be 
Anderson, 





ale 
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Scranton, 
Shafroth, 
Shuford, 
Simpkins, 
Skinner, 
Spaldin 

ng, 
Stab le, 
Stev art, Wis. 
Stokes, 
Strait, 
Strowd, N.C. 


NOT VOTING—116. 


Soe. McRae, 
eyer, 
Edoey, Miles, 
Latimer, Miller, W. Va. 
| Lester, Milnes, 
. Otey, 
; Owens, 
‘Loud, Payne, 
Mahon, n, 
McCleary, Minn. Perkins, 
McClure, x 
M , y. . 
MeGulloct, Reyse, Ge. 
McLaurin, Sayers, 
pbott. Goodwyn, 
Aitken, Grosvenor, 
Ait RL Hardy, 
Avery, Hart, 
Baker, Md Hatch, 
Ban ‘ Heatwole, 
Barney, Heiner, Pa. 
Bartholdt, Hemenway, 
Bartlett, N. ¥. Henry, In 
‘ Hermann, 
Hill, 
eaee, 
owe. 
am Howell, 
Clark, lowa uff, 

, Wis. Huling, 
Cooke, Ill. Hull, 
Cowen, Hutcheson, 
Crowley, Johnson, Ind. 

Kerr, 
De Armon Kiefer, 
Draper, pawsco, 
Ellett, Va. lever, 
Elliott, 8. Leighty, 
Erdman, Lewis, 
Faris, Linton, 
Fischer, Livingston, 
Fletcher, Lorimer, 
Foote, Maddox, 
So the resolution was adopted. 


Maguire. 
McCall, Tenn. 
McEwan, 
McLachlan, 
MeMillin, 
Meiklejohn, 
Meredith, 
Milliken 
Miner, N oie 
Moses, 
Mozley, 


Murphy, 
Neill, 
Noonan, 


Ogden, 


Parker, 
Pendleton, 
Price, 

igg, 


haw, 
Sherman 
Smith, Mich. 


The following pairs were announced: 


Until further notice: 


Mr. Surru of Michigan with Mr. Lawson. 
Mr. Curtis of Iowa with Mr. RicHarpson, 
Mr. Harpy with Mr. Harr. 

Mr. Wiison of Ohio with Mr. Dz ArRMonD. 
. BROMWELL with Mr. LiviInGsTon. 
Mr. Faris with Mr. Sora. 


F 


Mr. Hurr with Mr. Miner of New York. 


Mr. Henry of Indiana with Mr. SPaRKMAN, 
Mr. Moziey with Mr. Moses. 


Sore 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Stallings, 
Steele, 
Stephenson, 
Stewart, N.J. 
Strode, Nebr. 
Sulzer, 
Thomas, 
Tracewell, 
Treloar, 
Tucker, 
Turner, Va. 
Underwood, 
Wadsworth, 
Walker, Mass. 
Walsh, 
Washington, 
Wellington, 
White 


Wilber, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Woomer, 


Wright. 


Mr. Srrope of Nebraska with Mr. Huroneson. 
Mr. STEELE with Mr. WASHINGTON, 
Mr. Draper with Mr. TUCKER. 


PRE 


this day: 
Waite with Mr. 


Weer with Mr. 


BEGRREEEEBEEEEE? 


‘ 


the ek. 


a 


H 
ff 
; 


i 
- 
| 


pplause. 


seas a 


. GROSVENOR with Mr. McMILtry, 
. MEIKLEJOHN with Mr. NEILL. 
Raney with Mr. Cowen, 


ABBOTT 

Goopwvyn with Mr. E.xetr of Virginia. 
BARTHOLDT with Mr. Mappox. 
Tuomas with Mr. SULZER. 
REYBURN with Mr. OGDEN, 
Watsh. 
Russe. of Connecticut with Mr. Rusk. 
Lormer with Mr. SHaw. 
ER with Mr. Ex.iort of South Carolina, 
Hemenway with Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


Cannon (for the resolution) with Mr. McCaLL of Tennessee 
I voted ‘‘no,” but desire to 
be so recorded. 


I am paired with the 
MEIKLEJOHN, and withdraw my 


ted will be made. 
as above recorded, 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

The SPEAKER. The next business in order is the unfinished 
business which the Chair will now lay before the House. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous 
consent for the considerat:on of a bill—— 

The SPEAKER, The regular order has been called for. 

Mr. PICKLER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. — 

Mr. PICKLER. If the House should resolve itself into a Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the Private Calendar, would not the un- 
finished business of last Wednesday, being business on that Cal- 
endar, be first in order? ; 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would not undertake to decide 
that. The Chair thinks it a question that would have to be exara- 
ined, because the committee was acting under a special order. 


But the Chair would suggest that these cases can be reached the 
next time the House goes into Committee of the Whole under the 
special order; and it is possible that it may be reached to-night. 
Mr. PICKLER. The rule,as I understand it, is that the unfin- 
ished business is first in order when the House proceeds to the 
consideratioa of that class of business awain. On last Wednesday 


we were acting on the Private Calendar under a 
it seems to me that when we go into Committ 
the same Calendar the unfinished busin is first in order, and 
the bill before the committee at the time the committee rose on 
Wednesday last would be the unfinished business to be disposed of, 

My object is this, I will state, Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. That would have to be decided in committee, 
at all events. 

Mr. PICKLER. Then I move that the House resolve 
Committee of the Whole to consider business 
endar. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tleman to the rule on this subject. Rule XXIV, clause 6, provides 
that on Friday of each week, after the unfinished business has 
been disposed of, it shall be in order to move to go into Committee 
of the Whole. This unfinished business under the rule is first to 
be disposed of. 

Mr. PICKLER. All right, Mr. Speaker. There are a number 
of pension bills which have been reported by the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill. 

JOHN KEHL. 

The first business reported by the Committee of the Whole was 
the bill (H. R. 1261) for the relief of John Kehl, and to restore hia 
to his former rating. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the passage 
of the bill. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would ask if this bill has been properly en- 
grossed? Ifit has not been, I make the point that it should be 
before action is taken on it. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside for the purpose of 
engrossment; and the Clerk will report the next bill. 

MRS. HELEN MORRILL CARROLL. 

The next business was the bill (S.730) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Helen Morrill Carroll, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole with an amendment. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the bill 
and amendment. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendment was agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed, 


special rule; and 


» of the Whole on 


itself into 
on the Private Cal- 


MIRIAM V. KENNEY. 

The next business was the bill (H.R. 3937) granting a pension 
to Miriam V. Kenney, widow of Samuel W. Kenney, reported from 
the Committee of the Whole with amendments. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question on the bill 
and amendments. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of 
which the amendments were agreed to, and the bill as amended 
ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that this bill 
should be engrossed before its passage. I demand the reading of 
the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed, and 
the Clerk will report the next bill. 


MARY F. DAVENPORT. 
The next business on the Calendar was the bill (H. BR. 75) grant- 


@ pension to Mary F’. Davenport, reported from the Committee 
ofthe Whole with amendments, ” 































































































The bill was read at length. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, under the operation of which 
the amendments reported from the Committee of the Whole were 
agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed. 

HARRIET WOODBURY. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1229) to pension Harriet 
Woodbury, of Windsor, Vt., reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with an amendment. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Speaker, this being the case of a remarried 
widow, I make the point that the engrossed bill is not in the 


House. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand the reading of 


the engrossed bill? 
Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the a of the engrossed bill. 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside for engrossment, 


and the Clerk will report the next bill. 
MARY E. WYSE. 


The next businesa reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 49138) ons a pension to Mrs. Mary E. 
eee widow of Lieut. Col. F.O. Wyse. 

n motion of Mr, PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 
the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

GEN. WILLIAM H. MORRIS. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4383) granting a pension 
to Gen. William H. Morris, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole with an amendment. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARY L. BACON. 

The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 5400) to increase the pension of Mary L. Bacon, 
widow of the late George B. Bacon, lieutenant-commander, United 
States Navy. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 
. the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


ARCHIBALD HUNLEY,. 


The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 

was the bill (H. R. ne a pension to Archibald Hunley. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 

the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

JOHN W. HINES, 

The next business 


W. Hines. 


On motion of-Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 
the bill ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and accord- 


ingly read the third time, and passed. 
JOHN COMBS, 
The next business was the bill (H.R. 950) to increase 


the pen- 
sion of John Combs, reported from the Committee of the Whole 


with an amendment. 
On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 


MARY E. HAZLIP. 
The next business 


the bill ordered to be engrossed an 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


MRS. ANNIS H. ENOCHS. 
The next business 


On motion of Mr. PICKLER pn 
the bill ordered to be engrossed an: reada , and 
ingly read the third time, and passed, 
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orted from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H.R. 5712) granting an increase of pension to John 


reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 188) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 


On saan of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered, 
read a third time, and accord- 


reported from the Committee of the Whole 
was the bill (H. R. 4275) to increase the pension of Mrs. Annis H. 


uestion was ordered, 
accord- 


May 8, 


BYRON COTTON. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1022) to incre " 
sion of Byron Cotton, reported from the Committee of the Win, 
with an amendment. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

SOPHRONIA 8S. STOWELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R 
5996) for the relief of Sophronia 8. Stowell, reported from the 
Committee of the Whole with an amendment. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, the previous question was ordered 

The amendment recomn:ended by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird tine. — 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed }j)]. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside for engrossment. 


JULIA H. H. CROSBY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
446) eed ae the name of Julia H. H. Crosby on the pension ro}], 
reported from the Committee of the Whole with amendments. 

On motion of Mr. PICKLER, theprevious question was ordered, 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was orde to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

ao of the bill was amended as recommended by the comn- 
mittee. 

ARMSTEAD M. RAWLINGS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1062) to pension Armstead 
M. Rawlings, of Arkansas. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the bill was ordered to be en; for a third reading; 
and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


nestion. 


MISS JULIETTE BETTS, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4395) for the relief of Miss 
Juliette Betts, with an amendment from the Committee of the 


Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

MARY ORAY. 


- The next business was the bill (H.R. 4598) granting a pension 
to Mary Cray, with an amendment from the Committee of the 


Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
en 


r. ERDMAN. I demand the reading of the engrossed bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pe lvania demands 
the reading of the engrossed bill. The bill will be laid aside to 
be engrossed. 


DAVID MOSTEN. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 1936) to remove the 
charge of desertion standing t David Mosten. 

Mr. PICKLER. I demand the previous question. 

Mr. TALBERT. Is that a Senate bill? 

The SP. . tis a House bill. 

revious question was ordered; and under the operation 

thereof the bill was ordered to be engrossed. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point of order soeene Ses bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South demands 
the reading of the engrossed bill. The bill will be laid aside to 
be engrossed. 
































NANCY GENTRY. . 
The next business was the bill (H.R.5175) granting a pension 


bas ATOR LER. Mr I ask for the uesti 
Yr. ¥ . Speaker, previous on. 
and under the operation 


question was ordered, 
for a third g; 


See os iin Bea 
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Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 


The ous question was ordered, and under the operation 
the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
THERESA PEEBLES. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 4855) to increase the pen- 
sion of Theresa Peebles, of Jefferson County, Ga., with an amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 

The ous question was ordered, and under the operation 
th the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was arreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to be 

for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
ADA J. SCHWATKA. 


The next business was the bill (8.710) granting a pension to 
Ada J. Schwatka, widow of the late Lieut. Frederick Schwatka, 
with an amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole. ? 

Mr. PICKLER. [I ask for the previous question. 

The previous question was ordered, and under the operation 

the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole was agreed to, and the bill as amended was ordered to a 
third reading; and it was accordingly read the third time, and 


JAMES M’GOWAN, 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 3524) for the relief of 
James McGowan from the charge of desertion. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I make the same point against 
that as 1 did inst the other. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

EDWARD H. MUNSON. 
The next business was the bill (H.R.4199) to correct the mili- 
record of Edward H. Munson, late a private in Company H, 
Thirty-second New York Regiment Infantry. 

Mr. PICKLER. 1 ask for the previous question. 
quae question was ordered; and under the operation 

the bill was ordered to be engrossed. 

a Mr. Speaker, I make the same point against 
The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 
MRS. ELIZABETH M. WILLIAMS. 

The next business was the bill (H. R. 5225) for the relief of Mrs. 
Elizabeth M. Williams, of Monroe County, Tenn., with an amend- 
ment recommended by the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PICKLER. I ask the previous question. 

The eae question was ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the amendment recommended by the Committee of the 
Whole ee ees & and the eo as amended was ordered to - 
engrossed for a third reading; and being engrossed, it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 

HANNAH YAZELL. 
ea next business was the bill (H. R. 1171) to pension Hannah 


Mr. PICKLER. [ask for the previous question. 

The question was ; and under the operation 
the bill was ordered to be > 

Mr. ERDMAN. I demand the ing of the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will be laid aside to be engrossed. 

WILLIAM W. FRENCH. 
The next business was the bill (S. 137) granting an increase of 
pension to William W. French. 
Mr. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 
The previous question was ordered, and under the opera 


tion 
the bill was ordered toa third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 
THOMAS M. SCOTT. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 6132) granting an increase 


of to Thomas M. Scott. 
. PICKLER. I ask for the previous question. 
q was , and under the operation 
the bill was ordered to be for a third reading; 


and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time, and 


On motion of Mr. PICKLER, a motion to reconsider the several 
votes by which the various bills were passed was laid on the table. 


SENATE BILL AND CONCURRENT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate bill and con- 
taken from the Speaker's table and re- 


current resolution were 





Concurrent resolution— 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed 10,000 copies of the report made by Messrs. Ludlow, Endicott, and 
Noble, of date October 31, 1895, upon the Nicaragua Canal, together with all 
the appendixes, mage. plans, and profiles accompanying the same, as sub- 
mitted by them; 6,000 of which shall be for the use of the House of Repre- 
sentatives and 4,000 for the use of the Senate 

To the Committee on Printing. 

A bill (S. 2790) for the relief of Sophronia S. Stowell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. HAGER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

A bill (H. R. 7395) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury 
of the United States to reconvey to ‘he former owners a certain 
tract of land in Valverde County, Tex.; 

A bill (H. R. 953) for the relief of William Gray; and 

A bill (H. R. 1602) for the relief of A. P. Brown, late postmaster 
at Lemars, Iowa. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. SHANNON, for two days, on account of important busi- 
ness. 

To Mr. Linney, for five days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

To Mr. Manon, for four days, on account of sickness in his 
family. 

REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. COBB, by unanimous consent, obtained an order for a re- 
print of the bill H. R. 4447. 


EXTENSION OF TIME. 

By unanimous consent, the time of the minority of the Commit- 
tee on Elections No. 8 to file their report in the contested-election 
case of Yost against Tucker was extended until the 12th of May. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. FITZGERALD, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to 
extend in the Recorp his remarks on the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House now take a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. The Speaker 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 32 minutes p. m.) declared the House 
in recess until 8 o’clock p. m., and announced that Mr. Hopkins 
would preside at the evening session as Speaker pro tempore, 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired, the House (at 8 o’clock p. m.) was 
called to order by Mr. Hopkins, Speaker pro tempore, who 
directed the Clerk to read clause 2 of Rule XXVI. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of busi- 
ness on the Private Calendar under the special order. 

Mr. ERDMAN. Irise toa parliamentary inquiry. Is thatthe 
special order under which we were operating the other day? The 
gentleman says under the ‘‘ special order.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No; the motion is the same mo- 
tion as is submitted every Friday night, that the House proceed 
to consider business under the rule. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr, 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 51, noes 0. 

Mr. TALBERT. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. There are too few 
here to go into Committee of the Whole to transact business. I 
make the point of order. 

The SPEAKER protempore. There is evidently not a quorum 

resent at the present time. We can wait a little while and see 
if other members come in. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 

Mr. TALBERT. Before that, if I may be allowed at this junc- 
ture, I desire to make a suggestion that my only object is to get 
rid of the bills on the Calendar to remove charges of desertion. 
I do not think such bills ought to be passed. I have no objection 
whatever to pension legislation and no desire to block the passage 
of deserving pension cases on the list, and if the chairman of the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions will agree to pass over every one 
of the bills as he comes to them to-night on the Calendar that re- 
moves the charge of desertion, and give me that guarantee, to 
show you that I am not in bad faith I am willing to withdraw the 
point of no quorum. 

Mr. PICKLER. I suppose the gentleman from South Carolina 
knows of course that these bills do not come from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. We have no jurisdiction of them, and while 
I have no objection, so far as Iam personally concerned, they do 
not come from our committee, and Ties no right to make such 
an agreement. I would be perfectly willing if the House would 
agree to it. 
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Mr. TALBERT. But the House might express 
to do that. Iam here not with the intention of blocking any pen- 
sion legislation; but I do think that those bills ought not to be 


its willing;ness 


Mr. HULL. Pe ee ea will the gentle- 
man withdraw the point of no 


Mr. TALBERT, Certainly; if that 4 that ae be guar- 


anteed. 

Mr. HULL. As chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
Iam perfectly willing, if the members of the House interested in 
these bills wiil agree to it, to adopt that course for to-night. 

Mr. TALBER If the gentleman says that he will agree to 
that I will certainly withdraw the point of no quorum. 

Mr. HULL. I will make my statement to the House that, so 
far as the Committee on Military Affairs is concerned, we are will- 
ing to agree that this me ae! shall be devoted to the consideration 
of endiom legislation exclusively. But there are a numberof mem- 
bers here who are interested in these bills removing charges of 
desertion and correcting military records, and I have no right to 
bind them, although Ido not doubt that they will agree to the 


suggestion made. 
+ cogent otempore. Will ~ gentleman put it in the 
form of a or unanimous consent? 

Mr. PICK eR, I a the gentleman will do that. 

Mr. TALBERT. I will ask unanimous consent, then, that for 
ye mand no bills shall be taken up and considered for removing 
charges of desertion 
The © SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 
of the entleman from South Carolina that in the consideration of 
the Calendar cases to-night no bills removing charges of desertion 
shall oe considered? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is with the understanding, of course, 
that these cases retain their places on the Calendar? 

Mr. TALBERT. I have no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection; 
= the 2 reqeee granted. 

Mr. T. Now, with that understanding, while I do not 

ino to make some talk at times against anything else I 

o not think is Hi gentd Ptg I withdraw the pened 6 of no quorum to show 

do not wish te block meritorious pension 


the motion that the House resolve itself into Committee of 

the Wholo was agreed to. 

The House accor ly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole, Mr. Hzpsvurn in the chair. 


LEVi T, E. JOHNSON. 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2817) to increase the pension of Levi T. E. Johnson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


pO enneied, OS. Se the Secretary of Interior be, and is hereby. 


authorized and directed to increase the Penion of Lavi. Johnson, Inte 

member of Company Sloct tte on Indiana Volunteers, from ten to fif 

en sub to the Slide ent Medinet tee ganniel 
ws. 


Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, this is the bill we had under 
consideration on Wednesday when the —— — and did not 


finish. There is an amendment pending, I a acm 


The CHAIRMAN. The is on la 
Mr. ERDMAN. Mr.Ch ,l rise toa toforder. How 
is this the first bill on the Calendar for to-n ht? 

Mr. PICKLER. This bill was pending when we were last in 


committee. 


.ERDMAN. But oh tehinaanieuie tle 
They are still printed in the 


the committee. 

. Lunderstand, then, that the Chair holds this | sion 
bill is the first in order? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair so holds; and the Chair will state 


eae 


on this bill. 


I was a 


Satie But the debate was exhausted on this bill 
before the committee. 


.ERDMAN. No, sir; I rise now to speak on the morits of 


Be 
ey have been laid aside to be favorably and directed to 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate has been exhausted ' 
Mr. ERDMAN. At the last session? on this question, 
CHAIRMAN 


The . Yes; at the last session. The i 
0 ee eee ‘thirty 

The amendment was 

Mr. TRACEY. Mr. 


that amendment was 
at the last session. voted on 


Mr. BURRELL. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 
inquiry. This bill was considered before, and the amendment {)) 


eee was voted down. Does this carry $50, or does i: 


carry $30? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair is informed by the Clerk tha: 
when the committee rose there was pending this motion, to stri).,. 
out “fifty” and insert “‘ thirty "—that that was the pending q ne 
tion when the committee rose. Of course that is the first Sucation on 

now in order. 

Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, this is the case where the soldier 
was entirely blind, if oo remember right. 

Mr. PIC R. Mr. Chairman, debate isnotin order. Debai, 
has been exhausted on this bill. 

Mr. MILNES. I desire to call the attention of the House to the 
fact that the vote upon this was 58 on the proposition to make it 
= and ooo — because the soldier is entirely blind. 

Chairman, the amendment was voted upon 
at hs last session. 


The CHAIRMAN. The F ypc occupant of the chair is in- 

formed by the Clerk that ittee was dividing, and the 

= of no quorum was raised, leaving this motion which ‘! 
hair has jus _ as the pending question at that time. 

Mr. HOPK My attention gs called to that, because . 
my colleague having been in charge. My understanding was that 
the committee amendment was voted anna. and that the point o 
no quorum was raised on the bill as it was originally presente a, 
at $50; so that the vote to-night is not upon the amendment, but 
is a m the bill itself at $50. 

LOUDENSLAGER. The Recorp shows, on page 491), 
that the amendment was when the roll was called. 

Mr. HOPKINS. On theamen t itself? 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. On the amendment itself. That is 
the Rrecorp; so that the Chair is right according to the Recorp. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has to the Journal, and 
the t of the con- 
has stated 


appealed to the Recor, and finds that 
dition of the case is as the 
Mr. BURRELL. ee 
The CHAIRMAN. No; the point of no —— Was raised at 
bes point. That motion di e want of a quorum. 
Mr. BURRELL. I demanda a quorum now. 


a 


E 
o&8 
if 
g 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is too late. The question 
now is upon the amendment by the a strike 
out the word “member” insert the word “ private 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. BURRELL. I asked for a division on the other amen(- 
ment and did not get it. 

The The gentleman did not ask forit until after 
the Chair had decided the question. The now is, Shall 
this bill be laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable 
recommendation? 

The motion was 

Accordingly, the 


was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


CHARLOTTE A, WELTON. 


neem ee the bill (H. R. 
a pension to Charlotte 
Tho bil was read, as follows: 


it enacted, etc., the Secretary of 


the 
on the pension 
tation laws, the name of 


acne Cae eae eae 


a CHAIRMAN. The 
with a favorable 
Mr. ERD 


authorized 

and limi- 

A. Wel- 

@ pen- 
aawraeetvine 


is on “ot aside the bill 
inasmauch as it was determine 


~ aq fy 
widow of Lieut 


is sehruna eisai. 
KiIRKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


was the bill (H. R. 
eras os 
The 

on or about 
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Mex Soe Se. se. in the absence . 
ant and captain ee Titty first indians Volentee Geoend = 


= i a made on the rebel forces. That while } his com- 
ont need received a gunshot wound in the below the knee, 
freaking the and he was left upon the field while the Federal forces 
moved on, and there the field was captured by the enemy and 
his leg amputated by a te surgeon, and was left at a house in this 

condition, where he remained about six months before he was able 
to return to his home. 


giow worse, Saierged pus continuously, except at inter- 


per month 
of his death, and a certificate was su 


a pension of $15 
uently issued to his wife, 
continued to draw the same until o, 1877, when she was dropped 
reason 


t the testimony did not show 
the soldier to have died of the wound mentioned. She su uently applied 


obtained a of $8 per month under the law of 1590. o repu- 
Soy ae Sie eink and were well uainted with the deceased 
the death of the soldier was the result of this 
attended with high fever, it was the necessary and 
a. This testimony is corroborated by many wit- 
the deceased is a reputable woman, still remains his 
possessed of no means worth mentioning aside from the pen- 


nodonbt of the correctness of the foregoing yee. 
Sucedicie papert the tin backs to the iloune with the recoan- 
memistion that it do pass. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend this bill by 
striking out of lines 4 and 5 the words ‘‘subject to the condition 
and limitation laws.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 4 and § strike out the words “‘ subject to the condition and limita- 
tion laws.” 

The amendment was os to. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. irman, I move to insert the word 
“First,” after the word “of,” in line 6; so that it will read ‘“‘ widow 
of First Lieut. John A. Welton.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ of,” insert the word “ First.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE WILLIAM HODGDON. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


8890) ting a pension to George William Hodgdon. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
aut! directed to pension roll at $12 per month, subject 
to _ tions of the laws, the name of George 


W. Hodgdon, lateof Company D, Fourteenth 
nteers. 


follows: 
In lines 6 and 7 insert the following words, after the word “ Hodgdon:” 
“permanently helpless.” 


The amendment was to. 
on bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
recommendation, 
SARAH A, BOYD. 


eo ee ee (H. R. 
6808) ting a pension to Jarah 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit Ss Seo Se Qreetans of tin Beterter and he is hereby, 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the nathe of eat A: Boyd, widow 
Vaeen een etn of an 


month, in lieu of the rate she is receiv- 
ing from date of her original upplication. : ane 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


Amend out the word “ private” and i 
tale te tes in line 6, and by striking out the 


after the 


i 


the word “ cap- 
word “ ” in lieu thereof. Sad by ttsiking ont all 
“receiving in line ®. : 






is on laying aside the bill 
Let us have the 
us report. 


; follows: 
Seeteerrear 
a —= [i anteeaatk 

pina 


> 


The report (by Mr. ANDREWS) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
$306) to increase the pension of Theodore V. Purdy, having carefully consid- 
ered the same, respectfully report: ; 

Theodora V. Purdy enlisted November 19, 1862, in Company F, First Michi- 
gan Sharpshooters, and was honorably discharged July 28, 1585 

March 18, 188, soldier filed application alleging catarrh and bronchitis, and 
pension was granted at $4 per month, which was increased to $12 from SNep- 





tember 4, 1800. December 22, 1800, he made application for increase on account 
of paralysis resulting from fever contracted in the service, but the claim was 
rejected August, 2, 1594, on the ground of no record and no eviden f exist- 


ence in the service or until 1882 
_ The records show that during May, June, July, and Aucust, 1864, he was 
in Harewood Hospital, Washington, D. C., being treated for fever and reten- 
tion of-urine. 

The soldier's condition is best indicated by the 
amining surgeons made February 15, 1893: 

‘* We find the claimant a confirmed invalid 
lyzed, the result of locomotor ataxia. He is helpless in every respect so far 
as movements of the body are concerned. . Theabdu 
ss zed,and the adductor musc I 


ee e 43 
report of the bk 


ard of ex- 


the lower extremities para- 





‘ ctor muscles are 
\ les bring the knees together with such 
orce that to relieve the pressure a soft pad or pillow has to be placed between 
the Claimant wears a urinal day and night. He suffers with 
severe cramping that. can only be relieved by the hypodermic use of morphia. 
Claimant requires the constant care of a nurse day and night * * * ! 
is entitled to a first-rrade rating.” 


knees. * * 


To the same general effect are the certificates of three other examining 
boards, two of which report the disability as of service origin, t] ‘3 
being silent on the subject. Three eminent physicians of California are of 
opimion that the soldier’s present condition originated in » Army Che 
medical referee, however, failed to find the “ pathological sequence,” and the 
claim was accordingly rejected. 

The evidence shows that most of the time this man suffers excruciating 
pain, which can be relieved only by injections of morphine, and tha wife 
is wearing herself away by her constant attention and desperate efforts to 
obtain a living for both. 

The record of the beneficiary seems to bean excellent one. He | i 
pated in the pitched battles of the Wilderness, Spottsylvania, North Anna, 
Cold Harbor, and in all the engagements before Pet irg up t 


he went to the hospital. If he could clearly trace his disability 





he would be entitled to $72 per month He has probably f “l to do so be- 
yond a reasonable doubt, but the evidence strongly preponder in his favor, 
and is amply sufficient towarrant your committee in recommending the pas- 


sage of the bill. 

Ve therefore respectfully report the bill back to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

GEORGE V. BARNARD. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6466) to increase the pension of George V. Barnard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby 
authorized and directed to increase the pension now allowed to George V 
Barnard, late a private of Company FE, Ninety-fifth Regiment Illinois Infan- 
try Volunteers, so that he shall be allowed and paid $50 p« 


r month 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 
In line 7, strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert the word “thirty "’; so as 


to make it read “$30 per month.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

Mr. UPDEGRAFF. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word in 
regard to the amendment. I hope it will not be adopted, and that 
the bill will remain as it was originally, at the rate of $50 a month. 
That soldier, Mr. Barnard, served over three years in the ranks and 
is now totally blind. Now, the evidence does not positively estab- 
lish the fact that his blindness is the result of his military service; 
but it is clearly proved that he is pensioned for vertigo and nerv- 
ous prostration, and there is no doubt in my own mind that this 
blindness is the result of his military service. If that could be 
distinctly proved, he would then be entitled to a rating of $72a 
month. Heisan old soldier, is poor and helpless, and is totally 
blind. I hope that the committee's amendment will not be 
adopted. 

tr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, of course we have not had the 
report read, and do not know anything aboutit. Idonot know but 
that it is just as well. We are in the habit of passing these bills 
without knowing anything about them. Of course this old soldier 
is blind; and of course, as the gentleman says, he can not prove that 
it is due to service origin; and if we had had the report read we 
would have found the reason that this old soldier is to be pensioned 
is, that theold soldiers{and citizens at his home have petitioned here 
to increase his pension because he is in a helpless condition. Now, 
without knowing anything about it, without wanting to know 
anything about this case, without having the report spread before 
the House, on this petition for charity, you take it that it is a 
proper and a good case to grant apension. [Cries of ‘ Vote!” 
** Vote!” 

Mr. PICKLER. I only want to say, Mr. Chairman, that the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania ought not to say we do not know 
anything about these cases. These reports are printed, and every- 
ar has access to them. 

TheCHAIRMAN. The question is upon agreeing to the amend- 
ment proposed by the committee. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
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HENDERSON MARPLE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
8877) granting a pension to Henderson Marple. 

The bill was read, as follows: ' 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ——~ =f is, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and restrictions of the pension laws, the name of Henderson Marple. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Strike out al! after the word “ roll,” in line 4, and insert the following: 

“The name of Henderson Marple, late a private in Capt. A. J. Hart’s Com- 

ny, Morgan County Provisional Enrolled Missouri Militia, at the rate of 
fe per month: Provided, That said pension shall be paid to Henderson 

arple, and no part of said pension shall be retained by any official of the 
Sorermapens by reason of any pension heretofore paid to said Henderson 
rple.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The ——— is, Shall the bill be laid aside 
with a favorable recommendation? 

Mr. ERDMAN. As the report in this case has not been read, I 
want to say that you gentlemen ought really to have heard this 
report. It distinctly shows that this soldier was dropped from 
the rolls in 1892 under a Republican Administration, and there is 
no reflection upon that Republican Administration for droppin, 
him. So this is a very imperfect report, even as reports go. 
can easily see why you do not want the report spread upon the 
record. [Cries of ‘* Vote!” ‘‘ Vote!”] 

The question being taken, the bill as amended was ordered to 
be laid aside to be favorably reported to the House. 


MRS. MARY GOULD CARR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4354) granting a pension to Mrs. Mery Gould Carr, widow of the 
late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Joseph B, Carr, United States Vol- 
unteers, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mrs. Mary 
Gould Carr, widow of the late Brig. and Bvt. Maj. Gen. Joseph B. Carr, 
United States Volunteers, deceased, at the rate of $75 per month. 

The amendment reported by the committee was read, as follows: 

In line7 strike out “ one hundred ” and insert “ seventy-five"; soas to make 
the pension $75 a month. 

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Commit- 
tee of the Whole will allow me a few moments (I promise not to 
occupy longer) that I may state my reasons for believing that this 
bill should be passed as originally introduced and without the 
amendment proposed by the committee. If there ever was a bill 
presented which was entitled to be at the —_— originally 

sroposed, it is this case to pension the widow of . Joseph B. 
arr. He was a general notonlyin name butin fact. He 
at the beginning of the war and continued in service until the end. 
His career was one of the most brilliant and successful which the 
annals of the rebellion afford. He participated in about 19 of the 
most important and decisive battles of the war. He died, I believe, 
in the year 1894 or 1895, leaving a widow and one invalid daughter. 

This pension is asked, of course, for the benefit of ia allem, 
and the special circumstance which it seems to me should com- 
mend the case to this House or to any patriotic body is the fact 
that the widow for whom the pension is asked shared during the 
entire military career of her husband his burdens and h i 
upon the field. She followed him in all his campaigns. She 
nursed the soldiers under his command who were wounded and 
in the hospitals. Thus, from the beginning until the end, she par- 
ticipated in the hardships which he endured. In favor of the 
passage of this bill we have, in addition to the brilliant and glori- 
ous career of General Carr, in addition to what he did in behalf 
of his country, the further reason which I have stated in behalf of 
pensioning this noble and patriotic woman. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment reported by the committee striking out $100 and inserting $75. 

amendment was agreed to, there beeg a 58, noes 21. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 

favorably to the House. 


DELIA A. MARSH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H.R. 
4283) granting a pension to Delia A. Marsh. 

The was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he hereby 
authorized and directed to place on on roll the name of Delia 
Marsh, sister of Albert Marsh, who wasa corporal-sergeant in Compan 
Sixty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers, and to pay her a 
the rate of $12 per month. 

Mr. MILNES. Let us have the report. ; 

The "og proceeded to read the following report (by Mr. 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H.R. 
Delia A. Marsh, dependen 


4283) granting a pension to t sister of Albert 


a corporal and sergeant of Company B, Sixty-fourth Regim y 
Veluntcors report ee follows: i, extant delay 
. was a soldier a record, who, at the ™ 

Spottsylvania, Va., May 12, recei a gunshot wound in - be i of 
resulting in amputation of the leg. Before receiving said wound he Person’ 
ally captured the flag of the Forty-fourth Virginia Volunteers and aft... 
wards received a “ medal of honor” for this brave act. The amputation .« 
first made was not successful and a second amputation became neces.) . 
The successive amputations and the shock to his system resulting there; A 
made him a physical and mental wreck, and his pension was increased (-.- 

a month, commencing from the date of his discharge from the Arm... 
864, until he was receiving a pension of $72 at the time of his death, January 
17, 1895. During the last twenty-five years of his life he received the con«:. unt 
care and attention of his sister, who gave up all other work and fait}/y)), 
attended this soldier until he died. es 

The evidence before the committee shows that not only did this sistoy ,, 
for this soldier at the risk of her life and permanent injury to her joa) 
but that she was often obliged to call upon neighbors in the night to }\.)), | 
care for this soldier brother, who at es was violently insane; that in a}] 
these years she was his devoted friend and attendant, refusing al! otfors ¢¢ 
an easier and happier life, and that she sacrificed her lite willing|y and cheer. 
fully to the care of her orm gm brother; that this long-continued duy,;;, mn 
and care, with the mental strain now made her an invalid. Sho js 4) 
years of , and the only property owned by her is a small house, wh), 
ae for a month, from which taxes, insurance, and repairs hay» +, be 
paid. 

The sworn evidence sunamines your committee shows that twice withj, 
the last year she has been opera‘ upon for cancer, said to be the result of 
blows inflicted u her by this maniacal soldier, and that at best her remajy- 
ing years are but few. 

ome of the best-known people in Randolph, Cattaraugus County, \. y. 
where this claimant lives, have submitted affidavits to your committe> {1)|7 
substantiating all that has set forth in this report. The soldier neyoy 
married, and no one is now drawing a pension on account of his servicv 

In view of all the facts set forth in report, your committee believe that 
this bill is based upon equity and justice and recommend its passage. 


Mr. MILNES (before the reading of the report was concluded), 
Mr. Chairman, I waive the request for the further reading of the 
report. I am satisfied. 

he bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
ORLEINA J. CLARK. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R, 
4721) os an increase of pension to Orleina J. Clark, of Louis. 
ville, Ky. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to the pension of Orleina J. Clark, widow of 
the late George W. Clark, a soldier in the war with Mexico, from $s per 
month to $20 per month, to take effect from the passage of this act. 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Let us have the report read, 
The report (by Mr. CoLson) was read, as follows: 


The Committeé on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (1H. R. 4721) 
granting an increase of pension to Orleina J. Clark, have considered thc same, 


and seapeotesy. report as follows: 
Mrs. kis the widow of the late George W. Clark, cogent Company A, 
Seventh United a iptentry. and Company F, First United States Dra- 


ber 24, 1866, and his widow, the beneficiary, has 
per month under the M war service pen- 
uary 


29, : 
The following is the sworn statement of the claimant, together with the 
certificate of the notary public before whom the affidavit was executed: 
“T am a granddaughter of William Cloud, whoserved in the Revolutionary 
war under Gen. soorme Washington, and later was at the battle of New 
Or a r of John A. Cloud, who fought under General Jack- 


raised came grondtthers plantation in Paieick County, Va., 6 miles 

from the foot of the Blue Ridge. I married George W. k, who served in 
Firs ent of under General an and later in the Sec- 

r Gene Riley and wasordered 

, when they were ordered to Mexico. My 

months after my husband left, and was 3 years and 6 

turned to Jefferson Barracks, Mo. I joined my hus- 


le 


Buffalo, N. Y., and 
and continued 
fall he went 


am 
iepavil Tenn. I took 
mth Ohio, I think, 
. I took them 
to join their 
ited States Army and 
as much at home asl 


suffered for seventeen years 

befall anyone; she was afilicted 

any time or . During the 

affliction she was continuously medical treat- 


ot teenie Yi among the mon 
upright living, am no 
completel six months I have Ee been able to 
out to do an toward making a support, and have been very desti- 
tate, but thank God I have a many good friends among the first peop!s 


band was doing fis dy in the Afmny,and now, i otiams of God, all | ask 

Oat ee ny PeORLEINA J. CLARK. 
“Subscribed and sworn to before me thig ith day of January. 190. 

Ihave lived within 6 or 8 aquares Of her. “I kdow her vo be a truthful, good 








1896. 


woman, who has worked hard to support herself and afflicted daughter, and 
in order to dothis she has been compelled to be on the streets in the severest 
weather, both hot and cold, and the consequence is she is now completely 
broken down in health; wherefore I pray you will grant her petition and give 
her an increase in her pension. 

“CORDIE PURDY, 


“ Notary Public, Jefferson County, Ky.” 


tition signed by Asher G. Caruth, W. R. Abbott, B. H. Young, and 40 
other citizens of Louisville, Ky., sets forth the claimant is 70 years old and 
yery feeble, and that she is a most worthy and deserving woman. 

The passage of the bill is respectfully recommended. 


Mr. CURTIS of New York (before the reading of the report was 
concluded). Mr. Chairman, I ask that the further reading of the 
— be dispensed with. Everybody, I think, is in favor of the 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. I called for the reading of 
the report. I insist that it be read through. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the report. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 


JESSE M’MILLAN, 


Mr. TERRY. Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk a bill which I 
ask unanimous consent to have considered now. I dislike to make 
this request to take up a bill out of the regular order, but I think 
when members of the committee hear my statement they will 

ee that I am justified in asking consideration for this bill now. 
is is the case of a preacher and an old Federal soldier, who is 
now entirely blind in one eye and nearly so in the other. He is 
destitute and helpless, and the bill isso far down the Calendar 
that I can reach it in no other way, and I do hope that under the 
circumstances no gentleman will object to taking up the case of 





this poor old blind soldier. 

There being no objection, the committee proceeded to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8184) granting a pension to Jesse 
McMillan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ones’, ot. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Jesse 


MeMillan, a soldier in Company F, Third Regiment Arkansas Infantry, and 
allow him a pension rated at $15 per month. 


The amendment of the committee was read, as follows: 


In line 7 strike out the word “fifteen and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twelve”; so as to make the pension $12 a month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
an bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 

e House. 

Mr. TERRY. I thank the Committee of the Whole for its kind- 
ness. 

PHBE M. WOOLLEY PALMETER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1599) ting a pension to Phoebe M. Woolley Palmeter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


au to place upon the on roll of the United States 
the of Phasbe M. Woolle Palmeter, daughter of Jonathan Woolley, who 
was a and pensioner of the Revolutionary war, at the rate of $12 per 
month from and r the passage of this act. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
WILLIAM H. NESBITT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4861) to on William H. Nesbitt. 
The was read, as follows: 
enacted, etc., Secre rior be, and he is hereby, 
So to ao ay aeeseieeine ies Oe nt Willian H. Nesbitt, of 
County, Mo., who was a member of Company F, Second Illinois Cav- 


the war of the rebellion, and to grant him a pension at the rate of $72 
ith from the date of the passage of this act. 


amendment reported by the committee was read, as fol- 


i 


5 
5 


¥ 
: 


The 
lows: 
Insert after the word “hereby,” in the third line, the words ‘“‘ authorized 


and”; and amend by striking out all after the word “ Nesbitt,” in the fifth 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: “late a private in Company F, 


a 


Illinois Cavalry, at the rate of $30 per month, in lieu of pension here- 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
favorably to the House. 


LUCY A. ALLEN, 
oom odes —— the pavate eee was the bill (H. R. 
a ion to Lucy A. Allen. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., Fant the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


and limftations of the p on the pension roll subject to the provisions 


of 7 ee ew the name “3 ore. ucy A. Alpe. witow 
’ Regimen ansas V ol- 
ey * ane pay u pension at @ rate of $20 per month from the 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with the rec- 
ommendation that it do pass. 
MARIA GIBBONS. 


sash axe business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
granting a pension to Maria Gibbons. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Maria Gibbons, widow of 
James Gibbons, late captain of Company B, First Battalion Arkansas State 


Militia, at the rate of $30 per month 


Mr. ERDMAN. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid that the leader of 
the other side, if he were here, would be very much dissatisfied 
with the riotous way you are proceeding to-night. It con- 
trary to what would probably prevail if he were present that I am 
constrained to ask for the reading of the report in my own time. 

Mr. McCLELLAN,. Oh, why waste so much time? 

The report (by Mr. KirKPATRICK) was read, as follows: 


Your committee, to whom was referred the bill (A. R. 2405) granting a 
pension of $#0 per month to Maria Gibbons, widow of James Gibbons, late 
captain Company B, First Arkansas State Militia, having carefully examined 
into all the facts and circumstances in this case, ask leave to report the fol 
lowing: 

In April, 1864, the commanding officer of the District of the Frontier (Gen 
A. W. ae at Fort Smith, Ark., in order to protect the district from the 
invasion and incursion of rebel hordes and guerrilla bands which infested 
that section of the country, ordered and directed the organization of the 
First Regiment of Arkansas State Militia, and James Gibbons organized and 
became captain of Company B of that regiment, and entered at once upon 
active duty. ; 

In an engagement with guerrilla bands or Confederates about 20 miles from 
Fort Smith, Ark., on May 2, 1864, Capt. James Gibbons received two gun 
shot wounds in the breast and side, and was brought to Fort Smith by his 
comrades, and died therefrom in the hospital at Fort Smith on May 24, 1864 
The engagement was participated in by a portion of the Twelfth and Four 
teenth Regiments of Kansas Infantry Volunteers 

Capt. A. Jackson Jennings, of Company E, Twelfth Kansas Infantry 
First Lieut. Joseph R. Pratt, of Company L, Fourteenth Kansas Cavalry, 
both testify to Capt. James Gibbons being wounded and having died in gen 
eral hospital at Fort Smith, as before stated 

A. W. Bishop, then adjutant-general of Arkansas, testified on November 1, 
1866, that— 

“ Capt. James Gibbons, of Company B, First Battalion Arkansas State Mili 
tia, died at Fort Smith on or about May 24, 1864, of wounds received in a skir 
mish. The militia to which he belonged was organized by the said A. W. Bishop, 
as commander of the post at Fort Smith, Ark., in April, 1864, acting under 
orders from the commander of the District of the Frontier, Department of 
Arkansas; but what has become of their company rolls affilant can not state. 
I was relieved as commander of the post in May, 1864, and turned over all 
papers pertaining to this militia to my successor, Colonel Judson, Sixth Kan 
sas Cavalry Volunteers.” 

Maria Gibbons, the claimant, filed an application for pension June &, 1866, 
alleging the facts as stated, and that she was married to Pat James Gibbons 
at Kilmaine, Ireland, August 30, 1844, and lived with him up to date of his 
death. 

Her claim was rejected June 30, 1871, on the ground that the records failed 
to show that Capt. James Gibbons was in the service of the United States or 
that his company was under the command of a United States officer at the 
time he received the wounds from which he died. 

Your committee believe this case a meritorious one. The claimant is now 
very old and in destitute circumstances, being supported by relatives and 
friends, and is unable to understand why her husband's service should not 
be recognized, when he voluntarily gave up his life in defense of his country 
and the protection of citizens and property in that locality, and, as he and 
the officers and men with him believed, under direct orders 

Your committee earnestly recommend that the bill do pass, when amended 
by striking out the word “ thirty,” in line8, and inserting the word “ twenty” 
in lieu thereof. 


Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, the report in this case states that 
the claimant is not only old and in destitute circumstances, but 
is unable to understand why her husband’s service should not be 
recognized when he voluntarily gave up his life in defense of his 
country and while protecting citizens and property in that local- 
ity. Iam free to confess that I quite agree with her, and yet the 
record shows, and I desire to call the attention of the House and 
the country to the fact, that this claim was rejected by a Repub- 
lican Administration. 

That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The amendment recommended by the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it do pass. 


ELLEN EWING, 


is SO 


, and 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1837) 

nting a pension to Ellen Ewing, widow of Bvt. Maj. Gen. 

homas Ewing. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ellen Ewing, widow of Bvt. 
Maj. Gen. Thomas Ewing, at the rate of $100 per month 

The CHAIRMAN. The committee recommend a reduction to 
$75 per month. 

r. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, if it is possible to have order 
in the committee, I would like very much to have the report read 
in this case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read. 

Mr. PICKLER. If I can have the attention of the gentleman 
from South Carolina for a few moments, I desire to make a sug- 
gestion. The report in this case was made by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. ane! and is quite a lengthy report. Everybody 
knows the record of the services of General Ewing, and I would 
ask if he would be satisfied with a statement from Mr. Layton, 
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which could be made in briefer time than it would take to read 
the report? 

Mr. TALBERT. Well, I think we ought to have the report 
read, but I have no objection to a statement from the gentleman. 
I will be satisfied with that in place of the reading of the report. 

Mr. LAYTON, Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of 
the committee to the fact that this is a Senate bill, and simply 
came into my hands as a subcommittee in the ordinary distribu- 
tion of the Senate bills in our committee. 

The bill passed the Senate unanimously without any objection 
for $100 a month. It came to our committee, and after careful 
inspection and investigation of the facts and precedents in con- 
nection with bills of this character, we were constrained to reduce 
the amount to $75 a month. 

I assume, Mr. Chairman, that it is not necessary for meto speak 
to this committee of the record of Ewing's a serv- 
ices. We are all familiar with it—by reputation atleast. He was 
a gallant soldier, and a most distinguished citizen before the war 
and ever after the war until the time of his death in 1896. He was 
killed by accident, it will probably be remembered, in the streets 
of the ctty of New York by a street car. He commanded the De- 
partment of Missouri for a long time during the war, and he is 
en with having saved the city of St. Louis from the rebel 

orces. 

I have received during the short time that I had the bill in 
charge this session, giving it consideration, a large number of 
letters from distinguished citizens of St. Louis, and members of 
his command, both in St. Louis and Kansas, certifying to the fact. 
He was brevetted a major-general for distinguished and gallant 
services on the field of battle. 

His widow also came from an equally distinguished family with 
General Ewing, and consequently she been accustomed to the 
comforts, you may say the luxuries of life. She is now quite 
aged. She was his wife long before the war, and since that time 
up to his death. She is about 71 years of age, 1 think, as I remem- 
ber the testimony, and I regret to say, Mr. Chairman, that that 
testimony discloses the fact that Gen. Thomas Ewing left an in- 
solvent estate, so that this old lady can derive nothing whatever 
from it. For that reason, in consideration of his services, after 
careful consideration of the matter, your Committee on Invalid 
Pensions concluded to allow the sum of $75 a month instead of 
$100, as recommended by the Senate bill. The subcommittee rec- 
ommended to the full committee that amount, and I hope under 
the circumstances that there will be no objection to the bill as 
recommended. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I have no doubt in the world 
of the truth of every word the gentleman from Ohio has uttered. 
Last Friday night 1 endeav here, by moving to amend a bill, 
to reduce the claims of a widow of a general officer from fifty to 
forty aollars a month, thereby trying to at some common 


ground on which the officers’ widows should stand, and-which we 


will be justified in supporting. It was voted down. I acquiesced 
in it, and,as I understeod, there was a kind of tacit agreement of 
the Committee of the Whole that hereafter on Friday nights they 
would establish the grade of $50, because on that ev there 
were several bills passed at $50 per month. I think that is suffi- 
cient, and I think it would be.a very good idea to establish that 
grade. I hope that to-night we can succeed in agreeing upon that 
common level. To that end, Mr. Chairman, I move to.amend by 
striking out ‘‘seventy-five” and inserting “fifty.” I make that 
motion in good faith. You can vote it up or vote it down, and I 
will submit to what you do. 
Mr. CURTIS of New York. Mr. Chairman, allow mea word. 
I hope the amendment offered by -_ friend from South Carolina 
r. TALBERT] will not prevail. must have failed to consider 
the great merits of this case of General Ewing and his services. 
Iam sure it is not the intention of this House to cut down the 
amount in as meritorious a case as this. I un that my 
friend from South Carolina has indicated his.entire willingness 
that it should go at $75 a month, if the committee.so vote. 
Mr. MILNES. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad to learn, though 
I supposed that we all knew it before, that Gen. Thomas Ewing 
of a very distinguished family. 1am glad also to know that 
his wife came of a very disti family; but I did not know 
that this House or this country was SS ee ly 
inane anette ee ily. beliove that $50 
a month is enough; and until the thousands and tens of thousands 
of widows of meritorious and brave soldiers t 
get their 
anting $50 or $75 a month - some widow a because she 


longs to a very di wan Comclina Pit 


panies the gentleman South TALBERT] will 
prevail. 
Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, if the rule had 


here that officers’ widows a eaten 


should gladly vote for the am but having passed one or 


hroughout this land | 
of at least $12 a month, 1 am not in favor of 


the amend- 


two bills here this evening, and many before, granting pensions 


at $75 a month, I am o} to reducing th : : 
of the widow of Gen. Sie tee pammcant in the 


Mr. PICKLER. Has any bill passed at $75 to-night? 

Mr. NORTHWAY. We voted that to the widow of General 
Carr. Now, I have known Gen. Thomas Ewing and know, .- 
him for many years; and while we did not belong to the say,. 
political party, and while we always fought each other in yp ities, 
there never was a braver man, never a truer gentleman, nov, . 
more honorable man of my acquaintance than Gen. Tom Ew). 
of the State of Ohio. And I stand hereto affirm that if the wig, 
of any man on earth should have $75 a month it is the widow o¢ 
Gen. Tom Ewing. | reo he had ceased to reside in Ohio and 
had become a residentof New York, yet the name of Tho < 
Ewing is deeply embedded in the affections of the people of tie 
State of Ohio, Saiticons and Democrats alike, — I stand here 
to defend him and to say that the pension of his widow shou\q 
not be reduced to $50 a month so long as pensions to widows of 
other men no better or braver, remain at $75 a month. 

Mr. PI . Isitnot probable that $50 a month would kk... 
this widow v a. during her life? : 

Mr. NOR AY. As I have already stated, I should hay 
been glad to establish a rule of that kind; but the Committ...) 
Invalid Pensions, by its vote on many occasions, has esta})lis}).) a 
different rule, and I am not in favor of changing the rule now. 

Mr. TALBERT. It is never too late to do good. 

gentleman from 


Case 


Mr. BAKER of New Hampshire. Will fri 

Ohio agree that the Committee of the Whole shall establis), ¢}),; 
rule to-night and abide 7 it hereafter? 
_ Mr. NORTHWAY. the committee will report that amount 
in these cases, I certainly shall stand by the committee; but | am 
not willing to make an exception in this case, and I shall yote 
against the amendment. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Mr. Chairman, I want to heartily indorse 
all that the gentleman from Ohio . NorTHWAY] has said. |, 

, knew General ,and I know his family. For 
ears General Ewing wasmy law partner; and I am not going 
ow an amendment'to be voted on here to reduce the ammount 

which the committee have awarded to his widow without at least 
protesting against it because of my knowledge both of 
General Ewing and also of the condition of his widow and 
his . This is not y ing a pension to General 
Ewing, but there is an unmarried daughter. By reason of iis- 
fortune, in spite of the distinguished career of General Ewiuy. ./ 
which we all know, he left an insolvent estate, and his widow and 
daughter have no means of whatever except such as this 
House gives them here tomight. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” “* Vote! "| 


t. 
I want to make one suggestion. tleman from Michigan 
(Mr. MuLNes] has spoken of distinguished families. I disagree 


with him, possibly we only iffer as to what he means by 

the w “ distinguiahed fanny. It.so that from Rev- 

i times has owed much to certain individ- 
certain 


uals and owed also to families, and from good 
stock away back in the Revolutionary time to epee time 
= see it run down different branches of the family. 
e not only know of Gen. Tom Ewing, but we know also of the 
father of Tom that he was Secretary of the Treasury un- 
der William Henry and Secretary of the Interior un/ecr 
President Tyler, and he himself was:a United States or. We 
General Sherman, who was left an orphan when a s))):\!! 
General Ewing's family side by side with 
— reg bore recollections 
country, to vote to give 
less than $75 a month. 
, now this bill passed the Senate 
on Invalid Pensions reported it 
—_ at $75. It seems to me that eee where > 
emen are ee ta arm never can put it high enous); 
and when it applies ile. on the outside we can not get it low 
enough. Now, no bill n for a high amount except 
where there was a record of di services of soldiecry. 
T am inclined to e speech of the gentleman 
from New York , that we ought to put this at 
Wecan not pension these 
because they family. Plowboys 
who fought the battles of the Union not y have any 
ed backing previous to that time,so far as family 
Chairman, I believe that ‘$50 a month is 
I do not care how the widow's family 
ought to. a widow comfortably in 
allow me to ask him a ques 


too 
six 
to 


Yes, sir 


Mr. I believe you have read this report? . 
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.PICKLER. Yes, sir. 
i MILES. Do you bear in mind that there is a dependent 
Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I donot believe, while my sym- 
y out for them, that we can pension a wiole family. I 
not ieve we are called upon todo that. This committee has 
been criticised in speech after speech. Several gentivemen that I 


mention here have come up and criticised the Committee | 


ight 
on Poe ahd Pensions in regard to high pensions, stating that a pen- 
sion of $75 is too hi h. Laccept that, and we will settle it down 

exceed $50. I will vote for the amendment that the gentle- 
man has 

Mr. MILES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman who has just ad- 
dressed the committee has made an argument that is absolutely 
without force, unless it be he is in favor of cutting down this 
widow’s pension in order that the money may be saved for the old 
soldier. : 

Now, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. PICKLER. That is the best reason in the world. 

Mr. MILES. The gentleman says that that is the best reason 
in the world. Well, now, I will suggest a better method to save 
the money for the old sure-enough soldier, and that is to keep off 
the ion rolls the deserters and bounty jumpers. 

Mr. PICKLER. We have not put any on the rolls. 


Mr. MILES. You have done so on a general pension law. Mr. 
Chairman, I want to say this, that the only relnctance | have in 


Soke sae 
are refusing 


larger pensions for distinguished Union soldiers 
is a common soldier grows out of the fact that 
to allow us to keep the pension roll a roll of 

onor; and itseems that the commoner a soldier in the estimation 
of the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions the more 
he is entitled to a pension. 

Mr. PICKLER. I move to strike out the last word. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Mr. Chairman, I would not address the 
committee again on this proposition but for the curious state of 
affairs The Chairman will recollect that on one occa- 
sion some ago I took occasion to criticise certain matters 
that the Committee on Invalid Pensions had done, a report that 
was made, where a recommendation was made. I undertook to 
do it leniently, and made mention of no names and mentioned no 
committee; but no sooner had I taken my seat than the able 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions arose and attacked 
me in a vigorous and vicious manner, saying I was attacking the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, which carefully examined 
these matters, he said, and when it made a report it was entitled 
to some ion; and now he is fighting himself, and I stand 
here asa poor weak man defending him against himself. [{Laugh- 

and applause.} That committee has reported this bill at $75a 
month, has written a long in favor of it,and now the mem- 
bers committee stand here to oppose themselves and to ask 
— to the committee, because they want to revise 

e 
ous 


they have already made. I submit that this is a curi- 
way to get confidence in a committee. The gentleman 
who presiding evening as Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole will recollect that he attacked me somewhat vigor- 
. MILES. The 
ole committee 
. NORTHWAY. I mean only those who are opposed to me; 
that is [Le ter.] The gentleman is with me. 

Mr. k . Chairman, I want the gentleman to give me 
one second to say—— 
ca — - Does the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Nortu- 

AY 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Not for aspeech. 

Mr. MILES. No, I do not wish to make a speech; but the gen- 
tleman has that kind of amiability which I know will permit me 
to make ae by the House. 

i AY. Certainly. 
Mr. MILES. If I was understood by the House as opposing a 
of $75 a month for the widow of Gen. Thomas Ewing, I 
the minds of members to be disabused in that respect. I 
shall vote cheerfully for this pension of $75 a month. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. If the gentleman understood me as criti- 

his action, or intimating that he was opposed to this pen- 


me. 
I thank the gentleman. 
of New Hampshire. Will the gentleman from 
me to ask him a question? 
ORTHWAY. Yes, sir. 
of New Hampshire. Is the gentleman in favor of 
a — the widow of every brigadier-general at the 
@ mon 
IRTHWAY. I amnot; I answer the gentleman frankly. 
LACEY. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 
NORTHWAY. Yes, sir. 


tleman does not intend his remarks for 
6 


S007 


Mr. LACEY. If General Ewing, instead of being killed by a 
railroad accident had been killed in battle, his widow would have 
| received only $30 a month. Now, why should she receive by a 
| bill of this kind §45 more per month than she would under the 
| general law if her husband had been killed in battle? 
Mr. NORTHWAY. I will try to answer th 
| will recollect that I undertook some weeks ago, iv remarks which 
I then made, to urge just that question. I wanted to know why 
a private soldier should receive more under a privat on bill 
than he would at the Pension Bureau. After I had submitted my 
criticism the able gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. PickLEeR] 
and the gentleman who is presiding this evening [Mr. Herpurn| 
‘‘went for” me at the rate of 250 pounds per minute. They b th 
got on top of me; the Committee of the Whole got on top of me, and 
the bill then under discussion was passed, notwithstanding my 
criticism. ; 
Ishould have been in favor of a uniform rate of $50 a monthfor 
the widows of brigadier-generals; but the House of Representatives 
of this Congress has voted otherwise; this Committee of the Whole 
has several times voted otherwise. This very night this Com- 
mittee of the Whole has voted to give $75 to the widow of a brig- 
adier-general. Now, why should we make a distinction against 
the widow of General Ewing? I have just pride enough in the 
State of Ohio and just pride enough in Tom Ewing and his fam- 
ily to stand here and say that it is an invidious distinction to give 
the widow of General Carr $75 a month, and then in the next 
breath give the widow of Tom Ewing only $50 a month. 
diate any such discrimination. I stand here to defend the two 
families. If you give a pension of $75 in one case you should give 
it in the other. 
Mr. BRUMM. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me very strange that 
the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions should sub 
scribe to a report favoring a pension of §75 a month to the widow 
of Gen. Tom Ewing, and then, because some gentleman on the 
floor chooses to say that General Ewing is of a distinguished fam 
ily and that his widow is of a distinguished family—because, for- 
sooth, both of them have had distinguished families—that the 
chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pensions should deem it a 
crime to belong to a distinguished family, and should therefore be 
willing to reduce the pension of $75, as proposed by his own com- 
mittee, to $50. 
Mr. MILES. You are not surprised at that, are you? 
Mr.BRUMM. Iamsurprised. Therearesome thing 
I would not be surprised; but this is such an extreme case t! 
am surprised, even at the action of the chairman of the Committ 
on Invalid Pensions upon this floor. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, it 1s no crime to be of a distinguished fam- 
ily. 1 do not believe there is one gentleman here that wants 
vote a dollar more to the widow of Tom Ewing because ' 
her husband have had distinguished families. The reason whic! 
induced the committee to report in this case in favor of a pensio1 

| of $75 a month was the distinguished service of Tom Ewing, not 
his distinguished family. But he is not the less deserving a 
soldier and a general—his widow is not less worthy of a pension 
because he was of a distinguished family. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
it is but a few hours since our worthy friend from South Dakota 
advocated on this floor a pension of $100 to the widow of General 
Gresham. I ask wherein did General Gresham stand higher as a 
distinguished statesman and a distinguished soldier than did Tom 
Ewing? And the gentleman was extremely anxious that she 
should have $100 a month, although she is the representative of a 
very distinguished family. 

Mr. MILES. And made a speech in favor of it. 

Mr. BRUMM. Why, therefore, this change? Why, Mr. Chair- 
man, there are widows in this country of distinguished officers, 
widows of generals who are getting $200 a month, and I know 
that there are beneficiaries, possibly of these very pensions, who are 
finding fault with some of the pensions granted to-night. 
plause.j I understand that this is the c 
not mention names. But they are granted and the beneficiaries 
are willing to accept them for themselves or their friends, and I 
ask why the chairman of this Committee on Invalid Pensions, at 
this late hour, would attempt now to reduce the pension of Gen. 
Thomas Ewing’s widow simply because she is a woman deserv- 
ing of a high pension, a distinguished lady, the descendant of a 
distinguished family, and her husband also a distinguished man? 
Is that a good reason for opposing a pension? Ido not understand 
such consistency as that. 

Mr. PICKLER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Now, since the gentleman from Ohio [| Mr. NortHway] and the 
gentleman from Maryland |Mr. MILEs} have been so sweet on 
one another, and agree so lovely, and since the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. BrumM] has misrepresented me knowingly, 
for he knows how I stand on this question 

Mr. BRUMM (interrupting). I deny it, sir. 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, you did, anyway. 


ntleman. He 
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Mr. BRUMM. Idenyit. I say it is not true. 

Mr. PICKLER. Well, you have done it. 

Mr. BRUMM. Itis not so, Ipermit no man to say that I mis- 
represented him knowingly. I may have been in error, but I 
never misrepresent any man. : 

Mr. PICKLER. ell, [think you knew that you were in error. 

Mr. BRUMM. I knew nothing of the kind. I simply stated 
facts which were well known to this committee. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Did you not vote a pension of $100 a month 
for the widow of General Gresham and advocate it on this floor? 

Mr. PICKLER. I did. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. That is precisely what the gentleman from 
Poe has said. 

Mr. PICKLER. But this is not a parallel case at all with the 
Gresham claim. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. Why not? 

Mr. PICKLER. Oh, well, I gave you the reasons. Look up 
mr speech in the Recorp and you will find them. This very 
debate to-night illustrates the difficulty the Pensions Committee 
has in these matters. It has become the custom lately to accuse 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions of inconsistency in these 
reports. I have had to take the floor more frequently than I 
desired upon that very account. When the gentleman from Ohio 
is not interested in a bill himself, he takes the committee to task 
for putting the rate of pension too high. Now, he attacks the 
committee to-night, when he is interested in a special case, because 
the committee will not put the pension high enough, and because 
I wish to fs it lower than he does. 

Mr.NORTHWAY. Iwas notattacking the gentleman for that, 
I was only suggesting the inconsistency of the pr ings. 

Mr: PICKLER. Just as another gentleman, who always criti- 
cises the action of the Pensions Committee for putting a pension too 
high, moved to-night to raise our report from what the committee 
recommended, because the case was one from his own State. 

Now, I want to state to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that 
he knows I did not object to anything on the ground he suggests— 
that I did not object to the pension in the Ewing case, or to any 
amount that has been named in connection with it, simply be- 
cause they are of a distinguished family. On the contrary, t am 


very proud of that. But because a man is of good family and 
his wife is of a distinguished family, that is no reason for grant- 


ing a —— 3 es 
r. BRUMM. You signed a report in favor of $75 a month, 
did you not? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I did not. 

Mr. BRUMM. Well, you favored it. 

Mr. PICKLER. No; [did not. I never did favor it. 

Mr. BRUMM (continuing). Well, you have favored even larger 
sums in other cases, and why do you see proper to change your 
views now after this bill has been reported, and try and uce it? 

Mr. PICKLER, I can only repeat that I never did favor that 
sum in this case. That isthe reason I object toit. Idonotthink 
it is right, and I think it ought to be reduced, and that is another 
reason why I have to take the floor oftener than I like to in these 
cases. We are compelled to protect the action of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. MILEs] very well knows, 
as he has made his thrusts at me in connection with this matter, 
that he, with his Democratic colleagues, is always in favor of the 
highest kind of pensions. Ihave protested and constantly refused 
in every one of these cases to put the widow of a general officer at 
a higher rate than $50, except in the case of the widow of General 
Gresham. I have already said that I regard that as the most ex- 
—— case that we had before the committee. All the others, 
I think, may fairly stand upon another but an equal footing. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. Let me ask the gentleman—— 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I will not yield any further. 

Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. PICKLER. Inamoment, Ju I want to except Judge 
Layton from the statement in r to his colleagues on that 
committee. 

Mr. LAYTON. If the gentleman will permit me—— 

Mr. PICKLER (continuing). And I withdraw, as far as you 
are concerned, the c of favoring these high pensions. 

Mr. MILES. Do not let him withdraw his charge as to the rest 
of us, for we are decorated with it. 

Mr. PICKLER. I believe $50 ought to keep, comfortably, any 
widow of any officer. 

Mr. FAIRCHILD. How about the daughter? 

Mr. PICKLER. Now,I submit that I have as much sympathy 
with the daughter of a soldier as anybody else; but the Govern- 
ment never yet has adopted the policy of grantinga to the 
widow of a soldier and at the same time pensioning ter. 
It is a provision of every pension law that we have on the te 
books that there can be but one pension for one service at the same 
time. Now, we can not pension the widow and pension the 
daughter at the same time. 
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Mr. FAIRCHILD. Will the tleman f: 
yield for a quaaee see rom South Dakota 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I can not yield now. The gentlem, 
from New York had his time. I was just desiring to say that 
while I have not taken the initiative here, as chairman 5f th ; 
committee, because the ority of my committee disagree with 
me on this question, while have not moved to reduce 
sions, although I fought them in the committee, yet wh 
tleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] or anyone 
to amend a bill here in a way that I believe to be right 
have the right as an individual to exercise my individual judg. 
ment as a member of this Committee of the ole, and vote a 
reduce, where I think we have reported too high an amount 

The widow of a brigadier-general can get $30 under the o.. 
law. Of course where an increase is recommended y 
scarcely recommend any intermediate amount between thirty and 
fifty dollars; so if we recommend any advance we have generally 
recommended $50, but there is no rule as to that, and above that T 
am opposed to going. Iam glad that this motion has been mado 
here. This was a dis general, but the trouble is about 
all these cases that we so many disti ed men in that war 
and we have so man distinguished widows now, and gentlemen 
like the gentleman from Ohio get up here and speak in favor of 
them. ladmire the earnestness of the gentleman from Ohio, [ 
have never attacked him. 

Mr. NORTHWAY. You have not, eh? 

Mr. PICKLER. No; I take itall back ifIdid. I do not attack 
anybody. Iam a little emphatic once in a while, but I have no 
malice againstanybody,I assureyou. Thetrouble is that we haye 
these same speeches before the committee, and gentlemen come 
down here and preach about distinguished families, and they show 
the distinguished records of these soldiers, and they almost com- 
pel us to report these bills at a high rate. Itis illustrated here in 
the committee to-night, Just as soon as you get the case of a gen- 
eral or a general’s widow from the State of one of these gentle- 
men we can not get the rate high enough to suit them; but let a 
case come from any other State, and they are all on their feet 
criticising the Committee on Invalid Pensions for putting the 
rate so high. That is the position we arein. I hope, Mr. Chair- 
man, that this motion will pera at $50. As far as I am individ. 
ually concerned, I believe that is enough in all these cases. [Cries 
of ‘* Vote!” * Vote!”] 

Mr. POOLE, Mr, Chairman—— 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri, Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Missouri is recognized, 

Mr. BURTON of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I merely rise to 
call the attention of this committee to the fact that there are some 
slight indications that the mouth disease has again become epi- 
demic. [Laughter.] I sincerely hope that the mind of everyone 
here is made up by time, and I hope that in order to convince 
everybody else that we are not afflicted in the sg hve I mention 
erro will keep still andletushayeavote. [Cries of ‘‘ Vote!” 
** Vote!” 

The MAN. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT] to amend the com- 
as amendment by out “‘seventy-five ” and inserting 
“e y. ” 

The question was taken; and on a division there were—ayes 63 


noes 60, 

Mr. LAYTON. Let us have tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and the Chairman appointed Mr. Layton 
and Mr. TALBERT. 

The ere again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 58, 
noes 67. 

sooeeel, the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
** seventy-five ” and insert “ - 

The C RMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina (Mr. 
TALBERT] moves to strike out “seventy-five” and insert ‘ sixty.” 
You who favor the adoption of that motion will say “aye ”—— 
ae eas Mr. open I ero say a pee 
;wo. I want to express my at gentlemen on this 
floor who get up here and shed Rrosolilte, lopdiecttioal tears over 
the widows of officers, when they do not their mouths in 
the interest of the widows of common soldiers. I want to say 
that is a sad commentary upon this House, Democrats especially. 
I must say, gentlemen, om a sor lee Fone gre cans do 

surprises, me {laughter], but I am that distin- 
guished ha : 
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hen they 
of 


these pen- 
en the gen- 
else moves 
, I think I 


general 
ou can 


a month when they have never been known 
their mouths in the interest of the common soldiers. | 
to say that while I do not with the distinguished 

chairman of the on In Ties t Nieves a is an 
honest, conscientious man, although a @ ex- 
Gcoune dpa pouainns I want to say that I was glad to see him 
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